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ABSTRACT
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The eﬀects of the diel (involving a 24 hour period) variations
in the surface concentrations of chlorophyll a (C) on the use
of once-daily remotely sensed C as the diel average were
assessed from the diel records in the derived depth-weighted
C (Cd) that should be detected by remote sensing and the in
situ surface C at two time-series stations in the North Paciﬁc:
the SEATS (SouthEast Asian Time-series Study) station in the
northern South China Sea and the ALOHA (A Long-Term
Oligotrophic Habitat Assessment) station in the North Paciﬁc
subtropical gyre. In situ surface C varied by a factor of about
2.0 and 1.3 over a diel cycle, and by ±20% and ±9% over the
diel average at the SEATS and ALOHA stations, respectively. As
the overpass-times of the diﬀerent satellites were not identical, Cd was satellite-dependent. While the Cd corresponding to
MODerate resolution Imaging Spectroradiometer on Aqua
(MODIS-Aqua) and Sea-viewing Wide Field-of-view Sensor
(SeaWiFS) overpass-times agreed to ±10%, the Cd corresponding to MEdium Resolution Imaging Spectrometer (MERIS) overpass-time could diﬀer from the other two by −22% to +28%
at the SEATS station and −1% to +12% at the ALOHA station.
In addition, Cd corresponding to the overpass-times of the
three satellites deviated from the observed diel average in
situ surface C by −19% to +32% at the SEATS station and by
−6% to +13% at the ALOHA station. These results indicate
that, as a result of diel variations, neither a one-time remotely-sensed nor a one-time observed in situ surface C can
represent the diel average in situ surface C accurately.
Furthermore, diel variations are an inherent source of uncertainty when data from multiple satellites are pooled for use.
The magnitudes of these discrepancies can be comparable to
the commonly claimed uncertainties in remotely sensed C and
thus should be taken into consideration in its interpretation
and use.
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1. Introduction
Diel (involving a 24 hour period) variations in the surface concentrations of chlorophyll a
(C) in the oceans have been widely reported (Chen et al. 2010; Claustre et al. 1999;
IOCCG 2012; Lee et al. 2012; Neveux et al. 2003; Woods and Onken 1982). They may be
driven by physical, biological or physiological processes, such as vertical mixing, phytoplankton growth and light-related variations in the cellular concentrations of the pigments. As a result, the surface C may vary by a factor of two or more within a diel cycle
(Chen et al. 2010; Claustre et al. 1999; MacIntyre et al. 2002; Neveux et al. 2003; Stramski
and Reynolds 1993; Woods and Onken 1982). Thus, in once-through-sampling schemes,
the surface C found may be dependent on the sampling time, and the interpretation of
the results may be biased if the eﬀect of this short term phenomenon is overlooked.
Currently, the most widely used satellite remotely sensed surface C, Crs, are obtained
from the sun-synchronous ocean color sensors, primarily the Sea-viewing Wide Field-ofview Sensor (SeaWiFS; 1997–2010), the MODerate resolution Imaging Spectroradiometer
on Aqua (MODIS-Aqua; since 2002), the MEdium Resolution Imaging Spectrometer
(MERIS; 2002–2012) and the Visible and Infrared Imager/Radiometer Suite (VIIRS; since
2012), in polar-orbiting satellites (Brewin et al. 2014; IOCCG 1999; McClain 2009). These
satellites pass over a given location in the ocean at diﬀerent prescribed times in the
daytime typically only once in a 24 hour period. Yet the Crs derived from these daily
observations have been treated as the diel average surface C and these concentrations
have frequently been further extrapolated for the estimation of other biogeochemical
parameters, such as the depth-integrated standing stock of C (Morel and Berthon 1989)
and primary production (Behrenfeld and Falkowski 1997). There are two major sources
of uncertainty in these extrapolations: ﬁrst, the uncertainty in Crs itself, and, secondly, the
uncertainty in assuming that the once-daily observation represents the diel time-averaged value. The ﬁrst source of uncertainty has been studied extensively and, at the
present time, it is about ±35% (McClain 2009). The second source of uncertainty is
generally not as well studied, and it is increasingly recognized. It can be caused by any
natural temporal variation in C within the time period of interest, daily in this case, and
such short term variations in Crs have been reported particularly in coastal waters (Chen
et al. 2010). Diel variations in the surface C can obviously contribute to the second
source of uncertainty in the open oceans. It has not been extensively documented and
quantitatively assessed, probably because repeated in situ observations on the distributions of C at individual locations in the oceans over diel cycles have seldom been made.
At two time-series stations in the North Paciﬁc (Figure 1), the SEATS (SouthEast Asian
Time-series Study) station at 18.00° N and 116.00° E in the tropical northern South China
Sea and the ALOHA (A Long-Term Oligotrophic Habitat Assessment) station at 22.75° N
and 158.00° W in the subtropical gyre, observations on the vertical distributions of the
chlorophyll in discrete water samples were made in several occasions over diel cycles.
These time-series stations are located in the tropical-subtropical waters which may be
particularly prone to diel variations in the surface C as a result of their thinner mixed
layer and higher solar irradiance (Claustre et al. 1999; Kirk 1994; Neveux et al. 2003).
Although both stations are located in the North Paciﬁc, the SEATS stations is situated in
a biogeochemically dynamic marginal sea (Wong et al. 2007) while the ALOHA station is
at the middle of a relatively stable ocean gyre (Karl and Lukas 1996). In this study, by
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Figure 1. Locations of the SEATS station and the ALOHA station in the North Paciﬁc. Color image –
MODIS-Aqua derived climatological (2003–2017) monthly C in January.

making use of the data sets from these two time-series stations, the eﬀects of the diel
variations in the surface C on the interpretation and application of the corresponding Crs
were examined for the sensors on three satellites, the MERIS, SeaWiFS and MODIS-Aqua
satellites by considering the diel variations in the derived depth-weighted C (Cd) that
should have been detected by remote sensing and in the in situ surface C observed at
these two time-series stations. The purposes of this study were then two-fold: (1) to
characterize the diel variations in the C in the tropical-subtropical waters at the SEATS
and ALOHA stations; and (2) to evaluate the eﬀect of diel variations in the C on the
interpretation of the corresponding Cd.

