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Differences in Photosynthesis and Plant Growth of 26 Woody Species
at the Oil Shale Waste Dump
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Abstract ; Photosynthesis-light response and growth feature were compared among 26 woody plants of over 4
years grown at the oil shale waste dump in Maonan district of Maoming city, Gnangdong Province. A remarkable
difference was found in maximum net photosynthetic rate (Pmax), apparent quantum yield (AQY), instantancous
light utilization efficiency (ILUE), plant height and diameter at breast height (DBH) among the tested
species. According to growth and photosynthesis features, the trees were divided into 1) the fast-growing plants
with the average DBH value of 9.44+2.23 cm, the average Pmax of 18.44+1.38 wmol m?s", ILUE of 1.11+0.68%
and AQY of 0.0474+0.007 wmol CO, pmol" quantum; 2) the moderate-growing plants with the above values of
5.09+0.90 cm, 11.54£1.01 pmol m?”, 0.75+0.12% and 0.0406+0.004 wmol CO, pmol* quantum, respectively;
and 3) the slow-growing plants with above values dropping to 2.03 +0.65 cm, 6.7122.82 wmol m?s?, 047+0.12 %
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and 0.0318£0.006 pwmol CO, wmol" quantum, respectively. The statistic analysis showed a very significantly

positive relationship between ILUE and Pmax or DBH, and plant height also positively correlated with DBH and

the total leaf area per plant. The results indicated that photosynthesis-light response curve and ILUE are useful to

estimate the adaptation of plants to their habitat. Owning to higher ILUE, growth rates and water use efficiency,

the woody species suitable for the restoration of the oil shade waste dump are as follows, Acacia auriculiformis,

Bombax malabaricum, Erythrina indica, Terminalia bellirica, Tristania conferta, Ormosia pinnata, Cassia

siamea, Samanea saman, Schima wallichii, Syzygium cumini.

Key words: Oil shale waste dumps; Maximum net photosynthetic rate; Light use efficiency; Woody plants;

Growth features
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K M # B (Acacia auriculiformis A. Cunn. ex
Benth.) | 4 (Erythrina variegata L.)« 151~ (Termi-
nalia bellirica (Gaertn.) Roxb.). = F§ F ¥ (Gmelina
arborea Roxb.). %k 71 K (Cassia siamea Lam.). K
(Bombax malabaricum DC.)- ¥ B (Eucalyptus sp.)~
41 faf K (Schima wallichii (DC.) Choisy). % 5% H 4
(Sindora tonkinensis A. Cheval. ex K. & S. S. Larsen).
LA (Tristania conferta R. Br.). T (Samanea
saman (Jacq.) Merr)\ 71 T B (Carallia brachiata (Lour.)
Merr.). ¥ Fd 41 5 (Ormosia pinnata (Lour.) Merr.).
'k 71 ¥ (Michelia macclurei Dandy ). [¥ 7 ¥ &
(Dalbergia odorifera T. Chen). % & (Pterocarpus
indicus Willd.) #& K (Erythrophleum fordii Oliv.)- &
2 (llex rotunda Thunb.)s 191 (A quilaria sinensis
(Lour.) Spreng.)- % 58 (Syzygium cumini (L.) Skeels).
M K (Tectona grandis L. f). LI BK (Aphanamixis
polystachya (Wall.) R. N. Parker). I #l #K (Khaya
senegalensis (Desr) A. Juss.). K 3k % (Gordonia
axillaris (Roxb.) Dietr.)\ ¥t #5 1= (Terminalia superba
Engl. & Diels). & #§ (Vatica astrotricha Hance) 3% 26
i
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H B KR e AR R (YY) SN R RE) M E R
Y=a+bx, a HREIPREZE, b ARMEE THE, ab
HIGAME ., LL 90% Pmax B f PAR {8 Hei
FIp(LSP) 13, 7K 43 IR & F WUE=Po/Tr, BBt
fe R F 2% ILUE = Pmax/PARmax)x100%. < LR
H{E Ls=1-Ci/Cal™, I 5€ & 6] 4 2004 & 8 H 12-
14 H, b7 8ZE 128, LEMEZTF 4 8. K
TR AT RE4R KA 2 [ 7E P s Bf 1) b 2200, SR AT
& Li-6400 Jt-& X (E A AT SEMEALHE), 20 5 B RS A A
Al 8 A R A R 2 R B — P L 3-
4 K, AHllSE 4-7 ot + . BEM I AR R E S
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HEREHHIE KAE YR E 5 i
(LAI-2000Plant Canopy Analyzer, LI-COR, Inc, USA).

