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AR LEZEAIVR

EHOERIIBECL-TXEREND, ZZTRRZ2BELIT. BE, k. Kk, L&R
FEELTWS, BEOHREICLY, YOS ATR LEMER L OBRIIBEINTE
toL%L&ﬁbx@<®ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂéhk%é$®%ﬁ%\%@E%M#%&&
ENZDOWTOIFFEIKIEL THEY (Brian et al 2004, Epstein and Bloom 2005, Broadley and
White 2005) . FREFHIHIA b OEMREOERC, WS OA 4 DR, HEMEESH
FADEEEOHERICHT 2B OEREZ{ES LT & (Shaul 2002, Smith et al 2003, Gradner
2003, Vance et al 2003, Lalonde et al 2004, Ashley et al 2006), —NbDRMRIZ X 2HEMER

() OBEFRIT, PROTLLFEFITIRR2WRELES 5.

WEhAERL Y —R - VU Bk

HWAER L V=R - LV 7 BRRESEICED-TW5, MBEEOKRESL., KARIC
MRLTRY, ECEESWELAREYRTESRER FOBE~ERSh, EHSh
6°£%V%X\%%\%i\ﬁ%ﬁ\ﬁ\%Z%VV&&%E%&E%EE@V—Z&
YU DAT YA LS TRY LoTWD (BEE 2002), Y—3R - V17 2 ETHMER
3L, BAEEMDE Y ORSREENE L BEVHETY, FIICRE LA rRE
MERET AHETA L TWAWES, BRERETT A, . ThlckRs
BORARBENEETH, THICHE L THRAREESRR SNRThEHE Lz L

MAERITEM L2V,

V=R« v Bk REA VR LIREEE

(V=R - 78R & TRBAMVR) BIEHEEOMLEEZRS ETCEETH B,

L Ladb, ZhoDHRERE., T ENMIL LEFETITONTE Y. Thb D5 EH



WK AHERFRIIBO TR LN (Roitsch 1999), U > (P) KZ (Fujita et al 2003b) 2
kX (Moghaieb et al 2006, Suwa et al 2006) 23V —2R - ¥V 7 BRICE 2 D HENDER

EENRTWAICEESTWS,

V—R s o7 BRNPOIEMEELZ RS &, BEILEREE (V—R8) ORFEICX
HNEOEMIZEEL < (Longetal 2006), o> 7 BEDWEIZ Lo THIROTEEMENH D LW
> (Borras et al 2004, Gambin et al 2006, Miralles and Slafer 2007)

LaL72dn, 2oL REtERREMOEERIL. A V77 AT 7 F v — D
LD, ERZER. FERBVEREEET COREREOENTHD, ThICHL,
I AT\ B SHEEROP 57 %A R ARETHY (R 2002). A L AT
ICBPNTAEDEER, T IEOERIC L > TREBROEM L2 5 DEFRATH 3,

MmzT, BB0@BY, ThHDEELRY IDIREAPVATTOY =R - V7 B&

DEENZEDL 2 BEIEEIZA 720y (Roitsch 1999)

IDEIRILEERIC. FHFHERX Ob~ F2RAVWTEAERLZBR XET 5 KRELAT
#Z.KBIUENZFIC, INOLOXRZTIIBIT2EEREROEERFE Y —X - 7 Bf%
MO L., @ BONHRRRICESE, BUEENZRZR D Z L2 ERO&HREY B
BT RERWORBIZOVWTREITT2 L3EIL, @ ThoDHEDER THLIEEE(ARYE
DEFEROEMERFHERICOVTET L,



o2
K RZPREIRBREAD b=~z
5z 588
~J =R« 7 BRI X DT~



8 v
H Y 7 AITDONT
HEPOZRFEERL LTEHR, VB, »YvA RK) O3EERALATWS, ToF
TKIE—BOBA A & LTHEDPRICHFEE L. ZER I FF & LTHEDMREK, BER.
EBERDOPIEET S, PP TOEERIIN,O,H, CICRVWTEWVWRETHY . NELE
BICEFRTA LD LBARHENM TP TS, TALORBICLD &, K IZKRALORMHE
(] 2002). YAHK (Tsuno and Fujise 1965, Terry and Ulrich 1973, Longstreth and Nobel 1980,
Marschner 1995, Zhao et al 2001, Peuke et al 2002), FE% (Terry and Ulrich 1973), B¥5RiEHE
(Cram 1976, Marschner 1995), # /X7 E&FK (Marschner 1995, Walker et al 1998) . &%
JEFA%: (Cram 1976, Marschner 1995), #EREPY pH 4% (Walker et al 1998), 1 F B HE#EHE
¥ (Marschner 1995) 72 L ICBHET2EMNHALTEY . Z< OREEZHE S TR L L TR

EHTWVWB,

KXZL bv MERBEE

K& b= bOBRIIES ROHEINTIY ., FKEERY (Wall 1940, Lucas 1968) . HE
AFER] (Besford and Maw 1975) 27V BWK BRZRTZENFEEIN, KRZH b=
FOBREREZHETHILHERLTVS, K RZICLZBERROHEIIRBRER - FEAE
EORMBMICBVWTHREBICHEI L TWS, flxiE, RBERHMTHEKLRX I n—V X,
7 ana s ADERPEN (Besford 1978a, b, Pujos and Morard 1997) . FEIZHRIZHT 2 RYLE
MNERICE B %5 % 5 (Haeder and Mengel 1972), E7z. RERKEATIX [TEDORE) 2 1F
£] 2%8h (Besford and Maw 1975), BRE TH K BEQETHEEOREIET ¥ =

L RPEEN T3 (Davies and Winsor 1967, Winsor 1968, Trudel and Ozbun 1971),



F P TIRRAEBEERMICBWVWTRERR BBV V7 & LTEHL, fixiE. b~ roR
EEKHTIE, £2EO K EREIIBORNREZ LES 720, REBRENORE~OEEH
MAiTbh, TORRL LTETIERZERTT (Widders and Lorenz 1979),

Fle, BRERRFTIIK RZICLY, PR Y, AAIChWEREREN LRESE
EEREDENBE~K OFERBITHNL TS (Pujos and Morard 1997, Peuke et al 2002),

IDXSIT, RENBW U I/EREZRETIBE. KERENLERITROFERHR
HEBHICITEN 27D, REBELPLRBRZELHET2OIREETH D L5 (Mengel

and Kirkby 1987),

V=R« v IBRE KRZ

HYAERIIE (VY—R) THRERIC K> TERSNIREREDR, £EROTOIBE
B (v y) ~NERSN. BRI DZETRYI>TWS (A 2002), K RZN Y — X,
7V7BIUEﬁK526%@KOwT%k&H%ﬁﬁbhf%toL#L&ﬁé\%w
ZLLK RZEY—AOBEFRECER L, YU/ B LUBEREZEDTHEEERITONT
DOHEIDRV, ZDRD, KREBY —R - V7 BERIKE X DEBIZOVWTIIRE DS

HERLTWS, -

K RZIZE-THREREEBBETTEILRESOFREBFICL-THBEINALTWS
* (Tsuno and Fujise 1965, Terry and Ulrich 1973, Longstreth and Nobel 1980, Marschner 1995,
Zhao et al 2001, Peuke et al 2002), L L7256, ZOY—AOETIRK OXEREETH
DHWERES. TOBREET DRLBECEL,LLTHRAATE T, LORRICLD L
V5 (Behboudian and Anderson 1990),

BRI 7IZ o0 Th K REDEEITHRERERSELN TR, FAE, &It

DVWTRZE KRZI L - TY—RIEBERT T, Y/ EENEESND D&



MEEND L VIRENRRON S (Hart 1970, Mengel and Viro 1974), L2xL7edih, fiuls
TiX, K RZICLHPEBHROBETIX TV 7BEEORER TIEA2 < (Mengel 1980, Beringer and
Haeder 1981) . Rl H AP EE K RZOREBEZZT DI HDITRET S &5 (Huber 1984),
E 7=, Geiger and Conti (1983) IX. FMLESHOEFHESLSERRITISERE DO K BEOELIC
Lo TEEZZIT o LTEY, —BLERKBRIEL TV,

—F. VKT HEETIE. VY~ ERBIDIEERV VI THIHREDERICK
REZDEBERIEL, TORBRL L THREREDOGRPFELZT LW IBRERH B
OIZxt L (Tsuno and Fujise 1965), Hart (1969) X K RZIW X > TERITIE T L7228, 20D
BRI 7 0&ERBESC, GREESEFROERICL > THERLEL O TRV LR
LT3,

DX, K RZVHEMOEBRERILEZDEEIZOWTIL, 47 LbFoRAEAMNLR
ENTRLT . KRZTOMEBIEE R Y —R - V7 BROBAN» DRIET B LEN TR &

LT3 (Roitsch 1999),

VVIRBOFMEREA LR

BEDX I, RERZBV VI BECEZSZEEBIFEHEINDTE TRV, Z0
RIS > TRIERELRERIERERFEZAVWT YV 7BEZRIET I Z L BSE
Thd, RERGIE, ESREIEE U7 BEORER. OEMEROIEEL V., OF
BHEETH->THY Y/ BEOHEROESBAS, AOTICHE-TWVS, ThbDRE
i OTREGMEZIC > TERSEEL RIS 2 & BHRT. O TIREIEHEMSE,
re R TN ERE TH B, TORND, KRERY—2 - ¥ 7 BIR, BITo v o i
K52 AHERIET A - LIZEBEThH T,

{5 T, YU/ BEOERYERETERNET A LICEY. VYR LTHEER

FEATREDMEESREENTWD, FlAIE, PRZ (Fujita et al 2003b) REX F LR



(Fujita et al 20032, Moghaieb et al 2006) Tk, £/ — PREMETEZR VT v 7 EEZER
FICEHE L, YV —AEME~DEELHERTHII LT, YV I/BEEDETHrOEMEEDHE
ERBERIENDIEBFEEINTNDS, ZOLSRFEZAV, P UVI/BEEERE
Kﬁﬁﬁﬁ?é:at;ofvyyﬁﬁ%%ﬁb\ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%my—x%%ﬁ§¢5:&
T, AMVARY =RV I7DEL LB EX DD EBELHAYTS Z L 3FEET
HdLEZLND,

LA LEMRE, KRZEN be MLEX2EEL Y —X - V7 BRH LR L7-BIRILR

HIZREN TR,

UEZERIC AETHKRZR IS b~ MOREAEREDOETORBEILONTY —X -
S IBRMLENTS, BEMICE, O —RBEOHEE L L TEEREE 285 L THl
EL. ChETALT, @EAF—UREMHEAVERE - ZEOT=4 ) L /it o
TY VI REETET S, S50, QXAREDOGEIRELRET 5 20 PC RYLERL
EETV, EMEORREREELITMET 5.



e XU

HEED B L U B

HRESIC R~ b (BE R 2BV, EBERERERSAON 7 AT 2 THEL
Lize b=traEARy MNCBELIHRSIC Lo TES LS, BE21 BRI < ME
EARHFIERE (0L Ny MER, =7 Vv—varvEY) ~BHELEZ, HERK

(N [Ca (NO;) ,4H;0]3.57mM,P (NaH,PO;2H,0) 0.32mM, K (K,SO./KCl1:1) 1.02 mM,
Ca (CaCL.H,0) 0.75 mM, Mg (MgS0,.7H,0) 0.82 mM, Fe (Fe”-EDTA) 0.02 mM, Mn
(MnS04.4H,0 3.64 uM, B (H;BOs) 0.05mM, Zn (ZnS0,.7H,0) 0.15 uM, Cu (CuSO4.5.HzO)
0.16 pM, Mo (NaMo004.2H,0) 0.1 uM, Co (CoS04,7H,0) 0.17 uM.) %, IN DKEELF RV
UALEMERVWTL A 1EpHS.8~62 ~FAEL, 7TRIC1 EOHRTEEICIZHE L=,

e, BEFREFRVRE, MXT, £ 3 BELY—R - VU7 BEHRTIENR
RICHEW, 8 183 RELY—X - YU /BREURTIEZELELZTo7. MXT,
BRIEH P T~ TOERICH L TERMBED =D, b= h b— 100 FHRIK (P<vy v
B 10ppm) ZHAR L7,

MRS D, K REZABEFLET S 14 AR OIEEKETO K #E% 10ppm & L.
7 BEI»D Sppm & TAZ L TREDKEFEZHLNUDIETSE, HERTSBEE LY
K REMBEBHE L, HBEOKBEY 40ppm & L, K K2 DBITEIRIEERD b
AYYLBLUHEN Y ULERW =D EHRA L,

AFRER X UHERBURHREL

AEEREIK RZOBE 0, 7, 14, 21 BERKERLE, 1 EOREIC - 3 Eik% &4k
BICRUREICAVV, SEGREY, AILE, BARUVE. B, £ 155, #2288
LU 3 BECESTRBEYR L, 72, AE% 21 B BICER LzBER ERot



SITFECMZAESERE REUTOE (B1RBEY RV 7BEMEFRR). 13END
18 (F2RELY—R - YU IBMEBR). B OEULOE (BEIRBLY—2 - ¥
v 7 BLZEER) [CHS LT,

L2TOFY 7T 70CT | BRPBRFR L, BBREEZRD, TORI I IVILRE

DREEIC L - TR LERIBICAWE,

%« REEOHE

EBEBIURERIL, LERGEER 74 BE XY 21 B> TRHE LT, EHY
—UREAIEE [ R~ FOMIEL DY 15om E8) BEC E2 RETORE 1 E) CRE
Uiz, BFA—VRAEAMEHI, 2R L TERE 3mm OT LB EZRAWVWTEEL, £k H
—DUVA—BHEDOEICV Y a vy TLAFa—T2FBAL, ErFay s TLA—DMENH
AL 2D LIICRE L (Fig. 17). RERMEDCHEIL. ZENCER Y i - BEIZE
F=UREMHEEEL, FEEHPALZ L TRELL (Fig. 1), EBLURFERIT 180
Ble—EREL. F—F 37 —#aH— (DE-1000 B NEC SHHM) 2@h LT —Y
FThAAVE2—FICRE&EL, £, X REOERIZHND., RETH 24 HHEIC1ED

BETES -V ry—25E L, ETREROBREL 4~5 BIZ 1 EDFETITo 1,

FEBGEE, RBOEE. [ILEEE. N CO,BEDOHE

%é&ﬁgxﬁﬁﬁg\ﬁﬂﬁ%&%ﬂﬁ&o~maﬁm@ﬁbtoMéﬁuqu&m
ORICEFAXARBIEEE (L6400 & LICOR #8) #EAL. % | BEE T O/
EEAWTTo7, ABEE KRZEOFNLENENR 3 AFEZBRE L, LEHMHT
LOEAE(LZRE L, BR L | % 3EREL., 3 EEOEHERS X OIEERES

R, T, TRTOBIEIINEREDNREFREE 1000umol m2s?, #EE 25T, CO,

10



72 380ppm DEEFT TEME LT,

EERR DO RE

EEBROAEIIKRZAERO0, 7, 14, 21 BRIZERB L, BRL-EGMNLHHEET
H5g ZEBIEAICHIRL, TN OOEEHREZFHABI L (BBEHEET AAM—98 HENE
BHEXE)., 0%, EEEEZAELEZ 0CTT BMZRL. EVEEZFREL:, =
OEMEZEICEGEHRE OLE RO, 1 BESH ) OEFOEHENLBEEOY =Y OERF
BErREHLL,

HARRT v VORE

BEOKRRT Uy VT vy —F ¥ - EERVLER 0~21 BRIZEIEL,
RELLT, 8B 13 E1LE 15 BOERPMEBIVCEEZAV., 2TORIEIX AM
10:30~11:00 DRIZIT o7z, EERABR E K RZRTENREN 3 RET STV, 20y
ERLUEEREZREH L, Bon-RIEMBEICEE 0098 2R ELTAKRT Ty v

(MPa) #Xoi-,

K ORIE

BRLURRO K BERAEREHEAVWTRIE L, KRZAE%O0,. 7, 14, 21 HE
KER LR ZRRAEERE L., Fohid 70 50mg FEE L, HEE - BERRE (3:1vW)
Lo THfELE, TD%, DK% 50ml ICHRLUALEER (ANA—1358 FREX

BREH) KKV BEIELL,

11



- TSV ORE

BERBIOT 7 i3, 7y buUFiBEE (Yemm and Willis 1954) WC#ECCRIE LT, ¥
OPIE TrL S e U7k 2 KEIREBRE 1249 200mg FEHL L 80% D= & / — %1%, 80C
DEWHET 20 HSREOHM T o7, TO%, FHEE 3000pm T 5 HFEORLBEL, £
BHREFNE L, Z0OREE 3 BRVELEE. WELEEBLIMNLY ) — 2L
S, BotEREAVTAIBEEAEEFRERE L.

Fr7UORETE, BHHEORELBWTITo, BEXEREOTIZAN 60CT
—BRELR &, BBAKE mlMx TREE TERE (10 2. 100C) L, EEZTHHA
L7z, ®HE. 9.2N OBEFREE 2ml, ZH8BK 6ml M2 T 15 FEEE L. 3000rpm T 5
SEELSBEEZ TV, LBAROREINEIT o7, Z0HK. BU4.6N OFERE: 2ml 2Mx T
15 FRE L, ABKE 6ml A TELOSBE (54, 3000pm) 2L - TJ:??%#%B*&E&L

Too BONTEHTENOT Y e VBRI Lo CF Uy 7V EFELZBE LR,

BC EbEE

PCoORMLIZK RZMEH 6, 13 BEIE | RBETOEZAVWTITok, BEXBERAY
=—/VETEWV., REAY UL (BaCO, 99.6 atom¥%) 12 40%MWEEDEEE (vv) ML T
PCO, A ST, BAXTT 0 HEIRLEEE, BC FML 30 %, H Vv ARZARE
%7, 14 BB ITHEMEZERRL, 72iCbicE{eEE, By, ERUVER. B, F1RE. $2
REEBLUE 3 REICMAST Uiz, £0%, £3E% 80°CT 7 RHERARREL., REHMD
B2 AW TR Uis, REEHY 100pg 2827 HIEA L, EESHH (Finnigan
#81, Deltaplus) #AVTHEIBAID PCatom%BEBE L=, VC atom % excess i FMLIEY
& FERULHDEED PC atom %DZEE AV, . TEAMNHICL o TREL Y71

TORREFREHEH LI,

12



ZREORILERBERDO PCE (A) BERICL>TEHLE,

A= BH LT N0 BCatom % excess X BREOEME X VIV POREEHTE (%)

- PCEBRBLIUEBETO BC SEBBIIRRICL - TR,

13 — [ 13
e EEE (%) - Bk “CE—FMEED "CE % 100

Bkn BC &

. n :—*—-0) 13C =N
EREOUCHERE (%)= HE = X 100

Bk c &

13



SRS
EMETER

KRZIZ &> THEEZDEIINBR % FE o7/ (Table 1, Fig. 2), 43 21 B B OEELY
B BERHE 130g. LEBRXD 83g (64%) LABIET L, SHREEOHERIX, £T
DERBRDELL, RNTESIBGE, 5 3 RENRb/PIEPoT, KRZILL-TE
BEEERBY LIS, ZOBPREERFLREL, RITEFETHY., ThEfhR
B D 66.1%. 52.8% > Lic, BEEDOHWAIL 13 25 18 FE (FEIEE) KM bELL,
HIC LB, TRIELOSISE, TNETLXIRED 41%., 61.2%, 63.3%ThH o7,

T, BRIIHT L KRZOZEIA—EERNTHR2o7 (Fig.3), LEFRBRET
i, BB, TRERBGAZELTRY. RRECIINSNICEAE R TEMENCE
LR, A% 21 A B TIRPRERRLEENRE, BLALOERBEL TV
DITx L, EBREIIRALRVERE TOBADICKRENERY . TREILESEATYH
BEEROEDEIENR S, -7z (Fig.4).

b bPOER - RERE

ERIINBRE CREMIC LR EHIT 205, RBXTIE 6 BEETIEREET, Thillk
ITFORXEZELEL, ZIE—EIEE=Nk (Fig 5),

0B | BEOERNELERS L, HBRTREEIC L 5BEDMHIEL & bizHiEe<
AR L. ZO%ARR EOBREOEICES b THENMGEE Y ELE (Fig 6), &
ﬁmaa&ﬁ@nuonrz@mW§%ﬁu\&ﬁmﬁ%wmam%u%ﬁmmeko
WBR TRARE L IEFAROZEREER LE, 08 6 REOXBEBERDE. &
BITRIOIER, BLUEREOWESMER & HBLTETFLTW: (Fig. 6), Q15 B

AOEEOLEET RS L. ABETIHREMICERMEBD b, LB TIREOEMIL

14



Ronhizholc (Fig.6). —7. BRORBER(LIC X 5ERD/NLH2UNAE - BRITHBER
LABRCTREETH- T,

REBIIHBE LOAER & b ICEFNRIERBEH s (Fig. 7). AR TRIEXEE
PMET L., LERDEREERDSHBE IV KRENoT, |

KRZABIZE>THLE 1 BEPLEFEADEEDREIEEIIETL (Fig.8A). ZOET
ITEBHEOFRE & bITRELS o7 NH 6 H BN LEDERIIBEEIZ/AY (Fig. 8B).
S 18 B BICIXEROREREEITHRE L g L TREKETLE (Fig. 8C),

ARERHEOREEICERE TS L. REBEOFEII»»DLTLERE 6 BENLLAFD
JERABFIEL L, MAT, LEXTIEAE OHICH D BREEESFRBRICHE~TH 1 FREE

hi- (Fig. 8B),

KB EEE

HEREE (P) FKRZWBIZI>THEITET L (Fig. 9. Poid0ER 11 BERE
T K RZABIC L HEEEFBHLNT, A4 12 BEICHEBR LAEX T 17.10umol CO,
mZs?, 13.58umol CO,m%s™ ¢ K RZWX X > THEIET Lz, 0%, HFEEXIERLD

