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(1. BRI AR BE AR5 A4 BT/ B 5 A8 MR T E R 7B A TR Se I %/ B p VAR 1B Hh 5K 55 AR A8 i S e 28
BUpVT PAREE 1500405 2. Zdbbfolk Ke2g A dn kg 2405, BBIETL M/REE 150040)

TR, OB R R 4l BRI P, 22K B 41 UE R R AR AR, B 4 MEEUKTE (5
0 mg.7.5 mg.15.0 mg F122. 5 mg) , R FIHERUK T X8 b G v 26 K B A BRI RS2 R . 25 SRR, R4 T
P e R AR AR A Rt A R (P) VRILSE(G,) KRR (WUE) 751 5
(T,) YRt 280 348 o v 2 90 56 T e i e s 9 | AR e L B o it 20 i P 398 g8 v B A1, e Bt 15 mg AL
PR AL SR AT WA R M 43R 5 i PSIT IR Kb i =kt (F /F,) e KR8 (q,)
PSII SEBRIGAERI TR ( Dy ) AL R (ETR) P 0 B i A, ARG A= K R E(NPQ) BEE T4
ARG TR . 38 B A AL AU T DA SRR A A TR PR R G e T, O BLAR i R R B A T s A L
RO ILAR SR A
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Growth and photosynthetic characteristics of forage mulberry in response
to different nitrogen application levels

XU Nan', NI Hong-wei', ZHONG Hai-xiu', SHA Wei', WU Yi-ning', XING Jun-hui', SUN Guang-yu’
(1. Institute of Nature and Ecology, Heilongjiang Academy of Sciences/National and Provincial Joint Engineering Laboratory of Wetland and Ecological
Conservation/Key Laboratory for Wetland and Restoration Ecology in Heilongjiang Province, Haerbin 150040, China; 2. College of Life Science, Northeast
Forest University, Haerbin 150040, China)

Abstract: The characteristics of growth and leaf photosynthesis of mulberry seedlings were investigated under four
nitrogen application rates, 0 mg( CK), 7.5 mg, 15.0 mg and 22.5 mg, respectively. Grow parameters such as plant
height, ground diameter, leaf number, leaf area, and root length, biomass, and leaf photosynthetic parameters such as leal

net photosynthetic rate, leaf conductance, water use efficiency, and transpiration rate increased first and decreased after-

wards as the nitrogen application levels rose. The leaf

rFm B #1:2015-01-06
BT B R ol 7 dolk BF 2 42 R gl R )35 5 [2010-029
(2011)32 ] ; ARdbbfolk Ko AR 2 00 2 F:531R1)

chlorophyll content, maximum quantum vyield of PS II

photochemistry ( F ./F, ), photochemical quenching val-

TEEEAF F(1982-) 50 AR T IR T BE5T A o) o ues (¢,), actual photochemistry efficiency of PS I
Wy B 25 2. (Tel) 0451-86656111; ( E-mail ) xu- (®@psy ), electron transport rate (ETR) increased as the
nan0451@ 126. com nitrogen application levels went up while the root shoot ra-

BIEE AN E, (E-mail) sungy@ vip. sina. com tio and mnon photochemical quenching value ( NPQ )
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dropped. The nitrogen level at 15. 0 mg per plant exhibited the best grow-promotive effects on forage mulberry.
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s (AF A I 32 3 7 B R ) | B AR B i Y
it BRE KO- A= i, EE AT LS R sE T
FOE W R - E N R EmEE R RAI R,
SR, 75 2 6 RDRE SR 458 AR AR 9 1 A= 1 At
ROGGYERE R m Jy i, B N A SR EE D BB
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AR G Z — AR S 1 & vl 4 oy A 5
BEHRE RF ARZFMGEARE, A HFBH
BRFES, EARS &5 HE M, WRARK
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ME SR B E RE S A0 RS 5w 0 5L it
AR AL HiL DX SR AR Y oA T AR GB AR TR 0 H I R
LA it 6 B R 52 A0 4 a7 7 A 8T DR
=l DR DA O R T2 00 E D DX SRR RO T
PR, PR R 1 B Y 3222 2k 2 1R b iy & 4
R, B MR R B, (H2 R R IL A v
AU A BN T 5l XA R A, BT R LR
WL INZ W B B AERKRE S FE T A2
ARG TR SR A AR S Y R
RAIEAE i RZ R A K, BRETLE 2 E & "
KRIBHRZ AT Z —, Sl C o B eI
BVGH T 5 T 5l X 2 B SR,
o T SR TIZ AR A R B BRI PUIE S 4T
TR HRAELIRA R TR 8 &R
P 7, — 28 SR AR R B AR A1 5% W R A A A T
T FR i) b 348 i U0 7 it R o, 3 AN (E A R 4 5 Al
BESER A it ROk TR A A, B,
H T ERNERE R R AR DA SR E A
UM R Z RS R E R
HeAVER LA K 7= 15 8 B A [6] £ 268 7K SF- 19 i) i
HAHE, T 8 20 W R A H i AUIE R At 2

