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ETEFMAZ0EFEYRNEARARARE

s —hi
2R
(AR vl R I ey, AR EE #50 350003 )

WE. (2] 55 EWSHBNNTEEASRAAEMPA ARG LR, 2R 4F5% 0G0
M kB BAR, AR, AR ELELN, [ B8] EDFERGE A, RIEFEAHI
Meesr, [HB] RINBT AT FFAF REFLGEFEDIMNFRR, QLIEHS)F
FALM AT AREROR T A IR B A IR TR S A6 S A AT AL, ARTE R
RIEARE, ATHRFZRGGWNTH AR RM. THaE. B s FEnleF. %
PR BRBB T ERO S EmEN, LAIEZINE, SEEsd#E, kg, &
AFRAARE A o T AR IR 5 AL A ZCR A ARAR P G A A, AR A
MBEE LM RRXBRBEARERH T R ZTFRAES, TUMNBRBE A A F oA,
HRGARERRETY R R E B, EosFiK, W@ E X, @FHN TR FHED
W5 W ARE B AR RS RAH R Ak T M, TN R R A A A B RIEF A
MTFRBY, REBARGTFFRG, BHAEGEETE, AASZ0HERRZTRGKSE, Tk
F T AL AR T A, AT S AL H R KR AL IE, A AR Z W BHITyE,
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e B3k B 90% Ak

(B2 ] MAA LA Rk Lk, X5 F A PR 37

ARBIRENE S L2 R A, FRKREGEF LI E,

KW FaAd; MBFI;
HESES:

MR T 70% DL L AR R AL, IR shti
Oy AR RUKIRAEIRGE RS, SRt s e
FEL ML RTESSR, IR IR E KSR
G, REZWFFAYE T, Hrhoapdiirm
TFVEEAZ AR WA R 22.6x10° A, FifGEA (482~
74.1) x10* Fh A P rE iR o 20 bl 2k 1
Wi, AP REbER R S R G RE
i i 71 5 AR W 2 REE ELAE R . Rk, LI
PEA Y Z REMEXT I I R A S R G S5 A BE
KHEHEL,

W ES REASEMI = CIRIEY S )
WHRETH (TRIEEIYAE ) s E R a2 5 i
WA, ENERYERE A S R G LSRR e FRk
FIRE . (LSRRI ZRE T 58 A

i EHE: 2024-08-13 fEE HHE: 2024-10-22

AL s RaEL s EAZ R 3
S932.9; P715.5 SCHEKFRIRAD: A XEHS: 2096 — 9848 ( 2024 ) 06 — 0685 — 10

TN T REEMSLR 2 A i e . . &
LIPS, IR A K E BN E],
L E LA AN/ N R PR U AR 2R A T
FE o WA, SREEGH ZRNARTT . FEASR . SRAE
78 RAEIIRAE R BRG], JCk 4 T b S LI
A IR o i sh ) e B R R N 19 28 K TF
I, & TAETFHM . JFRAIN . mEcR S . IFE
VMRS . Z TR PR I T 0 45
JEBBES, R EELIEAY: . RN E,
M 20 22 40 SEACTTFLR, A H R/ R 270 pm
P I 17 A ) 3% S R A1 54X ( Continuous plankton
recorder, CPR ) X 4t VG ¥ AL g 7 i A= Wy i 47
TRBABIRA, 20 D 60 LU, aBkEsr
T2 RNBEER B E 751 CPR AU X, A

HE&WE: WEEFHOHIBH (2023N0028 ); HREE MRS 5l m B & R L5 (2024)
F—1EE: %, B, SECURIN, TF07 el A S PEIR A . E-mail: lirongmao2006@163.com
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DGRV R GE A E A Gy, U T BRI
EAERIFE S Y REREE, RN R
B RGN ER TR R TR AL T E 2Rt
P o TR 8 A I B DA B — Rl S T
Bro JEER BT IR A BT AL TR Y 5 R AL PR
JRCHE R ARG T, AR TR A, LA
P BT 0, Hlh TR A Ir X2 A
TR, DRl AR A T R B P A R Sy BRSO
WP R ERGEE™ o A, bR AR
FERE AR BERITAG Y F O R ,
(T AR RS AR W IR PR | R B A 12
B FR, SOl IS Tk — 2Ty
]2 5| ASEE IR T-BL

