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Abstract

Abstract

Elevated tropospheric ozone (O3) and enhanced atmospheric nitrogen (N) deposition exert
great pressure on the stability and health of global forest ecosystems. Respective effects of
elevated Oz and enhanced N have been studied thoroughly during the past couple of decades.
However, little information is available concerning their combined effects on the growth and
physiology of forest trees. Besides, most previous studies have focused on the temperate
deciduous broadleaved trees, needle trees and the Mediterranean sclerophyllous trees, yet few
studies have involved the subtropical evergreen trees. Considering the fact that nitrogen oxides
(NOx) are both the forming precursors of O3 and the important source for N deposition, and
these two pollutants usually co-occur, it is necessary to explore their effects simultaneously. In
the present study, O3 effects on Cinnamomum camphora, a native evergreen tree species widely
distributed in subtropical region, were investigated under elevated N loads in open top chambers
(OTCs). The experiment lasted for two years and one-year-old seedlings were adopted. Visible
foliar symptom and leaf morphology were examined; leaf chlorophyll concentration, antioxidant
capacity and element contents including N, C and S were assayed; CO, exchange, fluorescence
parameters and dark respiration rate were analyzed; sap flow, growth, biomass accumulation and
partitioning between shoot and root were measured. The aims of this study were: 1) to clarify the
O3 sensitivity of C. camphora 2) to study the impact of enhanced N on the responses of C.
camphora to O3 3) to provide basic data and scientific reference for the effective protection of
the typical evergreen trees in subtropical china under the global change backgrounds, and the

main results were detailed as follows.

O3 induced visible foliar symptoms such as chlorotic bleaching and brown stipples in the
upper surface of C. camphora leaves, which became significantly smaller and tended to be
thinner under Oj stress. Chlorophyll concentrations and element contents were also significantly
reduced by Os; membrane lipid peroxidation was more prominent and the ascorbic acid
concentration as well as the antioxidant capacity was significantly boosted in the cytoplasm
under elevated Os;. Net photosynthetic rates, stomatal conductance and chlorophyll a
fluorescence were significantly decreased, but dark respiration rate was significantly increased,
yet sap flow tended to be higher under O3 stress. Seedling growth was significantly inhibited,
biomass accumulation was notably depressed and the root/shoot ratios were also significantly

reduced by Os.
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Enhanced N tended to protect C. camphora leaves from developing Os-induced symptoms.
Leaves were significantly smaller, but thicker due to N fertilization; foliar chlorophyll and N
concentration were also increased by enhanced N. However, N enrichment did not alleviate the
membrane lipid peroxidation process and the cytoplasm antioxidant capacity remained constant.
Net photosynthetic rates, stomatal conductance and chlorophyll a fluorescence were significantly
increased by N, and so were the maximum rates of carboxylation and electron transport in the
2009 growing season. Seedling growth was significantly promoted, and biomass accumulation

was also increased, yet root/shoot ratios were significantly decreased by the N enhancement.

Significant interactions between Oz and N were detected on the reduced ascorbic acid
content. There also exist treatment interactions on the chlorophyll concentration, photosynthetic
and fluorescence parameters, yet only in particular measurements. On the one hand, N supply is
necessary for the biosynthesis of ascorbic acid in the cytoplasm; on the other hand, O3 reduced
leaf chlorophyll concentration more sharply under enhanced N; yet, no specific pattern can be
drawn concerning the N impact on the O3 effects on photosynthetic and fluorescence parameters.
However, considering the multiple measurements all in all, and especially from the perspective
of seedling growth and biomass accumulation, N fertilization can hardly be stated as have

modified the responses of C. camphora to elevated Os.

Keywords: ozone; nitrogen deposition; Cinnamomum camphora; the antioxidant capacity;

photosynthetic CO, assimilation; dark respiration; biomass
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RAFRUZ T B B4 (Oz) AT LA RO SOR BH AR S o M 3 R0 B W E G B 1
%40 B U (285-315 nm), fEORGHWERAE A AR P e R . AR, mUR RS
R O HI KU AT G i) 2008, R T IAR TN AR 268, A BB
BB IR EENRI AT ML Sl R R ORI 1) N AL (NOx) . FE R EH
BUEEY (VOO HEMEI RIS, XL SYI7E OIS SR S5 T R AR S N TE
% O3 (Ryerson etal., 2001). Mk LK 100 2459, T Oz iRE T THT 36%

(IPCC, 2007), FHAJ5{E LARFAF: 0.5-2.0% 4 %45 N (Vingarzan, 2004). Hiij, 4x¥kir 1/4
) [ 53 A b X T s 5 B 25512 60 ppb LA O3 J8ifH (Solomon, 2007). R Wos: SR
WAkl BRMAE X R O5 WK FEE TP AT T B (Fowler et al., 2008), {H
DA AEA AR B G T AL HIX Og W BEMGRFEE ETF, XXX B A ERAR A 2 AR B
FEEE . IR, ASERZ (ND JUMZKTAE 0-40 kg ha™ year™ 2 (7], ZR g I HEX P35 N
WK H 22 kg hat year™, S KT AL 50 kg ha™ year? (Kohno et al., 2005), T
10-20 kg ha™ year™ [UARMAEZS R S8 N KA B (Fisher et al., 2007).

Os FZLIEA S AL AMYIA N (Long and Naidu, 2002), F:51F AR R RS K
A RN AE GBI B 1 A R (02D FRE B COHD. W% A Ak (ROO D UKt
A (H0p) 25— RFEMESrF (Fiscus et al., 2005). XUEi% 5 FiE— 2 H s &
UL (Oxidative burst) (Wilkinson et al., 2011), 5l 40 it 44k (4 WI404%,
2000). MR FEME GRELBISE, 2010). WSR2 ATV (Gerosa et al., 2008),
HPEWR LU B4 (Paoletti and Grulke, 2010). Y& % F#1% (Reich and
Amundson, 1985). AW R T HAERE 2 )70 Be te ) 2547 (Thomas et al., 2006) 4%
Sy J7, JEEKAEI N RAMS AT LU A KA b 208 I, Ry E K AR, i
B N T eS80 % R4k (Liuetal., 2011). K% 3754 (Wang et al., 2011). i
A0 L B i P4 (Handley and Grulke, 2008) . 4224 R 40 4= 2 FEPEE 2k (Maskell
etal., 2010) %,

AT STk H OG0 R 1K) O gl 1 25 N AT 90 3 B4R R T BRI A5 V% I A i 22 4% (Populus
nigra). KK Ll E#E (Fagus sylvatica) S F145 (Quercus alba), % i Ff i -k k42 (Pinus

taeda) DL PR SRR AR AT R (Quercus ilex.) ZERFfH (Bortier et al., 2000;
1
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Walker and McLaughlin, 2001; Calatayud et al., 2010) %%, KEIRIGHIFTERY]: ASFEHFHE
PLOMMA NI RE IAFAE 2, AP T S N U (Wittig et al., 2009); Mg
SRR TR B R R S (Nali et al., 2004). TR H 2% 58 5 A JFIH<% (Open
top chambers, OTC) #F5%T T Oafritt FAR#Y (Ginkgo biloba). Wh#2 (Pinus tabulagformis).

Z mi#k (Quercus mongolica) M AP EEK . PriEAREEHHE (He et al., 2007; Bk
%4, 2009; Yan et al., 2010). 4R, & T-NUTFEA M AR O/ BUB LI,  H RIS
XD, HAFEGUAG S ) 451 Z AP RN 72 57 . Handley A1 Grulke & BN it PR T
T4 JE N BAE A (Quercus kelloggii) 11Os8UEME (Handley T and Grulke N E, 2008) ;

Yamaguchi 55l 57 B . NPT Z 4 T 1R 45 7K 5 X1 (Fagus crenata) % Ogipifl B A f5URK
(‘Yamaguchi et al., 2007); Watanabe%5x ki iittdlk (Quercus serrata) IR R: HO;
Foip 3 BB 5 N I AN A A LSRR (Watanabe et al., 20070, NJTRE B A Os iy i ik
RPE PR AT BE AU AT 53 JF S BAR AR ACOR B AN [RI B BOMURE A2 BRAILIR SR 3+ il BE A B
SRR liEEs AU

KL= Ak rp Ay, 23BN VSR TR Rt BT Yed ™ I
X 2 —o mZKPRINYTRE S S E T IR O BE, X 12 X I 1 5 4o ] et bk Ay ™ B
BiPr (Ren et al., 2011). 2008-2010%F, 1E [z AR #REIUH (30700086) “ KOsk
JSE T vt w8 I Y R 4k 717 A RS o 7 RORZ R R i AR TR SE L 7 WYL R ZE AR AR AR S R
4 5 2 B A RF2E WA FE 5 TF O (XT200707) “ Hb [ M HAGH B ot 3 3 2 O g A AU M
Wi AL At BT (311704240 -5 R Y4 i AR AR A= KRR 73 ) 6 O B4 1)
W AL S50 H 3RS B R, N TEUNGORE, IR ITFTA S0 T Ok FE T
5K B 7 RS LR SR F AR I R . SEIG I A SR B, AR A
PN WP, BRI AR AR R B AN T T R G IR T NYRR A T B AR
O3B AL, N ABRARM TS 5 R R FE R 1 Oallp il USRI T AR, JF AR
KRS TAEMA ROT R TR 2%



B WL

E—F HRER

I JZ A (Og) WRJETH ™ BB R R AL A S 2 4x, 20 4 60 SEAUT
fo A B AR O WHA N FEIT L. JLTEEK, WA AARRRN, W
AR TR e VR PR R A7) N SN e 22/ e 4 o2 e N e~ P e L RS L
FEDN RSO LB RS IR ST WF T BOAWTsSedt, W) i = A 8 U, Bk
ZAFHRIT IS, RO RS s R 4, i AR RSG5 . FIN, 45
FRA AR (CO WPETH R & (ND TREINJRIAE 1 52575 G it 73 ©oh 24 frr
FUMFR L

1.1 O; 53R
1.1.1 ERE O B H

HARF O3 EE (90%) A e 20-50 km W32 H . KA IAS (0
¥ (21%) {ERPBHERERAMESER T, IR T (0D, O MeAtasE, 4iah—1
Oy 73 TTEH O30 O3 JEMG, HTILELTE R, 2BWn) KRR Nl DR s
WL Ty, PSRRI )RR Oo 40, WILIEIR, 4k O, 5 Oz Z AN B . Pt
JE ) Os fe g UK BHAR S B h 4 B 56 #h 2 € (100-280 nm) LKz 90%FH) %8 4h4k B

(280-315 nm), FELRIFHUIRA: Ay RGch HAHEZEAEH .

112 KB O; iTHHHL
Tl Ay BURT AR L ET AR TP A BRI O — B4R 10 nL L7 A2 A7 AR BE /K ST (Volz
and Kley, 1988), >k H K Viit/z Oz HYF HUNE 73 A ke X — I 3= O3 A 32 BRI
(Junge, 1962), HI LA IIWTFUR ], 4Bk F IR O il I 7 2590k
i SIS TR E A N 2 (NOx=NO1+NO,). 4Ll (COD FAERMEA ML
&%) (Volatile organic compounds, VOCs) 4§ Oz Ry &Y 2 0] Kk A 11 64k 2% e Y
(Photochemical reaction) 5% (Li etal., 2002). Sudo #1 Akimoto %t CHASER (Chemical
atmospheric general circulation model for study of atmospheric environment and radiative
forcing) Y KR EFFRICHIAF TR I . BRI Z O3 BiAar4E F3IE N 344 Tg, b 48%
KT XN GA SO, 29% U8 15 Xt 4, 23% KU 11U = I T H AN
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O3 HIAYI 4N NOx. CO S5 i BEHEBCEZE s Ay RV TEFAAIEL, MR A4)
KRR AG I RAM A G shh, RAOmE N & e IR s)
A5 KR NOx B3k (Mauzerall and Wang, 2001). VOCs 5 Hi%e (CHy K AEHT
%4k A Y (Nonmethane hydrocarbon, HMHCs) 15 % — 4 CIsoprene) . £ £ 5 42 (Polycyclic
Aromatic Hydrocarbons, PAHs). 535 (Terpene) 2, H ¥/ AU T4k T A = gy HE
TANVA NS R AGE I KA IS BRM . A& RS RS SR KRR T A
% (Bai et al., 2001; Cofala et al., 2007; Zheng et al., 2011). F:TF L2435 )24 I A 50 AR R
(Empirical kinetic modeling approach, EKMA) Z#1E7~: Oz /=4 512 NOx. VOCs
W2 HAFAEAE MG R, SlHn X . TAkX % NOx HEstE S m I 77, O JER 2
SEARIKER) VOCs 12y Rz, HARME M) KM VOCs BB ERHIHIX, K
WS NOx il 5 Oz P2 4E I 1 FIMZE  (Klnoslan, 1982). O3 JE L AT LARH KA Rk
T KEEE LS, 5 CO. VOC WEAL Pl OH. HO, 85 &R N FHEIE A
Oy, EEFE MU B & 0k, Oz KDGALIE . IS AR Ib . YRR i A 1 5
HLRIPEEHE—HUIX 1) O3 V5 B4 15 4t o

113 AR O £ nH BT hiEH

Hh e O v J5E I I B o mT LB 3 31 19 20K, 20 401 (Lisac and Grubisic, 1991;
Meagher et al., 1987). b I sk BOR AT DUK B, 32 100 4, Jbfeskrp 4 X
U JZAEY Oz WKL 5L GRS NG PO, A% NG S FE K Os B iAY)
FEIRCE RS (R DT )2 O3 WREZ/KSF) M 10 ppb Zei TS T 20-45 ppb, - THiEEIE
2152 %, BABLUERAE 0.5-2%[F5d 24 i, 1990 4FARHL#R O M JE Tk 1970, 1980 44Y
HHTLE, XAl RS IZN LSS . BRINEEHLIX NOx HEJBCR T %45 ¢ (Vingarzan, 2004). H
B, ABRIE DY 732 — B 1 SO X T e A 2 22002 60 ppb BL_EFY) Oz i, 7E—48 N1
FARMRIN T W A2l Rut, dbntss, HiER Oz Mk BEM(E L ik 215 5k F 10 f% 2L |,
KT i% 400 ppb (Seinfeld, 1989), it i T-HAT 2 Tt i b

B O V5 G B ZE A T ACFBRN VBRI L RER BEM X, AR S& [E 2R AL UTiRE .
FAEJE WA, BRI rE e, HEACEP R REuTE, SIS R HA. EDFESE (Fiore et
al., 1998; Hayes, 2007; Wang and Mauzerall 2004; Yamaji et al., 2007; Chand and Lal, 2004),
Cynthia Lin %53 T35 [E3 %2 (Environmental Protection Agency, EPA) 455{5 BRI R 4

(Aerometric Information Retrieval System, AIRS) Wil o4 2% $i (L (R 5085 28 RE, oA 7 32 E A

4
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T H)E Oz V5 YetE UL, 4RI : 1980-1998 4EiH], SEE AL, MNP NEHIX H 2 8
/NI H S O3 W BEE I 80 ppb IFIRECH 8-24 RIAE, ININFEHRA 12-73 R/4FE (Cynthia Lin et
al., 2001). fERKIM, 2006 4F 7 H 17-22 H. 25-28 H, #LEH. AN, f724, yEE. .
B o RCORA S ET )2 /N Oz R FEAI R 90 ppb, f Kk ik %] 180 ppb (EEA, 2007).
Shan 25565 H [E 4R 54k T 55 9 2004 AEIT M 22 N Og W FE IR I 45 S R 5-10 H oy, ik
Os ¥ FE 3T 100 ppb /NI HL 65 /N, 23 A T MR N 23 AN H s O W3 120 ppb
[/ 15 /NI, 34T 5-7 A4 7 AN E (Shan et al., 2008). 64k, FRIFEKIT=
FUNHX Oz W FEE L 60 ppb /NI & I Wl I TR] 1) 6.1-10.4%,  E¥FBHIT /NN Og W
B KAHIAF] 196 ppb (Zhou, 2004). NASA fo#i #8BHE /R B E s K=, Zk=fhHh
X O3 H P iFH 4 m3% 90 ppb LL_L (http://acdb-ext.gsfc.nasa.gov/Data_services), *f A
AR DX A2 e AR T ™ FE

XM F NOx+ VOCs &5 Og i s,  [FIN sz b A fh . S eh e, Ol .
ST 0, UEHLZ O 43 A I H B 2 1 I AR e i . N T Bl A M SR A
Abskep RS R IX MR O WSS — e/ dr AR, AFRE, R EZ HILT 5.
6 4 (Tangetal., 2011); BRBIAJM, KEEVTHLZ O3 W N —BOHIAET )5, i
AIME 2 RS s W A0S O MR FE B K AE— M M BLAE H T, S5/ ME 2 R AEAET
Ji (Oltmans, 1994). M AR S 1K, UTH)Z @ik B Os 2 704 T F 2 Tl iy R 3L
R XX J5 ) (Chand and Lal, 2004; Spicer, 1979), bk 10260 <a [H Y Hi k& O5 W Bt 2h i Tt
R MEHTT e, ALZE 60 LUK O Wk MR AR I I [A) AR A FE M X A7 FIr4EIE. (Winkle,
1998), SEEA U Of W8 R A VY 0] R B T =i B % (Logan, 1989); KU A
FIVGAb I A g, MR Og WM 1, A AR H BRI (A BAH N 4R (Scheel etal., 1997); &
[ 12 O3 YR EEAEIS /KT A AL (55 ppb) I 4RFG (20 ppb) & ik, KILLAILHLIX Of
WS e KA B BLAE 6 A4y, KIYTLARgHIX O I e KA %2 tHILT 10 A4y, ZREHLIX
HZEIT ) O3 WRBERAR AT N Bk o HUBRFAE LA SR X2 3 (197 G s X AL A5 TR 32 7
P RIE T Og ¥ YLl A8 St Sy Pl EEZEAE A (Wang et al., 2011).