SHFB L, L2 18 B B T BX T 21.37umol CO, m?s?, MER TED 59.7% & 2o 7=,

K[ACEE

SACEERKRZABIZL>THEICETLE (Fig. 9), :@1@&&&?&& I3BBZT
K RZAFBIZ L 5 HEIT2< | 14 B BICHRBE L AEK CENER 0.565umol H,0 m™s™ 3
L0431 umol O m™s! L FBEIET Lic, TO#%, BEEEZEZR -7 E:HB L, 18HE

THXBE T 0.505umol HO m?s™?, 4AEK T 0.252umol H,0 m™s? & 72572,

15



EN CO BE

ENCO, K RZNBIZL > TETFT LR (Fig. 9., ¥R Co; IXEZ 14 BEETK R
ZHREBICLDERAONT. 15 B BIFRBR & AE X TENEN 291umol CO; mol, 213umol
CO;mol & —BsMICHABZEZ R LI, LA L, £0#% 16, 17 B B TREMEVRBREI T,
50E 18 B B CHEBEUHEIZET L. HEX T 281umol CO, mol, AIRX T 248umol CO, mol

Lot

REGEE

ABEERX K RZABICE>THEIIETL, ZOEEFSACEEOHR L IZIE—FK
L7 (Fig. 10), ABEEILE% B BB ETKRZABICEIZ2ZRIIAZAOLNT, 14 R B
I BRIX & AR TEREFR 8.35umo0l H,0 m?s?, 6.58umol H,0 m?s! & HEZEER LIz,
0%, AEERR-oETEHB L, 18 A B TIXHBEX T 7.85umol H,O m™s”, {ERX TF

D 56.8% & o7,

ZEE

EEHIL K RZLBIL L > THBIETF L (Fig. 10). AEEA 0. 7, 14 BEECxt
FRX,UEEXE CENRER SN h - 7228 A 21 B B TIIRBXT0.75 m? plant” & 729 |

MBXTEFD 49%ITET L=,

EOKRRT V%IV

BOKRT ¥ VTAERSEN» D 18 B BizElER &N (Fig 10), KRT ¥
FRALERRESE 16 B B £ CHRBRE L ABX TIHIZREOHB 2R L, 4F 17 B BITIIRRBEK

T-0.70MPa, XEXT-0.78MPa & 72o7-, FDE%, E2RL. LE 18 AICIIBREB L

16



THERX TENFN-0.70MPa, -0.94MPa & 2 W BFEENHER I N,

KRE - - 2F& - HER

KEERKRZLBIL b RoTET T EmRR N (Fig. 11), ETIILETRE
ICXHBX T 184 gkg' DM Th oDzt L, AEX Tid 68g kg’ DM L BEIIET L,
—F., RETHLEBERBERABRLVIEVEEZRLES, FEZEBD LN ehoTz,

BkHizh OK EFEIDYRBE TLEL R PITEM U LEE TR IIBRARE & <148
fELizodc (Table2), —F, QMEX TIIRRMICED L, 43 21 B BiCii{B&EH72Y 0K
EHENHBX T 2139mg plant” 123 L, BERTIIFD 4% EHEICIET L,

KL, EREO K EFEKERTS L, EETIIHNEBE, LEROEX THEBE LV E
ICE CHERF S AL, COBARIER TR E TR SN (Table2), ETIRETHA LY
FERETHERD b, 4 21 A BIZIIHBE T 263mg, LERX TED 14.5% & B
Lz, MA T, EFTEFICAERSHBEXEZTREY ., 21 BB TIIHBE T 819.5mg &
L T LAEXTED 27.5% & 727,

KPERICEE TS L, LEBHEBRICIIETE» 722, BEORBE LHIETL, K
ZRE~OHERRIIEM LT (Fig. 12). ZOEMIZKRZICX>TEEELRY, LE 21
BETiZ. XBRTKIEBEN 4% Thozniixt L, AEBR TH 67%7E o1z,

—F. E. B B, TRKLEEFPEFHIETL, HICETIIRE 0 BRIZ 551%T
oTe7%, 21 B BICIHHBRE T 38.3%, MBMRET25.7% L £ L ET L7z, HTHREOE
MAFEDH B, L0 HEBIZ 133%% & L2, 21 B BICIINREX T 12.3%2xt LT

R T43% e REL< B LI,

17



VETRBE
KRZICE>TEOHEBREINBREZFEIC LR -7 (A 7 B B,Fig.13), ZOZEIIL
HYEPE2E U RSN, 0E 21 8 B TIIHBET5.0%. LEBERX T 62%THo7,
REOCHEREIEBEOP TROLACHERIL, M T, LERAHBER LY bEILE
WREZRLE, —F., ETIHAE 14 BE S THEEBEICEIZRL, 21 HBIZAERX B XR
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Table 1. The effect of K deficiency on dry weight of tomato plant organs.

Dry weight (g plam")

Days after
treatment 0 DAT 7 DAT
(DAT) Control K deficiency
1st fruit 843 % 091 18.08 + 091 1828 = 2.40
2nd fruit 2.05 = 066 393 = 123 618 = 1.64
3rd fruit 1.88 % 093 670 £ 090 209 = 0.22
Amount of fruits  12.36 28.71 26.55
Leaves 19.41 = 175 2249 £ 0.68 20.19 = 1.73
Stem 32.15 = 3.23 37.06 + 131 3108 = 2.50
Root 6.61 % 077 815 <% 0.11 6.99 + 0.37
Whole plant 70.53 598 9641 £ 398 84.81 = 542
Values are given as average £SEM.
14 DAT 21 DAT
Control K deficiency Control K deficiency
1st fruit 1747 = 2.88 1598 = 392 2098 = 1.09 1454 % 2.72
2nd fruit 15.55 £ 241 749 £ 252 1215 2.90 7.94 £ 1.50
3rd fruit 0.60 £ 023 725 £ 070 470 % 1.25 3.67 £ 1.20
Amount of fruits  33.62 30.72 37.83 26.15
Leaves 2241 % 032 2128 £ 1.22 3211 = 1.66 1694 = 1.57
Stem 33.87 0.12 3339 =+ 1.70 4936 + 251 3262 = 3.24
Root 6.94 = 044 687 = 0.43 1036 = 0.69 747 £ 0.34
Whole plant 96.84 = 1.75 9226 % 401 129.66 + 4.53 83.18 = 7.94
21 DAT
Control ' K deficiency
Upper leaves 393 £ 0.30 246 + 0.19
Middie leaves 15.39 = 0.51 6.64 = 0.91
Lower leaves 12.80 + 0.81 0.56

7.84 +

Upper leaves = 19th and more leaves
Middle leaves = 13th ~ 18th leaves
Lower leaves = Ist ~ 12th leaves
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Table 2. Effect of K deficiency on K content of tomato plant organs.

K content (mg plant™)

Days after
treatment 0 DAT 7 DAT
(DAT) Control K deficiency
Istfruit =~ 258.1 = 313 4271 £ 29.7 3942 59.5
2nd fruit 70.8 + 269 896 % 290 1203 £ 323
3rd fruit 679 = 437 2346 * 393 626 = 73
Amount of fruits  396.8 751.2 577.0
‘Leaves 1932 = 20.8 4144 = 27.7 1376 % 19.2
Stem 7944 £ 1155 11006 + 587 606.7 £ 73.7
Root 578 + 139 1995 + 87 597 = 6.5
Whole plant  1442.3 2465.6 1380.9
Values are given as average £SEM.
14 DAT 21 DAT
Control K deficiency Control K deficiency
Ist fruit 4219 = 716 3689 = 1051 5350 % 341 3378 = 72.5
2nd fruit 4249 + 758 1579 =+ 535 2913 + 727 1689 % 34.7
3rd fruit 164 + 6.4 1529 = 202 1104 + 31.0 80.7 26.6
Amount of fruits  863.2 679.7 936.7 587.4
Leaves 2577 = 25.1 60.9 = 96 2630 x 320 383 = 5.5
Stem 642.8 + 358 3022 = 219 8195 . 73.5 2256 £ 30.5
Root 137.7 £ 17.1 305 = 88 1199 = 144 263 = 4.6
Whole plant  1901.4 1073.2 2139.1 877.5
2]1 DAT
Control K deficiency
Upper leaves 279 % 0.12 3.8 £ 0.02
Middle leaves 120.3 £ 042 1153 = 0.05
Lower leaves 97.74 = 041 21.67 = 0.1]

Upper leaves = 19th and more leaves
Middle leaves = 13th ~ 18th leaves
Lower leaves = 1st ~ 12th leaves
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Table 3. The effect of K deficiency on °C atom % excess in various part of tomato plants at different

times after treatment.

Plant parts 7 DAT 14 DAT

Control K deficiency Control K deficiency
Fed leaf 0.629 + 0.048 0.880 = 0.056 1.250 + 0.089 1.327 + 0.096
Other leaves 0.005 £ 0.000 0.004 = 0.000 0.003 = 0.000  0.002 + 0.000
Fruits 0.248 £ 0.016 0.155 + 0.009 0.080 = 0.022  0.060 + 0.013
Stem 0.032 = 0.002 0.018 = 0.002 0.035 = 0.005 0.023 + 0.002
Root 0.029 + 0.002 0.026 + 0.007 0.068 + 0.017  0.015 + 0.007

Values are given as average SEM.
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Table 4. The effect of K deficiency on amount of C in various part of tomato plants at

different times after treatment.

Plant parts 7DAT 14DAT
Control K deficiency Control K deficiency

Fed leaf 5468 + 337 4637 + 770 8111 + 857 B247 £ 1243
Other leaves 426 + 24 291 % 41 220 + 9 123 + 20
Fruits 7217 679 5056 = 1105 5985 = 321 3476 853
Stem - 4355 = 166 2146 £ 331 4216 + 620 2683 260
Root 942 = 54 714 % 206 1898 = 468 516 £ 263
Whole plant 18408 = 1206 12904 + 1482 20431 £ 1787 15045 + 2062

Values are given as average £SEM.

23



Fig.1. Tomato fruit diameter was measured using a shrinkage type micro-displacement detector.



Dry weight (g plant '1)
83838388383

o

Fig.2. The effect of K deficiency on dry weight of tomato plant organs. 0: Initial of treatment;
Cont.: control; -K: K deficiency. Vertical bars denote SEM for whole plant weight and each

organ weight. Fruit (black and white checks), root (white), stem (diagonal stripe), leaves

(spotted).
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Fig.3. The symptom of K deficiency on leaves of tomato plants. Different influence was

observed in a leaf of tomato plant.
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o,

Lower leaves

influence comes out in the middle leaves. The lower and upper leaves were lightly
affected by K deficiency.
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Fig.5. The effect of K deficiency on diurnal changes of stem diameter of tomato plant. Changes
in stem diameter were monitored by shrinkage type micro-displacement detector. Data represent

the means of two plants. Control (fine line), K deficiency (thick line).
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Fig.6. The effect of K deficiency on diurnal changes of stem diameter of tomato plants. On each
occasion, the diameter changes in both control and K deficient plants were recorded with
reference to 'Zero change' at midnight (0:00 h). Control (fine line), K deficiency (thick line).
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Fig.7. The effect of K deficiency on changes in fruit diameter in tomato. Changes in fruit

diameter were monitored as described in Fig. 1. Control (fine line), K deficiency (thick line).
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Fig.8. The effect of K deficiency on diurnal changes of fruit diameter of tomato plants. On each
occasion, the diameter changes in both control and K deficient plants were recorded with
reference to 'Zero change' at midnight (0:00 h). Control (fine line), K deficiency (thick line).
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Fig.9. The effect of K deficiency on apparent photosynthetic rate, stomatal conductance and leaf
internal CO, concentration of the leaf immediately below the first truss of tomato. Control
(white circle), K deficiency (black circle). Vertical bars denote SEM for each value.
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Fig.10. The effect of K deficiency on transpiration rate, leaf water potential and leaf area.
Control (white circle), K deficiency (black circle). Vertical bars denote SEM for each value.
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Fig.11. The effect of K deficiency on K concentration in various parts of tomato plants at 0, 7,
14 and 21 d after treatment. Control (white circle), K deficiency (black circle). Vertical bars
denote SEM for each value. Fruit (1st): The lowermost fruit of the truss in tomato plant; Fruit
(2nd): The middle fruit of the truss in tomato plant; Fruit (3rd): The uppermost part of fruit of

the truss in tomato plant.
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Fig.12. The effect of K deficiency on K partitioning among various parts of tomato plant at 0,
7, 14, and 21 DAT. 0: Initial of treatment; Cont.: control; -K: K deficiency. Fruit (black and
white checks), root (white), stem (diagonal stripe), leaves (spotted).
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Fig.13. The effect of K deficiency on sugar concentration in various parts of tomato plants at 0,
7, 14 and 21 d after treatment. Control (white circle), K deficiency (black circle). Vertical bars
denote SEM for each value. Fruit (1st): The lowermost fruit of the truss in tomato plant; Fruit
(2nd): The middle fruit of the truss in tomato plant; Fruit (3rd): The uppermost part of fruit of
the truss in tomato plant.
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Fig.14. The effect of K deficiency on starch concentration in various parts of tomato plants at 0,
7, 14 and 21 d after treatment. Control (white circle), K deficiency (black circle). Vertical bars
denote SEM for each value. Fruit (1st): The lowermost fruit of the truss in tomato plant; Fruit

(2nd): The middle fruit of the truss in tomato plant; Fruit (3rd): The uppermost part of fruit of
the truss in tomato plant.
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Fig.15. The effect of K deficiency on ">C export rate from the leaf immediately below the first
truss of tomato at 7 and 14 days after treatment (DAT). Cont.: control; -K: K deficiency. Vertical

bars denote SEM for each value.
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EYHTRERAELLTRLT, EF—VREMF AW ERMN R EROREITITET

BEPEPIETHATH S,

TOEIREEEEEX TEAETIR, EROAEFEIZY —R - VU7 0BE&EEML, K
RENERERHO b~ MCEXBHEERE Lz, FHEIT, OV —2 + L7 BIHRD
BENL K RER b MIEMOEB L ETSEE AN X LEHALNITEZ L, OF
F—VEAVNBI LIRS T v MM OEEBTO ISR b 2T B LR
FEME LTEET S,
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PR L DTtk

HEEM B L O ik
HAHEDIIEBRERFRERABAN S AZOBRNEFHETTHRE L, o (R %
KER 8) ARy MIBEREL, FH LILEHZ2RRICAW., BEZ 20 BT~ EE
KRSy b (0L Ny MERA, =7 L—vaFV) KBEL., BEK B2 &
et HiE) 2B 1EIR#E L, INKEET FY v AL IN BEREZBAVWT pH % 5.8~6.2 ~
1 B 1 EIFRE L, 728, MEFIIBERFR Y RV e,

HEEE S BRLY K RZVEZRB L., XREDO K #E% 40ppm & L, K XKZAE
IEREN» b K (K SO, BIUKCY) ZF\Weboz 21 BEER Lz, LBHMTORE
BADHEIRAT 1700 Em s, KRB IUEEREAZN 14~35CH LU 30~85%

THBE L,

ATRER X OHERAREHRE

EFTRAETKRZAERO, 4. 8, 12, 19 BHIER LK, 1 BOREILOE 4 BEZE
EHITERT, BEX, REZAE LR, FEGTZARR. £, BB IUE, BTty
. FREEE RO, TO%, BPEME (AAM—9 B HRELEBERLT) 2 AWT
EEEZAELL, ETOY U IVIEIEREREZAWTREL, RBEELRDE, £
DY v T MIRESFE (T1-100 B HEIKO fH&) 12k o TH#: LERIEIC AV =,

K OHIE

K BREREFEZRVWTHE L, KRZAEXO, 4, 8, 12, 19 BEKBERLEY VT
NEBFEEEL, oY 749 50mg L, WHE: - BEFBORBEER (3:1vw)
Lo THRBLE, TO%., 4% Soml ICFIR LA ES (ANA—135 % BUTEN

48



BREH) KX VBIELE,

KEREE, RBEE, [ACEE, BN CO,REDAIE
ORIEDBE

EHAXARBEEE (L1-6400 & LICOR #8) %2R L. NEREE, RiORE, &
Py CO,IBEEZHIE L, WAIZIA®E0,3,7, 12,18 B BT 11:00~13:00 DRI T -7, B

T, HEEOHERM» D EH~EA T, 55 £ HOLR/IER I UHEEEZ AV,

QOHEDRIE \ B
RS RBIEEE (L1-6400 & LICOR #8) #HERA L. JLAREE, RiuReE, =
N COBEZBIE L, BIEIXNERO0,3,7,12,18 B BIZ 11:00~13:00 D T{T -7, &l

EWIT, HEMEOTEFITR HIEV, BL2EM L TV RO NNEZ AW,

ZHEROEER. HBEL K KSEOHhbZHEN 5 BRAEH L, THEEEE
Ee L, EEREZ RO, FLAEREIIEESRADHS 1000umol m? s, R 25°C,

CO, B 380ppm THi— L 7=,

ZRORIE

ZEIZ, OER% 2 BT EEZSIBEER) LY 2l AFICE->TRIELE, BHSF—Y
KXEME % b FOHBEL VA Sem ERLOZEICERD 7z, E~OENEORY #4117 Kk
X, EEMX 3mm QT L0 EFAVTERCEEL, RKIZELVA—OFICvY arydhFa
—T#NRRELTHAL, ¥UFay s TLA-DMNEBELZRELE (Fig. 17), ERIT 128

WC—EIDHE TR L, LT —# x5 —# ai— (DE-1000 # NEC =548 %
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ﬁELTN—VTw:VE;—&TEQWﬁLtoité@iEK&EEOTEE—Vt
VY= HLNUDRELEY U Fay s TEERE L, BTV — DI

4~5 BIZ 1 EOBIETITo T

1C RML =B

“CRfkIZK Kzﬂﬁf‘ﬁ 3,7,12,18 B BITT o7 BN D SEH OEEBHAR L =— L
[TE, REKET Y U A (NaH"COy) 12 40%BEDHLEEEMZ T UCo 2 RAE S,
BT THAT10 B L Y 1 B5R 30 SRk &7z, 1C Rk 24 B B IS E 2R L,
rEbiz e RULEE., B, ERUCER, RICEST Lz, Z0%. 70°CT 7 BEEERLE
L. EEFEEE (T1-100 B HEIKO #HE) THINF: L7z, #iask Lizsito e lidfeeix

BEFL—varhy2— (LSC-5100 B ALOKA #H&8!) ZHWTAIE L,
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SRS
HEYEME L KIER

HERXE LCLEBEX CEYEITERMISEN L, M T, KRZLAEBIZLY) ., LEBRO
EHEERRNRBE % TE>7 (Table 5, Fig. 18),

WME% 4 B H CHEHEECEZERERA GNP Te B K RZLBIZL > TERE~DE
VIHNERBE Uiz, BENICIE, KRZULBITE > TE, ZOEHEIELS L RRXL
HEFL T, ET 2%, £T 80%). IRTIEMAR LN (125%), LFE 8 REMND 12 A
BT, KRZETIREGFEOENBS R bhR2do7, LE 19 BETIE, KXRZIZ L
STHEBREEBRLTE £ RTEVEORETHAR O (3:65.5%., % :54.9%, R :
51.2%),

KOG EEIEHEOELLIZIZFE CEM %R L7z (Table 6, Fig. 19), K RZX TIILHE 4
B BICIRFBEEOHEMIE » TEMCHRBEZ LR/, EHiC, LEXTIINE 8 BE
~12 B B CTHSEEOHEMBR L2 WIC b, b bT ., ASEEIEMLE, &
HI9BE TR KRZZI TR EZETKOGEBETAH L TN ENHRED 51.3%,

54.9%. 58%TdH -7,

EEHE, EX. BRBIVCKFAZR

EEHEIT K RSB L > THEREA Lz (Fig20A), A3 4 B BH» L ABRE B
RETED., ZOZERTNEHMOHERBICFE> THR LU, LEFHL% 19 B BICITHRET
3858cm’, ALEERX T 2289 cm® & 2 o7z, BAL K BdHic ¥ OERHEN., LEEBIBBE LYK
REZVBIZL>THEITHEML, ZOZEZIRLOOHEB Lz (Fig20A), AEEH Tk
HRER LUNER TR 251 BLU69.7cm’ mg' K ThoTz,

EXTIRKRZVBIZLZIZENR b 2d o7 (Fig20B), A& BITIEBRRR &
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UREBRTENLI 114 BLU 112em o7z, BIK EH7-Y OFEXIZ, LHEELES AE
IOVRBRLEEBELTHEICHEML, ZOZEEZFLRLOOHS Lz (Fig20B), LBEKH
THARBK T 25140 cm’ mg' K, AERX T 69.7£7.9 cm’mg' K Tho7z, BREIXKRZ
MBI X > THEMUEY, AEZKBICIIEEZENRD b2 o7- (Fig20C), REREIL
ERE 8 B E TARICHEML, ZOBML12 B E S THRRBEN., WRET 83.7cm, LEK
T100.7cm 7Zofz, LxL72dih, 43 19 B B THXNRBR, LERBTERAZ LN
7o B K BEH7VD OREIX, 4EHA S BE LV MBR LB L THEEICHEML, 4H

19 A B CIRABET1.8+03cmmg K, AEET97+17emmg 'K & 2o (Fig20C),

FEE
R FBRRE AEX E HICERORME, KREOFEREEZ#R VIR LA LEX LE (Fig2l),
T, K RZKK L - TOERL 2 BEETRMAOIMEEZERL. KEADIEXRZREE LK
(Fig.224), D%, K RZBEETIINERL 3 B EOREPLIEREZFELTE—F T, 3t
BETREREZHER L7z (Fig.22B), SREK TIIEEDERIFILPLEELS 6 B B 7b=5%§§
Eh (Fig. 21). £0%. NEEE20 B B £ THRE L ABXBT—EDEEH#RF LoD,
B ERE Y (Fig220) .