2. Data and methods
2.1. The environmental setting at the SEATS station and the ALOHA station
The SEATS station has been maintained by Taiwanese oceanographers since 1999 (Wong et al.
2007). Previous works indicate that the hydrographic characteristics in its upper waters are
primarily inﬂuenced by the combined eﬀects of the seasonal monsoons and surface heating
and cooling (Liu et al. 2002, 2013; Pan et al. 2015; Tseng et al. 2005; Wong et al. 2007). The
stronger northeast monsoon is found between October and April while the weaker southwest
monsoon is found between June and August. Sea surface temperature (SST) invariably stays
above 28.0 °C in the summer but it can drop below 24.0 °C in the winter. As a result of the
combined eﬀect of the stronger wind and surface cooling in the winter, vertical mixing is
enhanced so that the mixed layer depth (MLD) is about 25 m in the summer and it deepens to
about 80 m in the winter (Tai, Wong, and Pan 2017). Concomitantly, the enhanced vertical
mixing increases the availability of the nutrients and the associated photosynthetic activities
in the upper water, and this results in a distinct seasonal pattern in the surface C such that a
prominent surface C maximum is regularly found in the winter (Liu et al. 2002, 2013; Pan et al.
2012, 2013, 2015; Tseng et al. 2005; Wong et al. 2007). The surface C around the SEATS station
reaches > 0.30 mg m−3 in the winter (Figure 1) but drops to < 0.10 mg m−3, the typical level
found in tropical waters (Yoder et al. 1993), in the summer. This is a distinguishing characteristic at the SEATS station as uniformly low surface C are typically found year round in other
tropical waters (Messié and Radenac 2006). The inﬂuence of terrestrial sources of nutrients,
namely, river runoﬀ and submarine ground water, on the waters at the SEATS station is
expected to be minimal as the station is located at least 500 km from land and is eﬀectively
isolated from the plumes of these terrestrial sources (Liu et al. 2012; Pan et al. 2015; Wong et al.
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2007). On the diel time scale, variations in the wind speed, usually within ± 1 m s−1 from the
mean, are small (Chen et al., 2009), while variations in the MLD and the SST are about ± 4 m
and ± 0.1 °C, respectively (Tai, Wong, and Pan 2017).
The ALOHA station has been maintained since 1988 (Karl and Lukas 1996). It is
located in the middle of a warm and isolated subtropical gyre. The permanent anticyclonic circulation in the gyre leads to an Ekman downwelling, a deep pycnocline, and,
as a result, a limited supply of nutrients by vertical mixing (Church, Lomas, and MullerKarger 2013; Dave and Lozier 2010; Karl and Church 2014). The upper waters at the
ALOHA station are thus extremely oligotrophic, with low surface nitrate, < 0.01 µM year
round (Karl and Church 2014), and low surface C, at about 0.08 mg m−3 in the summer
and 0.13 mg m−3 in the winter (HOT (Hawaii Ocean Time-series) 2017). Intra-annual
variations in the hydrographic characteristics in the upper layer are primarily linked to
the seasonal changes in the incident solar radiation, which results in warmer SST and
shallower MLD in the summer (around 27.0 °C and 30 m respectively) than in the winter
(around 23.0 °C and 100 m) (Church, Lomas, and Muller-Karger 2013; Karl and Church
2014; Karl and Lukas 1996). The small seasonal variations in the surface C are not
associated with the corresponding change in the phytoplankton biomass, but rather,
they are linked to the seasonal change in the MLD and the resulting photo-adaptation of
the phytoplankton to the lower average light intensity in the mixed layer in the winter
(Church, Lomas, and Muller-Karger 2013; Karl and Church 2014; Letelier et al. 1993; Winn
et al. 1995). Thus, the C and primary production actually follow opposite seasonal trends
(Church, Lomas, and Muller-Karger 2013). In addition to the physical controls, nitrogen
ﬁxation, whose peak rate occurs in the summer, is a key process inﬂuencing phytoplankton activities at the ALOHA station as it accounts for > 50% of the supply of the
new nitrogen to the upper waters (Karl and Church 2014; Karl et al. 1997). This general
seasonal pattern in the C can be punctuated by episodic phytoplankton blooms (Karl
and Church 2014; Sakamoto et al. 2004) which may be triggered by mesoscale eddies,
Rossby Waves and submesoscale density fronts (Ascani et al. 2013; Letelier et al. 2000;
White, Spitz, and Letelier 2007). On the diel time scale, variations in the MLD, SST and C,
by about 30 m, 0.2 °C and 0.03 mg m−3 respectively, are relatively small (Nicholson et al.
2015). Inter-annually, the annual mean SST, surface C and primary production at the
ALOHA station vary by 1.5 °C (24.0 °C to 25.5 °C), a factor of 2.2 (0.06 mg m−3 to 0.13 mg
m−3) and a factor of 1.5 (400 mg m−2 d−1 to 600 mg m−2 d−1 in ﬁxed carbon) between
1988 and 2015, respectively (HOT (Hawaii Ocean Time-series) 2017). Inter-annual mesoscale variability in vertical velocity, which may be associated with the North Paciﬁc Gyre
Oscillation, rather than the El Niño–Southern Oscillation and the Paciﬁc Decadal
Oscillation, is a major contributor for the inter-annual changes (Dave and Lozier 2010;
Luo et al. 2012).

2.2. Field observations
At the SEATS station, time-series in situ observations stretching over 27 hours, 39 hours
and 28 hours in three cruises, OR1-0944 (13 to 15 October 2010), OR1-0988 (23 to 25
December 2011) and OR1-1010 (31 August to 1 September 2012), were used in this
study. During each occupation of the station, vertical distributions of temperature,
salinity and photosynthetically available radiation (PAR) were recorded repeatedly in 1
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hour to 3 hour time intervals. Water temperature and salinity were recorded by using a
conductivity-temperature-depth (CTD) recorder (SeaBird SBE9/11), while PAR was measured by a Biospherical model QSP-200L or QSR-240 quantum scalar irradiance sensor.
The vertical proﬁling data were binned to 1 m intervals. Discrete water samples were
collected at 6 depths to 9 depths in the top 200 m of the water column in each cast,
typically at nominal depths of 5 m, 10 m, 20 m, 30 m, 50 m, 80 m, 100 m, 150 m and
200 m, by using 20 L Go-Flo bottles mounted onto a Rosette sampling assembly
(General Oceanic Inc.). Samples for the determination of the C were collected by ﬁltering
about 2 L of seawater each onboard ship through 47 mm Whatman GF/F glass ﬁber
ﬁlters. The ﬁlters were stored in liquid nitrogen and were returned to a shore-based
laboratory at the Academia Sinica (Taipei) for further analyses. In the laboratory, the C
was determined by reverse-phase high-performance liquid chromatography (HPLC) by
using a Shimazu LC-10A HPLC system equipped with a C18 column (Ho et al. 2015).
Field observations at the ALOHA station were extracted from the Hawaii Ocean Timeseries program (HOT (Hawaii Ocean Time-series) 2017). Time-series in situ observations,
including vertical distributions of temperature and salinity from the CTD recorders and C
from discrete water sampling, stretching over 46 hours, 62 hours and 50 hours, in about
3 hour time internals, in three cruises, CR-66 (26 to 28 September 1995), CR-67 (26 to 28
October 1995) and CR-68 (16 to 18 November 1995), were used in this study. Details in
the sampling method and the method for the analyses of discrete samples have been
described in the webpage and reported in Letelier et al. (2000).

2.3. Deriving the depth-weighted C, Cd
The depth-weighted C, Cd, derived from in situ observations has been used to represent
the C that should be detected by remotely sensing, Crs (Cannizzaro et al. 2013). The
calculation scheme for the derivation has been known for a while (Morel and Berthon
1989). In a given cast in a cruise, Cd is derived from the vertical proﬁles of the PAR and
the C in the discrete samples by following the method of Morel and Berthon (1989) such
that:
Z pd

Cd ¼

ò 0 C ðZ Þ½expð2KZ ÞdZ
Z pd

ò 0 ½expð2KZ ÞdZ

(1)

Here, C(Z) is the C at depth Z, Zpd is the penetration depth at which the PAR has been
reduced to about 37% of the surface value (Pan and Zimmerman 2010), and K is the
attenuation coeﬃcient of PAR. In the euphotic zone, the PAR decreases approximately
exponentially with depth (Kirk 1994; Pan and Zimmerman 2010) so that:
PARZ ¼ ðPARÞ0 ½expðKZÞ

(2)

where PARZ and PAR0 are the PAR at depth Z and at the sea surface. Thus, K may be
calculated as the slope in a linear regression analysis between ln(PARZ) and Z from the
sea surface to the euphotic zonal depth (EZD) at which the PAR drops to 1% of the
surface value. Then, Zpd is calculated as (Morel and Berthon 1989):
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(3)

Since C(Z), K and Zpd are known, Cd may be estimated. In the absence of light in the
nighttime, obviously, the PAR cannot be measured and the Cd cannot be derived.
However, the theoretical Cd may still be estimated by assuming that the diel variations
in K and Zpd are small so that their average values found in the daytime may be used for
estimating Cd in the nighttime. The depth-integrated standing stock of C, IChl, was
calculated by a trapezoidal integration of the C in the discrete samples from the surface
down to 200 m.
At the ALOHA station, the vertical proﬁles of the PAR were not available during the
three cruises CR-66, CR-67 and CR-68. Long-term (1995–2015) observations (HOT (Hawaii
Ocean Time-series) 2017) indicate that the EZD between September and November,
99 ± 6 m (number of observations n = 44), does not vary greatly with time. Since the PAR
drops to 1% of the surface value at the EZD, Equation (2) can be re-written as:
1%PAR0 ¼ ðPARÞ0 exp½K ðEZDÞ

(4)

Thus, assuming a constant EZD, 99 ± 6 m, K (unit of m−1) can be estimated as:
K¼

lnð100Þ
¼ 0:046  0:003
ðEZDÞ

(5)

Furthermore, Zpd (unit of m) may be estimated as:
1
Zpd ¼ ¼ 22  2
K

(6)

These K and Zpd values were applied to Equation (1) to estimate the Cd in the three
cruises.