202090 EAR LK, B AL 48 LNV EAR I AN RAGAG, IS BRI =4 A
J R B GG Yy R I e 3, SR BRI H A S i X T b J2 O gk 55 B R0 e
e ELEAT IR, SR, RO 4K H T PR+ _ETHE Y (Oltmans et al., 2006).
A, BEE KSR E R DA i e R i oAl , L EIRE. SRPEER. pE YT


http://acdb-ext.gsfc.nasa.gov/

SR BETT e 5 BB A A S A B PR 1) S

Oa A 5 RHTTAMIWINOX. CO. VOCSZE 15 X AL iRy i, i b X b & O5¥ B2 1) T i3
¥ T B ROy et Bl — 20 %Ak . Wang%5 3 T IPCCHEfIL 1 X 3NOx CO. VOCsHE i
H, 38 FOs A SAL 2R AR . (Model of ozone and related chemical tracers, MOZART)
AU R ARG E L AR, 56 7R P R R VX 2020 4F 1 i 2 Og ik FE K L 19904F AT
KRSy, v [ rp b X 20204F7 H 4 #3612 O3k FEK i 165 ppb,  EL19904F7 H 441
B7KPEL5 ppb, HA, i F G E S5 T AL, KZ2h5 ppbZits (Wang et al,
2004) . FETATEAEL . N SRS B AL Ae i m] A7 PR A5 DR 3R S AN [F] 20 5 1] CALFRL,
A2, A2p, B2p, 1S92a), IPCCHIII T Ak —AMHAl ki 2 O0s75 Gt 45K EoR: 2040,
2060. 2080 21004F 4Bk HZ 15 5t O3k B 43l #4145 £1)35-48 . 38-71. 41-87. 42-84 ppb (IPCC,
2001; Nakicenoviv, 2000),

Yoshitomi%5JE T4 BRAL AL H A (Global chemistry transport model, CTM) f#¥
FURFFEGE R W] v FE Kt M [X O g A HiT R4 (1 2570 P N 3 350 H AU b J2 O gk B2 - 13 T
1 74.042.8 ppb, H EZZARRIKS); Sk A L&A X (1103 K ILRT A 1K BE 25 A4
W) 43 S H AR I b 2 O g i -2 FF i 17 3.5 1. 2.820.5 ppb (Yoshitomi et al., 2011) . Jacob
S8 A BN R = 4 MR A (Harvard-GISS global three dimensional model of
tropospheric chemistry ) BEFLATESEE PHH X Og S AT AP HE O 52 B A 1301 Hb 2 O g9 BE 1) 5%
Wi, Z55E7R: 1985-20104F W), VML X OsH AP HE I 3 B E AR . VU HL X 4-6
PR 2 Ok fE T 17 1-3. 2-6 ppb (Jacob et al., 1999). Oz M HRiAAM) H#5 X AL
Rf RTEAR R A IR O75 Yt Jy T B 2 ke 4 B AR I

11462 O, £ BE

UL Of B RSOSSN T LR 2 —, =i BE Og 5 ZUHIT N AR T8 R B2
2, FRBENG ., ROAE. A SCRE R IDRE R S 2 POTIR R G KN TR Os
ey A1) YN NIRSH ) LGS AN DA I N P i 2 SE N T VAW B3 = PR O PR 1187 W% N3
BRSO R B, SEURIKILBLARE, HERE, FAs, 20 40 Rk, B
FHAER TRV I i, s e BR 2L, A4S0, KB, S e
BRI RS SR AR TE . B F 3 S P s, BT 22 M
AR DG S, b BL 1943 SR AN AR S0 25 S5 AR 1952 AEAR U 25 FiA'T
SRR, 5 R 3 AN I A 2 A S5 12000 £ AL,

6
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UrHh = O W FE T R BRI 27 10, AR B BB IR =k —, Os M=
HNALIR T CO2 Ml CH, (IPCC, 2007). A5 1, 38 AR S sl KAl f Bk - KRS
RSP HPIR L, JERE BbRuE — R MR 2 AR AN S UL, T iR
R R T S G IR R T R N T R AR, M ILIOEE R, RGO, I
I, HRZEAH. TlkFar ok (1750 4£), KAHZE O3 BT i 3 BUAERiE [ Py °F
7K 0.3-0.5 FLAF 7K (w ™) fr4E S 5538 ( Radiative forcing) 2 (Gauss et al., 2006).
WAk, SR Of W T il REA I MR A X CO, I IR, #5521 CO B (EK
AIREET, X EEHR R 1Y) COR ¥ Y OB IR R S i, U — D i A ERAR % . Stich 4556 T4k
WAGIA AL (Global land cycle model) FEFIAF5T 1901-2100 1T HLJZE Oz & & T i G A 4%
CO2 FI AR JR RIS, 45 R BoR: Oz WRBETH @R COL i B AN 2k 143-263 Py, fiiik
A B 1) S0% IR, O e FE T o () IR) Bedm ) i e 2N 443K 0.62-1.09 wm™® (Stich
et al., 2007, 1fi [ ] Oq ¥ FEE T 55 5 55 10 L B4 S S8R /K P-4 0 0.89 w m*( Gawss et all., 2003;
Berntsen et al., 2000) . I 1z O3 W BE Tt i1 H 5 T S0 B AR o i DL S HEE ok 52 mi 4 Bk
ST R SR TR S o e i Ay A SR A TR A A I 1) T BB )

I 7 Og YR FE T R A K AT IR SRS F S SO R R A 2 RN 4 H)
Uhfe, FECEBREHE AR, R FHLEE AR L (Ashmore, 2005; Schmieden and
Wild, 1995; Wedlich et al., 2011) . SEH i J- K05 B B ™ 90% L b 51 =
O3 W LT S5 HAl AL S0t SO2. NOx HIAHHAEJIAT % (Adams et al., 1986) ; 423K
JUEE b, i3 Og MRFETHnS tH 5 S SO B A1 2 IRl 800 B 2 T A 1 54 i)

(Dingenen et al., 2009) . L Oz MHAEY) ™ S AN I R MAS [F AR 22 5, HA2 3
BLFERBHARSS . KRR . HIEE /KBS 7% (Mauzerall and Wang, 2001) .
Mills 2530 i 5} & %6 T 1976-2001 4E[A] [) 700 2 i AHSC SR 4508 SR #EAT O3 7 H
= (AOT40) VEWr =B RIR T, X or LA T 19 PRI & WA b A i 2281 O
I UERYE, AR R O HUBALM AN E R N2 VUK. m Aide. HE. B
VERL KRG BE: O M EBURMFELFE. BISE. BRE. S8 BN, K. 1K
s PEEAE; O PUMEWIRaAE: K3, HAS% (Millsetal., 2007) « Oz KAHKAZEYI /R I
BiA (MOZART) flifF 45 R oR: 2000 4F ik fE iR O S ARG Py —Ff 3= 2O
WIKE L /N BRI 8.5-14%. 3.9-15%. 2.2-5.5%, i/~ EE 42kl 7.9x10%-1.2110°
W, Y 2 5 K ik 1.110M-1.810" 2558 (Avnery et al., 2011a) 5 AUANFZERKIM, [H)3H

VR JE LR O3 %) 23 Fh 1 BEAEM R IRt 5 502 6,710 Wi T4 545 2k (Holland et al.,
7
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2006) o LT AKARIN Os HiAMIHEIGT 5 (A2, B1) (IPCC,2001) , Fiit#| 2030 4
MR O3 W BETHENG S ER BN, /N L TR B R 3k 9.5-19%., 4.0-26% . 2.5-8.7%,
By 1.2>10M1-2.110M 267G (Avnery et al., 2011b) . Feng 2551 613 J 88 K.
N KRGS RS KEEEEDN 406 TSR STHEAT Meta 04T, 45 RAEHT, AHLL 175
5t O3 3KJE (<26 pph) , HiulHhR O ¥ /&% (31-50 ppb) FEL L. K. M. KHE.
G KEFFES MWD T 5.3%. 8.9%. 9.7%. 17.5%. 19.0%. 7.7%; AKL&HET, &
WL O (51-75 ppb) ¥ FEUKE . /N KRG IR FERE— 5850 10%, & 21EYk
PR FEE A N 20% (Feng and Kobayashi, 2009) . %<4 W X - ER S VEMIAE O Ui 7
GRREAEY L AAE R E S, HLRRJG 4 MUK, Emberson SRR, I
O3 (VERKZFEN ) 4-8 /N 35-75 ppb Oz ) FHEOL MM T EAEY) N KFES
SR T 5-48%. 3-47%. 10-65% (Emberson et al., 2009) . 7T, FiRE Os
R AR R BEE A IR SOt & RS R AN, SBOVEFRMERK. &
JHITH R O ¥4 5 7 J Wy thE SRR s 4y, Rl /e b L BN O Z, Ttk
HEFRPLE HEDE ) K R [E 5K (Frei et al., 2012; Wang and Frei, 2011)

KEWFFER I =R Os /e SESEE L BRI, HASSEHARMGRAL . BEARSET ) T2 %
J7 Xl (Chappelka and Samuelson, 1998; Bytnerowicz et al., 2004; Izuta and Nakaji, 2003). %f
B XS AN A B O 2 i S U6 HIBIFFE 45 RN Ny, U 2 Osy B 3 B BRUN AR AR A= 2 R G A
71 R RE L 10% 447 (Broadmeadow, 1998) . 3£ T-1987-19924F ML B ik >4 X
64/ VLI 15 FIO5 3R FE KL, OllingerZ%iz HIPnET-1I (Photosynthesis and evapotranspiration)
YA S AT MR Og 3 3056 ] 2R 1 X AR AR AR 28 R WL 77 D AR 10K 29 2-17%
(Ollinger, 1996). 7EH[E, 1961-20054[A], HuFR Ok & T T 2504 [ AR bR Ak 2% R 45 [l
BN EZ47.7% (Ren et al., 2011). Wittig% £ 5% & K F1970-20064E 1], P 73 S O4ik J&
THRR AR A EREASRAR SR W 1K 2635 SCHREE T Meta e i, 45 R 8o
HidgE RAIEALL, AT RO B (40 ppb) FEAL Y- BRIEWL T HL X RS RS s
PR FELIT%, 97 ppbisiile B Og 2k 5 1 S I AW R U R L1 A 17%: FHEL T H AR K Og %%
Fe I, 64 ppbff) ik B Os il 3 HUZ X AR A S REGUE EH UL L 11% (Wittig et al.,
2009). [ 7RI Z A, mil B OsH] e SR B AR B AL M) ) 7 Bie s Jmy s S 2R
LN, AR S 7R s R 2 2R ] (Grantz et al., 2006)

R RO E T AR AR B RN, SCERFP R 2 A WT9E, =k,

BESR T AESRAYF AR RSN EY) =R 255 R (Andersen et al., 2001;
8
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Thwaites et al., 2006; Ren et al., 2007). Zi& % EA ML, Rendik 41961-20004 1,
T30 b J22 Ok 52 Ty S S50 1) ik [ ki b A= % R G W1 4435+ 7= )1 (Net primary production,
NPP) #i 2k i35 h4.5%, M biArfil 4012k Lol 2 0.9%, et 56 [ [l P 4 2R Ze R AL
oA TP (Felzer et al., 2004).

1.2 0: BB EMRR A
121 ARFR
1.2.1.1 F5hmm

OB B 280N 1) 5 B0 o 5 T LS 391 1) 20 1H: 20 504 A6 56 [ i M g 56 7 24 A o A 6
MG EBE S (stipple) FIC%MF5T (Richards et al., 1959), 19604FAC#), IrHh/Z0sM e
RN [l S 0 M H DX S5 [E #54A (Pinus Ponderosa). 48 BSHBIX (935 [ F4T 44  (Pinus
strobes) ZEEFIH B AN R EEUE (Miller et al., 1963; Linzon, 1960). 2 Ji JLH4EH, 2T H
SRAE B I AT LI — L T 2 OV B iF 7T () F 2T Bx (Ribas and Pefuelas, 2003;
Saitanis, 2003; Bytnerowicz et al., 2008), 1% J5 ik A8 B DX R BE L (1) B Fh Og o JE#% SR,
MWL AN A O FEACAF R At B, aiedR, A, BHE 4k D e s
Ji 22 S LU T, PRAl X 300575 YL IR, i UM EFR 7 W I 4 37 X Sk O35 YL Tl
R, HARGEE AN, THFRRIE SRR T 3L (g s X (1 5 AR AESE, T il i
e WA AT RIE, RN T5 A rIAT VDT AR A — s BRI Ak, BRSNS
R, REAR O WM 2R S RIRG i S A AR B LU PRI, RS ZR 00 45 T e AP AR R 22

1212 HAKHE

¥ 2 RS A BT SR S — A s S s SR E N, O TSR
O JE, i LA ] Os 2 FE B EE A 1 2 KRB, WFFCHEI Ol it 24N, (Davis and
Wood, 1973; Houston, 1974), JAHF s SZi b/ HAE . a8 REOHER . T A
O ¥R FE [ mT 5 MERFAE , 85 AT/ A6 A8 18 UF MG IR FE O 11 A 400 Mol 300 255 1 )y T L A7 o 32 X
(Dochinger et al., 1970; Karnosky, 1976). 19784, Heck X555 P4 1 eiedk JE i L,
Wit 7B X NV #s (Continuously stirred tank reactor), ik 748 WA 1)
8 (Heck etal., 1978), 1%L RE G I &I Ogllhia 5611 T AEH v 15 3 PPAN A A B A
PR LRI 5T k)32 R A (Davis and Skelly, 1992; Lee et al., 2002), LRI
JERFF TR IR B T 2 4
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1.2.1.3 FIK=E

JFI % BT i Heagle 558 AN ¥t , T2 TRAEYI Os Ml 5E(Heagle et al., 1973,
1979). 20 22 80 fFAR, PMEII KA Osvoistiahsirids, REMLRE (EPA) KT 4N
“HE FAE R AL 2% (National crop loss assessment network, NCLAN)” {35 H, 7E4:
TRV A AR T T IR, BEX S 3 2O G R O B RN JETT T KRURL, R Gtk
HIWT9T. REEFLS, 1986-1991 4E[W), FHxf/NEE. K72, . HEAFRCHHLIX 3 2AEY)
I “RRIMNIT TR =095 H - (European open top chamber program, EOTC)” il T
fEo 90 fEAGE, WME KA, ENEE. P EETE S S TR T T S A A
R IVEY) O3 it N A 57 ( Kobayashi et al., 1995; Rai et al., 2007; Feng et al., 2003; Wahid et
al., 1995). [A]—I M), JFITESAME FWAK) Os PR iF 53t e 4 BR v Fl A KRR T
WEFT Rl 45 2Bk (Prunus serotina) . JESE RS Mk (Liriodendron tulipifera). ZILA%
(Quercus rubra). ZLFEML (Acer rubrum). 45 (Populus nigra). KkiililiE#: (Fagus
sylvatica). BX#HRHA (Pinus sylvestris). #8@ =42 (Picea abies). ## (Ginkgo biloba).
58k (Quercus mongolica) (Simini et al., 1992; Bortier et al., 2000; Suorsa et al., 2002;
Wallin et al., 1992; He et al., 2007; Yan et al., 2010) %%,

RIS 00H B A EPRIERETE, A by RPEr, N ARE > S B A R
JRAL R, AR TGS 0 AT T IR L AR AT U R 1 R /R TS N O 20T AN,
FEUT T A NG RE I 25 2y T i B O DX, TIAE 048 ) X Jak O WL HRAIG (Heagle et all.,
19730, B JG WIS TTRE, RS MAS K AT TT ZWA D) T AR I BGEF 5635, <
F TR I A 0 B A A AR BGE A, TR sl e 1 UsSHESR A S A T T )
B WMSERRE: AREBDE G TE AW A =05 S B B A< (Mandl et
al., 1973), F|Jg KM T XUm A< (Musselman et al., 1986), T FIEf4 M4 < (Zheng et
al., 2011) ZEAWEE, UEN O3 20 YA

JUTAER, FFIRE - H A Y Os WMERHFUN F2ETF-Be, BT I IS 1 S 50 25 AT
ST TR IRE ) O e ML FE i LA 2EH] (lglesias et al., 2006),  [7] I 44 sl AT 3C
kP B T ZE Og IR FETH i P BUbRA M AE K . AW B4R SR (Mills et
al., 2007). 2R, JFAZEAG A E RN, (Chamber effect) 76— 3@ F2 R b iI£ 4 L SL5
gE I VARSI AMEE, A N GIEREE . AU PRGN, S AR A R A B 5 A
SRAEBTAFAER R ZE 5 (Olszyk et al., 1980). 53— 7T, FIFHFF IR = I REFFIK) Og il

WSO DU A SN O %, A, AL S 5 TR Bkdh, <
10
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= WA B, ARSI R R SR A SE S, BRI ERICRIE T2 IF A= 1)
WAk Al fie 5 AR GAT RN SEPRTs Bl a4 £ 2= (Kolb and Matyssek, 2001).

1214 FHASKREES RS

NILHE = (Phytotron) [ HBLAE @ BEEE EAR U T TS AR A I R 2 )
R R M X RRBORE KA O3 W2 AR Dy S Bl VR sk 2 A, 308 T 3L 24 iy s &k
T NTHEHL (Matyssek et al., 20100, #R1f7, %7 VA& FH 104 1 B B A Rk JTAIF 9T,
B B RS K, BREAD AR IR iy , ASTHDUNS B BRABRAIG o TR IR IR 3 w5 R ¢ (Free
air concentration enrichment, FACE) I 1= 284y xi 7t T H E A T SR e ro6 L . K
Iy RAIASEIIE A, O COzv O3 55 HAR AR EREAT I 54201, SEIL T HARI
IRIAFERA R ARG UUR . ARAR . S, VPSR E BT, S g R n] S
M, BRIKEEE N B0AE, EiHT FACE R EL . BT S RS 4R
w, BT, WG TEAN LS. BT, ERCALBUEEIT K FACE BF5E H K24 30
2, ARER > o ATAEALTE . BRI HAH R R X, H B2 B EY 98 32,
L BRSO Il 280N 5 1 E ZEALHR A7 T35 1 Wisconsin 15 11147 (Populus
tremuloides )FACE Jii H (Karnosky et al., 2007), {7 T-## [ Bavaria N ) Kk ¥l = #% (Picea abies)
-WH L R (Fagus sylvatica) FACE T H, LA A7 155 > Kuopio Hi X FECH F1#E (Betula
pendula) FACE Jii H (Oksanen et al., 2007). 2001 £ 6 H 14 H, b ERE B R 51356t
SO AR E AN R AW ST P S AR KRS - N2 F FACE WF5i-F & 72 3T
INE LB TTHRNIZAT, 2004 FFA%I0 H BT RILH T DB LA, ZEMPH TS T
— R E KRGS (Feng et al., 2011; Cheng et al., 2010; Zhu et al., 2009).