mulberry ( Morus alba L) ; nitrogen application level; leaf yield; photosynthetic characteristic
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LRk
1.1 ##

IR R R (Morus alba L. ) il Fh i 2
Fo PFECA BRI a5k KR
B, F 2011 427 H-2011 4F 8 AAELRILMO K4
YIE SRR E NI T, 2011 £ 6 H FH) B %
Tl 28 3% 1) NaCl #F47R M4 # 20 min, JCR7K BE
HE, K AT CaSO, IR AL FE 6 h, B THIE
R 37 CHEZF, Fh RS WM RIS E
Wi o ¥EgRE— g B i A, I 20k i TR KR
B IR AL I ) YRR K Wi R B O, T
MBI, B35 25 d 27, Fhr i 2 1 BRI K
B3 em ZEATHE, PRI AE R KN — B, B8 A
10 L .pH {E°4 6.0+0. 1 [ Hogland & %9 1Y K K5 8
Hh R KBS AR A O RO R sh =
RIELHAS, B IRER 5 R, AU A
BRI 0 mg.7. 5 mg.15. 0 mg F122. 5 mg, 535 H
CK., N, Ny N, #&n, HERGEAERKREBRIRE
25 °C/20 °C,JGIRE N 220 ~250 wmol/(m? + s),
S IE SR R B AR S, HoA £5 R 5 5T
RSN, B3 R,
1.2 MEFHZE
1.2.1 ARAZm T PR BEA KA X —2
F14) SRR N 5 B I 5, 0 SRR 32 e FE DA
J 55 Hb T A Ak LA 43 S SR R v R A R
BT T+ LEECE 2 ~3 Bt e RIF it A&
BRI 58, Of A AR, AR R x it
Fix0.634 5, H 0. 634 5k i FLAE £ A5 Ab B
BRI ST 1) 3 RFZRIFREN  FEAR R BeE, 505
FEAR AL 3B 105 °C 247 30 min 60 CHET 30 h &
ST R AR T B, RIAS 2 A= 4 i o AR
Y IR B AR (T A e A
ZR) MO L (N A AR |
1.2.2 k&S dfert i F ALK E  EHEK
PRI — B R ET LEECE 2 ~3 FgeR
JEt R CIRAS-1 fE#0O6 &R E R 40 (9
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PPsystem v 542 77) F 179 + 00 iR _emh it F
(A HER(P,) SILFE(G,) FEBER(T,)
fffE] COMREE (C,) MRIFIEEHOR(P, )/ KB HR
()RR R, RDGE AU 5 sk RSOl
JE R EE DS A RGRN S, EENG S
Heabm i ], )R 485 Kk o 81 ) 28 A FMS-2
(9 [E Hansatch 23 /)27 ) W 2808 0.5 h I3 1
IR 2 ~3 F e 2RI R s RO (F,) Flfk
T FROR(F /F,) VLB ARG IRAR AT 1 92 b
HAUZERR (D) R FALIEHR (ETR) , W T
SHESCHR8 ], BRI E T 3 U, A — I R 5 358
PAERETENT R RS 3 555 4 ni bk ) B 32k 1
em ZEATAL SR DR A2 e ) 5 R A 22 5 B0
AFEJ4EHT 15 min FRLRIIE  JF H A —0 3 3 IRER
SRR E kA T