2.4. Remotely sensed C
Daily Level 2 remotely sensed surface C acquired by the MERIS (Reprocessing R2012.1),
SeaWiFS (Reprocessing R2014.0) and MODIS-Aqua (Reprocessing R2014.0) at the SEATS station
during the cruises were downloaded from the National Aeronautics and Space Administration
(NASA) OceanColor Web (2017). No remotely sensed surface C, however, were available at the
ALOHA station during the cruises. The uncertainties of the remotely sensed surface C at these
stations have been shown (Liu et al. 2013; White, Spitz, and Letelier 2007) to agree with in situ
observed values to within the generally accepted level of ±35% (McClain 2009).

3. Results and discussion
3.1. Diel variations in the hydrographic characteristics
The diel variations in the vertical distribution of temperature and in the MLD, which is
deﬁned as the depth at which the temperature was 0.5 °C lower than the surface value
(Levitus 1982), in the cruises at the SEATS station and the ALOHA station are shown in
Figure 2. The statistics in these variations are summarized in Table 1.
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Figure 2. Variations in the water temperature (Tw) over a diel cycle at the SEATS station in the
cruises of (a) OR1-0988 (23 to 25 December 2011), (b) OR1-1010 (31 August to 1 September 2012)
and (c) OR1-0944 (13 to 15 October 2010), and at the ALOHA station in the cruises of (d) CR-66 (26
to 28 September 1995), (e) CR-67 (26 to 28 October 1995) and (f) CR-68 (16 to 18 November 1995).
Local times, which are diﬀerent from the Greenwich Mean Time by +8 hours at the SEATS station
and −10 hours at the ALOHA station, were used. Solid line – MLD; dashed line – EZD.

SST (°C)
MLD (m)
EZD (m)
K (m−1)
Diel Csurf (mg m−3)
Daytime Csurf
Nighttime Csurf
Diel IChl (mg m−2)
Daytime IChl
Nighttime IChl

Sampling date

Parameter

OR1-1010

SEATS cruise
OR1-0944

CR-66

CR-67

ALOHA cruise
CR-68

24.7
77
58
0.068
0.50
0.48
0.51
32.6
34.7
31.1

±
±
±
±
±
±
±
±
±
±

0.1 (9)
5 (9)
1 (2)
0.002 (2)
0.10 (7)
0.16 (3)
0.05 (4)
10.0 (7)
12.1 (3)
9.8 (4)

29.3
44
78
0.055
0.13
0.14
0.12
24.1
29.2
20.2

±
±
±
±
±
±
±
±
±
±

0.1 (10)
5 (10)
3 (4)
0.001 (4)
0.03 (7)
0.02 (3)
0.02 (4)
7.2 (7)
7.3 (3)
4.6 (4)

29.2
29
68
0.064
0.09
0.10
0.08
18.2
22.7
14.9

±
±
±
±
±
±
±
±
±
±

0.1 (16)
5 (16)
4 (8)
0.004 (8)
0.02 (7)
0.03 (3)
0.01 (4)
5.7 (7)
4.2 (3)
4.4 (4)

26.9
37
99
0.046
0.07
0.07
0.06
18.6
18.9
18.3

±
±
±
±
±
±
±
±
±
±

0.1 (15)
9 (15)
6
0.003
0.01 (8)
0.01 (4)
0.01 (4)
2.8 (8)
2.8 (4)
3.2 (4)

26.1
66
99
0.046
0.07
0.07
0.07
18.8
18.7
19.0

±
±
±
±
±
±
±
±
±
±

0.1 (17)
9 (17)
6
0.003
0.01 (8)
0.01 (4)
0.01 (4)
2.9 (8)
4.2 (4)
1.1 (4)

25.7
61
99
0.046
0.10
0.11
0.09
20.0
20.7
18.6

±
±
±
±
±
±
±
±
±
±

0.1 (16)
5 (16)
6
0.003
0.01 (6)
0.01 (4)
0.01 (2)
1.8 (6)
1.6 (4)
1.1 (2)

23 to 25 December 2011 31 August to 1 September 2012 13 to 15 October 2010 26 to 28 September 1995 26 to 28 October 1995 16 to 18 November 1995

OR1-0988

Table 1. Statistics of the hydrographic properties in the cruises in a diel cycle. The number of observations is shown in bracket. The EZD and K values for the
ALOHA cruises are estimated from the long-term averages.
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At the SEATS station, the diel average SST and MLD in the cruises (Figure 2(a) – (c)) were
within the historical ranges found in the corresponding months (Tai, Wong, and Pan 2017).
The diel average SST in OR1-0988, 24.8 °C, was lower than those, 29.2 °C and 29.1 °C, in OR11010 and OR1-0944, while the corresponding MLD, 76 m, was deeper than those, 45 m and
29 m, in OR1-1010 and OR1-0944 (Figure 2(a) – (c)). The diel variabilities in the SST, ±0.1 °C to
±0.2 °C, were small in all cases. On the other hand, while the diel variabilities in the MLD, ±5 m
to ±6 m, fell within a relative narrow and well deﬁned range, as a result of the seasonal
variability in the MLD, they were equivalent to ±7% to ±19% of the diel average. The EZDs
stayed around 58 m, 78 m and 68 m in OR1-0988, OR1-1010 and OR1-0944 respectively, and
did not change signiﬁcantly through a diel cycle. The EZD in OR1-0988 was shallower, when
the depth-integrated standing stock of C, IChl, and thus possibly the particulate load, was
higher (Table 1). The EZD was shallower than the corresponding MLD in OR1-0988 but was
deeper in OR1-1010 and OR1-0944, suggesting that, except in the deepest portion of the
mixed layer in OR1-0988, light was not a limiting factor in photosynthetic activities.
The diel average SST and MLD at the ALOHA station in the three cruises (Figure 2(d) – (f))
were also within the historical ranges found in the corresponding months (Church, Lomas,
and Muller-Karger 2013). The diel average SST in CR-66, 26.9 °C, was slightly warmer than
those, 26.1 °C and 25.7 °C, in CR-67 and CR-68, while the corresponding MLD, 37 m, was
shallower than those, 66 m and 61 m, in CR-67 and CR-68 (Table 1). The diel variabilities in the
SST, around ±0.1 °C, were small. The diel variabilities in the MLD, ±5 m to ±9 m, accounted for
about ±9% to ±23% of the diel average. Given that the EZD at the ALOHA station was deeper
than about 90 m (HOT (Hawaii Ocean Time-series) 2017), the MLD, 37 m to 66 m (Table 1), was
within the euphotic zone, consistent with previous reports (Church, Lomas, and Muller-Karger
2013; Karl and Church 2014). Thus, light was not a limiting factor in photosynthetic activities.

