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Abstract

Atmospheric CO; is the main carbon source for plant photosynthesis and the fundamental sub-
strate for plant growth. The carbon fixation efficiency of plant is reduced and the growth and de-
velopment are affected at low CO.. The effect of low CO; on C; and C4 plant is different because of
their distinct photosynthetic pathway. Furthermore plant growth can be affected by the interac-
tive effects of low CO; with other environmental factors, such as water, temperature, and nutrients.
In this review, the effects of low CO. on plant growth and development are discussed in several
aspects including biomass and its distribution, growth cycle, stoma, photosynthetic system and
other environmental factors.
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CORAAYILAER I EERIR . [RIRBE CO BB IR HIBRE e R, FRMEYHAEKRKELE. @
TCGECGHEMAGREFEEZR, FUNIFRCOIMIBRINERMAR . hoh, LKA HHARE
Tk BE. REUSERRECOALAEMAMENERXTERE. ZXNEVMERHAIE. £k
RERY. [RILEAERY, URMKCO 5HMAERTHE/ERET MR T KIRE COXMEYI KR -

E3: 40
EYE, AKKE, KC0:, HEIEH

1. 5|

ARG T, EYEEEHSRETT CO, R R R RS 5B M EENE, CO,FET
AP HEE H BB, BTN EHAE S RG[L] [2]. Cov CoMEMITEMIRIE CO, B 1R K AB I
ELERSRG[3] [4], HATUPRAN[S] [6]A L o AEZS 2B 5T[5] [7] [8] [O]#BR M. fRIKSE CO, BEMSAE N —FhA XL
(A 0 I R 7 S A 28 R G p AR B I a5 M RIS, JF HAE Cy HEATE O B I R vh e 4 J AR o
5 Co WML, CoEYEA RGN CO, #ME A, RefEsmt. il KIKE CO, NIRFRE 6 & 1 FH ik
o TN BRI B faAL, K /N2 (Triticum aestivum), 7K#E(Oryza sativa)s C iR & 1EW &N Cy
P m R = B RO Ik AR ay 7 1) 3 2 H AR(http://cdrice.irri.org) . B, ERFURIKE CO,
SRR A K E 1520 FF ) B AL ) kSRR 52 BB 78 AT OG0 o A SO AR i AR KO B R
SALLOEE RS, UURAR CO, 5 HAMIREE R 740 BAE S5 TR IR TR E CO, MHEM A KK B 20 .

2. {RiRE CO, XEMIAF N
2.1. {&RE CO, ME4IEIERIZ M

CO ENEMIE) “ W7, ARIKIE CO, MEAEAEM AL T “YUR” IRZS, XY ED &= F R K.
TH] JBRAE 4878 350 wmol-mol ™ CO, Et 150 pmol-mol ™ CO, I & 92% [10], K & A48 7E 330 pmol-mol * CO,
kb 160 pmol'mol ™ CO, I % 61% [11], KHIMEIKSE CO, Aehs B & A% Co AR . CoRMAEIIRE
CO, | EAR ELAT ¢ /= i M- T A7 L (leaf area ratio, LAR), {H{$ )64 1% % (net photosynthetic rate, NAR) &I 5
SR I AT AE K Z (instantaneous relative growth rate, IRGR)F#{IK(IRGR = NAR x LAR) [11] [12] [13], TEAH
Al A=K TR] Y, R B S R BRR SR BRAIR, A it B 2 B A1 o Liu 55 [14] 5041 1 41l R JF (Arabidopsis thaliana)
£ 100 pmol-mol ™" 55 380 pmol-mol™ CO, 254 I 3 [H A 2 7 K L, MIRIK I CO, A A KA 3
DRl E T R 40 B R Y I R A SR B R B . . 52 MLk, @k EE CO, (800 pmol-mol ) 4514
RERE (R HEAE) A KA T 66 T 2R G5 (R il =2 - S R ) B R R A 2B 6 B

