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Abstract

Ephemerals, including annual ephemerals and ephemeroid plants, are characterized by short-
term growth rhythms and specific biological traits adapted to deserts or temperate broad-leaved
deciduous forests. Their fluorescence physical characteristics had a significant correlation with
their leaf contents. The chlorophyll content, nutrient content and response of the photosynthetic
characteristics to the simulated light environmental changes of five desert ephemerals, Eremopy-
rum orientale, Malcolmia scorpioides, Lappula semiglabra, Tetracme quadricormis and Arnebiade
cumbens, which distributed in Northwestern China, were investigated. The results showed that the
chlorophyll content of ephemerals was between 1.24 and 2.67 mg-g-1, with extremely high chla/
chlb values reaching 5.80 - 12.86. Ephemerals growing in barren desert had extremely high nu-
trient use efficiency, with leaf nitrogen content all above 3.1%, leaf phosphorus content between
0.22% and 0.30%, and leaf potassium content between 3.15% and 6.24%. The ®ps;; of ephemerals
on average was above 0.4. The inhibition effect of high light intensity on electron transport rate
(ETR) was not obvious, with the latter decreasing only when PAR was above 1400 mol-m-2.s-1,
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HE

ARV E N SR B REE P F R 2R A, YR i TR AR AR ERI R 7 & B Z IR B R IR A R
43 B ER SFh LR 55 Ay LM R 7 £ F B (Eremopyrum orientale) % £I27F (Malcolmia scorpioides)- 3%
R & (Lappula semiglabra)~ 573F (Tetracme quadricormis) FITEE 3 X & (Arnebiade cumbens) H
RAERKEE—BHH FEABE AR, XSRS S B UK RIEEMRLHT THE. SRR
B, MY SR EEN1.24~2.67 mg-g 12 [F], H&ERa. bFEZ HIXF]5.80~12.86. HHAEN
E7E3.1% E, SPEN0.22%~0.30%, FKETE3.15%~6.24%. A HEY KL FET 28 dpsy
FI7E0.40L 1, ETREZGIRIIMHIAAE, 2GHRERMNET 1400 mol-m-2-s-1fF, HILTHE.
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1. 518

HEMEEEEHR LSRGV AN GERRAIAIAEAL, 238 2R RN, EPEPHZRER al b
S G Re R SR DI R [1]. Ny Py K ZEMAEKKE B RIEIRICER, ERYH R
A AR 7 T R 3 AR [2]. b, M N FOKPFRE— @ iR A BRI E R3] [4], A
W TR B MR R ETIE 75% A L[5]. VR TTIGE 1A & RE R Y R B i R
L OCHEERNEH K TS HUK[6]. P AT U S MR 13 12 I 5 58 AR K 77K 3 s ke ) 24
SURPLFBEST, 10 H RE WS I 5 A A U A T R AN AR 1) S B SR I B, K X IR
A KBS SLIs B AT EEAEF[7] [8]. ILH UL, MW Py i 2R R e g 2@ &
AL AR VO R GT AINFERL 3 MR R AE, X 3 Migdie MAF R ILIH KGR, LA 1EN
AIAFER A 2 5 IOC I RIAR AL o PR, AT LS 6 5 ' A LI 2R FE AL 06 A 1 T M G

IEVARIE
S A R E ORI R P e R, AR A SRS EEAR W EENEM[L0]. BUE

R R Y], SRR Y — IR R EF AR, AR 2 M, BERTH b A s e R
TAESET, DARPT b S a8 B ORI A R A R AN B . B KRB X SR B LA =
ENE,  FOR T AN R B RSB K IR A AR A R H U [11], BV P A A A T e (A A
B —FATRERAZNONEY), BURMA TR NG LR RS R 7 B 3R B 1A R IR 5%
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i, REFATMBEKNE 2 WPE T BRI RIE . YT, FATEMTE B IR T EA K
= G e SRR A R, R X AUIE CO, R EE IR F AR AR H 58, HORM AR IFE 0.05 B E[12]
[13]. ¥b 1578 (Calligonum arborescens) & i% X 18 A AL A HEARRHE, X i IR B8 BoA i (3 Bk o A3
e xR AT A TR B FEAR D PIRM N Py K SRS & AT LR 78, JFx e ar it i)
FOCRHEREAT T AR, TR B A A A0 TR B R e 1 e FEE R, DU T R B X (M A A AR A 4 it
FHEMHE

