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Three-dimensional reconstruction of ontogeny of planktonic foraminifera in tropical West Pacific sediments and its
ecological and paleoceanographic implications

DUAN Baichuan, LI Tiegang
First Institute of Oceanography, Ministry of Natural Resources, Qingdao 266061, China

Abstract: The biological function and mechanism of the calcareous skeletons of planktonic foraminifera are not fully understood. Previous
studies have suggested that the shell plays a role in regulating the force balance of planktonic foraminifera by providing negative buoyancy.
However, few studies have reconstructed and quantitatively analyzed the individual development process of planktonic foraminifera to reveal
the function of the shell throughout their life cycle. We used synchrotron X-ray tomography to reconstruct the individual development of
planktonic foraminiferal chambers from six different genera in sediment cores from the tropical western Pacific. By calculating the total mass of
the shell and cytoplasm before and after the formation of each chamber, we were able to determine the average density variation pattern during
the entire individual development process. We found significant differences in the patterns of average density among different ecological niche
genera, suggesting that buoyancy regulation may be related to vertical migration during the life cycle, especially for non-spinose planktonic
foraminifera genera. The density patterns also reveal the range of buoyancy regulation throughout the entire individual development process,
which may be one of the factors on the vertical migration of non-spinose planktonic foraminiferal genera. Furthermore, the morphological
evolution of planktonic foraminifera chambers may involve adaptation to changes in the vertical structure of the living water column.
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Table 1 The test data of six research specimens of Globorotalia menardii, G. tumida, G. truncatulinoides, Pulleniatina obliquiloculata,
Candeina nitida, and Globigerinoides ruber. The data includes the volume (um®) of each chamber and shell, the calculated mean density
value (g/cm®), and the test dimensions (um)

JE T 44 FER AR /um® RIHAR um’ FEE AR/um’ BHAR/um’ density,,, /(g/em’)  densityy,,, / (g/em’)  FEAAK /N um
c01 166 166 s01 377 377 383
c02 47 213 s02 162 539 2.09 2.23 289
c03 122 335 s03 236 775 2.05 2.19 36.0
c04 62 397 s04 257 1032 2.13 2.23 39.3
c05 194 592 s05 419 1451 2.09 2.21 38.9
c06 280 872 s06 544 1995 2.07 2.19 45.7
c07 414 1286 s07 976 2970 2.04 2.19 61.4
c08 586 1872 s08 1584 4554 2.05 2.21 73.7
c09 960 2831 s09 1635 6189 2.05 2.17 76.9
cl0 1281 4113 s10 2724 8913 2.03 2.17 97.8
cll 2267 6380 sl 3950 12863 2.00 2.14 105.0

Globorotalia menardii

cl2 3026 9406 s12 5076 17939 1.99 2.12 113.1
cl3 4643 14050 s13 7064 25003 1.96 2.09 1154
cl4 10869 24919 sl4 12170 37172 1.86 2.02 152.8
cls 16512 41431 sl5 18521 55693 1.81 1.98 173.9
cl6 20815 62246 sl6 23276 78969 1.81 1.96 223.1
cl7 38229 100475 s17 35268 114237 1.75 1.91 266.9
cl8 110287 210762 s18 83977 198214 1.60 1.83 354.0
cl9 187167 397929 s19 120059 318273 1.57 1.76 386.3
c20 343677 741606 s20 231420 549693 1.51 1.73 481.3
c21 714052 1455659 s21 878314 1428007 1.47 1.85 609.2
c22 995584 2451243 s22 2790535 4218541 1.63 2.08 765.0
c01 414 414 s01 972 972 34.1

c02 179 593 s02 500 1472 2.06 2.22 52.7

c03 594 1187 s03 1272 2744 1.95 2.19 57.8

c04 1256 2443 s04 1775 4518 1.90 2.11 76.1

c05 1540 3983 s05 3044 7563 1.91 2.12 88.3

c06 3126 7109 s06 3263 10826 1.88 2.03 96.0

G. tumida

c07 5451 12560 s07 4788 15614 1.79 1.95 116.4
c08 6321 18881 s08 6153 21766 1.77 1.92 124.7
c09 12240 31121 s09 7897 29663 1.70 1.83 152.0
cl0 25155 56276 s10 22104 51767 1.59 1.82 190.8
cll 52141 108417 sl 30346 82112 1.55 1.74 215.8

