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e E R B G T TR, R AR 2 S A VR R F S =, 1L AR 6264003

o [ R 2 g v KR A R0, 1 4R 9266071
S BB kA, A6 (101407

A RIS T RS (), 1 AR 8264209
MR & T RHE I R T AT, 11 R 5264003

3 73 (Bacillariophyta) ;2.

RS HAAN O T REBL — L RBGFAESRAAT O T RMBETH, BiFF
ABRAARNMRARBAA TR FARAMEL T LGER.

20270 F KA R, FFRATELLINT ek

AP R AT A AECHAVER, 12 A 2 B AT, AMATAZEC, AR 4R REARA TR, AL E &2 R CHE

VE R R I A2
MU,

KEIA: A5 COLEAE A —RALBIRAE L], “FLIA7

FAZIFIEAE DAL K A AR W) Hb R AL 220 R A
AR R K IEE BEAEH(Ewed52018). fit:i
(Bacillariophyta) /& FL4H il 1) & B A% 2E W (Peers I
Price 2006; TachibanaZ$2011), 1E A7)
() 3B 2 —, RIS RE MG BE
T AN A Bl E A H (Senguptas$2017).
TEAERBIAEIA D, TS R ok | sk e,
TR LA B it 1 20% IR 20 A 7 1 (X 2452018) . i
R AR [ 52 R TC AL I 10014t o5 EAE s
] 52 TR 125%~40% (75 TEHE252011)

fE = SR T, Caste R R
I — R E g S, $Em T CO, BRI A R
(%%%mmycﬁ%wgﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬂﬁ&%

v TR R Z )% 25 PR (Huang 2015)
E FHEE R BECILEERA U LZERER S

38 MK AE I A SR 8 FHOR £ A (Sage52012),
ﬁﬂﬁﬁ?@?ﬁécﬁlﬁﬁf’ﬁﬁﬁ&Emﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁé*
(5K DTk DA ST A= 4 Pl (R R ARG A F 22 S B

1.1 =EBCHAESIERMRBIE
BeardalZ5(1976) 1 4o 7E HH 1 45 7% (Skeletone-
ma costatum)F = 1548 ¥ (Phaeodactylum tricor-

ZEALB R IE B A &S A C R AAE A G thER AT R, BT AR SR C A ME A 8

Hy; BB BF X, 7 BRI BR 2R AL B

nutum) R I T —Fh LT C a2 1 & A E
P, XA A I B A A A AR D R B . AT
K%t € BPCR (qPCR)FIFAfr Fbrid AR, 7
RSN, AR R B AR U CRRIE I CO, T,
gk — BRI EDOGAE R, rEsE T Bos HbRid A
BCHIC, A ML A, BeardalZ(1976) K HARRE AC,
HE1ER
1.2 BI85 (Thalassiosira weissflogii) C, &
ERBIR
7EBeardalZ(1976) )t 5t 2 J&, Reinfelderss

(2000) 1M orelZ5(2002) 5 H7 X I B4 i 1k 352 1)

CoOtAERIAT THESC. Hrh, Reinfelder$:(2000)
FE B PR 5 O BT R 15 s LI TR A e,
RO T —Fiogr o bric =X, Aok g R v C Al
2. HRReinfelderd:(2000) H C, 06 &4 FH Xt AT
FROEUHRE HEAT T MRRE, AELZE B T 2 L 1) o JL I )