A REE, REBEE, EN COBE
1.5%

FRIEDONAREE T, HBEBIULEBERX CERMICET L, MA T, LE% 18 A E
KKRZICE>THEIRHBEDEEL TE - 7= GHRKX :8.1pmol CO, m? s, AKX 3.0pmol
CO,m? s, Fig.23A),

ABEEILAEAKR 3 AE»PD K RZMBIZK>TETL, TDEZHERL OB L
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oo BRI H ORBOEEIX. HRE TH 4.79 B L ULER T 1.57Tmol H,0m?s' Th -7z
(Fig. 23C).
ENCO BEITNERLNE T BEEICK RZALBICL>TETL, TOERZIKRLOOH
BLi-, NEBRKBORBEEIX, FBRXE I UNER TH 311 3 X1 281mol H,0 m™ 5™

72 >7= (Fig. 23E),

2575

FEOEGREEIIK REZNBIZL - TAHE 6 BB XV ERITIET L7z (Fig23B), Z®
EriZaE% 18 B EE TR L. LBEEKBOXEREEIINBREE L UWMER T 183 5
X 009.4pmol CO, m? s ThH o7z,

HHGEEDIT, BB 3 A B CRERSHBEY LB Y (IEE : 4.1220.33mol H,0 m?
s'. AEX :5.19%0.27mol H,0 m? s7) | A7 A B2 bRBRALER % LR -7,
0% HBREILER % EE Y So#H L. ABEK B TIIXBR T 7.27mol KO m? 5™,
AERX T 4.32mol H,O m? s 77> 7= (Fig. 23D),

ENCO, BEIMNBXTLETBBEET—RMIIETL (Fig23F) . K XZXKTH—ED
ExfRoTz, £0%, HREX, WER L HENET L, LELKKB TEEEIIRERTE

oz,

K BE

KRZABIZE>TEBEOKRERELIETL.HBREZKRKE < TH - (Fig. 26),
ETi, KRZETAEMES BRLY K BEMET L., ZOBSEEIICIA L, [
BOBMITEBLUETLR LN, ThENQEME 12 B, 19 B B ICHBROBES T

Elofc, THFTiL, LEFHE 48 BEIHTTKRZENHBEOREZ EEY, 128H
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TREENRRLNT, £0%. 19 BE THREOREZABXATE -,

“Cc RMLEBk

MC ST EEIIELE TR bEL . DWTHE, HFLEX, ETRHEN 27, ZDE)
72 Ve AR EEOERIIHRE, LER L HIZBRHLN, KXZABIZIIEERR LN
Motz (Table 7). K RZILX>THE3 B RIC "CEREMET L., HBEEB I UONER
TENEN 54%, 48%Tholz, DL D RBEMITNERNE R ETHE L, LEFHK 18 H
B CIIXBBX T 65.7%, LER T 54.6%72>7- (Fig. 24),

C HEER T, ZLHKHEL O C RSB EN, ZOBERIREBRR LRK KZXTL
BEHRZEBE L RO LN (Fig. 25). XBE T, HF, BRBIUCLOMOEIZHESH
BYCHEML, E~0VCHERBET Lz, ABXR CHLRKOEAIHER SR, £

~O YC SEBIIHBRE LY bEroTe (Fig. 25).
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Table 5. The effect of K deficiency on dry weight of tomato plant organs.

Dry weight (g plant™)

Days after
treatment 0 DAT 4DAT S§DAT
(DAT) Control K deficiency Control K deficiency
Shoot apex - - 047 = 0.03 045+ 0.07 030 x 0.05 030 = 0.02
Leaves 282 + 025 385 017 362 = 025 609 = 0.17 475 £ 0.38
Stem 203 £ 017 357+ 0.08 290 = 022 598 £ 0.15 406 £ 026
Root 1.03 £ 007 118 =+ 0.08 1.50 £ 0.21 254 = 0.18 185 + 0.16
Wholeplant 588 + 046 9.07 + 0.26 847 £ 0.65 1490 = 0.24 10.96 = 0.77
12 DAT 19 DAT
Control K deficiency Control K deficiency
Shoot apex 041 £ 0.06 023 £+ 0.03 048 £ 0.08 043 = 0.65
Leaves 854 £ 0.90 451 = 028 1207 £ 070 791 £ 0.86
Stem 849 £ 0.73 438 =+ 025 13.14 £ 0.1 7.16 £ 048
Root 328 £ 0.39 1.93 + 023 416 = 022 213 £ 0.07
Whole plant 20.71 £ 198 11.04 =+ 043 2984 £ 1.09 17.62 £ 1.26

Values are given as average +SEM.
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Table 6. The effect of K deficiency on water content of tomato plant organs.

Water content (g plant™)

Days after
treatment 0 DAT 4DAT 8DAT
(DAT) Control K deficiency Control K deficiency
Shoot apex - - - - - - 1.6 = 0.3 1.5 £ 0.1
Leaves 18.1 1.5 222+ 05 216 £ 22 359 % 1.8 269 £ 22
Stem 321+ 24 433 % 1.0 37.1 £ 29 663 £ 34 484 = 3.5
Root 142 £ 13 140 + 14 23.1 £+ 43 317 49 243 £ 26
12 DAT 19 DAT
Contro] K deficiency Control K deficiency
Shoot apex 25+ 03 14+ 02 25 % 04 20+ 02
Leaves 435+ 438 326+ 20 703 £ 3.9 386 £+ 33
Stem 794 £ 70 613 = 48 1286 6.2 746 + 3.1
Root 351+ 39 38 539 38 27.7 1.1

Values are given as average +SEM.

265
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Table 7. The effect of K deficiency on '“C specific activity of tomato plant organs.

e specific activity(DPM mg™' DM)

Days after
treatment 3DAT TDAT
(DAT)  Control K deficiency Control K deficiency
Fedleaf 4391 = 821 6441 £ 521 6520 £ 947 6668 £ 598
Shootapex 461 = 64 481 + 118 772 £+ 236 747 £ 219
Leaves 26 + 6 70 + 29 65 + 11 79 + 11
Stem 1024 = 161 968 + 177 801 =+ 79 845 + 90
Root 82 + 24 92 + 32 78 + 21 97 + 34
12 DAT 18 DAT
Control K deficiency Control K deficiency
Fedleaf 427 = 73 7717 £ 159 654 + 132 256 * 64
Shootapex 148 + 31 512 + 96 261 =+ 87 117 £ 45
Leaves 4 1 14 + 2 17 £ 4 4 £ 1
Stem 91 + 11 123 + 14 59 =+ 6 34 + 11
Root 49 + 23 30 13 50 + 13 14 £ 7

Values are given as average £SEM.
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Fig.17. Stem diameter of tomato at vegetative
stage was mesured using a shrinkage-type

micro-displacement detector.
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Fig.18. The effect of K deficiency on dry weight of tomato plant organs. 0: Initial of treatment;
Cont: control; -K: K deficiency. Vertical bars denote SEM for whole plant weight and each

organ weight. Root (white), stem (diagonal stripe), leaves (spotted) and shoot apex (black).
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Fig.19. The effect of K deficiency on water content of tomato plant organs. 0: Initial of

treatment; Cont: control; —-K: K deficiency. Vertical bars denote SEM for whole plant weight
and each organ weight. Root (white), stem (diagonal stripe), leaves (spotted) and shoot apex
(black).
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Fig.20. The effect of K deficiency on the leaf area, shoot and root length of tomato plants.

Control (open bars), K deficiency (filled bars). Potassium use efficiency were showed by line
plots. Control (open circles), K deficiency (filled circles). Data represent the means of four
plants and SEM of the value.

61



/é\ 1.4
1.2
£ 10 =
- = O >
C = 08 z
8% 0.6 =
gﬂg 0.4 -
g:cas 0.2 N
O 00 2000 o,
i ] N
5 oA Lkl R o
» 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

Days after treatment

Fig.21. The effect of K deficiency on diurnal changes of stem diameter of tomato plants at the
vegetative growth stage. Changes in stem diameter were monitored by a shrinkage type
micro-displacement detector. Photosynthetic active radiation (PAR) was monitored continuously
during the experimental periods. Data represent the means of four plants. Control (fine line), K
deficiency (thick line) and PAR (most bottom line).
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Fig.22. The effect of K deficiency on diurnal changes of stem diameter of tomato plants at the

vegetative growth stage. On each occasion, the diameter changes in both control and K deficient
plants were recorded with reference to ‘Zero change’ at midnight (0:00 h). Photosynthetic active
radiation (PAR) was monitored continually. Control (fine line), K deficiency (thick line), PAR
(most bottom line) and DAT (days after treatment).
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Fig.23. The effect of K deficiency on the apparent photosynthetic rate, transpiration rate and
leaf internal CO, concentration of the fully expanded leaf of tomato plants. 5th leaf: fifth leaf .
from the bottom of tomato plants; specified leaf: the nearest fully expanded leaf from the shoot
apex of tomato plants. Therefore, surveyed leaf as the specified leaf was changed every
measurements during the experiment period. Control (open circles), K deficiency (filled circles).

Vertical bars denote the SEM for each value. Data represent the means of four plants.
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Fig.24. The effect of K deficiency on “C export rate from the 5th leaf of tomato at 3, 7, 12 and
18 d after treatment. Cont.: control; —-K: K deficiency. The 5th leaf is a fully expanded leaf
counted from the bottom. Assimilate time of '*CO, was (A) 1.5h and (B) 2h and tomatoes were
harvested (A) 24 h and (B) 30h after feeding.
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Fig.25. The effect of K deficiency on "C partitioning among various parts of tomato plant at 0,

7

3

12 18

7, 12, and 18 day after treatment. Cont: control; —K: K deficiency. Root (white) stem (diagonal

stripes), leaves

(spotted) and Shoot apex (black).
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Fig.26. The effect of K deficiency on the K concentration in various parts of tomato plants at 0,
4, 8, 12 and 19 d after treatment. Control (open circles), K deficiency (filled circles). Vertical
bars denote the SEM for each value.
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B8

RELERHO M~ MDY —X - V7R

RENEVDOSBRIIXZTEICE» -7 (Fig. 25), ZOREEIIHEDICE T, ENE
LEARL I THDZ EERLTVWD, ERIIAEIA B L Y BXRIMH & h (Fig. 22B),
T OETNEEKAETRESNE (Fig21,22C), —F., Y —XEMEEZ RS L A
2B B TEEXRDLNT (Fig23A). ERE~OEZE V4R BETHER L1 o7

(Fig.20A) .

ULk, Kﬁ(i’l:iof\ BNy EEBSHEESN. T0RY —ABEENET TS
EZbND, TOXIRKKRZIZED b bOERRED A =X L1k, RERKH, %
BAERMICHEBLTREY, YV I/EOERETICL2 74— My 7B K> TRET
HLEREND,

T, EROAREBIEREHEEDEFIEICHET LI 225 (Table 5, Fig.18,21) E£S —

UREMEHT L5 EEDZEN b= FOSHEMICH LTHEDTH S Z L RRR ST,

b~ NMEBOKRZIZE D7 £ — Ky JEDRL
BbLEWI 7 THIEIINEIA B LKRZOEELTZ 7. (Fig2l,22B), AHE4A
BOASESEIABE & B8 L TEVZ & 25 (Table 6, Fig. 19) . ERDIET Ak Ot
BPETLEILRI-TRELLLEZLND, Z0OL & KREIZEEZZITTOHRVA
(Fig. 26A) . E~OVCHERRDBIZ L > TETLTEY (Fig. 23B,25). X TOFEREIK
THRBEAZBD SR LERESND, TORR. E~OKGEEENET L, 20Ky

BEEHOETRI VI EEREDSIE& 27 ZEX N5,

68



WEDIEREEDIET & it ErENH

V—RBEIDOWTRD L, VR THIRETIIAREEN12BENLETLTREY

(Fig. 23A), Y—R &V v 7 ORI OHE R OHNETIL, LE6B B HET Lk (Fig.
23B), TN & D RHETOREGREENETIZ. REETREBERZETILVEDNE Y
14— Ry ZJIRETHREAR SRV, —F, NRZIZ X DA REEDE T ILREICRE
THIENL, ECH L TINRZEBRETHI LT, MEREEDETHEETILEX
bhd,

FOAH=ALELT,
ONO; D3t A A2 T HDKDOTRIZ & 5 HEE~DONEHEE DA (Peuke et al 2002) . 3 L T,
@BEFBEIET (Pettigrew 2008) . KRZMHHAET D KLBRNEE (Liu et al 2006) H3FHK
HERET S BRI LD NEEROBANE 2 b1 (Fig.23D), ThbOBEEAKA
REEZETIEL#RINS (McDonald et al 2002),

IDEDIT, DEOFROY—REEL LTORENEHICHGIEh D Z L THERBFOE
E3ifH &, EEREISET L (Fig. 20A) (Peuke et al 2002, Jordan-Meille and Pellerin 2008) .
FRIEOF A REE DR T 240, AFEERLA120 BUBROENEEORIM AR ITHESE H

THLEX NS (Table 5, Fig 18).-

KRZ & KEIR

KRZWHT DBEHOISEILAA b VR EZIFEDORISICEE L Tw3, BT,
ABADAFEEIEM (Hsiao 1973, Peuke et al 2002) , ZFEEmHE DI (Hsiao 1973,Peuke et al 2002,
Ohashi et a1 2006) . ZEZEDULHE (Ohashi etal 2006) 72 EMBEBLTND, RETIE, Kk
BT X BERAKSEERE T H B I bbb T, EEHOBMD (Fig20), ERONGE

(Fig21,22) BERINTZ, TOLIIT, KIBFEFJITEZLNTVBRIZ L b b,
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KRZICLDEFHEEIIKRZ EHET S,

BEOBREICLDE KRZXE>TEBFVINTTITRY VICEEREZ A LR
BALMZENTED (Zhuet al 2005, Liu et al 2006, Zhao et al 2008), KA b LVART 7 7R
YT LTEELEL, TORE, B0 ORAMBEEEN, KREWKR FLREHR
SEDAREENTRIND, KA FNVART 7T R Y ~OEEIEEL. REELOEE
DBEHEBENTEY (Linetal 2006), 40BHLUERFET DT 7 7RY I LTKR b
AEMEREBEEEZ DI LRREIND,

REERHO M FMBEOPT, ZOXRSEERIIHZR bEM o7 (Cont : 49~54%, KX
Z 145~52%) (Table 5, 6, Fig.18,19), zﬁm{kzt:;ofmﬂs B B CEEOBRIERE
DOEMERLTWAZ 2D (Fig22A), KRZIZ X 2 OREITRKEEN D—FEH 258
EThHY T I TRY VEM~ODEBORRELHEEIND, KRZILE-T, LOEOT T
RNY UREEL, ERRAEEEENDZOBFERICALA L 2T KRZICXDZERD

MHSE (Fig. 22) BHIMNES (Fig 21) IoHT38ARRENEEEX NS,

KXZ & icArE

HFTHRRKRZIC L > TEDEERRENSROhR» o, Zhid, BFEEHEICED D
TEFOEEMEVIZ L2 h 57 (Table 5, Fig. 18) . FMLEHOSERAEm RS TW
Teloh EHBIND (Fig. 25).

Fio, EXIAEHRZEC THBR L AERBITERRLN T, EELAEFSSE R
FTHEENEBD bhiedh o7z (Table 5, Fig. 18), Zhit, KFARE LERI¥(Z¢T
BESKRZICELG LcERLEX BN D (Fig 20)

bR, REERBO b~ P CTHKOFMANRL LA SED L TKRETIREBIT I
MERZHRTIZENIPBZ D, LErLRRL, REERMOEMEEDKTIIRE

JRERHL WEETHY (Table 1,5, Fig. 2,18) . KEFELEERKH & H~_TA 72\ (Table
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2,5,Fig26), ZDX57mhntb, REEAERICBITAKOREZHIIIRERERE L Y
2 BRBNEEZ OGN, KOBERICKFE L-BIREOHIRIL. BERERIICITY = & 3E

BTHDLERSND,
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B

ABHEIZ L D b= FOREFICIL, BRENCER (N) ERSAVLNATWS, NiZ b= b
DERCEZIIN LTHRDREBEXLERTEO—DOTHY, —EONEBELHERT I D
2. BICHEDOERESY LEAEBETEX BN TVW5 (Siddigi et al 1998, Bot et al 2001), —
B IOL D RERFEIIERRYREET IR . BEP~ZONZRHT 2 EE L 25,
Mo FOKBEE L AT ADRLOREPICHEHENS N OBIERTHY . REARHIES
ENTVWS (Bellert et al 1998),

Siddigi » (1998) DEWEIT LD &, FEEERDOK 50%D N ETRENEL LCREI
REBRRLNANSEVD, ZORBRE, b b3 N ICH UTHREIREST 5 st
ZRLTWD,

N IHEHEP THER S L., TVRBELLOBERICER L TV OIMAICEREINTED

(Millard 1988) . Z DRt DHEMAERICKHEZEMRON 25X LITELWE ShTW
% (Gastal and Lemaire 2002), $lxiE. RELERHD b= FDOHE, NEHREP IR TES
&, EPo N BRIRCHEER SN, BROICEOREREERHRFTE 2V Lo uER
MEETD,

ZOLD BEEORROTDIL, NRZERENOBRKETRILT 5 HEZMAE L, BX
RHEETREIRNEZERIV®D T LI, | NEFREOHAFRAOBRPOLEETH S,

N iEH B TICRFLEMEFR L T3 (Taiz and Zeiger 2002), RERML CEE&HL)
ENFEE (N OF#L) i ZRLTEY, CREL NREOELLLR AT 2R 2LS
&, TOEEIILI—FORBMIIH LU THHEETS (Rufty et al 1988), ZDZ &nb, C,

NRFIEVEETEATI L TEERRBBRE E LTEEINLTWS (Lawlor 2002),

CREE NRBEOBEERIZ. V—RES VI TENRFNIHESEAL TS, F 21T,
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Y—RTIRED N RE L AAHEER CTRVWEHBEIEEIN TS (Evans 1983, Evans
and Terashima 1987), N RZBNEERICH L TE X 2HEL BEMICFIEL TV &, 7
74 NVERE, 77324 FEHE (Terashima and Evans 1988), K]FLEHE. I ARF L
{LiEE (Terashima and Evans 1988) ., Je{bZRKG (Lawlor et al 1987, Lu and Zhang 2000) %
~DOEENETOND, ZhbDERIIEKIIC/ A A RAEEEDETIZORN S LE
Zbh. b= ROBEAHHISTIZARVY (Chapin et al 1988, Guidi et al 1997),

—FH. VU IBBE T NRZIZ K> TIROKZEERFD L, ZOREMERETTS
TETYVVIRBRBEOERMENRBEL TS EEXLLNT WS (Radin and Boyer 1982,
Barthes et al 1995, Carvajal et al 1996, Clarkson et al 2000) ,

LLBRBL, TRNODOWERXY —R L7 OEJNCRENRTRY ., Y—RBE, ¥

VI EE NEREYDGRICHTHNRZOEEZRAER VNV TERLEREID 2N,

FITEEDHMII . NRZRETICENI- b~ M LAREE, 2, BREKT(L.
EREZERICERTAZ LI, ARLVAVTNRZZEMT I Eichb, BEEMIC
B NRZRY—REE, YV 7RO ELLNPEMCHIBTINEHLMCL. NRZITLS

NAFAEEDRETHRY —REE, VUV IZEBDELLIZERTAMN2HEICT S,
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MR L U5

HEED I L UL iR

HREDIIEEREBERSANZ RZOEREFET THE L, b= (&HE, kX
BR ) 2E#igick o THEE L. B 5~6cm ICELE, KEE~BE LR (700
Ny MER, =T V=3 ED), BEK (28 MELFE 2EI1EREL, INK
Bt bV UL L INBEEZRAWTpH #58~62121 B 1 EFRAEE Lz, 7/, HEFITRERE
RO ERE, EREEDT-DRIEHATTRTOEEICH LT+ b—2 100 FHFRE (¥
~N VY BE 10ppm) ZEUA LT

BE% 6 BE (B1EEEXRH) &Y NRZALEZRKAL, FREXO N RE% 40ppm
& L. NRZABITERER»OHBEIN Y U LERS T ETEE L,

N RZ08B% 20 BEHEGE L7-23, TOROKERE, KERIKRZENLEN 23C, 32CT

Hot-, -, BRBHEIZ3I200Em?s?, BEIX 45~65%Th o7z,

ABFER L CHRAREHRER
BREIINRZAERKO0, 9. 19 BRICER L, 1 BEOREIC & 3 EEZEERIC
BUREICAW:, #EEZES. RLE. ERRUVE, B, £ 1 RECMES T, HifE
ROz, T, 2ETOFCINIT70CT | BRREEREL, EREEL RO, To#
B TN ERENNEES (T1-100 & HEIKO #H8) iZ Ko THm#E: L. FEOBEIC AV,
e, £ 2 EFETOES %, XK. HRESIUERREOCHERREMRETSH
BTERIR Lz, 5T, 4E®% 0, 3. 6, 12, 20 BRIZ 4 RETHOREL, #Bbhicy
TNEFEREEREL, BB LR, BEIERLE,
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KERGERE, ABHE, [ILGEEDORE