W& R A BRI AR, PR R  Ei
WG G ARAIE A TE  A ) Z R  Jl Ag m)
A, ML THEG T, XEEARTE PR TG
. AT AR AT RN BRI ik, A
SCERIRIE 30 AR EET R L LS AT R
B KA IR AN B, BN A
AL MBI B, B SR EOR L , 2
THEFE AU e

1 AW AR

11 AEYNERE

HRFEINE SR A AR, XL,
IR RFARNSE AR o AP i
RS RIS ] RO ERAEIE, AEfiA PR B Re ik A
YR RSRE Sk o TR TN SNk - P 3 ER A
B AR A A I R RS A
PirsA OISG, AR S A O A R S AR Y
AR AR bR, MR A e — 3 AT e
BE, BRI B MAZ S E R RES

PR AR 2 MR A, Rk A
WALk, AR S AT AR BT K A9 PN A
Bo GBI P A I AR 0 F2 2L
FBL, ARG (AZ2 A KT R ARy Sk
BLAE ) FERLE (FAA R S & 15 S5 r s )
BISCRET, ATt R AR SAS s KR 7
PEEHEAT I . YA S (Asei . Em . BE)
aOCE (AR Bahas ) A A AL AN
A5 R o AR BEA W IV 2R IR C 2
€, HHAARZRIR LIRS TR T
Hh s H NS R L RRRE Ty feoik , AnfE ALK
W) 7 AR Rl 80~24 Hz'™, 028 % I oA

JLHEDLT#R2E"Y . —Seip e oMYy, sk
E W HF ( Homarus americanus ), W23 7= A AR50 A
T, RURVFZ IO S PR LA 2000 Hz
FEIF] 50 kHz LA ", 88F ( Synalpheus parneo-
meris ) 7 S BELE (5] 200 kHz KL 117, (L,
N IR R 2 oy BT e A M 26, S A ROR RIS
IR P

0 2RISR A9 75 3 PR R B8 45 4 2 S i 7 A AR
fb, XECRRAFEETT, ABRE . AoteiE . &
B LT W, SRS, U Mt
2= LIGERET, EATA BRI R, HE RN ESE
SIS E S . ST A R 2 i
S, HHEARKM A AR SR 7 — ik 2h
FEHLIX, B Z= S FICEHESI W Y P B AR 2 2 oW
WE, MifEAZE, WSk ( Megaptera novae-
angliae ) FFEER M g 55 2
1.2 AEZEA L5

BBl P 2 I RE A% 4 7~ T ZE A MG b . A
Y B IR AE 58 [ AR e AR P A T 3R
JG, 1998 4 5 H—9 Ailid Fispde o], #8911 3¢
EZ1ft (Sciaenops ocellatus ). ¥Eiifh ( Cynoscision
nebulosus ) 55 4 Rl g (R = B X IR O
) o AEERREAARAYTAT I DX A, ORI 1] ) 32 2L
RS (7 Afem) MEEaMA (9 A ) &
WA FE, 5 H—6 LS| p N RacR A AH
1t ( Cynoscion regalis ) M4 &1t ( Bairdiella chry-
soura) ' 2009 4EAEH FREIEEE AR X A bR
FHBE SIS0, KB R RIREY ( Ophidio rochi )
FEE, RUNZALZZEIEX, IEDLHEMRZAT X
B A RRFF ST e a2 nl AL A, A MU 2132
%ﬁ;[zﬂ .

B gl 2 U T AR A M R # ML DEA rhpk 2
W& TR RE, ANAR TR AR 7 A e B i 20 s R
AR BCRR S HE . SN AE e sh W 11 SRR
( Alpheidae ) FIHKEUFEL ( Palaemonidae ) &L H
ASFb, OO G 7 A 23 A I P T s
BB R P — B A, RS
B ATE 2~5 kHz Z [A] B AT (1 I 4E {1 3] 200 kHz
HReE, fFi/MRIES 200 kHz FIE(H 24 20 dB
2 52,

RIffifE— P, PSS A PTANR, 7E
WEAREE PN, AREEASO LK B ORI s st A7 A 8 25 1 A48
b, HCINSAREE s o AT A S5 T] R 2 ARk X BT
0.5 (R U 75 AT R DL AH €A S b At A7 B AT AR K
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BRI ETHEACERIEREE YN BRBI IR 687