2. 5 HZE
21 EMEFSEENE

211 HA2EN, P, K SEUZE

2008 £ 5 A 4 H# 5 A 8 HIW, 27l drid ) R AFH Gramineae) 4 /5 37 HE (Eremopyrum
orientale). + 74 £l (Cruciferae)®: 5% 7+ (Malcolmia scorpioides) #1447 (Tetracme quadricormis). 45#%
%l (Boraginaceae) 5 5 #5 il (Lappula  semiglabra) Fl i =2 4% 45 75 (Arnebiade  cumbens) DL Jz {1t 3438 A vb 35 &
(Calligonum arborescens) 4= b —FA AR VER) 3 NEEHAE, EIUILDIREM Jv 5 fr, 1E 70°C %M AL
TREE, REREE, T STHRRNE. Y42 N e SER - RREAE. B4 P .
R - HER P IL L. YA K IIE : B - KIGHREEVE:.

212 HERSENNE

ERET7vE 5 B, BLThAEMT A 0.1g, BYRigZZ, 7F 45°C MRV T LB NEE: K = 4.5:4.5:1 ¥R
o, UHFARE)E, RSN THE 663 nm, 645 nm Tl E L AMR IR . B A R(L)~B) 7 Bt
HH4EE a, HEER b MEHSRNEE, BO0N: mgg  fFE.

-4k %%a = (12.7D663 - 2.69D645) * 0.1 @)
43 %5b = (22.9D645 — 4.68D663) * 0.1 (2)
nheg A (a+b)=(20.2D645+8.02D663) * 0.1 (3)

2.2.2. HERTAI M ENE

KH L1-6400 {4 641X (LICOR, Inc. USA), 1% 4 6400-40 ¢ HAR Sk AL 58 9¢ 6N [ B I #E 470 1)
HEVERIGE: 2 IERRG], RXIVDPIEHEATNE). UM CO IREEASHEE, oS 10%1E0
IR, AR Tl S RV B 2000, 1200, 800, 500, 200, 100, 50 #1110 pmol'm2s™, ¢
R BN BT A 20 kHz. E E B FOL RS 1 R, Frig S50 AR I E B FE bR, ATeL
MEREE St & N, & FTF 6400-40 75 4k YEHESF 30~50 min, il & % B i AR i — 45 9 5~10 min.
FAEZME 3 K, 4L 3 AEE. HERG 1| LR R TR g Al T% 35 3# 2 (Electron
transport rate, ETR) i35 4% L1-6400 ZRIANAI A A Hcfl, BEARu T

AF  F'm-Fs
Posy = m = E'm (4)
ETR = ( Fm- st e (5)
F'm

X4 RRX 5 P Fm b FRKIOESEIE: Fs N9 5) 715 2 b (e s i etak g 2
RS BRI T /0%, — M CoEL 0.5, C,HEAEL 0.4, IX FLGE—HL 0.5; | L A{EM B @ %Y
Bear I TR 2> %0, HX 0.8 (FLTTNIZE, 2006) [14].
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2.2. Gt

RIS s 5 B SR FH SigmaPlot 12.5 8458 i, AN [ Fh 2 18] 22 5 1 43 BT K FH SPSS 19.0 58k, 7 24
B A0 22 BB LA 20 MR ) LSD /e, ¥4 25 1) 8. 35 1 /K7 0.05.