57347 1 Microsoft Excel 2003 1 SPSS 11.0.
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Fig. 1 Pn-light response curves of 26 woody species grown at the oil shale waste dump
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X 15 HIAIER - Stmpy i 2R X B BoR Ky
SRR R A 2 (Pmax) M FN S (LSP). S Ah
A(LCP). #W & T ME(AQY)- FE MK (Rd)FI Rd/Pn
b, &REBAFBEYF Y Pmax B RENE
5, ANELE 20.08-1.25 wmol m?s" Z ] . KEATX 43
HiE R =F KT . Pmax £ 16-20 wmol m?s™ {)
EEE A 6 MR, B R A B R . =
BAFEBRTIRRIARM . Pmax ¥ 10-13 wmol m?s”
MRS, LB R L AR SO S LR L T A L 41 4ir
ATV BREAE . KR EERE LM
ARFEAH 12 M. Pmax /N T 10 pmol m?s! {]
ST NG| AR, LUTEF. LB FEMBE. K
k7%, MRS RIE M. 26 Fpeh, KA LK) Pmax
B, HHEH Pmax BAK, BIE #) Pmax A G &)
16.06 1.

KU ETHE AQY RBH F ML T

EAE R4, & Pmax [ 6 MR AQY
3 0.0375-0.0554 pmol CO, pmol” quantum, *F34 4
0.0474 +0.0701. % Pmax 12 D F 1 AQY K
0.0347-0.0449 wmol CO, pmol’ quantum, 334
0.0406 +0.0039, & Pmax [ 8 /> F i1 AQY
0.0207-0.0401 pmol CO, pmol" quantum 2 {7, ${&
7 0.0318+0.0060. iX2eAF4Y KA 5 Pmax AL

JCHRI S LSP 7F 26 M2 BB 2 Y
Pmax fil AQY ML ME#H, BIE Pmax #1i5 AQY
FIFR, H LSP i E .

26 i FE ) RO BE ME IR R & AR IR B 0.78 F)
434 pmol m%',, KEZHHEYK Rd & F>1<
2 pmol m?s™ fIX /). /55 Pmax #J 6 DNFRE Rd 318
iX 2.34+1.05 pmol m?s*. 75 Rd/Pmax tWEE H,
& Pmax FIFHEH B 5 Rd/Pmax, JLLLEHRKE
H ik 1.54, RIS GRS MK

Rl HMAEEER 26 HAFTHEDHXESH

Table 1 Photosynthetic parameters of 26 woody species grown at the oil shale waste dump

NIN &5 = = B A N (ol (b inqiea oA 3‘2)@%%?
Wi HeFD Edw%)‘t a JEHME s IR B R/ M AQY
Species LSP J#E # Pmax LCP Rd NG (umol CO,
(umol m'zs'l) (umol m2%™?  (umol m’zs") (umolCO, m'zs‘l) Rd/Pn 1
pmol " quantum)

