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oh BR8N G0 AR 2y [ (HE 7 5 KSCX2-SW-133). [H K 1 ARRH A AL G b iE 5 30428022, 30770328)F1) R4 H AREBL A & (b
5 07006917) % B35 H

WE  AXHACORMAZ A G E R AT EH AT LRGN ERAEE | XK5IA

I A B A A BT K (Schima superba). A 1 20 BF % 0E A o 1 A 204 (Castanopsis | R IR LA ApR
hystrix) o it B 2% 8% % 3% & 5 H# # 3 JR & 7% 4 (Cryptocarya concinna)fy vt b3 | A
Fhptb R EAFAABALEEEE. 3 AR ESG A LR THENHLE | BEKE
Frot g o e R (P L E R A A B LR (LNHL) T &, A RS T &b THt | Hett o
ot HIP,; B A oG 7B T (HNLL) By AL bR 8 B A WP, ORTRR S T B A T4

Fr Y P, P x4 B i AR # T AL KT o A K B R BROR L. A7 K fe 404 69 HNHL,

LNHL #n HNLLAE #k * | A AL 80 Fy/Fy, . T # R R 7 A HNHLAE AR 69 F)/Fy 8
LNHLAHNLLE (P < 0.05). 7 X %% 0~1200 pmol-photo-m™-s', #FE & H

HNHLAE A A & 80 ot 6 & F 7 £ (AF/Fy), T3 — 3800 I A R B BB A A 47 A fn

A A LI b 7R R 7R 0~2000 pmol - photo-m™-s~, AR NLNHLAE #k | T

AL BB RO B 18.2%, BHNHLE, % % THNLL(P < 0.05); ZiMkth

LNHLA# # 75 A 4 HNHLAn HNLLAE Ak & 8y A gk B4, W # R B 7oA 6 HNHLAE

Fi 8 56 AV Bk B A 3840 M S LNHLATHNLL . 3 Fb {2 3% 44 0 5 HNLLAE bk 324 7 166t %

e R R Aot 6w F s . B AL 55 i 17 2 B T E A B B A A R

JB T AE A bR v BB TR R I B R AT R AR R AR LA K. E R A
MEHFEEERMELE NN HERRERAFEAT, ANETHELS S RETRY

T T P AR A AR AL, T R R A AR A e o AR R A B e R, AT R4S E 4 3
ELWRBRANESRRWMESA. E, IR S B RMRE SR,

T b S J % A B T I 18 R A R AR

[ 20 20 60 AEARLIK, KA APRRHIIARER S0 1A, A THEARRIIL 4R, Fr RS
NP HF MR, BUER A S REMEER S REMEPR R NS, i R A 2
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T [ R 10, 4] 2 B AT R 20 1) e 45 1 FHESL, oA b )
)78 T 7L, AR A 1 B3 R AR A
Rl 2 FEPERYL Hogberg 5 AMHER R H, 1B HA
R AR AESRGEBN FE R 2 —. Heijfl
Schneider! ¥4 4}t 1#, 1983~1991 45 i) i i A UT 4 T3
fir 22 20% AR (L HE 50% M8 MRSz 40, 73R E
VBT i DX, b Kb 20 B R IR TR BR VL = A W b 2 1
WL AR ORI X, 1998~1999 4[] 4 RN UL UL 38.4
kg-N hm™-a M AT AR A Y K B ),
P DX R DT AR 4k St oL SR, R oL
BN AESRGE S B B EEAN? Aberds AU
I G R PR IE E 10~25 kg-N hm 2 -a I 5
B R, BoRaUE R TR A 52 KR
BB R R L U AT K O3 IR A 2 DR R K R
ANTRI S B () AR AR AL 28 FR G0 U0 I iy g Y. & L A
LI 10 AR, AR X AR AR =T
IRFE TSR A, KPR RIS 1 FLLE
INFIR], O BHAR S o W) B BRAIS, AT R T i IO
(R IRI5E . B 7 A b DR R 9 1R — e 2 I LA
RFAE 8 b Ay 32 381 DA vp A2 I i 4% b ok S AR A0 A
o VR B TR A T UL % DX B A AT S [ R
BOBETE, i SRR G 58O AN [ 35 % o B A ol ) 5% 1
AT ANA] Y I 75 2 5% Wi Yo 2 R A 1 ' 5 D T 50
TEV& IO R R, X AR SCEEER T R 27 . i i
BIF 8RR DG it AN [R] 358 i BBy b Ot 6 o A 1) 56 i,
KA By 1 0 sk o S N R 6 i 0] 40 A
11 FR) 52 W)
1 MetSTE
1.1 FEYRE RS g 4k 21

