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Abstract: Picophytoplankton (0.2~2 pwm) is an important part of the energy flow and material cycle of marine ecosystems,
thus plays a key role in marine ecosystem. Picophytoplankton contributes greatly to primary productivity in oligotrophic wa-
ters, which is of great significance to the export of silicon and carbon particulates in the deep ocean. At present, the research
on picophytoplankton can not meet the actual needs, because it is difficult to culture, identify and quantify. Bolidophyceae is
a group of picoeukaryotes, including Bolidomonadales and Palmales. Although the contribution of Bolidophyceae to phyto-
plankton abundance is small (< 0.1%), it is widely distributed and is one of the most abundant phytoplankton in coastal and
upwelling regions. Bolidohyceae spreads widely throughout marine ecosystem, from tropical to polar regions. Bolidophyceae is

the Stramenopiles group phylogenetically nearest to the diatoms. Unlike diatoms, Bolidophyceae cell walls are not completely
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silicified. This paper describes the state of art of Bolidophyceae, summarizes its discovery, and the current information on tax-

onomy (sequence analysis based on SSU rDNA and rbcL genes), ecology and physiology. It explains in detail the taxonomic

status of Bolidophyceae as a sister group of diatoms, which is also important to clarify the evolutionary relationship among

these silicated alga. At the same time, this paper also emphasizes the role of Bolidophyceae in marine silicon—carbon coupling

cycle, and further explains the status of marine picophytoplankton in the global biogeochemical cycle.
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ERE L /T2 ER /By A0 1< K7/ I P s e i G |
FEWMEEL, PRI G A E R I CO, BT
0., P RFAREH AL AHLEE (SR 55, 2014),
FIRL TR, R E R RGBS
UIRe HAEZ BRI RS 0 . TR A5t A
Ak sEm G H 8 5, 2018) o PRI REIETE
I e A AR AT, ST il Yo B4 728 Al S i
B (BBH 2, 2016) , JFH, EibREME I RRIE
= IR Mg KOG DL CHRGE R T ARk
sl (BREE 4%, 2015) o VRIFAE 4R HRAR AT
O3 /L (20~200 pm) o R (2~20 wm) | BT
B (02~2 pm) (AR 4F, 2016) o T HAAE
BUN, WIRMELLY B, — B0 ZH) W e nli s f
AREEEE] (Ut 4%, 2012) . WO EN
FELIRIEY R F, MR Y S A T A
BAYENP FEEZ R4 EIIGERE (Kuwata et al,
2018) o Thorson TEVEF AT oA HE 2l ) S E F14))
AR, UER T I PR A U R A )
AP EEE L (B S, 2011) o 20 4D
80 4EfXHI, Waterbury 4 (1979) #5757 /NT 2 pm
(8 TR B TP AT (R ERPE Synechococcus . JiR 4%
EKPE Prochlorococcus IR EAZ S picoeukary—
ote) XIHIZA: = Sy A EEE X, 20 4 90 44K
HP B e I SR R A i SR E RV S B TR X
FHUAL, Vaulot 5 (2008) & B HAZ B2
AEH SRR O PRI A R, I A R
AR AR 733 rh

SEHESET]  (Heterokontophyta) e AR ELAZ
%, HAMERE AN AEME, S0 T2
PEHIE I TIESZHAEIURE S, BIaE s
JNHIHEEH (single—celled flagellates) , BKHL (coc—
coids) FIEV% (colonies) , BUIE I A415 2 41 iU AT
B, FEZBOKEAESHAERG S, HE S0
(Daugbjerg et al, 2001) . H HiXf 7 HESE T BT,
FEZR T BAKARHAEA ) 73 FOKF 2
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FEVE, B AN 1 MR P 51 U 5 FRE 571 DNA 4545t
(Daughjerg et al, 2001) . BLC AILAYZHER], F
B $5 BE HME 3 (Dictyochophyceae) Fil 7% 4= i
(Pelagophyceae) , HAARNEA ZHENE, [HiZixX s
REBFEASRETEEEZREN (Kuwata et
al, 2018) . T 10 4E[A], FETHG2MHL T BB &k
e, BEWHBRIEN T, ORI T 3 80
5t M 3 25 (Heterokonts) , L 4& (#8334
Phaeothamniophyceae . 1 Ji% % 4X Bolidophyceae #fI
fig ¥ 24X Pinguiophyceae) 1995;
Guillou et al, 1999a; Kawachi et al, 2000) . H.
A E 1T SSU tDNA Fll rbeL SEH 751 () R 58 K
BT RIS ek B A IAOC R, IR
SEEEAETE  (Daugbjerg et al, 2001) o AIF 2
TR A0 B R VA A R A, BB T i
TE R 58 1 Ak 38 28 2 1) 1 2 Ak G R DL B 7 v v
B — R 5 00 2 79 B Ao

