LZHRAFRIEE, J. Anhui Agric. Sci. 2023,51(5) :85-88

=R FRRTERERIEBEUNERESH

EXE EARK RET MR LR

CL R R MO AR g R S oo LIRS T 25530052, 08 3 iR LU X0 2 8 R, LR JE 6 2655005 3. g gll K, (P8 3 v 030800 4.
AR AP R R LGy IR TR 25502255 BT 1 e AR 7 IR GOMRl R R IR B SR 2/ LI AR RO R bk 4 B, 1L AR 3822 271018)

HES

512 A B Rokk R Ao 8 ANfcke Rtk R AT A KA A A E SR, AR AW M & DN, TEMES S HREE

& AHERE R EE(NR) | % B RALEE(PPO) i it B AL B8 (POD) B E AR R Rtk A AT, SARESWER,IF

i B B 1 LT 148 oA 23# 28# 5 AR & £ KoMK RAT, A SRR A M, 2 ER AR TTR, B A AR o b
=

KR AN AN T A A RARR
hESHES S718 TEMARIEES A
MEHE  0517-6611(2023)05-0085-04
doi ; 10. 3969/]. issn. 0517-6611. 2023. 05. 021

o
FFRERE (RIFAR S ) #RIR45 (OSID) : mIE:

Differences of Growth, Physiology and Biochemistry of Pinus thunbergii and Pinus densiflora Clones

WANG Wen-ying' , LIAN Xiang-ru’ ,ZHAO Qian-ning’ et al
Shandong 255300;2. Yantai Fushan District Emergency Management Bureau, Yantai, Shandong 265500;3. Shanxi Agricultural University,
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Abstract The growth,physiology and biochemistry characteristics of 12 Pinus thunbergii and 8 P. densiflora clones were analyzed by the indi-

(1. Zhoucun District Forestry Protection and Development Center, Zibo,

cations of ground diameter, tree height, tree crown width, soluble sugar content, chlorophyll content, nitrate reductase (NR) activity, poly-
phenoloxidase (PPO) activity and peroxidase (POD) activity. Based on the clone characteristics and dendrogram analysis, a total of 5 clones
with well growth characteristics, including 3 P. thunbergii (1#, 11# and 14#) and 2 P. densiflora (23# and 28#) resources, were selected

for selection of superior clones, which should be protected and utilized in the future.
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Table 1 Statistics of P. thunbergii and P. densiflora clone resources
TR FER I W Ff #1425 Ground HEr Tree Skl Tree crown
Clone No. Source Species diameter//cm height//m width//m
L# TR1Z RN 5.65a 1.55 bed 1.52 abed
24 X35 YN 3.73 bed 1.43 cd 0.97 cde
3# TX4E ESUVN 3.74 bed 1.05 d 0.72 ¢
4# k15 VN 4.32 abed 1.43 cd 1. 62 abe
S5# X R A 3.57 bed 1. 67 bed 1. 33 abcede
o# A YN 2.86 d 2.25 abed 1. 08 bede
o# TH 1S AR 3.32cd 1.43 d 0.90 de
11# K65 22V IN 3. 83 bed 2. 63 abc 1. 50 abed
12# B 15 RN 2.95d 2.73 ab 1.78 a
144 B &R=2 RN 4.97 ab 3.02a 1.70 ab
15# g4 5 L2V N 3.90 bed 1.27d 0.93 de
16# 35 YN 4.57 abed 2.08 abed 1. 15 abede
18# TS BN 1.84d 0.88 d 0.39 ¢
194 L X RE= TR 3.62 abc 2.05 be 1.38 be
224 KHEES 5 BNV 3.36 be 2.93 a 1.33 ¢
23# K15 TR 4.15 ab 2.60 ab 1.80 a
24# fEE1% DI 3.00 ¢ 1.42 cd 0.50 e
284 H 2 5 DI 4.41 a 1.60 cd 1.43 be
204 ] 3 5 TR 3.28 be 3.10a 1.73 ab
314 AH] 8 5 NS 3.30 be 1.48 cd 0.95d

T [RFUAS [RNG R R A BRI 22 5 835 ( P<0. 05) o

Note: Different lowercase letters in the same column indicate significant differences between treatments (P<0.05).