6 B T T FAT R XIS A 118 B TR S R e
faf A (Schima superba). A= 1 135 52 o 34 o 21 A
(Canstanopsis hystrix)FHfi B 4 i 2 e B b o S
J&5E 4 (Cryptocarya concinna) ] 2 4E2E 400 5% 11 Bk,
FLERM 11 30~60 cm 73 I FI A AE EL AT 38 e 5 40 cm
IR, ZRA DL B R, e
IR NI AR o3 S S o1 VE N W 7 A oa A el IR =S N
BRI 2 H IR R K&, MR A SR N
HABAEY K

S IR AR VR BT T R s, S0 M Ay o

REZBEE R R TN (23°11N, 113°21'E), #ik
30 m, AR TRV R 2R RO PR S0 AL B
534 3 AN, HNHLK = U4 H O, LNHL AR A
A4 HOGAL, HNLLA s 2R 41(4 H G 20%). 5%
KA AWM, 8k 1 ANAE, KB, %
R E AT A, BRI BeRE S 6 mmol/L
NO; '(HNHLZ1)#! 2 mmol/L NO; '(LNHL41)] 1/2
Hoagland¥s U AE AL TR, HRAE FATT 5 A 1) T i
Ky, B JEBEHE 2 mmol/L NOs™ ¥ BE WS JE A AL K
AR BT 2L, DAUBAE A AR S50 o0 L s A Bk
XTHA 3 5 a . SEIe b3 50 KRG T B R A4
FRAZSHRARU, S FE AN 2005 4E 6 H 5 HAE 8
Hs5H.

1.2 wSFRFOCHN €

HILi-6400 fEH5AOGAWE RG M RE2r R 2O G
% (LICOR -6400LCF, 3 [H Licor 2 ) J5 A7 Il & A4
e ER R . AN R R O 4~5 1 it e
FHE RGN 30 minA b, AR HIE 25°C, COK
JE N 400 pmol-m™-s™' & fF K, A 55U &E (1
pmol-m™-s™', 0.25 kHz)I 5= WIUHZH6(Fo), B e it b
— AR IE(6000 umol -m ™ -7, PHIAZE N 20 kHz,
Jikar et 1R] 0.8 o)Wl s K2 (F); AP A KO0
1000 pmol-m™-s™ WEMAE G, it I ) s
IS J - VR 5 i — A 5 A )6 (6000 pmol -m ™ - 57", i 1
BE A 20 kHz, BKrpEtE 0.8 s) 635 B 5 K9
(Fo'), 24%¢ 618 BIRERHC VO (Fy), ma e
H 6~7 pmol-m~2-s", WHIIAAE K 0.25 kHz, T
ZIPS T W PSTL i) vy 7, 3] PR Jelt I 3 W2 1R 4 H 22
Je DU R 63E Y S5 /N (Fy).

1.3 mfl A S E

IR BRI R OGN 5 S, R HILi-6400
18 485 2006 & M 52 28 48 AL-6400-02B 41 5 /6 Y5 I 5 19
AT (P,). e I KBS, i 0.5
L/min, M- idfE 25°C, = PAHE AL 80% + 5%,
CO, Mk JE 425 pmol/mol, Y5 5% 55, LALi-6400-
02BZL W OGR4 VR, K kR e Ol Bl
(PFD)>4 2000, 1500, 1000, 800, 500, 200, 100, 50, 20,
0 pmol-m™-s™', N FHACAS ¥ F S0 I FL el o, &
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SERFICIRIE R 200 s, 51K BIRE R il kK,
DE T A AEe A A IR ATE 58 %S 20 min, K
JI U E K AU 45 P -PED IR £ 5 F.

1.4 oA sk 4024 B A E

0 00 2 Ol A MR K Fr, 70°C BT A
HIFER St oK. A AR A AT TOC-VCPH & 73 HT A
(Schimado, Japan)ill 2 & & &, [F V5 50 B
AR (SLA). I & 2= (105 4 B2 F s [
H 80%[MI N4, T UV-Vis 43066 1H(Lambdas
25, Perkin Elmer Inc., USA)LL (a5, M-S FIH- 41 2%
FEamoA 3 ANEK.
1.5 #H&

A SCHR[18], PS IT W Wi 1) fig 5 43 Tc 6. 465 I 3
PS I (A 722 4). CHPS IT (& JR25) K G
PS I Ot A ) 252 453348 57).