K44 B Acacia auriculiformis 1648 20.08+5.26 68.49+7.36 -4.3421.01 -0.21 0.0554+0.0045
R Erythrina variegata 1544 19.50+2.75 38.64+5.73 -2.310.41 -0.12 0.05080.0026
WA= Terminalia bellirica 1620 18.90+2.28 41.69+7.61 -2.38+0.36 -0.12 0.05330.0021
T A FEGmelina arborea 1354 18.33+3.48 44.3x13.87 -1.96x0.81 0.13 0.041220.0075
¥ JI KCassia siamea 1271 17.58+1.60 29.52+3.27 -1.46+0.16 -0.08 0.0461x0.0058
KA Bombax malabricum 1260 16.25+1.15 30.55+1.72 -1.57+0.14 -0.10 0.037520.0077
FM Eucalyptus sp. 1261 13.67+3.31 26.90+2.21 -1.36+0.06 -0.10 0.0431+0.0033
K uUSindora tonkinensis 1260 12.23+1.40 52.54+4.72 -2.530.18 -0.08 0.0419+0.0009
LU A Tristania conferta 1260 12.20x0.37 17.02+8.03 0.78+0.20 ©0.21 0.039420.0059
W B Samanea saman 990 12.17+1.54 48.83+5.75 -2.46+0.34 -0.06 0.0449+0.0004
LL95 KSchima wallichii 1260 12.01+2.17 18.37£2.44 -1.02+0.16 -0.20 0.0347+0.0082
I 45 # Carcinia brachiata 1275 11.65x1.55 18.19+6.53 -1.06x0.42 -0.09 0.0443+0.0039
#3 ¥4 & Ormosia pinnata 990 11.531.05 22.20+1.29 -1.28+0.06 -0.11 0.0441+0.0021
K F1¥EMichelia macclurei 991 11.20+0.22 33.27+3.34 -1.83x0.2 0.16 0.0440x0.0007
B4 B8 Dalbergia odorifera 1260 10.79+1.64 44.10x11.50 -1.89+0.42 -0.17 0.0349+0.0041
&K Prerocarpus indicus 1261 10.69+2.91 34.18+7.73 -1.49+0.07 -0.14 0.0349+0.0090
¥ K Erythrophleum fordii 1364 10.300.60 18.48+1.18 -1.13+0.11 0.11 0.0413£0.0016
AT Ix rotunda 1100 10.05+2.02 23.69x6.70 -1.31+0.23 -0.13 0.039120.0022
5 8 Syzygium cumini 1261 9.34+1.03 33.60+7.38 -1.39+0.42 -0.07 0.0344+0.0043
WA Tectona grandis 1260 8.88+1.40 38.07+9.56 -1.70+0.39 -0.15 0.0352+0.0044
YU FAquilaria sinensis 1279 8.68+0.68 23.82x12.28 -1.17+0.49 0.19 0.0401+0.0003
W Aphanamixis polystachya 1621 8.57+1.46 26.81+3.27 -1.29+0.15 -0.15 0.0348+0.0058
MM Khaya senegalensis 1184 7.19+0.98 48.7+16.54 -1.99x0.4 -0.29 0.0330+0.0010
KHEGordonia axillaries 1619 4.98+2.70 36.66+4.25 -0.98+0.24 -0.20 0.0207+0.0109
/A Terminalia superba 775 4.79+1.47 35.27+10.35 -1.3420.21 0.28 0.0305+0.0050
H Varica astrotricha 360 1.25+0.19 66.137.06 -1.93+0.56 -1.54 0.0260+0.0049
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B IS RO G A K, 26 PR YK Pmax 5 Rd A
KM EPRREEFEEL AL HXAREN
-0.45 (P<0.05).

33RAKENAE SASEMARE CO, RE
LR 658 T ) Pmax QR A YR O B 1 &
KL, ERBYAROESEHEEAESEAR, M
LB A7 i A E (Pmax/PARmax)x100% 2 {4 £ 7~
G SR T OB I 6 B R A R Z(ILUE), MR BN
FEGMHZHGFEESERZEN. 26 MHHEY A
ILUE 7£ 0.28%-1.26%2.[8)(% 2) . 9 ILUE KT
1% FP A 8 TIAR ARG A HH B RIS R . i
Bi- ML . 5MAMN. ILUE{KT 0.6% HEHE
SR SR AR 2 2R R BRI OR Sk
7%, AR 10 MY ILUE {H)E . BHEHER)
P B e AR AE AT I PR 2R 4 g 3 FhkR, R 2
R ANRITIAZZE A SHASKERAHXE

HiFh, ILUE 154 1.26%-1.02%, “FH{EA 1.11+
0.67%, T ILUE 14 " %5 (0.87%-0.62% , “F- ¥ A
0.75+0.12%) I B Rl 2 B & HHE 10 F, 1K
ILUE 14(0.59%-0.28%, “F-3#{H 4 047+0.11%) 1 H %
ZE AL 8 Fh. XFh ILUE /K FRIAHES MR 5% 1
HF ) Pmax f1 AQY IR B ELER SR RILT—
B, %9 Pmax f1 AQY X} ILUE B EEHIFHIEA.

