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Abstract

A pot experiment with three different UV-B radiation intensity treatments (75%, 50% and 35% of
the natural solar UV-B respectively) using Yunyan87 was conducted at Bangiao town, Xuanwei
county, Yunnan province (Altitude 1997 m). The photosynthetic characteristics and pigment con-
tents of the middle or low leaves of each treatment were tested. The results showed that increas-
ing with light intensity A1, A2 treatment of 7 leaves, the difference compared with the CK in-
creased, so ability to adapt to light of Yunyan87 had been enhanced; the trend of CK and A3 con-
sistent with light intensity increased. The Pn of all treatments had no significant difference, this
result indicated that the difference among the treatments in this research mainly induced by UV-B,
not the light. Besides this, reduction of UV-B resulted in the change of the chlorophyll content.
With the reducing of the UV-B, chlorophyll content increased first then decreased. The tobacco va-
rieties planted in Yunnan province have some adaptation of high UV-B radiation intensity.
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A E R EE A EERISUV-BES 5, B T BRI T75.04% (A1), 70.01% (A2)F130.02% (A3)
MAFUV-BIEH BEN =87 R EERNEN ., NARBERTUEH, H7HAL. A24
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1. 518

HEYDCEAERIER UV-B fa 5t S oy BURHIE B R 2 —, BT AR FER Y], UV-B S5 s EOL &
VEFIISZMa 2 2 D7 T Y, 1§06 &R AR E 7 RR MR D B EERE UV-B 48 5 I TR R SE K T2 B K
I HENTRFEIR TR, X tREY A A1 R RHE, BB el UV-B I 2R
Bi[1], [ERF, UV-B 5854855 2 AR R 5 AL AL 5, AT 2 i 2R (4 28 1 AT
YERI2]. 4k, UV-B ARSI sExHEYIE & 1F RSN e R BUAE R & R I MLRE R B2 [3]. R
UV-B fadt e 6 A A G FEEH, (ACH 2 IR, MY a2 Mgk ERD UV-B 5
SRR, XA R TR, XIBEEAITIIR I, 98 UV-B RSB [ Fm 4 &
BiEE, HEBEBIPIFIRY] UV-B AB R4k &8 TR, TH T IR 55500 E RIEMSG, HE
E R UV-B R TS AT 43K SR D RS Bk . UV-B FR S s RERA I 21k R 4t
A 2R R as 2RER b 2R R TR, IR H 2R a Xt UV-B 5 SERUK[6]. (B A7 AEGI5h,
WEFC I UV-B & S8 50 3 AR S 23R b BRI 4% 3K a M [ 7], XATREZ PN 2 Kb RE
MOEEHA B, TH2RER b £ EREE L REAS IR S REMRNC, M TTT8E S B e D41 £ 3 [8] o
UV-B FT R TSR . R MRS AN, e A G R iR, Rl 245t UV-B
CREAN, REORTERMBN SRR, HERE . AORT, DAJRmEeammEyE
= WAESE, RSB A e E AR, e AR UV-B RS R T I B R AR
Bk, WTLAED> UV-B ARSI XTI B S, IR A SRR ERI9]. KEPIFEY, £ UV-B
AT, FYH A R UV-B B E BN, EF UV-B IR S VIR R S AR PR AT By
REIRSEHIRM, AAAEEIRRIIZE R . SR, KT ORI T H RIS KR UV-B FR S0 #E00 &
SN FORAR D . AW FCIE L LRSS UV-B BRI 3, BHIL 1 R4 i ot X B AR B AN A
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UV-B 5a 5 50 5 T R a AR AR AL, S0 BRI EE i ot X B SRR S R AN [R5 B UV-B X5 10
BRI R
2. M5 A%
2.1 MR 5F*®
RIS bR

BRIGAE 7 B 48 fl s T B B AU MF A (103°42'E, 26°18'N, ¥4k 1997 m)BEAT, b EIEA, MER
T, PRI G T v A TR SR S . B T R A K I(5~8 B IEE =R IX (R, B E N
FEEM 2017 4F 5~8 A FES M ER THMEIGE 1). R S, HiEt, R0 a0 3% pH 4 6.52,
AP 24.01 gkg ', BRARE 76.45 mgkg ™t UM 19.14 mgkg ™, JH AL 120.04 mg-kg .