1.2.2 BhiBIEFR
1.2.2.1 Os ¥R E SBRERTHRIE

BTN O3 WSS (R P 3(EAE— s R bn] DU R —HAIX () Og pti e, %4845 H
TERAEf L, B S BT i1 T, 7545 [ O s liRbrik R 245 R ah, [t o sid%
B TEY) . WAREY S A R i F I O e R S Ak TR . SCkrhis FH ¥ O3 9
JEYMEALHE 24 /NIHHAME (00: 00-24: 00). 15 /NEF#Y(E (05: 00-20: 00). 12 /MiFHI{HE
(06: 00-18: 00). 8 /MR#{H (08: 00/09: 00-16: 00/17: 00). 7 /Nl (09: 00-16:
00) Z& (Yamaguchi et al., 2007; Lefohn et al., 1987) . %[ {E 1997 EME 1] 1 [H X KK

11
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JiimArUE (National ambient air quality standards, NAAQS) 1, JCTITiZE Os V5 4ed i i1
T AR GR G T 2% IR LA S5-I T RIS . (EPA, 1997). B4, HW 1 /MK
{EAE LN K TR N PR 7K 3 PR i O A SR (Watanabe et al., 2007), i Xt
RIS H s 1) o H - Tingey S5 NINhy, fEER T O Ml Sy i i #2
B KNI O3 WS BBV A TEN I8 Og IR AR AT S 4F AR AU G HCR (Tingey et al.,
1989),

12220; RBRBE

R Os 2 B i AL P T A s WRINT O3 ¥R BE LA S R FR R (). A, %18
FIAFAREE Os KRB R NAFAEZE S, AEREAT O3 B ER BT R E B A HL R, A0
AR JE Og KPR T AR, AR ) A A HAT 9 BB 250, ) vk - Os (i 152
EEARI: M TARAKSE Os fH, WA FUWp e RN AR B/ e s b, RT3 — BIAE A
O W 5 AT BERR A A SO A A AEATAT G, 7 O B i i B v SREnd A2 v m] L2 AN
LR I8 LIATE I, NTHLZ Os Bk o B2 ] a2 kAT Fliik :

Index = Zn:wi x £(Co,); (1-1)
=

Index fURAFI) O3 ZEF LA Co A/ O ¥k ZAH,  1(Cy ) X Cy HIZET bR £ AR
, wRRBERT, n3&oR Oz R ga /DL NARIDR RN TR

5% [ 272 7 G 1 ] SUM 06 K i M R R A 1) O % e il B, 1717 R 2 38 B8 1 o) T
AOT 40 M FZAR AR, B4 £1% KT 60 ppb HI/INF Og W EREAT BN e S8R T
40 ppb I/ O3 WLy 40 ppb Z IR ZE7), SRR FLBE N SnsRA, A4 n & A
e RSB, ER— B B S B s T e, AR TR R e AR
BT, A 3N, AR 6 AN, HECAEA s

SUM06=)"(C,),  for C, >60ppb (1-2)

i=1
AOT40=)"(C, —40), for C, >40ppb (1-3)
i=1

Co, TR O3 RSEAE, 0 &k Og Brife /DINEL,  MRRIXS NFRES/M

ANAF-SUMO06 . AOT 40 HH 3T KA O Wk EEBIME (60 40 ppb) [k K AbEE 7= (AL

12
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FRBCN Oz WL Bk, BUE R 0 8 1), W126 6 hE— DA Oz WRJETR T A A
B ZRE, M R G LD Oz W FE N H AR S S A BR B W126 [ E# R IE T
AT

W126 = Zn“((:og)i X W, (1-4)

i=1
W, =1/{1+4403x exp[-0.126x (C,, ), 1} (1-5)

Horp Co AR/ Og RPEAE,  n 3o Og B /NN HL,  FARIKS N RN T H AR T
JBA K (Weibull) bR BN F5 20 bR B0 Oz B gr i & -1EW) = Bk RIF5T T, W126 FR i
LR T SUM 06 UL Az AOT 40, J8iAi /R R — i B h

y =axexp[-(Cq, /w)"] (1-6)

Co, R O3 KL, o %o Oz WML O I AUHLIR ™ &, w ok O3 WRIERIER T, A AUE{H
SESUE BRAEOUIR), W126 IRk fU7E T HEEAN 2%, 78 Oz Vo FR bR 1l h nl /R

Ty BB A IR R, ST IR JE K A KT /NI O W JEE R AR S AT R REAE )
PR AR R IR AR AT AR R A R, Legge 25 X NCLAN I H L& EOTC it H ok
TP TS SR BAE 1 BT iF 9T 2 W1, 50-87 ppb Og ¥ J3E 2 A= AT A Al 8% 56 LA - A i
AR ERCR B, T 35-60 ppb O ¥ 52 & AE AR AT LA S 4 i T R b X A4 7~ e O
o AR, BRI A K O3 W EE 22 I IAE F R H IR AR AR AR e, Fa S
FLITFBE e K I (Legge et al., 1995) o FIR&5 — 5 1S UE T & [E FEL AN 53 5] L SUM 06
H1AOT 40 15 Ay il & PR P U R AR ES H A br S 3 50— J7 ), EHUR MR, Os
JOpIE RS R, AN S T SR R e 1 O3 IMBFRARAFAEAR KA, 75 ZELR G2 IERIY) S
FLmp AR AR 2 K 3R, DU S TRl B KA O Wi PEAN R &R

1.2.2.3 Oz U5 =

BE T2 FR o SE R B FEAR A E X AE ) O5 i 3 AN IR — M A Zm, MK e 78 7 % 18
TARRE . B A S AP 2 U R R I, RIS R AR RO BB iR
A AR JOE PO A LI B2 3R . FH IO % #5 i L 5 H Ol B2
[ ANAEAE AR IC R, Kurpiuss A 4RI Hi il FEE O 1 g 15 i 7K T (KA A7) O R LT %
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SR BETT e 5 BB A A S A B PR 1) S

A6 PR BE (PR E (Kurpius et al., 2002), & 55 55 5 5 S WS B Jily 36 560 P58 7 THI 4745
SRR o T HE ) AL OO f (W i Fabr R 3G RS RHIE, 7O a-HI)
RN K Z I 58 B BT R R I SEAF A G (Cieslik, 2004) o &K 1T B B2 00 4 730 2 I A 4
AR VLK ATAT VT A7 AEAR R A, 8 AR5 ) 5 V200 HE ) O s AL BB AT 23 1T L 1k
A 4TI OMME I FIR T B, T AL OTE T W SEE R AL () TR
BBl . AR P JarvisZE N3 (Jarvis, 1976) , 4IRS N4, RIHL A ZE it
Jii% (Emberson etal., 1998) , WX 2 AL EAE M FRIA:

gst = gmax x fphen x flight x max{ fmin ' ( fT x fVPD X fSWP)} (1'7)
e g, FRHERIL P, e REBKTILFIE, e figr Frns fro fuop
fowe 20 M DR . R BNV AAL R KV R S S KR

LSRR R, HEUEVEE AT 0-1 208, JoEd. W )Z L R ] i
FAA KA

Fy =c(h) L % (1-8)
r-b + r-c gst + gct

R, 265U BRI Cmol (O3) m2 (PLA) s, o(h) &t iakh (m) &b O3 K FE, g,
FonfL T (Stomatal conductance), g, %7 )= 2 (Cuticular conductance), — i
fH 4 g, =1/2500 . 1, F~HAEF i JZBH 77 (Quasi-laminar resistance), r, &~ FH /s (Leaf
surface resistence), P2 73 R4 40 2 U E -

L,
V (h)

r, =1.3x150

(1-9)

I, =1/(9y +9c) (1-10)
L AR, V() AR (m) A GE. B ST R RSY (T 75 54 2 I )
PR AL O3 WK
AF, = (F,—x) (1-11)
e x R R A
PRI Oa e N — 7 T s T ORI, 57— 7 T S5 40 1 5 PR R A Wk e 0

Ko AWHIUEEY]: FHP) O Wil SUE S Fom F AP Z AR AR S AR OGN, 5 &7
14
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BT A B R P AR AR KA ME  (Karenlampi et al. 1998; Pasqualini et al. 2002). #5735
ORI A 2R T B35 7% R O i 5 A WIS PU A AR G T T A 6L, A BER)
2 A R AR 52 bR O e 5 L (Fuhrer and Booker, 2003; Matyssek et al., 2004) .
SRIMT, TR B S O BTk fE A I B AEAEAR KR e, H AT IR AR R AR D et
M7 HE W9 (Tausz et al., 2007) .

1.2.3 SREFIERE

T AR EETRER, & E e TAHN IR O Vo Yt hilbritl, EIETE 1997 4F LI
/N A ANER I 120 ppb 1975 Og V5 Yedihilbaitl, 1997 4, S&[EIMRZE N ILAAT T1&
s BIARIESE T 8 /NI Og ¥R FE HIME, B4 4 55 DU e H BME A LE 3 4 (MR KA
ViR id 80 ppb, 2008 fEiX—FkrUE F ik 75 ppb. KR Os V5 YedashlbruE 2 8 /N i K H
Pk S 120 pg m™® (56 ppb) HIREAEESE 3 FEH PR N L T 25 K. FREAR
PEATR LRG0 G, F4 23 O V5 e IRRUE Sy 11 G | GBRAE A /NI O3 WK BEANER 1T 120
g m*® (56 ppb) , EEEH T ARMY X KGR A X RIS T B4R R A X, I
ZhRUE Ky /N O W AL 160 g m™ (75 ppb) , 2 5E A POt Bl i o 1 R X
R AS T B BT A X . ST . — TV IR AT HBIX 1 bRl A /NI O W FE AN I
200 g m® (93 ppb) , FELEH TR E TkX

1.3 O; IREF B X H KR
1.3.1 M RfER MRS

e B Og Wil T BUR A Jy tE LR W AR, ek, s, RO, BEh
(Stipple / mottle / freckle) . $EZ#IZE 1 (Bleaching) « 2444 (Tipburn) , 25 # R 4F (Chlorosis
and necrosis) . IXUGREIRJHFEY R Bl G R & FEREYH L RERTRY (Premature
Leaf Senescence) %5 (Skelly, 2000; Hildebrand et al., 1996; Linzon et al., 1986; Novak et al.,
2007) o AN, I RRER L I DR A0 B N SRR R B AT DG s Z0AR T RO B
S DM BT R R b T % (Anthocyanin) B4 (Tannin) 28 KA 2 s,
A, B RS R A e A2 AN MR P T (Programmed cell death) ML, Hork
W PO FEAE S 0 IO AL T, JRAEBEAE IR (Abscisic Acid) . &
J#i (Ethylene) Z5AH#Y)i % (Phytohormone) 5 I HUEE Tt i LA ACE TR I ) K A 6 5
s T B ZH 2SR AL B N SR 2 40 B A 40 P o 5 0 R 20 2 () BUABR R %, A R A D) BE )
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WA 5t (Cano et al., 2007; Rezende and Furlan, 2009; Bussotti F and Ferretti, 2009) . £
B WKW Oz e &, HY 22021 (Palisade parenchyma) #ii il B4
FE S, AMARTRAR N, IR RRAR R, AEEEAR I, BTRESM RS, AHfE4E (Cytoskeleton)
CHEEDIRESZ M, MMIZEL (Cell collapse) , MIPNI-Zk4& (Chloroplast) % & K/NEZE T
B, W (Vacuole) WEZEMEMAL, WIHTLHESEN SR, 40/fds (Organelle) JEa&
SEAb. #4E (Giacomo et al., 2010; Vollenweider et al., 2003; Bussotti et al., 2005) . =ik
£ Og AR, B FWTE A7 T AR AL LRI Ay A2 L T AR A2 /25 (McGrath
et al., 2010; P&kkd&nen et al., 1995; Ginthardt-Goerg et al., 1993) .

1.3.2 @4k

KAT O3 FELVMI T IR ALY HO B AR A A 8 5 Ve 1 40 i 1) B
AR, WA Oz — J AT 5 A 40 Mo 4 M B A A= ., A8 FAk “ B o S ) Joads
(Vollenweider et al., 2003) , 5j—J7 & st — Ly MRS Js L miik, JF5 40 A AL
R ZR G0 R AR I N A G AR B B 1 E 3R (O ) L B E ik COHD L AR A i3 (ROO
DL AL (H00) 25— R 535 1ESr T (Reactive oxygen species) , X6y 4y —
R EEE NS R ELE (Oxidative burst)  (Wilkinson et al., 2011) , 34| iE i
At (Membrane lipid peroxidation, LP) . FF4gZ [%f# (Chlorophyll degradation) . FEH4)44
WA R PRI (Ascorbic acid) « Bt H ik (L-glutathione, GSH) . #4E/E % E
(Vitamin E, VE) L&A anid S 46 P AL (Superoxide dismutase, SOD) . HtdAIfi
A ALY B ( Ascorbate peroxidase, APX). il 4 L&l ( Catalase). il % 1L ¥ By
(Peroxidase ). 7% bt H Jkik J5i i ( Glutathione reductase, GR) %5 & J i 1k & A4 e 48
(Broadmeadow and Jackson, 2000 Brunsch&n-Harti et al., 1995; Calatayud et al., 2010).

JR T S AN o O Wl N AEA E A 5 1 B SERAL, 10 R f B 22 P e /N7y
TUAY s TE B HIER P 4, A EE (Malonaldehyde, MDA) {F: g 5% i it 42044 f) A 27
Wz —, Tz TSR A A M U A B )2 W (Shulaev and Oliver, 2006) . O ‘#EL
(R B8 AHE  Jis ed A A D A0 H AR AR BE T IR R (L B B¢ (Fagus sylvatica) FHEKM =42
(Picea abies [L.] Karst) A3 F564F (Srdmek et al., 2007; Hanova et al., 2010) . He %5k
TIFR ST LY. 5K Oz W (45 ppb) 54441 L, %45 90 K 80 ppb 1Y O3 # i
FEURA (Ginkgo biloba) #yi i 7 8 =l & ESHm T 50% (He et al., 2006) o i it 4
ARFRT IR Y E - SR A0 P ST 3 P D5 A, 1 M R T LA R R A R A NS A
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TP AR 228 7 [ AIK Og Wil S5 538 (1) 3. 2 — (Broadmeadow and Jackson, 2000;
Manninen et al., 1999), %522 () B L5 -2 A B iR Jiid 804k #5 5< (Dhindsa et all., 1981) ,
HELRE 1, 5- R (RuBisco) MRFARIEFEAHMREL (Felleretal., 2008) . JEAR
AL R BUBEE VE S, O iE A/ 1 I 1 5l LB % 7 Al AR P, ELEAE
T aER 1, Bl 4 RuBisco i& A7 s R 3 e R IW B . HAT, m=ilkBE Os
JoihiE T BRI A SRR A R BEAE S R A W E A2 (Sequoiadendron Giganteum)

(Grulke et al., 1996) . Kkl iLiERE (Fagus sylvatica) (Gielen et al., 2007) . FH# (Betula
pendula) (Shavnin et al., 1999) . *4% (Populus nigra) (Bortier et al., 2000). JA2 (Pinus
elliottii) (Zhang et al., 2011) 25t 4RI4 .

WIS HTEAL R G BB E I EERL, B AT R0H B O3 Wil ™ A= TGP 23 1 AW
A A TR, AR T YN A fF (Didyk and Blum, 2011) . FE#AN RHL
EMCEE S S PURIIR . I8 AR B H IR Nk 7 2R B a A LA LA I 28 ie
JE 52 5 OV BRI 1 B R AN R IR S A W L A DT I i i A

(Smirnoff et al., 2001; De Kok and Tausz, 2001) , [ 1-1 #iid T AENPURMER. 75 bE
HIKZ 5 EAE S5 R N S AR KRR o KSR Y] ik B Os JBh i U5 R A4 W 9t
SN EET R, PURACEEE P S AR O g i B A ) R A 19 5 4% (Herbinger et al., 2005;
Gupta et al., 2005) ; i) Oz BRURMEAR KA R EHGR T Hpte b Y& &, Fenl 2 Jidh g
FE/KF- (Chen and Gallie, 2005). HTIAIMLIR AL AERDI AN A FA AL, 27 AR T 40
P BE TR v Y T 2 40 M A 1 SRS i B M AU S O S 3 AR TG PR 20 1 K
AN, BEITFRARIL A, BHA-A0 B e S84k, DRI R %2 O 1345 (Horemans
etal., 2000; PI&hl et al., 2000) . IR N HUIA L IRIG B O A I MRG0 1 RO 2™ 6 A0
THURLIR A 5 EMIE FORAS, UG ARG R A B AT #kpt e ihia mte Jy, dl
RAFTIN ML P 128 5 B0 S 25 T A W i s AU A 28 ) Tt /K eI L P R R 44, X — i
PR J AR e H ik B B e S, 3 S A e H IR A D4 — b O 35 B i) SCIE I 45 e H JIRAE SR
B AN WAL 4T NADPH SRAERF HOE RS . Ak, 40 M B i oA M iRA 5 w4
G701, HEZ 5 Oz a5 54 3 i N il 545 #2 (Conklin and Barth, 2004) .
Calatayud Z5LLECHFSY T i X 4 FPORE2EAIM AR Pistacia terebinthus, P. lentiscus,
Viburnum lantana, V. tinus ] Os RN, S5HRKW]: O3 Wi FEL 4 PR A JRBGE
HE AT o 2B A P 220 A 1 5, S R e v 1 1 i e A v R A B ] A

HATH =10 O3 i dit: (Calatayud et al., 2010).
17
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By RS AR N 5 — KR BTE Y, Frex iz (Neochlorogenic acid)
£k IRATAEY (Chlorogenic acid derivatives). #itz# (Quercetin-glycoside) 43¢ 3 AT
A4y (Chrysoeriol derivatives). /722744 (Apigenin derivatives). I (Flavonoid-
aglycones) KA G W5E AT R RN TGS B i3k F258 B (BRI 1E ] (Larson, 1988;
Grace et al., 1998). Yamaji=&BF 5T R I Frae AN A K Z=1.5-1. 745 KK O5 2 75 3 B3k
ko #e (Betula pendula Roth) %) it Jv 1) f8 28 (Phenolic acids) . ®y #12% (Phenolic
acid-glycosides) . 32 (Flavonoid) A 3 Wi 112846 &4 2 2 T (Yamaji et al., 2003).
IEAh, JUtnerfIAF T R Oxrit SR =42 (Picea Abies) M i L& W& T =

(Jiitner, 1988); Carlsson53E T[] — MR IBE SR . Oslhlhiel MR IR T R AN AN A
JEFEK (Carlsson et al., 19900, A &5 AL HABBI ST H A7 4E (Saleem etal., 2001).

o Jr X
H>0-

DHA >

7 X Yy 'y -
\ l v —» GSSG NADPH [%

oo - L

MDASA: Hi AP ME; DHA: BAPIRME; ASC: FUAMEELE; GSH: R MAMEHIk; GSSG:

LA 0,7 HNIE T+ NADH: ML IR — BtFRe: NADPH: MHLI IS — i
IR MDAR: SRAUFH ILRIE 5N : DAR: MHAUFTER ILERIE 5. SOD: ML ALY:
APX: FUURILBRITALAINE: GR: 43t Hkis 5

1-1 FEYIAR A PO LR - 15 e H RO A 7R

Figure 1-1 The ascorbate-glutathione cycle in plants

1.3.3 ZEFR

iR BE O B A I Frol Atk [ AL 3 B AT W] A2 (341 Y (Bortier et al. 2000; Paolletti,
2006). BussottiZEA T I E AT W o : B ig K4, AR O PR

18



B WL

Z AR T = AL X 2 i WA AR KR (Quercus robur) F1EE4% (Populus nigra) 4
JeE A (Bussotti et al., 2007); — P AEKTEIABGIK O BT S0l M %M (Cirtus unshiu)
HOGE R % 7 11.4% (Calatayud et al., 2006); 80 ppb O 4L 4t 90K 5 852 i bk
(Quercus mongolica) Y& F N 750%LL I (Yanetal., 2010); #:F 2 1002 ik 57
fiMetaz) T . T Fdr DK, 2 OsiKk FE TT i 3 B AR BRARMA Mo 5 58P 1) F
T11%, SR RSALS R FRIE B 9% (Wittig et al. 2007). 55— J7 1, ik EEOsfl
LK AR A IR S 2 () S e e I A S EAE T, A SR A SR AE G [ 2R i 9 42 (Pinus strobus) P&
KKz A2 (Picea abies) Y4 #iE (Yang et al., 1983; Wallin et al., 1990).