SRS S F AT S AR RIK 4 2 B i 38
E, AL F AT REAERENABERDHRE
EERMEM . g1 CO, I Ci BLR T4 IICO,
WE Ca. SILFE Gs KPR H CimiEH. 5E
RN 3 HEPE Ci H1EH 5 54 261.60+£14.99
pwmol mol’. 25050 +33.16 wmol mol' 1 24425 +
28.23 umol mol; ILAHMN ) Gs ¥{H 4 K 0.479+
0.20 mol m3'. 0.306 £0.11 mol m3' F 0.197 +
0.04 mol m?s" ,Ci 55 Gs B BF MK, AR ECH
0.45(P<0.05),

®2 HMAAEEME 26 HAZTHEUHSENKS XRSBBKERNAHYE

Table 2 Gas and water exchange parameters and light use efficiency of 26 species grown at the oil shale waste dump

o usﬁ#ﬁﬁagg AR AARIRE TSR mmooskm  ammi
Species ILUE(%) (mol msY) (umol mol'™) (mol m™s™) Ci (umol mol”) Ls
#k JIAR Cassia siamea 1.26 5.90+1.67 3.1620.66 0.525+0.177 264.50+12.22 022
K +H8Bombax malabricum 1.16 3.73+0.09 4.12+0.26 0.4110.028 281.50+10.50 022
K BAcacia auriculiformis 1.12 10.38+2.16 1.97+0.37 0.793+0.274 269.50+14.52 0.19
Fi#4 Samanea saman 1.11 6.81+0.82 1.79+0.01 0.313+0.081 247.33+9.81 0.25
R Erythrina variegata 1.08 5.64+1.03 3.48+0.15 0.575+0.240 274.00+22.64 0.23
WA= Terminalia bellirica 1.05 8.72+0.73 2.19+0.38 0.651+0.083 268.00+10.49 0.19
B 41 & Ormosia pinnata 1.05 2.49+0.28 4.88+0.13 0.166+0.025 237.3322.49 0.35
Z® H ¥EGmelina arborea 1.02 8.91x2.31 1.57+0.26 0.361+0.173 250.67+18.71 0.25
KM EESindora tonkinensis 0.87 7.17+0.46 1.70x0.11 0.257+0.029 235.33+4.50 0.29
YL A Tristania conferta 0.87 5.30+1.34 2.29+0.88 0.27+0.013 259.00+13.40 024
Y1 45% Carcinia brachiata 0.84 2.91+0.36 4.01+0.03 0.226+0.052 267.0060.00 027
2 & Ilx rotunda 0.83 4.32+0.51 2.31x0.22 0.353+0.086 281.00+5.72 0.16
¥ Eucalyptus sp. 0.76 4.76+0.90 2.87+0.45 0.449+0.194 295.67+10.40 0.18
4145 K Schima wallichii 0.75 3.13+0.71 3.79+0.42 0.176+0.047 234.009.72 0.34
B4~ Terminalia superba 0.68 0.65+0.15 7.23+1.11 0.042+0.013 182.3325.25 0.51
+ii& Aquilaria sinensis 0.63 2.91+0.10 2.99+0.34 0.19+0.014 282.00+12.00 0.23
‘K S Michelia macclurei 0.62 4.35+0.66 2.61+0.37 0.207+0.018 240.67+1.25 0.30
&% # M Dalbergia odorifera 0.62 2.74%1.36 3.42+0.75 0.122+0.062 232.00+12.90 0.38
W Prerocarpus indicus 0.59 2.96x1.00 3.68+0.23 0.208+0.104 260.33£19.75 0.29
¥ K Erythrophleum fordii 0.57 2.4510.01 4.21+027 0.151+0.002 244.00+6.00 0.33
MK Khaya senegalensis 0.55 4.71+1.99 1.88+0.87 0.162+0.04 264.0019.95 0.26
5 BSyzygium cumini 0.49 5.6210.55 1.59+0.21 0.235+0.045 264.00+13.60 0.23
WA Tectona grandis 0.49 6.46+2.56 1.57+0.5 0.24840.174 232.00+46.56 0.32
Wi BRAphanamixis polystachya 0.48 3.14+1.38 3.35x1.46 0.157+0.072 280.0044.11 0.26
H¥HFVatica astrotricha 0.31 0.57+0.12 2.3240.65 0.016£0.002  206.33%19.70 041
K3k%E Gordonia axillaries 0.28 1.90+1.39 3.05+0.62 0.079+0.067 203.33+32.62 042
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3.4 SRS EBEEKS R REE 35 SUHLHRBNEREFAEMNRER

