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The different capital and lowercase letters above the column indicate that differences between the columns reaches the significant lev-

el of 0. 01 or 0. 05,the same below
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Fig.1 Comparison of chlorophyll content changes of Ygr and Nil single leaf
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Fig.2 Comparison of growth rate of chlorophyll content changes of Ygr and Nil single leaf
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Fig.3 Comparison of photosynthetic pigments content in different photosynthetic organs
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Fig. 4 Differences of photosynthetic pigments content in different photosynthetic organs
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Table 1 Comparison of the gas exchanges photosynthetic parameters of different photosynthetic

5 Yer SNl RAEXERELMEMNLILE

Fig.5 Comparison of automatic light curves of

organs under different light conditions between Ygr and Nil

fom B K fint LPL fo 4 SPL R SS
Photosynthetic s ) .y s
parameters Yar Nil /% Yar Nil L/ v Yer Nil et/ %

Comparison Comparison Comparison

Y JeAR AL/
%/'.Ut H= ﬁ , 1137975716 a 974.89+42 b 16.73  1240.5+61.48 a  940.27452.67 b 31.93  1352.75+28.66 A 1294.34+26.08 B 4.52
Basic  photosyn-  (mol » m—2 « s—1)LSP

thetic e st/

parameters —2

Cpmol = m=2 « s=1) 40 8944,19a 20.874+2.32 b 95.93 41.57+5.26 a 21.32+2.57 b 94.98 168.13+16.93 169.32415.87 —0.70
*
LCP

e FRCE LQE) 0.046+0.0la 0.044+0.01 b 21.05 0.0640.01 a 0.0540.01 b 24.44 0.04+0.01 a 0.0340.01b 14.71
HeVE W/
(pmol * m—2 » s—1 )PR”

TR R DL L OF AR/ ; ; .y 25 aE L3 13 5 i1 7 -
ot ; TES I 21.2 2a —17. 9.97+2. 5.85+3.13a —22. BEES N 861,79 —5.
BRELHREH (umolem-2 « s—1yp,  1-AF1L96 b 21.2252.920 —17.81 10.9742.01 b 25.85+3. 13 75 11.18+1.77  11.86+1.79 5.73

1.564+0.11a 0.94£0.07 b 65.5 1.914+0.11 a 1.19+0.08 b 60.13 6.56+0.37 a 5.764+0.35b 13.90

Average gas ex-
changes parame- AL JE/
ter over light sat- (mmol* m—2 « s—1)Cond

uration point X
HiE] CO2 He i/
(pmol + mol—1)Cj

0.464+0.08 b  0.594+0.11a —22.03 0.47£0.09 b 0.624+0.13a —24.19 0.324£0.03B  0.35420.03 A —8.57

352.4430.37 a324.8+£25.67 b 8.49 328.48419.71 a287.49+21.39 b 14.26 349.88424.92 335.74+£30.22 4.20

P 5.654+0.41a 4.974+0.40b 13.68  6.7340.54a 5.69+0.46 b 18.30 4.02+0.29 3.87+0.26 3.88
(mmol * m—2 « s~ 1) T
LRI Ls 0.184£0.02b 0.2040.02 a 10.78 0.35+0.03b  0.42+0.03 a 16.51  0.17+0.01 0.1840.01 3.95
mﬁﬂmﬁ(ﬁl . 3.0940.53 b 4.2740.49a —27.64 2.9740.63b  4.54+0.71a —34.58 2.78+0.11b  3.06+0.12a —9.15
(pmol » mmol—1) WUE
. 8 Yer 5 Nil HDOEASEE I SR, LSP.LCP.LQE PR 43 I 4 JE A0 Hl 5 G H L A 6 P ROUR B GE R 45,

BB AR R . RIFR NG PRSI R AR TE P<<0. 01 Fl P<C0. 05 2253 3,
Note: * refers to the comparison of photosynthetic parameter values between Ygr and NilLLSP, LCP,LQE and PR are the abbreviations of
light saturation point,light compensation point,light quantum efficiency and light respiration rate respectively. The data in the table are

mean and standard deviation. Different capital and lowercase letters indicate significant difference P<Z0.01 ,P<C0. 05, respectively.