HHT, JCT O JHria FEUM A G Ed 6N [ Jsl RHE AN [F] 2 2 A7 AR — B 4R BEXEA
B 45 e PR 45 8 AR ] (Degl’Innocenti et al., 2003) o KEMFFTIA N K E Of
AR T AL, PRSI R, e B EHRY Sk (COp) A2 3
PR, el AT (He et al., 2007; Xu et al., 2009) ; L5853 IA K4 O3 e Nl
WA T I T AR 41 B Y A R 1, 5- @ R AL (Ribulose-1, 5-bisphosphate
carboxylase/oxygenase, RuBisco) i J & B AR T2, JF5 AR I R 55 52 B4 5%
I (Darbah et al., 2010, Feng et al., 2011) . FEFIHEEEREGOE T R R: Oz e FAEYDE
BRI R RERE — RIS HL W27 K 24 (Photochemical quenching, gP)
J6& S 11 (Photosystem 11, PSID & {Eyaib 25 %0% (Fv/Fm)  PSH SEFryaib 2 m 34
% (OPSID Z5(f)Z8 (Calatayud et al., 2006, Bussotti et al., 2011) . Fsiz b, i FHL
MEARBAT B R SR SRS OB ESRRE, Ok R 2 A ) A 555 )
TELWR LRI P B L RIS T B L, @SOS HUR R AR AT 0 Os W A FH AL s AT R
ik, BETXALY Os Wi FOGH 3 Z T R R R TIR AN 734 (Wang and Kellomaki,
1997) o HETIX—FARMBT LS REY]: O3 PpiE NEYIH F SLIT BERRARAS B 20 5k
N RS DR MIR) COZ M B2 T iy N K —Ff S, T AR SO 2 B 10 st A

134 EKEEMESE

R EE Og B HIHIR AA: K, P UM A Y5 T B HAEHL 305 53 R4 2 R ) 43
Ao b & A= 228 (Wang et al., 1986; Ottosson et al., 2003; Wittig et al., 2009) . FACE 414
T, e 2 MEKZE 15 KRR O KBTI EA LA (Populus tremulaxP.
tremuloides) #tkmE . FERAERK T HIFIK T 20%. 17%, 22T HE BT 5%, AT E
NPE T 20% (Hakioet al., 2007); 1.4-1.7 4% KK Og 4L 6 A1 ZR (1996 4 5 H-2001
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FE 10 H) AT S SR e (Betula pendula) #h AR KRR T 36%, FRmr. 3
BAEKED M T4 T 15%. 20% (Oksanen, 2003) ; 41%f 3 4EAERRUN KA (Pinus sylvestris)
AT TR 1.5-1.6 5 RAIKIE Oz LA 3 NMEKTE, SHEULEAEKTRT
9%, ZEMTEHMBETFET 17%, WRATHEMEE T T 19% (Utriainen and Holopainen,
2001) . Landolt &53%-FF T = I AR BF 50K :  AOT40 B39 0 10 ppmeh, KRN 1LIERE
(Fagus sylvatica) . 18 (Fraxinus excelsior) . BEXJ7RF2 (Pinus sylvestris) . #fja =42
(Picea abies) 4 LM RFL R0 F B 17.4%. 25.5%. 5.6%. 9.9%, [FI, KK LB,
U 385 5 1 R 34 A LU B BE AOT40 F)8 Jnii (2 2% 38 n- (Landolt et al., 2000) .
Meta 7145 B 7R : MATITHLZ O (40 ppb) FECAL-BR b 5 4 B Hh X AR AR Bl kb 354>
AR R B R A R B4 3% (Wittig et al., 2009) . Os [kl FAEMIAR #2449
AR T EER oy IR R AT RE LSS (1) BRI & ks 55 200 5 R ™ Wk B A
JrEAL (Gerantetal., 1996) 5 (2) B RERY) imik Th Be it 2 BO6 G W 1 AR B 73 B 32
B (Grantz, 2003) ; (3) Oz WHE R L5 TABE 2 TS BORG MFIEYIR R
£ (Wilkinson and Davies, 2010) %,

HAT, 2 =ik B O3 MR AR B E FBIF 7T S 8 b TR i v o it LSt it
W ERAE R AE (Feng etal., 2011) o DM KERIGHTFTRY] . ARBFHARGT O5 Bria i 5e
TIAFAEZESE, W PRI TR 5 o BUB (Wittig et al., 2009) , Hiu i 3 S Al It
BErERE AR B 5 (Nali et al., 2004) o AR, 03 3E 87 b X ) A7 5 S B A 1) O BBUR
WA, HIERZHIX B N R LR IR K RS 4 F, A X D A
O e S Bt b ELE B, A G5 T 9 1 T Ji i 5 I«

1.4 N FUBEIRAR
1.4.1 N STP&ERES

N UL HR RS A N JCZE L NHy, (45 NHz. RNH, T NHg™) Fl NOL FITESR, [43%
B R RKAR LR o NSRBI A RIS TE N BEN KRR Z G 4 KA AL 5 KSR T 45
R, Hrh 2y 60-80% 3 LAY R 7 A HDR IR B 2 it 5 i A S RS (Moffat, 1989) . i
P e 7 AR, RN OB T 20 4 TR AR IR 2 . YT FRRIE I K (MY &
Fi 5 B RADI, DI EZARE NH M NOg DL AT A AL N; oo RFEpiE
AR R AR, VIR EEAFEAPLN, BORS CURIRE) NH 1 NOs, A&
NHs. HNOs. NO, %%, TUTREEL L KA N IR 20-80%, Al BLA B A g 554

20



B WL

Z=SiMANA (Sparks et al., 2008) .

1.4.2 N PR RSB

EARIRE N, KR TEHL N 34 A L N: 10 Tg N year™. 44 % N: 90-130
TgNyear) Hiftk N CHAAEY). Jetb. ST TER N LEYD RESEIERES (N
IR KB R 2 (A AT (Galloway et al., 1995) . AZSIHEIW AHHES) T N %
MRAN FEREN DR R, LR, A eHReE . A IE A B s ol
A WAE S FEOCMBLR N AL S Y HR PRI N AT S AT 1) [l M1 K ds5 74
BRG RV, HEI Ak (Matson et al., 1999) . #Eftiit, AJSES~40
WPE N CUE 1860 4 (¥ 15 Tg year™ 3 0% 20 4 90 4E4CH 111 165 Tg year™, 3=
11 %, et 4s Bk N Z i A4 100 Tg N year™ [17K°F (Galloway and Cowling, 2002) ,
iH 5] 2050 4F, 4BRiETE N YR B A F) 195 Tg year™ (Galloway, 2005) . 7ERKIN &
BOW A TAb R IEHIX, N UT#RE 25 kg hm? year™ (Binkley et al., 2000) , i 2 Hii[X Ak
2 K TP TS N s 50 kg hm? year?, Aot 2#d 100 kg hm™? year® (Van
Breemen and Van Dijk, 1988) . 7E A HI%54E, TV A& A48 E p X, JeF NP [ %
TRRILELE 7 4F (1994-2000) (ALY KA N JTBR/KT 4 (64+11) kg hm™ year™.
e E R AL X, Y HT N YRR SR i T 10~20 f% (Magill et al., 1997) .
FRIE M 1990 4ERE/K d N Ui A 73 kg hm? year™ (fF4=. F1J54%, 2000) ; 1998-2003
T g HbIX B K N I3 7KSE A 58.1 kg hm2 year™ (3k{&ié, 2006) ; 2003-2004 Jt it
Bk N PRl 32 kg hm™? year™ (7K55i4%, 2006) ; 1989~1990 L) Az 1998~1999 4 i 4
L AR A AR 7K N T 40 i) A 35.57 1 38.4 kg hm™ year™ (J& [H % | [5142 4, 2001).
WEHHEX 2000 4E KT N LR N 22,5 Tg year™, BEEZIX T AGHER ot K
SN SRR ST, T 2030 4EKA #) 37.8 Tg year” (Zheng et al., 2002) .

HOE AR AESS R 3R S B A T R AN AEAR R Y e 45 BN TR
XA )RS AT H AT /K N PR 2R AR AR AL Rk P AR FE il Ay . AT B X,
TERCEE L WP, AR = K NPT X IR, 20 40 80 4E4R, &M, WRNsEFEAL T
ARG XA N PRI IAIE T R 2%, 4 56 [ 18 2 R ST R iE &I (National acid
deposition program, DADP) FIiE s = IR &AM 4% (Clean air status and trends network,
CASTET) #HATH4E 200 Aufi sd FUTFEAT 60 ANl ntiB IR I T4 (Zhang et al.,
2012) . WM N #2R15256 (Nitrogen saturation experiments, NITREX) ZeE#jk. Fi it |
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F. EE ., Eb. EE. s 7 ANEKESL 8 MNIRIAT A, EXAMN I H  (Experimental
manipulation of forest ecosystems in Europe) 7 il Hd. JI22. #5224 MEEK 6 4
WIS A (Wright and Rasmussen, 1998) . EMEP Wil 45 3 7% . 1998-2003 4 A KR M 14 £
HUIX (1) NOy HE A i/l (20-50%) , iX = ZEHE KA 20 T2 90 4R DAK ik [ 5% 5L itk
TR R e I DA SR B B AR AWM I T . (RN ER KRG, KA
PN SRR ST R, N DU S BRA A ) F ST 1 .

1.4.3 N S BERY A 7S F MM

NHTHE R BIR AN RUTE DOy a3k N =AM AR B — AN Z A SR 7 AE N
B FREANIRYE, K/ N TR IR ™ F i it KoK AR S R ST A g e v, Xt
BERUKAIAEG « AN A S R G LU B 2 FEPESE D T 23 3 B 50 . KU NI
AR P A 2 2 RN MRS R A% LA 7 1
(1) M N PR R EOKE, FEUKKE ST BEDKMIRIESAFEH RN
FAR TR E N A S AHIE N S S 13.6%, 2 BUZ X KRR A . KA
IR R A OREZ4F, 2005) .

i

(2) KA N JUBE) NOg LA K NHY 2 80 3 T by B 22 5K, NHY 1Y 135
PRGN, T S ol T HCA A R P OB T HY, IS 12 3% pH {HF# I (Galloway,
1995) o WRUM AP AR I IANZENE - By L S BRI SR S DOMTIR 5K (VR R ™ X 3k, 3
RO LIV LR IL, RS ECEIEY B, AR U AR, SRR Tk i
ORI, LR ORFFRE ) N R, ISR AR

(3) BKF N YRS AR E FE AT, SEREMAAN N ZI0E B E, Ly
WP N YRS AR 2 i B0, 8 B AR S IR A o6t FoAth
FH B A i W e (Macklon and Sin, 1992)

(4) {E—TERIBIEIEE P, NSNH R TRy 2 AR 1, 5- — BERR IR LG Y
B YDA ER, BN IS RGN IR E RRE ST AR A A K 2 (B
[F) N DCRERE ARG & R ™ AR, 28U )RS . Nakaji &8 R IAE KA &
N AEFET () H A ARFA B BT RuBisco e BEFNTE R 25 FRAIC, xR o 2 T sy,
N/P. Mn/Mg Hff 525 7H & (Nakaji et al., 2002) . Minocha 25 &K I N ULIE2: S8
I RN RSP SB35 T8, BRI ANKE 22 43 1 N SR 45 B 22 1) RuBiisco LA i e & BT,
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AT BRI

i LB CMba fa 70D BT ARS 208 1K AR A 21 (Minocha et al., 2001) &
ARG N R B — B SRR AR N SR IE O IR S5 R A OC,
¥ 25kg hm? year™ 4t N AR ARMZE S R LM N MR (Aber et al., 1998) .

(5) N UTREAIHRRR R A, DS ) Ll (van Dijk et al., 1990) ,
TEMPAS RGN EE LR, SURESREMYFL S AR D RE, RIS 350
A 2 R G EE o RROIRIIESE I N R SEER R W], 20 N NSt m i A A R
28 0 AR T RN S 43 o v T ) B I AR K TR RO A, T I ek 2D A b R ) B o
(Huenneke et al., 1990) . Lilleskov &5 7R+ Hrhn ity — A TNV IX Frs Ik sk 3, B4 N
VIR G0, AN AR 1B B 30 s/ 3 9, TR AR Ak nT Al i S itV H B IS A s A
PIAREARFI 6 B2, AT HAR AR B M (Lilleskov et al., 2002) .

1.5 N TIBESRHT O RE TS 3R AR NT R FF 5%

KT RAN FURERRIA O PR BUEVEREM, AT AR M ATE G — AL A
RN 4518 2 [RAFAER K255+ . Lippert Z84F % ANE] N N &EF, 5 AR =42 (Picea
abies) FIBFFTAS R R mlk B T3 N A PR ROt E 250 O UK 1Y ik
P&kkdnen 1 Holopainen (1995) . Landolt %5 (1997) 43 BT T AN N YT KT R Ry
FIHE (Betula pendula) #)HAEKSH. MR TEASEITIHIN O WINAFAIE, Ak N Ztnfg
W AE—E L F25M% O3 il (P&Ekkénen and Holopainen, 1995; Landolt et al., 1997) ; Pell
S I AE K AEANTE N B R 935 1A (Populus tremuloides) 401 #E4T 2 AN A RIS
= O3 BARALHE, Z5RRI: NS N AT, Ot FEWt sty =%
IR, AR A B B AR AR N AR BRI . Watanable S5 /EX RIANAIER (Quercus
serrata) 2 HDGHEMAERSEIWIFT T RKI, O35 N ALPLZ AL/ BAZHAE] . N T
B2 N AEA) O Jihie i A T BEAEAE A RE ek, HL SR AR AR K B B A R38R 1 114
M (Watanable et al., 2007)

1.6 ARRE

U H 5 O Y T v 2 5 U4 BRIV T MR 9™ MR AL I E 2R R 2 —, 3 2L+
e, S PR SR MR AR AE DG BRYHHE X 32 SR B R 1 O W RN
TFRET KB TAE, @ TR TRERE (SUM06. AOT40) . GRS (AFy) 4
Os WREFRBRIMEYI = AR G2 B VPR, IR SeFTeR e BRI IRAT Og v Jedi il brvik
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(¥ EZEBAHE (Musselmana et al., 2006) « #R1M, 7675 g WP 55 R e E R 1 L X,
TEAREAEDH) O3 Jhia RN T R N5k, — 77 T R GEAL 5 DI Og il i 5% ik
FFEEST, 53— J7 DA EY) Os BURMEPFM AT T T SRR RE . Ak, HHTH) O e
RUKRE EHEY) B S WBTEALRE )y, AL Os BRI . MY TAL Os St B L P
RS Oz WERRBENEZ TG, BTN O MHa, KRR KK Os
VIS ER S INAIUE =T

[ GERRMRB Bl K] O3 BN, 2 FIBFSE 1 2800 Kt A SR TR A2
PEL DI, g AR RS B ER S RO I BRT B RIS S T
T FACE P45 BIFFUN G TS0 BET e 1L 8 e b LK i v g 4 s -
FEE . SIS RIS AR 2 AR AEBGE REAAAE— R B, ELET X BEEE IS R Aol
WFANE RS2 EZS RN O3 paa ma A 2o AL, I I FARAEST B AR AR A2
ARG O3 Wha R N AIE AL I E 7T R AT R G Ak, (B a2 T B, A
] WA Os WM IEL (-5 A% I RE H (1 23 1 IR LI LA KA O HUIERIAE I SER S, F 2R
KR LT Oz FUTER Bl 1) fi o

KN Ui S 2 Og WRIETH i I AAAE K o — D ERTEIA BTG Je ) idl, 5CF N
PORERY AR, £ UHERT T RERUIE, SHEHGREEOFr . AR, ks
N TR N HRAEYI O Wit mia N BARFAE, H AT BB SEAS B, AR AT
BN JUREZAT T RISt 70 32, A LA N TR S UIER R & N
WG PP R R 2 R R R RE R U7 ST N, X5 ARG N AR N DR id A AE
RRZES . L, PEfe N JURBT 58, BB A BT R SE I HARUTREAS RO e S 4 51,
FATRITRE O3 T K N JUREE S T5 3450 MR i i 5 1 ) 2 0L e W . 1
b, GEEFERERT COLIRIET . T RAEMEMRY) Og Wit miy NAFIEWF ST R AR 4Bk
ARSI T
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EZE MRERE

2.1 SRIEHb

SO0 b U WA T 0 T R B AR AR S R G E K ET AR W BT, (29°48" N,
121°47'E) , JBMBI AT TR, DUZRor B, A0 T, R . r
A 16 C, N 7 AR 28.1 °C, BaAH 1 AR 4.2°C, =10 CIER
PG 5166.2°C, A4ETCH 238 K. HIEIKFHAES 13.8 MIm? day™, EFIFEK N
1375 mm, HFZE PR 6-8 Ho HIERAON AT B0, - 5uimig, pH EH KL7E 4.4-5.1
M), BERHEIR A T A AR GTRR I BNAZ PRI AT D IR o DX PR AR LA ety 2K
A ERRA MO T, IR E A LA AL A R EARI I i S bR B R L S i R R AL
WAL FiRR2r 284 (Wang et al., 2007) .

S50 JY1 1) B2 /K s KBRS s AR A A e an 1] 2-2 o, H B/K R B H B I K
(YRR, O B e S e P DA 7 oK b e e H 8 ) K PR S 780 2010 4 5 H 1 H-2010
£ 10 H 31 HIYIE, S8 M8 /KR 898.90 mm, fi: K H /K H 4 50 mm, HBLLE 2010
7 H 26 H (CBW); HEF/KELE 25-49.9 mm e, BA% L RIFRHERRESL 12
Ko AGEE S Ay (2 KD, 6 A6y (2 K. 7 A4 (4K K 10 A% (4 K); LI,
KETETE B FEK 3L T 445.20 mm, 7 W0 B /K R &1 49.53%. 2010 4 6 /] 14 H
-7 3 14 H O IRIEHCIT = A g X HE R 2747, WK 783, [k REIA 306.60 mm, i U A0 %
KA 34.10%; T /EAG RN LG 1A 8 H iy, HFF/KEA 12.60 mm, by I RE K
B 1.4%, SRR

2010 4F 5 H 1 H-2010 4F 10 J 31 3R 55 56 b A BF 4 565 58838 i 14 40766.29 kw 2,
e H g ST i BLAE 2010 4E 8 H 8 H, 4RI HRZIA 468.68 kw m™?, I ¥t H H L4 2010
10 H 25 H, RS 24.36 kw m™?.  HA4R S5 400 kw m? (RS2 HA 13
Ky KBRS AR R R 12.64%;  HARSF SR TR 300 kw m™ (SR K HCh 56 K,
SK 75 B L R R R 1 51.20% . AL 2-1 TT LU HH, AR A B 4 S i 0 X 1 T
Bk, HMERTZE BT AT . SR PRAR W ST, AN 9 F TR AR A B S 588 2 1 5 5
B ARG AR KT A WK R A AR N K
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60

()

I
L (- { KIY
M ﬂ
Il
'l'\\m 11 l'l

| T f T
TR LR AR

T (B)

Precipitation

% K & (mm)

20 |y

Solar radiation intensity
K BH 48 558 % (kw- m?)

05/01 06/01 07/01 08/01 09/01 10/01 11/01
Date

H % (Month/day)

] 2-1 2010 45256 39118 1 B 7K BB A BH A A 9 2

Figure 2-1 Daily precipitation (A) and sola radiation intensity (B) in the experimental site during May 1 to
October 31, 2010

2.2 LT
221 HMK=E

AT SR A ek BT T = AT O BfEfidll, TR/ T 2008 4E4E4],
FARI R RN B, BEIBA IR A0 i PRI GEDGEE 98.3%) « U= I A IE \iUTE,
WKL m, @24 m, B AR, BORAEERER Im ETETEG I, A A
FIZ2 115 m®. O [l % LLLLIE g 99.6% (1 T MV HIFR4EAS (O2) ¥, Ll (3F
F = REMERIBA R A D 4. FZh®E N 750 w B LXBL CUfiE o 14 m® min®)
T8, O3 LRAIRA MR EATF A S, ARE SR s vh iy, A
FNI O3 BRGS0 TAEN, TFTIAEE WA B R ARAIE 553 8 2 YKL
k.