WESAWBRHEE T T A RED KL
SEMZETRAEHNEERLSHRELAHT
KA R 2 AW, BB Z S, S fLizsh %] Pn )
FREIPEIIK T 035, Hh 2 HOLHRIH BB &
BIRRAK Ls {8, WK TR K i A= K A RS
) Ls {8 <0.22. JGReRIFH MMM A KLET. Hig.
M1z, H Ls i >0.40. XF 26 FbaHy 1IAH < 43 A 45
REIR, Ls 5 ILUE 2 {r] 2 )k B 3 1) FOH ¢ AH 2%
ZHOCH -0.54(P<0.01) .Ls 5 Gs 5% Ci Z [A]8 2 &
ERAH X, KME S B8 -0.56 F1 -0.93 (P<
0.01)o JLAE A= b Pl ACHE S ARA LD BEAR Kt
MHBEWE R Gs A CifE, WX AE
oA ILIERGEE T, KEm Gs M CiEEBT
R CO, FIFE 72, RELRERIH RS
MBMFZ B EEN T HHHE AL

ANFEY AR EE Tr KNS Gs K
P Gs SR R &N Tr{. 3 4189
) Tr ¥{E M & B A 6.57+2.69 mol m3s', 3.83x
1.77 mol m?s" F1 3.47+1.98 mol m3s". Tr 1 Gs [¥J4H
KEFH 0.69(P<0.01).

M Po/Tr AR V58 BB B 7K 43 F) F 20R TIWUE
AR ALY VE ¥ mmol H,O FT g4k i) wmol CO,
=, WUE & R BRAE 2 0k 1 — AN Bdabs. K
T T R ) R 26 FRORAHIY IWUE K3
534 3 FKFE:IWUE>3.5 wmol mol™ /& & 7K F,
FHHMA GO Z AR KRR AT IR AR
418 7 1 TWUE £ <2 wmol mol™', A7 JE S B . 5y B4 .
Rl S8 AR =/ A FE 6 7, B (K IWUE
k. BTE GBS R, I R A
EORKBRILL G A, T i 52 1 B B 22 O A 2B B B 7
Ja#, M AN, 222 HEIVErT. 4 12
MK TWUE 4 2-3.5 pmol mol 22 [

4347 2 AR AE (K Pmax K& ILUE 2 /] K 3o
5 AQY.Tr.Gs.Rd Ml XE R EE R(E KW, B
i % fie Al Fl 2 ILUE 5 Pmax.AQY.Tr # Gs #&
EWEFIEHEACE, HXRHEM K E Pmax>
AQY >Gs>Tr. ILUE 5 Rd W H 23§ U XK
%.Pmax 5 AQY.Tr Ml Gs Z [ #5235 (¥ IEAH
Xtk, HAHXARBEN L ILUE S5t 3 NS0
KEBMEER, 3 MIXRBEK/ADNGTE Gs>
AQY>Tr. Pmax 5 Rd 0 BB & i i M.
& 8%, Pmax f) K /% 3] ILUE.AQY.Gs.Tr Al Rd
Bl 24, %K) ILUE.AQY .Gs 1 Tr M & Rd &
il Pmax [ F EHFEF, HrhtLL AQY F1 Gs (¥
BAHEE.