3. HERENH
3.1 AHEYHEESENHAESFISE

5 FiE A ATV IR A R S B AR N, Py K S EWE 1 s, Eaiymybds g
4R a SRS 1.11~2.28mg-g " 2 7], M4 b &8N 0.12~0.39 mg-g ™ 2 A, M4t M 8N 1.24~2.67
mg-g 2. M, KHREEENHSESREa b MEERE, BEGRCEENHSREENTEE a R
%, PUEIFRIMSE b S RRIK. MRETRABHITERNR T RERE > TREE > SRIEIF~Y
VI > PR > SRR,

T A AR N Py K SR EE R TP E(p < 0.05). Earadyrt 5 & N &7 3.1%LL
., M FEAE S RSB R A A N 40N 2.53%. b, m S N B R A Y T
% 4.66%, HUCHHETRER, BREBEITAPREE, HEHRFEREN 3.18%. HatEyrt & P &
fE 0.22%~0.30% 1], H &R iRt iem, HIRNEHCERE, JUKGIT. R REFEAERBE. D5
AR PR RO R A B 1%, et A& K 85, i ERAK IO 0K 5 (6.24%) > &
RULTT(5.48%) > PRAHGEL(4.66%) > VUi TF(3.79%) > R 77 42 55(3.159%) & % T R ZE S b 334

3.2. WABNNEHAIS MR

Doy TS PSR SEBR G REFEAL R, & Sl PSI B S vt 22 5 43 %< S L R B2 b SRt g
FIRACR, R A G & MRS N BB [15]. PSI AEIE 3Rl T4 258 % (ETR, electron
transport rate) 5 L SEFRoG 58 26 1F R IR L AL, T SEM A ER G RN LR, 24
RAEMYD A E 1R IRHIAL E[16]. Dpg 1 ETR BEOGA A RE S HIAZ e Inl4 2,

W& A A SRS RN, 5 PR AT Dpsy 3 I H IR (] 2). TEMCEIRT, KR4
MBS R R ) Dpgyy Z [FAFAE 2 25 122 57 (p < 0.05),  TI7E e 5 1 48 R T R 405 o 2 () 22 57
F(p < 0.05), HAWF I MIBEREEER@P > 0.05). FEELAARGESIBEM, 5 FEaEY
(1 F TR s 2 ETR B0 I8 M 8 it e, 7ERIURRY BE AR M7 30 BT, R M B ZE R (p <
0.05). Je& A A4EH T+ 500 mol-m>s™, HLFAEHER ETR HIL T AR RIKEE. BRAT EEERM
DUBGTF, S A SR R R e SR L /) 25 S AN B35 A (p > 0.05), AW b2 M¥E BEMEZR(p <
0.05), i HH A4 (1 H 14 Jaf 3o 5K v DI B 1403 N T 87 i ) 75 7 i 35 (p < 0.05), oA S BRI e SR
SRR 22 058 o P AR S R A, AR RS R TR AN DY G T AL TR B . T
KA LM, BRI G ITAE e & A BUE S T 1400 mol-m™2s i, HL T35 R 52 3 3 1)
EIVER, ETR HBLF %, HAb 3 b artdy NI#E =ik 1600 mol-m*s*'~1700 mol-m s i, ETR
AR BN B (5] 2), KRG ETR S A MRS, OB S 3 HI B 4 .

33 EMMHRFSSEEXRAEEZERXR

331 EYMHAMERIESASERIHEZBHXR

AN F R A A d i R R S R S O G R Z RIS TR, R KA
HIHH), MR as R b MEH SR SRS ARRE T HEEEER S HELEER 2 BFIE
R, HRFREON 0.484~0.744 (p < 0.05). HHATMZRE b 5oL E M A MG Rm, MR RLELFE 0.7 LLE
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Figure 1. The leaf chlorophyll, total nitrogen (N), phosphorus (P) and kalium (K) of ephemerals
and Calligonum mongolicum
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Figure 2. The @pg;, and ETR of light system Il with different photosynthetically active radia-
tions

