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Effects of trace elements on chlorophyll fluorescence
parameters of clonal eucalypt seedling

WU Zhi-Hua, LI Tian-Hui, ZHOU Xu-Dong”

( China Eucalypt Research Centre , Zhanjiang 524022, China )

Abstract: The effects of level and form of trace elements on chlorophyll and its fluorescence in seedling leaves from 3 eu-
calypt clones were studied by way of sand culture. The results showed that the chlorophyll content and fluorescence pa-
rameters were influenced by factors significantly. The eucalypt clone was an important effective factor and had high sig-
nificantly influence on all traits. In the factors of trace elements,there existed high significant differences in Fe(B) to Fo,
Fm,Fv/Fo and Fv/Fm,Zn(C) to Fo and Fv/Fm,Mn(D) to chlorophyll content(SPAD value) , Mo(F) to chlorophyll
content and Fo,B(G) to chlorophyll content,Fo,Fv/Fo and Fv/Fm,respectively. There were also significant relation-
ships between Fm and Fo,between chlorophyll content and Fo,Fm,Fv/Fm and Fv/Fo.With the increase of Fe,Zn,Cu,
Mo, B solution nutrition, Fo and Fv/Fm increased,but Fv/Fm decreased under the higher concentration. Compared with
chlorophyll fluorescence,Us and DH,.,, had higher Fo,Fm value and lower Fv/Fm,Fv/Fo value, but DH;,.,, was more
susceptible to abundance and deficiency of trace elements in soil. The results also showed that applying chlorophyll fluo-
rescence would be a good method to evaluate the health of eucalypt species in trace element nutrient.
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e (Eucalyprus) &8 RIEARIE BB SR80
AR B 28 BE R i R 1, 20060, H T A A i A= =F
7 A 2 T AL IR 23 3 MR M A A T T TR SR
O3 R T B AR CRAEAR S, 201D . MY
HARKEFREEHE I RIE X #EITER
HIOTREMY P RE AT 2 R0 2008 R e,
R Z Wt O R J2 M B B A 4L R 7, S s R S
WA HHEES N XR, METRSS THEECE
R OCEHR T ERN S M. MR BEITTRZL
A5 AN AT B b 3 SO G A R M SRR R BR R G
F18) 22 £ DA T S AL AR X O B8 1) 3l 3 & 2B A2 Ak S v,
TG B RE L T3 BOCAFRCR R BEAK

W £ 2K 5 G 0 BT HAT WL T 22 1 A L AR A5 25
HGH SR A A] DLSE B E L DL SO R ) TR |
o R W g R D S R 3% NN o AT e
TR B R ENCAMIR M TR, B
JEEAN AR SF AT 12 WA W AR NG E BLE B IR
B o3 A R g 390 5w 07 AL 3 ) B B . AR SCE
8 T ARG d 0 3R T B0 R B B A TE M R R
W28 R M VS BB AL 48 7R T T 3RO A I 2
2R RIS HOR W LA Ry AT A AR AR R
B AR R B R 3R 12 B it A A 4 AR A

1 350 o HE O

I TR ) AR VT R R GO OR B R
et rp, AL TR M 2 B (21°30 NL110°38' E), JE
S ARAT S AR 23 °CLRARRIR 1 H L PFHR
16 °C el 7 A0 28 'C L EEIREK
1 400~1 700 mm,5~10 A AW %, AW Z 1T,
B2 4y A AR EE A 80.4% . K T 2009 47
10 A 2 2010 45 1 A #E47,

2 MRS %

2.1 ##

A W ORL S R A TEME R DH,, e (B B A%
Eucalyptus urophylla XE. grangdis) .DHg , (E
Mrg E. grangdis X E. tereticornis) M Ug (& M #%
E. urophylla ) HIE M AWM & 12~15 cm, Hh
£ 0.2 mm,#®HE 1.0~1.9 g,