3.2. Diel variations in C observed in situ
The diel variations in the vertical distribution of C are shown in Figure 3. At the SEATS station,
in OR1-0988, the highest C at any given time in the day was found mostly at or near the sea
surface (Figure 3(a)). Taking the isopleth in the C of 0.40 mg m−3 as a guide, the layer of surface
water with elevated C (> 0.40 mg m−3) was thinner, about 20 m thick, in the early morning and
the thickest, at about 65 m thick, in the afternoon. A sub-surface maximum at around the
bottom of the mixed layer, which is commonly found in many parts of the oceans (Mann and
Lazier 1996), was absent. In fact, since the MLD was deeper than the EZD, the availability of
light could have limited photosynthetic activity at the base of the mixed layer below the EZD
and led to the abrupt decrease in the C with depth at these depths. In contrast, in OR1-1010
and OR1-0944 when the MLD was substantially shallower than the EZD, the sub-surface
maximum in the C, with concentrations reaching about 0.50 mg m−3, was clearly present at
around 50 m to 60 m between the bottom of the mixed layer and the EZD (Figure 3(b) – (c)),
consistent with reports in other oligotrophic environments (Mignot et al. 2014). In the surface
waters, the C was generally low and fell within 0.05 mg m−3 to 0.20 mg m−3.
At the ALOHA station, the vertical distributions of the C generally followed the pattern
found in cruises OR1-0944 and OR1-1010 at the SEATS station (Figure 3). The diel variations in
the vertical distribution of C were observed in all three cruises at the ALOHA station (Figure 3(d)
– (f)). A sub-surface maximum in the C was present in all cases, and was found in both the
daytime and the nighttime. Its concentration, around 0.20 mg m−3, however, was only about
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Figure 3. Same to Figure 2 but for C. ○ – Times and depths of the sample collections.

half of that, 0.40–0.50 mg m−3, at the SEATS station. Taking the isopleths in the C of 0.15 mg
m−3 as a guide, the layer of the sub-surface water with elevated C (> 0.15 mg m−3), about 40 m
thick in all cases, was located about 30 m below the MLD in
CR-66 but at the bottom of the mixed layer in CR-67 and CR-68. The surface C at the
ALOHA station, 0.07 mg m−3 to 0.10 mg m−3, which was within the range found in the
typical tropical waters (Yoder et al. 1993), was generally lower than that found at the
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SEATS station. These diel patterns did not seem to be controlled by light availability
alone. Light availability should cause the growth of phytoplankton (e.g. enlarged cell
size), and thus the elevated C, by photosynthesis in the daytime (Kirk 1994; Prézelin
1992; Woods and Onken 1982). Such a light-dark cycle should be more pronounced in
the lower layer of the euphotic zone where processes to counteract the eﬀect of
photosynthesis, such as photoinhibition and downward migration of phytoplankton in
the daytime at the surface (Kirk 1994; Prézelin 1992; Woods and Onken 1982), would be
minimal. However, it was not always followed. It is possible that other processes, such as
tidal eﬀect (Chen et al. 2010) and episodic horizontal advective events, might have
contributed to the observed pattern. Thus, at the ALOHA station, the diel variations in
the vertical distribution of C (Figure 3(d) – (f)) followed a semi-diurnal cycle in the lower
layer of the euphotic zone and active semi-diurnal M2 internal tides have been found at
this location (Zilberman et al. 2011). Nevertheless, given the limited data set presented
here and the scope of this study, it would not be prudent to speculate further on how
these processes might have interacted to produce the observed pattern.
The diel variations in the surface (top 10 m) C and the IChl are shown in Figure 4.
The statistics in these variations are summarized in Table 1. At the SEATS station, the
diel average surface C, 0.50 ± 0.11 mg m−3, 0.13 ± 0.02 mg m−3 and 0.09 ± 0.02 mg
m−3 in OR1-0988, OR1-1010 and OR1-0944 respectively (Figure 4(a) – (c)), were within
the reported historical ranges in the corresponding months (Liu et al. 2002, 2013; Pan
et al. 2015; Tseng et al. 2005). The concentration in OR1-0988 was about 4.0 to 5.0
times of those in the other two cruises. The variations in the IChl among the cruises
followed a similar trend: IChl in OR1-0988 was about 1.5 to 2.0 times of those in the
other two cruises. The elevation of the surface C and the IChl in the winter, when OR10988 was conducted, in the open northern South China Sea have been reported
previously and they were attributed to the increased input of nutrients to the mixed
layer from the nutrient-rich sub-surface waters by enhanced vertical mixing by surface
cooling and the stronger northeast monsoonal wind (Pan et al. 2015; Tseng et al.
2005; Wong et al. 2007, 2015). On the diel time scale, variations in the surface C and
the IChl followed qualitatively a general similar pattern in all three cruises with the
highest values found in the daytime and generally lower values found in the nighttime. The diﬀerence between the average daytime and nighttime values was least
distinct in OR1-0988. In the records that extended beyond 24 hours, the pattern
started to repeat itself at least qualitatively, indicating that the diel patterns were
unlikely to be fortuitous. Both the surface C and IChl varied by about a factor of two
over the diel cycle. The resulting variabilities over the diel average were about ±20%
in the surface C and ±30% in IChl. In a ﬁner scale, the diel variations in the IChl
followed a more consistent pattern than the surface C among the three cruises. IChl
increased steadily in the daytime from the morning to a maximum in the afternoon
before it dropped progressively into the night. This pattern may be explained by a
net gain in phytoplankton biomass by photosynthetic activity during the daytime and
a net loss by grazing, death and/or sinking during the nighttime (Kirk 1994; Platt,
Gallegos, and Harrison 1980). In the case of surface C, while the pattern followed that
of the IChl closely in OR1-0988 and OR1-1010, the diel maximum in the surface C was
found earlier in the day in OR1-0944. As a result, in OR1-0988 and OR1-1010, the
surface C was well correlated (correlation coeﬃcient r = 0.805 and 0.896, both
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Figure 4. Diel variations in the concentrations of surface C (○),Cd (●) and IChl (+) at the SEATS
station during cruises of (a) OR1-0988, (b) OR1-1010 and (c) OR1-0944, and at the ALOHA station
during cruises of (d) CR-66, (e) CR-67 and (f) CR-68. ◊, □, Δ – Cd at the overpass-times of MERIS,
SeaWiFS and MODIS-Aqua; ♦, ▲ – C sensed by MERIS and MODIS-Aqua satellites at the SEATS
station on 24 December 2011 and 14 October 2010, respectively. Black bar – nighttime period;
horizontal dashed line – diel average Cd.

P < 0.001; Figure 4(a) – (b)) with the IChl over the diel cycle so that it could be a
reasonable proxy of the IChl. On the other hand, in OR1-0944, the correlation between
the two was poor (P = 0.217). The presence of a sub-surface C maximum in some but
not all the months in the year, the variability in the tidal eﬀect and episodic
horizontal advective events over the year could all have contributed to a more
variable relationship between the surface C and the IChl. Regardless of the exact
cause, the variable relationship between the two can be a source of inherent uncertainty when IChl is estimated by an extrapolation from surface C.
At the ALOHA station, the diel average surface C, 0.07 ± 0.01 mg m−3, 0.07 ± 0.01 mg m−3
and 0.10 ± 0.01 mg m−3 in CR-66, CR-67 and CR-68 respectively (Figure 4(d) – (f), Table 1), were
also within the reported historical ranges in the corresponding months (Letelier et al. 1993).
The increase in surface C from the summer (CR-66) to the late fall (CR-68) might result primarily
from the photo-adaptation (Letelier et al. 1993; Winn et al. 1995) in response to the deepened
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mixed layer and decreased incident solar light. Any increase in phytoplankton biomass was
not happened as the surface concentration of particulate organic carbon, which might be an
indicator of phytoplankton biomass, in CR-68, 1.9 µmol kg−1, was not substantially diﬀerent
from or even lower than those in CR-66 and CR-67, 1.8 µmol kg−1 and 2.4 µmol kg−1
respectively (HOT (Hawaii Ocean Time-series) 2017). The variations in the IChl among the
cruises, 18.6 ± 2.8 mg m−2, 18.8 ± 2.9 mg m−2 and 20.0 ± 1.8 mg m−2 in CR-66, CR-67 and CR-68
respectively (Table 1), followed a similar trend. On the diel time scale, variations in the surface
C in all three cases at the ALOHA station (Figure 4(d) – (f)) followed the general pattern as in
the cruise OR1-0944 at the SEATS station (Figure 4(c)). A diel maximum in the surface C was
found in the early-to-late morning, and a diel minimum was found at around sunset. The
surface C and IChl varied by a factor of about 1.3 over the diel cycle. The resulting variabilities
over the diel average were about ±9% in both cases. These variabilities were about half of
those found at the SEATS station. The diel variations in the IChl were poorly correlated
(P = 0.338, 0.176 and 0.126 in CR-66, CR-67 and CR-68) to the diel variations in the surface C
(Figure 4(d) – (f)) as in the cruise OR1-0944 at the SEATS station. Such poor correlations have
been explained by the diﬀerential interactive eﬀects and processes, such as the diel cycle of
photosynthesis (Kirk 1994; Platt, Gallegos, and Harrison 1980), tidal eﬀects (Zilberman et al.
2011), and photo-adaption (Winn et al. 1995), on surface C and IChl.