JeAk KN BT I FE IR e gk U

TEWE R ADE R IF I PS T &7 7 2 505 4 -
F, F.-F . F. Fi-F

Y= }ﬂ - >
Ffo P Fa R
AR S5 (q,) 20
q, = Fr;1_Fs
PR
PSII A R 3E 73 27 by
a1 /P
F, / Foum

A F/F o o TSI A B Ry /P, I 5 {3 5 N
0.831+0.016, By 575 PS 11 W (1) e 54 4.
NG PEPS T RE B AE (D) A :

F
D, =(l—B){1— ij

A Gl R NI BE 5 (C) A AF /Fy, 7506 RPSTT LUk
(1T 2 R HL 1 e R Dy oA

_F_F
YR, R

W PEPS I A B A Tt by, AT #GE
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L (B
E=E—;(l—qp),
PSR B RE A 1, MIC+Dy+D+B+E=1.

B EPS ITAIPS T 1 RER 73 HCAHSE, WA FIPS 1T
SR HC P RE A OB R 0.5, 1k KO
AN 0.85, J6E AT AR W PFD, JIEA RO
e FH T 64 B 133 4 0 4 H 1A% 346 38 4 (ETR)
A

ERT=@yps1 xPDFx0.5%0.85.

s FL AL B B A ) A AR A S T

YEFHFNCRE I, W A% 38 B AL 48 W 40
ETR=ETR,+ETR;

A AHETRA, HETRH T [HALCO, 73, ETRpAETRA T

JERFIRR 4y, I W i G #E(P,) . ETRAIHEA

6T BOREAR IR 4 (Ry) T 73 31l 3K HE 3066 AT

S PR 1 4 27 i L2222,

ETR +8x(P, +Ry)

ETR, =

3
ETR, =2><[ETR—4;x(Pn+Rd)].
MR Atkin®s NBHIBETT, 6 Gk i e IR 2R (1) °F

BN 60%, BIYGTH Ze R AR I IE % R=0.4R,,
HPR, IS R P E % . M 45 Evans Al Poorter™ (1) fff
g8, ARG N A WA i 547 1T AR 1) Rubisco 7
H(gm )5 ARG A P AR TR (ETR) Z L
Rubisco/ETR %5 T 0.011, 1fi 51 6 F 4= &K 1 Jr
Rubisco 55 ETR - #J LL % % 0.014, #2445 0l 72 i 7 1)
ETR{H, n]K i Rubisco? &.

1.6 Hkao i

BT 45 %04 ' Microsoft Excel 2002 F11 SPSS11.5 %
A AT H A g vt 43 A, IR SPSS11.5 One Way
ANOVA(LSD) % H L8 J7 246 96 A [] Ak #1820 2 [1] (1)
LR EEN, P<0.05 A EFEE.

2 HiRAGHr
2.1 M 6B AR S i A

I 1 AT, R AR A G R B AU(HNHL) ST
SULNHL) [ 47 A P 35016 £ 26 (Py) B G 3 88 o 1
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B AE BAK OG 98 (<400 pmol photon-m~2-s7') K
LNHLHFLFE M P, B HNHL R ARAR, W54 P LI 1
J658 1000 wmol photon -m™ -5~ Ak # i KA. B
JCom AR ST v, HNHLAEAR (P A2 (/S T LNHLAE
PRI P, It B AIG, AICURR T 1 s ot i i 1R 40
M. HNLLAG A RAT 2 RHIPL,(P < 0.05), 7T
DAL D' 5 AR PR A e 20 I ey A I (8 34 1 5 2
AR D= L) i ) ARSTR 7 N £ K VSR d S =W S =
B4R, OEHE(>1200 pmol photon-m™2-s™)#R i
B AR £ AME I 7 1) Po(P<0.05). 2 3L & 7% H: ¥ LNHL Al
HNLLAH AR (1) P, B 2% THNHLAEFE (P < 0.05).
Rk, 4= HOGR T, (R ML A 23] 3 il
Yt P, ARG T, = AR AR Pt 32
S

22 UMM H TP PSTLRET P3O R
LT 7R AFIF,)

M 2 7] 0L, AERBARG5R(< 500 pmol photon - m ™ -
s, AU UL B AR 3 R I A
F//F. % e, B & FL/F! B AS. HNHL,

67 (a)

BNEEEP,

0 500 1000 1500 2000

#2APFD/umol-m-2-s-!