5 Cy HYIAHLL, RIREE CO, X C, AV ERIF A K. Polley Z5[15]8 5t KB C, MR FF
(Schizachyrium scoparium)ZE{KiK & CO, (200 pmol-mol )i £ KAZ M. {KIKE CO, (150 pmol-mol™)
X} Cy HEY) A i (Amaranthus retroflexus) E ) & 520 A K[16]. BEARMEHREE CO, 2512 Cy HHY NAR
IR, (RAEEIFBRA RAEAAR[15] [17], XA Re -5 ko IR Wp IR AR B RIARES 70 i 46 95 [18]. Al L, Cs
TR COL R P AL FE N EBURK, 1T Cy EITEMRIRE CO, TAHLL CofEW A M E L%, Xt
SRR T OB S I Cy MR T2 IR LR [5] [19].
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2.2. {RRE CO, MEMESEHIR MR

TEARIKEE CO, ™, AHELHL TRy, AEAIE 250 BC 5 2 1R WS 45 1 13543 [20] . Dippery 45[10]%
B BRAEARIR B CO, (150 pmol-mol ) 2514 K , #RJ& EL(root to shoot ratio, RSR)F# Ik . K & #E 160 umol-mol ™
CO, Bt/ BL 88 2 (AR S ah b o [11]. IXFE BARA A T4 st 384 CO, MR, (H2H 7
() 2B W 10 93/ 3 PR s R s , T /> 1 A R B - 1, 5- — Tl 9% P2 AL/ Jin 42U (Rubisco) 1) 7= AR
XF CO, MR = AT e [4]. LA BB U3 G IR TR CO, XA A SR Be AR K s, B 578 I
IR E COL X T MW 7 TR B BORI T P FR IR« 23 TiC A F U AN 22 77 A= i [21] « C FEIAEARIR 2 CO,
T RSR FEALRFEAAR, FRUMCIKE COL 0 Cy AW 43 L ARSI A K [10] 6

2.3. {RARE CO, MEYE KA T AR

Ward Z5[22] & B, FiRAEARIKIE CO, (200 pmol-mol )44 T I FG FT T A A P 3E K 9 K, XA
AT —AMEKIA R A 40 2 60 RIPIFRULIES K. Ward 55 [23] LA siFh T3 N ik bniE, 7EMRIK
J¥ CO, (200 pmol-mol )41 T, 3t 5 ARG B L B I A IIIE K, L. Haix TRIKIE CO,
K Ca AHYE 77 KIS 8] FIHLHE AN 1437 4 o (RIR B CO, AT Rt il i R A A 44 I T /K Ak & 0 7K ~F- ok
SO I A JERKAB S IR A K [RGB i N AR B A K BT AR H B AT i, 3SR A TEARIR E CO,
FAF R IIE MR [20] AT BEAE R — PR B I A DGR DR (1) 3R 08 [24] - Putterill [25]4F 50 & L, $ R T
HORZA 80 A HERIFE B 77 A K ) AR Bl AR K A AR T A2 v R B T R o SR BB BR (1) R I T 8 CO, i 25
FIEDIFACTE FE 55 SR A BA EEE L T CoMYskil, IKHKkE CO X H & & I L-F L
[10].

2.4. {KIRE CO, WEPAETFEE KR

A K SV AER KR EEMK. (RIRE CO, MURE K Co MY E FRAK N 8], 1 HLx¢
C, AT BB R B E WA R K m[22]. Campbell 25£[26]16T 5T & I, 1 ¥ 77 4% 5 £E A1 150 pmol-mol ™
Et 100 pmol-mol ™" CO, £ F N i th 15%, ERLHE & F & H 30%. Ward Z5[24]Eb#% 1 6 MU T4 A AU
i CO, (200 umol-mol ™) -5 IE %7 (350 pmol-mol *)Z& 1 HIFf T &5, KB 200 umol-mol ' CO, i Jk />
T 38%~81%, AMAIE (17 R S R s i 1R AR ) BRI 59%~87%. Tonsor %¢[271i2 4] 35 MU IFAE
SRR B AR I, RIRIE CO, FRRIMAN B2 A A R I EE IR R, R R0 PGS &
T 7 E B B BRI . AHEL Co M5, Cy AEAI AR AR K HIRIR B CO, AERIER[10]