VT JUAEAT D E 90 R e |2 o0 A TR v
TEFIM RN, R T RGEAF L THYS
REPEZ BAFTERb IR OC 2R o H T PV TV B A IS
AT BB, W HAE P B, 5 AR
R Z A R, LSRRI R EBR G R
ARG SO A . T X — rk Al e
o), WP HX IR RRAG PR 52 1 LA B %k
A BRA Wy b ER A AR BA S A A e 17 1 2 R T Y
BEFRG (PNZE 45, 2018) o AR SGE 18 X AR K R
T BEROBF T AT X PERGAR T, B e S
B IAR O RA — D EEARIAIR, e e ik
B 22 ] 1) AR R SR

1 s A BIR
120 1142 90 AFAUS I, HUIF BRI

Guillou 8¢ N4 TiZEME, RRAGKE LiREL
fik 3 1Y 5L AR B R (Stramenopiles)

( Bailey et al,

(Kuwata et al,
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2018) o i E A A T #EE T (Guillou et al,
1999a) , % A HR & (eyespot) Fl H H #%
(pyrenoid) , {HEA DNA ¥y, HBAREAH 3 &
R T2, BT 2 2R, SRS R
AIAMUARE . AN FREEH TR B, (A — DBk,
—EARHES LR A (PR I, cristae)
IR STl NNV NG L S O 2 S N
M2 . MHR o0 MEE ey, HEHEER
(diatoxanthin) . T # ¥ £ (diadinoxanthin) . &
WA (fucoxanthin) F1 19 - T i AL A RE R
(19’ —butanoyloxyfucoxanthin) . HiF 3 B A A
EHEE, BRKMHEEE AR, MmESA 3 TEIR
R, MBI MBI R 1. A R
TR LE i e 0 R A T R A
WAMERLTAER M2 . RHEI X (ransi-
tional helix) F1&I#EEAT (paraflagellar rod)  (1¥
D, AifEEEREBU A4 (R, 2017).

1.0kV 5.0 mmx15.0 SEM 2014/05/13

E1 SEMRETHRESEEaTES
(51 8 Akira Kuwata %5)

AR — 2K A M O B s, AR
FARFEEAR D, ABAT SR AT LAFE 43— 98 2 vhoier i )
(Kuwata et al, 2018) . b5 K LS HES —
RN, TERGRE bl R0 € 1A 5 H
(Parmales) Z [H]fF7E % VIR FE (Mann et al,
1989) . HFHIE 5 WA EE  (Parmaleans) 4 b i)
RE . IEEHS] EAFAEVF ZHRIZAL . Booth 55
(1987) 4ressigs ias —atinigse, Jf HAR A%
fih i) SSU rDNA FJF A rbeL J¥ 5 R4 % & 501 &
B, WAFEE TR S8Ry, IR BN
[FIVE MR A A (Ichinomiya et al, 2011) . A

WP B S A R B REA T e s TRl —4:4)
AR A= 36 2B BE (Guillou, 2011) . Ffif5, WA
J SRR DA P AKCFIE B T X — Mk, I Haf
— e T RESE R A AR E A IR (Kessenich et
al, 2014) o Bz, MUFEAINAIDEE 2 E LR AR AT
55 Rk 2 R 00 5 U0 G ZR00T T I D A g ) a4 g s
EHwEE, 5 R, HTREKE /TR
TR — A D R R — SRV ek, LA JE DA
4T AR G0 10 o i A &R TP Y b 22 TR O R
(Ichinomiya et al, 2016) .