HEREE, ZFBHEESLUOKAGCEER, B 1 RFETOELTOTHICEELELTY
DEDEWNMEBLIUVEEZAVTRAIE L, BIEXETRAXARAEEE (LI-6400 B
LICOR #&) ZAW, WK, N RZERX»1bENEFNEESICHE L 3 BFIoNT
11:00~14:00 DRJIZIT 2 T2, /3T A — & ORI ERE A RA D EF FHEE 1000umol m™

s'. &R 25°C. CO, & 380ppm THE— L7,

£ - REEOWE
ERBIURERL, LB Bal (EER 64 BR) L0 21 BRCE>TAE L,

ZBTRERT—VAEAMEZ b~ POHBR L VA 15cm EEICERY fHiF. BREETIIE 2
REFORE 1 A2EESICGBHL, By —2BY 77, BB/ —PREMEHT, Ei
#HUTEZE3mm QL2002 AVTEEL, 2EEVF—DULA-RGORICI Y a2 A
AFa—T&BAL, EVF 2y TUA—DOMNEIREFARBE RO LI ICHREL (Fig.
17, RRBREOCHSE, ZHIRY T2 BEICES —VREMFFEZEEL. REZH
HAZ L TRIELT (Fig. 1), ERLRERIT 1B0RDIC—HOHETRGEL., RELET
— #1377 —4%ni— (DE-1000 B NEC =%4#l) ZEALTAA—YFrarva—Fc
BEMER L, X7-% - %i@iﬁ&: ELROTES -V —2ERRESE L, 0

FAEHREETH 24 BHHEIC 1 EDHEETITV., £T4-5 BIZ 1 EDEIETITo 7,

N OHIE

NRERZ TV —VEIZ X o> TRIE Lz, NRZLER 0, 3, 6, 12, 20 B BITHRR LK
EFeHRRBRLEMEL RO, TO®R, B LI 7V 50mg 2R L THisL -
BERBIC L > TOBELL, HBREERETHAL, FAF—NVER I >THY T s
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D NREZRDI,

FEORE

BEREZ, 7Y Mo UREBEICL>TRE L, Bon/ed I iBmfL., RER
BREITH 200mg ZFEERL, =# /) —/ (80%) #MZ TRHEIE (80°C) T20 /i 217
2Tz, TD#%, HH#E# 3000rpm T 5 SEOELSBEL., EBRAEREPNE L, - DEE
3 EBVRLER, WELELEBAENLTY ) —AE2RILER, BoBRERAWVWTH
BUHLEOERREERLE,

BC F{LER

BC ORMEII N RZAE% 7, 17 BEIL T/, H 1 REETOELBZARE =—LET
BV, REENY U A (BaPCO, 99.6 atom%) 1T 40%DILEE (viv) ZMAT PCO, 2 RAES
¥, BRETT60 pRIRALE®T, “CRIL 48 BRI (N RZQE% 9, 19 A H) iy
EEEIRL, EbICFEMEE, £y, ZRUER. B, § 1| EEdOT LE, 20%,
80°CT 1 EMBREE L. REMUHFHE (T1-100 B HEIKO #&#) #HVWTHRLEZ, ¥
P B 100pg 282 7 FICHA L, EESHH (Finnigan 18, Deltaplus) 2BV TH
EALOD 1C atom% B & BITE L 72, °C atom % excess [ FULAE & FERULAES B D C atom %

DEZRWIZ, 7o, TRSTHIC K> TRIEL LY IVFDOREFSFEEEH LK,

ZFREORILERBNRD PCc B3R RIc L > TEB LK,

BREDOPCEEE =5Catom %excess X ERBEOEME X VU FINVHORESHER (%)
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7o, PCEEZBIVEERED BC HBEITRAUC L > TRD =,

BED Bc BE—RLED PC &

B BHR (%) = X 100
BiEo Bc &
5 EHREO CRE
BZRBEDCHEE (%) = X 100

D Pc &

15N k328

BN ORMEE N RZOEINCT o7, F{LAEE, 200 Oy &AWV T PN-NO; 28
100ppmN & 7225 X 5 ITHEBEREZER L., ZOBEIC M= FORZELTITo 7, 24 B D
E{b#%. NRZOBELZEL, LE% 19 HB I "NEEREEZERLEZ, SRL-EKIR
£, B, E BiCEoT, BEEZEREL (2K, ZWEZTELLL. T0®%, SEVSRE

2R L. PNatom%% ®C R{bLERICHE UTRIE L,

T/, UNEHRZRBIUOEBRED "N HBBIRIERICL > TR,

Bk "N E—-FERO "N &

BN ERE (%) = X 100
EiEo "NE
BZHREDOPNE
FEREOPNYER (%) = X 100
BiEo PN &
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s
EMETER

EMEIIARE, QERXE GICAEHRSICEM L, BARIC L TR 19 B B TixT
NEN 243 1%, 1.90 B~ LM L7z (Table 8, Fig. 27). NRZROBEEEHEIZIOBET
HBRE TEI-EN, TOEXFEE TR ehofz, LEX 19 B B OEGFEHEITHNRBEMN
52.4g, MLIEX A 40.9g (78%) Lt ABENRB O OLN, EREEIER T 5 &, LB,
FB1RBEEOERBEDRE S RWTELRFEV, NRZIC L 2BEEEHEDKETIZEL
LTRELEEDORD (632%) ILLDbLDTHY, FE, X, RTOBRBTEOEVIEIRDHLN

72/ 7= (Table 8, Fig. 27),

b= FOEE - RER

EEHBES L CABR CERBOICAE ST (Fig. 20), EBLIL, LEK TR
4 BEECHBRLUIFIERROBRAAZ - 2R LN, S AEMLXBREZEEY., 148

BT ORIEFH L, ABE 15 B EER, ABESUERE EY | REKA
b = ORI S,

EOREIERTS L. BOMICLS BROBMSEE £ICRGEEE L, 20%, RE
Lo TIEBXK L7 (Fig29A), Z 0. BHENELTDI &, TRILHES>TERLHHLRE
B2R L (Fig20D), NRZORBEH5 &, AT 1 B HTHEOHICHE S ABRKIA
PETHBRE CEERKE B L0 E L. N RZK TRINEORESER S, Mx
TREIHES BROREMBLENT (Fig29A), L4 11 BETIX. N RZRIZE OHE TR
B & FEEICHES L, ZTORKEIGEL, BRICHE> 2ROBEHEEDHBK L K &
CEEote, LinLinsh, REEOEEIERITHEBE L KSR EN -7 (Fig20B), A

11 BT, N RZRTIIREERBHZLONRP21OTH LT, HRETIIERRICK
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x<{EEL (Fig29C), A 19 B B Tix. MHEBEXBBBEEMPORE 2IEE R LD
R L NRZETREOBRENRER SN, AT . NRZETIXI1 B2BLTREEER

BHhbNieholz (Fig29D),

RERIIHRE, LBEXEHICABHBPIZIERROAERZTR L (Fig30), LEHE 2
BE”MH 11 BRI T, ¥BREBUEROEZENC LB, ZTOMOHRFTIXE
ERB NI o7,

REOBFICEE TS L, FRBEK, LBX, BROFEICBLLT. HiteRE2HiIT
7o LdL7edd b, NRZR TR AREOHEKITHEVWEERRNEENENUET L, £0%
DREICH->TERF L (LEE2ER, 7HE, Fig. 31AB), ## 17 B B Ti¥, IBREE
RXBE, RBRTENRONRLoR, EF»oRBEORERREENMET Lz

(Fig.31C),

A R EE

HEREE (P) HNRZAEBIZLVAE 1 BAM»BIET Lz (Fig. 32A), Po 130 3
BEETCNRZLUBICLH2ZEIIAKRTR< 4 BECHBREBITAERX TENEN 12.8
# LU 9.3pumol CO, m?s™ &mﬁ&:;orﬁ,’%l:{&TLto D%, ZOEREZIKLOD

#HE L. 17 B B CISHBE T 16.0 pmol CO, m™s™ T, LEX TE DK 20%IZ{ETF L,

ARBOEEE

AREEEIIN RZABITL>TET L (Fig320), REEEIAEZTAEETNX
ZRBIZLIBZETIIRALNAT, 8 HERMBR L AER TEAFN 6.6umol H,0m™s!,

3.6umol HoO m%s! L HEET Lz, TDO%, ZOEZILAKLoO#B L, 17 B H TIZ
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BX T 8.8umol H:Om’s' T, MEXTED 20.8% Th -7z,

K[ACEE

[ILCEERINRZAHEIZE > TET L (Fig. 32B), [AGEEIIRBGEE & I
WEZTREBE TNRZABICE3ERR< .8 B BICHRBR L EKX TEIEH 0.59umol
H,0m?s?, 0.24pmol HOm?s' E HEITIET Lz, D%, BEERILKLooH#B L,

17 B B TRABX T 0.72umol H;0 m?s!, LFK T 0.07umol HOm?s™! & 72 o7,

NBE - AR - Sl

NRZHLBIZE > TEBEONREIMET L (Table 9), 3% 19 BB Tix, ETR
HBED 382% EBONBRHELL (RHHBX 582g kg’ DM, AKX 22.2g kg DM), D\
TR (43.8%). = (48.4%) tfeW o, —F . FEONREIIMOBEOEEG I v &EL.,
B D 774%IC /R S LT,

B N SFEIBRCOEABPICEML., QERAR & A F 2.8 FiXEmLE

(Table 9) . — 5 LB X TIRIZFRINCED L. 19 B BIZEGER ENXB X T 2462mg plant”
ERL, MEBERTED 43%EFEICET I,f:o RETITHRE, LEX L HIC/HBE LY
BICE AN (Table 9). 3T N BARMAE ETL, 19 B BCHABE TR
74Tmg. MEBRXTED 35% & Lz, ETIIHBREONES EZ2->TEY, 19 BH T
SHRIX T 253mg THO DI LAER TITED 51.6%ThoTe,

N HERI, LEAKRTRE TR LA 424%), RICERELE W= 36%) (Fig. 38),
A 19 B BIZINER, fBEE DICE~OSERMXETL (HRK : 304%, LEBK :
242%), RE~OHFEENEFZ L R : 50.4%., LEBK : 55.7%). € OHEFAIZAERD

GFHRBEETCHoT, —FH T, EXRA~DO N SEIEHFM2ZE U TLERX, dRETKRE
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RERRLNRIPoT,

EHDONEE, BEEE

NRZEOEZNEEXLHE3 AENOHNEBERZ TE 7 RBEX : 31.4mgke” DM, 4
HX :255mgkg’ DM), MX T, MBR TIINBEHARTIC N EBERIZTE—ETho=0DIC
AU AR CREENICIET L, 08420 B B OES NBERIHNRX 31.8 mgks” DM,
MK 12.9mg kg’ DM Toh-o7= (Fig. 36A),

NRZROEHOEREIINE3 BE»OHRBEE LR -7 (RHRK : 98mgkg” DM, 4
EX : 134.4mgkg”’ DM), LBHIEF, MAREOEFFERENET LKA L, ABXT
REWCEVEE R L, AR 20 A B OESEREIANBR T 774mg kg'' DM, QAERX T

133.5mg kg DM T 7= (Fig. 36B),

13C %EE

13C atom % excess % Table 10 IZ7% L7z, C atom % excess IXRLIE TR HEL . DV TR
ETEMroT, —F., T, E, BTO PC atom % excess iHEL . T b OBEEITALELR
EEUTH SR, OB 19 B B Tk, NRZLBIZE > TRED PC atom % excess

THREBBD N7 H, ETHRED 18%ITET L7,
BCEBHERBIINRZOABIZL>TET L (Fig. 33)e NRZABIZL->TAEI BEIC
R OETHREDR SN (HRBRETT71.9%, LBXT66.7%). L 19 BB T OEMAIZE

LITEEED, FRET76.2%, LEBXT27.5%L 227,

BC HRBIEIEETELEL . ZOEMITAESRTHERE SN (Fig.34), FBE~DH
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BLETIZ, A 9 B BIC N RSMBEIT L » THEMB L UIRA~D PC HEABET L, E~0
SEERER L, AEEHI19BETIE, NASLBIZLVE, B~ODBEX LR L,

EREM~DHERPET LT,

ISN ﬁﬁﬂ

SUER 19 B B O PNHER % Fig. 35 1R Lic, SRR TIZLE~DO PNHEEREE < (45.8%) .
&wf%%(NHQ\E(%mQ\E(4ﬂ%)kﬁ“twkﬁb\mﬂﬁfﬁ%£~®%
BENFRBEL (56.3%) RWT, FE (25.6%). 2 (9.77%) . 1R (7.84%) L72o72, N K
ZNEIT L o> TRERERA~D PN HESEMN LESE CIET T 2ERASRD b, FicE~

D PN HERIT, HBRED 55% & K& IET L (Fig 35),
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Table 8. The effect of N deficiency on dry weight of tomato plant organs.

Dry weight (g plant™)

Days after
treatment 0 DAT ODAT 19DAT
(DAT) Control N deficiency Control N deficiency
Fruits 695 £ 129 1454 = 0.55 1426 =+ 0.64 28.87 £+ 278 1826 = 332
Leaves 825« 042 910 £ 0.68 814 = 069 1284+ 0382 11.84 = 158
Stem 443 £ 027 647 = 036 577+ 040 742+ 040 790 = 040
Root 1.96 £ 0.17 214 £ 018 203 £+ 036 327 £ 0.63 3.00 £ 016
Whole plant  21.60 + 129 3224+ 084 3020 £ 1.84 5241 = 251 41.00 = 5,07

Values are given as average £SEM.
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Table 9. The effect of N deficiency on N concentration and amount in various parts of the

tomato plant during fruit development.

Plant parts N concentration (g kg DM)

N content {mg plant DM)

0 DAT 19 DAT 0DAT 19 DAT
Control N deficiency Control N deficiency
Fruit 4486 = 1349 4295 £ 269 3326 = 4.52 311.9 £ 57.7 1240.1 = 119.6 607.2 = 1104
Leaves 4446 = 1.92 5823 = 1.39 2227 + 148 3667 £ 185 7478 £ 477 2636 + 353
Stem 2299 £ 290 3415 = 157 1653 =+ 0.86 1019 £ 61 2534 + 136 1306 £+ 6.6
Root 4317 £ 662 6741 + 160 29.53 + 0.85 848 =+ 75 2204 = 427 887 x 46
Whole plant - - - 865.3 2461.8 1090.1

DAT: days after treatment.
Values are given as average £SEM.
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Table 10. The effect of N deficiency on 13C atom % excess in various parts of

tomato plants at different times after treatment.

Plant parts 9 DAT 19 DAT
Control N deficiency Contrl N deficiency

Fed leaf 0.557 £ 0.014 1.083 x 0.141 0.583 = 0.034 0.938 = 0.118
Other leaves 0.006 + 0.001 0.002 = 0.001 0.038 = 0.002 0.007 + 0.000
Fruits 0.115+ 0.021 0.113 £ 0.032 0.048 £ 0.005 0.045 = 0.003
Stem, upper 0.006 = 0.002 0.006 = 0.001 0.034+ 0.008 0.018 = 0.004
Stem, lower 0.016 + 0.001 0.028 + 0.003 0.022 =+ 0.005 0.022 = 0.003
Roots 0.006 =+ 0.001 0.006 + 0.002 0.004 £ 0.001 0.013 + 0.001

DAT: days after treatment.
Values are given as average =SEM.
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Fig.27. The effect of N deficiency on dry weight of tomato plant organs. 0: Initial of treatment;

Cont.: control; -N: N deficiency. Vertical bars denote SEM for whole plant weight and each
organ weight. Fruit (black and white checks), root (white), stem (diagonal stripe) and leaves
(spotted).
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Fig.28. The effect of N deficiency on diurnal changes of stem diameter of tomato plant.
Changes in stem diameter were monitored by shrinkage type micro-displacement detector. Data
represent the means of three plants. Control (fine line), N deficiency (thick line) and PAR (most

bottom line).

88



0.12
0.00 006
“=-0.10
E 0.00
E-020
I -0.06
%-o.ao 3 1 3200 4 3200
£ L A I/"\'\ 4 1600 1600
<
. a
= 2 Day 0 0
g
0.08
«g 35 F C
o 14 Da 0.03
S o2} 4 ]
gvgn . -0.02
0.05 |
B e T e . -
S 0.07
= 01 f
@) 43200 -0.12 3200
i m\ 4 1600 1600
0 0
0:00 6:00 1200 1800  24:00 0:00 6:00 1200 1800  24:00
Time of day

Fig.29. The effect of N deficiency on diurnal changes of stem diameter of tomato plants. On
each occasion, the diameter changes in both control and N deficient plants were recorded with
reference to 'Zero change' at midnight (0:00 h). Control (fine line), N deficiency (thick line) and
PAR (most bottom line).
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Fig.30. The effect of N deficiency on changes in fruit diameter in tomato. Changes in fruit

diameter were monitored by shrinkage type micro-displacement detector. Data represent the
means of three plants. Control (fine line), N deficiency (thick line) and PAR (most bottom line).
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Fig.31. The effect of N deficiency on diurnal changes of fruit diameter of tomato plants. On
each occasion, the diameter changes in both control and N deficient plants were recorded with
reference to 'Zero change' at midnight (0:00 h). Control (fine line), N deficiency (thick line).
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Fig.32. The effect of N deficiency on (A) apparent photosynthetic rate, (B) stomatal
conductance and (C) transpiration rate of the leaf immediately below the second truss of tomato.
Control (white circle), N deficiency (black circle). Vertical bars denote SEM for each value.
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Fig. 33. The effect of N deficiency on C export rate from the leaf immediately below the first
truss of tomato at 9 and 19 days after treatment (DAT). Cont.: control; -N: N deficiency.
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Fig.34. The effect of N deficiency on ">C partitioning among various part of tomato plant at 9
and 19 days after treatment (DAT). Cont.: control; -N: N deficiency. 1st fruits (black and white
checks), root (white), stem (diagonal stripe), leaves (spotted) and peduncle (black).
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Fig.35. The effect of N deficiency on °N partitioning among various part of tomato plant at 19
days after treatment (DAT). Cont.: control; -N: N deficiency. 1st fruits (black and white checks)
root (white), stem (diagonal stripe), leaves (spotted) and peduncle (black).
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Fig.36. The effect of N deficiency on (A) N concentration and (B) sugar concentration of the
leaf immediately below the second truss of tomato. Control (white circle), N deficiency (black

circle). Vertical bars denote SEM for each value.
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Fig.37. Relationship between (A) leaf N concentration and apparent photosynthetic rate, (B) '
leaf sugar concentration and apparent photosynthetic rate. R is the linear i'egression coefficient

squared. P is level of significance.
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Fig.38. The effect of N deficiency on N partitioning among various parts of tomato plant at 0
and 19 days after treatment (DAT). Fruit (black and white checks), root (white), stem (diagonal
stripe) and leaves (spotted).
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Z5
J—R e VIBRMPLRIZNRZ

N RZIIHEDICH L THR4 BB 525 . AFETR M~ F2RAVWTZOIREZRER
R, BE - EREREE. UC & - SEREE. PN HFEUREE. N BEE - £ - HERE
REDNRTG A—ZPbHE LT,

INBDORFIA—EZDI L, fﬁéﬁiﬁg% V—REEOHRE, RE - ZEREXREEZ VY
JHEOEEL T L. LEREEILERBERNOET L (Fig324). RERIEEIX
REBIZ k> TEEEZT ed ol (Fig30,31), Fio, EERBXEEIILE 1 BANLEE
N, ERIFEAESNRTWehoT- (Fig28), UEDERNS N RZ Tk, V7
XD b Y —RERBHICEEL ST TEARENET L. A Av X EEDETEHEL

TW5 LHEEEND,

J—RETFTDA =X A

NRZAOBEZEE UREE» O REREEOETHER I N (Fig324), ZOETIIL
BOBEGIZ X o THEREWSOHEB Lz, TOM. EHO N BETERIICET L, FHR
ExRBE %L EElof (Fig36AB), MA T, AEMREEIINRELEQCHEESSHY | FER
ErAORERRLNE (Fig37AB)., T72bb. REREEDNETITIIZ D ODEREH
BE5ET3ZERFEIN, TRNETDEL @ﬁ%k—ﬁibfb\éu BIZIE. NRZILL-T
EROFEFDOBEMN EF L (Nielsenetal 1998), TOHER, RERICHET IBETFORRE
BTEFINREEN TS (Koch 1996, Morcuende et al 1997, Felitti and Gonzalez 1998), —
5T, NORZBEWEEREEICKE S5 X (Evans and Terashima 1987), Z ORE 2
nu7 4 VEREETICHETSES (Nielsen et al 1998, Zhao et al 2005) . /LB R =&

(Heitholt et al 1991) & (Osaki et al 1993) IZRET S LW IERBBE L TWS,
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7=, Paul and Discoll (1997) I3Z3EHF D C/N LLOELBKERBEEETORATH 3 LI5HE
LT3,

IDXHIE, RAEBREEICHTAENTON & COEBIIEETOER. MEEROR
FREZBNTVD R, A H =X LADFELREHITIIV 2> TE 5T (Paul and Foyer 2001) ,

RADRBE,

EXREEMIIHTH NRZOEE

(¥ROERICEETS L NASQEC L VAR 4 BEDD 14 A B CEREINBR %
LEo7, TO%, QR 15 BEM L, RBROERIAEREEL RY, HBRELAER
OREFIEMEE Lz (Fig. 28), ZNOHDINENED X 5 2ABMERIZ X > THAE Lz,
FHATHEN, ERRANCEBEB AR EABRICE > TELT B b NAZ