cl2 111469 219886 s12 55245 137357 1.46 1.66 283.5
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R
JER 4 B AB/um® BiHAR am® BB AR /um® B ABYum® density,,, /(g/em’) densityy,, / (g/em®) Felk K N um
cl3 235483 455369 s13 172385 309742 1.40 1.69 3855
cl4 389404 844773 sl4 301610 611352 1.46 1.72 515.1
cl5 514510 1359283 s15 462381 1073732 1.53 1.75 556.2
G. tumida cl6 578820 1938103 sl6 413016 1486749 1.61 1.74 655.9
cl7 1140357 3078460 s17 1188047 2674796 1.56 1.80 781.4
cl8 2212386 5290846 s18 1406219 4081015 1.57 1.74 932.9
cl9 2578180 7869026 s19 4601611 8682626 1.58 1.90 1063.4
c01 475 475 s01 759 759 24.0
c02 116 591 502 263 1021 1.96 2.08 372
c03 308 899 s03 634 1655 1.91 2.11 46.6
c04 457 1356 s04 786 2441 1.94 2.10 55.5
c05 811 2167 s05 2855 5296 1.91 2.21 732
c06 1561 3727 s06 2144 7440 2.00 2.14 74.2
c07 2082 5809 s07 2906 10346 1.96 2.10 96.6
c08 4302 10111 s08 4953 15299 1.86 2.03 108.9
G. truncatulinoides c09 8632 18743 s09 8935 24234 1.77 1.96 118.5
clo 14377 33120 s10 17830 42064 1.72 1.96 162.9
cll 28242 61362 s11 31657 73721 1.70 1.93 193.6
cl2 64198 125560 s12 64840 138561 1.63 1.90 237.0
cl3 103852 229412 s13 86609 225169 1.64 1.85 3109
cl4 188085 417497 s14 112457 337626 1.60 1.76 3703
cl5 325810 743307 s15 289320 626946 1.53 1.78 3975
cl6 727026 1470333 slo 432534 1059481 1.51 1.72 487.1
cl7 1191190 2661522 s17 1715440 2774921 1.49 1.87 605.0
c01 996 996 s01 1379 1280 335
c02 739 1735 502 937 2217 1.73 1.96 48.4
c03 1760 3495 s03 1519 3736 1.66 1.88 58.5
c04 4649 8144 s04 3417 7153 1.54 1.80 79.8
c05 13611 21754 s05 8354 15507 1.42 1.71 109.9
c06 38918 60673 s06 18227 33733 1.35 1.61 150.5
Pulleniatina obliquiloculata  c07 92030 152703 s07 36149 69 883 1.31 1.54 200.8
c08 195731 348434 s08 80291 150173 1.29 1.52 2474
c09 415248 763682 s09 93320 243493 1.28 1.41 312.1
cl0 854894 1618576 s10 174114 417607 1.22 1.35 376.4
cll 1392006 3010582 s11 366395 784002 1.21 1.35 459.2
cl2 2900732 5911314 s12 701697 1485698 1.20 1.34 527.6
cl3 4055033 9966347 s13 4283791 5769489 1.22 1.63 7125
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gR1
JE T BEk AR/um BiHEAR um® FEeE AR/um? BiHABY/um®  density,,, /(g/cm’)  density,,., / (g/cm®)  FEAR K/ um
c01 645 645 s01 794 794 31.9
c02 1278 1923 s02 1014 1809 1.50 1.83 50.6
c03 2292 4215 s03 1917 3726 1.51 1.80 63.1
c04 5461 9676 s04 3160 6885 1.48 1.71 81.6
c05 11501 21177 s05 6096 12981 1.42 1.65 102.9
c06 31140 52317 s06 12986 25967 1.34 1.57 130.5
c07 97271 149588 s07 29926 55893 1.25 1.47 175.6
Candeina nitida

c08 132344 281932 s08 48221 104115 1.28 1.46 2232
c09 317086 599018 s09 91918 196033 1.25 1.42 279.6
cl0 287951 886969 s10 75696 271729 1.31 1.40 298.8
cll 778892 1665862 sl 159270 430998 1.24 1.35 371.4
cl2 834837 2500698 s12 190084 621082 1.25 1.34 4123
cl3 1292146 3792844 s13 228612 849 694 1.24 1.31 454.7
cl4 587528 4380372 sl4 114253 963947 1.28 1.31 501.2
c01 699 699 s01 1632 1632 17.6
c02 395 1094 s02 1028 2661 2.02 2.21 23.1
c03 448 1542 s03 1189 3849 2.08 2.22 25.4
c04 778 2320 s04 1358 5207 2.07 2.18 35.0
c05 1162 3482 s05 2072 7279 2.02 2.16 36.7
c06 3043 6525 s06 3427 10706 1.90 2.06 43.1
c07 3579 10104 s07 5475 16181 1.88 2.05 48.0
c08 7621 17725 s08 11517 27698 1.82 2.04 60.6

