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Abstract: Planktonic foraminifera Globigerinoides ruber (G. ruber) shell weight of sediment samples from South China Sea
(SCS) located in the South China Sea and MDO06-3052 located in the western Pacific are tested using size-normalized shell
weight method and traditional shell weight method. In comparison with traditional shell weight method, SCS data indicate that
the size-normalized shell weight method for G. ruber can significantly reduce the influence of test size on foraminifera shell
weight in the study area. Comparing the variation curves of CO; concentration ( pCO,) recorded in Vostok ice core, MD06-
3052 G. ruber data show that size-normalized shell weight can indicate the change of sea surface water [CO3*" ] more effective-
ly. The size-normalized shell weight method provides a reliable and rapid proxy for the weight analyses in the paleoceanographic
study, and a potential proxy in studying the influence of surface sea water in global carbon cycle since Late Pleistocene.
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ARJZMEK RS THM A CO,  HCO, 1 H' 1
WS, T B B AL TN R (Orr ez al., 2005) . 1
[COs* TR, A58 45 K A o i) sk R 555 T8 B T 145 fi
(Fabry et al.,2008). [f] B 3 ot 4% £ X i 1 A 25 1 1AF
TR AR B Ao ok T R Z0 9 52 i (Cooley et al. s
2009;Logan,2010).

B LA SRR p CO, BAFAEE
JEI A 1 78 1k, Petit et al. (1999) i i #f 7 i W
Vostok KO EEE pCO, ZR4kid F . AP H 400 ka
BTl A Z AT/ 4 A vk — Ta) ok B e [l Hr,
pCO, £ 349 ~ 581 mg/m® 7AF Zfi. H 4k & #£
200 mg/m’ A7, X 5 Tl Ak DLk KA pCO, 1Y 3
W& (543 ~736 mg/m’ ) AH 2. Fifi 4 v o v Al S F
TR SRR KA pCO, vk — [8] vk 393 jie [] 11 21
S5 80 K A AR AL ) B A ek 2 4 R AR A 5 B TR
(R PN

U PR b R AR I by T v ik 1R 8 A RN B A1
KRR Z, EE AT KRR E & A
WAl O L S N v SN S { L v 7 N i
4 fL 5% & B/Ca. Zn/Ca, Mg/Ca 4§ (Marchitto
et al., 2000; Broecker and Clark, 2001a; Hodell
et al.,2001; Anderson and Archer,2002; Marchitto
et al.,2005; Fehrenbacher and Martin, 2011).{H Lk
R 22 B A AR S S e R S TR K ke R R 1Y 7 Ak, S
Br by RV B2 AR A 1 S5 8 R A= W) 3% B A 1 BR
AR 43 L KB il 57 A5 JH 7 B 908 2R A 4 R 72 b
ke 2 BB IO AE . R EE B2 K R R R 3R 2 8 (pHL,
[COs* 5 M 72 R i id 26 KA pCO, 1Y T8 722
42 K B A0 5 28 Ak 42 T8 /Y ML (Palmer and
Pearson,2003).

T WA L e 5e R R e i L AR R R R 1 S e
W RERIZKRLCO,® T B B8 b, 2RI 2
54k B b A AL B oe o 3 F) R G KK
[CO,* TR (Bijma et al.,1999) . F K 3R HUE liF
AALRFERERG T L FEER 2 f. —F 2G50
R EE 7, B Broecker and Clark (2001b) & B 42
AN FH 5 o — b 2 b ME A 52 M B U7 5 i Beer
et al . (2010)FERG N (Y HEAil b 47 oo ik I 1 1A% B2
SR B 5 k02 BURE E ORI AR U B CE A2 350 ~
420 pm) (P e A AL HL5e R T, D G A R o O
ST wepr R A L e R B AR R TR S
A5 K 1Y # & (Lohmann, 1995; Broecker and
Clark,2001a, 2001b). 1% J7 ¥ ) 12 HI T AL KP4 ¥
AR ORI — [a] v 3 o 9 30 Y 2 2 VR LCOL

p»CO, (aq) B H ZE (Barker and Elderfield,2002) , fi
S BT AP TR 4 T HE R AR R UK A LCOL " 12 1B 45
FEAS 2 1 AR I A Y46 RN R 2 DR b R A
fL B 7% 1R B A BF 5E 9 X F (Mekik and Raterink,
2008 ;de Moel et al.,2009; Moy et al.,2009).