MI2E5, XL R TS N IS S, XAl
AE S/ INF AR 2 [ Y 2 522

PN S AL G RORAE AT W A #oE,
EARAR A ERY, W TWEE X A, I
S it TAR s A S PRI IA] 23 B . HOk, BRI RA
BB, AN TR IR H A
Fd LA B, EA TR G LRI
SR, AN, TEEEILIEG b, kA A s
S HABIEALIRAS (AR MUEFIRIZUE R
AR ) IR, AR M ERHNLEY
B, 0T LS A S R G K i . H
B, U L A R R K T 2 b4 T i gl
SEOULIN BT I s, A TRV TR A 2 22 A1)
WIFIRSEER RZE | AR IURFFR IR R B1K T S5 M)
2% . MREAL R 1) % 9 -y BAC TR Il D
B s T 5 0 2 FEL 5 G g B e U 7 3
AR, EPBRBIECH T PR A VRS e i
DRSS, 2015 4RI FE P SO E PRI -2
23 R PR T R SE 5 ( The international
quiet ocean experiment, IQOE ) ( www.iqoe.org/sys-
tems ), BTECEHIGEAAOITE . WAL, 4%
SR T RRERVE P SCRI S 5 X A IR 52
1.3 [EEMEE

WA C RS T R HA R L 2R S Y
PRSP e R B WS . R
B TR 0T B - S A S RS A, A
JGHE IR LB A P R, TE % 60 25 P IH
FLEh 2 2000 255 FHE R, IFEXECT A SR
BR BOlEAT RS, P E R SRR A B T R
EHATHET . HCERS AT BRI, BRI T
ARG PR SRR Z ST

A A S i Pk — R BdE A . R
AR RILAE 2 U S A A0 A 1 S 4 R
K, EEAEAEIRAAAE PR, Rl T R
ARl . FRANY EL RN TAE B 25 0 R TE i
{5 R 26 B BB TR R AR DT 58, S AR
AR EEAS , W] LSS IR AE 7 A B S L 2]
AR AL, AL S AT i A i g i 98 o
PN AN, UK T 2 B B A
WK RIS I RR R A B LT R A
FETEROK PR R R, BT R R I
IO HE T RORIK TET >, EARABUAN 30 S BSOHEL RS 119 3t
DX CAnIMsage ) AEAEam e o R, JT oK
AR D P s, SBURUS  SEA p 5 7%

P M IR, 75 A 2 R R S R
W, ERE RS R EGE My, T R AR
P WP, PIBA R IR 5 A
AL = T AN LA

SRR A WP B R E RE LN A 25 R GRS 5
YR, FOFARITA B SiIR A thAE, BI
i e, WARKRYAIAE, YRS A
[, AE AR R BT A 22 5 . CHEE
PRYIFIE A BT TR A S R G R BRI
HA RS DR 5, s 7 A N
i AN A M 2 R, 5 IR T A R

B T i 2 o
2 REMEAR

2.1 EFHRIERBE BN
211 i

TETEEERE RS P2k 40 2R R, HO 1450
WA 255, WIBOBIEBA 2 . EAERRIOL
T AT LA Ry —2H = R 2R A SR, B AT AR KR
WA At . SR YRS (Optical phy-
toplankton discriminator, OPD ) 5§ 1 412 HIZERE)
BRIFE S ORTSHEE TS, FEAHE AR
IO T BT, KRR IZREOEESE
AR ARSEREEA T A, A RIAERIMEFEEL ( Similarity
index, SI),

TR RSO (400~700 nm ) DU S
BINR 5 A SRFIEREA Z I AR A DG it )
FE ANE IR B IR IR Y T ARAS 112 T Rl bR AE G
ik, SRR L OPD M ARFFE RSO E , I HE
HlAR AR A 225 R 6E . d fry
T A YRR ZARIBOEE, 2S5 Y
g IAEAZE OPD i, T A s b B ul By 4 i
M. OPD RE#E [RII PFAL 235 16 2% 1% S,
A R R SR B
2.1.2 JEiEm

HRYEFFAE MO LA R A U B 508, 45
A SI, nfRIA IR A KR i EEE S ( Karenia
brevis ). BLAN, BB Mg A AR = BEAE 55 FRIRAS
TRRE, JFHAEREET SR, K5 %ER a
W LRI A8, AT D e e AR
HETEARDY . 1997 4E 8 A, OPD 1 UK# N H T 52
VU RF S R BRI LA e AR, e BRI i ST
SRR R WA OEET, 1998 42, OPD
PR AAE -5 H BRI TR, AMUGEIX 5
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LA/