Table 1. Main climatic factors in the months of May to August over the years and 2009 year in Xuanwei County

= 1. EREERAASEKEA(G-8 B)HEM 2017 FXESEEF

AURER AR 5H 6 H 7H 8 H T3
Climatic conditions Year May June July August Average
STHRIR(C) 4 19.9 19.9 20.0 19.3 19.8
Average temperature 2017 4 19.7 20.7 19.9 20.3 20.2
P 1y 2 (mm) ks 84.0 127.5 161.7 183.2 138.9
Rainfall amount 2017 4F 43.0 76.45 115.0 106.0 123.3
H R i % (h) ikes 224.9 144.0 150.0 150.6 167.4
Sunshine hours 2017 4 220.0 143.0 151.0 164.0 169.5

2.2. MEAMH ST

IR FON SR 87, BAARM T, EFEN, 2017 4E 4 A 30 HESREIAKH, ks 16500 F-hm™
(FRATHE 50 cm x 120 cm). JERAE 5 004 F AE(N:P,05:K,0 = 2:1:4) 775.5 Kg-hm ™2, 45 £ JIE 775.5 Kg-hm 2,
B F IR 330 Kg-hm ™2, BRERETF 132 Kg-hm2hm™2, &3t 3 7k, 2+% 55 H 10 H. 5 7 20
HFI5 H 30 Hii N o AR EE, Jeft 4 7= 5 R e T .

RIGEE 3 MkIS UV-B 4a5HEFE, Al 75 0.040 mm BRI, A2 7% 0.068 mm B
(58 20 VHE I A3 78 5 2 I 0.040 mm JEJE (Mylar, SDI, USA) o 5 ¥ — M ASEATA 55 5 b 38 9 %5 8 (CK)
T35 18d (5 H 18 H), BN KT IAAFE ., SFAFEIE#EK 20 m, %5 m, TiEkE 2.2 m, 4
s 1.5 m R, OIS AR R 1 m DL ERAr s, DARI T iE X Kb = A EE,
RPIL@ AN KA. 2 UV-B 5 i I A0 g, & AL FRMH )RR TS AP 38 UV-B 48 5 3 4y
TIRAN LIRS 75.04% (AL). 70.01% (A2)A1 30.02% (A3): &R IE T % o FILEE ) 72%~80%2 7], A
[ A BRI A B S 22 R

23 MEHESHE

231 RE1ERNE
Fro i 87 NI —— A, B O RITIIE 7 7 A 80 i (RGN ) VR 9 € Dy gent,
T 2017 47 H 4 H~9 HIE R 9: 00~16: 00 (& H17F 12: 00~14: 00 #& /M) “ /F-HE” if Bt), KA LI-6400
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A EA M E A (LI-COR, USA), TEH G NI E Y& 1F e B A 28 . I e i) i == 58 e N
25C, SAAJiE 500 pmol-s™, M5 Py 25 S AHXHIE B #5 HIl7F 60%~70%. PAR Hi LI-6400-02B LED 4115
PR, % B A v 1800, 1600, 1400, 1200, 1000, 800, 400, 200, 0 umol-m s, & Fi & 7E 1200~1800
umol-m ™25~ 5 | B W e s EAT 15 S, 55 S48 R FEAE 8 (s el 4 s AR, SR
W5E 3k, BCFIAME.

b2 60 d (8 A 14 H), 558 12 AR /i (R&E i)t E, £ L7 9: 30~12: 00 & nt
H I ESAAT S, BRI EEE (P, umol COym2s™), ZEIHAE(T,, mmol H,O-m2s™). 1L
SJE(Gs, mmol-m2s Yy, Al CO, W E(Ci, umol-mol )& . 7K 43 F|FH 22 (WUE) = P/T,: INAEK D FIH
M (IWUE) = P,/Cs; SFLIRHIME (L) = 1 — Ci/Cys  [HIMLAE JI(AC) = P,/C; [10].