3.6 YA ERKRR

W 4 7R, 23 MORAMPEMTUS K5
KT 448 MARE, RIA KRGO & B
siiE. rHE AR BORL RS S EYE A .
PRI R . MR K 0E 4 A R 3.84+1.42 em.
5.67+3.39 cm 1 16.42+11.33 m?. It 3 NS HAE Y
T2 B 1K i R 2/ DN AR . iR
A IA A AR 28 KR GL I T B R b7, LB K/
R T LR AN TR AR 3T R ) AR T, A,
FRAT A A2 A6 AN IR 4 R B 4 A K X )
HIINER . FAEAENFEI R KR 7-14 cm, 8L
FEARMG ST 20 RO L KA R R R bR R B
ORI, PEEKERE RN
3.6-65 e, HHIMIA™ LB mE AR a0
AR ARSI B TIART LR o 6 A T3 R 1 b P g 452
E3em L FHIAEMT M B AE KRR K
D - 1 oby

HER 4 HENE KIS Pmax A1 ILUE £
KT (R 5), &5 R vl W, DBH &5 Pmax 1 ILUE 2

RI SATHRSBMESHKERNARHAXRY

Table 3 Correlation coefficients between gas exchange parameters and light use efficiency

BRAENREGHE KUETHER  EBEER HILGHE A RRIR

Pmax AQY Tr Gs Rd
SehEF B 3 RILUE 0.78 ** 0.70 * * 0.54%* 0.68** -0.41 *
B K45t 634 % Pmax 0.84%* 0.77%* 0.91%* -0.52%%

* I FE A 55(P<0.05). Correlation is significant at 0.05 level.
**+ 1R % & M HE(P<0.01), Correlation is extremely significant at 0.01 level.
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EBCE:

614 # B 3% 0 IE AR S (P <<0.01), #Rki 5 B AR
A Pmax R EAX, 5 ILUE BEMRK. ERYE
YR K EEER T R B A Pmax FIK

=4

/N, T DBH HI4# 4K 5 Pmax FIYERERIF %)
%, REAERKENERNHFCEER EERE
HERRA O RE R R RS ER A R .

MAAEBSMEIE ST AEPHERRR

Table 4 Growth features of over 4-year-old trees grown at the oil shale waste dump

