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Review on Simulation Study on Algal Dynamics

LIU Yuanbo CHEN Weimin
(Nanjing Institute of Geography and Limnology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Nanjing 210008, China)

Abstract

This paper gives a comprehensive view on the development trends and problems in

simulation study of algal dynamics, especially pays much more attention on the process-

based models involving algal growth and uptake, ecological processes, scale and spatial

heterogeneity of algae. The development of the structural dynamic model, the coupled

ecological and hydrodynamic model, the object-oriented model and the neural network model

sounds promising.
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