BIhbDERICH LTEEEZEXTWD L#EEIIS,

NRZNERILE X DHBIIUTOERREZL NS,

OFsDEX

EHRICR YA ENT NIZRFLEHO—F L LTHEMA S (Taiz and Zeiger 2002) .
T/ BERREBELTREDOERRIICFIAENS, N RZAEIZL > THEIF O N 3F
BL. 7I/7BERITFEY . WTEERKLS (8 HHEHSERNICEB L LERERS
(Taiz and Zeiger 2002), $EIZHROBZEEFEMH E LTEHI ZEAMONTEY (Serraj
and Sinclair 2002, Basu et al 2007) . Z# BbIAGREOE(LZE L TEROEBICHEE S

2BHLEZLBND,

QOFBEEDEH
N RZICL o THBETCBWTERAEN I EHRBMOESEL LA SE3 2 E,b
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(Steingrover et al 1986, Rufty et al 1988, Urbanczyk-Wochniak and Fernie 2005), N KZIZ L -
T, ., ASEBOTRIC LV EEERELLH Y, ThOOTHRERIERE > i
EREREIIRBINTWA LHEEND,

REEEMIIHT D NRZOZE

BCEFRICERTAE, MBEIBHETHENRIICLZZERIRD NN, £
DEFRE ET Lz (Figs3). Mx T, PC HEELRKIC, 49 BB ETIIRERHT
DHBMBIZKRETH N o7, 19 BEATIHET L (Fig34). LrLanis, X
BTN 28 U CHRE L IRIERROEZ 2R Ui (Fig30), REBELER LRIRIC,
KIZEBFHHRERL, RERODERICLARAFEFNRERICE > TXEENTNE Z E
7225 (Fujitaetal 2003b), X3E 9 B B, RERIIAKFICLoTHRABESNTVWEZ &R
®mahad,

COBRBEXFTHMOERL LT, EWENET O (Table 8, Fig. 27), EEICE
B5L. 08K o BEECREOEMEICERR LT, 19 A BICHORRRS -,
RERBORRLEDYS L, LB I BHUMTH N RZIZL > TREDOKSEEIENT
BT L= DREERBD L (Fig31A,B). T0%, REOEMEENMF S, T EA
NEDLDEIICKGOERBLEA L, REERZHBR LR VAVETHREL TV DEH
REEND,

—5 T, "NSBERICERT S &, N RZAERC L > TRE~FEHITHEMNO N 3 HE
wENTWS (Fig35), BEEDHIFEHRFIZ LD L, B 0RIN SN HEEEER IR
IKRo TEILER SN D Z LAWRBEN TV A2 (McDonald et al 2002), RFE~D N Bz

FRIZE L THKRDDOBE & BHEICEL> TW D AREEEH D,
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N RZIZ X DK TIRBOEL

N RZWBOBRKE 3 BORIC, 1| BOEREREICHTIZRRIIBDO O ahoT
(Fig28), L2 L7240, EEOAT(LICER T2 L, BHFOERIHEIRE SEHE .
ERIOERITHBE I D bEBhic (Fig29A), b~ MRZE - ZEOHARIZ B ELEL, &
EADKSEDE(L L ERVERERRIZSH Y (Johnson et al 1992) | 23E DEIIARM B OBAK L |
ENLOEBIZE»Tavyba—ArEnTW5, RFRFERTIE, HEGHEIINERL 8
BEZLETL (Fig32C) A48 7 B B £ CIIEBEECEITER LTV, T2bb,
AP OERWHEOEBIIBOBAPMRES NI EBLX b, —HHRT 7T7THRY Vig
HEOEMABRERIND, 0L RAFIKEBOEIZ, KEQOEBIE 20TV I FrEkis
ETDREIDHY (Proseus et al 2000) . FIFRET ORBREZ R LTV B AIREESDH D

(Clarkson et al 2000),

REOHEREINRZNVT ITRY VEEEZBDD T EERB LR, ZidmomE s
E—EL22v, FlziE, Clarkson b (2000) =° Gloser b (2007) EIN X PLREEZX DT
ECROKEBENMET L, BOBKENBRBD LI EE2RLTWS, LHLEMEEL,
W7 N—T OREBEMEDRET D Z L THELNWLEREZTICERZED TV D DIt
L. B —VRAEMH 2 ERA L ERIEDEOBREL DR, TOX D RERIE.NK
ZHHEMECEZDEEN—RLRVWERZIED LEXbND, FHIEIC L 2B EOH
ERFEERL, FRLTI7T7RY UEEOBKREABICTHIZ LT, FBRZITLBK

TIREOELZ LD ERICIEADENTRETHHEELLND,

F7-, EET(IIBET FY (Imaietal 1991) °FE (Simonneau et al 1993) DK EH
DEFELLTHWLRTWAMN, NXZ, PRZ (Fujita et al 2003b). K RZ (5 2 E.

BIE) TRRDHIILDPL, RERZORHDENICLRATE 5HEERH D,
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A
EMAEIIHREREICHJEKFEL TV, EMOEBRREICEEZEL 52X REREY
REX ML RALEY, FlE, REAMVR KA PV BRIV RERBIT OIS,
EOPREX VR ERITS L, EYOEBERIIEELYZIT. EMEEERET T,
AEBBTIIINODOERDOOERS, REGEITHIELZHEERECA M- ZA2BHLTE
7o (BAASTels 1984), LALRAE b, BRED A PV RAZHINIHARREEL LT

TEY, X, A FLAOHEOEFEERST LY, BREREL,

EE, BEX M AOEGNRFESEOBREIED b TE 7 (Ebret et al 2001, Kacira
etal 2005), HEMBREOFELLE2EEL L2 L LT, YA RT ¥ v )V ERER
E A7 2 (Stem hygrometer: Dixon et al 1984) |, ZEVEEZE T AT L (LVDT: Salager et al
1991, Ginestar and Castel 1998) 72 EBZiF b, EHOBRAK, HE. KoaELEVIERE
EPRTHDEEOELBNASREBOEFE L LTHVWLNA TS, £z, EHOKSIRE
EFERTHRE L BEREORERFLELEEIC X o THEMICRIZE T& % (Grange and

Andrews 1993, Pearce et al 1993a, b, Yao et al 2000) .

£l BEOHRICL - T, EOFEOBRELENLT LbKSREETICXEsh Ty
RWENRRBRENT, FIAIE, Ehret and Ho (1986) IXKBHERB T OEREGEE DBV
Lo TREROLEEBRRDIELZRLTWVD, . THRERET TR, BEESEDE
BILEX 228 CEE L, ZEVCHMRZHEEICRESHZIT LWHIRALRLREhLTHY
5 (AR 1990) ,

=5 KBRERET CIIFERIERRIREORE S 5 &_&WBNﬁﬁN%4E)
P XZ (Fujitaetal2003b) \ KRZ (B2E, F3E) ~DOIEER b= F2RAVWTHESL
TW5, ZNOHOWERENL, ZERENERDORBERZOEBROML (LEHELE 1~3
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BH) CHEBHRIEEEZRTIEMEBHLTWS,
I TAETI, N P, K RZIC L 5HEOLERR? L bv bOREBE 2TV,

HIEEZER L. »ORRNEZHERSTIBERIC OV TR LI
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FBE & JT

b= FOAEFR L URERE
HRAEDIIEBERFREASENI 7 AZ0ERAEETTHRELEZ, b= (B

PERER 8) Z ARy MIBEL, FELCEZERICAVW:, #EZ 36 BRI ME
RAKBRER ANy MCBHEL (0L Ny MER, =7 v—2arvFY), BB K FE2 %
MELFE) 2B 1EREL, INAB{ET PY AL 1IN EHEZRWT pH # 5.8~6.2 ~

18 1ERELE,

EREFRWEREBRZ DHIEE
#EE%Z B BB (B1EERKH) oESHEEEZAVTUTONEBRXZ5RIT, 20 HEiZh

TV RE R LT,

RBX : EEEERR (B2E #MELHE)

NRZK : TE&ERENPO N FEBRILVV T L) 2Rt

PRZX : sE2BERNPOP (Y VEEZKET NI vL) RS

KRZX : TREZRRMO K (FELh Vv b, BREVY UL) RS

N,RKRZK : ZEEFEEH» D NPK (FEEEI NV U A, YV UBTAKET MY U A, Hikd

YUh, WEEN D VL) RS

EFNENDOREIE, 7T0L Ny M b= F3IEEEZFEEL, ZORZ2REL I T, 206
BHED b= b0 S b BEAICHE LE 1 BECEARAS—OXEMEZRE LT (Figl7, &
FH 2008-071991),

NRZX, PRZE, KRZXTRAEBRWB LIV E=F Y 7 L7-ZEEE 24 FfE
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B LB L, EMEDRENRT - DERMNPDL, N, P, KRZZHBILT,

TN RZ #FHSHBIEOFIBIC W TR~ 3 (Fig. 39),

O ZBEZ U BERICOI>TY TAIA LATHEL NRZREBT 2ERE (2 HBR
EHBL, @ NRZEOEEE(HS N RZOIEREE L7 (55 2008-071991) % ft5k
EIDBRZIERERBR LI E L, @ ONHERENTEA AM T30 ICNRZREDRFD
Y 40ppm N (RFBBX & [FHROBEE) LR22 X5 NZHFEMULE, FEROFEICE - T

PBIUKIZOWTHHBEZEITo 7,

UTIENENDRZEOEE (%5FE 2008-071991 I HET B ER) 2L 5, 55 1 B,

PR, %52 REHIX Fig. 40 231,

NRZ : RZWBIZ X > T, BBV TERLERRBEOEE LY b/AEL, o, §
2EHICAVZEREENRON DT T, # | B TARROZEERORKMEICHBENET 2
£0, & 1 B TRZAKOEEORKEICKBRRZBEEKPET 2HBEVEE, Z0%

EBRZENRZEHET S (Figd0, F4E),

PRZ: REZWBIZ I->T, AHICBITIERBIEAHBRE LY b/A&E<, 2o, H2iEH
WKADZEZRERRONDST T, [B 1P THBROZEEORKECHBEAETS] &
V. [B1 A TRZEFOERORKEICKERZEGIET D] FERW LW FiF%

WL BE, ZORBRZEPRZEHET S (Fig.40, Fujita et al 2003b)

KRZ : REWBIZE > T, AT TERMERHRBE LY bREL, 2o, F2

KADERERESRONST T, [E1BHTHREOERORKEICHRBENRETS] &
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D, [B1EHCRZECOEREOEKEIRERZBEGIET D] FEBV LV &L

W LI-BE., TO¥XBERZZKRZLEHETS (Figdo, F2E),

EBEDHIE
IEE 0 B L U20 B EOBEEEZ TN 3 BETFoRRL, & X, 8. 518258

U 2 RRICAEST THREZREL, 70°CT 7 BRBERER L, EREERORLE

KL VFFEL, £FEZRDT,
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i R
AEER

(i) N&RZ & NERE

E 20 B B OREEHEIL N RZICL > THBROK 60%IZE TEA L7z (Table 11,
Fig. 47, XHRX :156.9+6.7g. N RZ X : 94.6+5.4g), ZDHA 1T, BETEHEROLELL (51.1%)
WWTEE (54.2%) . £ (66.5%) . 1R (68.1%) &fE\ iz, —FH. ZEEICI>TNRZZBHE
L. N BB 2T oK T, EARMENRBEON 18%ICL KEo7 (%Ti'ﬁlz :
156.9£6.7g. N FHt#AX : 121.6x12.1g), N RZRX & N B AR OEMHELZ BT I L. N

FMC k- TEOEDHEDETHELER S, UT, B, X, REOMHEL 20T,

(i) PRZ L PELBQE

S 20 B B OEEEHEIL P RZICL > THBEOH 65%ICE TET L (Table 11,
Fig. 47, R : 156.9+6.7g, P RZIX : 102.5+154g), ZNETIZ, BEETHIZELL B
21%) . WWVTEE (74.0%) . £ (74.6%) BI TR (76.6%) TrEr-oTc, —FH, ERICL-
TPRZEDETLIE, P BHELEIZL - T, EHEIHBROF 94%ICEIE Lz (R
X :156.9+6.7g. P FHAX : 148.1+4.0g), P.ﬁtilza P BH{ER O EHET DL, P

DEHFERIC L > TREEOBD BHDLEB SN, DWTE, £, REFWV,

(i) K X2 2 K Al

ME 20 B BOEEEHEIX K RZICL o THBED 64%ICETIET Lz (Table 11,
Fig. 47, HK : 156.946.7g, K RZ X : 100.4+0.4g), ZDIETI, ETHLELL (1 60%)
WWTHRE (64.1%) . TE (65.0%). 1B (78.9%) &Fivvic, —FH. ERIC K- TKRZ%:2

L. K 2FHE LR Tl EMENHRBEDR 75%IC L EF o7 K : 156.946.7¢,
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K BHHER : 117.2¢4.1g), K RZR & K BERREORMEZLET S L. K FM L > TH
ED0ETHEBREPRLBERIN, B, EEHEWVE, LHrLEMNL, REETH K REKX

I HEWVEZTRL, KRZED 94% Tho7- (KRZ 17.2+1.4g : KM 16.1£6.1g),

(iv) NPK XZ

S0E 20 B B OEEEMERL NPK RZIZ &0 THERO 52%ICE TET L (Table 11,
Fig. 47, HBX :156.946.7g, K RZ X :82.1£9.0g), Z DIETIEL, ETH B L (8 48%).
KNWTE (532%). RE (54.1%). 1B (66.8%) iV /e, NPK RZTIIEREEL LE

TOREXDOPTHRORESBD L,

RELAER

FIREBIVE 2 REORAREERIHRE THbKE < (269). KNWTP Htie
X (24.4g:90.8%). K RZK (172g: 64.1%). K BHAEK (16.1g: 60%) DIETH -7

(Table 11, Fig. 48). K RZXKILP BHERICRSRELEEEEZR LY, F2REOER
BEH bhighoT,

—5, BEEEENRELBD LRI P RZEK (5.68) T, FRED 20.7% Ik EE o7z,
NPK RZK (14.5g). NRZKX (13.8g) BLUNEH#AK (154g) ORELEERIIFEKED

EERLEN, NERERTRE 2 REOERENAL LN/ >7- (Table 11, Fig. 48),
EREb

EERX, ETOR/ERTERAMPICIME L, BRIIFAPICERT 5 BELEZRLRS

b, LEHMZBLTER L, UTRERZECHITTRREZELD S,
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(i) NRZIXBEEEL

NRZICX-TAEREE 1 BBORBRE L VEROIBREEIXMET Lz (Fig. 41), E&E
ZhHc LB L, WEBESES BEICNKRZERZRL (Fig. 46). 26 ‘E BHLY NHEMXIZN
% 40ppm 12725 & D ITHM LIz N T & » TERBEREE IR B 2 LE Y (Fig. 45) .
EH 17 B BICRMBROZEL EElo/z, —H T NRZZH#RH LK TIE, ZEOJE

REEOHEMBRLONT., HICHREZ TE>7,

(i) PRZICLDERE

AERRIBBOBRELVEROEXREEIX P RZWCE>TET L (Figd2), ER
WX 2BWORR. MBS BRI P RZERZTRL (Figd6). 6 HBE LY P Bta
RIZP % 10ppm 2722 L O WZHEM LTz, PHEIMC X » TEREREERINBE, PRZK Y
LEEY (Fig4s), 4HE% 8 B ACIIHBROEEL LR/, £ PRZEZHMELZKXT

LEZRORKEEDHEMMBEEIN., 4 14 HECHBEOEEZ LE -7,

(i) K RZIZLHEEE(L

KRZICL-TAERFE2 BEOBRFE X VEROIEEEIIET L . ABHH+TZ2EL
TKEHEE, KRZERHBROMELZ EES Z L3/ o7 (Fig. 43), 3{’%%?2!%?1,7‘:
FER. AIBEALE S B BICK RZEREFLEAY (Fig. 46). LAE# I B H X K BRI
K % 40ppm IZ725 X IHEM LT, KHEMIZ Lo T, BREFFPOERIVEEN K RZ ZHk

FELER LD bERENTH, IBAHEOHEMIIR b 2h o7 (Fig. 45),
(v) NPK RZ I L AEEE(
NPK RZICE»T, E 2 BEMLERDIEAEEIMET L. MBS %58 U TR

KxERIBZ Eixiehro7z (Fig.44), MA T, NPK RZICXAEERDBELIX, FOoxHE
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PHEETRZEVLBEEOE{L b—E LA >7- (Fig. 46), BREMPOERNMEIIN

RZ. PRELAFRICEB NS, BREOEIITIKRRZOELERE L,
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Table 11. The effect of nutrient deficiency and resupply on dry weight of tomato plant organs.

Dry weight (g plant'l)

Days after
treatment 0DAT 20DAT
(DAT) . Control
1st fruit - P 19.13 = 5.26
2nd fruit - + - 11.63 £ 0.09
Ammount of fruits - + - 26.88 £ 293
Leaves 12.87 £ 0.11 4798 = 2.26
Stem 16.06 £ 0.91 67.72 £ 4.48
Root 5.75 £ 0.29 14.30 £ 0.99

Whole plant 34.69 = 1.17  156.87 + 6.70
Values are given as average +SEM.

20DAT

-NPK -N Resupply N
1st fruit 12.02 + 247 13.03 = 2.18 15.43 £ 3.50
2nd fruit 3.77 £ 142 215 = - - -

Ammount of fruits  14.54 = 1.09 13.75 £ 1.56 15.43 = 3.50

Leaves 25.51 = 2.95 26.03 = 2.86 41.28 £ 3.63
Stem 32.55 £ 3.82 45.04 + 3.83 5333 £ 4.76
Root 9.55 £ 1.24 9.74 £ 0.67 11.56 = 1.00

Whole plant 82.15 = 9.01 94.56 £ 539 121.59 £ 12.09

20DAT
-P Resupply P -K Resupply K
1st fruit 7.07 £ 3.61 14.67 = 2.67 17.22 £ 141 13.88 = 4.02
2nd fruit 253 £ - 14.60 = 0.57 - = - 6.80 + -

Ammount of fruits  5.55 = 3.95 24.40 = 7.06 17.22 £ 141 16.14 = 6.12

Leaves 3548 = 5.26 48.86 + 2.74 31.20 £ 1.18 38.86 + 4.33
Stem 50.48 £ 10.06 63.14 £ 5.25 40.75 £ 0.59 49.55 + 3.85
Root 10.95 = 1.34 11.70 £ 0.37 11.28 = 0.31 12.67 = 1.32

Whole plant 10247 + 1542 148.10 + 4.04 10044 + 0.40 117.22 = 4.11
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Control 0 —N —N
\- >,

1). The stem diameter of control and —N were compared by a shrinkage type
nicro-displacement detector during 24h.

(

Control ' ' o N

\2

2). Difference in changes of stem diameter of control and —N plants were
nonitored by a shrinkage-type micro-displacement detector.

Lb

Control ( —N Resupply N

3). Treatment of resupply N was started from the next morning at A.M.7:30.

Fig. 39. Diagnostic procedure of nutrient deficiency by changes in stem diameter monitored by
a micro-morphometry technology.
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Fig. 40. Changes of stem diameter and nutrient stress. The effect of nutrient deficiency on
diurnal changes in stem diameter of tomato plants. On each occasion, the diameter changes in
both control and nutrient stress (-N or -P or -K) plants was recorded with reference to ‘Zero
change’ at midnight (0:00 h). Control (fine line), N, P and K deficiency (thick line). First and
second dark period show sunrise and sunset periods.
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Fig. 41. The effect of N deficiency on diurnal changes in stem diameter of tomato plants.
Changes in stem diameter were monitored by a shrinkage type micro-displacement detector.
Data represent the means of three plants. Control (fine line), -N treatment (gray line),
resupply N treatment (thick line) and photosynthetically active radiation (PAR: most bottom
line). In the resupply N area, tomato plants were made the diagnosis of N deficiency by
micro-morphometry of stem diameter at SDAT was added to culture medium at 6 DAT A.M.
7:30.
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Fig. 42. The effect of P deficiency on diurnal changes in stem diameter of tomato plant.
Changes in stem diameter were monitored by a shrinkage type micro-displacement detector.
Data represent the means of three plants. Control (fine line), -P treatment (gray line),
resupply P treatment (thick line) and PAR (most bottom line). In the resupply P area, tomato
plants were made the diagnosis of P deficiency by micro-morphometry of stem diameter at
5DAT and P (10 ppm) was added to culture medium at 6 DAT A.M. 7:30.
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Fig. 43. The effect of K deficiency on diurnal changes in stem diameter of tomato plant.
Changes in stem diameter were monitored by a shrinkage type micro-displacement
detector. Data represent the means of three plants. Control (fine line), -K treatment (gray
line), resupply K treatment (thick line) and PAR (most bottom line). In the resupply K
area, tomato plants were made the diagnosis of K deficiency by micro-morphometry of
stem diameter at 8DAT and K (40 ppm) was added to culture medium at 9 DAT A.M.
7:30.
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Fig. 44. The effect of N, P and K deficiency on diurnal changes in stem diameter of
tomato plant. Changes in stem diameter were monitored by a shrinkage type micro-
displacement detector. Data represent the means of three plants. Control (fine line), -
NPK treatment (thick line) and PAR (most bottom line).
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04 F—N
L from 6DAT

Resupply N-»,

04 7K
0.3 [from ODAT Coni

Resupply K—»

Changes of stem diameter '(mm)

_NPK Cont_,
08 I from ODAT

0 1 2 3 4 5 6
Days after optimization

Fig. 45. The effect of nutrient deficiency on diurnal changes in stem diameter of tomato
plant. Changes in stem diameter were monitored by a shrinkage type micro-displacement
detector. Control (fine line); -N, -P, -K and -NPK treatment (gray line); N, P and K
resupply treatment (thick line). The stem diameter changes in both control and nutrient
stressed (-N, -P, -K and -NPK) plants were recorded with reference to ‘Zero change’ at the
optimization day of culture medium (-N: 6DAT, -P: 6DAT and -K: 9DAT).
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Fig. 46. The effect of nutrient deficiency on diurnal changes in stem diameter of tomato plants

at 5 DAT. On each occasion, the diameter changes in both control and each nutrient deficient

plant were recorded with reference to ‘Zero change’ at A.M. 7:30. Control (fine line), -N, -P, -K
and -NPK treatment (thick line) and most bottom line is PAR.
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L s tedeeed 1 $ r 9994
ODAT Control -NPK -N Resupply -P Resup.pl -K Resupply
N P K

Fig. 47. The effect of nutrient deficiency on dry weight variation of tomato plants. Vertical bars
denote SEM for whole plant weight and each organ weight. Total amount of fruit (black and
white checks), root (white), stem (diagonal stripe), leaves (spotted) were shown. Changes in
stem diameter were adopted as a tool for nutrient deficiency detection by a shrinkage-type
micro-displacement detector. The diagnostic procedure was used to "Resupply N", "Resupply P"
and "Resupply K" area. N, P and K were compensated to culture medium of each area as well as
control at 6 DAT (Resupply N and P area) and 9 DAT (Resupply K area). Effect of -N and -P
treatments were observed at 5 DAT in stem diameter (Fig. 46) and -K freatment was detected at
8 DAT (Data not shown).
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Fruit dry weight (g plant™)

Cont -NPK -N Resupply -P Resupply -K  Resupply
N P K

Fig. 48. The effect of nutrient deficiency on fruits dry weight at end of treatment periods. Each
bar show amount of fruits dry weight (white part indicates 2nd truss; black part shows 1st truss) .
Vertical bars denote SEM for amount of fruits weight and each truss weight.
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Fig. 49. The effect of P deficiency on dry weight of respective tomato plant parts. Vertical bars
denote SEM for whole plant and each organ weight. Total amount of fruit (black and white
checks), root (white), stem (diagonal stripe), leaves (spotted). Different letters indicate
significantly different means, Tukey's Test, P<0.05.
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BE
ZERPWNC X SRR & LB OHERF

N, P, K RZIZIZEEFIITNENRLRDFHEHF - TRY, ZBELILERR
ZODWBHELAREEEZR L, FERXZOREEREZEIL, WELH#IE LoD, HEY
L5 2 DRBTRELHIBTENMC OV TR ZT o7, Mime LT PREZERILL-
TRWT2Z L CHRIEEDHIBZH Y MBE L IZEREOETRIVINEZMERF LD 5 Z

ERHFTED, UTICHMEEERY 5.