1.2.3 ##EA® 5 Excel Al DPS B F XA 56
B T gt o, B B S 3 IRE R T
(B hR e 22, SR FH BRI 28 05 25 40 W vk Al i /N i 85 22
SRR ST

2 ER550T

2.1 #HEAKEMIMBRYETFERSE . EB
EEMHERESENZMN

HE 1 Al AR A R R e
S YRE A A UK 1 T I, 2% AR b
(P<0.01) , Mt N AbERRpREL S 4l i i A 2
SRR, A AT 2. 25 f5 2. 20 £, A

£2 TRBEAKEXARRMHEERKBZ M

AL EKE- B R FZY I it R & fbia#iy
PR IEAR G, N, B 4% 28 5 it fc ey, 0 2 XoF
FEALEE N AbEE N, ALFRAY 4.6 £5.2.7 £i5.1. 4 £F,
225 (P<0.01)

F1 FAEBEAEFANRRYEHRFESE BMAENHES
SEHNFI
Table 1 Effects of different nitrogen application levels on leaf nitro-

gen, phosphorus and chlorophyll content of mulberry

BT ﬁiﬁﬂ#’:ﬁ %ﬁﬂ;ffﬁﬁ?i %Mﬁjﬂfﬁ%
T (g) it (g) it (g)
CK 2.320.064dD  2.1220.033dD  0.8420.20dD
N, 3.39£0.025¢C  3.16+0.045¢C  1.4220.12¢C
Ny 4.58+0.053bB 4.18+0.054bhB 2.72+2.7bB
Ny 5.18+0.038aA  4.85+0.073aA  3.9x0.31aA

CK.N, Ny Ny, S Hr 2R G HHER 0 mg.7.5 mg.15.0 mg 22.5 mg,
[ BB 5 R R NG R R R 25 5 3 (P<0. 05) , RIEK S FRE &
NS B (P<0.01)

2.2 HEKPIHAR RS E E KA

2 Won TR T R A B
I TR R A 389 B A RO/ 0 T o S B Sk hn s
Yol A B | HL v B b B A A5 AN TR AR B A1, 4518
RUKF AL 3T A SRS B A i A B 22 5
FE(P<0.05), N, bR | HoAE 0 R %, i 1
AR 2 f i, 500 A B 2 S 5 (P<
0.01),

Table 2 Effects of different nitrogen application levels on physiological characteristics of mulberry

R R (cm) HAE (mm) MR (R MR (em®) K (em)
CK 26.9+0.64dD 4.4+0.23cC 19+1.00cC 23.4+3.21cC 10.34+0.20cC
N. 28.9+0.25¢C 5.7+0.31bB 20+1.15bB 38.1+4.35bB 13.42+0. 12beBC
Ny 37.9+0.53aA 6.8+0.98aA 31+1.00aA 54.1+£5.12aA 25.32+2.7aA
Ny 30.89+0.38bB 6.25+0. 78abAB 24+1.73c¢BC 53.1+45.15aA 15.9+0.31bB

CK.N; Ny Ny W2 1, FIFEEEEARRE/NG PR R R 225 B3 (P<0.05) , ARKS FhEFR 22 24 8.3 (P<0.01) ,

2.3 MHEKFEXABRHLYEERERNFM

AN TR ZRKSF- Xof A  SA &l e A  E 19 5E T
W3 s, GRS A A YR R YR
WA AR Y i 3 B A RUK S 9 T i S B
SEHE IR DA 1 e, A5 RO P A B AR SR

&Iy A e 25 S AR 3 (P<0. 01) , LA R AL
PHAYAS T8 R i 1K, Ny, Ak BEAY 25 48 bR de i, OO
Nyjo MO BER L UK 1 B0 19 0 22 328 el 95, N,
Aib PR 5 L A I X BE AL BAR 56 L o e, 2 S A B
£(P<0.01),
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£3 TRBEAKFEXERRMEYENRIT