VSV B i 397. 92(6#) ~ 1 096. 88 pg/g(16#) , -1
1 755. 21 ng/g; MH4EE Sri R 2. 60( 15#) ~6. 67 mg/g( 14#)
S AR 4031 mg/g; NR TG MR 1129 (12#) ~
13.64 g/ (g-h) (1#) FI{EA 12.35 pg/(g-h) ;PPO &%
$70.05(16#) ~0.24 AA 0. 01/(min-g) (3#), F¥{H K
0.12 AA 0.01/(min-g); POD I% £ H 37. 50 (6 #) ~
255.00 pe/ (g min) 1(1#) ,"FH4{EN 123.25 e/ (g min)
IR TC I R B AT M BE A R Ol 4910 67 (31#) ~

1280.21 e/ 284) , -4 2§t Jy 896. 88 pgy/s M4 4 it
SN 3.02(244) ~5.33 mg/g(29%) , FH &5 H 4. 35 mg/g; NR
{G1EN 10. 68 (24#) ~ 13. 22 pg/(g-h) (224) V-3 {H K
12.03 pg/(g-h); PPO 3% P 0. 04 (23 #) ~ 0. 26 AA
0.01/(min-g) (28#) ,5FE14{H M 0. 13 AA 0. 01/ (min-g) ; POD
MR 44.83(314#) ~261. 67 pg/(g-min) (23#) ,FI(EH N
156.44 wg/ (g-min) , J5 2253 Hr &5 R KW, AR IO R Z 18]
B KA RS

R2 B FMEEREREEDI N

Table 2 Analysis of growth characteristics of P. thunbergii and P. densiflora clone resources

YN P. thunbergii

K P. densiflora

A 4 3 AT 5 3
. mak R PO pon s pa TR PO pon g
Eiz27n Soluble Egy NR 354 £ PPO it POD Soluble = NR 151 : PPO # POD
Index cuear " Chlorophyll NR activity  activity activity <ucar Chlorophyll NR activity ~ activity activity
e} . o . i
content C;I;t/erglt ne/ (g'h) A(/:m?l Ogl)/ -4 ( g min) content cg;t/e;lt ne/ (g-h) A(jr\m(i (:)/ 4 (g+min)
pe's pe's
e/ ME Maximum — 397.92(6#)  2.60(15#) 11.29(12#) 0.05(16#) 37.50 (6#) 491.67(31#) 3.02(24#) 10.68(24#) 0.04(23#)  44.83(31#)
HORME Minimum 1 096. 88(16#) 6.67(144#) 13.64(1#) 0.24(3#) 255.00(1#) 1280.21(28%#) 5.33(29#) 13.22(22#) 0.26(28#) 261.67(23#)
SFHAH Average 755.21 4.31 12.35 0.12 123.25 896. 88 4.35 12.03 0.13 156. 44
F {} F value 1.679 2.627 12.022 1. 808 2.061 4.045 2.480 3.886 5.544 1.199

2.2 ERGMEMFREARERENERSERERNE
KM X RANSARAR AR SRS T 20 A T, T p o
AR W e R AT SC R B 0. 191,0. 503.,0. 321, 4
SRIEASG A Z T B AR B R ek R A G AR K el
0.322.0.644.0. 541, KR IEAHSC , Horp SR g 1 0 35 IEAH G 5
NR k5 A Wi S R A5G R B0 5 o 0. 576,-0. 166,
0. 122; PPO {5 A A LR A OC 2 8070501 - 0. 554 |

-0.097,-0. 290, ¥ R G ; POD 5 53042 A5 e iR A
KA 0. 804,0. 261 0. 280, 4 1 IEARSC, Horp 5 A
R FIEMIC(ER3) .

X AARAAEAR AP T 704 nT R0, Al PR 5
HuAR R JEEEAROC R B0 0. 046 0. 174.,0. 275 I 45¢
RS AR A e IR A 5 R K00 3l - 0. 044,0. 353
0. 470;NR {51 5 A2 A% w85 ek MR A 5C 2 %0031 4 0. 391
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0.661.0. 786, M el if 1 1 35 IEAHSG; PPO S5 HuAe B
JEEAHSE 2 K03 51 —0. 005, -0. 425 . -0. 540, &L A 5K

POD S5#h 4% B e | je M #H ¢ R 04 51 S - 0. 092,0. 601,
0.464(F3) .