2.2 BRIt AR
AbPRE FE W 1 L Hoagland - i 5 3% W BC 7

(Kt E NP K. Ca.Mg.S ¥R B 435 5.1,
1.5.0.5.0.25.0.25 mmol » L) KAl , KB D ihizk
BT, AL A-G R ZE X IR = A ok R AR
Fe,Zn.Mn,Cu,Mo.B i 7t £ It 7 FH K #1745,
KR AN 2R ik, et & (A » Aro)) TE X
Lo, Hp ot &M BT R (0,10 1 100 mg « L'
3 KA, HoAtl 5 Fh i E TR K 2 2 HK P (0 AN
100mg « L"), AR WL 1, 3L5845 49 AL FEA A .
MREFEAR 6 #k BV S SR I CK(Fe Zn Mn,
Cu.Mo.B &4 %4 2.87.0.05,0.5,0.2,0.015,1.5,
2.87 mg « L) NFHEAL PR 3 AN/ NXEE , R E
501D M B B R &R IS R HURD 35 1%
SEMTH B b, DAL IS FR W B0 3~5 d #E4T 5k
ek Gz k) .
®1 RBEHEHKAT

Table 1 Factors and code of trial
SES ) K41 Code of level
Factor Code 1 2 3
TR Clone A U;(1,00  DH,(0,1) DHypop (1,1
Fe B 0(-1,0) 100€0,1)
Zn C 0(-1,0) 100€0,1)
Mn D 0(-1,0) 100¢0,1)
Cu E 0(-1,0) 100€0,1)
Mo F 0(-1,0) 100€0,1)
B G 0(1,0) 10€0, 1) 100(-1,1)

2.4 R M HE R

5 64 KIS H A HH BT T R SRR X
AR T & RIS A M E, LT
L SPAD2502 M4t £ {Y (Soil and Plant Analyzer
Development chlorophyll meter) Il 7€ ¥ A 5& )2 H #
584 JEFF LA () 4 R % &L LA SPAD {H &R it
FOAX 2R R R SR R AL 20 min J5 L ff
I PAM-2100 f& 5 =98 il i 2 3 2¢O X (f8
WALZ 722 @) M M 4 R VIS Fo . Fm A 4845
2.5 HIFEFE TSN

Bl A7 22 05 IR]UH A3 B 3l g (el A O B A A%
T PR o 07 F G MR 38 B ) 532 o A

3 HRE5 oM

3 AEARETEMEMERTRERMTERRL
SHH N

3.1.1 Fo[ #7 45/ %% /) % & (minimal/initial fluores-
cence) ] Fo J&E & KEIE N W EE WL 4 PS 11
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Fig. 1 Effects of trace elements on chlorophyll fluorescence parameters of 3 clonal eucalypt seedlings
NN <15 oo i A N o 9 A R o g L @ iR a g | DHy, 00 A1 DHyp, ¥ 2 B 100 mg » L' % F 4 Fe
A7 R 5 AR 25 i AR S R DO S B R (K D, Bm 70 mg « LY Fe, 1M 76 V%8 52RO F CK
AR ol e 38 35 5% T B R Fo 45 R W, H, U AL BEAR R 9 Fo $KF 3 CK E, 1 DHoors
Fe Xf M 4¢ 3 ¢t Fo S MAF A6 3 22 5. Bk U 4. RIGERI R, JEAb B BR A Fo 3575 T CK i, DHa, o
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) CK 1 Fo A FPIAL B 22 (0] 5 76 - 5 SRl 85 92 T
CK Z M 4, Fo fH K /NA Us >DHis = DHours
FHEEZ R 28 SR B K 2 /N & DHaz 0 >DHaprs
>Us » 2B DHaoo0 XF Fe ¥e BE S H DHoop0 1 U
TR NTEME & Fo I {E KU, 100 mg « L'
) Fe 23 2 BUEM AR Fo MK

B Usdh,100 mg « L' HREERY Zn X4 2 500
Fo $2Wi LBl Zn 9 (0 mg « L) B 5 ; £ 8 32 R 00
T CK H, Us &b B A 8 19 Fo ¥ KT CK {H, ifi
DHoo1. 19 95 40 1 35 5 7 HO6 B, DH00 19 CK AT T
PIAL R Z 6], TCE R Z W) Fo ZRBE S Fe —
BELH DHy, 00 >DH,,, , >U, . Mn W 2 586 Fo
BSZ IR & 100 mg « L Hk Mn A9 (0 mg »
L'DOZ . Cufil Mo X4 ZE 40 Fo MR G
Zn BFVEF—E. Zn . Mn,Cu Ml Mo 1, £ 35 570K
HLF CK o, Ug &b B BR 1 Fo E KT 3 CK, i
DH.op. 19 P A0 B35 5 F H B, DHaz o0 B9 CK A F
PIAL B 22 18], ok R Z E Y Fo A8 5 R B K/ ok
DHys00 >DHao, > Uy, B XI5 R 96 Fo £
A —,10 mg » LW EEAH DHoo A Us 1Y Fo {ERE
Ik, 1M 100 mg « L' ¥ BEXF DHooo A1 DHapo, 5% MR
R R B AR R L A0 G e T A 7 A X R
3.1.2 Fm[ & X % & * & (maximal fluorescenc) ]