JeESHR A LI-6400-02B Ji5E, #5E PAR = 1200 umol'm 2s%, 2R 25°C, FFRR, Ik
P 400 umol-s™t, % N A S MIXHE E 2 HI7F 60%~70%. FRACFENE FEE 3~4 k., BCFHME.

23.2. HERMAEHE MREENE

MER RIS MRS RN ERA G, HIBEHENEE . ToK OEEMZEEKIZ 4.5:4.5:1 [T
BITC ) 7E A IS 2 IR S, MAZUE 2B AR, F 646 nm, 470 nm F1 663 nm Ab il i %5 AH

H4tE a C,=12.12Ag5 — 2.81Aus

D‘[‘é%% b Cb = 20-13A646 - 5.03A653

KIEE NE C. = 1000A,, —3.27C, —104C,
s 229

BRETE = (ORRE x GFRBIGLEE) + H TR,
2.4. BARRBIRGT 4

2 Microsoft Excel 2003 #23H, SPSS 16.0 #17 HLIK 2 5 % (One-way ANOVA) /34T, F #6536 (LSD
R)MCER A 22 5, B 25 KF P <0.05. il L IE R HER(S.D.) R

3. ZBRE SR
3.1. TERH(EE 7 H)RY SN R hER 45T

311 BREER

BEE PAR [N, SAbFEHE A A S B B &S, 78 PAR BUAKET, BE#E PAR M
LA AN, MAE PAR BLmRT, B4 PAR (30 A s 22 A X 3G 518 o

AAh, MWE 1L ATLAE H, 78 0~2000 pmol'-m 25 'PAR Y M, [Al— PAR /KF N & AbH Ot & 3 R 44
YILEREESR, HALM A2 AFERS & T A3 Il CK AMHE, XK, &EMUMFE UV-B 55 )G, WREHT
AR T UV-B 3RS YA/ -, MRS G m, (H2, W BERIRES UV-B b R X
T B O AR R R, AR TSR .

3.1.2. FREER

B4 PAR (30, S ACHE A B R Bk B8 BT 3. #F 0~1000 umol-m s PAR JEH Y, CK 4t
MR R BEE PAR IR 2 AWTH &, PAR AT 1000 pmol COym2stJa, B HEFREAMGIFAL,
HZ AL, A2 FIl A3 ZLBEFE 0~2000 G, ZAMEHE %M PAR FIEIN—E 2% . M PAR = 2000
umol-mst FFf, AL, A2 il A3 AbHHZR i 35 25 T CK AR, {H/2 3 NFAFMIK UV-B a5t kb B 2%
KA PAR PR E 25, AL R A2 KhFENS &1 A3 KhEE(1A] 2).
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Figure 1. Response of P, to PAR (Photosynthetic Active Radiation)
in Yunyan87 leaves
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Figure 2. Response of Tr to PAR (Photosynthetic Active Radiation)
in Yunyan87 leaves

B 2. M ZRBIREST PARCGE S BHIRST) AR

3.1.3. ko FIRAME

B PAR S35, 55 A Fr 7K 43 F 3R 35 S I 3 0, 78 PAR 4 600 pmol-m s~ i A #5t A AH
HIGHES PAR B0, KFI R 28 T (& 3). 24 PAR > 200 pmol'm 2s * i, &IR55 UV-B ALBE 7K
S F S EBAL T [ — PAR 444 T CK 42, {H AL, A2 Fl A3 3 MLEEZ A /K 43 R R Z 7 AR K.