MR RG KT m ERAE K HEA A 5 om B A YIRS . EEH 7 L
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N
BN

11 cm ¥ PVC SUE A, Wil S hliolk . FRA LI E K 80 cm, —uikf i,
LRSS A NL, NMLEKT I s 45 s, /NMLEGEF E A de T8 5 55
FREMTIAY, — Bl ChLEGE XONLIARD =28 B VRIS R . AP
B TUE A R T 50 cm LAE, SNSRI T B O KWL R I HESIE - . I
RIS A EYR SRR, 8 O3 KA R M.

\

i3

WA H 2R T 25 CHRIREIL 80 K, TEAAAE 7. 8. 9 4y, HIEA
T 30 CHIREIL 8 K, HAMMidr: 8 . HI ks EHIE8 H 10 H, 1A
31.29 C; H¥HIEBAEHIMAE 10 H 27 H, 41163 C. 201045 H 1 H-10 A 31 H
AR FF IR = N H B P 3KF o 23,77 °C, B RIASN =S¥ 23.13 C
0.64 ‘C. Mann-Whitney FLFIFE: (Mann-whitney rank sum test) Z5 R EoR: EN . 428
AR IME 2 RAAFAE R 25 5 (P=0.178); M-I Py I 1010 = Pyl 8 i () AR S i
AR, T IR BE AR, AR 0.970 (P<<0.01). b2 TAHX IR 1Y
fHmis, =N 81.60%, “TEW A 82.65%, K+ 1.05%, Bi# L MALAE R %%
7t (P=0.178); JFIE N A AR BE I R AR AR sURFAE 2R ABL, 38 Z TRl AR R &
#h 0.875 (P<<0.01). JF U N AN I — B0k A A2 S A AR A — A0 T 8k
T ARG TR T T S RS AR 5 B

B ARSI AT AR N AT, RGN R 2, IS /KA B, 7-8
A MERT R AN, SRR, SRl K Ay A s, HOL RIS K E 2 AT 20%
I, d/h HIEEKE B 7 710 H, o4 12.95%; 1Mi7E 8 H skt mdmidt . mizEs
0, DR R ALK HER, TS K IR E) 30% LA I, B KK ik 49.44%,
HELE 8 A 19 Hy b4, 8 H20 H. 8 A 21 H3ES /KR HIE 5k 44.35%. 41.99%,
BT 40% (B 2-2).
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60 ®
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5 € 1 5
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w0 —e—  Open air —— QTC (8)
R g AR \%“%‘{gmg 4
S
E = L}_: ?ﬁ
o szﬁm @ %ﬂ@%@x
< L&

oy t

10

120 —o— Open air —— OTC
2 2 100k y&
s S
£ = e i i %? *ﬁ
= F 80 &%ﬂ M ﬁ 5 ‘J
g E ‘f‘%‘ “}# ﬂ&é‘
S w 60l
T

40

05/01 06/01 07/01 08/01 09/01 10/01 11/01

Date

H #] (Month/day)

] 2-2 2010 4F 286 W a) 35 /K B 5 s R

Figure 2-2 Dynamic patterns of soil water content (A) and comparisons of air temperature (B) and relative air

humidity (C) inside and outside open top chambers

2.2.2 R

RATE N R (Cinnamomum camphora) —4E/ESZAEGT, T AS 5% 4TI 2 4
P EE PO, 12009 45 1 AMEAZE NS5 L (/15 cmX HA4% 28 ecm) [¥RIAE:
BRSO M 20 T S S BRI (R 1 D, RHETHUR. B
M. MBS R 0.98%. 1.36 gkgt. 0.27 gkgt. 1.41%. ZARANTHEEE TR

W, JFT 2009 4 4 AR RIAN RS R 92 4B K, 2009 45 H 10 H, #EEK#H—
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FURZHT 90 ¥k (15X6) oMl T IF I 4 H kAT O3 BEZLSEH:, Oz AP (] 4 2009 4F 5 H
15 H-9 J 10 H, 201045 H 1 H-10 H 7 H, MR IEES, WREHHNE, Ko5fEn
A&, AELET R, 2009 4 10 /1-2010 4 3 H A NS4 it & T RE LR iR = A,
4T G % 100%.

2.2.3 KIEAE

O3 AbH 1% KA O3 K (AA) , K O3 W +60 ppb (AA+60) , K" O3 #¢ /& +120 ppb
(AA+120) =K, A O3 AKF A~ OTC EE, #A OTC H 15 BR4LHBENL > A
=, B 5 RR, 20 A R (NOD | i N 30 kg ha™ year™ (N30) . Jifi N 60 kg ha™* year™
(N60) . N FJiinfr 2009, 2010 PHANMEKTEPY 43 12 YGHEAT, 439k 2009 45 H 28 H.
6 J23H. 7H7H. 7H23H. 811 H. 8H27H, 201045 H1H.5H24H.
6 H11H.7 H2H.7 127 H.8 120 H, %KLL 250 ml 4.4 mM &% 8.8 mM fi 4% (NH4NO3)
WRGEHE T TR R, A e LSS R R OK
2009, 2010 WA KT Og AERIIN], SEIGHIIREE Og i 8 /NI HIAME (M8D 733l
7 32.0 ppb. 27.2 ppb, JEEACTHIE, XUy A AR 2010 ARSI A, AT
EZARIKEE O REL el 9 J R 10 HHIEKZA A, BEE KBRS R
BEAIG, MR O3 ERUZEIHILY, G O W —Mefmiik, 1 HutsEgedh 2010 4 5 H 1 H-5
25 HaEE 15 NIRRT, BRI A5 Oz W 2 %3] 15 ppb KUR: 55
—J51Hi 2010 fEIREE Og W HISME I T B ] RERRAT 141X O3 V5 JUIRLAEL 2009 4F H I —
FRRESRE, IX AT REAE PR X I PE Og v Y s i X N st Al St 3 80, T gty 2010 4FIX
WAAREFIE W = 7K (2009 SEAAERE/K R 1641 mm, 2010 4EA4F FF/K &4 1733.4 mm)
AT T RIFEME IR, R 2010 4F O BeFEIN AT 2009 41, S O3 55 HE S HR bR
a1 AOT40 55 SUMO6 7E M EKFEZ [0 Z2 550/ Ak, AR 2-1 DL, AOTAO fij &
) O3 RANZE Fe i L SUMO6 FRbr/), FFl2(E AA+60. AA+120 55 miilk [ Oz AbFK-F
N XS T R B AR AR AEAN R O3 BRI T R h I 22 5. =il O3 LB (=60
ppb) T, SUMO6 il i HAT L AOT40 SR RALH AL . AR S 7 1, S A O3 i
JE— e 6 H A Je 8 H RIS W H B, AR AL

TENFRA RO AN, RERE 5 RBENLAZ R BERE 10-15 K, X/UE O3 IKLRE
ATRENLEE, XA B AR A, AR B R] DL G U ) L U A O
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H

ARSI ZE AR R BN BN, N RGERZE, PRIERE— PR IR P REAL A A ST

R 2-1 SERIYIIA] O B e ol

Table 2-1 Mean of 8-hour average Oz concentrations (M8, ppb), AOT40 (ppm k) and SUMO06 (ppm h) in
different fumigation regimes during the two growing seasons of Cinnamomum camphora seedlings

2009 (05/25-09/10) 2010 (05/01-10/07)
R SEE]
M8 AQOT40 SUMO06 M8 AOT40 SUMO06
AA 32.0 5.8 8.4 27.2 6.7 8.6
AA+60 60.3 27.2 46.4 57.7 26.1 45.6
AA+120 88.7 56.0 75.2 88.1 56.3 74.9

23 XWAHABRSEE
2.3.1 Oz iRE RS REE KD

SEIGIAN], B AN O3 23 HFAX (Model 49i-Thermo, USA) i FFTHA % P 41 i jik
JETHHR 10 em &b O WREEMEATIELL MM, WA if A1 AIRE 4 5 2%, B 30 23 %iont Hsk P34 1H
HAEI AL . TP EIBECHRF A LI-6400 4ME & T AL B3 4T I & (Li-Cor Inc.,
Lincoln NE, USA), & WS AN B K H DSR-TH Y B4 (BL A% T
REAWAE, b, HED BATIE, WEEFEA 30 58 RESATREE . X
AR SRR TR BE AR 2 R G [ 5K AR 2 I S0 A 5 g B M . KR
Hsg it (D, KPa) /il A1 BEAR Y T 22 k73 (Campbell, 1998) .

D=ax exp(TbTaC]x (1-RH) (2-1)
+

a

T ZAUREE CC); RH, MR W Ha. b Ml c 20 mlHUE A 0.611 (kPa). 17.502
F1240.97 (°C). K H ECH,0O 330 £l i & 45 (Decagon Devices, Inc., Pullman, WA, USA)
e L5k, W FE R (A RE A 10 204t

232 R 1AEEREHEES

BERE = AR T4, R O il SR 5 35k, R OEHE. M
2 RIRNTEBE LSS, IRl sk N E KT B R e B H . 2010427 H5H. 8 6
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Hv9H3H. 10 A1 H, *aEpRami ekt i (i mifR =5%) Sk B i 4iet
IrgEvt, ISR i A B E

K/ CLeaf size) MR8 & AR &)y i Py S TR 5 i BB B 2, LR TR C Specifiic
leaf area) [HffiE T 201046 A2 H. 7 J 10 H. 8 J 20 H. 10 A 10 HE X AR M- 21
JIORE I EAT, W EIARZE L1-3000 {455 x0m A4 (Li-Cor Inc., Lincoln NE, USA) 14
AR, WA THEE R TRESE, i BR g ~ 2 A

EE TR = TR/ P (2-2)

233HEFRSEMH R
S A I S R e R A O BEEIE AT E , F G a3 AL SPAD502
(Minolta Corporation Ltd., Osaka, Japan) H{¥ ], PR 7% 32 24X A5 -1 v LAS i
ANTF] Ry W 2 A B HE AR, 5 SRS S 3 K AR (SPAD fED, 6
N, ARG ERAERE, AT ST 0 AL ORI . G BRI A R i
T 0.9 cm? ({t [ A BE T, AE 4CHREFRET T 4 ml 95%[1) R R LB A 48 /NN, SR
W 5E SEHUBAE 664 648, 470 nm BACHIEOGAE, 4l Lambert-Beer & ft:

A = Kbc (2-3)

Horb AWWROEIE ;. KAWOEREG b W IEE; ¢ Wik L. 4itis il Lichtenthaler
(1987) B IEAXFIVHEI 2R a. H2ra b USRS b & . KAl SPAD502 i4¢
AR 2 S B R g OO T2 AR R ZLE X, AESR0EIX T
JERIBAARAT s AELTZE AP X I LB 50t — AR (R I A HH A Kl 650 nm 1)
LIS 940 nm (T ZLAME, BAHYIM R e, 2t 2B, R B
RIGRFR 3B Py e B e 40 SO A L ) A 5, I ZEAM G R R 32 252 00 1M Bk
I J5 P8 85 5 TGS DU R 5 R AR5, 200G U 5 4 AID B as Mo o B v A5, AR P
A IX L5 5 TR SR 2 A &5 &, Koo SPAD i

IR/IR

SPAD = Klg( 0) (2-4)

HHEBG IR NG G L LA GIRE s IRy A M RN AT IRIT LM IR R,
AL R INZDERE ;s Ry AHIIGLLEHRSL
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TEEX A H o AT W Y O B EAR IR e it s 7138 B9 i kA7 37 FL N4 B4 1 om
B, A VRIRAFT-80°C LA AEBIFTLME S HT . N % (Malondialdehyd, MDA) 55k
FHBRAR I B Z BRVAM 5E = FRIX 40-50 mg ¥ ¥R FE M, N FE THTES, 5 2 ml 6% =5 &
1% (Trichloroacetic acid, TCA) MR G LA M, FHR IR 2] sml 5.0 Ed, 4°C
11T 13000 X g 2.0 15 734, B0 FIE RS 5%I¥E AR I L Z R (Thiobarbituate acid, TBA)
VEWUIR &, 75 95 COKIAmH I 15 73, [ONAKZR Ol 20%FH) TCA Z2 i, [ 4 8000
X g B 54y, FERSIL LSEWOET 4500 532, 600 nm K FINELE, MDA S|
N FETESL A (Heath and Packer, 1968):

Cuipa = 6.45x (Aygy — Aygo) —0.56 A5, (2-5)
HHCyonr MDA &iE, HALH umoleL™s Ay~ Ay~ A 774 532, 600, 450 nm %
KA

BRVEIAEE R, W JFU PR AR (Ascorbic acid, AsA) HEKF Fe* it il Fe?*, Fe? It —
B HEEE Ca, o —bipyridyl ) N AE A B2EY), Z4-SYIREEIIR 525 nm K BO
W, AR BT DA H ik S R TR LR s AR JRBERE (Dithiothreitol, DTT)
FAELAE N, BAPUARIMER (Dehydroascorbate, DHA) #{id J5i 4y ifs J5 B HTIR ML IR, SRIGHE
o SR A B IR (14 7 et 7 20T UK DT IR 5 ity S AR R P 22 AR 1) R TR I T
N-Z 5 Dk e i (N-Ethylmaleimide, NEM) %[ (Okamura, 1980).

MPUAAGRE I 2 K H FRAP 3 (Griffin and Bhagooli, 2004) ¥l 5E, LARE#SIL 5 Fe®*
BRI Fe” BN, 2, 4, 6-=ALBEIE = (2, 4, 6-tripyridyl-s-triazine, TPTZ) f£7E4¢
TF, HPPEA TR Fe* iR 5 o Fe™, FEIBRAE 593 nm % BEEAT & A6 Y
Fe*-TPTZ S &5W), HWOGRE S RN AR R P HUA ) & PR MG R . 20-30 mg WA V5AF
TR N RS W R T 2 ml ARBR AR HCh T0%IR 0K ZBERs T, 4 °C 4 AR 3000 rmp
B0 20 Z3%f, WREX 10 pl B0 s, JEH 90 pl R B FOKHFERE, ARG 5B £ 1) 900 ul
FRAP & 28 Wil S MY 40 3 b 52 S B =0 G « FRAP M AA 28 il 26 1 R = 300
mM B Sh 22 i (Acetate buffer, pH=3.6), 10 mM 2, 4, 6-—=HHIEHEE =R 20 mM
FeCl3 6H,0 ¥ if% 10: 1: 1 LBl & I 37 C.

23 4MHRTTESESH
A ICESELRE K. BRERMAMEERNEE T IouR oI ICr& (Vario ELII,
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Germany) #EAT, M4 85°CHLFEM T R E T, MaEwtEE 100 Hif, HUKZ 12 mg AN
Gift, UABSMNAREE, AT

235 REERABH

HIBC & A 2O = (6400-40) HIZLAM AR 7 #r & 4t LI1-6400 (Li-Cor Inc., Lincoln NE,
USA) TGRS NAEYIM SRS R . JOURHIESR S48, BFREOEEEE (Py).
SALTRE (Gs). Jila] CO e iE (C). &M (Trmmol). MR T OGRS 11 (PSID
FARZERCR CF)TFE D A2 KRB (qP) RS N T8O R TR (Dpgy) 25,
KAy FI % (Water use efficiency, WUE) KA Py Ci LR . BT il e 34) 76 1 B H
47 09: 00-12: 00 HEAT, Yk 73 &% F 4 1200 pmol-m™? s (UMLAIZK T, CO, il it
5 ml F AR A, 8% B [ 5k 380 pmol-m™® ™, Il IYIA) M-SR . MRS B E N
3040.5 ‘C. 6045%. Pyl Al bife e RE<3 HFERA Midsk, Fra st
2 Og M TSR i Fr AT

BT 45 20086 & A 88 (FMS 2, Hansatech Instruments Ltd., Norfolk, UKD, X} Hi&E
WA R R i KA 7R (PvIFm) BEAT IR . 1 1 e DGR BE & Y 30 43
b, FTIFRAEE (0.6 kHZDD, MIELF,, ARJG A — sREFLERT R 1s, 5J% % 8000 umol-m™? s™
MR FE R G 1N RO ICH LR KRG F, . R TE AR AT
(EHIE

FiF = Fm-F) (2-6)

W38 Z-CO, W JEE Wi W 1 25 (A-C; response curves) 3 i3 i 7l & 380+ 200, 150. 100.
50. 400. 600, 900. 1200, 1500 pumol-mol™ CO, ¥ X IV [ )6 4 i AT A4, TTEG I
B A B EE T 1200 pmol-m™® s™ HIRDGHR FHEAT 15-30 #8106 iE S, LMIDERZE 1 w4
TR, R = . R S B E I R R RF— 2. M4 Long 11 Bernacchi
HITVE G E I KRR (Vema) s IKHL TARIBIE R Jnax), FHFMHES] 25 CKF,
DL {0 & 2 A b (Long and Bernacchi, 2003).

2.3.6 B

FR 4 FCT- 1l J5 B, SR Dynagage i f% /%4 SGA9-ws (Dynamax Inc., Houston, Texas,
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USA) IR AZ A B T sl A . I 6 MRIKH—Bu sl (42 9.7-10.3 mm), 71k
A 3R 15 om (AL T BAT, PR AR TS50 5007 4T B P2, PR K 4
B FfR, FF TR W ST AE (Canola oil), FiILdE%k, F& )2l LARH IEW T8 i 5
S 2 R R AR o AT SRS 2 BT AL BRI PR T, A% R AR AE 26T A IR — )2 G4
AN, LABH IRV B A s s e i B il DB 1k S AMINR AR S e, 222y
RV A T e A L, 2 B PO IR 4R 9 CAlluminum bubble foil) . %3510 5% 51 CR1000 i %
Egerh, A 10 PO, R 2010 4F 7 A 1 H¥FR#] 9 A 27 H. SERRIR
(E AR F Y- 7 A - AU A T R A

Qf =Pin - Qr - Qv (2-7)
F=Qr / (CpdT) (2-8)

Q> Pin» Qrr Qu 73 IR BN TR T A AR (O RS, IS AR (TR,
W ARG SHE QhD . ARG SHE R FRARIEE (ghh: Cp, KL,
2T 4186190 CT AT, HIMBZE M SR MR E 2 .