3©

PHEREP,

LNHLATHNLLF A7 A Fy B/ F X6 58 1 i )3 302 4L,
21 HME I LNHLAE AR (G B )/ FL N HNHL ATHNLL
R = (P > 0.05), 1 #5 S & 52 B i) HNHL A £k 5
LNHLS(HNLLAEFRAH AT 55 16 FL/FL (P < 0.05). 45
W], m AR DGR (A H G RERY & R ekt
A IFFIAPS T 7=, HAE, A — RN A R
W A BH 2B AR ol fp A R o A B BB 4 AE b, ok A
Fy / Fop KT e PR W I3 DRI AN [] P 40 A R0 DY B T 5

TERABURET, 3 g i etk & %
B G538 T BAEG, J658>1000 umol photon-m™-s™,
AF /F AR FEAE AR K. 249658 <1200 pmol pho-
ton-m-s~', HNLLfi AR J () AF / F/ % HNHL
FLNHLAE AR o, RO ZORIOG A R T4 T AR
M G ER T A  R R e HNHLI AF /R B
LNHL A A 10 AR/ F) K, Hr & ¥ ok T
LNLLAH R Fr, S 75 A S s it R 3 SR 5 5%
B R e 7 % IITLNHLAIAE AF / F) U L
HNHLATHNLL . o] WA R RS B AF /Ry
X A4 R 5 ) VA 22 S

61 (b)

BHEGEREP,

0 T T T 1
0 500 1000 1500 2000

#BPFD/umol-m-2-s-!

*  HNHL
A LNHL
O HNLL

0 500

1000 1500 2000

F#sBPFD/umol-m-2-s-!

1 AEKERFDEERMELS T 3 R MR R 5t & 3 2 ot B i 2%
(a) f7K S. subperba; (b) £LH#E Canstanopsis hystrix; (c)#% 4t )& 72/ Cryptocarya concinna
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i

9 1k

friy AT ' i PR ) g I A RIS AR ol () D' 5 B A T

2.3 I F B RE Y 4 T

R Y5 Demmig-Adams&5 A UEHR I PS 116 EWL
W e, B TR PS I 98 P AR A e, PS
1 &R Re AL T LLZmS . AR 1 AT, 75 0~
2000 pumol photon -m™>-s™ 3R i, HNHLfw A
W B TG40 RN IR RE L (C) i VLT 16.4%,
JEN MFERLIBE A 42.7%, JIEPS 1L i s &
3.3%, M BEAS -5 4 [ B IR AN B RO X FE )

0.9
0.8
0.7
0.6 1
0.5 1
0.4 1
0.3 1
0.2 1
0.1 1

0

KU BIERAFIF,

0 500 1000 1500 2000
#EPFD/pumol-m-2-s-1

0.9 7(b)
0.8
0.7
0.6
0.5
0.4
0.3
02
0.1

KA RS FRAFIF,,

0 500 1000 1500 2000

#EPFD/umol-m-2-s-1

0.8 7(c)
0.7
0.6
0.5
0.4
0.3
0.2
0.1

HHBFE=RAFIF,

0 500 1000 1500 2000
F@BPFD/pmol-m-2-s-1

HFGEN 21.3%. LNHLA A T 640 5O (1 g 245
#5(18.2%), 5 N HFEHIBAL(Dy, 14.2%), KA HF
T e N R IR e e T A s N R B AR R
PFERL, HNLLAGT A T 64 N iR IR e A, 1
I HE N . 4T HELNHLABE#EJR L HNHLAE B T
e R NV IR, iGN ARFEROERAG. SR EOR, &
FRAK A H 6 R 7 A2 ME BT s i 6 B T 1k
SN PRI 00, A S RMEG e  JU) BAAEG P i R R i
TR R 5e HE P HNHL A8 #E L LNHL A HN L LA £k

0.9
0.8 4
0.7

0.6 7
0.5 1
0.4 1
0.3
0.2 1

AEPS I B3FREIF,,

0 500 1000 1500 2000
#3BPFD/pumol-m-2-s-1

FEPS [| B3 =RFUF,,

0.2 4
0.1 1

0 r r T 1
0 500 1000 1500 2000

#3BPFD/pumol-m-2-s-1

HEPS I @SR,

0 500 1000 1500 2000
F#BPFD/pumol-m-2-s-1

* HNHL A LNHL O HNLL

B2 AEKAEARFEGRME AL MR R SR 3R 5O S B ot Y
(a),(d) fafA S. subperba; (b), (e)ZL# Canstanopsis hystrix; (c),(f) #&#JE7EH: Cryptocarya concinna
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# 1 4£ 0~2000 pmol photon-m™-s™ iR EFE 3 R FFPS I R &R BORE TFHFIA F AR B (C), J6TF (D)FEET (Do)