2.2.2 AC,w& AL MNE6mEH. Yer 5 WM 17.57%.17.37%.5.26 %,

Nil /9 3 2664 #% B (LPL.SPL.SS) ¥ P, fH K M 2 a A& .5 Nil M, Yer M F
CO, & By 34 Jmoami #2 &, CO. W H o (LPL.SPL) ) CO, #f F1 85 (CSP) . CO, FM 5,
pmol « mL ™" FFE#] 2 200 pmol « mL ', Yer 3 2§ (CCP) . I W 33 3% (DR) # 5. 09% ~13. 45% ,
HARE P, W4 R R (43,62 pmol e m ™2+ 5! Ygr £ H (SS) By CSP, DR 4> %l & 4. 59% .
46.20 pmol » m % + s 1.40.45 pmol * m? « s )4y 8.31%,Ygr 9 3 KA E (LPL.SPL.SS) Y
B Nil fiX 11, 16%.16. 61%.5. 43% ., fEB& 4 BRALBCE (CE) WK 6. 82% ~14.29% ., f£ CO,
CO, ¥JE (10~ 2 200 pmol » mL ") 25 fk i Fil Y AL B 5 NIl 3P SR 58 e 2 800 T A
5 NIl A, Yer 9 3 KGR EMW P, P14 Yer 93 KN E&HEM P, . Cond,Ls, WUE 1
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4.93%~50. 00%, 1 C;\ T, W& 4. 87% ~
20.32%.
2.3 MHERXLXSHWELE

MIE 7.8 I AW .5 Nil AR A, Yer if H
(LPL.SPL) fy#1 i ¢ 6 (Fo) (PS IT &5 1 i 2 #E
B & 7 A CYNPQ) . JE e ik % 1 K R
(NPQ) 43 %l % 16. 39% . 16. 45%, 10. 00%.
20.27%,17. 59% . 21. 67%; PS Il ¥ 7& i& ¥
(F./F.).PSILHoufb =g s A i A & &+ ™~
(Y D OB K R E(Qp) R HL 158
HR(ETR) W43 54K 5. 30 % . 4. 61 %, 14.29% .
12.77%.,8. 06% . 7. 29%,13. 52% . 12.02%.,
Ygr AR (SS) 1 FZM R RS H L YN-
PQ . Nil & 10. 64 %,

S ¢ 31%
60 o LPL Yge oLPL Nil ASPL Yge
xSPL Nil =SS Yge oSS Nil
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Fig. 6 Comparison of A-C; curve of different

photosynthetic organs in Ygr and Nil

R2 AEAREREETRECO, KEXFUHTHRESHHLLE (x£5)

Table 2 Comparison of photosynthetic characteristics of different photosynthetic organs

under different CO, concentration conditions in Ygr and Nil

Yoo B KAint LPL S At SPL R SS
&%
Photosynthetic /0, = TAA 5/ 0
parameters Yer Nil LB/ Yer Nil e/ % Ygr Nil /%
Comparison * Comparison * Comparison *
A CO2 M A/ - - ) ; ; . 54 S 5
WAL ZH Cumol » ml—1) CSP* 1475+88 a 134694 b 9.59 14884103 a 131886 b 12.89 161968 A 154842 B 4.59
i sn- C bR gt/
{L“;“fc m"r]:‘r’r:‘c"\cyr“ E’(ﬁjl f:i“ 1y CcCp 65.54+1.63 A 62.37+£1.56 B 5.09  64.43%1.32 A 61.21+£1.44 B 5.26  125.95+1.18 123.9840.98 1.59
ara s (pmol » mL )
AR % CE~ 0.05£0.01b 0.0640.01a —14.29 0.06£0.01b  0.0740.01a —13.05 0.04%0.01B 0.04%£0.01 A —6.82
175 I Mg 3 %/
H H‘E?O - . —3.0940.21a—3.57+0.18 b 13.45 3.81+0.18a —4.27+0.20 b 10.77 5.08+0.21a —5.54+£0.19 b 8.31
(pmol + m—2 « s—1) DR
COZMMALLE e ne )
R R s e B e . 39.8+1.22b 45.940.95a —13.29 42.3+0.96b 50.82+1.42a —16.76 35.29+1.16 B 37.12+1.10 A —4.93