2.3.7 BEERIEIR

FIFH LI-840 CO»/H,0 43 #74% (Li-Cor Inc., Lincoln NE, USA) 3E47 4 Bk WK 3ok 5
5, e RGTIBUEE 44 cm X 44 cm X 120 cm B8 & M A A . BORE . A, T
F. i uE eSS . B AAE BT 40 cm. 80 cm AL A ThE 100 w ) XU [ 1 7E A X
SEREQN, KU AR BN T ARSI N AR, B R IR SR EE CO, X sk, W
SRR, CRHEACE TR AN, OB, NSRRI, TR, o
JEFRA G HEN COp 43T CHAT IR BERSIN , 28 ok BEAS I P AR AR 2% 53— FF DTk HH O e
SR B IR R BB AR Y o 0TIk RErh CO ¥R AL AR 4R £ 420 pmol-mol ™,
10 s PE—Wid sk, Al ok 15 20f. R HERR I G AR R A1 A S H 5

R:(CO—Cm)xVix% (2-9)

Horp R BRMPGE R, ¢, WiC LA CO K, HUE K 420 umol mol™; ¢, Mic 244
COMSE; V R EMM, BACH L, BUER 232.32L; V,, KR UEEEIRIER, A5
HIT bR ARR UG 22.4 Lol ™ T icsimtie], Bk s, AHFSEHEUE ) 900 s.
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2.3.8 £ KB

SN, ARSI T T R BT, SR IE R . A R
Pl A 25 B v, SR 100 om RERRA N s FEAR A/ NIE 2 10 em Ab4i 3254
7 ) E3bR R REEOS N A BORGE T S A A TV bR S R
FHAS IR I 0B 7 o A7 3 14 25 1 0 5 S 5 T 7 — s BR3P (0 it A K, i A K i
R BB LRk A A K

2394EMERESHE

2010 £ 10 HhAu, XHPTA SCRR A RTREA TR, WERIF ST RERR A T AN L Bt
RNFENERG SR gl 73 g by R By, IR BRI B (1) L R RORLEA T /N O . REAR A
i+ 80 CHUAHL T RIEE, FREIFTHFAEMRAEY R 2t EE o> it MR AP LU AR

2.4 BRESHT

KT SASY-E BT HHR 01 (SAS 9.1.3, SAS Institute, Cary NC., USA), EHIXUH & 7
FERBIRUAS 56 O 55 N AL B KD = 205018 B A 2080 I8 S 2 5 o A 0 3 PSS 8 R A A 560 B i) P
ORI AR B AR S . 56 S 2 LR I Tukeyik, O340 B ENALBE 2 (A7 A 2 35 AL
HAERI, 23R MAEA FINAEBEZK T 3O B 2 AT s MR Ab B 2 [A] A2 B A
A RER, HORAEEA G R B R R RPN, AR B R AL A [ KF
ST 2 B AL Gevk oM Al i SE AT 50 7 2555 PR S A0 AT IE AR TERT S, kAN 2 ik
ZAF I HEATR B e . P<<0.05I, W\ A 2RI F) B K.
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3.1 HAR{HEER

FARENT Fr Og 07 FREIR T2 BRI i Fr L3100 H L3 (8 AR B R B (o BB
. M ABGIR AL . 2009 4. 2010 4E 161 O3 19 F RIS H LTI K IR O3 Sk 8
K (AA+120). F/NKREE N ZHEINSAE (N0 R e BRIk H G B (¥ AOT40 4351k
32.68 ppmeh. 30.81 ppmeh.

g . 10
g ¥ zzzzz 30 June,2010 (A) (B)
c N
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Figure 3-1 Effects of elevated ozone and enhanced nitrogen on the symptomatic leaf percentages of
Cinnamomum camphora seedlings
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SR BETT e 5 BB A A S A B PR 1) S

K3-1 B/RT 201046 H30H. 8 H6 H. 9 H3 HAM O35 N bF T, L)
FEIRI F GEARTIAR =50% I F T AR (5 SRl i i B o bl BEE O3 B &I Iy
WK, FRELHEIRI F LLlE#t T K Oz WREEM 60 ppb 4&AF T, AEIRI F 47T 6
H 30 H V¥ spkgh ik B 2.82%, 8 A6 H. 9 A 3 HIX—Eufi43 1% 3.61%.
6.34%; EIKIE O3 B2 FEEAE L) R Eel BT, 2010 49 H 3 H, AA. AA+60.
AA+120 S Oz KAL) S0 B FIREAR I v LA O 1.55% . 6.34%. 7.17%. N 2=t AT
ARG ) Os e FHAER, 8 H 6 H, 5 NO KFAHEL, N30. N60 7K-F F ekt
F L4 BB T 53.44%. 62.45%; 9 H 3 H, AN LLEI4r 5% 43.99%. 47.03%. #Xifi,
N it 0 A B i O AL A Bl B FER IR N, 3 Z [MIANAFAE B A HAE ], R IRy
FEGHT R PR AL BEAE FLIRON Y. P Bk 0.53,

3.2 tEMHmEFR

JET BN B 220 W O3 AR S5 2009 4E A b - AR 2 25 18
(P<<0.01), 1fi%f T 2010 AEAH B (W E I AIE BIGe Tt WK (P=0.06); N AL FEH
Pl RS - EE I TS 8/ (P<0.01), 1f Oz 5 N AIAS ELAR 1w Al i ok B
TR A = A 250 (P>0.05) 0 At — UCR A R UF, AAS I 2] Og AL HT SN L THIAN
RS A48 N AR 2 2 AN AT 2009 AEAR I b BB ATE IR W RSB Wl b (2010
8 H6HK9HIH, PHEHAM/NT 001 /& 0.05), itk 2010 4FAEM: Jy i 3B AR
—x (2010 £ 6 J] 2 H, P<0.01) KZ = (2010 48 J 6 H, P<<0.01) MW H; Os
Je N ASFRIAIAE L ASUNAEAT AR — DO P B AT B 8 25K 3005 22 B LLAL A T RIS
Zhit: Og KhHR A Tt b Lem IR 726 B 25 ma s 1 N6O /KT N AR HE 3505 v vou il
(2010 4F 8 JJ 6 H & 9 H 3 H) 1 2009 4FAE v EE IR L NO 7K1 5l 2 FEAIK, N30 /K
N Ab3E 5 3550 2009 4F A F FLmt IR BEAR,  (H N AE B B /K7, B4R N30 5 N60
FRALFR K2 [ Z2 e AN B35 0T 2010 44 Fy 25— O0N (2010 4F 6 H 2 HD 1 N30
S N60 7K N A3 G 0L FE - IR 2 25 FRAIS, M AE 28 = OBl (2010 4 8 H 6 )
AT N60 7KF N Ak B3 B0 e A 2 BEAIG, N3O ZKF N A 3 A R85 2 2010 4
A R LG TR R B, ARV AR IA B B (B 3-2).
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Figure 3-2 Effects of elevated ozone and enhanced nitrogen on specific leaf area of Cinnamomum camphora
seedlings (From top down were observations made on June 2, July 10, August 20 and October 10, 2010; left

and right colums represent 2009- and 2010-emerged leaves, respectively)
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3.3 HRX)

AA+120 7K1 Oz AL B EUCE AL BT Fr W2 A2/, 10 AA+B0 K1 O AbBEA Wl 2 5
I F R/ N30 B N6O 7K1 N AR R4 38 2010 4EAE M 7 AL/, i A N60 /K1 N Ak
BN 2009 SEAEM RN A W S . AR, ARSER T, O3 55 N PR BEAE SN I ok
INFTTARAAEZ HAEH, 433X 2009, 2010 4EAEM WK o ZE T4 BB oR: #Fh
KB BRAT ARG B IR P B3 73 4 0.38 A10.27 (& 3-3).

40
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o a a
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Figure 3-3 Effects of elevated ozone and enhanced nitrogen on the leaf size of Cinnamomum camphora

seedlings

3.4 EHFREK

SR, EEXRTE AL EAE K S E R R R R RO T T 10 s, W
HHI A 200045 H23 H. 6 H26 H. 7 H28 H. 9 11 H. 2010 44 H 27 H.
5H27H.6H30H.8H6H.9H3HMA10H1H. HES 3 MAERKRSH I
R, W IAE Bk, RIZ 0T 2081777 (MANOVA), i O3 Ab#E. N AR K & A8 |
RNBEAT 37, TR 2 050 B Wilks'd JH W5 HERER P (. 45 R an3k 3-1 Iz B 2009
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E5 H 23 HLLAN, Of AN F Al v A IR M ik B et s N RPN AE 2009 4F
AKFEREI, 2010 FFAEKZRIA BB 3; 2010 458 H 6 HIWMlE &I O3 5 N A2 B
P {ti/NT 0.05, PAARE (K7 20T idan: 2010 4E 8 J 6 H O3 5 N ACFEAE sEmi ka4 1 -
FECEASEINP A 0.05 (R 3-2). BT BIRFSL, FATAR: O35 N AR A4
g KT AL BAEH], 2 H B A Oz AP 3 AN/K-F- N AR FE 3 ANKF AT .

%+ 3-103 5 N B A ish i A K S HCE N 2 e g w4 1

Table 3-1 Multivariate statistic significance of the effects of elevated ozone, enhanced nitrogen and their

interaction on the growth of Cinnamomum camphora (L.) Presl seedlings

2009 2010

05/23 06/26 07/28  09/11 04/27 05/27 06/30 08/06 09/03  10/01

0s 095" 0.717 076 082 0.76° 083 085 073 067 064"
N 0.98™ 0.87™ 056 029" 033" 028" 023" 018" 015" 013"

*

O5>N 0.88™ 0.89™ 0.84™ 0.80"* 0.83"™ 0.88™ 0.86" 0.77 0.83"% 0.84™*

MANOVA, Wilks'A,"P<0.05, ““P<0.01, ™* not significant

ST AR RN 07 220 M 4 R e 3-2 Fivn: Os AbFT AR 4l Bk v (1 5 a2
2009 FFARIE B Ge vt W 2, 15 2010 4 K Z= 8 H A LLS Os A BE W 2 il 1 MR A2 1, AA+120
WPE O3 FEMANHIHRE &K T AA. AA+60 /KT Oz 4B (K 3-4 A); O3 kB R AR
KR SR B, 2010 ARA KRG AA+120 ¥KFE Oz 2B R4 i AR B /N T
AA. AA+60 ZFEZH (18] 3-4 B). N AFIX PR FEARAIE M4 A 2009 4F 6 H 26 Hlll&
THGRIN B35, HA ks e N60 P S35 m T AL, MiE427E N30, N60 4b 2
PR E T A (K 35 Ay B)o AA+120 IR Og AL FARLN I 4 i % 2 T ] O
41 (3-4C), 2009 KA W S HEA 2010 4FAEKZE, N30, N60 AbFERZ &)y it 1 £ ok 3%
Z T NO XL, HMAS N AR 2 ngh it b 8oe il Bl gt B3 (3-5C).

% 3-3 % 2009, 2010 MM KT RS bk FAngion A A AE KR EAT T
P, a0t A K S AR KT AR 5 A K AR KR PR A0 2508, A AR = 4
SHAEK RSV KARFRI LA . K 3-3 i LAE H: AA+120 ¥KJE O3 Kb HE P EF R4 1
2010 “FERR Ao AR KB R E FRAK, 2010 A EAR AR KB AE AA+60. AA+120 WS Oz #bEE R
BB ZERRG WANEKTZRAKE, AA+L20 IKIE Oz XAk . TR0 A K i ik
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PG EE . AA+L20 WA O; Kb FE S 3FAESTE 2009, 2010 M A4 K-Z= Mikkkm .
R K W TR T N AR ICIRE N30 18 2 N60 7K 34 2220 hn T & R4 Ak 55
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Figure 3-4 Dynamic charatersistics of the stem height, base diameter and leaf numbers of Cinnamomum

camphora seedlings under different 0zone concentrations

42



= MR SEREK

% 3-2 03 55 N AL FEX i gy v A KSHUY i B34 M
Table 3-2 Significance of the effects of elevated ozone, enhanced nitrogen and their interaction on the stem height, basa diameter and leaf number of Cinnamomum

camphora (L.) Presl seedling

2009 2010
ARARNE SRR
05/23 06/26 07/28 09/11 04/27 05/27 06/30 08/06 09/03 10/01
(o} 0.39 0.12 0.11 0.19 0.14 0.05 0.10 0.02 <0.01 <0.01
P (cm) N 0.91 0.41 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.04 0.03 0.02 <0.01 <0.01
03N 0.97 <0.79 0.14 0.14 0.21 0.29 0.23 0.15 0.19 0.66
O3 0.55 <0.01 0.17 0.83 0.10 0.08 0.10 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
FA%(mm) N 0.68 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
03N 0.08 0.22 0.26 0.08 0.23 0.43 0.65 0.36 0.49 0.19
O3 0.83 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.02 0.07 0.03 <0.01 0.03 0.15
e N 0.87 0.02 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.01
03N 0.58 0.45 0.83 0.84 0.73 0.85 0.74 0.05 0.23 0.20

Vi W Bl A0 B 0 Ao AL Bl A IE &
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Figure 3-5 Dynamic charatersistics of the stem height, base diameter and leaf numbers of Cinnamomum

camphora seedlings under different nitrogen loads

35 HMERNBRE5HE

AR K S T 42 2009 2010 AEA:IH, Og AbFR AT F AR 41 1T bR I THI AN
AR W R (R 3-4). N JINJGIE 2 N30 /K, i N60 /K 1133 2009. 2010
AN IR R A O N60 /KF N AR FE 2010 A S TR,
R T N3O P4 k)T 2009 AR A S T E, N60 55 N30 K- N Ab3
HZ AR R E S (R 3-5). MM EKTREELI, AA+60. AA+120 JKFE O
KBRS G BOF AT L) T A i ARG, T AA+L20 R O3 W] TR
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RGN E R IOIE . BAEWEAE AA+120 W O3 AbFE R B MR, T7E AA+60 WKJE
O B PN ARIBENZevh B3 . N30. N60 /KF N AP (L T A4 Rk, H
o R s A E AR, H N30 55 N60 BANKCERAL L M 25 W . phAh, ARSEE
AA+120 WKJE O AL FEUEEL) ik L EE o> B R &6 ARy & LA W2 Ther, Al NGO
KA N AR P HOX — LU W25 T, AE AA+60 W Og. N30 /K- N A FER, F i
By o S R LI A R, (AARIA RIS W (GR 3-5), O35 N ARFIfE
SN B R 4 H A )RR B AR A IC T T AN AE BB A BN, (3R 3-4)
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Table 3-3 Post Hoc multiple comparisons for the absolute and relative change in stem height and basal diameter among different O3 or N treatments. Numbers are

Mean3SD (N=30). Distinct lower case letters and upper case letters indicate significant differences between O treatments and between N loads, respectively

PR S 50 A2 K B (em) FEAR Y] 2 K B (mm)
S AR
2009 2010 Mk 2009 2010 Bk
AA 16.445.8(32.5%)a 11.844.6(17.6%)a 30.247.0(60.0%)a 2.940.7(61.7%)a 2.740.8(31.0%)a 6.4+1.5(136.1%)a
AA+60 15.345.9(31.9%)a 10.246.1(15.9%)a 27.047.6(55.9%)a 2.940.7(63.1%)a 2.340.8(26.2%)b 6.241.4(132.0%)a
AA+120 16.147.0(33.0%)a 5.8+1.9(8.8%)b 22.48.3(45.8%)b 2.740.7(56.4%)a 2.140.7(24.7%)b 5.541.3(113.5%)b
NO 14.044.2(28.1%)A 7.443.9(11.6%)A 22.345.0(44.9%)A 2.340.5(34.1%)A 1.530.5(57.4%)A 4.540.7(93.0%)A
N30 14.745.5(29.6%)A 9.745.3(14.9%)AB 25.647.3(51.206)A 2.940.5(45.4%)B 2.540.5(81.5%)B 6.340.8(130.8%)B
N60 19.147.3(39.7%)B 10.845.7(15.8%)B 31.749.1(65.6%)B 3.440.6(52.0%)C 3.020.6(92.9%)C 7.340.9(149.6)C

e A KR, AR

BAr) — KTk R,

MR AR, AR E
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Table 3-4 Significance of the effects of elevated ozone, enhanced nitrogen and their interaction on the whole seedling leaf area, leaf weight, stem weight, root weight,
total biomas and shoot/root ratio of Cinnamomum camphora (L.) Presl seedlings

SEGPIE 2009 rEAR 2010 MAY 2009 METEL 2010 T EhTE M EASEYE S RTE FSYAEE7/L G I oA (=

O; 0.63 0.98 0.19 0.50 0.02 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.02
N <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
O5>N 0.89 0.99 0.94 0.99 0.86 0.93 0.39 0.65 0.79
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Table 3-5 Post Hoc multiple comparisons for leaves area (cm?), leaf dry weight (g), stem dry weight (g), root dry weight (g), total biomass (g) and shoot/root among

different O3 or N treatments. Numbers are Mean2SD (N=30). Distinct lower case letters and upper case letters indicate significant differences between O treatments and

between N loads, respectively

S b P 2009 H-fIFR 2010 AR 2009 HtH# 2010 M BT A5 FSYEEL7/ )y Hh b/ LA
AA 1189.84248.7a 1245.44413.1a 10.5%2.4a 9.643.3a 28.518.6a 34.947.5a 83.5+19.7a 1.3840.17a
AA+60 1189.24238.8a 1244.44391.0a 10.2+2.3a 9.443.2a 27.4411.0ab 31.748.5b 78.7422.9a 1.48490.24ab
AA+120 1144.24351.2a 1234.64400.3a 9.643.0a 9.143.1a 24.648.6b 28.347.6¢ 71.6220.7b 1.5240.18b
NO 903.24203.9A 866.2+189.7A 7.5H.7A 6.3+.4A 17.3#4.2A 23.0.7A 54.149.3A 1.3740.20A
N30 1283.1+198.1B 1165.2+217.1B 11.0H.7B 8.7+.7B 26.7%3.8B 32.3413.8B 78.6+7.7B 1.4530.14AB
N60 1337.0+217.2B 1692.9+195.3C 11.8+1.9B 13.0#1.5C 36.547.4C 39.745.2C 101.0+1.3C 1.5640.24B

48



= AR SRR K

3.6 ME5THE

Oghb B H A A5 4y 1 i ] 2RI W] 2 O A R I Pl 2800, WS (OB A
BEHeAS . AEIRAE 2425 # (Populus deltoids>Populus trichocarpa) (Ryan et al., 2009). [
I (Fraxinus excelsior) (Gerosa et al., 2003). FE#EBk (Prunus serotina) (Lee etal., 1999).
Kkl 42 (Picea abies) (Brown and Roberts et al., 1998). ¥k#Quercus faginea, Q. pyrenaica
and Q. roburZE A 9T A i (Calatayud et al., 2011). ASzE, 2009, 20104E 7
RE I R4 m A3 SR X Y. ) AOT 404 5124 32.68. 30.81 ppmeh, Gerosa%5JE-OTC
() SEERTT 7. 2003, 2004 AN A KM 1L ERE (Fagus sylvatica) - F w451 a] i
AEIR IS D R AOTA0- S5 A 7K 73 REARBUAT % /KO 4 8 A2 1 DL B 73 %3l 9 23.34., 18.79
ppmeh, T4 F 435 427.55. 24.45 ppmeh (Gerosa et al., 2008) . Calatayud 45X} ELAj
IY T oA X SR ERQuercus ilex 5 1 ARQ. faginea, Q. pyrenaica, Q. robur KOsl eIk,
SR RW]: 2006 2007 4F P A S 56 2= v e AR I B R 4 S RE RO I R AOTAO . Vi [
23.66-28.83 ppmehZ [A], 1 ZRARAE P AE S5 K tHBLOs 15 F0ER (Calatayud et al., 2011),
b oMb A I S B AP IIE ST s s BIOME B (Olea europaea) 4 11 7E P A~ A K ZENF+
(Non-filtered air plus 40 ppb O3) AbFH il FE o [FIFE AR I H W] W i A ek (Ribas et
al., 2005, P4 Ay P | MV Rty HL DX T A7 0 e ) iR A, L O Al i 5 0 i oty 5 P-4
SEAH, K LL Hb P AR SRAE I RS . Orendovici Bt X 635, PHRRA0FHAS M Ff ) Osfifr it
REORBEAT WIS, WA AOTA0 L 4 F R T A7 A5 B 2% 2S¢ & (Orendovici et al.,
2003), ASEEGH, BHAE O5i B2 (138G v S Jk i N IR R E G, AR Fr i 23 EE W 8 BT (&
3-1A. C. BE); NARBLEA LN p iR F L] ) 2 F# I (J813-1B. D+ F), X5 Thomas
SEAE R 1L B (R sylvatica) IR =42 (P. abies) 41 BT 5T 45 S AH A= (Thomas et al.,
2006, 2005), Ozt NALFRAE 52 M A A )y v 05 BRI ANFAE BB 3 HAE