Fm J& PSIT 2 1 10 &b T 58 42 ¢ FY B 14 28 O 7
. AR L P Fm 5 0 2 S FEAE N H K Fm
THEBLSE AR, BE T Us iy Zn,Mn # Mo 4, i it
JCE W 5 AL B A Foo R U058, A TCHE R 44
HKF AR AN, R ST R GEXT Fo e {2 i
fEH
3.1.3 Fv/Fm #= Fv/Fo fE% 6 % b, o] A8 5
Fv & Fm 5 Fo B 218 ,Fv/Fm J& 48 % A 8 5 3 55
i 38 I 28 3k 78 4 W 3 N A AR ) i e PSTT e K9 5
TETE i RS bR B R, — R AE 0.80~
0.85 Z[a], A B} Fv/Fm W FR N FFEH PSIT b
RO 1Y BE B 4 0K (B KB 45, 20000, 1 Fv/Fo
o~ PSIL Y78 7 06 M (BREEBH 45, 2006) .

A3 AR R To P 2RO SR R TR Fv/
Fm 1 Fv/Fo 4387, & 8L & 2 fb#a $5¢ & — 5K
W& Fe ¥ B Tt . Bk U 4b.Fv/Fm 1 Fv/Fo #3&
N BEAR B 4, B o0 2 5 SRS, Fv/Fm Fl Fv/
Fo I T B ; Mn X BT A TG 1 & A8 A 21 B AR AR
A1 Zn,Cu. Mo #1542 #E/E H s B XF Bt R 1EH
ANTF] Bl FLR BE RS K R RAE U &2 BT 7

DHa, 0 5 FFEH S, DHy,, o, H S FEAR, 15 71 55 10
VA MR 4 CK R ILH, Fv/Fm B K
INK DHaop o =>DHay 00 > U, , 48 S22 FE A AL o K Z /)
)52 DHyy 00 =>DHog o > U s N TGk R FHEKRE .
B i T ZE VR K, Mn 2 TR Fe. Zn,
Cu.Mo ¥ 21 K%, B & V L g, (H 5 H ) ig
HRK, Fv/Fm fl Fv/Fo l# ., kK Lai & 5 & 4
SN AR AR U
314 v & RIS R E AT I 4> A, 4
RWE 1 FiR. 7 U, &3 100 mg « LR
Fe &M —5 | 48 2 % 4t L6k Fe 403 (0 mg »
LYOSEMWILE, 7£ DHy HEIZ Mn. 1M 10 mg »
L'WRER B SR E AT AR EGE S,
M4 3 i i Cn CKO #ff J1& i ik 8 /e K, 7
DHaz0 1, Zn . Mn B X E AR I Fr it R 5 & 5 0F )
YERT, BB G Hok BE 3R, b 38 & i & B TR R
. WM RN FHERE . G T Rk
JEREWR AR T AR SR 5wl R, Rk E
Fe.Mo.Cu & &#AFH THMHZE S &6 1.
3.2 HREESW

G306 i 2 SB[ AT A G 4y
Mr.g5R sk 2. %2 /" Fm 5 Fo.Fv/Fo 5 Fo,
MgR&EY FooM xR &Y Fm . Fv/Fm 5
Fv/Fo ¥ B WA OCHE . IR 45 2t SR W &
R E X YOG B AR IE AR G F2 A L T Fv/Fm
Hl Fv/Fo BLA B A OCHE , 130 W 0 35 34 e — 3ok
S H 5 R AR B

*2 MXRBERE

Table 2 Correlation matrix of traits

PEAR i
HEAR H Fo Fm Fv/Fm Fv/Fo
traits Terms
Fm MEEREE - 0641

WEME P 2.725%X10°
Fv/Fm XA r  -0.258 0.197

EME P H 0.099 0.189
Fv/Fo MXRE - 0527 -0.081 0.867" "

WEYE P 2.339X10%  0.580 7.167X107
MR A HCRE 0.423" 0.454° " -0.210 -0.264
Chlorophyll
content WEE P E 0.018 0.005  0.233  0.120

¥ FABR P EFEHEFUAEZEREN 0.05 KF LA R E; » « £
250 0.01 KP ERFCREN . TH.