3.3. Eﬀects of diel variations in the surface c on the interpretation of remotely
sensed surface C
The depth-weighted C as derived from Equation (1), Cd, is also shown in Figure 4. The
derived Cd was strongly correlated to the corresponding in situ observed surface C, Csurf,
in all cruises at both stations such that (coeﬃcient of determination R2 = 0.998, n = 57):
C d ¼ ð0:0003  0:0011Þ þ ð0:993  0:005ÞCsurf

(7)

The slope of the relationship was indistinguishable from unity and the intercept
included zero within their statistical uncertainties. Thus, in these six cruises, the derived
Cd, although it represented the C within one optical depth (Morel and Berthon 1989),
was virtually the same as the surface C.
The satellites passed over the SEATS and ALOHA stations daily in the daytime at the local
times of 10:05 (±13 minutes) and 10:29 (±15 minutes) for MERIS, 12:18 (±20 minutes) and
12:36 (±20 minutes) for SeaWiFS, and 13:28 (±21 minutes) and 13:52 (±27 minutes) for MODISAqua. The derived Cd at these overpass-times, based on a linear interpolation from the
individual derived values during the cruises, are also marked in Figure 4. In two occasions at
the SEATS station, the remotely sensed surface C detected by one of these three satellite
sensors were also available. On 24 December 2011, the MERIS satellite sensed a surface C of
0.25 mg m−3 while the corresponding derived Cd was 0.40 mg m−3. On 14 October 2010, the
MODIS-Aqua satellite gave a remotely sensed surface C of 0.09 mg m−3 and the corresponding
Cd was also about 0.09 mg m−3. The diﬀerences between the remotely sensed surface C and
Cd were −37% and virtually none, respectively. The agreement between the two was not
unreasonable, given that the commonly claimed uncertainty in the remotely sensed C alone
was ±35% (McClain 2009). While this match up comparison, in itself, was too limited to be a
deﬁnitive validation, they do indicate that the derived Cd at the overpass-times of the MERIS,
SeaWiFS and MODIS-Aqua satellites may be a good representative of remotely sensed surface
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C that should be detected by satellites. In fact, the derived Cd has been used for evaluating the
accuracy of the satellite remotely sensed surface C (Cannizzaro et al. 2013). The Cd are listed in
Table 2. If these interpolated Cd at the overpass-times were to be interpreted as the diel
average surface C, the diel variations in Cd may aﬀect this interpretation in three ways:
First, Cd, and thus by inference the remotely sensed surface C, was not the same as
the diel average C that the latter was used to represent (Table 2). For the MERIS, SeaWiFS
and MODIS-Aqua satellites, the ratios of the Cd at their overpass-times to the diel
average C varied between 0.81–1.32 at the SEATS station and 0.94–1.13 at the ALOHA
station. Thus, there could have been an underestimation of up to −19% and −6% to an
overestimation of up to +32% and +13% at the SEATS station and the ALOHA station,
respectively. The magnitude of this source of uncertainty, was comparable to the
commonly claimed uncertainty in remotely sensed surface C, ±35% (McClain 2009).
While it was not large enough as to be overwhelming, it was clearly not small enough
to be dismissed oﬀ-hand. Considering that the overpass-time of the diﬀerent satellites
may occur at any times during the day, the maximum deviation of Cd, which is the
potential satellite remotely sensed surface C, from the diel average may range between
an underestimation of up to −27% and −19% to an overestimation of up to +41% and
+14% at the SEATS station and the ALOHA station, respectively (Figure 4).
Secondly, Cd, and thus remotely sensed surface C found, may be satellite-dependent.
At the SEATS station, for the MODIS-Aqua and SeaWiFS satellites, the Cd at their overpass-times were more consistent with each other and with the diel average Cd (Table 2).
The ratios of the Cd at the overpass-times of these two satellites ranged between 0.91–
1.02 (average 0.96 ± 0.05). The ranges in the ratio of these Cd to the diel average Cd were
1.03–1.20 (average 1.09 ± 0.09) and 0.95–1.15 (average 1.05 ± 0.10). Thus, the Cd
corresponding to the overpass-times of these two satellites agreed to about ±10%. On
the other hand, the ratio of the Cd at the MERIS overpass-time to the diel average Cd
yielded a signiﬁcantly larger range, 0.81–1.32. The ratios of the Cd at the MERIS overpasstime to the Cd at the overpass-times of MODIS-Aqua and SeaWiFS ranged between 0.78–
1.28 and 0.85–1.25, respectively. In other words, the Cd corresponding to the MERIS
overpass-time agreed with the Cd corresponding to the overpass-times of the other two
satellites only to about −22% to + 28%. At the ALOHA station, similar results were found
but the uncertainties, about half of those found at the SEATS station (Table 2), were less
prominent. The magnitude of this source of uncertainty, especially at the SEATS, was
again similar to that of the commonly claimed uncertainty in remotely sensed C. It
should be taken into consideration when data obtained by multiple satellites were
pooled together for use in a study (Maritorena and Siegel 2005; Morel et al. 2007).
Thirdly, even for a single satellite, the slight variability in the overpass-time from day
to day may introduce uncertainties in the remotely sensed surface C detected. For the
MERIS, SeaWiFS and MODIS-Aqua satellites, the overpass times varied between 13 minutes to 21 minutes at the SEATS station and between 15 minutes to 27 minutes at the
ALOHA station. Although these time-windows were relatively narrow, since the overpass-times may fall in the time period when the Cd changes more abruptly with the time
of day (Figure 4), the remotely sensed surface C could still vary by up to ±7% within
these time windows.
While this study has demonstrated qualitatively that the diel variations in the surface C
may lead to a signiﬁcant additional source of uncertainty in the interpretation of the

Ratio of Cd between satellites

Cd at overpass time/diel average

Cd at overpass times

Parameter
Diel variation in Cd

Minimum
Maximum
Maximum/Minimum
Diel average
MERIS
SeaWiFS
Aqua
MERIS
SeaWiFS
Aqua
MERIS/Aqua
SeaWiFS/Aqua
MERIS/SeaWiFS

OR1-0988
0.36
0.66
1.83
0.49 ± 0.10
0.40 (0.25)
0.47
0.51
0.81
0.95
1.04
0.78
0.91
0.85

OR1-1010
0.10
0.16
1.59
0.13 ± 0.03
0.14
0.15
0.16
1.04
1.15
1.20
0.86
0.95
0.91

SEATS cruise
OR1-0944
0.06
0.12
1.94
0.08 ± 0.02
0.11
0.09
0.09 (0.09)
1.32
1.06
1.03
1.28
1.02
1.25