o J = ” " ;
Spﬁe:i%es H%izn Basa%ii{aémeter Canoﬁplg’marca Hﬁlﬁlﬁﬁ wa?l;ﬁ;:i}ca lﬂ)ﬂB{i
(m) (cm) (m°) (m” plant™) (cm)
A% Bombax malabricum 526029  17.26x2.36 22.88+4.26 1.57+0.73 35.82+20.71 13.92+1.46
Wi 1= Terminalia bellirica 5.98+0.81  18.00+2.15 13.89+5.73 3.67+0.86 510242426  11.44+1.76
YU RE A Tristania conferta 5.74%0.71  13.17+2.11 23.11+4.88 4.99+0.98 115.4+10.66 9.34x1.55
K #HBAcacia auriculiformis ~ 5.64+0.75  12.42+0.92 10.99+4.92 4.74+0.81 52.06+19.24 8.82+1.34
Wi#4 Samanea saman 5.16+0.57  14.62x2.85 23.58+11.1 2.12+0.44 49.9+22.16 8.96x1.83
M7% # W Dalbergia odorifera 5.06x0.51  16.22+1.76 24.53x7.37 2.78+0.85 68.14+6.36 8.46x1.18
¥ 7 41 & Ormosia pinnata 4.00+0.30  10.27x2.14 20.75+4.82 6.25x1.29 15.37£7.99 7.63x1.65
WA Tectona grandis 5.82+1.38  14.22+3.51 11.543.04 1.33£1.20  129.69+36.84  7.02+1.60
He¥i{ - Terminalia superba 4644024  8.66+1.97 24.60+3.79 2.22+0.75 54.66£25.56 6.52+0.83
5, B Syzygium cumini 3.21+0.68 10.7£2.95 15.54+4.29 4.8410.60 49.39+17.52 6.07+3.25
Z B A Gmeling arborea 4.18x1.33  11.17x4.53 21.08+109 2.1620.66 45.52£24.55 5.20£2.23
%8 Prerocarpus indicus 4.32+0.58  10.58%2.52 22.35+4.89 2.21+0.33 75.18+27.01 5.1620.73
41457 A Schima wallichii 3.15+0.49 9.41x1.21 21.17£2.57 4.64+0.40 101.97+61.35 4.81x1.13
B Khaya senegalensis 3.81x1.15 7.47+1.87 20.12+9.47 2.96+0.89 59.56+30.95 4.67£1.73
kT K Cassia siamea 4.02x1.23 9.9+2.64 54.13£22.2 1.88+0.33 98.2146.36 4.65+1.78
i Aphanamixis polystachya 3.28+0.68 8.4x2.29 10.28+3.85 3.26+0.67 33.46x20.89 3.61+1.29
Y135 ¥ Carcinia brachiata 2.54+0.36 7.02+1.49 2.76+1.62 3.39+0.28 9.38+5.90 2.84+0.87
B & H1ix rotunda 2.16+0.59 8.31£2.10 10.81+3.90 3.62+0.47 39.1+17.03 2.74+1.40
K 1 §iMichelia macclurei 2.31+0.58  5.54x1.04 7.64x1.29 4.97+1.13 10.14+3.42 2.13+0.80
¥ K Erythrophleum fordii 2.50+0.45  6.70+2.06 2.09+0.38 4.860.87 37.99+14.36 2.08+0.46
K3k # Gordonia axillaries 2.39+0.51 5.85+1.75 5.2243.37 3.75+1.50 19.58+2191 2.01+0.80
# ¥ Vatica mangachapoi 1.72+0.41 3.15+0.52 3.63+2.27 2.27+0.78 8.23+6.11 1.320.74
+ iR FAquilaria sinensis 1.33%0.39  4.42+2.12 4,96+2.44 2.96+0.99 14.66x11.77 1.11+0.75
* B =M ERESGERE A Total leaf area=leaf area index x canopy area
£5 HYWEKEFESXASHNEXH
Table 5 Correlations of plant growth indices with their photosynthetic parameters
22 i Ee BRECEEE BNLRAMAE syl
Basal diameter DBH Pmax ILUE Total leaf area
Bk Height 0.892 ** 0.887 ** 0.534%* 0.442% 0.608*%*
#:4% Basal diameter 0.928** 0.590** 0.486* 0.488*
4% DBH 0.547*%* 0.533** 0.366
B Ki$t-& EH Pmax 0.812%* 0.212
JeaEFI A LUE 0.080

* I8 M AH 6(P<0.05). Correlation is significant at 0.05 level.
** i B 2 M 564 (P<0.01). Correlation is extremely significant at 0.01 level.
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4 HEe

4.1 BRERBER AR E

KT AR RO EY F2MERE,
WF R BN A, YRR FH R DL A T sb AR b
B R i e E S X i B
ZHIARBHE S EZ RERR. BICIAHFR A LA
ZHABRAE R S G R EE R 2 b KR
76 R FH BAS R 6 5 8 OB AR @t 87 4, WngE St
)2 FRUE)= 257~ & /PAR, ZEMF L E Kid
TH4E PAR & ER Ak E — MR R 5
B H AR A B e N SR T 5 E
L M R 09 . BRI R
FIH R IR R AR S RN LY, It &
T &L R (Parthenocissus tricuspidata)s 5 FhiE4#E
R AN DGR T G RE R R, Kok 550806
Fe R FH R (%)=Pn/PARX100%. A< 3CFKFEHE,
DL K%t &3 F 5 & & ot 58 1 b A (Pmax/
PARmaxx100%)1F 4 B0 G ge R H 0%, IR Bt
HH R 2B e A EHBTFALR CO, & 541 M i
Mo NS A B PAR ERAE, BRI, BRAE R RR ROt
B LRER A E Y. XMRBPERS
AE IS 7K 20 1 FH 380 f o SAR B, VR R o, (T
TE A e 6] PR T 25 OB AR A5V BE RO bt . A
RRANAFRMNMRZEANESEAOENERES
AQY FIML S ZE MRS, I WK e i L ER I &
EREM LA R S E KER N — M EIR A
HH T4k