P AL 58 K e vk S AE A% Gese AR i e 7 R Y
LA b 3E e RO PR T B, I RRR Y A L
FO ) BAS AR JE Hi R L B S e iR AR R
Vo) 9 AR 5 TH S HAH 25 T 400 pm BLAR AY A AL IR
SEAR R A ) B (Beer er al.,2010) 3% J7 ¥ 19 ¥ .0
TE T8 BUSCR 2 e A LRSSk I R0 TR A
FL % 52 1 P B R i 2 8, B B A TR R AR (b
AL R AR [FDRLARS ) B8 B AT AL AR Y 58 1 AR
A% T BRI Z )5 AL RV Ve R AT R B
A AL AR R Z DO YR S i b iR 2
A fL AN Globigerinoides ruber (G. ruber) |
Globigerinoides sacculifer . Globigerina bulloides
SR AL 7 A i A A BIIE ST DU S it R 2
KRR PR AR 5 1 72 Ak 1 AT AR 45 A8 (Beer ez al. . 20105
Aldridge et al.,2012;Marshall et al.,2013) .72 A
FL H b o A e (A R D7 TE AR B N T Tl TR R P
H. 8 Davis er al.(2013) 156 K PH H K A AL 52 1A
Hig FEMHTERAENS LRI pCO, MELE HT
T WA 5 A i 5t 7 ok AR Y 1 ) A e, LA A
T2 5 TH 8 AL T R B B IR B BF 5T R
AR A DRV I L T AR VY R P T SR b
VT HFATY SR B /D 5C T2 07 1 RN ik 25 1V 3R 2 B R AR 25
TR BB A .

AW FE BRI A9 02 T A L bR AL ST R
D5 AZ AR PRI U7 B B Beer et al. (20100 $2 i, A
W AE IR Al F AT 1 oot IR 45 & N 52
5628 v 5l AT B S 25 1F L LT RSP ¥ MD06-3052
0 F1H [E B ¥ (South China Sea, faf # SCS) v £ )2
DURRIRE R ) A 48T i A L dUbs e 7 iR 5
DR 52 50 25 SR IF HEAT T 018 1% 5 Tk PR TR 4 L g
AR G b AR AT 8 1 O AW v v U A LR A A o L e
PR, A RO HRBR 7 PR RN AR M AL 7 4R i Y

TR 2N
1 BRERTT %
L1 KW SR

Leica BB MG RS —E MG TS
fi— &, A LAS K% R % R4 (Leica Appli-
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cation Suits) ; K B EE— & 5 Leica S6E) , 3
WA BA% Sk HoOAE 5 1T A ML % 3238 1 s Tmage] 3R
(3R A http://rsbweb.nih.gov/ij/index.html) ; 43
Hr KF— & (Sartorius CP2P AH B 1 pg) s SC86 FH
MRS KT A — & (K15 DHG-9023A, A] 4 77 iR B
50 °C);50 mL BEAR .5 mL T Hi.63 pm 4 i
A B R B AR AR K IR A (AR R B R
30%0).
1.2 ZLWHH

AT v Al B S 50 4 5 ECEH MD06-3052 45
>(14°48.6042'N,123°29.3983'E). % & 0 BU A 78 K
PR AT IE AR B DUAR W B R RBE 2L b A K
7 19.48 m, IKYR M 732 m.i% O LN K 3 K
T AD RS A FIURG 4 BBy b S 3L LR AR S (2012) )
HAEILE G. ruber RN R ML E RS Z A O
AR AR S HOIK B AR IR 7E MIS 6 . B H 1R 1% A O
0~50 kall[f] (FLEE A 0~680 con) FEHL T 11 4~ 24
FES AT IR IR LI G ruber W71 BEBFSE.