3.2. UV-B EHXHER P EH A XSS HAR IR

AR UV-B 48 5 541 T AR 30 1 Py Tew CiHT IWUE #I0L AL S (6 2), ANF UV-B abF %
EF, AL AbERER T HEIE COLMEE C FUUK R R I T AL, HARIRFRIE RGBT BTt
HA g e AR B R L ROV R, SXTEEA L T T 6.20%, A2 Al A3 AbEREH AR ELER Tk A
HARLIRIN T s, Hrh A3 FE R NEK DRI BB IR T T 7.91%. AL>A3>A2; A3 E
AMEHER T, AL > A2 > A3, A3 5 CK #:il; Muli] CO¥REE C U ALK, MiHKR=FMEASK; XF
Al1~A3 ] WUE ] BAK T CK, {H&IKE UV-B fEG KA FIHEZ R A K, AL~A3 SILFE G
CK %. BE UV-B 55 A%, SFLBRHEMEAZEA K. JR59 UV-B R A0 B K 70 R 26 AN R RE 2 )
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&, HA Ll A3 521K, AL F1 A2 btk A3 B . 1659 UV-B 585 T AR IR N FE K R 2 AL B, A2
BAK, ASIMERIRZ, 5EALFMA2HEEZEER.
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Figure 3. Response of WUE to PAR (Photosynthetic Active Radiation)
in Yunyan87 leaves

3. MAr K FIRBES PARCE A B #M0 KL

Table 2. Main photosynthetic gas parameters of flue-cured tobacco leaf in treatments (12 leaf)

# 2. FESZAM FEHESH(E 121)

P T: C Ci WUE IWUE

L (umolcol;m’z-s’l) (mmolH,0-m%s™?) (moIHZO-sm’zs’l) (moIHZO'Im’Z-s’l) Ls (umolCO,:mmol *H,0) (umolCO, mol*H,0)
CK 20.33b 4.66 a 043a 243.56 a 0.34a 448 a 4756 a
Al 2159 a 4.68 a 0.42a 246.52 a 0.35a 4.46 a 48.57 a
A2 20.53 ab 4.67 a 042a 243.53a 0.34a 4.45a 4712 a
A3 21.19a 4.66 a 0.40a 243.63 a 0.34a 444 a 43.80b

R ESER R R L 3 KW, Py T, LJRIEMR, P, 5 Cv Civ WUE #l IWUE R i AH
*; T, 5 Cev LgIEMSE, T, 5 Civ WUE @fifi=x; C5 Lew WUE Al IWUE SIEMZS; {(HESH 2 6]
A BN .

Table 3. Relationship analyzes of leaf photosynthetic gas parameters

® 3. MAXESHZEREX ST

Pn Tr Cs Ci Ls WUE IWUE
Pn 1
Tr 0.585 1
Cs —0.518 0.208 1
Ci —0.098 —0.308 —0.692 1
Ls 0.777 0.870 0.132 —0.580 1
WUE —0.448 —0. 051 0.892 —0.845 0.098 1
IWUE —0.055 0.669 0.862 —0.734 0.583 0.677 1

*Relationship was significant at level of p < 0.05 (two tailed); **Relationship was significant at level of p < 0.01 (two tailed); It was the same as fol-
lowing.
T * fE p <0.05 KU B FEF R **£E p < 0.01 KPR L EZFHMKG: TH.
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3.3. UV-B ESLEMNHERMEAT MREIENTR

M 4 FTLLEH, B UV-B 585 SRR 085S, P43 av M43 b A SR 3R B B 2 e PR 1 o 1)
G, JTESN LA, AL SRR a. MR b AtGRASEREKT CK. A2 Al A3, {HZ
CK. A2 fll A3 =F 2 MW Z 5. kIS UV-B R RTZEEAS MRS BRI S R EAR, £ AL 4
HNEARKE, ARSI REEES.
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Figure 4. Changes in chlorophyll and carotenoids after different UV-B radiation treatments