ARSI, QA HR S FAR A P FE I TR A R 50, B0 b o g S Ao ¢
FEE (Quercus ilex) A (Olea europaea) [KIHIFFT A & IO KA I F HE M- T AR 1) b
F5W (Ribas etal., 2005). NACLBEGEE L)AL TALS 2, )y 58 B 1,
I 2650 JE 5 R SR (R OB T, 3R 2 PRk — T T A AR J 2 330 0s ™
HGIE AR P (B AR ARG L B 5y — 7 IR B v H SV RS B B DG & Bk )
tte )y, TR e AR AT R T S8 A A0 A 2 B8 ) O3S 58 (Bytnerowicz et al., 2004;
Matyssek et al., 2007; Bussotti, 2008).
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AA+120( O T, A4l 12009, 2010440 Fr38 45N (KI3-3 A, ©), X
L5 Ginthardt-Goerg %% 7t T £ ¥t (Betula pendula) Og i} 30 % I #F 53 15 1 () 45 18— 3%
(Ginthardt-Goerg et al., 1993). /MK A H] T Ol S A 245 Fr () s A 125 L i
A%, NI TR i ME O VS E G T o NAL PR A RE G BUE AR 4l i i 7 8 25 2 /)
(E3-3B. D), #Aifii, A HOz40H5 NAL BEFE 5E W A& A v K/ N7 AR AL H
((IEP

PIAEKTE AA+120 JK°F Og A0BE A0 T A Ragl bk JARgan AR K i, A
NN RN 3 LA 2010 4F. 2009 4F O3 AEFE AR XA AN M AL K= F il 2
SN, RS JT B UE T A RAE R B A, T B AL 3 B R AR A e A1
HAT IR R ) O3 HitE (Calatayud et al., 2011; Paoletti, 2006); &5 —J5 ¥t H], O Xl
WA K i HLAT IR AN (Ollinger et al., 1997). b4k, MFEFT . FEARM O Jipid i 1
ZRJTHKRE, AA+60. AA+120 WKJE O34 33 2010 fFEFHES) i AT A K it Wl 25 PRI,
1M Og XAk IR I N, A 7E AA+120 WRBEKE NIASI R, R ) A KA m AR
HAT &1 O3 BUsk

N AbEE 32 2009, 2010 PIANERTFEA LN R R . FARL A KR BB R, Mros 4
AR N60 /K N ARBUKP MIARIEE, mAAingaxt £ KR N30, N60 /K N
AEPER Y B ERR, B Rl AR ) A AL ) AR OGS N A i Y BE RS B 2 2R AL,
LK TR LXK N AR T ERH6 22424 (Pinus sylvestris) 4l A A K & 2
FIN, MRS SR 2% (Utriainen and Holopainen, 2001) . N jifi it 4 4= K fR A2
HERGN A A B B G 4% B4 Castanopsis sieboldii - (Watanabe et al., 2008). #k## Fagus crenata

('Yamaguchi et al., 2007). Kkl =42 (Picea abies) (Thomas et al., 2005). Z%25# (Populus
balsamifera>®. trichocarpa) (lbrahim et al., 1997) rhf5 K EHRIE.

Os Jipits S S0H A A= A 2 8 3% I (Wittig et al., 2009). AWfFTer, RRgiipag&
F AA+120 ¥R Og AP T EA LN LM R 25 R (14.3%). AA+60 K/ Os T,
TR AV R R T BRI AR IS BN Gt W, B0 V& it B A i AR AR (Quercus
serrata). [AA/KFH X (Fagus crenata) %)% 50K IN: FremA K2 62-85 ppb ik
JE CHARSIE T AA+60 W AH ) O Ab2E S BURIAK LW AR W35 R0 (12-29%)
('Yamaguchi et al., 2007; Watanabe et al., 2007). {5 H1FRifE# S A A5 HR (Quercus ilex)
JHH: (Laurus nobilis) [RIBIFFEHR A K B B Oz X AEM B AR 211 2 4%, (Calatayud
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etal., 2011; Nali et al., 2004, & LAk M v B4 b FAT B0k K Os B it . Bt ASEE:
Hi, N Ab# (N30/N60) ‘PEAR4 i AR YA B W, N B ALY S O Wi 80
IR IR, A BN, g AR W T X R 4 K7 ] (Fagus crenata) %))
B R BISE G597 (Yamaguch et al., 2007). Watanabe 258157 7 AR N it hn 4644 R By 45
KR Castanopsis sieboldii 1] Oz FHERY, 59 EIR: O35 N AABRAEXS 4 bR 44
Py S A R () S T THTANATAE Sl 25 A8 LA, AR B e AR B AR ) R 5 LA A 2
AZHAE] (Watanabe et al., 2008) .

A, Og ALFENS T A 4y 1 T H 73 AR P I RN K T4 By . AA+60 I
JZ Oz Wb F FECERL Wi N L B R R0 N T 9.2%. 3.0%, AA+120
WRIE Og ALBIO) N (A ARl W T o My BB 0 A A T B B2 2390 o 18.9%. 10.7%,
Hh bR AR LU AA+L20 WRAE O5 4 FE T W51 K. RN PUE Y&
JSORS D't R AR 7 40 R e S8 8 B A8 5 B A O A1 3 R AR AR AT 0 B8 A ) 1 3 [ e 7 ik Ty
HE 1A BELIRT 1T e /2 O3 e 454 R AR H T 358 0/ b 35 43 26 49 8 LUARE PRI 1) = 22 L [A] (Friend
and Tomlinson, 1992; Grantz, 2003). Yamaji Z53E+ FFAURS O I EEHE = - B0 T 17 A
HEAHME (Betula pendula) SeFERK R 1) O BB M NAFAE, S5 R EBR: MAMERKZE 1.5-1.7 f%
MR Oz B S EOLH 5 A yekE RS L B2, 10 Dok R e w2
WK, Y34b 2 AN valE R4 TEAR W EL AR AR E (Yamaji et al., 2003) . Landolt 25T T TS %
WG T AFh—AE A4 IR O3 JHE 2., 25 K W - O5 il 3 SRk Y 1L ERE (Fagus sylvatica)
Fi (Fraxinus excelsior) ) T iR el EE 25 PRI, 110 KK 2242 (Picea abies) | 754% 2424 (Pinus
sylvestris) %k b A5 O3 #b 350 (Landolt et al., 2000) , Os rif N H AR & H 148
FERFIE AT BE TR AR | R BN [RTTANR], RIS AR AR EREE . R A o B R 3= 5% i

N it o 7 A A= P A R L B R B0 K T 1 R 23, N30 K1 N b G 50
R BF Ay MRS R A BRI T 49.4%. 40.4%, N60 /KT N AR FIXS I i
R Ry MR R IR Y B 91.7%. 72.6%, N60 AbEE T, FHh R4/
A A EOAE R BRGNS AT N AR el L PRAIRAE S A ME (Betula pendulad
MM (Olea europaea). 7hi% %4 (Pinus sylvestris) 25 HoAl A it 45 K E4R1E (Ericsson,
1995; Hassan et al., 2010; Holopainen et al., 1995) . &4 R #8405 #b b #B 20 2B & LhAR )
By e BRI B LK BT BT E B O Sy 5 T AT e BT 4OK
BN, KR HRBERBEAR, LIl RN AN WA 2 B 28 ] BE 52 M f o) At e R -7
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1 Oz 251 M WA 4E - (Oksanen, 2005) .
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FME £I4EKIEFR
41 XEBE

K 4-1 JoR T S8 ) Og A BN Fr sl it ot & (A S I . O AL JH i 25
67 B b4k a. ek by 4R (avb) KU MEEE (P<0.01); 2009 4
O M F FEF A 452 alb BH K (P<<0.01), 1fi7E 2010 4EIX— 3N REFI B # (P=
0.86). e HILLE R Won: 2009 47 H 8 H M 2010 A E KT, AA+120 /K- O
WHE S EOT 4 a SR EE R, 1T AA+60 /KT O AR I3 25 250 A AE 2009 4 7 H 29
H %9 H 13 HES] (K 4-1A): O3 Wl FHM483 by KEHE b F 5 & B 3 KR
FERAELE AA+120 /KT Oz b #E R (1 4-1 C, ED; BbAh, 200947 H 29 H, AA+60
PAK AA+120 7KF Og AbBEY) FHM- 485 alb B EFRAC, Mife 2009 429 H 13 H, HfF
AA+120 JKF- Oz AL BN IL B B2 (K 4-1D).

N Ab 2 EAT L O AEHAH SR RN, FEERFEM FritarsR av IF4EE by T4 (atb).
KE PREEEET e (P<0.0D); M4k ab K5 N ALFLE4520, 2009, 2010 4t
PRGNS IR P AB 7050 0.21 0.27. 73l BF R — Ul = (1K) )7 ZE 0 &5 R s : B 2009
%7 8 HLAAE, N30 £ N60 /K N AbHY) SEE s Fob G 2Bl B2 m, B
PIAS N AEFKS- 2 [ 225 2 NARFETR, &gt a/b £ 2010 45 5 J] 31 H 2 W2 T F%,
IM7E 2010 42 7 H 10 HEI N BFTHm (K 4-2),

AR T A AR ] : Og 5 N PN AR FL I AE FLAE T B A ol & (38 2 B S ATA
WP, XN TSRS av HEEE by Ak (ath). MHEEE alb LR P ESR,
AZH N IR P B AE 2009 4E43 %) 24 0.11. 0.07. 0.09. 0.73. 0.14, 7& 2010 A8 HIH P {H 4y
774 0.66. 0.07. 0.07. 0.83. 0.66. FfxfHE— il & Ay 7 73 Hr 4 R Woas: 2009 4 7
A8 H, 035 N FbEEAE T F 4¢3 ay 4R by M4 (a+h) SRS
HAER (P AH4 14 0.04. 0.02. 0.03); 2010 4E 10 A 10 HEFXH-282% a. M4EE (a+b)
PLA 4525 alb, PP AR B (AR AR IR B 25 1A BAER (P B 2379028 0.02. 0.02. 0.01),
HAZ H AN FERI N : N30 504 F, mikIE O M FBOLA (L E & & FREIRERR, L
2010 4F 10 H 10 HABIBEH: NO ZKF N 4 EE R, AA+60. AA+120 7KF- O3 AbHE 5351 551
FEI 425 a S R % 8.11%. 29.10%; N30 KV R, BiffKk T O3 b HL S EH 452 a
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() B 4390 h 34.52%. 44.70%; 1fii7E N60 /KFF, XIMWAEA 27.96%. 35.64%; NO
KFETF, AA+60. AA+120 7K1 Os WriE BRI H4r 3 b R FRIR L2051 9.47%. 27.98%,
M E N30 7Kt N 4541, PR 7K Og AL BRI [ -4 35 b T BRI 2 23 1) 2 28.64.,.42.36%,
NGB0 2% 14 W53 51 4y 24.90%- 36.01%.

bk, FAE RO A (3 O BRI 3 I I AR SR AR (Wilks' A<<0.01), 4¢3 a.
23R by 4R (atb) DLACSKRIHE MRS EYE 2010 45 5 1 31 HIRHARA, BEJS &M
N, 8 AU BB KA, RIE FHEIF S 2009 4R K2 rh s, 4¢3 alb BA M
AL EH, 2009 FAATEAR K 2010 FEAE KT s, 2010 SEAEKZFPIA TG, M)
75 2010 SEAERKFER APt (B 4-1. K 4-2), Oz AbFE 5 AL R] . N AbEL 4b 2 A (1]
Z IR AS FAE AR i oG (38 5 S Wy TR o St 3% (Wilks' 4<<0.01); Og 4k
PN KRR Kb =5 2 ) AR £ A8 HAN, (Wilks' A>0.05)

42 BREEIFL

DUATEBR 5 5% 5 18 (Malondialdehyde) 5 /K T-1E Ky Oz it 41 N ke gy o i bt
Jd AR BB, WEAE 2009 AR KRBT, 4iRER: —MEKSE AA+L20
WEE O3 Wha FECERL I A B R R ET R (16.1%), M BT SR B ),
117 AA+60 K /K1 O3 AR fE W25 S M B A v I AR B (& 4-3 A); N30 /KN
WEEER, AR N RS RO R BRK T 3.39%, 1 N6O 7K N AREE T, X484t Tt
T 5.72%, i, N ZHhot it AR AU e B2 (R s i S AR s 31 /K F (181 5-3 B, P
=0.17), H O35 N MMl [AAfEAE B &L HAEH (P=0.10),

i

4.3 Ui mEg

AT N ZAKCET, O bEFAE I Bk i B 2 e S AL 7 fE 2% 5, O3 N &S
HAFMHEF (P<<0.05). NO K1, ik Oz (AA+60 5 AA+120) il T &0 F 4T
PRI PR o Bl T A% T N30 f& N60 /KF F, ik O3 (AA+60 5 AA+120) F:3AH
M BPURIIR & Bl T ETF. AR, XA RIA RIS 2% (K 4-4B).

I JRALGUIR MR 5 B AEAN At N 7K N 52 O S M AR A 34 5 ST & s AR AL .
FKFE N (NO) 45T, AA+60 5 AA+120 ¥R E Og AbFX I JGU RLGTEA IfiL 8 75 et PR PR A%
IR R BT (405 4-22.5%, -20.7%). N 4bHE R, AA+120 WkJ¥ Oz B&EHm T &
A A JE RGN LR 5 (NIBO K1 4 17 33.4%, N6O /K1~ I R 1 41.3%; AA+60
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Figure 4-1 Effects of elevated ozone on the foliar chlorophyll contents of Cinnamomum camphora seedlings
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Figure 4-2 Effects of enhanced nitrogen loads on the foliar chlorophyll contents of Cinnamomum camphora

seedlings
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Figure 4-3 Effects of elevated ozone and enhanced nitrogen on the process of lipid peroxidation of

Cinnamomum camphora seedlings
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Figure 4-4 Effects of elevated ozone and enhanced nitrogen on the foliar content of ascorbic acid of

Cinnamomum camphora seedlings
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4.4 BN EN

W 4-5 fo, AA+120 W O 1, B4 M s disatbae 1 w2 EJt (19.0%),
AA+60 O3, I H B Préatb g 11 A B i (5.8%), {H A ITE 3 B 3 /K . AA+60 5 AA+120
PIAS O3 K2 AN Jy ST RE ) 22 AN 2 (18] 4-5 A), N ARFIR B 1 3 5 W & AR 4 1
R RbtEdbRe ) (8 4-5B), R, O35 N bHZ A HAEHARE (P=0.82).

»e A | B
_ ® | ®)
g b |
E o4 |
< |
5 R
2 2 |
e |
2 o I ! 2% i
e AA  AA+60 AA+120 0 30
O, levels N levels

B A # K (ppb) ROk K P (kg hal- year?)

K] 4-5 O3 15 N LB A Bl 1 i B LR AL RE T 52

Figure 4-5 Effects of elevated ozone and enhanced nitrogen on the foliar FRAP capacity of Cinnamomum

camphora seedlings

45 TERE

AA+60 55 AA+120 M2 O3 b FL53 il 3R i N TR S R AN T 11.44% Y5
33.21%, MF ARG WK, B2 MEREE (B 4-6A). CILRTEAI
15 AA+120 R EEIKT- O AL BN B35 T, 1MAE AA+60 KT O3 A3 R AR K AR W 25 AR (
4-6 C)o M) CIN 7EMFH O W R Ty, AA+60. AA+120 YK Og AL FE XS IV 1) T
IR E 2> )4 18.91%. 51.04% (/& 4-6E).

N30 5 N60 /K°F N b P FEFEMRM v Ny C SR A SR ET m, H2& N JTHES
FE T ERE ST C TEEE, N30 KFF, N. C Ha BTl T 19.69%.
1.29%, N60 KV, AN TR 54 33.27%. 2.87% (& 4-6 B. D). N AL R4
AN B 5 R PG T E T80 A CIN R G, N30 KPR, FRIGIEE S 15%,
N60 /KP4 24% (K 4-6 F)o 1ZSEHH, O N ABIBARX FAE - S Jodw &7k

BEEN (& 4-6 G, H), [N, PRAEHEAEEZNIH R Cy N o & B AR IR A
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Figure 4-6 Effects of elevated ozone and enhanced nitrogen on the foliar C, N, S concentrations and C/N ratio

of Cinnamomum camphora seedlings
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4.6 IMNESTTE

JIES sk A A A A A2 O e N A A F I E 2K E (Brunschén-Harti et al.,
1995), W AR NSO AU I E ), T T IR I A R AN AR R
ZWr (Shulaev and Oliver, 2006). ASZHE5 A BoR: AA+120 R Os il T S i
J M O A AR B N (] 4-3 ADo O S BRI A F JIE 5 i 48 A o R Il D484 A
SRAIE T RIBRINIL BRE (Fagus sylvatica) FIRKMMl 42 (Picea abies) 1 752|5%E (Srémek
etal., 2001; Himnova et al., 20100, #R1f1, A1+ AA+60 i Os HoR 35 52 Fr A 4 iy 1
Fr I AR, U AR G R R AT — @ R EE I O itk . FRRHER TR
Pl: FAEATLL=20 pg gt (dw) At FOBECRBE RO IR M CERRHS, 2002), Ztb &4l
Os KA, Fhkent il 5t Ok s, 1/ AL Og il i, HET FFARAEAY) O3 Wil (Fares et
al., 20000, Uk, ZIEH N BN REAT LR M O5 Jihid T BRI 4 AR e (I
4-3B),

RN IPTAE A R SRR O Bk (LA, BERENE BRI = A8 1035 12k 48 A TR 1o 48
WIS, BRI RESAA: (L%, 2000). HUR iR 1 A R A Py 5 2
P, L SR O Btk B EAHOC (Smimoff, 2000). ASEIH, O i T3
AR BUA MR & AR S N SN S N30 M2 N60 451 1, Os AbFRfEstnt Jr it
SRR & T, H DU R B HUR MR & & B TE b 32, AA+120 3KFE O3 /K7 T IA S50 i
%: NO &AFT, Oz Wpia 38t i SPUH LR JOL ) B BRI g & 3G BT R, HLOE
JRBS BTN MR & R 2, kB0 ZE S B AKCE (B 4-4) . R — 7 RE T8 R 240
PR RRAE R PR P AU B i A b i 22/ ] (Chen and Gallie, 2005); 55—y THI B B 5k
B N 2N BEE 2 Og W P REAI PR DU ML 1K T f Al 0 B8 7% 37 FF (Kansal et al.,
1981). UbAh, A AA+120 WK E O3 Wi m T & v Aptatbae ) (Kl 4-5), X
T BE S PR MR & B THEAT % (Severino et al., 2007), A A i 5t h HAB SR R 44k
Pocin s et ik (Glutathione). Mtk & #)75 4 & EJH3 20 (Wilkinson et al., 2011; Saleem
etal., 2001).