~P RZDERDET &L W E~

PRZBREICEMNI P2 M OWTEEBWH LIER AE S BRICERIIP RZILH
B OER %R L (Fig42, 46) . T DERIIVATNCBR SN EER ORI L R—Th - 7= (Fujita
et al 2003b), & BT, EEBMICHST, P AHEELIEL 25, REAERITHERD
%FERFE NIz, ZDORERIT, PREZDERIZID I TNVI A LBEIIC Lo TIREZHERL

Lo, HBEHBZAIEICTIERZRELTWS,

AERTREZNELZSE | £E. £ 2 RECTHMEL=. @b OREHEIIHBERRS
26.8g 123 L TP BEHERK Tii24.4g L WX D 90.8% DR EINE % 7~ L (Table 11, Fig. 48) .
ZOFEERSFHETHRAKThHo 7, TOERL LT, OORERZER N, K BT
HRTEEMEOBTRRALNZWI & (Table 11, Fig. 47 : XX D 101%) . @ REIEKH
O b= MIRWT, P REFIREAREEICE 2 DHBIINERE,P LN I BEETI L
5 (Fujita et al 2003b) , —BERY72 P RZM Y —REEIZE X ZH BN Do 7 F 7/ YA
had,

o, PERME LILROERDIERD: b ATAEREERZ, NEBH#IGK, K Bt Lk
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WL Tmb oz (Fig. 45). ERDERBEHE L KRFOTEFICL>TERESNDZ &b

(Sevanto et al 2002, Daubet et al 2005), =D X 5 2ZERIT P RZIT L o T—RENTASIRE
PDREBENTZZEERELTWS, GHHO P ﬁ(ili%@ﬁ%%~ﬂfééﬁbzﬁﬁ§ﬁéﬁ6 el
THHASRELZREEI I LARESN TS (Radin 1984, 1990), fIZ T, P RZH
BOKFZEELET S EIICIT4-8 BEEZETDHZ L5 (Fan et al 2007), PRZIZL S
WAKEED ORENEITE T, KRILBHASHLZEDICBEROKGRENEEENTLLEXD
N3, £, ABERROERIHEORBIIZ O X 5 2KSREOKEL BT T\ 5 (Fig.
46), ZO X, —FHHRP RZICL > TAKROGREBOXRELZR D Z & BPMEOHERIE
BLlLEZDBNS,

PRZZERICI - T2W LA, P EBHRROBEENEIXNBR EBFERENRDL
nighoif= (Table 11, Fig. 49), K. P RZ Z#kE L7=5 8 DEGEHEIIRE D 65%
L PED (BRR 5% CHBRLEEEZEED), RELEERLTOLEBROF TERIEDE

#ZRLTz (5.6g: RBRED 20.6%).

~N RZDEEDW L EE~

NRZHRBEZE N b= PE2EEPLOBELER. LB S ARICEZEIN RZIFH
HOEREZR LR (Fig 41,46), M T, ZTOERIILANCBREN-ERORS L F—T
Hol- FE4E), LorLiaib, ERZHEICHEWV. NEZBHELIZEGETOLREELEEDE
MIH 63, FEEDKH 57% (15.4g) 12 LT (Table 11, Fig. 48), ZD#FRIT, 52
BEXFZHEORD, WEBNBETLEEREBBZZLONDH, BEETIEI N RZOERIZ
LBV TNEAL LIS D, NEHFBIUHEIEECEBSEETCHIZ LE2RLTY

Do
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BEOHELZRD L NRZILI-oTY—ARETHIRELEEEH D Z LiIE < O
> THEENTHY (Evans 1983, Evans and Terashima 1987, Lawlor et al 1987, Chapin et al
1988, Terashima and Evans 1988, Guidi et al 1997, Lu and Zhang 2000, Broadley et al 2001, Zhao et
al2005), RN RZB Y —RE V7L EZ DHEBERB LIRS, Y —A~DEERE
BRETHZLBALNCR->TWD (FB4E), AFEOHZEL. YV I/BETHDIE
~DEEPHERBENDLUANC Y —REPMET LI LBXOND, TRDLHL NRZICLL 2K
EBRER (VU 7EOEKE) IV LEHICY —RECEEL 5L, TODICREREN
BETLLLEEEIND, ZERBHICI TN Z2BMLLEES. EHBKRHLEE L-0iI3E
Thotce, ZORARNRZHIZRE~DONBEROIR FZEREICKI>TWDIE
NREA LB 2 b (Fig.35,38) NRZBFETLTWIEEANRIR LN BHERESLA TV,
Zxbhd, TOXIIC, EEBWICLD N OFMTY —REORIEZ b7 b L,
SHRIONRZICED Y —AE~DEREZFTLHETIEEOHRIFON T  REMICRER
MEEBD>SRLEZDND,

~KRZDOEEDH L EME~
K RZIEP L bv bR EEPLBIFLIRR, B S B BICEER K XZIEH0
ﬁﬁ%ﬁbt(ﬁgﬁAwoit\%@ﬁﬁﬂ&ﬁﬁﬁﬁéhké@wﬁmkE—Tbot
(FB2E), LoLaers, EREPFIIEVW K Z2BHE LIRS THLREAEOHERFITER
EhT. HEBED60% (16.1g) & L7z (Table 11, Fig. 48), T DO#RERIT. F2 REMNR
ZREBOTLBREDZITRNDGY, BRETILI K RZOERICLD YV T/VE A LB

EoT, WEZH#ERFL LoD, BEEZETIEIFENELVILZRLTNS,
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REBERZDEBVHPEERMICEZ DR

N RZ. P RZ. K RZ. NPK RZIZHTHEEOBEMITETER -7 (Fig46).
BADEEETEDOKRIREN XK EL L X 2R HNLE L EENER L 53R
HEHIRELD Z 22 L > THR EN TV (Sevanto et al 2002), Z 73 (Moghaieb et al 2006,
Suwa et al 2006) = k< b (Fujitaetal 2003b) &\ o 7=EAKEM L ¥ (Fujita et al 2003a)
F (Itoetal2002), 7 N (Imaietal 1991) &V oAk ORI CRZROEEEHHEE

ENDT L, TNODERTEAEDZLETIIED LEXDND,

AR AN RERTBIIBMOZRINME L LTHREESNTE Y (Fujita et al 2003a, b,
Daubet et al 2005) . HRORKIZ L BKGEHFZ LRIZ &L, HBUIC Lo TRESE D7D
BELTWDEELDND (HE 2002), ZDXOREBMOL LICERERD L. N KRZ,
P RZ. K RZ., NPK RZTEROELLNRRELRZ2BAD—2K, EMOKGKELERT
DRAKRPEBICR L TRRIFBEEZTWAEREZILND, BEOREEZRD L. N,P,
K OZFEBRZRVPEETRZ LGRS IBOKEBEN TN ENRRDIGERZTRT LM
BESNTEY., FlE, N RZTHEHBOKZEEEDETHRER S TVS (Radin and
Matthews 1989, Karmoker et al 1991, Barthes et al 1995, Carvajal et al 1996, Reinbott and Blevins
1999, Clarkson et al 2000, Schraut et al 2005) |

—5T. F4EOFERTIIN REVABBEZHEMETDIERS > 2025, B
X NRZPEBEEICS 2 28308 7 B B ETREBENT (Fig 320), Mx T, A4
OEBIGEIIAMNBE I Y NRZEI/ME otz (Fig. 294), EBREEICEZR2WHE, B
FEOMABEFR LEFIC, RO OORKBMETT5425 li\‘N RZEOERIHEINBEEZ E
B33 THD, 2, FOEmMERL TS (Fig. 29A).

EEFEHPROKEEME & BRBEEOE 1 ORATERVERSRIY K RZIT L HERDE
LI b B3, K RZTHEBOKEZEEDCHEMPBERENTEY (Quintero et al 1998,
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Schraut et al 2005) . ZABUEEIXERLE 14 B B CERR bz o7z (Fig. 10), THhiT
b LT KRZIZE > TEED BPIHEIIARBEE EE->TWS (Fig. 6, 46),

P RZTIIFERESBZERITITI—EE T BOXKEBEEZBO ST L VWO RENR LN
HHT (Clarkson et al 2000, Fan et a1 2007) . R ICKZBEZHMEED LW I FERHED

T3 (Schraut et al 2005),

DX ST, FEAPVATIZEPNIHEHOZERE L AKBEBEDOBIRIZ OV T O RAEN
RR2ERL LT, ROKEEBELZAET 2RICHEDEOOW 2> ENETOND, 1
YV DBRIRED IR OKZBEIZT TiEad, BORBRIIL-THEZHH TR, Zhb
RFE =M LR ZEEIEH LTS, ZOBEANDL, ROBEEREZEI BT S
AKEEBECHEFETIE, Bh o EF~DOARBE I T L IXBETHI EEXDL
nod,

XEDWEOEYAE~OFIA L RER

N&KZ. PRZ. K RS HEEOBELEETRE 7 (Fig. 40, 46), ZH b DI
B, EEET=F VLS TAI LR Lo THERA NUARBRETE ATEELRLTE

V. Y TEEOREREEY MO L » TITX AN TE -,

BEOBEEZRD L, ZROEREDH~DOFARBEEINTELT., EEELLEYD
KRBT 2% MRBIBUR 2RI LIs RSP RIBOFEIC L Y E 5T (Simonneau 1993), .
— 5T, ERBORBEDRIEL A A—TVF — & OFIH ﬁ§iﬁ & 2o TH Y (Meyer et al 1990,
Hetzroni and Miles 1992, Thai et al 1999) , SREA F VADEERZRENLBMT 2700, £
ENAEDERIEDHREZRLLE LTS, ZOLIRPT, EF—IREMEZHVE
KEDWIL, ERTHEVRELZRELS LT HFEESRH D, FRFIZ, NS EL TS
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EREVTNVEZALTEH L, ZERREREZEZ DI L THESMOTHEE KT
¥, BHEFEL 2o TWBIEE a2 FOHIBCREARER (Kirimura and Inden 2004)

WHETE SR D B,

LinLigdio, BV —VREMHEZERATIEERELTUTOEREZ NS,
OHEBOKRSREICHELRIT S . BICKRBELEEAWCEE CIIBBH O EER H 5,
QERAEPICRBEME D &, BT/ A XABRREEND, QFBETRAWEES
— UAEMEHITMAERENZ LR OHATOY TAZ A ABEICIIRENRE D,

INOLOMBEROREL LT, BERAORLUVOTH., HEROTEZEMIH LR LD
PASHZERITIT O Z L THERAWRETH S, W ITH TILEFERENEY (4 — F (LED) AV
TeRERPLLRoTRY, AREOBIHOERIZEREOBIEHMBRE LI, ¥
ToREDUTICLERS 1 FEH, U, 82 BYoREL2EL V. QT EBICL 55
BF—2~D /) A XBAEY 7 b =2TILL o TEHEMICER D RS T L BAHETH B,

IOESEEOHERLHE T, SHICEEHRTRZED D Z LIZL - T, HEHIE

TOEEDWOEZRAESHRATIEELLND,
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56 E
XA DX ECE R DT
~T TR VBLIOK F v RNAVEENS LT~




A

EREREL LTKICL D THHRIER L, EHERIC L2 TTEHRIERD 2 EE
T3 (Sevanto et al 2002), 55 5 ETiE, KEA b VADEWVWHERELITHEH
REMEEZDZ LN, EOFRETITRER FVABWOWMEEERLE, Z0X5
REHEA N VADERLZ L ZERDOIECIRRDENREA PLARZARK LEEENLLRDL
haZehb, FBAMRAZAT LENHIOEERNE L [EVEBR S 2EE] LY
b, [KDICEXPEE] KXo TRELTWREELLRD,

M OASRELZXETAELERIL, BOBKEENLOERTHD, 0L, &
DB DEARD 70~90%% KBTS & TN DDA, MIP (major intrinsic proteins) D—FETH
BTITRYTHD, TI/7THRY UBRRBEHORER PV ACH L TRHRENLRZRIGE:
T EREICBE SN TWS, FlZiE. NRZ (Gloseetal 2007), P RZB LIRS RZ A3
BOKBBEEETERZENLTI7T7RY VEHOETHREREN TS (Clakson et
al2000), Fiz, KRZBEIVK F¥ FNVREFCL>TPPEDOT 7 T7TRY VUBIREFLA
NTEBEZITDZEBHFEINTVS (Liuet al 2006), ZD LI, FSETEREN
7eN.P. K RZIC X 2 HHEHAREETUMBESNFERRT 7 7TRY Y ehbd e T5L,
EHPICEET ARBROAECEENER D I ERT I TRY VTN ELE 5 X
TWAZEMREEND, T, ERIEBEECL L-TOERESND 2D, TITRHRY
VKT DRBROEENEYHOKSIRE LR L THENICEBEELZHE L TV A AEE
ﬁﬁ%éoLmbtﬁg‘g@o%mﬁmﬁﬁ%a%%mﬁﬁowrwécam%ﬁm%
TIZRZZIT b B2 (Ito et al 2002, Sevanto et al 2002, 2008, Fujita et al 2003a, b, Daubet et al
mprMammm&ﬁmmumamgmwamm%ﬂ%%Eﬁ%@*ﬁﬁ%%%ﬁf
5 R (77 7RY EE] BIU IZEEE] 2 EORERRBIZOVWTRE LR

ERYUELRN,
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FITERETI, REA MR LEEZCOBRZHARITIEDOE—HL LT, #

MOKRTRELZRET D7 77 RY UiEE, RBERELZEERLL OBREARICT S,

bz, INLDEFRERAREICLIE,. K FyRXNVORERZAVWT K FyxAe7T
TR VEEHEOBRERET 2, KF¥FXNVELR, AFVFYIVO—ETHY | M
FHFETAKAAV2BRMWTER I E DI THD (Jiang et al 2002, 3KF 2002), —i%
BT, K A PVARKR LA L S THTEMESLO LRBR LN, TT7VVVRO
EENZE LT3 &) HBOIREHBE SN TS (Hsiao 1973, Creelman et al 1990,
Peuke et al 2002, Schraut et al 2005, Jordan-Meille and Pellerin 2008), BSEDEEIZ LB &, K
BURAE, K Fy 3T ny h—AEROFRMCL>TK FYyRVET I TRY v OEE
BEmED, FFIC, 777 RY VABRIZ 52D LILE2TTI77RY V& K Fr v
OIEESEM TS &5 (Liu et al 2006), ZNHDIEEIE. 77 7RY VHEEH, KFx
FNVBEERIRMH» L 30 ZURKERETIHOLHY . KA MVRALKR RVADOETYS
FTAMEEOTMMISEFICETIRENFETSLEALND, £ T, BRELINER
Eib. T TRY VEE, BREEOBREEZ L LI KF XY RVET 7 7R VIEERE
E DILBEBIT OV TRE 5,
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PEE A
M FOEF R L UEERE

&L 2007 FICEBREBREBSNOT S AETER Lz, b= (BT HLKER8)
BEARy MCEBREL, BE30 BRKES SNBEEASHSICBE Lz, AHSER
BT v—a VREREX T TOL Sy R AW, BERR (B2E MEEHEk) 278
iK1 EQRIS TR LT, BRI IN KBRLT FY AL INEEBREAWT 24 BFREIC 1
EDEIAT pH5.8~62 I LIz, RIEICX-oTELNE M~ MEZAVWTEEOERY

To7=

T TRY CHEER EEEEL

ERIIETII 7 bF ¥ 73—R (DALTON #H8) TfTo7, 14 BREA#E L be
FEILDUTFARy MIBHEL, BRI TV—Ya VO T CREEEBEPEXEFT &
¥fe, EO%, T4 TRY VEMBEAL LT, phloretin (0 F7 2 L'F 2, 1mM) (Dordas
et al 2000, Moshelion et al 2002, 2004, Volkov et al 2007) . AgNO; (80uM, 400pM) (Tazawa et al
2001, Niemietz and Tyerman 2002, Volkov et al 2007) %%h%ﬂ%ﬁi&l:ﬁ%ﬂwé Z & T AQP
FRELBEZRE L, FI7 MIOKEELTHMNI VAT 7 2 & 38T 1 EE2AV,
RERA DA EE UTH 800E m™s? #FERE Ui, ERIEL S —ORNEMEH 2 BVTH

EL. $HIC—EDHETEREZERAE L,

77T RY VREANC X ABAKERE~DREE L ERE(L
ERIZETYT 7 +Fx o /3—N (DALTON #8) TiTodz, 7 BREIAERE L b=
F2 20L Ny MIBHE L, REEEREE5 X, BORZT Vv—ya r&iTolz, F0Dik,

T TRY VEEEERE LT, AgNO; (500uM) ZESERICEMT D 2L TTr 7 7Ry >~
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FEREEE L, £/, FZ7 MAOKREELTFHF NI VAT 7 2 B, BNIT 1 2
A CRARAEDHEE : $9800Em™s?),
BHT—DAEMFHC L2 ZERERBE L FATLT, ABRET Ly Uy —F v /38—
FEIC X VEIR L (Miyamoto et al 2001), BREIICIT, EBEEZB- LRI 27 Ly
7&—?¥VN—WK%EL\ﬁt%%@%bt%vF%nyV%—??VN—Wwﬁ
BRICBRBBEDIIOIEREB LI, TO%, REBIKERERIRAEAVWTEAEZ MY
(0.39Mpa), ¥4 72Xy FEAWV, boLAULDEEFHBL TRz y Ry Fa—
TRABKREERL, REZEE L, £, BRROBEELZRETSH7-DIC 20L Ny
N OEERE R LT,

BRLZARER X CERIROBEEILIV A 7 a2 —F— (Wescor L8 5500 Vapor
pressure osmometer) AW TEIEL., RBE. BEZE, APKRIRRER L OHEDER L
BOXZE@AEZEH Lz (Dalton etal 1975),

TI7T7RY VHEANC L DEOKRRT Uy v ~DEELEREL
ERIZIETFI 7 bF v /N— (DALTON #H#)) TiTo7, 14 BREASHE L b=
b 2L Ny MIBHE LESKERREE X (=7 Vv —arygh), To%k, AgNO;
(500pM) EEERIRIZEMUL, TI7T7RY AEEBRFELBREEL. $/2. F77 MOK
BRELTHT NI DAT T 25, 300 1 EERAVRERASHHREEK 800E m™s™ 12{R
27,
EHT—VAEMNC L 2ZEOERGAELHITLT, BEOKRRT Iy rzT vy

r—F ¥ UR—EICEWEIEL,
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TI7T7RY VEEAC L AEBEE~DRELEZEL(L

ERIIAM, BHOmMEHETOR, K77 b F ¥ /3—p (DALTON ##) TiToi,
14 BREASRIE Lz b= b2 3L ANy MCBE LESEREREEL. ERF LT L— s
VEAToT, £D%, T2 THRY VEEEER & LT, AgNO; (500pM) Z 88T HM L.
TIOTHRY VEEREZHE L, £/, BT NI 7 PROXRRELTTF NI DAV
TR ICERTE AV, RAREDHHFEEH 800Em* s IZRL, BT 0Em*s L
7o

FEHY— ORELFHC X BEBROEFRE & FAT L. EHALERERREERE L1-6400
ERAVTEOEREEZRE Lz, BEEEOREITIX b~ FOMBENBLE X TE 6 3EH
DR/ ER L OEEL AV, REEEL. PR TIEAREDRETHEE 1000umol
mZs?, #EiR 25°C. CO,¥EE 380ppm. FEHi CIINESRADNREFREE 0 ymol m'%s™, ZER