B 4. UV-B(E£5ME) ST AR EMAHE MR BTN
4. e
41. BHAEEREFNEEE

MEE 7 SRR E, AL, A2 AERREE LRI IS CK AL ZE R K, (51 87 X5 i
REJJA PTG, A3 5 CK BEJCIRIIN AR —8. 7R3 UV-B f84 T, MY ARG 6 A M R BT
UV-B $& S INsR 210, 1E N —RiE N 720 [11]. RIGH X2 7 1 F R, AL R A2 A EEE &l
KT CK, X5 12 HHRER R, AL AH T =l 87 b &R ik, CK &/, A2 fl A3 /r-FHralK
S, IX gl AR B AR AR RS 7 AT AR 12 IR AR NG A 2R B UV-B 4R S BE > X AR
YieE R, RILHEEXT UV-B 55 B RERAF L. R A& 1E S G 1R K HIAE G
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KAR[12], WHCAEARTFARAE UV-B 85 T B AL Pn of LUK I, 9355 UV-B S5 %5 5 K i B sk
W AREE LB R, AR R SRR AL EE A Pn 2 R — N E R DRSS RIS A
B R E LG ARG H . A, MRS R TUUEH, I UV-B fad )G, S4Bt s
HWREFAKR, ZWULAANT TR KRS UV-B 585 FIRS,  BEAREE PR T M B IEsRE, (H)2
XU A R AR P2 AR B s, AREG A AR BR R 22 53 E B A7 UV-B SRS iR e, T A 32 2
520 B B B AR A (R 52

UV-B a5t A0 n] DL RO & R & B AR Ik 59 UV-B SR AT REHEE b RS B 544
A, 76 AL AR HAT f R AR, 75 Ab B 8] 22 55 RN K o XF LU AN [R] UV-B 85 461 R i ah 3 & &l LR L,
F PR UV-B 4@ S AL B (A 2035 & B R IUE TR FH e sy, xR0, 2 5 Hh X8 AR S R gk A T
KA EER S UV-B N A — @ BER, B BEAIK UV-B SRR 38 8 577 A2 T BRI 2,
B2, BE%E UV-B fESEFEER TR, IEME DA T @M, Areh, SR UV-B 485 m A 17 it
GFE LR, RULRWRE, B UV-B AR BOE R R E R, T H AN R EE D
RN T

4.2. KRG FIRHE

P WUE @R YIE AR IR 1) — AN B HE [13] 50 R AN WUE B2 BT #8R BH, CK
(1) WUE i, a1 208 UV-B FESf b8 . 3X 30 WILE — & Y0 B N I80S UV-B 4@ 5 5 428 JH S 7K 40 IR 9 38
FIFHBE ST T B, 1024 UV-B 48 S 34N, £ 5 WUE J2 38 W PR 5 1) —Ff 81 B0 5 57 1t A th R [ 14],
HPFHEER ) UV-B a5 R WUE (3158 FERCSS, X5 A T 25 SR8

WUE [ R /N T3 ] 52 57K 0 THFE AR XS Lol BD P, 5 T, IR K/, SALEISE DY) CO, I
BRIURI K 23 5k 2 (B ~PAT, Py AN S BRFIL A D6, ARSI EA S, 1 T, ZE S5 FE A K[15],
BRI G UV-B 4 S50 sk 5] 4 Jt R RS AL 5 BE AT s e A B2 2 AR WIUE 22 e IR R o o0 M 5 AL B 52 WUE 1)
FERE LRI, CK B WUE E2 5 HAGE I Py BUEHIKH TA K, A3 M FE 5 K1 Py A
Ko ALFTA2 MHEL, AL B & WUE Al REE 22 BN AL D, BRAIC T B, —RLE R
I, YR ZS R BE, HICER TR K AP R T RE 71[16]. IWUE /] RPN R4 <AL IR
K AT RE . IWUE [0 Hr 45 SRE 0, AL ZLBRE IWUE #¢, RP0H b e A PR3 S ALK
TR ), HYRCA CK, T A2 FT A3 AL RS FLIAK . IR RE R 2 .

E&MHE
P E R AR, 2R OUHT S A
SE 3wk
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