R P2 385 R BEARE Oz Wil st il (2 . 2 — (Broadmeadow and Jackson,
2000; Manninen et al., 1999), A52ih Oz 4bF (AA+60 B, AA+120) B FRAK T B4R Fi
aRak av MR by HaRER (avbh) LERWIY Fad i (K 4-1 AL B, C. B), M4
B fiAt 5 1A I i 48445 5% (Dhindsa et al., 1981), JF5#EikE 1, 5- fiMIRLEE
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(RuBisco) [1)p# gt FEAHAEEX (Feller et al., 2008).  JI5 fig ik S Ak ] 5 [ WS 3E 3 P i A%
Al EE Bl DLB I T SCHE N SRR, AR T AR 1, sl R Bk
RuBisco y& AT s A PTG . UhAh, AREGZE R EoR: 2009 4F, AA+120 ¥k
& Oz AL 25 B 7 F R4 k4¢3 a Hi4xR b S8R AHE (B 4-1 D), M4
alb {E 1 BRI M Fr I nig 222 (Schelbert et al., 2009). 53— J7 i, 45 Og i@ &L AH
B, ASER N RS R S AR AR ay AR by MR (atb) MRHTE
hESE, AW N IR REA R L O3 Wil S BUN M-SR R A, IR AL AN AE
FAZHAEM . Watanabe ZEF 5T T ASF] N 04544 T PR FARMIAR  (Quercus serrata) [
Oz WHaMNY, ZiRWos: N Jn w2 m T otssehigmt hteg Rz &5, R, N 4Ry
O ML W HFAFAAE B E A HAEMH (Watanabe et al., 2007).

O AL B FECEFMA I N TR S TR WEFIC (AA+60 IKJEZ O3 MIEIKT 11.4%:;
AA+120 W% Os FEFMIKT 33.2%). C/N 25T (& 4-6 AL ED. Momen Al Helms X Lt
WL T ER W 5 O3 &5 4efhift N E 354 (Pinus ponderosa Dougl. Ex Laws.) Ji b AL
g AEAEM ) Ny C TR RRHIE, SRR — MEKEMW G K TIKEE O 402 33T
RPN N G & & R 12-14%, 1 CIN BE 15K (Momen and Helms, 1996)
O3 il FREAI - N SRS & IR AESEIM 14 (Populus tremuloides) 485 #E (Betula
papyrifera) . i AR (Quercus ilex) M Ffrh 474 1E (Lindroth et al., 2001; Ribas et al.,
2005) o O il MR v N JCH & R AT e 5 S m i, A, 255 N
B AR R 1 24845 ¢ (Manderscheid et al., 1992; Yamaguchi et al., 2010) . 4+,
Oz AF NI N JCE & I K ME JE FEAL S BRI th A ) i i C JC A & & T

(1 4-6C) o J—J7if, NN AL N &8 AA BELUER (&14-6B)
AN N AR T AR AR S RS A i, JEMAR ey sk [ Ak
K, SHEMF COURERIEZ TS (K 4-6D) o SR, NALFRHH N LES RN
R KT COUR S BAHINE, CINRIV# MF (K46 B. D. F) , [, Nt
FURM Y S tE S = R AR NS (8 4-6 HY , EXEZRMT NV C FEMMRE
BN FE. Og 5 N ALHRAT M A A5 4l B Iy JC 35 7 AN AT B 5 28 HAEH
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FHE SHZBRERASH

5.1 2009 ERRFI A S

SrAE 2009 4E 5 H 22 H. 6 H 26 H. 7 /128 H. 9 J1 6 KA RN Bk 6 & AT
TWE. Wik 5-1 Pion: Oz LB AR FoEEAE (P Z&BHEA (Trmmol) 152
MONAEJE 3 IR PR IN B3 (P<0.01), XM SLRE (g9 MIREMILE 4 YOl
B giit W2 (P<<0.05); 1M N A GEEA ., LT LB FR RS A AE )5 1
YOI PRI BN B (P<<0.01); 2009 4EAAME] O3 5 N BiFh AL EEAESE M A
BRI G EFERAAE BE T AR (P>0.05), BAt, Oz ALFEXIIH: /i E] CO, ik

(C) WIFEMIAESS— Ik =k YR E A R TP s B Ge vt W%, xR 73 R Rl
(PNIgs) HOREMAAE S — k. SEDUVCI &b s N AREE i) COL Kk /K IR
(RSEIAAE S — IR SR DU I A B Ge vt W2 . ibdh, fEsgmant )y il COL ¥k Z . /Ko F
FHRCR LA R 6B R D51, O35 N ALH 2 [AIAFAE B2 AT H ALY, (36 5-1).

K 5-1 J#7R T 2009 EAR[FKF Oz AbFE, N AMFERF A Aot &R . LRI

M. AA+60 15 AA+120 ¥k E O3 AT FEL 2009 4/ KZ b, R WIFRLh 1 H 6 &%
535 AT, T AE SEG TSR BE, 1 AA+120 ¥R FE O A HE RN A BIZE T 3% (] 5-1 A);
N30 Az N60 7K~ N AL 352 2009 AT AWM Froli & s AR B 2R, HAEHUK2Z
) 22 A B 2 (B 5-1 B). 2009 4F N ALHEXS A% &) 1 i <L T FE S i AE NGO
KETFEEEE, HEFERNALT 2009 i) — k& (K 51 D). L
(2009-05-22), AA+120 ¥JE Oz FEEAM /AL TR BER R, B ET, O3 X
Fi AL SRS RPN IHIRON ,  HAE AA+60 LI AA+120 WK Os F, kI w
BERIGETT W2, WP Og AbFR /KT 1) ) 45 2 22 A WL F- 2009 4F 7 H 28 H (& 5-1C).

Os 55 N ALBEE M 2009 A REL) Hi 1y i) CO W . Z8 M . 7K 43 F 2%y
AR R E A HAEH (£ 5-1). Kl 5-2 WoRT 2009 FFAEKZK (2009 4FE 9 J 6 HD ANFA
N 4t~ Os % IR FEFRII SN . N30 /KF N ALFE R, AA+120 WK/ Oz b P S:5]
FRE IR COp WK JE 25 P4 s ZEXT I (NOD A N60 /K7 N ARFL R, O3 AbHX A i)
CORJEMARZE (B 5-2 A), M7 AE)E N (N30 2 N60) %11, B Osffria

(AA+60 B AA+120) WS, MAE NO 541 T, A% Oz i 50i; N30 /K7 T, AA+60
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55 AA+120 #RJE Og 2 IRI Jy 28 M 3 AP E 3 2 5, ITTE N60 ZK-F 1, 5 O3 K2 [aji
FARREAAAEZE S (B15-2B)s N30 AP N 15, AA+120 9KJE O b3 T 8/ AR Fr
IR R B B, fi7E NO B NGB0 454 1, O AbBH AT i 35 U B ST 40y P 1R 7K 43 )
H#% (& 5-2C).,
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Figure 5-1 Multiple comparisons for the effects of elevated ozone and enhanced nitrogen on the net

photosynthetic rate and stomatal conductance of Cinnamomum camphora seedlings in 2009
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Figure 5-2 Effects of elevated ozone and enhanced nitrogen on the intercellecular CO, concentration (C;),

transpiration (Trmmol) and water use efficiency (Pn/gs) of Cinnamomum camphora seedlings in 2009
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Table 5-1 Significance of the impact of elevated ozone and enhanced nitrogen as well as their interaction on the photosynthetic parameters of Cinnamomum camphora
seedlings in 2009

05/22 06/26 07/28 09/06
HEZH

0, N Os>N O, N Os>N O, N O5>N O, N O3>N

Pn 0.76 0.18 0.37 <0.01 0.46 0.62 <0.01 0.32 0.87 <0.01 <o0.01 0.99

Os 0.02 0.47 0.47 <0.01 0.49 0.14 <0.01 0.28 0.41 <0.01 <o0.01 0.19
Ci <0.01 0.03 0.02 <0.01 0.95 0.07 0.39 0.06 0.28 0.01 <0.01 <0.01
Pn/0s <0.01 0.03 0.03 0.94 0.48 0.56 0.57 0.12 0.15 0.03 0.03 0.04
Trmmol 0.11 0.30 0.30 <0.01 0.82 0.02 <0.01 0.21 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.02

Py J6E % (umol m?s?), g5t AALSE (mmol m?s™), Ci: Ml CO, #JE (umol mol™), Pu/gs: K3 FIFIAL% (mmol mol ™), Trmmol: ZH5# % (mmol m2s™)
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Table 5-2 Significance of the impact of elevated ozone and enhanced nitrogen as well as their interaction on the photosynthetic parameters of Cinnamomum camphora

seedlings in 2010

05/30 07/02 08/07 09/07

PiEE
O, N O3>N O, N Os>N O, N O3>N O, N O5>N
Pn 0.22 0.44 0.20 <0.01 <0.01 0.41 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.02
Os 0.48 0.29 0.03 <0.01 <0.01 0.16 0.21 <0.01 0.09 <0.01 <0.01 0.04
G 0.23 0.45 0.04 <0.01 0.03 0.08 <0.01 0.13 <0.01 0.66 <0.01 0.06
Pn/gs 0.55 0.37 0.05 <0.01 0.03 0.05 <0.01 0.06 0.06 0.56 <0.01 0.03
Trmmol 0.72 0.52 0.06 <0.01 <0.01 0.21 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.13 0.02

Py A HZE (umol m?s?), gg: LS (mmol m?sY), Ci Ml CO, W (umol mol™), Pulgs: /K43 FIHIZLZ (mmol mol ™), Trmmol: Z£#3# % (mmol m2s™)
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Figure 5-3 Effects of elevated ozone and enhanced nitrogen on the photosynthetic rate, stomatal conductance,
intercellular CO, concentration, transipiration and water use efficiency of Cinnamomum camphora seedlings
onJuly 2, 2010
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Figure 5-4 Effects of elevated 0zone and enhanced nitrogen on the photosynthetic rate (Pn), stomatal
conductance (gs), transipiration (Trmmol) and water use efficiency (WUE) of Cinnamomum camphora

seedlings at the end of the 2010 growing season
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5.3 AEIMALMH RS

O KbFE . N ALFEXTFHELN I Hb & (P SILFSE (g9 Ml CO 9 (C-
s (Trmmol) . KA FIHAE (Pu/gs) HIZM R A ARl AR 2 5, 3R
gy b AR i (R A BESONAR R A Z T . O3 AbBEXT S 3. 5. 7. 9. ER 1L
AL Py & G ik 2 ge it W2, RN A 3 7 Trmmol 5 Pnlgs 52 O irie 2
FRMT o N AR ) S RN B ILAENT AR 3y 2 5 MY gs 55 Trmmol [¥isgm |, gbab,
55 3 ML Py 25 5 AL Ci 32 N ARBE W25 (32 5-3) 0 ANFMAL & S e
RKGIE] O3 5 N AbFE 2 8] ) B E AT AL (P>0.05), KJ5 % B LU S R i R: AA+60.
AA+120 ¥R BEIKT Og W41 728 70 94 1L W7 Fo AR, 15 3. 5 M ok
HORAAE AA+120 WK JE O3 T 8 PG (181 5-5 A); O W IH] CO, i FEE (1t 25 3 28 M AR
HILT AA+120 3JE T (B 5-5 E); AA+60 5 AA+120 I Og AbBEY FEUE 3 7 J
2RI 2 0 2 BRI (18] 5-5 G o it N X & AU (28 3. 5 M2 /7D Pns gss Ci 55 Trmmol
HAMEEN, HiZBVAAE N60 K- ik gt 2% (K1 5-5B. D. F. H).

5.4 A-C; Hizk

Sr4E 2009 4E 8 H 24 H. 201047 A 22 H. 9 A 24 HllE T & A A-Ci ik,
JEARYE Long A1 Bernacchi [ 5 VERLGFA T KR IER (Vemax)~ I K HL TR 16 3%
Jmax)» HFHIEF] 25 CAKFo 3 WIHEF, AA+120 WRJE O kb FIIY S EFREI 5 KR
PR R 25 AR, AA+60 IKJE Oz AFIAE 2010 4F 7 H 22 HIE A B ZHH T Vemaxr  MILE
A P Y B P O R TA B 2% (K 5-6 A). 2009 4F 9 H 24 HillEH, AA+120 #KJ¥
O3 AL FE FE Jmax/Vomax B35 T N6O 7KF N 0 i 2 He v 7 & 1 e KR i
O AR, (HIXFR A LT 2009 4 8 H 24 Hll&EH (& 5-6 B. D); Jiti N &
ST AREL T Imaxd Vemax /722 B2 50 (] 5-6 F).
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Table 5-3 Significance of the impact of elevated ozone and enhanced nitrogen as well as their interaction on
the net photosynthetic rate (Py), stomatal conductance (gs), intercellular CO, concentration, transpiration rate

(Trmmol) and water use efficiency (Pn/gs) of the leaves in different leaf positions of Cinnamomum camphora

seedlings

MESH 95 3 it C 97 et 959 et 5511 [t
Pn

O3 <0.01 0.02 <0.01 0.01 <0.01

N <0.01 0.06 0.08 0.66 0.61

O3>\ 0.89 0.59 0.86 0.75 0.35
Os

O3 0.07 0.08 0.94 0.69 0.93

N <0.01 <0.01 0.37 0.92 0.89

O3>\ 0.83 0.33 0.66 0.38 0.67
Ci

O3 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.03 0.01

N 0.05 <0.01 0.87 0.97 0.60

O3>\ 0.66 0.36 0.90 0.32 0.56

Trmmol

O3 <0.01 0.04 0.90 0.92 0.85

N <0.01 0.03 0.64 0.67 0.13

O3>\ 0.73 0.30 0.69 0.46 0.57

Pn/0s

03 0.01 0.23 0.44 0.25 0.94

N 0.49 0.24 0.64 0.78 0.45

O3>\ 0.09 0.36 0.39 0.07 0.28

Py J6Er % (umol m? s, gs: AALTE (mmol m? s, C;p Mili] CO, ¥ (umol mol™), Pu/gs: K3 FIFAE (mmol

mol™), Trmmol: ZEE#H#% (mmol m?s™)
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Figure 5-5 Multiple comparisons for the effects of elevated ozone and enhanced nitrogen on the photosynthetic
rate (Pn), stomatal conductance (gs), intercellular CO, concentration (C;), transipiration (Trmmol) and water

use efficiency (Pn/gs) of the leaves in different positions of Cinnamomum camphora seedlings
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BETFE, 10 N30 P N AR Fy/Fo 7R B (B 5-8B), BE4h, N30, N60 7K
SN AR Dpsiy QP S B HEE T, FLAEXT Dpsy AIFEI 5T, N30 5 N60 7K
N AbBE 2 7] 25 5 W 2%, TAEXS gP s2marh, N30 5 N60 7K1 N 4B 2 [f] 2= e AN B3 (&
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Figure 5-6 Effects of elevated ozone and enhanced nitrogen on the the maximum of carboxylation efficiency
(Vemax), the maximum of electron transport (Jmax) and the ratio of Jmax/Vemax of Cinnamomum camphora

seedlings
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Table 5-4 Significance of the impact of elevated ozone and enhanced nitrogen as well as their interaction on the actual photochemical efficiency of PSII in saturated light

(Fy/Fm), effective quantum yield of PSII photochemistry (@pg;) and photochemical quenching coefficient (qP) of Cinnamomum camphora seedlings in 2009

05/22 06/26 07/28 09/06
RNBH
05 N 03>N 0, N 03>N 0, N 0N 0, N 03>N
Fy/Fom 0.55 0.61 0.84 0.016 0.13 0.04 <0.01 0.12 <0.01 0.19 0.01 0.11
Dpg| 0.35 0.46 0.23 0.07 0.08 0.48 <0.01 0.03 0.18 <001 <0.01 <0.01
gP 0.18 0.35 0.24 0.15 0.49 0.94 <0.01 0.37 0.03 <001 <041 <0.01

FulFm: SEBRCALRER, Opg: HROGHET7E, gP: I D2

% 55 2010 4 05 5 N AHIX FRE DL IS HOL W i 4t
Table 5-5 Significance of the impact of elevated ozone and enhanced nitrogen as well as their interaction on the actual photochemical efficiency of PSII in saturated light

(Fy/Fm), effective quantum yield of PSII photochemistry (@ps;) and photochemical quenching coefficient (qP) of Cinnamomum camphora seedlings in 2010

05/30 07/02 08/07 09/07
O, N Os>N O; N Oz>N O3 N Oz>N O3 N O3>N
Fv’/Fm’ 0.31 0.11 0.14 <0.01 <0.01 0.32 0.20 0.01 0.22 <0.01 <0.01 0.48
Dpg) 0.37 0.38 0.30 0.01 0.02 0.49 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.49
gP 0.66 0.68 0.01 0.39 0.50 0.62 <0.01 <0.01 0.04 0.01 <0.01 0.85

FulFm: SERRGILSAOR . Dpy: ARG T3 gP: AR REL
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Figure 5-7 Multiple comparisons for the effects of elevated ozone and enhanced nitrogen on the actual

photochemical efficiency of PSII in saturated light (F,/Fn,), effective quantum yield of photosysten II (PSII)

photochemistry (®ps;,) and photochemical quenching coefficient (gP) of Cinnamomum camphora seedlings on
September 6, 2009
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Figure 5-8 Multiple comparisons for the effects of elevated ozone and enhanced nitrogen on the actual

photochemical efficiency of PSII in saturated light (F,/Fy,), effective quantum yield of photosysten Il (PSII)

photochemistry (®ps;,) and photochemical quenching coefficient (gP) of Cinnamomum camphora seedlings on
September 7, 2010
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Figure 5-9 Effects of elevated ozone and enhanced nitrogen on the maximum photochemical efficiency of

photosysten 11 (PSII) of Cinnamomum camphora seedlings on September 7, 2010
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Figure 5-10 Component loadings for the factor analyses of photosynthetic indices including photochemical
quenching (qP), electron transport rate (ETR), stomatal conductance (gs), transpiration rate (Trmmol) and
intercellular CO, concentration (C;) of Cinnamomum camphora seedlings on 6 September 2009 (A) and 7

September 2010 (B)
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Figure 5-11 Linear regression of the photosynthetic rates (Py) with stomatal and non-stomotal factor scores (A,
B for 2009 and C, D for 2010)
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Figure 6-1 Effect of elvated ozone and enhanced nitrogen on the whole seedling respiration rates of

Cinnamomum camphora after treatment for two growing seasons
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Figure 6-2 Sap flow dynamics of Cinnamomum camphora seedlings after ozone treatment for two growing
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Figure 6-3 Relationship of the Cinnamomum camphora seedling sap flow with solar radiation, air temperature,

relative air humidity and soil water content.
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