L, AR(E)FRIEPSTIRIREEB)ME &

(ES b B ZH C (%) Dy (%) Da (%) E (%) B (%)

. HNHL 16.4° 42.7° 16.1° 21.32 3.3°

ik LNHL 18.2° 42.6° 14.2° 21.2° 3.2°

S. superb b b

HNLL 15.2¢ 44.4 16.8° 20.3 3.4°

N HNHL 9.8 40.9° 20.0° 25.8° 350

éI*‘E b b b b b

g . LNHL 13.5 35.9 23.0 24.1 3.2
Canstanopsis hystrix ‘ . ‘ ‘
HNLL 12.5°¢ 44.8° 18.5° 20.6°¢ 34°

P — HNHL 10.9° 53.9° 15.5° 16.5° 3.2°
N LNHL 6.0° 64.0° 9.1° 18.8° 4.0°
Cryptocarya concinna be . ‘ ‘
HNLL 5.8°¢ 61.9°¢ 13.3° 15.8° 5.8°

AN FRRR AN AS AL BEZL IR AL P < 0.05 KPR &H 2R, n=3

A T (AR O BE AT T A S N 4, HDOG
B R U] R AR TR A ] B R Dl
&, PR JF STHE I R RE L LA AR LA, e )
AT T 52 TH 3 R FeAE FTOB IR O e T T O Ak s
M, O R B A i R RE. dbar L,
BN WO BE 1 73 BC A AT R B R AN ZE K RO 5%
P, v R O e AR RTZDME A AR, i 3 R 7
AR, mEADE R Se A KA

2.4 HEM F i HL A R A A AR K
HNHLATLNHL A A F (856 & L A% 38 3 %< B
S R I T R, 2406 #R<500 umol photon-m -5,
HNHL HTLNHL faf A ¥ i 70l & H - 4% 328 38 22 AH AL
(P>0.05). ey ZUFHHELINF [7] (1 A 3 (<500 pmol pho-
ton-m - s ) A B S W Af A IR S A HL AR
R, (KT EA L (HNLLYRAR I e 7
A 3 R N W B AR T HNHL(P<0.05), s K S s i
PR & WAL % . = )t 91 (>500 pmol pho-
ton-m-s™') N LNHLAH R F 06 & 7 4% 3 30 % 4
HNHLAH K R1(P<0.05), AU DGR T e BRI A
GG AL A, COMERRR IR AT AR AR50, B
JEFEREMTHNHLAE R 1A B A48 2 W LLLNHL
ERHNLLAAR ) i, AR RO i ] el RS ) S
BTARAh B SRR ST RE DG & LA e (] 3).
JENCAHE K ZHINPQIE & F T b it F 5t
T AACRE 5 AR K. 3 S A FE BT SR e K
ZHNPQIY . M 4 7T I, 4)69<1000 pmol
photon-m™-s™", HNHL, LNHLATHNLLff A M- 47 3T
U HE 6L 3 K 2 HU(NPQ), 1T 2456 5%>1000 pmol

photon-m™-s™', LNHLfif A - J ) NPQ Lt HNHL A1
HNLLM- (2, Bk, mob i s 1R & At
PRNES A% DS

HNLL FI£0MER 7 NPQ % LNHL 8§ HNLL M-
(s, ACEZIHER: 1 NPQ U] S AIC, 3 o 5%
FER) HNLL MBI A S NPQ, (KOG sR I KM s T
A KPR o A P AR o R T T AR o e R R S A T
1) NPQ, ‘o nitF NPQ X &UFN 5tk ) i 1 1 DRI AR 42
T 248 1) .

2.5 YR OGE WAL FDE IR OR T RE R
Bt

M 5(a) ] WL, 7E)65% 1000 wmol photon-m™2-s™
"FHNHLALNHL i A R WO G g H T-CO, [F 4k
[ H8 T I(ETR 5, pmole™ -m™ - 574351k 27.72 7126 .21
umol photon-m~>-s~', 5 s L FAE# I 61.93%F1
63.27%. AREIFAI] G 5 sm R T ETR,, 1M
HNLLF AR AT W] AR ETR o, 758 W 25 GO 9 BT
F AT IETRA(P<0.05). HNHLFILNHL )i A -
J1 6 L (ETRp) i Ak LU R0 85 (%o ) AT
1. HNLLAg AR F (ETRpBHNHLEKLNHLAE, H. 5
G A T B (%) B K. 4T MEHNLL S #& 1)
ETP B ETRp#R i, $6 WK G 3R BRI T HNLLAE
MGG AL I A T-COL ML /E . 3R
FFEHNLLMI MR ETRAFIETR p 2 W] ARG, 455
IR, TR SRV ' i 46 AR B 2 % b gy A R0 e A A ol
ZUMEM T COLlRME D A LT3t M3 Gk
TR IR A 7 U R IR O . AR
S B LR SE A I T O R H IR AR
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HEBFEBREETR