* Correlation is significant different at the 0.05 level; * % Correlation is

significant different at the 0.01 level(2-tailed). The same below.

3.3 Wik B F R b
G ) X U A5 Ak B2 5 N 5 A% e R (N 3K
PRSP BEAT 2F, Z 305 0] )3 73 B (Backward %),
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F* 3 Fik B F A9 A B I3 75 1R
Table 3 Regession equations of models in

terms of selected factors

[ )= 75 F2 2 $ Coefficient of regression equation

i W A
[tem Fo Fm Fv/Fo Fv/Fm  Chlorophyll
content
O 46.70 307.21 5.81 0.865 42.39
Intercept
Ay 50077 -17.067° 01377 -0.0147° -12.32°
Ay -9.35"" -13.38"7" 1.127° 0.021"" 6.53""
B 2.15° 13.63" 0.02°" 0.013" " 2.39
C -1.93° -7.70 -0.14 0.008" 9.01
D 8.24 29.75 -0.28 -0.014 -10.63" "
E 3.06" 14.77 -0.49 -0.013 -8.40
F 1.06" 9.73 0.40 0.010 -12.57
Gy 583" -53.41 0.04°  -0.015°°  -2.28""
G, 248" -7.86 0.04°  0.001°°  -6.66""
A B 1.00 -11.13 -0.22" " -0.017" " -7.757"
A B -9.98" -13.61 0.98"" 0.012"° " -6.03
A C 0.74" -2.58" " -0.011" -0.59"
AnC 12.72°  66.83"" 0.002° 2.37"
A D -12.72" -42.79" 0.39"" 0.011" -13.57""
AyD 0.26" 6.38" "
ALE -3.05 -16.71 0.38"  0.010°°  -2.94""
A E -1.73 17.33 0.81" 0.025"" 2.90""
A F -0.36 -0.011"
A F
AsGry 19.54 50.4 14970 -0.029°  14.56" "
Ar G -16.87""
A Gy 10.35" "
ArsGray 13.31°
BC 1.65" -0.17" 415"
BD 1.65 -14.38""
BE -1.25 0.18" -8.447°
BF -1.99° 0.11 -10.20""
BG, 1.29 -44.37" -0.94" " -0.0427 " -4,15°"
BG, 3.36°°
CD 12.37"°
CE 3.51° 13.16 -0.11
CF 3.12" 13.16 -0.19"
CGryy 13.84°
CGp, 6.81°
A
F{Huee 1029.04 4.57" 20.18" 14,07 " 73.98" "
F Value @000 (20,0.0498) (20,0.0110)

(19,0.0018) (30,0.0022)
of model

TR Y 23 b 2R TR AR BE T 3 B0 - 41G Bk s IR 41 R0 AR 55 i 75
FAEAR/IN o 78 PR 7 A8 £ 7 v i I A BfAIL IR 25

Note: Empty cells are lack of factor combination because of seeding death or weak

factor effects,whose F value is very little and hot selected for model as random error.

FRAFAS TR B 5% i R F SR (% 3D, AR 3 il F
HA RSB GRS &5 &N E R
fEitvay o SN CINE oy | B R S Rt R o S
A% 03 PR 35 4850 R O AR RGN 38 .
= 3 A, EE K 1) Fo 52 M A A2 g 25 19
(P=0.0246") , & Hh Mn(D) 4, Wi B+ 8 K TS
PR (A) [ Fe(B) A1 B(G) 4535 1 35 Hiusg i K /IN R
BOEAR T RZE 2ZS, /£ 7 AHFERF P, HF

A Clal U1 5 A R B30 XHED el K 2 /NI R T
% (A)>Mn(D)>B(G)>Cu(E) >Fe(B) >Zn(C)
>Mo(F), b it £ Zn(C) fl B(G) ¥y — %
(B I 8 . A5 Ik DY 22 ) A7 7 2 R R Ak, G
PER (A 5T Fe(B) 5 H i &t K 2,
LI K Zn(C) 5 Cu(E) Mo (F) 2 [] ¥ 77 16 A [6] A4
22 HAEH .