Table 3 Effects of different nitrogen application levels on biomass of mulberry

R BERRI AT (o) TRRRZEEYIE (g) THRARE YR (g) bR (g) WL (%)
CK 0.36+0.23dD 0.09:0.23dD 0.13x0.011dD 0.580.047dD 24.060. 026aA
L\ 0.56+0.22cC 0.200.31cC 0.190.038cC 0.95+0.033cC 23.59£0.015aA
Ny 1.0420. 15aA 0.47+0.42aA 0.26£0. 040aA 1.77£0.052aA 17.72£0. 002bB
Ny 0.890.33bB 0.28+0.78bB 0.220.021bB 1.39+0.049bB 15.93+0.010bB

CK. N, Ny Ny W13, FFVEERE R R/ING FHER7R 22 57 135 (P<0. 05) , RIRIRE 3308 22 20 35 (P<0.01) ,

2.4 HEAKEMEBRRGEM XS EHEEN
A1

MR e HER(P,) RILRE(G,) K
MR (WUE) ZEIS A (T,) ¥ K it 50 10 4
T £ BLYC T R AR B (R 4) B EUK
-4 PR B RS R A O E R (P, R

x4 TRMEKFX AR FREGEREZM

LFE(G) KAFHF(WUE) 2 5 B & (P<
0.01) , Mo N A BRI &6 r fe i, Lk N Al
N, AL T R AL P ) 25 P8 bR B I, N A 325 5 T
R(T,) fefm, 5 H b A B 22 55 M % (P<
0.01).

Table 4 Effects of different nitrogen application levels on leaf photosynthetic characteristics of mulberry

FOLRHER (P,)

SALRE (6,)

KAFIHRCR (WUE) AR (T,)

Ry [pmol/ (m? + ) ] [ pmol/(m? - 5) ] [ pmol/(m? - 5) ] [g/(m? - h)]
CK 3.10+0.20dD 31+2.00dD 2.63+0.87dD 1.18+0.13cC
Ny 3.59+0.15¢C 40+3.00cC 2.92+0.11¢C 1.44+0.01bB
Ny 5.89+0.22aA 58+5.00aA 3.54+0.36aA 1.66+0. 12aA
Ny 4.2+0.2bB 52+7.00bB 3.26+0.99bB 1.41+0.26bB

CK N, Ny Ny WL 13, RSB E A RNG FRERR 22 57 .35 (P<0. 05) , A FIRE F8ERR 28 5l 8.3 (P<0.01)

2.5 HEKEIHTRIRMLDEI F R
AN TR B GRUSTeF SR Al B R R R T U 2
508, RWMAIE PSIL KOGk & 777 & (F/
F,) JefeS R R (q,) (PSS PR G A 308
(P ) ETALIBR (ETR) ¥ B % it 2805 Y30
1T AREARZE KRB (NPQ ) Bl 25 Tt S 14 34

K5 TRMEKFX RN FRLIEREZ M0

TATREEARG, Ny AN AR FE R PSIT fiz KOG Ak 24 i 7
Ww(F/F,) R FE(q,) PSI LRI
B (D gy ) P FAE 38 R (ETR) M {2 35 8 T %
R H 2 AR B R) 25 57 OR 3 o BE AR B R R 1k
SEPEK ZKL(NPQ) e N, N, FI N, B 2 I T %
IR (P<0.01)

Table S5 Effects of different nitrogen application levels on leaf chlorophyll fluorescence characteristics of mulberry

SUKT ﬁ%k;‘%ﬁciﬁfﬁﬁ j'cﬂ:;fzi&)?@éﬂt 3E;‘cﬂﬁg§)ﬁ¥§ﬂz *F?(:‘gfiﬁzi EE?E@%EEK
CK 0.8300.003bB 0.222+0.030cC 1.834x0.110bB 0.16x0. 13cC 52.4x2.04bB
N, 0.832+0.009bB 0.3190.060bB 1.3980. 200aA 0.190. 19bB 63.8+2.42bB
Ny 0.8400. 008aA 0.425+0.030aA 1.405+0.230aA 0.29+0.22aA 171.3+4.93aA
Ny 0. 847=0. 004aA 0.429+0.050aA 1.4140. 130aA 0.28+0. 12aA 167.83. 57aA