Cy= Pyt tHBL T B3 Arid . AR FH ki
BRI, RIS EV\]TﬁfL%MMCﬁﬁEﬁCOJZ
PRERG G Y b R R AR 4 A, JF BAE—
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AT B% LA F EHL“Chric, RBARIC N C AL &)
R T CALEY) . EMHE OLE R EEC, B0 # Cy-C,
Hh ] SR A ()R AR S A R B, B DLARATTIA A
JB IR AT 2 Cot B 1E I ERC-C A &
1 F (Morel52002; Reinfelder®$2004). 4X1fij, Rob-
erts®5:(2007a) K, Kk IR HEHE 3 52 72 T Chric i
CO,M I8 H12~30 s, FI7EH & =R 3 C
FRLICMC A . BIRTERK I bRIC I (7] Y,
CALE T ChRICIRD T, 18 MR L6 B[R] 3 87,
CfC &M BIbric iR .3 . 45 |, Roberts
S (2007a) N N BRI EE B AT R C,-C P RDG &
YEH, TIEA R ZCOE1ER
1.3 BB 88552 (Thalassiosira pseudonana) C St
E1ERIMR
Roberts5£(2007b) i 7t 1 B ik 24 ¥ 55 2 R A
B, R 15 B i 3 A [R] A A e R A AR
1O A1, (HARIC S R B R A AN ) (B
R HEEE AR IC ) Bon 2 2 GBS, 7EC,™ )
IR A R IR DR U v AR R B C s (7]
B, 7R i e, IR L RERR R E 1,5- 1
PR A% A W P2 PG I/ 0 AU BB (RubisCO) V& B X7~
VIR bR b g IR BE i T 22, IF BAE KA
PUBR IR FE BB LR, MG AT RAAAE . AR
P e/ ChRic ) LA ERHE M E R, HIX
AN R S A BRI 46 ML (carbon-concen-
trating mechanism, CCM), - H. A= K JH ZEF5% TEH LAk
W B AR S T & AR L (Clark A1 Flynn 2000), X i
PR s T =X AT B P 2 £ B (P E P C) R gl e s 1 =X P PR
% 7R U st (PEPCRO) I 77 1) S5 B A AR AR, Sl
H C AR 4 (McGinnfllMorel 2008a), Bowler
ZF(2010) 73 BTk g, B i v 3 1) A ML A 10 485
R el g 5 — R KA HLER IO C R84 3
2, AN IX TR 5 T BE AL 0 SR . BARIX Fh
1A PAR D, AR AR S SRR AR A& S R At HE B 1 1y
HUF, ERME—TTRZ 5 CLATER N R, M
RobertsZ5(2007b) A % kAT 3 — D0t 9t, #o8
TR AL g i R B AFAEC O B AE A A AFAEIR
K. ClementZ5(2016) 1 T 2 Fhy ik, X 4
& T AN [FIR B2 CO M Hh B s 28 Vg 5 2 (1 CCM
BEAT T FC . ARATT AR IR 1) B ) 5 1 5 ik

T2 T il (C A) VS MR B 3 A 0%, I LI 1 9 1P 1
BRI 8 IR AE S R Co B T AN 2 C A
1.4 =AIBIEECHAEIERNMIR

= AMARES 51— MR 2 B AFAEC,
HeEVEH R . £ =MBIRFCOLE BT
Furb, WIF T A AN [R] 5 A P b e 7 A T
)7 (Raven 2010), McGinnAllMorel (2008a) %
L C O, FBE BEAR T = #1445 5 C, B e ) /K 1 1 52
M /NS5 ARl R s e 9 C, Bl e S /K 5 1, (EE
A1152 C, B F0 700 1R 2 e ARABL o 177 7E L6 2 T, Cassar
ZEQ007) Rl T EETETE, B H AR S ATEE
e R A COL A ERRFE . Kroth%5:(2008)3 T4
SRR 7 g 7 AL S50, 3L e dE T
PEPCKH#E [f1] 52 31 ) 73 #7

FE B — T 78, HuangZ8(2015) K BL=
FAB AR R AT REAELEC O A TEH, A AT A Chg
10 AT & L A 08 T = AT EC,HIC AL
SR/ P oblih=o = S X J LR LB s Ukl 1]
PEOCTRE XA Bt A7 et . ARUHIE & LL AT =
Cy/C A Lb AR &, 40 M 3% (0 3% I = S # 45  vh
FEAEC I EAE R PR A A28 43 X, X 9 T 7 45
RICFF T = fatate i hAEECO AR FH I HERT .
1.5 HthiECHAESERIMR