(pmol* m—2 « s—1) Py
Average gas ex-
changes parame-
ter over CO2 sat-
uration point

AL/

(mmol * m—2 + s~ 1) Cond

L CO2 e i/

(pmol « mol—1) Ci

(mmol* m—2 «s71) Tim
LB Ls

K5y AR/
(umol + mmol—1) WUE

0.4740.08 b 0.57£0.05a —17.55

1639. £70.62 a 1 461.56+74.37 b 12.18

12.88+0.97 a 10.86+0.92 b 18.60

0.1340.02b 0.21£0.02a —38.09

3.0940.45b 4.23%£0.51a —26.95

0.4940.04 b 0.564+0.04a —21.31 0.334£0.03B  0.3640.02 A —8.33

1726.34490.37 a 1518.49488.69 b 13.69 1 755.86+42.37 A 1672.254+40.67 B 4.99

13.74+1.09a 11.42+1.12b 20.32 12.70+0.3 A 12.11+0.28 B 4.87
0.084+0.03 b 0.164+0.03a —50.00 0.08%+0.02 b 0.1240.02a —33.33
3.08£0.51 b 4.454+0.49a —30.79 2.78£0.13b 3.07%£0.14a —9.45

1 :CSP.CCP.CE.DR 43525 COz A& .COz #MES RUBCR BITRERYEXFE ., FRARNEFESNEREFBE P<

0.01,P<C0.05,

Note:CSP, CCP, CE and DR are carbon dioxide saturation point, carbon dioxide compensation point, carboxylation efficiency and dark

respiration rate, respectively. Different uppercase and lowercase letters indicate significant difference at P<Z0. 01 , P<C0. 05, respectively.

2.4 REERTUMLIEE

2.4.1 #er@mmEA ME 9 AFN, Yer 5
Nil /9 LPL.,SPL #9501 £ ¥ B B ] 22 4k i 12
AT e, HERIFE 22 d(A22d) & 3 &% K
(19.53.19. 89.13. 77.13. 65 cm®), 5 Nil M It
B, Ygr B LPL.SPL ZEHT ] (A1d~A10d) 43 5 °F
YK 25.85%.24.23% . 5 Nil W) 2% . LPL &
%57 K (39.68%).SPL 7EE5 10 K (37.62%) 4 4
BEE K. 5 Nil . Yer 78 1] (A13d~
AL6AD) MK 13.03% . 8. 04 %, 7EJ5 1 (A19d~
A22d) MK 2. 77% . 0.07%.

M 10 AT E Y, Yar 5 Nil # 5t [fg FH2 0 1
e H K 78 | W% A 0 K AR HR-JE R A g
/N, LPL Hunh AL A 3 KR, Yer 5 Nil ¥ 7
B 7~10 RAYiAEI K (2. 20,3. 20 cm?® « d 1),
SPL Huit T FRAY G K 3 %2, Yer 7E53 10~13 K1Y
IEF K (1,60 em? o d D) L0 NiL 758 7~10 K
IR B R A (2. 27cm? < d ). 5 Nil #HHL#, Yer
M A (LPL, SPL) 5 it [ A1 0y 34 K 3 2 76 [
(Ald~A10d) F 1 48. 48% .50. 49% , 75 | J5
B (A13d ~ A16d. A19d ~ A22d) W] F ¥ &
354.83%.549.68%,
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2.4.2 #AAREREIH MNEOIAEH.H
Nil 4 It Ygr 198 2R 1 AR AE T (Ald ~ Alod)
SEHAIE 14, 15%, 78 P 3 (A13d ~ Al6d) F ) 1IK
6.36% ., 7E J7 M (A19d ~ A22d) W G & 3% 25 5,
Ygr 5 Nil [\ B9 22 5 78 6 1 2 & I K (i
—3.83%~—20. 12%) H¥# 10 XKk F & K
(—20.12%), £ vy J5 W W & 2 45 /A (H
—9.06%~0.15%),

MK 10 AT E . Yer 5 Nil /1B K
R AR B (AT1d~ Alod) & 4 ik (0. 13~
0.66 cm® + d '.,0.24~0.83 cm® » d D WM7E)T
(A19d ~ A22d) ¥ & X 45 /N (0. 17 ~ 0. 04
em? « d 1,0.02~0.01 cm?® « d 1), 1 H i FRAY

MR R, Yar £ A10d~13d (0. 77cm? » d71),
Nil 7E56 7~10 KI5 E] K (0. 83 em® « d )4

Sk Bk, 5 Nil A%, Ygr B 5 m fRL 1
K RIERTH (Ald~ A10d) 1K 35. 22% ., T

e E M (A13d~ Al6d, A19d~ A22d) N 43 51
S 30.98%.800% .