2 RIS 0SS A

i G IR H  (Bolidomonadales) FlMf
He o i HACH B #E R (Bolidomon—
adaceae) , GUFEIRF-HERIFHE  (Bolidomonas pacifi-
ca) FH A R E 3 (Bolidomonas mediterranea)
2B (XIVE 4§, 2017), AERFDESOIE, |
BAE 1.2~3um Z [0 . Bolidomonas J& J¥.40HE, o
AHERE . ORI e — Moz Sl i B i ek
HAWA T mAFEREE, KEE0RmAEE R
HE, MHENEREN, e KRR
PO, 3 TR O EA I A A R b —
— L RRE o FERHE B BORIRB A B 3 T
Bolidomonas REMS TR BIESN, (HIEAFFpZ EH
U2l 75 AN [E] o 6 K R PR B i 301 2 K Boli-
domonas -5 AR T R VR YA 400 X 53T Ok 1) E LAY
fiE (Saraetal, 2013) . & T4 B HOWEE ] (19 1A
F A M RERE SRR SRR, CRAIRED i H 23 PR =
J&: TRl (Pentalaminaceae) A — &, HEI&
IRFL 8 (Pentalamina corona) 35 = fii ¥R} (Tri-
parmaceae) H W&, B =fEE)E (Triparma) H
PUfii e JE  (Tetraparma)  (Booth et al, 1987) . I
TR, M 1A BTAR 1 2 5~8
A/ A (plate) 20 B3P R b 40 L RE . o )R
(Pentalamina) H 2 AR K /NAJE AR (shield
plate) , 1 BRI MAM  (ventral plate) 12 4>
—HHEM (triradiate dorsal plate) . PURH#EEEA 3 4
AR N ETENR, 1 AN AR, 1 A =5
TEARA 3 AHTEAR (girdle plate) . —fHEEEA 3 1
AN ETENR , 1 AEBRA MR, 1 A =5t
JEARFN 3 A AR (B 2)  (Booth et al, 1988;
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Kosman et al, 1993; 2003;
Konno et al, 2007a; Konno et al, 2007b) . %] H{j
ik, BOMBARSEEMELL B R R, AN T RR

Bravo —Sierra et al,

oA gl T P XD SR i N N e €
2=, PRXT A SRR R 7 R ik g — H
3% FIBRH o

B2 MHBEZEEARMMBEERER (5] H Akira Kawata 55)

(a) BARFMEE (Pentalamina corona) ;

TR PRI RES A TSR], Hor
M2 BPCH . R BIREh . KIS R AR .
SR T ke slA 3 A A F S N Z B (Guil-
lou, 2011) o SERTAYBIFFE AR TE A Al AP I 2R
0 B H PR A b e T AR S, Sl
SSU rDNA J3* 8l iR e i 0, i B 88 A 34
BEAERVEP 2 004 o Bl 3 T3R5 P 51 A 188
rRNA JPEIR AT 2 B, PHISERL = A B (Triparma
eleuthera) BitiRZ . /i), HUCGERFE
W (Triparma pacifica) . M = 5% (Triparma
mediterranea) 1 JC B = i & ( Triparma laevis)
(Ichinomiya et al, 2016) . KyEVUMKE (Tetraparma
pelagica) VOB = . A ( Triparma
columnacea) . PWPIR =H#E (Triparma retinervis) #
FY =M (Triparma strigata) T 325340 T b 3]
WA, b T = WS ARV ARk e
W, R AR T . VB DU A% (Tetra-
parma insecta) . VUG (Tetraparma silverae) F
PR VU R 3 (Tetraparma trullifera) £ %4537 76 3F
PETHIX , Mz, ZARFMEE (Pentalamina corona) |
A5 DU M (Tetraparma gracilis) . < % DU fii 3
(Tetraparma catinifera) FPIR =M B8 (Triparma
verrucosa) AXFRTFAR LB X . PHIIZER = fiig
#  (Triparma eleuthera) FIKV1E = fi#e (Tripar-
ma pacifica) 2 1 AE R —HF5E X4, KB EAT]
AU SAAE R VT (Ichinomiya et al, 2016) .

3 i S Z TR B BRIR G R

RN Z B R G5 W e I B AN o3
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(b) K¥FEEDUEEE (Tetraparma pelagica) ;

(¢) TCFL=#¥% (Triparma laevis f. inornata)

R 3% R (monophyletic lineage)  (Derelle et al,
2016; Riisberg et al, 2009; Yang et al, 2012;
Seveikova et al, 2015) . FEHMMIEE L, HEEF
JRLREFN —ABAR AL 1 S AR b A D5 Th A4 T E
YERLo BRI, i AN RS e 0 AR A AR i o]
Je—FAE, b —MATAE. Mann 5% (1989) 42
T AR “HTRERE B AR Y A T s
At R MRIsE, IZ AR, DFRAS A I ke —
R A A AR 2 00 T AN B B, o —
A B A R A A AL, 53— BUE BRI
B A5 RYIM . Kessenich 55 (2014) i 5% 5%
2 2ol S i B ) C R AOWTST, R B
I RIBF S 358 H S kot AR A AR i ) ST A B B
Horhatl e B oA HES 1 AR, I H R
B AFA