Trimborn%5(2009)53E — 2 X fik 2L v e v 2
BAAECOEIEHAT T F . MAI T 5T 7 PEPC
HMIRubisCORMASMEE, I B4 FE 21| Al =Fh kg
fik B ——VF 5125 M % (Eucampia zodiacus). P RIE
SRR ZE T 2838 (Thalassionema nitzschioides) .
At AT LI DY Fl ek 35 HH PEPC-5 Rubis COYE 1k (1 E
EIIFFE CAl T BIRIE BIAFAE, A FFEC T
D B e Y AR AIE o At AT T R FH B 1 o 2 5 R A
FOGEAE RN R, 45 RRW: REPEPCHE M
ARG COLAURHIE, 1HC, I8 3 g i R A 7K
PIE N TR AL AR A B AT C oL A TR AT
(NunnZ£2009; TrimbornZ£2009) .

XU 5755201 6) 5% 3 [ 1 45 74 (Skeletonema ma-
rino) e s AL K [ € A IR AR HEAT T 20 M, RN
184N 55 s [ 7 A s A28 A O 1) Tl S 341 X6k 8L 114 2
T JE K], 20 5 DA 1) R, 3 4 g A 5 R 45 e Ak 284
T B ) B R P 9 B ) — B . iREKEGG
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TEREAER, bAoA 1 3 B 2 A e ] 5 A i
12, KBTS R SRS R TR C I CCM
JIrita (1 A R

i EPTIR, RFREEE TR BAECOL SRR,
B AiE Z R AE R W 70 B (R 1)

2 BEEEHICCMAfSE

COE/K o HURAEH 2218, Fr il e e A ik
RIEIA TR, FrLACOTEAEHBR T 7 /KA A 5g H
T 86 AE F (Granum%52005) . (B Z YK
TR T I P TE R R ), 7E 4R A P T R —
SR TN IHLE——CCM, 25 T et
BT T R AR IE B KA TE LRSI P
AL R R T X — L, R TC AR
RER L MICO,,

CCMTEFL A R AL BFRubisCO M 7 [A] o7 &
BRI CORE, MREYITECO,SZ IR A
W FEE R, [FECCMAIE AT 1 5 5 1
TR S8 AT F T e G ik il e, X2 N CAIAETE
fFHCO, 1k HCO,. CCMIEH n] %14 A4y 3a
CCM (B DAL 2ACCM (F2). AEXELCCM

B —AMRFE 2 18I B B E kIR A b e ia
IAAE AR N AR B 0E 1 e ALK, BHCAfEALCO, AN
HCO, & 4= H.4% J¢ ¥ (Tachibana%:2011); 5 —AM4F
fE&: RN E A, X2 — MR THRER
BRI 45 H), &4 R IICO,. RubisCOM =F
CA. HaME BRI, 7] LA R N %
figt LA LBK (dissolved inorganic carbon, DIC)H & &,
FERCCMAR . M2 CCMIMIE K iz i i 8
BUB LA HLERAL S P s A ok . X S8 AL
DI 4IRS T 4L, EATAE 2T Rubis-
COHb J7 i 32 v] LLIE I = 5 COL M FE o PR Ui,
XL A RO C il 2% 5 C, 8 CCM  (Reinfelder
2011).