FEAAEINPQ

/umole—m25-!

o
[,_..
L] —
m('l
nE
thg
#E
o=
;i;
0 500 1000 1500 2000 0 500 1000 1500
#32PFD/umol-m-2-s-! ¥3EPFD/umol-m-2-s-1
337
o 30
L- 25
B » ——
w20 HNHL
P oIS -0~ LNHL
$§10 - HNLL
03
0
_5 T T T T 1
0 500 1000 1500 2000

(a)

FBPFD/umol-m-2-s-!

B3 AEKAERFEMBRMEMS T RRMED R K& BT AR 33 1t Y
(a) fA(S. superba); (b) ZL#E(Canstanopsis hystrix); (c) % )5 56 (Cryptocarya concinna)

57 )

2000

FEHAINPQ

—_—r—
—r—
——

5
I
——
——
—

500 1000

#3BPFD/umol-m-2-s-1

FIEAAIINPQ

T ] 0 T T T
1500 2000 0 500 1000 1500
#38PFD/umol-m-2-s-!

6
5
4
3
—o— HNHL
2 =0~ LNHL
—&— HNLL

0 500 1000 1500 2000
#3@PFD/umol-m-2-5-1

B4 AREAFEDCERMGEE T WEAEY KRG R (NPQ) K M B
(a) ff/R(S. superba); (b) ZLfk(Canstanopsis hystrix); (c) % JJ& ¢4 (Cryptocarya concinna)
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-
[
(=]

|
(]
h

_— o b2

th O LA

ETR y/umole—m-2-s-

A HNHL

A

Hl LNHL

af
At HNLL

o HNHL

A

z
5

=,

100
90
80
70
60
50
40
30
20
10

ETR B ESBIE 3 H(%)

ETRpFIEHIE (%)

z

5 RFIRA R T RREAIR T BRI T CO AR (a, b)RERETR (c, ) 4T
R 7R 2 A AL T A 5 2

BUR, HHITCO AL IR I AT SR BAR. o A
X TR B 2 R SR A HL U 20 C K R K
BH 2 s A P A ol

2.6 FHYHIR F E8 A FRAE

# 2 WoR, fr AHNHLAERE R A7 T 5 i A
(SLA) Lt LNHL FTHNLL## #% [¥11i (P<0.05). HNHLfij
A FINE B SR % % 2. Rubiscody A4 %
. CUMERI PR R SRR I YEHNLL A7 A SLA.
Tt BF Y T SO AR P R e S AR Ffont SaURT O 1R 3 N A
AFIHLEL AFARLEHNLL R M A B A m RS R
i 24 &, {HRubisco? i kHNHLALNHL A #E
L (U= = W N L = o L= 1L ool =14
AASUE A g W A7 1 2 1120, T A 6 4 P Rubisco A
SEA WAL, U3 N K i 4% 5 B Rubisco i 1k F§
IS A AZELNHL R i F (1) Rubisco Fl I 4f 2 5 &
A FHNHLAHNLL 2 [8]. £0HEIRAT 5 far A ALK 5
AYTE. B SR U5 5 M A HNL LA Pt A s 4 2 B
B K Rubisco ¥ &, M AR Z H TH 4% &

e b DR, S SR AR S AR e ) R
(G N PEA TR, g mexd 3 4 i A K A s A,
T e VAR08 SR R e R 1 AR K e AR
3 itk

K A LR RN A S R 2B K 5 e IR 7 1281
WA, NATTEE N oG AU 35 05 R HE T4 0 IR 855 %
B AAR A i Y O G5 RN R B
i 184 A A 1 AR A AL 4 25 FIRubiscoli
JERA T4 e e R A e . R S
e A R P O P, A ARG R X —
5 Z ) IR AA RS 2 (decoupling) L%, ENZEARGSR T
m A H AR LA R, RS RER W,
To AR AR A B, UG S (HNHL) R AR A =
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