CR-66
0.05
0.08
1.41
0.07 ± 0.01
0.08
0.08
0.08
1.12
1.13
1.11
1.01
1.02
0.99

CR-67
0.07
0.08
1.19
0.07 ± 0.01
0.08
0.08
0.08
1.04
1.03
1.03
1.02
1.00
1.01

ALOHA cruise
CR-68
0.09
0.12
1.33
0.10 ± 0.01
0.11
0.10
0.10
1.06
0.98
0.94
1.12
1.05
1.07

Table 2. Statistics in the diel variations in Cd and the Cd sensed by the MERIS, SeaWiFS and MODIS-Aqua satellites. C sensed synchronously by the MERIS and
MODIS-Aqua satellites are given in brackets.
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remotely sensed surface C, it was based on a limited data set in areas where diel variations
may be large (Claustre et al. 1999; Kirk 1994; Neveux et al. 2003). Extrapolating the conclusions quantitatively to other parts of the oceans may not yet be warranted. However, since
diel variations in the surface C is a global phenomenon, it suggests that further studies for
assessing the global implication of this phenomenon on interpreting remotely sensed
surface C is needed. Nevertheless, it should be noted that this source of uncertainty in the
estimation of the diel average C from once-daily remotely sensed C is independent of the
uncertainties in the remotely sensed C itself. Thus, it cannot be reduced by improvements in
the estimation in the remotely sensed C, such as additional regional tuning. The uncertainty
can be reduced only through an increase in the frequency of the observations in each day.
This would argue for more observations using geostationary satellites, such as the
Geostationary Ocean Color Imager (GOCI) and the future Geostationary Coastal and Air
Pollution Events (GEO-CAPE), rather than sun-synchronous satellites, as the former can
provide hourly data while the latter can only produce once-daily data (Choi et al. 2012;
Feng et al., 2017; Ruddick et al. 2014). Furthermore, although these hourly observations
from the geostationary satellites cannot eliminate the problem of not being able to obtain
valid Crs as a result of cloud cover, they would certainly increase the chances of getting one
(Feng and Hu 2016; Feng et al. 2017).

4. Conclusions
Diel variations in the surface C and the IChl in the tropical northern South China Sea at
the SEATS station and in the North Paciﬁc subtropical gyre at the ALOHA station were
found to follow well deﬁned patterns. The values varied by a factor of around 2.0 at the
SEATS station and around 1.3 at the ALOHA station over a diel period. These diel
variations may aﬀect the interpretation and use of the remotely sensed C in three
ways. First, the once-daily remotely sensed C is not identical to the diel average. The C
that were sensed by the MERIS, SeaWIFS and MODIS-Aqua satellite could diﬀer from the
diel average by −19 to + 32% at the SEATS station and by −6% to +13% at the ALOHA
station. This is a source of uncertainty when the remotely sensed C are treated as the
diel average. Secondly, since the remotely sensed C depends on the exact overpass-time
of the satellites and these overpass-times may vary from satellite to satellite, the
remotely sensed C is satellite-dependent. The C sensed by the MERIS, SeaWIFS and
MODIS-Aqua satellites diﬀered from each other by −22% to +28% at the SEATS station
and by −1% to +12% at the ALOHA station. This is an inherent source of uncertainty
when data from diﬀerent satellites are pooled together for use. Thirdly, even for a single
satellite, the exact overpass time may vary from day to day, albeit within a narrow timewindow. At both stations, this variability in the overpass time could lead to uncertainties
in remotely sensed C of ±7%.

Acknowledgments
H.-H. Yang, K.-Y. Li, W.-C. Tu, Y.-C. Wu, L.-T. Hou, and the captain and the crews of R/V Ocean
Researcher I assisted in sample collection and/or sample analyses. We thank the two reviewers for
their constructive comments. This work was supported in part by the National Natural Science
Foundation of China (grant no. 41630966), the Scientiﬁc and Technological Innovation Project of

2932

X. PAN ET AL.

the Qingdao National Laboratory for Marine Science and Technology (grant no. 2016ASKJ02),
Ocean University of China (grant no. 201513037 and 201512011), and the Key Research and
Development Program of Shandong Province (grant no. 2015GSF117017) to Pan, by the Ministry
of Science and Technology, Taiwan (grant no. NSC98-2611-M-001-004-MY3 and NSC100-2611-M001-001) and the Academia Sinica through grants titled “Atmospheric Forcing on Ocean
Biogeochemistry (AFOBi)” and “Ocean Acidiﬁcation: Comparative biogeochemistry in shallowwater tropical coral reef ecosystems in a naturally acidic marine environment” to Wong. This is
MCTL Contribution No. 185.

Disclosure statement
No potential conﬂict of interest was reported by the authors.

Funding
This work was supported by the Academia Sinica [Atmospheric Forcing on Ocean Biogeochemistry
(AFOB,Ocean Acidiﬁcation: Comparative biogeochemistry i];Ministry of Science and Technology,
Taiwan
[NSC100-2611-M-001-001,NSC98-2611-M-001-004-MY3];National
Natural
Science
Foundation of China [41630966];Ocean University of China [201512011,201513037];Qingdao
National Laboratory for Marine Science and Technology [2016ASKJ02];Department of Science
and Technology of Shandong Province [2015GSF117017];

References
Ascani, F., K. J. Richards, E. Firing, S. Grant, K. S. Johnson, Y. Jia, R. Lukas, and D. M. Karl. 2013.
“Physical and Biological Controls of Nitrate Concentrations in the Upper Subtropical North
Paciﬁc Ocean.” Deep-Sea Research Part II 93: 119–134. doi:10.1016/j.dsr2.2013.01.034.
Behrenfeld, M. J., and P. G. Falkowski. 1997. “Photosynthetic Rates Derived from Satellite-Based
Chlorophyll Concentration.” Limnology and Oceanography 42 (1): 1–20. doi:10.4319/
lo.1997.42.1.0001.
Brewin, R. J. W., F. Mélin, S. Sathyendranath, F. Steinmetz, A. Chuprin, and M. Grant. 2014. “On
the Temporal Consistency of Chlorophyll Products Derived from Three Ocean-Colour
Sensors.” ISPRS Journal of Photogrammetry and Remote Sensing 97: 171–184. doi:10.1016/j.
isprsjprs.2014.08.013.
Cannizzaro, J., C. Hu, K. L. Carder, C. R. Kelble, N. Melo, E. M. Johns, G. A. Vargo, and C. A. Heil. 2013.
“On the Accuracy of SeaWiFS Ocean Color Data Products on the West Florida Shelf.” Journal of
Coastal Research 29 (6): 1257–1272. doi:10.2112/JCOASTRES-D-12-00223.1.
Chen, G., W. Sha, and T. Iwasaki. 2009. “Diurnal Variation of Precipitation over Southeastern China:
2. Impact of the Diurnal Monsoon Variability.” Journal of Geophysical Research 114: D21105.
doi:10.1029/2009JD012181.
Chen, Z., C. Hu, F. E. Muller-Karger, and M. Luther. 2010. “Short-Term Variability of Suspended
Sediment and Phytoplankton in Tampa Bay, Florida: Observations from a Coastal
Oceanographic Tower and Ocean Color Satellites.” Estuarine Coastal and Shelf Science 89: 62–
72. doi:10.1016/j.ecss.2010.05.014.
Choi, J.-K., Y. J. Park, J. H. Ahn, H.-S. Lim, J. Eom, and J.-H. Ryu. 2012. “GOCI, the World’s First
Geostationary Ocean Color Observation Satellite, for the Monitoring of Temporal Variability in
Coastal Water Turbidity.” Journal of Geophysical Research 117: C09004. doi:10.1029/
2012JC008046.
Church, M. J., M. W. Lomas, and F. Muller-Karger. 2013. “Sea Change: Charting the Course for
Biogeochemical Ocean Time-Series Research in a New Millennium.” Deep-Sea Research Part II 93:
2–15. doi:10.1016/j.dsr2.2013.01.035.