11 78 (Cyanobacteria) LA K FLAt 7K AE S AE Y Un
MVE(Hydrilla verticullata). 7KZ5%.(Egeria densa).
iR #E(Elodea canadensis) 17K 41 (Otteliaalis-
moides)#AFAEC,BICCM (BowesFlSalvucci 1989;
ZhangZ§2014; Shao%$2017). —MIAA, HE#EA
AV FECCMZ RN 4E MR AFAE T LR K e i
ZG5. HiAEFCCMAEREEE H 1 RE R D,
H AT R 7E g PR T ARl 28 v A v e o TR

R U ZREE P A BEAFAEC oL A 1 F A TIE

Table 1 Evidences for C, photosynthesis in several diatom species

[EERUES et B AR 1 HIEAR EE PN
SR AL ChRIC EanC At Beardall%51976
T 14 43 BT S5 7 G AR CassarflLaws 2007
FEPR o3 HT S 7m AR Kroth%:2008
JEATURS [ 5 B ) 53 A1 SR Co AR Ewe%2018
AR = LA BT R C AR Huang?%2015
4 5 6 Gy i B on C AR HuangZ$2015
B TR Y e TeHLCHRIE FoR CA S RobertsZ5£2007b
B Lo AT R G McGinnHIMorel 2008a
AT BT R C B C, AR Nunn%2009
[ AR AR IR TN OX AW Nunn%52009
C, B A7) 43 R C AR McGinnFlIMorel 2008a, b
C A MR AU AR S B 1 2 7 B 7n C R Tanaka2$2014
it P35 P 2 BT S 7R C AR Trimborn%42009; Clement“52016
JER R TR FTHLCHRIL BN C AR ELC,-C 1A 4 Morel252002; Reinfelder42004
TEMLCHRIC R C-C, 1A 1 RobertsZ5£2007a
it P 5 437 3 7 C AR BRC,-C R TR AR Reinfelder%:2000
C, B A7) 43 R C AR McGinnFlIMorel 2008a, b
T R TR BRI 4L M o C AR LiuZ2016
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Fig.1 The biophysical CCM in diatoms
CA: BT, RubisCO: 1,5- B IX R BE A ALK/ Il . 2% Hopkinson®$(2016) 124
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Fig.2 The biochemical CCM in diatoms
CA: BRERITHE; OAA: WL L. 1%; PEP: BERMGEF PIRAAR; PGA: WERR H Il 2; PYC: IMARRFL1LHE; PYR: PINWAL; RubisCO: 1,5- AR 1%
BB P Pt P 4R MR S R FT REAFAERRIE 1R . 275 Hopkinson#(2016) 224 -

(Tanaka%$2014), EweZE(2018)FIHF 78Ul B 1 f:
L ) = AR R I AR A CCML. Al
WFL T COBAR A JCHE, Jo il A2 PN I R Tl 18 XU il
(PPDK)it 2 NAD-3 R IR A (NAD-ME) [ 1 AR AS
ZCOMR AR sz mm, PR kAt &518: = Mt
P AT AEYAL 22 CCM . A1 e, #% 00 C il 5E AT
ez 5 H AR, R4, @ERE R =78
TR &3 (Haimovich-Dayan%5$2012).

3 EERAV IR S5

3.1 C,S5FEY“TEIN %
HFE/KFE(Oryza sativa) 1t N IR Z 5B &

238 13 RubisCO¥F CO, i 58 7EC, ik &, ix AN it
TR NC OGS VEM . RubisCOA 5 I /K Rk ),
DR R Bt 1] DA AL 5 S0 IO, R AT S PR (2%
HEE2019). N T FARIEFMRACR, CIEm R
FIFH X O, AN U I PEPC A K A 1 CO, [ 52 1 C,
1R, SR 5 M C,HH B CO, ] T RubisCO 1) 5 3 [#
o fERZHC AT, CIgm X P B
A EAFIME AR & 2. C Y nT
DA 75 7 B2 F1C O, 7E RubisCOPf T A 2, MTT 42 =
Y& RF (Haimovich-Dayan%52012)

1EE K (Zea mays)Fl—LE X FHC A8+, §
R 2 A8 (BS) 41 f R S8 Ik (V), 2R J5 455
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RO 20 PR PR (MDA B B L. BRI, ) i ik e
PR A 24 7 TR A 4 R P A PR 4 B 2E R, I B
V-BS-2M-BS-VE A5, BN 17454 CtE
WA 25 K30 %5 LAV-BS-nM-BS-V X HE#1, 3 H.
YEE AR ELC I N . ERG AR, <TE
g b R C A SRS S5 M (R 552013).
3.2 ERECAESIEAMMEMEAHMERM—IRAE

