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Effects of Ultraviolet(UV BC) Radiation Stress on Blade Visible Injury of
Forty Seven Plants

Zhou Qing1 2 Huang Xiaohua® , Zhao Ji*, Ma Yuguo4 , Liu Xiaolin4(1 .The Key Laboratory of Industrial
Biotechnology , Ministry of Education, Southen Yangtze University, Wuxi 214036 China;2.College of Life Science ,
Nanjing Normal University ,China 210024 ;3 .College of Che mistry and Environment Science , Nanjing Normal Universi-
ty, Nanjing 210024 ;4 .Suzhou Science and Technology College)

Abstract : The effect of simulated ultraviolet ( UV-BC) radiation stress on the area of foliar injury and chlorophyll content

of forty-seven garden plants were examined with leaf. The result shows that change range of area of foliar injury and
chlorophyll content was positively correlated with UV BC radiation dose [ radiant intensity( T,) x radiant time( d) ].
The injury threshold values of forty-seven plants were established. The UV BC radiation resistance of plants was put in
order by injury values of leaves .
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1 (Tyx d)
Table 1  The relation between blade injury degree and ultraviolet radiation ( T, x d) stress
/d /d
JWem 2 1 2 3 4 5 6 S Wem 2 1 5 6
T, 0 0 0 0 0 - T 0 0 0 - - -
Cedrus T, 0 0 0 0 0 - Euony mus T, 0 0 0 - - -
deodara Ty 0 0 0 0 0 - japonica Ty 0 0 0 - - -
T, 0 0 0 0 0 + T, 0 0 0 - - -
T 0 0 0 0 0 0 T 0 0 0 0 0 0
Pinus T, 0 0 0 0 0 0 Trachycarpus T, 0 0 0 0 0 0
Thunbe rgii T; 0 0 0 0 0 0 fortunei T; 0 0 0 0 0 0
T, 0 0 0 0 0 0 T, 0 0 0 0 0 0
T 0 0 0 0 0 - T . : - . ) B}
Cryptoneria T, 0 0 0 0 0 - Ca nellia T, - - - - - -
Sfortunei Ty 0o 0 0 0 0 - japonica Ty A - - - - -
T, 0 0 0 0 0 - T, - - - - -
T 0 0 0 0 0 0 T, - - - - - -
Cryptoneria T, (U] 0 0 0 0 Myrica T, - - - - - -
japonica T 0 0 0 0 0 0 rubra T - - - - +
T, 0 0 0 0 0 0 T, - . ; A +
T 0 0 0 0 0 0 T - . 0 . - A
Sabina T, 0 0 0 0 0 0 Wisteria T, - - - - - ++
chinensis T 0 0 0 0 0 0 sinensis T - - - - - ++4
T 0 0 0 0 0 0 T, - B . N b4+
T 0 0 0 0 A + T - - - R - +
Metasequoia T, 0 0 0 0 0 ++ Parthenocissus T, - - - - - ++
Glyptost r0- Ty 0 0 0 0 0 ++ tricuspidata Ty - - - + + ++
boides i 0 0 0 0 0 +++ T, A + + + 4 4+
T 0 0 0 - - - T - B ; B ; }
Ginkgo T, 0 0 0 - - - s manthus T, - - - - + ++
biloba T (U] 0 - - - fragrans Ty - - N + -9 +
T, 0o 0 0 - + + T, + + ++ ++  ++
T 0 0 0 0 0 - T 0 0 - - + +
Ptiiosporum T, 0 0 0 0 0 - Lugerstmenﬁu T, 0 0 - A + +
tobira Ty 0 0 0 0 0 A indica T 0 0 - + + ++
T, 0 0 0 0 0 - n 0 0 - + + ++
T; 0 0 0 - - - i T - - - A + +
Platanus T, 0 0 0 - - - Loropetalum T, - - + + + +