5 46 &

TR REE 45 M, R REE A s A N =
2017 4F 2 2018 4FF5 3 AL JCAMT L9 OPD B 2 R
R T SE LAV I 3 U LI AR Y, 2
TFIFIEY) 5 A I 5, OPD S8 1 et
BB AR A, 2017 4% 5 H & 9 A R HIH# &
TEARER/INERAE 1 YOG RUKSCEAE , I8 ERIRRL
UTIRF IR R TR ShAS R R B
22 ETFRZERERMN
22,1 JaEUR

OPD Bt TOEm i a4 L rp i i 5 8., 78
IR b % R 0 B T LR B G 2R TR A 1 A BT A

( Optical plankton analyser, OPA) "', CytoSense
A% 3 4 A ( Imaging flowCytobot, IFCB )
N IR UG B R HF & . CytoSense SRAF R
7 0.3 mL/min, AROWMTEF 0.1~700 pm, A5
o 3 AT WA 40 L RN AR 4 28 3k SO S R AR BT ]
N 1) HCS A G 2R AR DO LAR S, AT LK AN [F] R Ak
(KA. TESFERSE ) MRy, 4560

FAG ST P R (5 BB E . CytoSense 1]
P& BAE AR SRR, LI I 990 o i A
PR TFCB 23k [ 3K F USRS AL, T
VERPREE KA Y, SRAEHZ 5 mL/20 min,
AP 10~100 pm AMAS/ N PRI P RS

FI ] CytoSense HF 57 ALK AN PG 1 W AR 3 7K 35k
TEIFEYI A B RS, ABEAAKRT 20 pm BkE
BN B HURAUBOK B R ZERE, /N T 4 pm /Y
TLA% I VI A 0 R DA 3R B G 2 KV P /K Bl e A b
BT 2007 4F 9 % 2008 4F 2 F, AP
TS R IFCB R 4E T 24225k B, LI )
| R EESEARE, RIS R R N SR & LT
ZU, 20184 7 H, IFCB B KB Z T I % (11t
AT 22 RS, R IKAER 223 ( Aphanizo-
menon flosaquae ) FIEMIEE ( Dolichospermum spp. )
G RZIKIAR I B EERE, 5 B4
BIEEAR—FS, 2019 4F, 7EF BB HE 2L T
IFCB FIERIMZ /4% ( Convolutional neural network,
CNN) H Sl iU B AR 37 ) 2% 1) S5 sl 354 0800
48, B 15 MrAHAREAEY), ERIFRIL 94.2%,
TR A S A A AR . 2017 4F 6 H 31 2021
10 A, WBELEEED S FiY IFCB EZR 4R
UZEI % ( Pseudo-nitzschia spp. ) “FEEEPE, AL
THSEER T iR R ) G T 7
222 BEZUR

Y52 WG R I 365 0 IR Y Wl = ) 25514

JRILH HARI SN B . 2L AT 152 UG
B AL ( Shadowed image particle profiling and
evaluation recorder, SIPPER ), HE#ZH7] 200 um |
JURDK R/ING PR R, AT qE H Bh s 1
( Autonomous underwater vehicle, AUV ), Wil

TN 120 Ls™ ) JFERPEIF R AR RS (In situ ic-
hthyoplankton imaging system, ISIIS ) AJ WM JLZEK
] 10 om LA RROREEEY), WL T 70.0 s
TR R AL RS R4 ( Zooplankton visualiza-
tion and imaging system, ZooVIS) fEWLIH S 75 um
B JLE KA A Y, WLIE ol 3.6 L, 7%
T sE 248 ( PlanktonScope ) AEASTRS] 40 pm~
5 em PIFIEAED Y

SIPPER Fi1 ISIIS #fS i 1o o A 2k I i fr Al 5
4 ( Charge-coupled device, CCD ) #47iif%, CCD
) TS MO R T B T S, S R Y O
I, SIPPER i JHOL A AT LR, ISIIS N2
i 33 LED A= P47 H . ZooVIS 2R ] LED 4=
BOFATICHR AT BRI, JF & 1 PRI LA TR
ZHORB R ICTH 54 S, HJRfK
PRI AR BT S M B/, AR BT dE AR 5 o
PlanktonScope & | 640 nm 7 Bt (216 IR , i i
H AN JE A Sk ( Complementary metal oxide
semiconductor, CMOS) &, ISIIS il SIPPER 2
RELLZ S N7 AR, ARESON A T s
W14, ZooVIS Fil PlanktonScope NI A7 BRI