2.5. {RIRE CO, XM SFLAIR N

SALE COp FEANM 7 I EMIE, CO, W I PR N 2 T BUE ) AL % FE B <AL 3 1 A2 4k [ 28]
[29], semamt A ROLAER . AR, £ 280 umol'mol* CO, 1£F Selaginella selagenoides Al
Selaginella kraussiana < FL 45 ¥ ("< FL %/2€ Sz 41 i %) b 360 pmol-mol ™ CO, I 3 J1 %) 30% [30] . Li 25[31]
W REL, B IF R R RS ILEZ AR CO, (100 umol-mol )i N T %) 60% (WLF 1), & thid fE
HIGH TEMPERATURE 1 (HT1)ZE H# & 5 OPEN STOMATA 1 (OST1)#H E.1E H & %% B E4E F[29]
[32].

B, HEIGKRE CO, FIFAZITAMM IS HEEI I, AR C. #lan, Maherali 55[33]
RIAEAR CO, (220 pmol-mol )24, Solanum dimidiatum #1 Bromus japonicus FFi H1 S AL %5 PG, B
e HIE RAALI RN KRR B CO, 3. COp M BERT AL FERE M ¥ A WA IRV . Al 22 5 AL
JEIFIEE CO L MARZM G AR . KI5 AT I S 56 1) 22 S MR AT 451X 7 HTBE 7 Sk B ik [34] [35].
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Figure 1. Effect of low CO, on stomatal density in Arabidopsis [31]. Effect of low CO, on stomatal density. Representative
scanning electron micrographs of abaxial (lower) leaf blade epidermis of Arabidopsis grown under 100 pmol-mol * CO, and
380 pmol-mol ! CO, for 6 weeks. Dashed lines indicate stomata. Bars = 20 pm

E 1. RRE CO, W+ SFLBEERMSM[31]. #EFF Col-0 6 EIRHE CO, (100 pmol-mol )5 IF & (380 pmol'mol %)
KT R TG FREBEAERBR . BEARSFL. Bars=20um

Ward Z6[17]& I, B CO RN, RE(C)EEHEEIM, [ALFERD, H HAEBE
FURD o 200 pmol-mol ™ 55 340 pumol-mol™* CO, I HIEL, C, HMIILSE NS IL G ERI N, He AR [F
fI[15]. JE 5 (C )R I H A R AR 35 [36] . XL TR, Cy HEYIIHIRIKE CO, th o RILH B
AR RN . (HIE S CoMIMHEL, (R CO X Cu RIS EU N . EEIARIET, CoEMIEE CO,
(i AR AR R AR R AR, AHARIR) CO, IR EE R L2 A A2 S 1 T0%, FHAD RN A5 CO, ik AL i
JR[37], 1M Cy MM AFAERFIRI) “CO 227 « ALY CO,, FER M I 2 TR I B 72 14 I (PEPC)
VR T R AL i 82 4 1 X P i R (PEP) A B ST 2.2 (OAA), AR5 1 NADPH -5 31 B 1% i S i J 3
R ECE I E AR N R AR R . 4C 1 CO, FAR(GF SRR B K A SR 8 ik i (7] 3% 22 4 5% 12 1) 48
T AEE AN P, 703X BB FR 2R R R ER I 7= 2E COy, 4R SRS 1) CO, ¥ JE RE% 1A £ 1000~2000
umol-mol ™. LA Cu MM SZ ALK E CO, FEMIE /.