g T X AL G se U R i AR oAb S AR R I Y A
— A H W B X, & M SCS ¥ (7.1962° N,
112.3198°E, {o7 T 1 5 1 4 2 1 19 ki 22 XD |19 3R )2 0T
FURESR TR IE T 20 4 G. ruber W FEAK, I8 H
B — A2 RAE R — A4 43 SR AT SRS 58 IR AR
N E AR D ZRAT AR UE AL 52 0K i FLE G 5T IR
HOHSAARERZMA LR,
1.3 XBTR

AR FE B S 50 O R AL P 1L S0 o R R R
B AR BRI S 24 0 2 )5 R BE VR A L R R T
PRI i), 28 5 BB A L RS IR AT, 1
HOW A PR 0 B A 55 A BE 2% 0T Y 58 B S IR (Mekik
and Raterink,2008) ; % J& S| [& Py BLA 1) 52 56 4 144 Al
G AL B AR 1) 55 R L A6 AT RS A B L BT
ol AR R A 22 1) AR AL R K Tmage] oK 38 15 77 Ui
A LT B AR EE (Abramoff er al.,2004).
1.3.1 #HMmWAE CEAESTE 50 C YT KR
HBET L HUS g 2247 TRE L I 7K 78 40 15 {43 1L )
FHALARZA 63 e B AR 077 3 47 3 Uk 44 30 4% 9 L4 43
HET, H 300 pm A4 07 43 16 A 2 5y FE %6 A 5 mL
8 5 T R AR AT S UL IR 4k 40 BT i A

FEVR AL 8% T BRBOF A LR G ruber 52
TR 30~50 MO, B A BB /M . B e RS 1R
5% MUK MR IE 1 30 min DL B A WL . R G
FHRUFE K Pk 25 5% B8 0SSR K . 2 )5 in A 3 8 L% K
M 8 RN 40 kHz) , W 25 B, A 25 B )8
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Fig.1 Process of planktonic foraminifera size-normalized

shell weight method
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it 6 TEVR L S BB T R Y B B Bk T
To A LA, i B R A I A
FL T ] R AR AR TR AR R 2 S A LR
ANHE s FTIF WAOBE bR B AGSk A FH ERR S R 4
LAS $E R A 2D B b 75 Bk A L H 7 1A i iy 1
B B A E U Y Al KOR SE AR FTIR . Rk
Jotit s H G W S BE A0 ST MR AR SE B Tl T G
ruber JLTHHA 3 AR b5 2 % 1H 17 F ik
B AR T A A AL S AR TR — R AR
It HER D RERE.

KR REL R Z )G K C M IRA LIS R
F) WU E B b7 50 CHER PR 12 b fili
BT 2 — 40 M KPR DLR 19 A fL B
TEABEFE % & 8 N T35 A L duE g
SO B M L HUbR ME A 58 IR i, DUE 3 AT
XT L.
1.3.3 EKAE EARFRD RN ER
SR 38 2ok W S e A 1Y B /N AN VIR AR AR 1YL 48 Image]
BAAT I LAS RAEM KGR IF R E G & KD,
el G b A L HB 8 0 78 6 A B AR R R AT
Bifk (sharpen) F1 5 #8112 (find edges) &b B, fifi [&]
G B A FL e R 2 B 0 3 R R (R 2).

it 1 1 B Coval) FR A5 5¢ 44 1) e /N AR DD B (&L 3).
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ZAMI R () A B A 5 v SR AR o Ak 5 R
o F A L SR ) AR

1.34 HEUTGHESEHE SRSk E
B/ < N g g Py VA U R s ST WL R 7 A R N
S bR A 7 R ] AN TR 2 2SR ok

w
>R

Horpr Wiz 2 60 0 g A LRSS AR BV B (pg) s
R, NIZZEN 7R H2 (pm) sn HIZJZ N B FE 1K
MEA) 5 R sianders AR UEA AR () o A BF 50 filE

SNSW =

* R standard 9 ( ]- )

FHAY 2 400 pom (FEASAIF 5 b A 97 A L L G
ruber B H AR K F 300 pm, HH H 2 FEEPTE
400 g BFIE PR O 1 5 (83 53 R AT 2 X EE
EH RN 400 pm R AR UEAL B AR RIS B AN R ALY
A LHCE Y 5E R i 5 AL E) 400 pm A LAY X
NLSE AR i) s SNSW Ry b i b 7 AR i (pg).