Aceri folia Ty 0 0 0 - - - chinensis Ty - - + + + +
T 0 0 0 A + + T, - - + + 4+
T - - - - - - T - 0 A ++ o+
Gardenia T - - - A + + reis T, - - A SR S
jas minodes T -+ + + + + chinenisi Ty - + 4+ A+
T, - - - + ++ ++ T, - - ++ +++ ++  +++
T 0 0 0 - - - T 0 - + o
Buxus T 0 0 - - - - Canna T, 0 - N ++ T 4+t
parvi folia L5 0 0 - - - - indica T 0 - + 4+ 4+ e+
T 0 0 - - - - T, 0 + B e R s
T o - - - + + T 0 - - A o+t
llex T 0 - - + Gltis T, 0 - - + ++
Qrnuta T 0o - - + + sinersis Ty 0 - - B
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/d /d
/Wem™? 123 4 5 6 /Wem? 2 3 4 5 6
T, 0 - - ++ 0+t ++ T, 0 - - A
T 0 - A ++ ++ ++ T 0 A + ++ S+ 4+
Ul mus T 0 - + T+ A Robinia T, 0 + + 4+t
pumila L5 0 - 4+ttt A+ k| pseudoacacia T 0 O T ST
T, 0 - ++ 4+ S+ 4t T, 0 ++ ++ ++ A+ S+t
T - - + ++ ++ ++ T 0 - - -
Gnnamomum T, - - ++ ++ ++ ++ Ligustrum T A
camphora Ty 0 - A + + + lucidum T + 4+
T, 0 - ++ ++  +++ +++ T, + ++ ++ ++ +? 4+
T - - A + + + T, - - - - -
Photinia T, - - + ++ ++ ++ Magnolia T, - - R +
serrulata Ty + o+ ++ ++ ++ grandi flora T; - A + ++
T, -7 ++ ++ +++ A+ A+ T, + ++ ++ ++ ++
T - A + + + + T 0 - + N = e
Magnolia T, + ++ 4+ 4+ +++ Bambusa T, 0 - +4 +4 4+
denudata L5 + F+ o+ 4+ multiplex T 0 s
T, + o+ e+t et A T, 0 + ++ ++ A+ A+t
T - - ++ ++ ++ T - - A ++ A+ A+
Prunus T, - + + ++ ++ ++ Pyrus T, - - R 4+ A+ A+
SerrulataVar. T A H++ +++ pyri folia T, - - + F+ A+ A+
lannesiana T, B S T L T +++ T, + + ++ A+ A+
T - - A ++  +++ 4+ T - A + + + +
Melia T, - - S o S Rt Viburnum T, - A
Azedarach T - - + ottt e+ awabuki T - + + + + ++
T, - - - ++4++ F+H++ T, - + + + + +++
T - - A ++ ++ ++ T A + + + ++ ++
Viburnum T - - T = S e+ Michelia T, B S e S g
Macrocephalum Ty -+ ++ ++ figo Ty ++ +4+ ++ ++ RN
T, - + 4+ + A+ A+ T, ++ ++ ++ ++  +++ +++
T - - ++ ++ ++ ++ T - A +++ 4+ 4+
FO'Syfhiﬂ T - + ++ +++  +++ +++ Fatsia T, - ++ +++ ++++ A+
Viridissi ma L5 + 4ttt A japonica T + A
T, + 4+ A+ A+ e+ At T, ++ A+t At A A
T - A ++ ++ ++ ++ T - - ++ 4+ S+ A
Salix L) SR b b s Punica T, - A 4+t 4 4t
Babylonica T; D e e ke s I S o S S granatum Ty - - ++ ++ 4+ 4+
T, i il s s o R S S T, ++ ++ A+ At A+
T - - - 4+ +++ T - A A o SR S
Syringa T - - N B T e Daplne T, + e
oblata var. T - - + +4++  +++ odora T + +4 ++ S+ 44t 4+
affinis T, - - ++ e+t A+ A+ T, + ++ 4+ A+ A+
T A ++ 4+ ++ ++ +++ T - - + ++ + ++
Broussonetia T, + o+ ++ A+t +++ Euony mus T, - A ++ ++ ++ o+
Papyri fera T + A+ A A A +++ alatus Ty - - ++ e+ t+ A+
T, ++ +++ +++ +++ +++ +4+++ N - + ++ ++ +++ +++
T - ko +++
Chi monanthus T, - I A e s o o s oE o
praecox Ty - B i sk s ol b SR e
T, A+ 4ttt A