XFF Fm kit ERCHE T, AR TS &R (A A
Fe(B) ZHZ M0 K+, {H Mn (D) B(G) HF
PR AR M e 2R (A Fil Fe(B) L [a] B (4 7
Z VB B AN ) R B A AH LA

M Fv/Fo #1 Fv/Fm &, & BLHET & B E & 54
X H R 8 KL UL Fyv/Fo X 4% 32 K 7 i )7 B
g, 7EERFHLER T Mo(F) Ml Cu(E) 22 5% A8
WA AL AEAE R 0.05 KFLL F XS,
KRIEMEZR(A) .Cu(E) Mo (F) H F1E FH 5 45 k.

mag R SR AR R (A  Mn(D) .B(G)
Xt S 35 5] 0.01 AKSF DL B B, FE R T
F 1 Fe(B) M Zn(C) 2 IERLW » 32 T80 (Rl )3 )y
T 2 84 3ot (B K /) T A Mo (F) > Mn (D) >>Zn
(O)>Cu(E)>B(G)>Fe(B), [AEEMHK K 28 2 8]
FEAE— 5 WL BE I 8 HAE .

4 H 5t

Fo %)tk A REM 4 (ChD a, [ I FH K /N
Peb5 PSII RO EMNWRYDCETHE RLEOR
ZIH) B R 3] PSIL Iy oL 1 3% e fe i A
K GRS, R 5 I 4 3R Uk B2 A G (R e ) 4%
2005) . JEMHI ST 2 S8 Fm ML (Krause,
1988) . ARtk RE i AE T &) 15 WK Fo MY REAR, ik
A HUAL B A IR A T 8, BT LA 2 50 2 A e 3
AT RS e 5] 5 A AR Ak 19 9 ZE HL (Ogren, 1991)
AHEFE 25 AR Fo 55 4 2k B Al IE AH DG, AN
] 1 785 FR IR I 2 B3 Fo LA 2 Fm (978 53 AW i
LG RESIAF MM EITTR AN . T
F Zn(O) Ml B(G) X Fo #e fn » M i 76 Z X Fo
AR /NMn (D) >B(G) >Cu(E) >Fe(B) >Zn
(O)>Mo(F) ], DA K fl it 70 3 X it £ 3 3 3 300 K
/N Mo (F)>Mn(D)>Zn(C) >Cu(E)>B(G) >Fe
(B) RFE .Mz Mn(D), Cu(E), Mo(F) i & 1 K
SRR R G T ARG L RE SR 5 S Fo
56 RIS Fo R 1% & BLRE AL, X PR b Fo 75,
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YT 100 mg « L7k BE Y Gl 2 T R R AR PR & 0
3B SO O Bl IR BR] P 2R ST R Fo
R, N Fm Z46EH (& D LKL Fm 8577 # &
BE MO TR WX Fm 201 5 Fo —3L,

Fv/Fm 7E8 & 0F T W T R a5 1T
Fv/Fm S8 AN A2 W0 F0OR A K S 1 53
M, MRS 45 R A, Fv/Fm 5 Fv/Fo 84L& #—
FCH W E Z E) B A AR S ARG, W] Fv/Fo &
Fv/Fm 5 —F &80, (H W& [l 15 75 72 1)
EEMA SRR EE ., Fv/Fo Z AL IE E L Fv/Fm
K52, Mk Fv/Fo W Fv/Fm 5 fig 2 B fi Bt ot £
22 S R R