TERFRE RO BLZ AT, WA SR Mol 2
A LR FE ) S0HE B HU (choanoflagellates)  (Silver
etal, 1980) . i & 5 AL 1 folia A BLHA 3 3 o
EAMER, KRR EORE, X421
e — PRS2 T E R — 2R BRI TR i A
(Marchant et al, 1986) . /X4 Marchant 8 A& H 1A
Fh a5 4 340 (Chrysophyceae) FlfEEEATAETE 25 AH
WIE, ERARATICER E IS 2 . BE
J&i Daugbjerg 25 (2001) X yiz e MDA IS B 1T T
TEANE R G0 % B WF9E M DNA P30 LEXt, & B Ff
PR RAY SSU rDNA JE PR S8 2], SRR 1t i e A
MR [R5, 7 1 s ik e L R
(sister group) Y FZS2E A o

TR v e Al %) 200 B BT )N 0, 2R 2 il ik
HHARZHMME (F D A — A
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AR ™ Al R T 2 e 1 PR O — S A Ak TR 3
(silica deposition vesicle, SDV) [ 45 ¥ o 3 17
(Preisig et al, 1994; Simpson etal, 1981), N
TR, T =B ICMZER (Triparma laevis f.
inornata) FE AW HFIRERREE (100 pmol/L) WRE T,
AT LUE BGE R i BT A2 (Yamada et al, 2014) ,
HAEEAL A A S REARL, SRk e R 2
BisE, K5 i i 40 i B B3k SDV N Y G LR
(Véronique, 2000) . MAEMRER WAL T 1 wmol/L
I, LR T R A MRERR, X SRk nyaE
FALAE A AR (Yamada et al, 2014) o 7ERE#E
o HOHE oA 20 A 2 AT i A 0 1) ik LU S
o [RVES 7 1k AR 0 5 v O AR A 2 4 i Y E 2R
20 e A B Ao A A 2 52 30 ™ A 1 A T o
(Véronique, 2000) . 734b, HE#AY SDV 7 o i i
ITIE R, (Stoermer et al, 1965; Edgar et al, 1984;
Lee etal, 1992; Ideietal, 2012), MARIFHEM
JEJE AR AR M B SDV & 76 €4 3= AR il [l = 4, 3
J& HOAF JE Al SDV 5 ik 88 — 4 78 Jot JIE B 3T JE
(Yamada et al, 2016) . 7EICEE = B 40 i 15 55
AL R T HEE UM (Ichinomiya et al, 2016), i
FF GO0 986 119 A= o Jo] 38 ] AR e AL TG 6 AL 6
(naked flagellated) BBz [fEde, HAEMmBE S
HUO AR BEAR R AR, TEA VAT A5 E IR0
B R AR R RHE B4 (Drebes, 1977) o AR4E
YyFh A a5 LK 2 3 A B, s LR B
Z W HTEFFE  (Tajima et al, 2016) . #i4n, Joik

I &

BRI R A £ 2 AR SO (A R R 28 B R A
L, RESEEMUFAR. JoB = s A NS T
BCE A DR, XN 1l i A XA —SE )
s gL E] (Kuwata et al, 2018; Secq et al,
2011) .

A A HE D SSU tDNA 4341 & B, REBEM
HIEYIA WL, — N HEAEREE, H—
ARG, 35 B L e S 25 A A AR (0
(K 1) ( Daugbjerg et al, 2001) . Guillou %
(1999a) WM EE IR AR B AR T
5, BAREE D), A S RS LR FRIR
R DNA, PIFIFHEE R R AMER, &
SRR SRR RS (k) KR, RS
DATE BRI, FErk e At f
FRIEZ D —0Ga e, 20T IR R O e s
FAE, MEPSNeERETE LB (Daugbjerg et
al, 2001) . HEBLEARAIE BBy BAT B %
B AL L (Moestrup @, 1982; Preisig, 1989) ,
It T A AR 4 2R B R . Bl
Saunders ¢ (1995) *I SSU rDNA J¥FI FIE A5 244
TELEG ot , W T —Fh DAL E RS (re-
duced flagellar apparatus, RFA) HEMEAIE R, %
T RALFERERE | ARSI A