- 0% ~5%; A:=5%; +:5%~10%; ++:10%~30%; + + + :30% ~50%; T 250%
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Table 2 Effect of ultraviolet radiation( UV-BC) stress on the chlorophyll content of plants
/ Wem™? / Wem™ 2
T, T, Ts T, T, T, T, T,
3.69 2.48 2.98 1.63 17.65 21.72 26.24 28.51
1.68 3.52 3.07 4.10 9.02 10.25 11.07 18.03
6.59 19.65 17.13 21.59 6.77 7.59 9.18 12.28
7.72 11.29 19.10 13.95 8.33 10.25 12.09 15.88
12.97 10.62 17.25 19.55 Al 13.69 15.15 15.39 17.97
7.26 15.26 22.28 35.67 17.41 25.93 40. 26 46.19
11.14 10.82 15.87 18.58 24.75 25.65 23.40 30. 44
8.19 11.16 20.13 22.68 2.21 2.57 5.93 10. 47
5.46 7.12 9.83 11.68 34.90 36.99 53.34 58.38
3.79 8.76 15.35 36.63 6.09 10.35 10.52 35.34
11.0 13.50 24.0 26.50 8.65 11.71 15.38 26.07
9.87 13.16 20.84 21.29 8.29 8.57 16.54 17.73
1.04 1.13 1.56 0.0 25.0 25.20 30.69 52.86
2.64 2.96 3.60 4.88 2.16 8. 44 12.53 16. 44
2.91 6.63 6.63 7.60 8.28 11.09 17.24 21.26
11.91 13.53 20.52 18.85 7.15 15.88 21.92 20.23
5.90 12.67 25.72 30.27 40.59 48.29 47.56 53.25
32.86 34.64 44.29 41.79 23.32 25.59 27.0 37.49
14.42 13.14 20.19 16.35 12.49 18.84 21.79 25.95
10.65 25.55 28.69 35.52 10.34 25.64 30.96 28.37
4.69 11.72 18.65 19.68 13.35 7.51 7 25.57 26.03
13.27 13.85 16.84 19.24 21.45 24.71 30.08 32.84
9.91 11.57 23.18 25.14 7.21 9.02 13.01 15.16
21.98 34.87 44.70 51.76
1) (%)
3 (UVBC) (W n? x h)
Table 3 The injury threshold values of plants under ultraviolet radiation( UV BC) stress
.60 x 42 D 0.60 x 21 0.40 x 21
0.60 x 42 0.20 x 21 0.20x14
0.80 x 28 0.20 x 28 0.40x14
0.20 x 42 0.20x14 0.20x2
0.80x7 0.40x7 0.20x7
.20 x 35 0.60x7 0.40 x 21 0.20x14
.80 x 28 0.40 x 28 0.20x14 0.20x14
.60 x 42 0.40 x 28 0.20x14 0.20x14
.80 x 28 Ei 0.20 x 28 0.20x14 0.20x7
.40 x 28 0.20x14 0.20x14 0.20x14
0.40x14 0.20x14 0.20x 21
0.40 x 28
5%
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4 (UVBC) RN
Table 4 The resistance grading of plants under
ultraviolet radiation( U V-BC) stress ’
I Il 11 ¢ | )
!/ % ! % ! % ’
0.0 AE 38.9 62.1
0.0 39.9 62.8 ’
0.0 40.3 63.1 47
0.0 40.8 63.1
0.3 46.2 63.7 ’
5.6 47.6 63.8
7.4 49.8 65.3
10.2 50.0 65.8 1 Caldwell MM, Teramura HT, Tevini E et al. Effect of in-
10.9 50.7 66. 1 creased solar ultraviolet radiation on terrestrial plants[ J].
17.2 51.3 70.0 AMBIO,1995 ,24(3) :165 ~172.
19.6 54.8 70.1 2 Ensvinger PA. Control of development in plants and fungi by
20-8 56.1 72.5 far UV radiation . Physiol plant 1993 ,88:501 ~ 508 .
21.2 57.8 72.6 3 ,
22.8 58.7 73.3 [71. ,2000,11(5) :
25.7 77.2 660 ~ 664 .
27.0 83.2 4 Teramura AH. Effect of ultraviolet-B on radiation on the
271 growth and yield of crop plants[ J]. Physiol Plant, 1983,
43 , 58: 415 ~427.
5 s s
[J7. ,1998 ,40(8) :721 ~ 728 .
( ) > 6 s
( ) ; [J]. ,1993 ,13(3) :228 ~
( 234 .
7 s s . SO,
) ’ [I]1. ,1998 ,17(2) :26 ~ 31 .
8 [ M]
,1995 .36 ~39.
9 > > s s ,
’ ’ 50, (1. :
1998 ,17(2) :20 ~ 25 .
> 10 s s s >
, (UV) (1.
[5,10] , 1998 ,23(3) :256 ~ 261 .
’ ’ 11 Day TA, Howells BW, Ruhl CT. Changes in growth and
> P

pigment concentrations with leaf age in pea under modulated
U V-B radiation field treat ments[ J].Plant Cell and Environ-
ment ,1996 ,19(1) :101 ~108 .