FE A, COGEAE AR W) (Reiskind
HiBowes 1991), {H'&HIFE—LEK A4 A 17
o HAT IR AN KB TR R, R
A A5 T B CARHE, (HER A “TEI 4514 (Granum 5§
2005), HCOGANE A B0 FEAT I, iHZR ik
A LA7E 24877 1ECO, it I [ /)y % (compartment) (Reis-
kindf1Bowes 1991), $CO, 47 R4, &Rt &1F
IR . R, Bt AT B 7 24k 45 CO, 1
b 1] (Kilian A Kroth 2010), & #% P4 2 40, ix Py
JZ FELAE P J5T DR s At B TRD R L B ) D B AT
[E)J51 53 . H T ANE R X 2 15 e A R PH Lk
CO, 1)t . AR PR Sk HE 1 02 5 0] LA 7S 24 DIC)

ik IDICIKEE R, 20 i SR X DIC /3 i BB
15 oF AP U 58 P (Palmqvist®5$1994; Amoroso
SE1998) . e o MR 1) 3 R pH A OB, TEH AR
b & K EHITHCO,, HCO, 284 5l 113 i
BREBEEMANE, E— P E5R BT RMNA
% CO,, M SFEHE N HICOLK T 5 (Senguptads
2017).
3.3 ERZMEY

T R MM, AT 28k
{10 €0 3 A4 Rl 2 A7 S ) PR P A v, T T 1 T A
S EAZ. PR KINEAZSCCMA X,
UESE 7R E I DI Re S m A I AE I 2 A
Lo B E R AR RAFE NCO, [ E 1) O, 15
55566 AE AR OC B I 42Ul o [ G106 FE4E R — >
COKRFEF ST . FHUE AT I, 25 A% A A A i 2
R AR B AR A AL . (H AR IR AN ], E5 A% H
WA ANER B, SEVIAE(Chlamydomonas
reinhardtiit) 1 5 ARZAETE Ry $EANE A — |2 P A0 R
HIRAR N D TR EY. Huit BRI IZE
= 2 AW AT LU B B 1ECO, Mk I 5 E B il 3k

MEE AR b 3% H K COL I /E FH (Giordano Al Beardall
2005). LA IAEDYIFECCMARRAYFE Y, BR A% A2
HEEFEEISCCMIZAT 1A% 04544 (GrossmanZ52007) .

Badgerf1Price (1992)f /e & F % D fg
A e AN IS A B R B A AL, RIS CCMA K. IR
R0 BB SR AR A CCM L3 e S A4 A2 4 A [
BLERARICX P IEA [ B (Maguasi51993) . Palm-
qvist (1993)F1Badger&(1993)iF B 1 %2 f{1CCM
HEAKA XK. Kikutani®(2016) KL 7 =M Ta
B AP KR 5CCMAT K MCO,. RubisCO
FI3FHCA.,