Globigerinoides ruber  c09 20766 38491 s09 16012 43709 1.72 1.91 67.2
cl0 23090 61582 s10 17609 61318 1.71 1.85 76.4
cll 49052 110634 sl 47082 108400 1.61 1.85 92.8
cl2 120446 231080 s12 71660 180060 1.55 1.75 116.9
cl3 310757 541837 s13 410887 590947 1.43 1.89 146.3
cl4 592439 1134276 sl4 1243357 1834304 1.59 2.06 220.8
cls 1488848 2623124 s15 1626995 3461299 1.70 1.97 268.9
cl6 2707299 5330423 sl6 2311167 5772466 1.67 1.89 328.2
cl7 6108941 11439364 s17 2240540 8013006 1.57 1.70 3933
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Fig.1 The mean density and size growth patterns of six study specimens (Globorotalia menardii, G. tumida, G. truncatulinoides,

Pulleniatina obliquiloculata, Candeina nitida, and Globigerinoides ruber)
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Kl 2 Globorotalia menardii ™R K & id F2 11 = 4k 5 2L B
FHRFSREEANERKHB . HIR 3R LT ERE, A: 20 um, B: 14 um, C: 16 um, D: 16 um, E: 16 um, F: 17 pm, G: 23 pm, H: 33 um, I:
30 pm, J: 37 pm, K: 35 um, L: 37 pm, M: 37 um, N: 53 pm, O: 56 um, P: 76 um, Q: 85 pm, R: 113 um, S: 118 um, T: 145 pm, U: 178 pm, V, W, X: 211 um,

Fig.2 Three-dimensional rendering of the ontogeny of Globorotalia menardii

3 Globorotalia tumida ™R R 6 1 T2 1 = 4 L
FIFSARBENER BB, LR 251378 DLUF K BEBUE, A: 12 pm, B: 15 um, C: 18 pm, D: 22 pm, E: 27 pm, F: 31 pm, G: 35 um, H: 41 pm, I:
47 um, J: 57 um, K: 67 pm, L: 83 um, M: 112 pm, N: 151 pm, O: 163 um, P: 192 um, Q: 224 um, R: 274 ym, S, T: 304 um,

Fig.3 Three-dimensional rendering of the ontogeny of Globorotalia tumida
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4 Globorotalia truncatulinoides ™K K 8 1L 72 1 = 4k 5 G
FRFSRBENERB B LOIR 5513R DLUF K BEBUE, A: 9 um, B: 13 pum, C: 15 um, D: 18 um, E: 23 um, F: 28 pm, G: 30 um, H: 34 pm, I:
40 pm, J: 50 pm, K: 58 pm, L: 76 um, M: 89 um, N: 112 um, O: 134 pum, P: 160 um, Q, R, S, T: 200 pm,

Fig.4 Three-dimensional rendering of the ontogeny of Globorotalia truncatulinoides
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TP SEBENERN B IR 25278 PLUF K BESUE, A: 16 pm, B: 15 um, C: 17 pm, D: 23 pm, E: 30 um, F: 41 pm, G: 55 pym, H: 68 pm, I:
85 um, J: 103 pm, K: 115 pm, L: 130 um, M, N: 170 pm,

Fig.5 Three-dimensional rendering of the ontogeny of Pulleniatina obliquiloculata
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G: 63 pm, H: 77 pm, I: 92 pum, J: 110 um, K: 138 um, L: 154 pm, M: 166 um, N, O: 171 pm,

Fig.6 Three-dimensional rendering of the ontogeny of Candeina nitida
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7 Globigerinoides ruber ™R & 5 1 P2 (1) = 4 V& 4
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Fig.7 Three-dimensional rendering of the ontogeny of Globigerinoides ruber
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