CKN, Ny Ny R 1, WGBS /NG 7 B 5 225 15 ( P<0. 05 ) | ANl K5 7 R #m 2 F B i % ( P<0.01 ) ,
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PR VTG SR AR 35 10 Dy s A8, B AR G BB AR
R AR BN T BOR KR B TE 52 bR AR 7 v R
SRR ATY IR AL ML A B IR A T S R
I gt 7K -5 i i A, G v 32 TR DR RN it P
NG, FE2MRGEREY, ST AZE S0
HRET BB IEARE " R 1 6 A 1R
5 RN E R 075 K & Kok AN it 5 Y B
ANTE] PR 282 5 SR ORTR R e T R A S E
AR SR R U E B2 O A iR
I ( Jatropha curcas L. Y YR MRS (Larix gme-
lini) " H A SR AN ( Prus densiflora) ') | 75 FF HE
( Betula alnoides) ") F1 22 7 AZ ( Picea mariana) "’
4y B 43 I AE i (i &y 288 kg/hm® |8 mmol/L 113
kg/hm® & Fk 200 mg N il 340 kg/hm* i} ¢ & fE
TR MR A K B, TEARE T, FH %R
A NN o Y T B AT A =T ) (= I SO
B EEPE 22.5 mg B PRI T B, B R 40
J P, B it 26 A 3 i g = AT RE R T ARk
oAb 2z s MRG0 AL S B S A R 20 AR Ak
RE e m L FAE IR 45 1 . WFE 4 R AR, A
R e e eI R
REZREFTHME R FhELhEm 4
TSR il S AL N B 2 (P<0.05) , it
R FJ/F, F' /F', @, f ETR ¥ Wi iti % & 1) 34
g v, HoA AL B A DO S HUE 1 B TR
M (P<0.05) , KU A BE 0 & w5 kR4
oAb RO A, H Y A A
N EERR 22,5 mg WA IO HUE W K&, 7
TR YHIM R g, B 20 A 3 I m T R
BE&E NPQ [ FEAL, 2 W AE — & 10 Hl N 39 it &0
RE$2 = G RE L AL 8% 38 PSIT S w1 FF T
FERE, PSIT WL 1O RE B8 2 M H] TOL & oL 7 1%
i, B EOLRE A R, F A AT RO S L
M S 52 WO . BRI 3 49 it 6008 T DA 4 s Ot RE
FEARRR K PSIT BT TE T P, 39 5 it e AR g
FIFGA 2 BB, by ok T Ak B2 43R B 5 2 11 g
i (ATP) Al k& J1 (NADPH) , 5 Fl T & 1
FHI 3E 47 6 A TR A 2 i BB FE AR B 5T
Hh 3 3 e s IR EUOK T8 e & 4 i v R i AAL
SR B R AR BT T CO, RN AT B 75 B R 1

i, BRI R R K R e LR Ho
it BN T e S A A (DR HE N ) AR K
(A A VR 3 K F b 38 43, it /U)S ARe HL
REAIG . 32 B 0 38 6 Ak b I 359 43 2F K 1Y 2
VR He T 3 43 B R B A, R0 R A 8 AR
IR 2 b A3 e i B A

R U R . R TS @A
() J5 R S 22 7 T I, — O T AT RE 2 R FAALIR
Wil 25 SR AL B K 4r (BB O IR B, N,
b PR AR R N R R R R, AT B
F18) o8 ARK e i R R 7R IR RAL S T8 /R,
A JAREE ik [F A X S A VR O B A 1 TR
1k 71 (B ATP 1 NADPH) () 3% %+t 7] fig J& 5 5
i ) A S5 R ARG 0 Ji TR 22— 2022 ARG &5 o1
FW], B AR PR, R o iy e g
. eAS5ems s mEZ R m, s aRa Fl
T 2B OE A VE 358 FE A 7= 9 i BLR it
FHAE 2 0 ZIE A R T S 56k 4 002 B 1Y
U Bt A & AR BE e 48 o R it B I A
o ab, (RN BR O A T8 AR 10 3R S IR AN 5 2R
1T e S A A 1 0, AL S B A N 3R T
W, A o & A A 51 kR w0
SAMRBHERE S THRKILE,

gi Lk, A E B EUKE R I B4R e
FHT O RE 1 AR R AR A KR ) AR
0 m At E KO RZUIE A E N BRI, 7R AR
RIS, e 2 401 0 5l 20K 6k
15.0 mg,
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