4 CtE{ERXBEBIITR

Reinfelder%(2000) A& I T Ja [l e HEATC,
e e AEYE . X R R R B ICL, IR
B, (R B 7R S A v A7 75 P R C 08 i O B g
PEPCHIPEPCK . 3t — >3 BIPEPCTE Jak [ g % 5
H 2T C, D RE IIEHE R H T Reinfelder$(2000) i)
C,B AR IC MIPEPCHIHIF M SL4G . = f T AN
b S i I B PEPCIE I, 1 5 SRAFHIE W
R AT R £ PEPCK 53 . Descolas-Grosf10riol
(1992)#& Hi fir s kL E PEPCK, (HIEAS ZHH
PEPCE A il iR 2 AL B (PC) . BE Ak, Armbrustds
(2004) 1) 5= [R 2H F0 45 1 B T B 8 g e e b A
EPEPCHIPEPCK . GranumZ5(2005)7E i1 7 v
BESER R I T AR [F] (I PEPCHEH, K18 1%
(1) 2 1 7 5 (PEPC 1 APEPC2) 5 A1 34 1) 48 1 7
(Arabidopsis thaliana)BEF K71 5 (Escherichia
col)) BT LU . X P FPAS[R] (I PEPCHE & £ R 7K
b HH44% 0 7 51— 850k, e A5 LR ST g ER
KIGHAT B R A 36% 5. M JE B HE 5 7
BEH T —ANPEPCEIN, ZEFNERIEKR AT LS
i 2 i B B PEPC2 AR AL I L $192% . 54 74
YIPEPCHH LY., fif: 8 PEPCH % A7 N-2K Uiy 1 4% B B2 14
SERIIR . LR U TS e B 8 (Y PEPCK L [R
b AT AR K AR 152 1) i T A1 5 L PR A R T A
KNG W B AT X b o R #EPEPCKAE 741 F 5K
Jo KT T A EE (46%04H [R]) EE 5 40 g 7 Bl AH L (34%
FHIED)BE AL, F HABAS B A N-oK o 1 32 i R 0 265
#4358 (Leegood I Walker 2003) .
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PEPCKAF FL 1 57— A~ B 22 5 T A2 FLAE 40 i Y
[ 52 A7 (Granum%52005) . 7 4% 7% 55 F5 7% (Udotea
Slabellum)+r, PEPCKAE A2 AV B £ B g b R AR A
H, FF HAE R B 7R A - PEPCK AL T g
(LeegoodflWalker 2003). {H /& i1 5 PEPCK s
T C R BEN M o, ARV RELL T — AT LAR4E
CO, M hzHr, BRI SRR B 8 A% H (Reinfelderss
2000). fiEA PIIIEE % BHPEPCK ] BE £ Tk 5
[y 34 (Nunn§2009): 25—, K I a8 P v
(4K By BE b & 5 PEPCK, {H 2 3R HE B S2 56
i AR 4 o ¥ Gt ) B ER 58 o (Reinfelders
2000); 55—, PEPCK B &4 S e hr T s 2%
BE AT (Laminaria japonica) ] 24K F1 (Cabello-
Pasini%$2001).

ITEwes5(2018) 78 1 — Mt n B
HCBMA KRR . A8 RIAGFPRL & &
X C A SR B AE 4 L P9 0 S AT TR, 5 Cuts
A T K AN C e A 4 Fe I P % E B ) A B
HAT TR A ATTACH A4 2 S AN 41 R C B CCM
FAAE R 5 TR 25 A (Li%5E2017), AH i 52 iy 57 SR 2 iy
(MEs)FIPEPCK#EAAL T /44 . Tanaka%$(2014)
N (AR 2R VA A B N i 1 2 A 5 = e T
FE N BRI o AR, O HOIXSeRg R R T A1) =
B TE Ry S B A RV PE . BRI R I, (R
B 5 BENAD-ME [ % KPS, 78 JE I 2% 44
N HEVS FPEPCK#L 5%, R PEPCKZ 5 | B+
25 R AR AR, o PR /R A s R IR AR . H
PEPCKHIPEPCHII ] 7] Ab FAK CO, Kk i A= K 34 55 v
(105 ot 28 % 9 T DA A3 B AR B K & 1 FH
2R, T IR L b B 7 VA AN 22 5 R S R ) ) 6 A AE
o AT FE 45 RAUE 5L T R BC, M CCMAE =
8 5 8 AR ol 2R VA 982 1 C O, [ 52 v 8 A b E
YER, T HR A A T ae S 5C6 G 1EH
(Holdsworthf1Colbeck 1976; Tanaka%$2014), {H
Haimovich-Dayan%:(2012)i\ N = #6515 & A7 A
C/ARH, I T CARMTE = Ml s h MrEH
AT FHRN Aok U ER = A #8355 C AR
Z R E M) SIS PPDK I AL R, R BLZ R Ak
[IPPDKIEMEIAR, I HEEF MR, HEAEAEH
(MK, (CO,) LT A 32 25 m, FIER B C &%