E 2. TEEETHRS 1| B dpg, F1 ETR

(p<0.05). FEFHFIHIARLN, FHaWEKEHEN, A HaER a, HaR b MEHSKRSES HiRK
LA R R 2 K (p < 0.05), HS5eERENMH L GHERZMBA REIERR. HAE
ERRAEMEYE KT, BN R a St ER MM R, BIAEKEHHSR b
ARG SR R A E ERR . X 5 ME i s & R 50O S HC M BHAT R R, it
SR a HENEHSZREES dps M ETR ZRFERZE AR KR (p < 0.05), HEEK b 5 dpg M ETR
AN ZERTE Y EPS E
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3.32. H¥WMHA N, P, K RESAAEBIFEZENXR

XA A R G A NS Py K SR 500G RHEZ MM i R, Ry E K
FIHAMHE) A NWPLK &2 5 BRIRE N EoREH6 G A 1 a6l 23 B B35 ARG 8 R (p < 0.05),
KK R0 8-0.718, —0.466 F1-0.294, LLK—0.741, —0.551 F1—0.215, ifj56 4 fit 1 (ED G N g
KA E ) 2 7] 5 525 IE A D% (p < 0.05). 7EAT a4 AR K I BT JHRIAEIA, i NI P S =5 AR
WETNERKEOCEEEACG R B R RF EARKR: h K ZENS BRRE MR KELEH
GG R A 2R OO R . BB N 558 5 ma B g v il 4 s 6 2 [R) Oy S5 35 47 A
KA, HARHEY TR 5 ETabr L B3 BEAM KK R XF 5 MY IR0 &' 59068 1%
B RFATA T R B, v NP &5 dpg M ETR ZIAMFE R & FUAHG K R (p < 0.05), A K
TEY dpg Fl ETR A1 2 23 IEAH K (p < 0.05).

4, it
41, EREYHERE B AR RR

5 P ATt bR R AL, MRS B TR AR . 5HANR AL,
Y4 R 8 5 TR ARV K (Agriophyllum squarrosum)AH 24, (B2 K T 2 F A% (Tamarix ramosissima)
/g B RE RIS 2y 22 3¢ S A AN 41 7P (Reaumuria soongorica) . /3B # Z (Scorzonera divaricata)Z:[17] .
AT SRR a SR b SRR, e T EIREY), /T 5.80~12.86 A, KUK
R SRR a SR, BONRHEYHT EICE AR KT [FR, BERRR. . K RIFRS S
LA SR, YRS RN 2 /DL E R as b IR IR 22 b8 2 & A i [18] [19] [20] [21].

DIEXT A SR S B AR S e G R B MR R FRZHT, ARMARARME, H45BERHA
MR AR RS R S Gl R 2 8] 2 03 IEAH OC[22]: A HE AU i G R S RSB R Z (R AH G
PSSR GEASNEIER, AMAREWNRKERKRBIH A SRS RBIKT 0.5 gm 2 salExy
MHERE S R R 3 IEAHR[23] [24], M & W EY s E R 5 EEH Z K R g A K
KA MAA[25]; WA ZE @ B8 EAEE AT UG N, G EE SRS 82 A0 R E M
KK FR[26] [27]. AT EE PG R, ERGHEYERYVIIANSRESE 5N EGEEE REIEHX,
T A AP S X R AR SR B W s, AR KA s R 5 B S YOG ae I L R 2 AR, BUIHE
PG R S E & &8 MO C S ER IR R R . R EEEY], ek a MirtegE b EEMAE
KRN, sHOtaERREmEAMEE. HaR BN RAAZER IR —JH, BThS
W RS BRI R LA DG, nRAEEYE FRRGL: 73— 07, &R MY 32 WiE J b SR
TFHRE TR EE[1].