2010 45 10 A 15 H—17 H, fliH SIS BF5E T
T TIPS S BIK 0y A T /N P e o 37 e s 0 1) A o
RIKIEK BB S oA F 2 S5
FEA G, EKEESEMAMISRE o X, HikEE
SR G A R E Y Bk Sl K 2= D
i RO AE R S D eI A e R e S 41 T
FEIAREY . 2016 4E 4 A, ZEGIITEFEE ) Plank-
tonScope ik T 1 IR BB ( Noctiluca scintillans )
F R, FH PlanktonScope 1] # F T& 6
BRI I B Y 2021 4F S i A AR S
MR 7R TR BT AR e G WA
FFm R Y

B R HOR BARTE G i EAILE, (B3
JAGHLBRBR ], UG HEREAR, USSR E
TR T BT BUGOR R B Ge BE Ml
PG, TR R e AL D i SR 5 Kk
i, HATROON IR 22 S 850/, UG L BE
L WAL, ORI GBS RSO 23 FEAIG
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EUEATLLRE , W 7E HAREER S ko &
PR ER R
223 HEgRUR

W L AGom i H AR IR . SO R A
Bg . BT BRSO e & R s g =,
EEIE U BRI 0% . S m o LB RN 1Y 68,
BERY,

W UG A AT LT LR BN . IR
Y3210 544 ( Video plankton recorder, VPR ) 1]
PUIAMA R INFE 100 pm~1 em Z [ A7RTZEY), Hi
WTAEEE R 6 mys™ . K F 3L ( Under-
water vision profiler, UVP ) R[5 &K /MK F
100 pm FYFRIFAEY), B TAESRE o 1 nvs, BB
ISR A R IR 6 Hz, Bl (T8 %5 1o 1 7K AR B
1.02 LB oSG A3 S s F i 25 4% ( Light frame
on-sight key species investigation, LOKI ) HJ{H 54~
PRR/INE 100 pm LB B PFFAE Y, 46 BT AR S
0.3 m/s" Wive BRI AE M IRAH R S (Scripps
plankton camera system, SPC) AJ U5/MAE K/ NFE
10 pm~10 cm Z [AIAEEIFAEY),  FRMTERIG R A 7K
PRBU 3.00 uL F] 0.50 L ARZESS 3 i B W 445
MY ( Imaging plankton probe, IPP) AI{HEABIAMAKR
JINFE 200 pm~4 ecm Z [H] B TR IEAE YD, FRTEIZ R
(7K AAA 200.00 mL= o 137 AR AR a2t
9 REBH, AERG N AR A5 18] T T8 A SR N 25 AR AR
UVP L iz g TAE 7 20k 34 i 4% 19 25 1) R
g, HR g, BRI AKE, KRR
FITE AR X3 . VPR R TR A YRR R 5¢

( Large area plankton imaging system, LAPIS) 1}
LAt B T AR J7 s AR i == 18] NUEE - {H LAPIS
10 1o 2 A AR X I S Y P S g SR IR A W,
AR X, I 78 T B 2R DA 55 114 s Jo ¥ i
HEVIERS,

SPC FiI IPP o it 757K I 18] 7 s Tk
PIRMAR A REE, B 53502k T AR A By
o SPCRIULGEREY WA BB 7=, @it
PRRAERE 1 A2 DOCHEREAT BRIV . TPP R 360°%F
t RS LED i Jmy, Z5 S HEEADGH, A4S
BT B OGRS TR . I R R R &
G SRR AR, T BUEIEREN, W
WA A b, Heas DR R B GHESUR
ek, FBORMIZE R KA,

1998 4F-, VPR X KR 13T 2 000 i &5 H /Y
6 MUFIEEY I ERE LI T AShar2e, HERf AL

95.0%*", 2008 4= 6 A 19 H# 2020 4% 11 A 23 H,
FIFH UVPS WU T4 K, DR it | % it
8805 3 B 7 i I 64 pm & 50 mm A4 I 7 FURL
Yy, I R T b X Ry R A e, A
VT TR T P A R T R IR SRR PR AT
H ( Tara oceans expedition ) (2009 4F—2013 4F-) %
AR FELEET) 210 DNISALEAT T 2RI,
BLFEF I UVP W58 AE B H oA 45
224 2 EEUR