2.4.3 ExGgrraRfARaREL NE 10
AlE M, Yer 5 Nil A9 5 Rk gt 0] i £ (Leaf area
LA (ZE AR “ Wl il £ . W 378 12 A 6 H ik
F%E 1 W41 958. 76,910, 54 em?) ; Nil 7£ 4
H 4 H (2 080. 53 ecm®), Ygr 7 4 H 18 H
(2061.51 em®) 2 L B4 2 W, Yer 5 Nil #
R £ SR 1 FR (Silique area SA) Y78 Ak 34 26 3 4y « .
W PIF e 5 A 23 H (5 0h 3 153, 49,
3176.11 cm®) ik A ,

M 11 AT F H, 5 Nil 45, Ygr 094 0 i
FLATE 10 H 28 H~12 H6 H.2 H 28 H~14
H 12 HZ a4 54K 5. 03% ~11. 76 % .5. 33 % ~
10.66% ., Ygr 5 Nil [i] LA 2% 7# 11 H 8 H
(11.76%).3 A 29 H (10. 66 ) M £ K., 5
Nil A F, Yer 19 SAUFE 4 H 5 BH.4 A 12 BHK
6.92%.5.25%.

2.5 RZEERBOILE

WE 11 BroR. 5 Nil M, Yer B0 A %
(Leaf number LND¥E 10 H 25 H—11 H 8 H.3
H 8 —22 HA MK 6. 47% .5. 80% . f SR 4k
(Silique number SN)7E 3 H 29 H1{K 5. 62%, ¥k
i (Plant height PHD7E 3 A 8 H.3 A 15 H %34
ik 5. 7196 .5. 46 %0 . A= ¥ % 7= £ (Biological yields
BY)7E10 H25 H—11 H8 H.,11 H29H—3 H
15 HzZ0E &4 H 19 H % 5 F ¥ K 6. 66%.
7.60%.5.76 %,

MR 3 A E A S NIl A TG, Yer 1Y
IR AL (BHD | F 46 )7+ B (MIL) AR 10. 06 % .
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Table 3 Comparison of main agronomic characters at maturity stage between Ygr and Nil

EF

B "
i | e e A% !
Ttem %ﬂ%P/ICm k]{/[)zl/fm BNP B3

EET

gor - Lk
iR % . Fedt /g
SNMI GNPS Tsw GDY!P

Ygr 53.2743.46 A 57.43+£2.27 A 9.691+0.49 244.95£9.51 58.1443.14 a 21.9240. 46

Nil 47.9143.20B  55.44%2.71 B 9.9220.49 247.71£8.69 53.86£2.18 b 22.73%0.56

25 /0
R bk / % —10.06 —3.47 —2.32
,()mparls()n

—1.11

2.7940.08 18.53+0.88

2.8140.07 19.26=0.12

7.95 —3.56 —0.71 —3.79

W AR K NG F R R R 22 5 B3 P<<0.01,P<<0.05,

Note: Different capital and lowercase letters indicate significant difference P<C0. 01,P<C0. 05, respectively.
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3.1 Yer WEAUTREMEFHEMELRTIHE
HER