4.2. FEMEMISCIFEAIR

Lapointe [28]7E X {6 5% A 52 Wi Kl i AEL ) A BRARRAE O BE T vh i HY v RO L A R D AE JE I 9T P 3R 4T
B 4 1 RO R AN S8 Bt b B0 2B s PRI AT 3R o il T SRR VORI R A LA R MR, BT LA
A FIMLEE 75 P R 7z [14]. 5 A et SER b L2 B 7 . Dpgy MIAREIA B 7
ETR Bt & A %08 5 AL R EEA M . 5 A A Pesy T HITE 0.4 DAL, RIELE S & 208 5
1% 2000 mol-m %5~ R BRI, A CRFFAER KT . R AR R T, BRI
SRR, NI PSI L, fESEGHNE T T RA B R SR RN AR

DAEIRZ T FURH] ETR 506 RA LMK R R, AFTFP e 17X — s, P& 2 EAHK R 8=
1% 0.977 (p < 0.01). 5 FE AN ETR T EMEI7E 98~150 2 [a], Hrpfi=d o mn s, X5 A &

()
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FFDE A REIAER R, ETR SZOGSRAMHIA G, IR BN RO & A SR E AR &, R ar i)
AR 55 56 A R e AR FH AR [1.2] s [ REXS 6 AR RE 0 th AR 5i, PR B HH s D A T A 7
ENITE /55 BRIV RSN

43. FEHEYI N, P, K @ESAEFEXRR

ASCHEFR, A A NG Py K S EY ST F— SR s . FRE, Wizic s T HAb
WAL, ociL TG4 20 FREE E QIR RE A B RRES N ORERSF R 9 FhR HE[29] [30], B
T R X 126 FiEEAFI B AREI[31]. A5 Y& N &5 Sonoran S & ZF—4
AEAEP A N B (2.26%~4.49%) 7K T K E 24[32], 1 %o R bR R A= K 1) -5 25 A AL RO F 9 vt R LA 2
AL i 75 4y B B I REAE[33] -

KRIX - HAER N, WEERP, 1K SRR & RE[11]. A YI7E 37 9 700 P A 5
BAMRSIN Ry &8, BESEAEREMRIGES RIS, FTREE S H AR 0 L3RR AE Y e L
RENAFEAERKIKR, REMACLET AM B R BB HE Y5570 B SOMI K 23 A JE 1 5
(A FI[34] [35], A X a4 b oK 22 SO IL AR A b A= P [36] [37], Rt WA B R B e S A 2
TR BIEIE T 5 v 5 o ) S i AL AR T SR AN AR A A — A LN

FamE E KA B NG Py K B ESG R 2 8% EAK, (B BERRE T HLEE% 2R
EHML, RUEBLRET, BEmFRSSEMCEIERRMARGIER, mEFe T, sy
TR A ER M BEERN R, Moy K EEY, fkEKRERA, HhH N, P &&
HAMRE TAREGEBANEREIH R EF EHKLR, 1 K SR EXHMIRRY R 5 A,
SRR R A K AT DU IS 20 R R A R A R GTE M DL RS IE e AR FLIE 345 5 T R 42 56
M6 A F[38], RIS, %W Feas Rl G5 A X I & AR i m 6, BARE R 5 Tt — 0
Fo MAaEWEKEH, BRiA NS, HAVEFR TR EERRA &2 m, I atEy &t
NAFEA KBTI, HYR AN E 28R HRIFRE S, A Ny Py K =R & B0y e &l 2 1)
S, Hoh N5 HAE G A, X E T BAAMEIETT, 71%~88% 1 A E M A B RN B
i, A 75%0 N s T rrgpik, iR BN GTER, SR N B Fhi 204E R A A 5ok
FRE ] CO M JE Je N FES W I TR E VIR R, WA Rubisco &M A H i hFEEMEAM, #
IWHRAEM RN R E R K E AR T, SR vt d B 5 &1 30%~50% [39] [40]. 4n7EAF
SE IR CO, ¥R A5 Hh i R4 B 7E Rubisco HH N ¢/, N AR o] g O Sl 216 A VB 7 o
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