25°C. CO,#2E 380ppm DEKAETRIE L,

K F ¥ RXNVHEER L EREL

EBRIILTKFZ 7 bF ¥ /3—N (DALTON ##) TiTo7z, 14 BRASRIE LI b~
FE3L DU TFNVERy PEBHELELEREEZ ST (=27 v—vavED), £0% K
F ¥ RNVERERIE LT, BaCl, (30mM) (Barbara et al 1994, Papernik and Kochian1997, Bei and
Lusan 1998, Mehmel et al 2003) . CsCl (20mM) (Bei and Lusan 1998, Liu et al 2006, Mehmel et al
2006) , TEA (Tetraethylammonium chloride) (30mM) (Barbara et al 1994, Papernik and
Kochian1997, Bei and Lusan 1998, Zhang and Tyerman 1999, Tazawa et al 2001, Liu et al 2006) %
ENENERBERMT S ETK FypVEFLBEZR L., MAT, K FryRAHE
LHET A EHBT, Na F v RAFHEA Oubain (50pM) (Davis and Jaworski 1979), ROt

H*ATPase JAERIA /N b ATV VBT Y oA (100uM) (Briskin et al 1995, Balsamo and
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Thomson 1996) ZRIFEDEEFTTHEA L, FT77 MIDOKRE LTHAREDHRFEL
LTCH 800Em™s ZRER LTz, ERRFLS —PRBMHEZAVWTRAEL, 8 Blc—EDE

ETERZEHEAE LT,

K F¥ RNVHEERIC L3 ERBHEE~DRE L EREEL

ERIILTITI 7 FF v 23— (DALTON #8) TiTo7z, 14 BRIASRE L b=
& 20L Ny PIBHE LESERREE X (=T V—aryFY), TO%, KFr RN
FEHEFAEARIE LT BaCl, (30mM) ZIFBRICHEMT 22 & TK Fr R VIHELBEEL,
RARAE DS EEH S00Em?s! & L7z,

EHY — PREMFIC L 2EEOERFBIE & AT L., BRI RARRIEERE LI-6400
ZRAVWTECABEEZRE L, FEEHEOREITIX b+ bOHBEE) HE X TE 6~7 3%
B O%m/NEB I UHEEL AV, £TORERREREDAEETHREE 1000pmol m™s”,

ZE{R 25°C. CO. iR 380ppm TIT>7,
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FEES
T TR UEERER L EEEL

2EBOT 7 TRY VEERILEICX o TERIIMME Lz (Fig. 50,51), 7aLF ik
DR TR 5 30 bERIBAHR S, 20 R —2 &L (Fig. 50), €D
BERITER L, OE 40 FRITITIERMEIE L, —ERHES Lz, AgQBICL BT 7 7R
Y UEEME TR, 80uM 3 L TR 400uM TR 10 & bEBR O FERR S 17z, 400pM
TIXAER 45 FRICMEEOE—7IZEL, £0% 10 o —7 2/ Lk, Ralc
EA U, —F. 80uM TIiHALIRBREAD S 400pM & BB L THRWINAEZ R, ALIRE4S 2
RERICE—ZICE LR, BIE—EDEEZFR L (Fig 51). L. 7277 Y VHAEA

& LT 500uMAg 2ERT 3,

BEOKRRT V¥ Vv EEREN

AgRBIZE > TERIIMAE L., FOETEKRRT Y MIET L (Figs3), 777
RY VHEFINE (Ag: 500uM) IZX > T, LERRE 5 FBRPLEEORSFERFES A2
h, LEBZ O DBEEITIORBITAE Lz, ZOF, BEOKKRT ¥V HETL, R
KD —0.38MPa 2% LT, LEX THE—0.60MPa Z/ R L7z, —7F ., HREOEEITOELM
RN RIBRER L2 BHEB Lic, RARIC, EOKRT ¥y Vb REREEIIEAR
ST, IZE-EABHMP LS L, REROEXRIINERR 1 B 15 5%»5
2 B 30 SEE T—EIHEB L., TR, BONITET L, BRBIZEDKRT Uy

Vi, HEBEXT—043MPa, LEX T—0.74MPa 2R L 7=,

R OKBE & ERE

Ag ABIZ Ko TERIIIHE L. REFICIBOAKEEHIXET Lz (Fig. 52), 777 RY »
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FRERLE (Ag: 500uM) IZ& > T, AEBEEE 5 HEPOEROIERIER A B, &
B 1 BRZETIORBIIMRE L, 2o, LBROKEZEEEIRESEL L G
fE : 0.002 gH,O sec’MPa™), D% ITRCEE L (0.021 gH,0 sec'MPa) | IZIF—EICHD
Lieo —F. HBEOKEBMZEICAEREOEL DA <HB L (0.046~0050 gH,0
sec™MPal), BHENTHBE DOKFZBMEE 0.050 gH,0 sec'MPa' UER DK ZE BT 0.017

gH;0 sec’MPa™ #7R L7z,

AHOHEE L ZBERL

B Ag EIZ X - TERIINE L. RRFICEORBEEIIET Lz (Figs4). L»L
NG, BT Ag MBIC LA ENREROIER A b7, BREEEICEIR b
Mol (Fig.55), BAHIIZRWT, 77 7RY VIAELE (AgS500pM) IXAEBALERD 5 45
P ORELERNESER I, LB 1FBRIZE—7 (—01llmm) ZHZX, Z0OHEPR
JER U7z (G0 2 B : —0.06mm), ZRBUHEIX, Ag RBIC L > TERIEN Y —2 %
WX 5% 10 HBiHLHBREZ TEY (HBEX : 247mol H,0 m™s”, EK : 2.20mol H,0
mY), FNLUBICITERR E OELZ#E Lo 0B h KT 2R L, BRI HREOEE X
FHRK T 2.24 mol H,0 m?s”, ERK T 1.69mol H,0 m™s™ Lz o7e, —FH T, HBROERE
IRERE 1 E#Fa‘iﬁéi’ﬂ&lf—/"ﬂ:#égb\ %b?‘ﬁ&%’ﬁ)&ﬂﬂk%ﬁ%f:o EDORICEBE

EEIE 1.65~2.86 mol H,O m%s™ D CHER L=,

K F % FEIRER & 2EE b X OREHE

IFBED K F ¥ FNVHEERNEBI X > TERITINAE L7z (Fig. 56). —F . Na Fx XV
EB LU H ATPase FEEMNBE TIIERICEENRBD bhizh o7 (Fig. 58),

£2TOK FXxRXNVEEX T, NERLE S HLUNICRERMEZFELB L. CCIEB LW
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BaCl, K TITALEBI 4659 10 438 L U020 £y 0> HEELMITINKE L7z, TEA K TIXAEHEED
20 DEMNLERIEIMZILLE L, ZORABK TR T—EIZHEB Lz, AEERENS 1 B

Fi% Th b UM L7 X 1T BaCl, KT, DWW T CsCl X, TEA R & Hiv iz,

Ko, BLERIESR ON BaCl, Z AV THBEE LERLOBRERE L
(Fig.57), ERITVBIZ L > T 1 HEPOEFICIEEZ REHD. K15 3% 1L 00
RIRFEZR L, T0%, LBEETRE CZ OEMITFHEV I, HBEE LR IC X - TR
BEENPOBAO L, ZOZEZERFL, MEBRTRETHEB L,
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Fig. 50. The effect of phloretin (1mM) on changes in stem diameter of tomato plant during light
period. Changes in stem diameter were monitored by a shrinkage type micro-displacement

detector. Control (fine line) and phloretin treatment (thick line).
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Fig. 51. The effect of AgNO; (80pM and 400pM) on changes in stem diameter of tomato plant
during light period. Changes in stem diameter were monitored by a shrinkage type
micro-displacement detector. Control (fine line), 80uM Ag (middle line) and 400uMAg
treatment (thick line).
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Fig. 52. The effect of AgNO; (500uM) on changes in stem diameter and root hydraulic
conductivity of tomato plant during light period. Changes in stem diameter were monitored by a
shrinkage type micro-displacement detector. Stem diameter: Control (fine line), Ag treatment
(thick line). Hydraulic conductivity: Control (open circles) Ag treatment (filled circles).
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Fig. 53. The effect of AgNO; (500uM) on changes in stem diameter and leaf water potential of
tomato plant under light period. Changes in stem diameter were monitored by a shrinkage type
micro-displacement detector. Stem diameter: Control (fine line), Ag treatment (thick line). Leaf
water potential: Control (open circles) Ag treatment (filled circles). Vertical bars denote the
SEM for each value.
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Fig. 54. The effect of AgNO; (500uM) on changes in stem diameter and transpiration rate of
tomato plant under light period. Changes in stem diameter were monitored by a shrinkage type
micro-displacement detector. Stem diameter: Control (fine line), Ag treatment (thick line).
Transpiration rate: Control (open circles) Ag treatment (filled circles).
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Fig. 55. The effect of AgNO; (500uM) on changes in stem diameter and transpiration rate of
tomato plant during dark period. Changes in stem diameter were monitored by a shrinkage type
micro-displacement detector. Stem diameter: Control (fine line), Ag treatment (thick line) .

Transpiration rate: Control (open circles), Ag treatment (filled circles).
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Fig. 56. The effect of K channel inhibitors (BaCl,, CsCl and TEA) on changes in stem
diameter of tomato plant under light period. Changes in stem diameter were monitored by a
shrinkage type micro-displacement detector. Control (fine line), BaCl, (thick line), CsCl
(gray line) and TEA (broken line).
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Fig. 57. The effect of K-channel inhibitor (BaCl,) on changes in stem diameter and transpiration
rate of tomato plant under light period. Changes in stem diameter were monitored by a
shrinkage type micro-displacement detector. Stem diameter: Control (fine line), Ag treatment
(thick line) . Transpiration rate: Control (open circles), Ag treatment (filled circles).
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Fig. 58. The effect of sodium orthovanadate (H' ATPase inhibitor) and ouabain (Na channel
inhibitor) on changes in stem diameter of tomato plant under light period. Changes in stem
diameter were monitored by a shrinkage type micro-displacement detector. Control (fine
line), sodium orthovanadate (thick line) and ouabain (gray line).
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ZE

ZROBIT TROBEBIZ L AFHHREL] &, TEOERICLDRTHHLREL) ©
2ODERICI-TEREND EE L LN TWA (Sevanto et al 2002), & 512, Daudet b
(2005) EAARZRAVCTZOSEEBHEL., 4 2OERPERBT(LEXERLTWS L@
LTW3, 20X 5 RERETIDOERIL. #AK (U : Fujita et al 2003a, 72 : Ito et al 2002)
DOEZROBEL L EFHEY (b= b : Fujita et al 2003b, Suwa et al 2008, % /3= : Moghaieb et
al 2006, Suwa et al 2006, %/ f X : Ohashi et al 2006) DERZEILTRERD T — B /LN T
WARZ ML, AETHW- M MIOBETHREDI EELLND, KETI, T777RY
VIEHEERIC L > TRAZHIRT 22 L T, EREXETHIERO—D>THDKIIRE
FRELE, £, LEBHBE 2~ 3HHICRET 22 L TEOEMERICLIEROEE
TRV /NEL Lz, BHERICLDZE~DERIIBEE L TV,
A@%Mmﬁti&TJmmmeﬂmlézﬁmmmk%<tot@gﬂh:hu\
Agml6797ﬁuV%%ﬁ?é&yﬂﬁgwﬂﬁ%&%mﬁ797ﬁuym%ﬂwﬁﬁ
WWEoTEAINDZEEZTRLTWD, RETIX, ZOR2EEL, 2ETOERT AgBE

500pM THE— L TER Lz,

ARBEE., ROZBAME, BART Uy /v EEEE(L

EHOASGREZEATARTFE LT, BEDLOER (KOoXH) EBRALO®AK (K
DRA) BFETEND, REOKEENL, EDEE (Fig.54, 55). BOEkA (Figs2) ix
EROLEEEHEICBDLo TWAENHEHA L, flE, A Ag B EZELEZ < D
BOBKEIERIFE L FFCETLTWA Z &b (Fig. 52). 727 7RY VO EHEE
BET D Z LIk » T (Chang-Xing et al 2004) KDOWRAKREHMET L., HEHEDA DK

INAEAO L, ZRIBOERERAZLERLTWS, —F, REHEETIX. XBOINEE
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PEAMECETAEMCEBEESMETLTRY . ERIEZHLED2ER L UTHK
HEORINREEL TS EELZLND (Fig. 54), ZEEEDETIZEN, BOART v
VX NADBETHLRONDZEND (Fig. 53), 77 7RV VEEEEFICE AKX MU ARBE
BEEDETEZBWLELXOND, FEEEOETIZIX, B~D Ag LEIHH 50 %
ELTkEY (Fig. 54). ZORMIZBHLRTRONET 7 T7TRY UEEETOL 7 FA03E
IEESh, ZABREEPETLEEEZA NS, KR MVADYTFALLE LT, ABA 2Y
DHEHHENVE L DEES, KA PVRICLZEHARDOKERTICL 262 (hydraulic
signal) 23¥§H &N TV (Comstock 2002, Christmann et al 2007), LAL72d 5, BEAT
i hydraulic signal DFEIE & L THBRZIBERBRE I TWW, 20 X 5 2P TEREIL.
ROFEAKME (Fig. 52) REOEKRBEE L EHEICEMR TS & (Fig. 54,55) . #ERDEIETIC
IHA2HEHNOKECHEEE b TERVWERAEETHDIZ b, EEOEKEHEN

hydraulic signal DF /172 L 2 D FRetER R LTV D,

77 7Y UEMEER L XRTLOBE%

T2 T7RY EEBEARE LT7u LF 2 (Zhang and Tyerman 1999, Dordas et al 2000,
Moshelion et al 2002, 2004, Volkov et al 2ool7) . Ag (Tazawa et al 2001, Niemietz and Tyerman 2002,
Volkov f al 2007) OFIFRBEICHE ShTV5, KERTIE N ESEATERDONE
DR SN, BHEORF—VZEnENR 27, PIXIE, 7 b F U QB TRHER
AR DR RMEILLEFAK 20 3 TH DD L (Fig. 50). Ag LEITH 1 B THRKEZ
W2 TW3B (Fig.51), 727 7R Y X Arabidopsis T 38 3R %%z . PIP (Plasma membrane
Intrinsic Protein) (Santoni et al 2003) , TIP (Tonoplast Intrinsic Protein) (Maeshima 2001) , NIP

(Nodulin-26 like Intrinsic Protein) (Wallace et al 2006) , SIP (Small basic Intrinsic Protein)
(Johanson and Gustavsson 2002) D 4 FEFIZ KA HZ LA T& 5 (Kaldenhoff et al 2007),

Z0id, EREORKESEET HSHFEOTHIL, ThELOT 7 7RY VEERHN
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REERETTITRI VORBRRD DRSNS,

K F¥ 3 NVREAR & ZRELE L URBOEE OBk

TIT7RY VEEREREZAVWEERERNLL, ZEOIHERICROAKZBEIMET L,
RECEBEE DB LTWAENHBA L, TRDHORR, RICH LTAEEZT->T
WBHZ b, ORTOAKBEBREETIZESZBRAKNDET, QRAABETLZZ &K
SRR, OEEOWHE (KEDED =hydraulic signal) I & 5HETOFBEEIET .
@QAZHOIET GREEERT) KX 2ZRBREOEM, LV -BFTRELTVWS L
Ezbhd, ZBIAGEIL, ZOX S REBESEBTI L TRETIELZSHIZ K Fv X%
NMAEDOKREZRRT &, LEBRHBESHE D BaClL AT L - THEGEESET L., ¢
TEROSERPHELHBTE D (Fig. 57 TROH, K F ¥ RINBREHNC X 2EXBINHE
HLO~@ bR HBEPEEI LR E L EELLND,

—J T, Na Fx RXNVAEH, RV H ATPase FRER DL X 5B EBITERICH L TR
D ootz (Fig. 58), Na it K BRRLZBECTORME RV EBELZHRTIZ &
BEHHATWSD (FIHE 2002). Na F¥ RAUVORERERCEELSZ RV Enb, K
SRR BICH L TREBEZRIRWI LB K EDERLEIOND, o, BALRE
ERERNTHFRE LT, TRA¥—2 ot BB bNBR GRS 2002).
FE L2570 N AROEREZAE LZESICLERBBBEIN ozl & h
b (Fig. 58), KF ¥ RNVAELT 7 7R Y EENFEROZRBEBEFFOREENRE EN
Do

. K F ¥ RNVHE L LTBaCl,, TEA. CsCl %ﬁtﬁ{,f:z‘i\ LTONEIZ XL > TER
DOIFER R b (Fig. 56), 727 7R Y R E (Fig. 57) L 0BEERH D L#EEINE, 3
BELTOMFATERIEIRR SN b, REORMER L BTE LML K F

YFXNVOBRFICLARETHDLEIDND,
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WEEE

K22V T 1960~70 FARIZHNT TRANTHHFEA TN TE T, TILDRRRICEL > TK B 4EE
BNZE D ISR REFOPIC OV TELOARANBELNTND, LinL2dhb, IREZHRT5
SREBRBIEZONEND, OISR AN=R L2 > TNBREZEL T IOV TIIRRES
FERBEBLN TR, ZITABEIL, V—R - 7BE1D K OBEEIZ DV TR 21TV,
IRERIEEATBAH = KA ONTHIGEE T o7, T FREOREES NICoVTHIT, P OfkS
(Fujita et al 2003b) LEbIZh<rDERE S EHI 3288273,

ARFR TRV MIY =R VUV BARBETHY, HoRERKHICIT K ERENFHH
EVH AR AR o TS, FRFIC, BITED B ATIRERBBERDO—DLL T AT MESh
TS BB ANATONTOWAIEM THD, L LEDIIRE RORM FBFRIT. K OEEY
HERIL — 2 VU /BB A LRI, B —VREMEHERAWVHIREBRE~OBRR

LN EHERZ BRIELTWD,

1. RERERHEKRZ

FEREELZY —RAREDOHEE., RE-ZEREREEZV7EORIRLT DL RERKHON
< CiE, BRERKEEL 6 B B (Fig. 8) . EREKREEIL 4 B B (Fig. 5) D HIETFL. KERE
B0 12 B B2BETL(Fig. 9), S-EAEDOETIL 14 B BETHERINTELT
(Fig.10) . 2B RREITOIERBOENY —AEEZEATIER Tl ol

UELDFERDD K RZ T, Vo 7RBRIICEEERZT ., TDT7—F o JHELLTES

FRBEDMET L, Y —REBHHI SN D LIC IV REAER OB T 2RV TS LRI,

2. REARHEKRZ

Fio, ZOISRKRZICLDEFHAEE BT, RERERMCEBITOIMIBOTHRETH-
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o RBEERBOMMIALTCRILERETToLID, RELEDONRIIZICHLTE
IZEWEIEZRLI- (Fig. 25) . ZORERITSHEDCB VT, ENRLRAIRI I THDILET
L’Cb\éo DT Lk, V/m%@amz@&m\aa\ 3B B IVEEOEXIIIHIEh
(Fig.22A, B) . ZOZEIILEE K B £ THREFS I (Fig.21, 22C),

—F. V—REEE RHLOERLE12A B ETRENEDLNT (Fig.23A) . EME~DE
b4 B B ETIIRER SN2 -7 (Fig. 20A) .