5 Nil M1k, Ygr B9 5 2064 4% B (LPL,
SPL.MSS.FB.SS) iy 4 Fi A @ & (Chla,Chlb,
ChlCa+b) . Car) & & ¥ FEAR, HBEATER B A9 K/
gy LPL>SPL>SS>FB>SS, £ W Ygr 1 £ 1%
GE R AR ARE AR B SR AE AR
JEE A 8 Ak, X 5 R Cr35290% U NYR | 16382y
IBFIE 4 BAR . 5 Nil A, Yer AR G4
BRI EEILEEE K /N Chlb>Chl(a+b) >
Chla™>Car, Chla/b [ L {E & 6. 8226 ~42. 02% .
Chlb/(a+b) By HAEAE 4. 73% ~22. 75% , F B
Ygr 75 # 1k 3 (8] Chla. Chlb A~ &2 [A] 45 B A%, B
Chlb By B A% F2 B K T Chla, X 5§ NY™ | L638-
v R AR I A 58 AR AR 1 0 5 4 R A T
5 Nil #H e, Ygr # Chl(Ca+ b)/Car B H {EH 1K
11.89% ~25. 49% . F W] Ygr [A Cr3529/*7
NY!™ ) L638-y"*" 45 58 A% (R AH W], 5 )8 F it & R
SRR AR, Yer Y LPL.SPL M4 & &
B G RO AL NIL ik 8000 W3 22 5 1)
BF AN [6]  BRAS [R] ' & 4 B I 3R 1% o [ AR A B2
() 22 S AN ], RN WG G 80 B 1 AL R AT,
Bl 3 SPL>LPL>GSS>FB>PS, Ygr 1 5
KA ET Chlatb) /2% MR HLMEDE
EH NIl BRAIC, T 1.638-y 55 HJFUh A4 Ak A L i &
K(atb)/KEE MW LMAEEMAK, 0T 3
B Yer MBS SR S L638-y A 251 .
3.2 BEHI Yer XEHHEMNIIG

WX AN E S, B Yer M R
(LPL.SPL) MG AN 81 G AME 8 OG5 30
JERF I R L CO, M AT CO, FME AL I I 1 2
R E R T Nils /R (SS) 16 & /0% G IF IR

B CO, MR E T Nil, M CO, AL AT
BAL R A 3 K F Nil, Yer " A (LPL,
SPL) W) 16 94 5 (PS I 15 14 R s #E B0 &= 1 7
BLAR AR R R A 3 T NiLR PS T 7E
TGPV PS ITH Ak 27 i i 5% Ak 19 A A 77 o
A2 PR K FR B 30 L T AL 36 13 R ) B AR
Nil, Ygr £ (SS)HY PS I #35 1H: fig 42 #E B &
TR T NIl PAL iR 56 45 L 3% W 2 Ak
Ygr M AR A A R A4 T
M, FEAR AN EER & . CO, MRS LA 5 Nil k.
Ygr ) 3 K64 % E (LPL.SPL.SS) W P,
B4y 3 B K 5. 73% ~ 22, 75%. 4. 93% ~
16.76 00, AT 5 XF Ygr i i 4% 3% & 1 L
S5 SR AHEDAIE , o 8 B % 38 5 i PR AR Ygr 763
FEIATE] P, BEAR Y = B R, ) B 78 G A0 A
CO, H A1 S LL . Yer Nil REDEE BN P,
LAY RN L I AR B 34 O SPL > LPL >SS, Il nf
B2 T SPL T AR K i 11 Clb 22 199D 19 30 5% 2% 14
OB R %) it T LPL 89 (R ) LSS (ff 31
O mARKNE, AR T AR I AKE. 5 Nil M
o, Ygr i1 22 e 2 8 b <AL 5 B (Cond) R
FLER A (Ls) Wb 2 5K, fL i) CO, W (C) (78
MR (T, W8 m, R AT e 7E T Yer 78
W2 3B SRR 0 [ B, i R A 2 5 ) GRS
AL RS Z )0 KA T o As i S80S
PERE & A e As , B D DAL i 1 i — A0 BT
3.3 Yo R—THEBEHEBRTR

H Al 7690 28 b 2 & B ik 2 48 fk
L638-y J& T JF 32 Al ol 357, Ygr § Cr35291 |
NY# R #3040 1) o b o8 AR R R T H i
M, HEAE SR R R A AL B
Cr3529 J& A A PR b 1 H1 B 12 — £ T (DES) & 47
Aab B2 S SR I R L T Y g T NCY R ok U T
HARGEAE TN F BRI 0, 5 A8 P R 2 Ak 1) B 00
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REMCE R ENEIE . 76020y it 8 58 42 {4k h
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