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF REMOTE SENSING

2933

Claustre, H., A. Morel, M. Babin, C. Cailliau, D. Marie, J.-C. Marty, D. Tailliez, and D. Vaulot. 1999.
“Variability in Particle Attenuation and Chlorophyll Fluorescence in the Tropical Paciﬁc: Scales,
Patterns, and Biogeochemical Implications.” Journal of Geophysical Research 104 (C2): 3401–
3422. doi:10.1029/98JC01334.
Dave, A. C., and M. S. Lozier. 2010. “Local Stratiﬁcation Control of Marine Productivity in the
Subtropical North Paciﬁc.” Journal of Geophysical Research 115: C12032. doi:10.1029/
2010JC006507.
Feng, L., and C. Hu. 2016. “Comparison of Valid Ocean Observations between MODIS Terra and
Aqua over the Global Oceans.” IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing 54 (3): 1575–
1585. doi:10.1109/TGRS.2015.2483500.
Feng, L., C. Hu, B. B. Barnes, A. Mannino, A. K. Heidinger, K. Strabala, and L. T. Iraci. 2017. “Cloud
and Sun-Glint Statistics Derived from GOES and MODIS Observations over the Intra-Americas
Sea for GEOCAPE Mission Planning.” Journal of Geophysical Research Atmospheres 122 (3): 1725–
1745. doi:10.1002/2016JD025372.
Ho, T.-Y., X. Pan, -H.-H. Yang, G. T. F. Wong, and F.-K. Shiah. 2015. “Controls on Temporal and
Spatial Variations of Phytoplankton Pigment Distribution in the Northern South China Sea.”
Deep-Sea Research Part II 117: 65–85. doi:10.1016/j.dsr2.2015.05.015.
HOT (Hawaii Ocean Time-series). 2017. Accessed 25 April 2017. http://hahana.soest.hawaii.edu/
hot/.
IOCCG. 1999. “Status and Plans for Satellite Ocean-Colour Missions: Considerations for
Complementary Missions.” In Reports of the International Ocean-Colour Coordinating Group,
No. 2, edited by J. A. Yoder, 1–43. Dartmouth, Canada: IOCCG.
IOCCG. 2012. “Ocean-Colour Observations from a Geostationary Orbit.” In Reports of the
International Ocean-Colour Coordinating Group, No. 12, edited by D. Antoine, 1–103.
Dartmouth, Canada: IOCCG.
Karl, D., R. Letelier, L. Tupas, J. Dore, J. Christian, and D. Hebel. 1997. “The Role of Nitrogen Fixation
in Biogeochemical Cycling in the Subtropical North Paciﬁc Ocean.” Nature 388: 533–538.
doi:10.1038/41474.
Karl, D. M., and M. J. Church. 2014. “Microbial Oceanography and the Hawaii Ocean Time-Series
Programme.” Nature Reviews Microbiology 12: 1–15. doi:10.1038/nrmicro3333.
Karl, D. M., and R. Lukas. 1996. “The Hawaii Ocean Time-Series (HOT) Program: Background,
Rationale, and Field Implementation.” Deep-Sea Research Part II 43: 129–156. doi:10.1016/
0967-0645(96)00005-7.
Kirk, J. T. O. 1994. Light and Phytosynthesis in Aquatic Ecosystems. 2nd ed. New York: Cambridge
University Press.
Lee, Z., M. Jiang, C. Davis, N. Pahlevan, Y.-H. Ahn, and R. Ma. 2012. “Impact of Multiple Satellite
Ocean Color Samplings in a Day on Assessing Phytoplankton Dynamics.” Ocean Science Journal
47 (3): 323–329. doi:10.1007/s12601-012-0031-5.
Letelier, R. M., D. M. Karl, M. R. Abbott, P. Flament, M. Freilich, R. Lukas, and T. Strub. 2000. “Role of
Late Winter Mesoscale Events in the Biogeochemical Variability of the Upper Water Column of
the North Paciﬁc Subtropical Gyre.” Journal of Geophysical Research 105: 28723–28739.
doi:10.1029/1999JC000306.
Letelier, R. M., R. R. Bidigare, D. V. Hebel, M. Ordrusek, C. D. Winn, and D. M. Karl. 1993. “Temporal
Variability of Phytoplankton Community Structure Based on Pigment Analysis.” Limnology and
Oceanography 38 (7): 1420–1437. doi:10.4319/lo.1993.38.7.1420.
Levitus, S. 1982. “Climatological Atlas of the World Ocean.” NOAA Professional Paper 13. Rockville,
Maryland: U.S. Department of Commerce.
Liu, -K.-K., L.-W. Wang, M. Dai, C.-M. Tseng, Y. Yang, C.-H. Sui, L. Oey, K.-Y. Tseng, and S.-M. Huang.
2013. “Inter-Annual Variation of Chlorophyll in the Northern South China Sea Observed at the
SEATS Station and Its Asymmetric Responses to Climate Oscillation.” Biogeosciences 10: 7449–
7462. doi:10.5194/bg-10-7449-2013.
Liu, -K.-K., S.-Y. Chao, P.-T. Shaw, G.-C. Gong, -C.-C. Chen, and T.-Y. Tang. 2002. “Monsoon-Forced
Chlorophyll Distribution and Primary Production in the South China Sea: Observations and a