2 ZRx5ie

21 HREURBEESEETHAEEFENIILL

2 i e A E R O vk A 2 B g
e G 7 A Oy Wk R bR o A 58 IR ol R 7 AL g ot
A HE B 5k g AR it o 0 3 4 R A Y TR A fL R
FE(— LN 50 pm) , IR P FR ek B f =2
Ja s BT R A AL R e AR 1 SF- 3 6 (Bro-
ecker and Clark,2001b;Broecker and Clark,2004).
X — P EEAR 2 AR 2] 7 Tz N AR P v D
BEVE R OR VA ORI T R A 4 T BCR (Moy
et al., 2009; Naik et al., 2010; Aldridge et al.,
2012;Mekik et al.,2012) fHZEARZ 1T L VIR
FE it T 52 B BGRB8 SRR B = SRR
FR 52 M, AT L He R AR e 2 R 15 2 A RE AR
B4 3 (A LR Fe AR, X B TR R BR ] 1 1% 48 oe 1k
AR AR I .

P AL e UK iy vk Je AL G se R i i T R R
HETT 2K (Beer et al.,2010).3% 77 2 %) #f & 09 & — 4>
A LR SR EAT H D = AR 5K ST R B T F
VI FE AR AR LR 15 b o A 5T 1 L AR E 1k S AR
e R AT L e A BE Y R R T A X
TALGere T i, BE A8 T 4 b HF BR 58 K K/ X i
FRY 52 W] 76 AT FLH BRI A FR B R o b BB AR AR AR
B R 25 B (Hull et al., 2011; Aldridge et al.,
2012).

2.1.1 SCSURERMRUITEAUZTHREES KSR
REEXLL  SCS i K2 TR FE i v 2R A5 1Y B HE
AT MR E R AR EL ST A B SR G R E
XTI O A e re ik w O, R A
LA R E i 5 L L AR Z AL A W B A G
(FHEFRHLR = 0.840) M AR A 7 74 5 1, P oy o2 4
A LAY 52 1A HE B AR HE AL B 400 pm BT XS N Y HE
it B S A L e B Y R N Y AR A K]
I 5 AL B AR 2 1) A B IR A OGP R OG &R
R =0.299) . 76 HE A7 WF 52 6] 14 A7 FL R 52K & & 1
B R e ST R Ty 1k RE 08 B 4 b R R BT A8 )
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* TREBILL bR M AL 5 R T 7 vk X i
ol o ¥ MDO06-3052 3 11 ANKE L HEAT T3t , 53 5114 16 6~
?10 Y ‘:. * ., 13 MOF WA FLIL G ruber SEATA3HT  HCAMH7 45 50 I
| t.31 % F1LNE 1P LUE 5 55 0 T R S5R 5 bRfe
. N . 7% 1 T 5 SR 1 K (0 2 0 A RE B 2 oP T
< . s 92 5T LR K 2,15 pg. ol T O 2E R BF5E L 45
12 ¢ PO e 7 A TR 45 58 9 BT b 38— 25 F 5T MDO6-
< = o - 3052 A% 19 1% 55 5% T T ik A A o A 5% 1k R it
B () e RRiA2 A e 56 & (B 6) 50 22 B . 78 MDO06-
B4 SCSMTEMAILIL G. ruber (557t Tt Uik Ghn 9002 400 AR AT A A7 L LA A 2 2 AR A 5 B
YA 5% 1K T 07 g X L N ARG SR TE 7 ARG R E S SR RLAR

Fig.4 Traditional shell weight method and size-normalized
shell weight method for G. ruber in SCS
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Fig.5 Relationship of shell weight and sum of G. ruber of

surface sediments in SCS

18 76 1A 1) B AR AN ) il s e 1 T 3.