26. fRIRE CO, MEMNA RGHIF M

KREMFREY, KKE CO, Re Y E KR B SA T, IR REZ B T5m A6
BRG, WIS THEDPOCEER . RIKRE CO X CoiEMGE RGN M R ERIAE=J7T: B—, W5
HIRHRFE COL MR v Hh 1 COL 3 B AL FAIK , SR AR RE 0% 3 3k 389 n <AL % 2 B < AL-5 k39 m C O,
FIFENE, (B AHNFLBR # (relative stomatal limitation, RSL = (1 — A/Ag) x 100%, A NIEH CO, 70 &~
A IRE, Ay ALY B 156 4F TG EHA)ENRGKREE CO, %A1 T 412 IEH 4 4F NI =A5[4],
R CO, B H LM | CO, TEM I . 35—, MIKIKREE CO, REBE LI R /R SCIEH 2. CO, it
A RIS, £ Rubisco ML~ 5 1,5 A% B (RUBP) & A I Bk N\ R /R SCIE# . 7E{IK CO, (150
umol-mol )i, 15 JFk Rubisco i /7(Vemax, Rubisco 1k CO, [ R) R4 T 25%, & & N T 30%,
I H AT th TR B CO, BRI T Rubisco 3 AL EE R 2 H Bt A6 A FH [38] 52X Rubisco HIVEALARAS BU IE %A
MMIK 29%, [FBT, RuBP FiAEREJ(Imax, FRFEARS N T4 F:68 103 1) RUBP FARfE 1) FITE IR &1 FF
A BEI(PIRC, TJEH FERE S b B IR £6 10 -4 B8 1) 5 IE% (350 pmol-mol ) A EL R #BFAAK T2 25% [4].
Liu ZE[14) I T A ] CO, 261 IR MHB R R I, /R UG IE & 2BE CO, ik BRI K. X
LGRS 78 70 R BIKIK FE CO, REMEHNHIBEANRIR S, WD YE ARERIR A . 3 =, (KK
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CO, REMFZ MR K JE PR  Rubisco £ [R]— AN PEAL i AT LA & CO, A1 O, (AL PEAT N UM 1) »
O, REME5E 4 CO, KL G AL, P AERDEIFIRIL AN BEA C HINFAR R, A RIS L FEFR A B 11k i < 1)
AL, DL AR . Liu SE[14TRBDEPIRE & 2 HE%E CO, iR LRI BRI T+, At MR CO,
HSRICIE, A BRI R [39]

WEFERIL, AR CO, REWS R Cy M A oh I SR ANERY & 2, (HAEM AR & B IFRA KL
AR AR B, W ZRIET O & R Gl LRI E (A, Jr VRS & 5 ROL & B 5% A 5 [40]
REBARERICE WL, R C Y2 BE 1 21 N ARG TTlF RN R L CO, E[4],
B EAAPLHIEATEHE .

3. {RRE CO, SR EREFHHEER

INFIKGY IR B RK A BREEEMH, HHME COLWRZRERE, AR BB KAE
WS AN FUIK Sy . IR . B E SR . AR, KN, TR . BERIAR ALt AE S S
YITEARIKE CO, RIINE N . WFE R, RIRE CO, REMNS 5 I LL R 742 HAE F 3L RIS ka4 i 2k
KRB,

3.1. k%

fIRHR % CO, REM 5 1 R A7) (1) 725 U SR 26 AN 7K 43R F 8 %, 2 B Jl o s e R A 1Y) <AL 3 PSR S B [41]
Overdieck [42]#F 78R B, Tl Ak 2 BTEY) L ILAERE Y AL T B =2 16%. K2 % Co MMM <L F A
T UKI(CO, W . 180~200 pmol-mol ) ELILAE(CO, W JE: 350~380 pmol-mol V)& Hi 35%~50% [41],
12 BT 0 1) 3 2 S R 2 BT E CO, MBI T, HE A AR T M 2 558 06 25009 I <AL B2/ B T AR
Helg> COL ENI F NI BE 77, X [E I 2 51 RS A ZE M e, 3G 7K 73 8k, FEARE 7K 73 R FH R
Polley Z5[16]3@ i #F 5T = Ff C3 4/ 22 (Triticum aestivum). 54 3 (Bromus tectorum) . 4% & # (Prosopis
glandulosa) fEAHA FE CO, 261 N BIZK 43 FIH 283 (K 73 R R e =6 A 3 IS AL T EE) KL, CO, W FE A %
K5 7K FIFHRBCR R BEARBRIE LG, R IAKIREE CO, %t /K 43I FH 2R (1) o 8] F BBz . Ward ZE[17]8F 72 R I
= 7K 5 BE SR BRAR AR CO, (180 pmol-mol M) 2451 R A=, I H Cy 4%t Co tMI 32
EEPARIEN i