R3 BB FRETHSIREX ST

Table 3 The correlation analysis of various indicators of P. thunbergii and P. densiflora

. Az L hlE  AAMRRS R R A ; ; y
R . dithr Ground Tree Crown Soluble sugar  Chlorophyll NR (ﬁ. ﬁ PPO {ﬁ @ POD (ﬁ ﬁ
Tree species Index . . . NR activity ~ PPO activity POD activity
diameter height diameter content content
YN Bl -0.020 0.309 0. 191 0.322 0.576 -0.554 0.804" "
P. thunbergii =N 0.412 0.684" 0.503 0.644" -0. 166 -0.097 0.261
ek 0. 465 0.822" 0. 321 0. 541 0.122 -0.290 0.280
P TR SR -0.046 0.174 0.275 0.27 -0.346 -0.046 0.239
P. densiflora 4 2 o -0.044 0.353 0. 470 -0.153 0.088 -0.192 0.492
NR 6P 0.391 0. 661 0.786" 0. 186 0.376 -0.265 0. 498
PPO 751 -0. 005 -0.425 -0.540 -0.448 -0.548 -0.057 -0.398
POD jf ik -0.092 0.601 0. 464 -0.315 0.578 0.319 -0. 426

e FORBHEAMR(P<0.05) , =+ * FoR BFEMR(P<0.01),

Note; * indicates significant correlation ( P<0.05), * s indicates extremely significant correlation( P<0.01).

2.3 ERMFBRAERTERERE ZiG B0 SRR
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12 TRARTGIEZR 70 5 38,50 1 26408 144 114 2 D JEPER,
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Fig.1 Dendrogram analysis of P. thunbergii (a)and P. densiflora (b)clone resources

LRE PRI TRINTCIE R RIS Hr 4
R IR 2 DRl R o2&

RN 1#(T R 1 5) AR 5.65 em, MR 1.55 m,
SEXFENR 1. 52 m, SRR S i 713,54 pg/g, ISR
EoE 426 mg/g,, T NR IEM: 13. 64 pg/(g-h),F1
PPO i 4 0. 09 AA 0. 01/( min - g), % ¥ POD JF 4
255.00 pg/ (g min),

B #(KRE 6 %) FH AR 3. 83 om, ¥ &

JHERELD 3 AR

2.63 m, X5t 1. 50 m, P n 0 & i 847.92 pe/g,
EHIFLERE i 4. 93 mg/g, P NR 35 12,50 pg/(g-h),
S35 PPO 3% # 0. 05 AA 0. 01/(min - g), 33 POD 3§ %
217.50 pg/ (g min) ,

PN 144 (B3 5 OB LR 4. 97 em, IR
3.02 m, F-E5eE i 1. 70 m, P2 ] o i 839. 59 pg/g,
ML E i 6. 67 mg/g, P44 NR 1% PE 12.80 g/ (g-h),
SEH4 PPO i #: 0. 09 AA 0. 01/(min - g) , SF- ¥ POD i
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255.00 pg/ (g min),

AR 23# (K5 15)  F AR 4. 15 em, P IR
2.60 m, VY5 1. 80 m, F-Y ]y vbl & &t 941. 67 pg/g,
P At 4.78 me/g, T4 NR TEHE 12. 19 pg/(g-h) |
SE44 PPO 35 # 0. 04 AA 0. 01/(min - g) , ¥ POD F 4
261.67 pg/ (g min) ,

JRAS 28# (IAH] 2 5 ) . P Hy M4 4. 41 em, - HI R &
1. 60 m, 4705 1. 43 m, EH ] b & 1 280. 21 we/g,
FHMER R AR 4. 64 mg/g, Y NR 1EPE 12. 07 pg/(g+h),
SE-34 PPO 3% 1 0.05 AA 0. 01/(min - g) , %34 POD 5% Pk
142.50 pg/ (g min)
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SRR Tz AR RN T o AT 9 3 1 o S R
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