BT SCS wh RJZ VIR Y 9 Kl , 28 & vl Lhd i
A L AR R B — RN B AR A T R AR
s i i SRR hFe R BB ] G & (& 5) 7T
DL G EEAS i Ay fL BB 6 S vl e
AR i v A BE SRS AH X R E EI’J’%I{E % 58 5¢ 1k
T T 2R A LA TR e RO %L
{H. L%%Eﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂmﬁimﬁﬁﬁﬁ AR T 4% 42
SeRE AR SR E T DR D R
FL L A RE A8 A7 0 23k AR b oA fL e R
T 72 Al 0K 2 A M b e A i R T DR A AL
HUTE A BE 1 JE B R BE Sy FE T B R

2 [E) S 0 B A A G M (R G R Bk R =0.742) . 1
IEJ#E’Jfriuﬁ:@ﬁﬁ#ﬂ&%iﬁiﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁtﬁ%B’J}ﬂztﬁ
AR H 5 7 RORLAR 1Y A OGP WA/ 3 3R B L AR
X T AL G re R E i 7 vk bR AL FE R E R T AR S
A R BEAR e AR AR 1 T 4.

FE VG V- B L4030 1 AR 22 55 0 6r T BR T
ZN L m3Z B R AN S A AR A D R AR I
T WEA L A A B I L X A% G 5 A O ik
PR A P R oy U V2 A 5 3 AR T — 2 1 ) (T 4 5
55,1986 #R HE4F, 2001 ;5 5K 2% 24 48, 2010) . bR #fE 1k 5%
AT S 7 R N AR G e R T A 3 AT I B
B FL O A, R HL A S AR R (AL
dridge et al.,2012;Regenberg et al.,2013).

2.2 MD06-3052 F:1s G. ruber IELXEFHREES
A5 pCO, TLXFLE

T A W AR oAb e AR R b DS sk R R
pCO, BIXZR B MD06-3052 500 G. ruber nifE
fhse k8 5 W W B Vostok KD iE s i KR
pCO, MLLHEAT T X Lk (Petit er al.,1999). 25 H i
7N AE 0~50 ka W], 17 0 A FL bR Ak 58 1R 8 i
FoFYME N 12.34 pg. Fem (H8 14.07 pg. I BTER
UK vk Y 5 e AR A M 8.84 gy XoF I T~ 42 37 1 i
bR oAb R o 3R B K [ oK 0 AR AR RR AR TR
W0 R R VK CO, e SR S H vk TG 18] 7Kk 4 =
(A8 Ak s e AE KR pCO, MUK I (0 1% e JE (&4
388 mg/m?*) [ ] vk HH 9 55 Wk B (2 543 mg/m®) A¢
e i A LR bR A e R R TR T
30% LA I (D).

23 HREAEHEEXMAKXFEFEREEKLCO]
E‘J?amﬂfﬁﬁ
VI 2 % N R 37 S B0 ER R B IR e A L L i sE Ak B
25 52 B Ho A KRt JE K PR B [ COL* TR 5
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Table 1 Size-normalized shell weight and traditional shell weight of planktonic foraminifera G. ruber from MD06-3052
FE 5 FE G2 Cem) FA (ka BP) SeiRBR () Gk i () FrfEf TR E R (pg)
1 54~56 3.34 6 7.83 8.84
2 182~184 10.58 11 8.45 10.60
3 238~240 14.45 6 12.50 12.97
4 278~280 19.00 13 14.85 14.07
5 342~344 24.41 11 13.00 13.23
6 390~392 28.00 9 12.89 12.97
7 430~432 30.86 6 12.33 12.73
8 486~488 34.87 11 12.64 13.02
9 574~576 41,17 11 13.64 13.84
10 646~648 46.25 11 11.27 12.46
11 678~680 48.32 8 10.00 11.06
20 20
~ (b) . .