B AT 45 = A A FE BER ubisCO L CO,L [V FE « BT
PLARATTHE H C AR FE = f 4 4 32 15 CO, 8] 5 rh v]
REANEEZER .

5 REEERE

VE R G 72 01 0 B K DTk, FeE e 1)
W 9T — B2 E N AMIF TSR3 T CAEYII H 2
SeA AR F A AR P ) EE R A, R R CL LY
RIABHER T B E R e . R R
THEigF R B AAAECOLEEHIGAAE R BE, (BT
'ELTE A BRI IE B FN R B A I E AR, K
TEREEEAT ARG ERPERRE . &
S REBEC LA VE R MR T DI FERICCM BT T 1
W, M T REEE R TEIR S5 R, IE ELGC 3 i
AT T s PR L 2T

il C GG E H B0 9 32 B4R R A AR T AL i
B U EE DL = AR TR, A H Xt R
JUI B 2 BRI IR 2R IR RO 7L . il (2014) A
HEA B A P TR T ek A AE C IR A2 1 1T B DA &
JEER o 3E = AR = M TR EEC O AR AT
&%, it T AR BT A b, A —LehE
VE, LLUTE BN A RS T R R Y R B ATLEC,
HeAAEH UL E AL A K2 R, 7528
AR FERABTTF R . A SN, TR 2 2. C,
HAEVER, TEAFAEA EERI AT R 2B —,
WAFAEC S A EA RS, tkinPEPC. PPDK%E; 5
=, WA BHTCCMF 4y X, b = SRR A <A
g R E A,

Har, B b R i £, < F et
R ALECOL B AR HIEAEIEE Fr 3 . Rk,
TEAR K 7 BT R EAGUE PR AR, & 6 C e
(1) SR T LA 2 73 5 58 B TR Th RE TG 1 () I A
itz A, 3 75 B S B T 4 M (R s A, K
5 G BRBG7E 40 B Hp 1 AT AR 2 A, DA X
VEVR I RS AR W BECCMAAE WAL = CCMI T
filto JENAL. sl BAGAMQE ARt
DB AL B, BHPR R AR i)
KEAE B (Fang%2018). T JLAER, SRl 2ArE R
Wb e 5 AR R, (R S T REBE A AEC LB TEH
I 8 U5 45 B AE B — KT b, AR
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JRAN F TR ISR AT . A SO ES ZH
R, KRR A S s A T4, LGN
EEHA. AR SCFRIEE AT 2 7 sk, ¥
2 NIEEEC A AE H BIR N SR AL 3T (1) 75 1
G R R %, KIEH I B e 2 AR
i ) 5 AR FEAE ) O6E A L g S AL )
RETTIMZ
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Abstract: Diatoms (Bacillariophyta) is one of the main groups of marine phytoplankton and plays an important
role in global carbon cycle. The emergence of C, photosynthesis is a major stride in plant evolution, and also
affects the global carbon cycle. However, the understanding of C, photosynthesis of diatoms is still limited.
Since the 1970s, scientists have argued whether C, is involved in diatoms. In this paper, the discovery history of
diatom C, photosynthesis, the diatom carbon dioxide concentration mechanism (CCM) and the comparison of
C, photosynthesis between diatom and higher plants were reviewed. New methodology in the study of diatom’s
C, photosynthesis is prospected to know better about the role of diatoms in global carbon cycle.

Key words: diatom; C, photosynthesis; carbon-concentrating mechanism; kranz anatomy; phosphoenolpyru-
vate carboxylase
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