2 B BUER A TOCRRE], SRE HARW T E
%, HEETEGER, BAA SRR AR
£ WA i g S - ol SR S oy SNERE 7B v
SHNHLRE T AR, JCRRAS AT E, (HE
Z BN FROCAAEA BB T, PR R R A
2. B RSB m SYCE —E W
Jef, HEERGER SRS, FH0L, Yt
Wifgor e, 2R TR HERR D G
iﬁ%m]o

1974 4%, KR [l 4 B UGBS Tl A
WA, AEAS— UL 100 L KIA" | 1978 4F,
RGN, DRI RR TR 1999
A, RN E Rl A BT e R U — B R A R S8
W, R R U, DA A [R5 iR
TR BEBE RO AR AL R A2, 2000 4F
F—BHFK 2L MUR RS ( Digital holographic
sensor, DHS) [Fjtt, Z#¢Rik#] 5.0 um ", 2016
i, ETHOLERBCA /ML A SOGTRHE T IR A
(9 HE AR Ak R 1A= i 4-Deep Y. BT R4 A
2B (The holoSea ) 3 #FAAIA 1.5 um, WA
PGXF R KRS 0.10 mL, AMHEALHE N 130 mL/min,
AP TORER A Y (520 pm ) SERFIRIITY S 2019
AR 2020 AFFE NN EE KA A1 55 = RN v i 0 s A
RS RGTITRE T AR, KA 5=
i XA S5 AEE I B 22 5%, JF R TR I
e T i A A T e R R O AR A R 0
2.2.5  FR AR

S 1 H SN b B B AR A L ROR B ik
EAAF IR, IO GRS T3 R
XK, EEARHEREEAE S ], EREIX A2
A2, [FIET EHGAFEE AT LUE BRI 251
R4 R 7 AEGRIEIEAY) F SR BIR ST
BRI, B I3 284802 SRR I i
K% ( Support-vector network, SVM ) 73! FIffHLHk
SEFRM ( Random decision forest, RDF) 7. 1998
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Research progress on marine biological observation technology based on
acoustic and optics

LI Rongmao
(Fujian Fishery Resources Monitoring Center, Fuzhou 350003, China)

Abstract: [Background] The observation of marine biodiversity is fundamental for studying the structure and
function of marine ecosystems. However, traditional observation methods are often inefficient, costly, and chal-
lenging for continuous monitoring. [Objective] This study aims to promote the application of new technolo-
gies and enhance the observation capabilities of marine organisms. [Progress] This article introduces innovat-
ive marine biodiversity observation technologies developed based on acoustic and optical principles. These new
technologies include passive acoustic observation sensors, optical phytoplankton detectors utilizing spectral ab-
sorption, and plankton analyzers through optical imaging. The latter are further classified into flow imaging, sil-
houette imaging, dark field imaging, and holographic imaging based on differing imaging principles. Passive
acoustic observation sensors are instrumental in revealing critical fish habitats. They offer advantages such as
non-invasiveness, high spatiotemporal resolution, cost-effectiveness, and low operational costs. Optical phyto-
plankton detectors effectively identify bloom species within the water column and monitor phytoplankton com-
munities. Flow imaging instruments collect fluorescence signals, such as scattering and chlorophyll, to observe
nanoplankton and microplankton. Silhouette imaging employs backlighting to produce high-contrast images,
characterized by low resolution but high observational capacity, making it suitable for studying planktonic com-
munities. Dark field imaging relies on the scattering, reflection, and refraction of targets, enabling the observa-
tion of mesoplankton. Holographic imaging utilizes coherent light illumination to capture interferometric im-
ages of targets, followed by image reconstruction. This method boasts high resolution and a large depth of field,
allowing for the observation of microplankton. By integrating multiple observation techniques, image data is
classified using convolutional neural networks, achieving an accuracy rate exceeding 90%. [Prospect] With the
rapid advancement of artificial intelligence technology, these new methodologies are expected to find broader
applications, significantly enhancing the efficiency of marine biological observation.

Key words: plankton; machine learning; acoustic observing; optical observing; image recognition
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