2 16t = 16t ’ Tate,

]ﬁ{/ 54 1 o. '..:'..

il ® . o ® g ..m...!-

ﬁ 12} w121 °.‘5.'-": % i

8 i_@ . '... °¢ :..og..- : )

gl ?‘E O

-~ L] L]
250 300 350 400 450 500 250 300 350 400 450 500
Fe R A2 (um) FE MR 42 (um)
B 6 MDO06-3052 # 0 iFHEA fLHL G. ruber M558 R E 05 75 (2) SR AL R E 1 07 ik (b) 19 X e
Fig.6 Traditional shell weight method (a) and size-normalized shell weight method (b) for G. ruber in MD06-3052

6a FAIE R B R=0.742; 18 6b FAI X R R=0.451

8 1600
20t _
e i gz
p 500 £
& g
S = b
s 12 3
& i
&
= 4400

14+
1 1 1 1
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#£1t(ka BP)

Bl 7 MDO06-3052 50 W AT LB G ruber B EAL 76 1K
B GE @20 5/ ko KRR pCO, Biihz (@
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Fig.7 Size-normalized shell weight of planktonic foraminifera
G. ruber in MD06-3052 (blue line) and Vostok pCO,

record (pink line)

(Spero et al.,1997; Bijma et al., 1999; Lombard
et al.,2010). 5[ CO,* MK wS, A fL 5 52 14 & & fw
%, I Z 75 %k (Bijma et al., 1999, 2002; Russell

et al.,2004) FEHF I, B E KRR pCO. BT,
FZMAK T pCO, M H pH TR, I T BOK A H
[CO,* TR B, DI ol A5 Bk P2 455 T B 95 Mt A= 06 e 3%
J2 ¥ K TP TR U A AL 5 R A 2 B 2 R IR
(Fabry et al., 2008; Honisch et al., 2012; Zeebe,
2012).

TEIT 50 ka DL, B Vostok K0 F Y KR
pCO, FEF RN A U VK] A A% 7 5 By B A28 L 31
4 T 30 ) 1 U BE B B (Petit et al..1999) AR
FEH MD06-3052 70 1 77 Ui A L bR i 4k 52 1
R R R TR R P B 1 o A R AR
R3] 4 th e P IR Fe R B i, X S N R IR S
fR 25 AW T L 3 — B0 42 A b R 7 3 A B RE 9
R A B 5T R A N A 2L IE SR (Moy et al. s
2009; Naik ez al.,2010) {EAF 1 B A2 , A F 5T BT i
By MDO06-3052 50 It Ab K BB (700 m 247
T PG R V- T ik 192 68 v K THT A9 7K R 3K 3 400 m
(BRIRAEAE, 1999) , B LAVR IR A FL B 5% 1R DT R 31
VIS 225 52 3 TR V5 ik A FH 00 552 o B0, e ik
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B2 KIZKAKLCO® T I (Naik and Naidu,
2007).
24 HREATEEEMNHWEZE

TE U AT L MR o Ak e R B A O 1 A S B A
o ATYBR T B2 R 2 S T T A R T

(1) FR E o A L HOSE AR (9 0 . — R S g = v
ARME PR 7 5 9T A 1 A, 0 R A 23 AR 1 B
% A LR R A S AR S T s R
WS G DT 5 75380 38 7 K X6 A B o o AR
(G L AL ST AR G L 23 77 A AR H A R B AR k.
AT AR S 2 )5 B R A T
HET 0928 B8 L LR DR 35 17 3 A L 3 e AR T8, I
7T 88 A1 225 /50 J3E 5 R 1) 52 1

() AL 2L 584 i e BT X T 7 4 v i 2 o
2 3 8 7 I R) R iR T A A BE 9 AT L AT B IR
f AT BB L 7E SE B G e, R ARMENE I A A L R Ak
PRE G728 v o8 4 J0 RS B R BE L T X B RE A 5 7 B
Ji PR 3 B A L 5 AR VR o IR X TC B A TG 4%
J A AR 5 AR a3kt G 2% S0 7 Ok 1) 5 1)
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