TEM 2 R VOCRE 5 i R i Y B i 2 8] 6 &R
MIAFFE L ¥ Al (Citrus grandis) " R ) Fv/Fm
5 3eh NUK Mn & & 80l W3 EAHE, 5 Mg,
Cu & & W 2 A G, I Fv/Fm /E i 208
KA FE AR (B 655, 1999) . Mn [k 38 X i 25 1 /)N
CIEM g R IO RS L B Mn & 55K,
Fo RS T K ETHEH M Fv/Fm, Fm # &3
R I (R B95 %5, 20100, R AE (2 mg -
kg ) 4@ AL B X 45 22 M (Salix aureo-pendula) %
AR S 23 3R U R M 8 5 R AN K L i R R R
A OGBS R O 2 B 52 B
(Fv/Fro FEAR) , 107 FL B AL B3 A i) (3 3 Jin i 2 20 4t 8
B (PP A, 2011, SF 4 T (Ligustrum robust-
wm ) W 5T & B Fo  Fv Al Fm! [ 2 i Jo 2 ¢ E (1) 3%
I 2 BEAK L Fv/Fm 8 5g 00N 5 8 R & 3 CT ik
%,2012) . X REWAN BT H M (ev. Arabi Aswad
Ml cv. Arabi Abiad)TEARIBYAEAEY) Cd . Pb.Ca.S,
Mg.K.N.P.Fe il F M5 R 90 S B EL, &
PP AP X Ca Mg K P Fe 75 il 3% B AR X B 50k
(Sanchez &. Gutierrez,2008),

ARG T HE R Fv/Fm Fl Fv/Fo V¥ 45 K %
WL BEE M ICR FeoZn,Cu, Mo B ¥ BE B K1y &
FEROE S AE 100 mg « L1 2 HOAR R Xof B 22K, 32 1A
Fv/Fm 58 %) 50E 37 K ¥ 1IEA 5 BRIEAE (2011 4
TE B R IR ] R m O ROR (Fv/Fm)
ok T R A E R AER m PS I MY 5 KOB Ak 2E30 R
(Fv/Fm) %280, BRI A 3 W38 18 s it ot &
BURS B B IR B (AR e W] %6, 2008) 5 X R DG AAE ]
S BREFRA R EDNKR BEHEDNH T
2 ) & AR ST R W2 T Fv/Fm 5 Mn & 848
JAEAH G Mn X 4 RIOE S Fm 2R K, 1R

A fE 100 mg « L' Mn ¥ W (8 75 15 A &b F e vk
) A R AE AR O . B B R Fm A, N33 Fv/
Fm 30, FRE R B84 B Zn 0% . 40kt
GRGRSPEIAE L FEEL T IR, = Ak
AL R T E S AR K, WA 45 A4, HAE
e R T BORLS R AR LR Y S g R A&
BEAR , I 4 25 5 B B ARG S e i 4k S3  O TEEEHE A
Tl T R R 5 AR 4 3R, U A
HRECAS T i g 3R 4 A, DA T 0RO A 4 R L
M4k R NS E A

1 458 PN A (2009) X 36 S Ak B X6F At Al 7 30 1l 2 3R
DA 145 i BFF 5 R B30 Y6 Ak B AR AR I e 26 e
28 Fo.Fm . Fv.Fv/Fo.Fv/Fm %2 & . A [ )t
A PR RERRE b g R S S Fm W] 2084, 369
M2 2 I hNE F T4 A9 9 2R BRI, X 5 A3
B 25— 5,

Fv/Fm {8 /&M 4414 PSIT Ak 2% R 3 i — F 37
L AR Fv/Fm {885, 2 B0 6E 0 1 %
X 145 1036 IO B S A . A = A ek R ot
FUOGHAE RIS TR R RS A —,
EFERT.U A &SP Fo.Fm AKH Fv/Fm,
Fv/Fo,DHy » 1A MKH) Fo.Fm flE ) Fv/Fm,
Fv/Fo, 1M DH;.s 5 U6 KL, B E A K & #) Fo.Fm
FUMEW) Fv/Fm . Fv/Fo, # =ATHE&R+ U GHEF
FHZEAR 1 DHaop 552 K, 3K 5 AR04 L0 A K 92 B
MG, TEMEICE 0 M 100 mg « L HE IR E
WM L KT M R R IS R A B Y R
Fv/Fm {5, 1 A& N B IR 55 R BB &K Fv/Fm
fH. Hrh Ug Al DHoop R RLAH DHayo0 X I3
O, B U #E M 0 /A8 K BE 1 e DHo o IR X —
ZL DA R I R R AR R 1 4 3 9 R I e BRI
SROGHIL AN Fo . Fm Fv B8 T HE =46
(ZE17 55 ,2009) 5 1 # I 6 P 3 AR R 0 o2 3
P EA B Fo (B (BLE 53R 55, 2004) 5 2% WU 55
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