FHAb, T R R ARG S Y rbeL B
55 1 336 ALEF HA B SRR RRERIE A, Hb 4
EHERANHEIR, X WSR2 A 3R
Fo A PR T AET 32 bp FURE A

F 1 RpEEEREER LR
EN AR Tk
MK/ N um 2~5 2~2 000
EiERE | B A, HICBAEE
Tl ST 20 M H A
LIES H A, PGS A T
[EEEN A EARRRE T, AR A=A, AR
ESZ AL RN IR
6 YU ME4t# a. c, Eiﬁﬁ%,”ﬁ'?ﬁ;ﬁ?, HEEER, Mg Ea c, Eﬂﬁﬁ?,”&ﬁ%ﬁ? HEER,
B-1E MR B-HA% MR
RIS BT b 2
SDV B4 AR PN I3 00 T R
YR 12 30 000~100 000
AT DA, AR AT, Hodi RS
PSS B b FTIE AR b X Ml | VRN L T30 X 3

e SDV: “AAALEEDTREE (B A Akira Kuwata 45)
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Y 46 bp LR AR, [HJE Daughjerg 5
(2001)  FRU Ak 5 FH AR IFESE 1) rbe L BRI A K BEAH
[l (24 1 473 bp) o i P Bl A - 5 037 o8 88 A
M5, RIH SSU rDNA FFEFIHI rbel, [ 51 2 A
A (Guillou et al, 1999b) . H Hj, Daugbjerg %5
(2001) % B0 () T JiF 6 — 0 IR A% IR B AR 1k i
(Rubisco) [AIFE XA R 2k 38~40 bp, SHEHEAY
Rubisco [E]FEX. (38~43 bp) AEHAAML, i1 18] )
JPHI 258 39 %~50 %, 1T HHT &I Rubisco
[i) s DX AR A, LRI S R, i W X
3, [HI Rubisco [H] B X ANIE A5 VE ek o A0 i iy
RGER BRI FhRic.

4 WA E SRS I E X

TR RG KT FRdRinrtse, FA MR
NEMBEM, AREmoe, 2. B
BRI b A PRI — o BARLUAE
W T &M T8 2 07 PR PR R K Bl e
PRI PSSR 0 R, E I A R AR
(<2 pm) , JoEHEAEEM BAMGHE AR H S AR
Vg DX it e (R LA TR U A R X A TR . i
FAETE T (HPLC) AT DAVPAR Vi i AE e i 2
PR N2 o 15Tk (Andersen etal, 1996) .
SR, TE A ARKFE, RESEFN e e Y 6 2% ZH AR
WAL, RIARERYE BT REa R Ry GR
1), T2 ] BE S 4 2 A0 B TR PR AR ) 1Y)
HIFER T o ARIEAH TR, BRI PR
IR BREEAE R S E TR XA 1 T 57
il (2 A= F11 60 %~80 %) , Xk [a] R )2 i
HMAAREEE L (VA 55, 2018) o HRHIERTESE
BRIESRG, T O ERR Y 2
JE R HAIFIAAEY) (<2 um) , b i e nl g
JERVESEE IR XA R 0 EE TR E
(Guillou et al, 1999b) .

R —REENITR, 22kAEYH
BRAL SR T B ARG oy o A R
A U RE AV E PR OR DTRR T, kIR ER A AL
AT DAJA Y LR e F2 B LSS 0 I AT ) [
e, FPREH™ AR A BILBTRR BRI IR I,
MR TEER  (Véronique, 2000) , B A
FEVRIR S ORIG R Z B B ARVE I R B SR 0L . fte i)
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Az A 32 B U ARG Bk R AR AY BR 1) ( Véronique,
2000) o AHILZF, i A PA AR,
HRRTERA ARG T, IR RIA K
(Yamada et al, 2014) , 456 HAR REEE S IR IX I
XTE W FAE W R E AR, T kit
ARG P iE—BAR S IE LL S HAb TR G
HBEA H TR L,

5 JRE

M TR ST ROR AR, i sk ISR i
T FUAZ S AN M LSS 5 00 8, AR A B
SR, HAE RS RGEFIT R IEH TP
WK WL AR

P, R BB 58 1 4 Hr e LU LA 75 1
(1) T3 v s 22 RUBE 1 9 93 A1 728 A B R 58 8] 42 1A
T () MFEEAESGE R, IR A A O
fEAEHLEE, S rRE L P, JfSREBEAT L
B (3) BRI AE SO T R AG ER A E
B

o i L LA e, DU A
g TV S AR SO LA PR T AL ) A A BRI
E— AR SRR A E I o
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