3.2. B

MBS A R S Bl — YR UK A BR 007 240 L FE L AR (R 2 8°C, CO, W I 4 2 180~200 pumol-mol ™
[43] [44], C3v CoHHWITENRIRIE CO, I 52U FERZ M (IR TG T B S5ls — R UK SAE 40 ) 1) 5 RO R AR
YR BT BB L. fF Ward Z5[45] (52, A% CO, (200 umol-mol ) 4& 4 1 Kk 1o IR AN S A D1k (C) P
FEW MR FE (30°C/24°C AT 22°C/16°C) %A N R I, EAAIKIR (22°C/16 C) I R BRI v AR S <AL 3 BER B
BATR (EL A AR 0 A 0 2 PR 488 o B G IR PR ) AR A AT S AR M B AR AR . 52 ML, A T (Cy) M SZ AR I B
WA HH S, AEMIRPEL T 65%, TR AR T 55%, ELHE R T 20%, BARFEIL SRR R AE Y E
IR TR 5 £, (A5 30°C/24°CI 1) 14 fEAH LUK i . 454 Sage [46]0H/F 78 & 31, Rubisco v 14 FEAIK
G BUX PRI E BRI . 7F Sage (K[ —WF 7L, RELUE/E 30°C 5 22°CHALL, 7E 360 pmol-mol ™ CO,
I A R T 1 4 25%; 7E 180 pmol-mol * CO, I ZE A K T7E 100 pmol-mol * CO, I I JL -4
Z5t . RUURIRE CO, BB FFMK Cy M ANHIR & I RUEYE, I HURIUAR U A7/ T Co fEH[46] .

33. &
CO, REMEFEMAREYIXT ZUR S, AH R 52 M 2 BE LG 7K 20 FH 2R MmN, RSl e T 244 T,



INEAE 5%

TS F 7K T RT3 N I R[16]. (RIRE CO, BEME I/ D R I 2, BRARIM 20 & & [4] [15].
FEMHEL A, AIOHRIRAS R 08 PSRN BRIC S5 g IR A% 5%, AREL D R0 A BT R AU U IR B T AR [ 47 ] o 3 F 5 S ER AR i
i FRARRR A FH 1, BRI SR AR AR R 11, B R k> 22 $ 80 Rubisco & & IFEAE, M
FIECE RN N, INEARIKE CO MM MFZII[4]. W COIREART — & BI{H, AmEY¥IeT:
[20]. Rogers <5[48]#fF LB, -3 rh A = BEAS B IR I AHIRIR B CO, MBURE . fER AT,
Aegilops kotschyi ())& 7E 440 pmol-mol™* CO, Lt 280 pmol-mol ' CO, I &t 40%, {H &7 & B = 44
N, AEWEARRDN, X EER R TIRE KR PR B R R, AR A A K 0 R 3 AR 7R R
e 7R K[49].

4. RE

W SRR L CO, BRI RLE [N, REW HEBIEATT T AR h COL W BERUIRIN I ) (B A
IR L CO, PR, RN & Y A7 A ZS R ThRE[41], T3k Cy AL H %5 Al
TBUE A, BUERT T A seda s RAGE 22 KRt R, I B BL A SAE ) B B )3 B 1 R 6 250
AR TR YA AR R [50] [51], JHIL B R I 0 S 08 45 FORARMEHEWT I Y] . AL A B 26 A R AR
WKL COp XHEAMIRIREM[23]. A 1 4R M A DA XA U 1, AT FHEED T AT EIRABT L. Ak
K== AEK CO, MAMEANR IF, I T AR, BRAT T LEAR CO, 5 T RBZMHI BRI, H
A IEAEXS IXSEIE AT ThRE 704, ATt DRI CO, RHEIRE W ) 73 TIEHE -

E&mE
L AR K S (R K ) K2 2E B B b I R o R 750 WF 7 R
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