2934

X. PAN ET AL.

Numerical Study.” Deep-Sea Research Part I 49: 1387–1412. doi:10.1016/S0967-0637(02)000353.
Liu, Q., M. Dai, W. Chen, C.-A. Huh, G. Wang, Q. Li, and M. A. Charette. 2012. “How Signiﬁcant Is
Submarine Groundwater Discharge and Its Associated Dissolved Inorganic Carbon in a RiverDominated Shelf System?” Biogeosciences 9: 1777–1795. doi:10.5194/bg-9-1777-2012.
Luo, Y.-W., H. W. Ducklow, M. A. M. Friedrichs, M. J. Church, D. M. Karl, and S. C. Doney. 2012.
“Interannual Variability of Primary Production and Dissolved Organic Nitrogen Storage in the
North Paciﬁc Subtropical Gyre.” Journal of Geophysical Research 117: G03019. doi:10.1029/
2011JG001830.
MacIntyre, H. L., T. M. Kana, T. Anning, and R. J. Geider. 2002. “Photoacclimation of Photosynthesis
Irradiance Response Curves and Photosynthetic Pigments in Microalgae and Cyanobacteria.”
Journal of Phycology 38: 17–38. doi:10.1046/j.1529-8817.2002.00094.x.
Mann, K. H., and J. R. N. Lazier. 1996. Dynamics of Marine Ecosystems: Biological-Physical Interactions
in the Oceans. 2nd ed. Massachusetts,MA: Blackwell Science.
Maritorena, S., and D. A. Siegel. 2005. “Consistent Merging of Satellite Ocean Color Data Using a
Semi-Analytical Model.” Remote Sensing of Environment 94: 429–440. doi:10.1016/j.
rse.2004.08.014.
McClain, C. R. 2009. “A Decade of Satellite Ocean Color Observations.” Annual Review of Marine
Science 1: 19–42. doi:10.1146/annurev.marine.010908.163650.
Messié, M., and M.-H. Radenac. 2006. “Seasonal Variability of the Surface Chlorophyll in the
Western Tropical Paciﬁc from SeaWiFS Data.” Deep-Sea Research Part I 53: 1581–1600.
doi:10.1016/j.dsr.2006.06.007.
Mignot, A., H. Claustre, J. Uitz, A. Poteau, F. D’Ortenzio, and X. Xing. 2014. “Understanding the
Seasonal Dynamics of Phytoplankton Biomass and the Deep Chlorophyll Maximum in
Oligotrophic Environments: A Bio-Argo Float Investigation.” Global Biogeochemical Cycles 28:
856–876. doi:10.1002/2013GB004781.
Morel, A., and J.-F. Berthon. 1989. “Surface Pigments, Algal Biomass Proﬁles, and Potential
Production of the Euphotic Layer: Relationships Reinvestigated in View of Remote-Sensing
Applications.” Limnology and Oceanography 34: 1545–1562. doi:10.4319/lo.1989.34.8.1545.
Morel, A., Y. Huot, B. Gentili, P. J. Werdell, S. B. Hooker, and B. A. Franz. 2007. “Examining the
Consistency of Products Derived from Various Ocean Color Sensors in Open Ocean (Case 1)
Waters in the Perspective of a Multi-Sensor Approach.” Remote Sensing of Environment 111: 69–
88. doi:10.1016/j.rse.2007.03.012.
Neveux, J., C. Dupouy, J. Blanchot, A. Le Bouteiller, M. R. Landry, and S. L. Brown. 2003. “Diel
Dynamics of Chlorophylls in High-Nutrient, Low-Chlorophyll Waters of the Equatorial Paciﬁc
(180°): Interactions of Growth, Grazing, Physiological Responses, and Mixing.” Journal of
Geophysical Research 108 (C12): 8140. doi:10.1029/2000JC000747.
Nicholson, D. P., S. T. Wilson, S. C. Doney, and D. M. Karl. 2015. “Quantifying Subtropical North
Paciﬁc Gyre Mixed Layer Primary Productivity from Seaglider Observations of Diel Oxygen
Cycles.” Geophysical Research Letters 42: 4032–4039. doi:10.1002/2015GL063065.
OceanColor Web. 2017. Accessed 25 April 2017. http://oceancolor.gsfc.nasa.gov/.
Pan, X., G. T. F. Wong, F.-K. Shiah, and T.-Y. Ho. 2012. “Enhancement of Biological Productivity by
Internal Waves: Observations in the Summertime in the Northern South China Sea.” Journal of
Oceanography 68: 427–437. doi:10.1007/s10872-012-0107-y.
Pan, X., G. T. F. Wong, J.-H. Tai, and T.-Y. Ho. 2015. “Climatology of Physical Hydrographic and
Biological Characteristics of the Northern South China Sea Shelf-Sea (Nosocs) and Adjacent
Waters: Observations from Satellite Remote Sensing.” Deep-Sea Research Part II 117: 10–22.
doi:10.1016/j.dsr2.2015.02.022.
Pan, X., G. T. F. Wong, T.-Y. Ho, F.-K. Shiah, and H. Liu. 2013. “Remote Sensing of Picophytoplankton
Distribution in the Northern South China Sea.” Remote Sensing of Environment 128: 162–175.
doi:10.1016/j.rse.2012.10.014.
Pan, X., and R. C. Zimmerman. 2010. “Modeling the Vertical Distributions of Downwelling Plane
Irradiance and Diﬀuse Attenuation Coeﬃcient in Optically Deep Waters.” Journal of Geophysical
Research 115: C08016. doi:10.1029/2009JC006039.

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF REMOTE SENSING

2935

Platt, T., C. L. Gallegos, and W. G. Harrison. 1980. “Photoinhibition of Photosynthesis in Natural
Assemblages of Marine Phytoplankton.” Journal of Marine Research 38: 687–701.
Prézelin, B. B. 1992. “Diel Periodicity in Phytoplankton Productivity.” Hydrobiologia 238: 1–35.
doi:10.1007/BF00048771.
Ruddick, K., G. Neukermans, Q. Vanhellemont, and D. Jolivet. 2014. “Challenges and Opportunities
for Geostationary Ocean Colour Remote Sensing of Regional Seas: A Review of Recent Results.”
Remote Sensing of Environment 146: 63–76. doi:10.1016/j.rse.2013.07.039.
Sakamoto, C. M., D. M. Karl, H. W. Jannasch, R. R. Bidigare, R. M. Letelier, P. M. Walz, J. P. Ryan, P. S.
Polito, and K. S. Johnson. 2004. “Inﬂuence of Rossby Waves on Nutrient Dynamics and the
Plankton Community Structure in the North Paciﬁc Subtropical Gyre.” Journal of Geophysical
Research 109: C05032. doi:10.1029/2003JC001976.
Stramski, D., and R. A. Reynolds. 1993. “Diel Variations in the Optical Properties of a Marine
Diatom.” Limnology and Oceanography 38: 1347–1364. doi:10.4319/lo.1993.38.7.1347.
Tai, J.-H., G. T. F. Wong, and X. Pan. 2017. “Upper Water Structure and Mixed Layer Depth in
Tropical Waters: The SEATS Station in the Northern South China Sea.” Terrestrial, Atmospheric
and Oceanic Sciences 28 (6): 1019–1032. doi:10.3319/TAO.2017.01.09.01.
Tseng, C.-M., G. T. F. Wong, -I.-I. Lin, C.-R. Wu, and -K.-K. Liu. 2005. “A Unique Seasonal Pattern in
Phytoplankton Biomass in Low-Latitude Waters in the South China Sea.” Geophysical Research
Letters 32: L08608. doi:10.1029/2004GL022111.
White, A. E., Y. H. Spitz, and R. M. Letelier. 2007. “What Factors are Driving Summer Phytoplankton
Blooms in the North Paciﬁc Subtropical Gyre?” Journal of Geophysical Research 112: C12006.
doi:10.1029/2007JC004129.
Winn, C. D., L. Campbell, J. R. Christian, R. M. Letelier, D. V. Hebel, J. E. Dore, L. Fujieki, and D. M.
Karl. 1995. “Seasonal Variability in the Phytoplankton Community of the North Paciﬁc
Subtropical Gyre.” Global Biogeochemical Cycles 9 (4): 605–620. doi:10.1029/95GB02149.
Wong, G. T. F., T.-L. Ku, M. Mulholland, C.-M. Tseng, and D.-P. Wang. 2007. “The SouthEast Asian
Time-Series Study (SEATS) and the Biogeochemistry of the South China Sea – An Overview.”
Deep-Sea Research Part II 54: 1434–1447. doi:10.1016/j.dsr2.2007.05.012.
Wong, G. T. F., X. Pan, K.-Y. Li, F.-K. Shiah, T.-Y. Ho, and X. Guo. 2015. “Hydrography and Nutrient
Dynamics in the Northern South China Sea Shelf-Sea (Nosocs).” Deep-Sea Research Part II 17: 23–
40. doi:10.1016/j.dsr2.2015.02.023.
Woods, J. D., and R. Onken. 1982. “Diurnal Variation and Primary Production in the Ocean –
Preliminary Results of a Lagrangian Ensemble Model.” Journal of Plankton Research 4: 735–756.
doi:10.1093/plankt/4.3.735.
Yoder, J. A., C. R. McClain, G. C. Feldman, and W. E. Esaias. 1993. “Annual Cycles of Phytoplankton
Chlorophyll Concentrations in the Global Ocean: A Satellite View.” Global Biogeochemical Cycles
7 (1): 181–193. doi:10.1029/93GB02358.
Zilberman, N. V., M. A. Merriﬁeld, G. S. Carter, D. S. Luther, M. D. Levine, and T. J. Boyd. 2011.
“Incoherent Nature of M2 Internal Tides at the Hawaiian Ridge.” Journal of Physical
Oceanography 41: 2021–2036. doi:10.1175/JPO-D-10-05009.1.