42 AEIRMMPYASERAMERNhREEBT LR

1& R R 2 51

T OUE B S R R A SR, AT ki
HIE S a 1) 26 FAE 435 8 A7 3 T LAAS [l R 4t
A, U B X R 4 A A A MR AR K BE ) o s
WA SR T AR G N .. B8
RN K IR A% B Fh 259 8 = 7K P 1) LUE A AQY..
Gs FIk Rd, BRI TCIBLESS st N RIF L he
R S B SR, 8 AL FF AT g A R Tk
A 1E ok R T S AR 7K 7 RS $e , AR (1 B T A 3 R
REAR T J6& P4 ¥, Mo el B R 8 £ I R4k 7
YRR R K2 T R SR
PER FH, D6 & 1E ORI S v, 5 LR P A

15 B R A M AR B AR A MR G, K e A R R
KR AR08, AHE g #HE B R 2 PR SRR AR K TR
KR, ZEIAFERER IR B =R el 5 R IR, B
A T2 AR AR08, B 5 T 3E R AR B8 1 T 0 TRV M
EOGIRI AR, SEEHERM, ERKEEMF R EH
7K F /9 ILUE. AQY.Gs A1 DBH & % 1) Rd/Pn #H
SR . RMFERERI RS RME TRHE, [RKRAL
FF VAT e S i 6 G RERT COo, IR, T
B RA/Pn AR T IR EFES & & S A
HZ A XGRS E =R B A 4
RETFAEKENEE. N URENNSHE
&, Rd/Pn<0.01 MFPH B B2 LML, WAR
AR VERTIAR R FIFE B, 2 Rd/Pn 7E 0.064-0.099
], eAE F e KRR L. ERKEBNE
M H Pmax RAK, X4 1.25+0.19 pmol m3s™, ifij Rd
M 5 1.9340.56 pmol CO, m?s", Rd/Pmax fi& 1.54,
5 K% HHEYH Rd/Pmax 7E 0.06-0.279 2 [8] HFE
HiE, KL Sa 5 DBH 247 1.32 cm A4, 4
A — A48 T AN RE S A K AR 77 . 758 B Ok B0 1Y
AR LB R AR B 32 SR B, AR K VR A R R, i
AR 56 Hh AR H R R FLG R R R id e, TR
5 A 2 AR K .

43 M AR BHETHREPBI TR FEEM

B RIBIE

WREATON 26 ANFRIGE E IR AR
ELEL T T, W1 FVAR 3 AN KPS, %
T R - B R LA kS K E
AT LSRN NN I I R
A mrfhtE, HUGERR B IIAR. #EiE5a H
ISR = /N /R SNTIE - N o/ o S 55
HOCFRENRT A R A, 38 N 22, 3 il 3T
w IR A R EEREUN . AR SRE R A
FH A D B A0 8 o D 7K 0 ) P SR 2 T 22 45
GRS, $2 H DA 0 VA B b A AR R N A
TEE I BR A R AR LA RAR A A
AR GERLAE BRI T LA AR 5 58,

Boft 0PN AHT SO H R 4L ZUR S R TR A
PR v o TORENM | 0 [0 5505 £ TR R A 4 TR0 L 22T
PTG, LR E S5 AT R G048 & TR
Ui 7 5 5 TRE W AR B AR TR L ELDOCP R Y B A AL
TR YA B LA R ) Y
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