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Review of the Research on the Effects of Electromagnetic

Radiation from Offshore Wind Power on Marine Organisms

CAI Ling,JIANG Shang,MA Li,GUO Zhouhua

(Third Institution of Oceanography, MNR,Xiamen 361005, China)

Abstract: Offshore wind power project is a new measure to solve the energy crisis in China.In or-
der to better promote the harmonious development of offshore wind power construction and ma-
rine ecological environment protection, the impact of electromagnetic radiation of offshore wind
power on marine organisms was summarized in this paper.It was reported that the submarine ca-
ble was the main source of the electromagnetic radiation worked on the marine organisms. The in-
fluence of electromagnetic radiation from the submarine cable was summarized mainly due to the
magnetic sensitivity of some marine organisms: the magnetic field may affect the movement of
marine organisms,such as the migration of fish,etc.,and the magnetic field of sufficient strength
may also affect the physiological processes of reproduction and development of marine organisms.
With the rapid development of offshore wind power, more research should be made on the influ-

ence of electromagnetic radiation of deep sea offshore wind power.
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