LLEDS, RBERIICBWTH, KREICEVEIIC UV IEESEEERIT, TO%Y—R
EEMET 7528 T AFHENRREETHLEZLND, o KRZIZAHTHMIOREITR
ERKMBLURBERMIILEL TVBLHEZRINS,

3. K RZMBIMDRERKH., REARYICEZDEZEDOHER

RERKH - RBERFOWF T/ —ABLUETIIN T2 K KZOTHRZITALARH
ST, BIZAE, FAEBEE TiL, W CRERL 12 B RE»LOE TR SN (Fig9, 23A),
E#RIC, EEROBAITIIRER AT 14 B (Fig.10), XEL R T12 B (Fig. 20A) DEFR%
ELT, BC. “"CERBTREER AN, XREEYPLLICK X Z XKOEIHRENZEL (Fig.
15,24)  EDHREDOREEFRTCEFHBL, FARLRBOEZRTOIKE T 14 BU EORHZ
BT, |

RIT, I ~DEEeHBL, REEXKFERBERNAT K RZORFDIGELL TV
BE~OREIBEINI(Figs, 7, 21), RERXH TIE K CRMLEMICH LU TRENELHE
N 7 UTHRRATBDITHL (Fig.12,16) . KEEEHM TIREETOREINHS (Fig.25), =
DINT, REARMERZERBEOMT K Kztivym;:mﬁm:%ﬁéé%ﬁi\ TA4—Ryr
BEIC Lo T — RS TEETOBL B EIA LTS,

L, ENENDEFTAT -V TRELEIIERDV /I THLH, Vo 7ELTORENE

ipofc, BIZIE, RE-ZEREREHB DL, HREOERITNBHAR T 1.5mm 0ERER
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B7=DIZHL (Fig. 5). FETI 25mm DERMHENS (Fig. 7). Eo. REREK#O PC X
UK SERTIL, HRK, LBXICELLT ., BEICRENRKREDKERED ., KEZITHR->TW
BOIRL (Fig.12) . BB EOEHHERNB LFEL TWDEEITIE, TOIRARNLTE~DE
BMOSSELIB LTS (Table 5, Fig.18), FEAEHO “C HETHRBOERMA RSN, H
FADFERD EFUIHEITIE, IRPETII K, EOFEERRFD LTS (Fig. 25),

ZoIdT, FITHRICFEHLED T E A SEERICIIFREL TEO T, —RIICRER LT
L. B EOARRELVEAIIIFERICE FOBRERLEERSEBELETHLE2D
hd,

4. N RZ LM< MDRERKHE

K IhebDT o 78I TEEE 5 X, TD%., 74— v I/REICL>TY—REERT
BEEZLND, —H T ZRERRTHD P bRAKICV UV IICEEREX TOT4—F v
FER Lo T/ — AR BE EXDIENHEIN TV 3% (Fujita et al 2003b) N RZ &Y —R-¥
VIBEPLRUBEIRRZITONAR W, 2T, FMAWT N RZOEEEZNXERIEE,
RE-ZRIEIGEE. UC &H HEURE. PN HEIREE, N BE -5 HERERE DT A—
IR, V=R TR RRT LT,

INBDRTA—=ED L A RIEELY —REDIRE, RE-ZRBREEEZL 7D
BTl AEREEIILERBEZRILIETL (Fig324)  RERRKEEIILEBICI>TE
BRIFLAERITRI-72 (Fig30,31) . 72, B POEENFITLE 1 B B bREEZIT7203,
ERIFBEIN TV o7 (Fig.28, 29A) . LA EDFERDL N RZ TiL, VY —REENRAIZHEE

ERITTHREREPET L, "MA v AEEDE T ZRVTWDEHERSIS,
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5. KRZE.NREVPREFEKRIICEZIZEBLETDER

K RZEN RZBPREERHOMMIEZDREEITARICRRS, K RZ T, Vo rheiEtt
ZIETERDILZEODITEL T TA—F Ny 7BEENBREL, V—REICEE 25X, FLED
AEPHDOIILTENEZETINS, TR LT N RETIL, V—RAE~NEENICEEL S
ADETHERENDEEMETL, EMEZETERETND, LALAREL. K RZEN K2

XAV —RBIE T OAN =X LG B2, @B T AHELFETIENHEREIND,

K RZBIVUNRZ T, WHICEOERED LARALN (Fig.13,36) , ZhEv 7L
THEREEPET T2LE X505 (Kock 1996, Morcuende et al 1997, Filitti and Gonzalez
1998, Winder et al 1998).,

KRZIZIDE~DEERIIT— NSy IBEILLDbDLEZOND, —F . NRZ TS
BOEEMMET 72i0b2h b (Fig. 324) . ERNICRLESH B EFEE N TV 553 (Fig. 36B) . Z
DERIIENLOGEREETICHDLE X b3 (Fig. 33).

KT BBEREOXAA L L TEKIED b, MFv TR K RZICL-o THEEERER ORI,
T~ OEFEHIH S 72 (Pujos and Morard 1997) . LAL72d3h, ABFEDFE R T K RZ0HE
ICEPEADNBREETIIRLN 2D -7 (F—FREH) . NRZICEDH B REEDETIZIX
RN B ESEEIRLTOD2 (Fig37A) . K RZITEBY —RBEDE TIX 7 4—F /3y ZBAEIC

XL DDHRLEEIND,

E K RZEN RZTIIREICGRDEENER-T, K RZTIIAERL 1 B B2 bRk
IKREEFEENETL, BEOBELELICHBREDERIALIOIZHL (Fig. 7) . NKZ
THAEREZEZRELN T, ABRKK BT N REZREABX CRERIIENSRBOLIM -
(Fig.30) . N RZ CIIRE~DORULEMERITETL TEY (Fig.33,34) . REOEMELIETL

TWAIZED B (Table 8, Fig.27) ., — RENRA LN ST RERITIASICE> THEShTWAE
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Ex605, — 5. K RZDOMITCHRE~DRHLEDETTIE T LA3 (Table 3,4, Fig.15,16) .
RERIIXNBRERES TR (Fig. 7)o 2L K REZDHE | KA LDREROHENT
b hoTBEZRL TN,

Fio, REDOKSIREIZES X 2EER B> ERITEEOHENLH AN HIE W, Fl2
L N RS LA Tk BEADIE T RO 7732 CRERRET3Y (Clarkson et al 2000).. K X
ZIREoT—HOT 77 RV TRIBHEIBRLENAZERBESN TV (Liu et al 2006), 372
DL N RZTREKPBHEEENSD, BEEOBRAKICLIZERIIBE 2D, K RZ Tk
ICLDBHEDRBELITNELRDLE ZbNDH | R AT EOHDORENHERIN, 20X
REFRELCERIT, REXRZEZIFFETHAELIOIEZSNLE 2 b, #EREICX
BT ITRYY DEEBETIC Lo T, 226 T LH RSB OK S RBLIRE T DI LA sk

RN EERLTVS,

6.N,P, K RZ LM =bDBERGE

MrOEESF L TEERERLRoTOIRMEEOBIM Tho/ (EA S 2008), LA
L. EE0EEEROSE (BWKELLER 2008) »olEELRENCEENPLCEELZ RE
TREEMELSEV, MA T, ARBRECTONEBO#HRFIIZNETEERIN TRk, &
L5772 CABEIIKFEREEICEB VTN, P, K RZICHtEL R Ob MO FES L L TEL T D
SHERTIEBNHEDS,

RERRFOMNMITIZREBRRZEY —A -V 7BERMPOERTLLUT OIS
BN D5, ON RZTIIY —RAENEHICHELRT, TOBREYEERABET LI
EXETERB(FE4E), OP KZ (Fujita et al 2003b) \ K KZ (52, 3 ) TIL v I ~DEEH)N
FATL. T4—F 0 /BE LI T/ —RBILEEE 52 WEDETIZoRBoTWDS, T72b
L, & N REXTFRSNDGEGE . b CILNEEROERE (Y —R8E) R TEORERELTHY,

HP BLUH KRETIIREAR (78 2R TEOMENFETHLLE LN,
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7. EEZHZREBELUERERIR LN EHERFICOWT

N.P.K Kik:lé%@%{tbi%h%h%@%f&w\ EREMPOERERZOBWIARHFES
AIREERRLT, ZOBRIERREEIC, WEEHERFL 9O, VRICEMICE X DK EB TR ELH
BLIBDNCDOWTHRE R T o7, BREL TP RZEZZERILL> TR T 528> THIEE
DHIBZERY, XRELZEEEOETBLICIRELHEFFLIDZLAHFTES,

P RZBRBEICEMPNI MM EBE(LOHLI-ER. 0 5 B BICERIIP RZILHE
DEERERUIZ (Fig40, 46). SHIT, EEBUTITHEST P ZHMUIZEZ S, REEERIIHR
KD 0%HERFS NIz, ZORBRIL P REZDEBIZIDIT NV FALBHICL>TREZHERL
2, HEIEEHIREE R REICTAEEREL WA,

IOIEHEFOEREL T, P REIIDIEEREEDETICHFMEZET DT (Fujita et al
2003b) . BLUKGREDHEVEEL TWDLEEZILND,

—RH72 P RZICIARILASE, BLUEEIHHICLIK TR EBOWETBEICHEINT
Y (Radin 1984,1990) | />0, BOAFEEDIETIZ 4~8 BRIZETHZEMD (Fan et al 2007) .
KRR ENHEREND, ABRHTOZRIGEORRIL, 0Lk REOKRELE
13 TRY (Fig. 46) . P RZIZLDKGINEBOUENROEMERDHEFITEHF S L TNDLHE

Ehd,

8. ERTILEARBBEE, 777 RUVTEHE, K Fy v

% 5 BXY, EEBICIABINIC L > THREZ MR TS THREMICRBS N, K2 T5
TR Lo TEREN R BRREITRAT B0, EROLELIEKOEBIC LS T H2E
L1E TZEOERIZIARAHNREIO 2 DOBERIZI-TEAINBZEEZLNTWS
(Sevanto et al 2002), SBI. Daudet & (2005) FEIRE RN TINBOEREMA L. 4 SOE

FEVRERBEIELTWBEREL TS, ZOXORERE(OEREIL, #IAR (% :Fuyjita et
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al 2003a, F~3:Ito et al 2002) TOELE B E{LL., EA4EY (b= :Fujita et al 2003b, Suwa et al
2008, %321 :Moghaieb et al 2006, Suwa et al 2006, %X : Ohashi et al 2006) DE RV TR
DRE—=UBRHENTNDBIEDE, FoMIOWTHYE TIEELEE 2 LbND, T T, EXEXE
TOKDERE, TI/T7RYAFERERNZRAVDZLTRELL,

TDRERBAT /TR EHEBAELEBELETIET, RAKBEEFEN, B EOKIEE
BIETTHILTEROINMABHALEL (Figs2) . K EEDETILXZV I FrofmiE
(hydraulic signal) {IZ&> TEECEENME T U LR HEESNT (Fig.54) , FHRIZ, B~D K F ¥
FVHERILEIT L > TOEROIHE (Fig.56) A BUHE OIK T 255ER sz (Fig.57), —F T\
| Na F¥RADOMES H ATPase DFAE CIREROIHESHERSNeh o7= (Fig.58) o LLEMB,
K. F ¥ RNV DOREICLDT 7T RV ASEDHEFIIF R THDEE 2L, K AMRITE>TK

AP ADBGERES NS T REIEAS R E T,

9. K RZDAEFTIETAN=ALIZDWT

ORBERHOREA

K RZIZLDEBEY—R- o 7BEPLHDL KRERBITBWTEAIC T VEEIIRL
TEEYFD (Fig2l), E0#%. 74—F Ry /BEEZBLTY —XREEETERHLELLNS
(Fig.23A), :@y—zﬁ%@”{&ﬁi\ EMEEEOSERET &:mﬁ%m)‘ﬂ\ak%iahérﬁ
(Table 5, Fig.18) , FRIEELHIELTII K RZDOEEIIR 2 -7 (Fig23AB) . ZKOFHER K RZ
XY —RBEOELENREREEDETLLTHREL TS (Tsuno and Fujise 1965,
Terry and Ulrich 1973, Longstreth and Nobel 1980, Zhao et al 2001, Peuke et al 2002) . Z<ASpkEE
—BERRELTEY, hEERHBLL TRV, F=hME, V—:X-V‘/7¥{i7ﬁ%§ﬁ7‘;ﬁi4’bf&yb
(Tanaka and Fujita 1974) , RELZDE TOHE 2 £, EH_LDIE 1 AV —R- U 7BEAEFRL
TWA(EER 1991), F=hDAERIX, ZOY—R LU 7B EZBAERD IS ISR (A

1991) K RZIZLDEEBOHFIIEH P OEFTCRRD, FILHEDETEEDAERETIX
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(Fig.23D) , FREETIIR AR T (Fig.23C) . ERBFILHIDE~DERFROHIGETICERL
TWHAREHED B X DD (McDonald et al 2002),, 11X T, K IZFHBEEEN O A4 ELTEA~D
N =PI 72 BR %R 27 (Pujos and Morard 1997) \ K RZIZMa>T=hZEIXTELIZ2 N k2
HHFREL TSR RS B S,

— . HEOEBEE DAE/2E TIX, hydraulic signal I2X33 7 FVEEICL>TK RS
KRN ZELU TR AT 8D 5D, Comstock (2002) 1L uid, hydraulic signal &1, &
EOBLBERS T FAELTEERNEEEL, RILFARAHEOREZH-TVBEN), AHF
FRERD D EROBBRIFENK F¥ X NVEE (Fig.56) BLOT /7RI OEE THHRESN
72 (Fig.50, 51)o K F¥ R NVAFICLDZEROUEILKR S RFRDET CKEDET)ZRLTE
Y (Sevanto et al 2008) . ZEDIFIZ &L TR REEDR N LEBEREDETHBD
Bz (Fig.57) o ZO DI, K DSHEMITRIRE 2N EWVS AR AR KA ZELTH RS,
HETOEBEEET ISR Bl EEND, LHLARh, hIELREITxT 8N Th

EFRERIFERICOVWTIIRARERZN,

ORERAHDOFEE

REBRAHITIIRBERMEARY K CEULEDICX TN RI V7L TRENFEL
TWB, BT, MDY =R L VBT RFELEOET O 2 BRIVE LD 1 FITHEREN
THEY., TOEMADLORLEDBERIZD2V (R 1991), K RBBLEVTEO—oT
HDH, DY — AL JEMADORIMIIBERSNICL, AF R TIREZRASEERREE
L =R VB EFERRL TOTCHBRAHEDREIZE K RZDEELRZT, EXE ETH
7o LB L IERASMIEEE TLTW e TR TR RIZE DB b o7 (Fig. 4) .

%5 EOBRTIIEEDWNICLD K RZDEIFELBZTo THEEIIEEY 7" (Fig4s) ., &b
2, BEEOREEDITL SN EDMO R L HEIL TRES>7= (Table 11, Fig48), ZNX57%

FERITY) — RV TR T LIC I DFRE T K RZOEERRRDTENRR EHEINS,
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V=R I BENPOEMEELZRLUIGE. YU 7RBRII o TIEMIREREES L
TWABHBENREZN, LHLedb, VU7RBIELINEDCRE L. BFLEERETCE
BENT-HEZEIRLONTEY, A RREXMVATIZBWTHIEHOETNE, ¥
VIR X > TEEESNEDENITOVTIRAATH 3,

ZZTAHETHE, b= F2AWV, BEXA ML AO—2THBEERX N LVATICBIT
BHEMEREOEERFICOVT, Y—3R « YV 7 BEN LRI L, R TIE,

OREEEDYTAEAL ABEIC LTIV 7HOBIEL L, ThEFETLTREREE
Gﬂﬁmibfy—zﬁ%ﬂﬁb\%%RFVRT®W%¢ﬁE%KOWTV—Z\VV
7R bER LT,

QOARBFIL. EPER. FHEA MV AOXBERIZOWTY —R « YU Z7EFR LY fEFT
LR THREBHTHY, &b, ThbZ MR L TRIEELHIR LICH LW HiEoRk
MEBRTREEBNICLVARETHDLERD,

@l BRARBRERETICBITSREORLBOERZT7T 7 7R UEE. K F ¥R
EHEOBRE»LREIL., ASBBRLBEES L OBEFRIC >V TR L,

1. K RZHERERKHMO b~ M EXHEE

~Y =R - U7 BRI K BT~

K iHEHOERBRZITH U THRA REE2HBoTWS, LeLaRb, BEHED K O
B, CABNRARZENLTH, KRZIC L DNERD DA B =X LOMEITIEI» 25T L
HLFED TRV, TZT, KHEED b= P2 AWVWT, K RZICHT DB LB REE,
RE - ZRIEXREE, PCER - SERRE. KBE - £ - HDERE2ELLIFL, V—
A - 7 BRPOIRENDETERICOVW TR L.

INLOBEBEEDS b, XEMEEL Y —REDOEIE, BRE - EREEEEZV VY
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BOEELT L, LEREERAERS 12 810, REERKEEIZ6 A, ERBEX
EEZ4BEPGETLE, ¥EEROETIX14 BRETHERBENTELT, EEED
ERY—AREEATDIEFTERNWI L ERLE,

U EDHERND K RZTiE, Y7 @i H&ficliEL2RIT. T07 44— KAy 7HEEK
LUREBREBETL, Y—RAEXIHINDIZ LICL YV REAEROETZBL LHE
ahd,

2. K RENFEEEHD b~ M EZBHE

~Y—R » VT BRI K BRI~

V=R - VU7 BRMPLERERMO b P E RS, EYIE ORI R K
FETHZ2V, FIZHE, 3. X, HE, BRCARNOBMELTOBE T V7 ERTL,
FECRBENET LI/ NEPSIER Y —2 & LTOREEZTRLTHL, 20k 5 REED
BT, K RZDEBRIEEREAMEFALRET ThoTHERTRRY | K RENEM AR
52 5HBINRTIIZ, £ T, ERERHO M MEAVWT K REOKEL, 2
b, “CHERDE - HELRIE. KIRE - £ - HERERENLMTL, V—X - VU7 BR
MBEBRED A H =X LIZOWVWTRE LT,

TORE, FEEEHTRECHT 2 MC HEAFICE L . SEMICBOTERR LHRS
RIVITHDBILERLE, Z8 (7)) 134E 3 BEXVERPIHEIEHh, Z0zE
RIINEEKEE S TR S W, —F, Y—REREZRSEAE 12 AEE TR RZOPE
BROLNT, EEH~OEED 4 B B E CEREShARroT,

UEMD, KRZR Lo TR V7 BESEES L, ZO%Y —AFEEMETT 5 &
BBEND, T, TOLIRK RIITES b FOAREEDA N =X AT, REEK

., REERHO M= MIEBLTWS EEZLNRS,
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4. NRZHBRERK#D b~ M EXZIRE

~YV—Z 7 BRIC X BT~

N (HEDHRFICRFLEMEZR LTI Y, XakeE N OFEEITEZRLTWS, C
K NREOEESENL, TNOOHEEFERIXY —R, VU7 ZRENIZOWTHIENE
Do, LBLRRL, ZOKIRY—R, U7 i T 2EMOWETIL, NRZIZX
DEFBETEZAN=ALLLTRADEHE. PRLTLLIRL TR,

ZFIT NRZBETREMNE b~ b, KEREE, 28, REEEL, "cEiiz
CRRABICHETAZ LI NRERY —RE, YV IEOLELLAEMICHIBENS
DIZOWTHLMNZ L NRZIZEBANA A AEEDETHE Y —RAREI UV IHEOELD

WCEREET 2 Z2HAEICT 5,

RROBER, REAREEL Y —REOHEE, £FE - ZRIERFEL 7 EOBEL T
L. KEHREEIL N RZHBEZENLLET LY, ZORATRER LUCERIEREE
ICHERA N7, UEDRERPL, NRZTIZY —RER T 7 EL B L TR
IHELZZIT TRAREESETL, TORR, "M ATREEQERTZBNTWS &

g23hd,

5. ZBEITL D bv F OREDZE

HEOBRER MV AZRITH L, £EEFET TS, EERSTIRER ML A DHE#RE
Di-bER, RECELRELZEECA FVAZBH UL, LhLA2b, BRIBX
MU RBWTIIBAREREREICIIR LT, FEMER I UESRES R,

—HT, KEAPVRCEBRTS L, NRZ, PRZ, K RZHH (QERL 1~3 B)

KERB (R ENTNICRHFEORISEZRTZENHEHRL TS,
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ZIT. ZOPISEDEVEFIAL, ZEBHICL>TH~ FORESZHZITV. 1

JEEDER. RENEDHRFZRAST,

NRZZEZBEPLEWLIER, 8BS BB N RZIZHFEOERZ R LE, Ll
Ko, EEBHICHV. N 2BMLEZEE TOLRELEOHMMIIBOD 5T, HBREOH
S5T%ICIEE o7 (RHEBETH 27g. N BHAEXTH 14g), ZORRIL, F2 BESAZHEO
e, WEMETLELLEZONEH, BEMBTIINRZOZELIDITAZA 2T
Bk 5, INEMERB LUREEDBRBIZOVWTHERIBRHEET S,

PRZZEREANOZBHLI-ER. LB S5 BEBICP RZOKENREREZRBD, &6
I, EEPWICHE-STP Z2FMLIZL A, RELAEERITHBR O 0%ERFINT (R
K TH27g. P BHHEX TR 24g), U LDOHERNL, PRZODERI TAZ A LBZHHIZ Lo

T, WEEZH#ERFL LoD, HIEEOHIBEZTREICTSEEx b5,

Kki%%@maﬁﬁbtﬁ%‘mESEEKKkiuﬁuéﬁ%ﬁﬁééntoL#
Lieh b, EEBIICEV K ZFEMULEBEE THURELEOERIIBESI T, HBED
60% WD Lz (RREXTHI27g, K ZBIX TH 16g), ZOFBRIL. E2REXAZRF LR
STERLLEZOND D, BERE TR K REDERICLDITAIA LEFICI ZINE

R, BIUHRECHREER SR IICRERIRNEZETILEXALLS,

L LT, PREZZEEZHTHZLITLY, EEEOHIEZRY . HRE L IZIER%E

DEFBIVINEZHERLI DT LAHRFTE S,
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6. EERZ(LOXECER O

~TITRY VBERK F ¥ JARENLHZT~

HOWRENPL, BRRIFRA M ROAWICL Y, ERE(ICHBHRERRERND Z
EBBH b, FT, EROERIT KGRIE) & TRPOERH] ITXEILTWS,
BRBEBA M AL Z2EROFEHRERIT, A PVRZAFRLEEENLRLND
TEND, KRERXFVADBWE, HEYMOKSRBIZRLIEEZEX. FEOLERE
bbb LTS LEETE S,
EHOASRELXERTIERIL, RICK2BK. ELLORBOZoRETLh, &
BORLEE LEHKSREE DBRIZOVWTEAICRLELONTE R, —F, EYHORKE
HWITI/TRY BPEYHTRERRSN, TOBEELEER PV RADOBEBRIRFIHTVD,
L L, BEOREE, 727 7HY UEE, FBROMAEBRICOWTHMICREL
TeBIRILRZ T bz,

ZIT, FETIR, 777R) UEE, RBEES I UCERLLEOBREZAKICTS
EELIERKFAFNVAEREFEZROTRK Ty 1N ET 7 TRY EEE OBREHREL.

EKERAPLREEREBLOBERIZOWTHRE LT,

FEROFBR. BRICHTITI/TRY UEHEZEETSIZLICE > T, ORTOKEEE
BTFIZEARAKNDDET, OQBRAAPMET LicZ LITL2EXEEORHE, QEROINAME (K
JE D> =hydraulic signal) 12L& 2ZFETOERBEEET. OKXIHOET GEBEHERT)
KL DZERIEDOEM, LV oJEFTAR L RABMEHEERLEE SN LEX b
7o

i, KF Y FVEEOHATH, REOA =X ABER LIz EX bh, Na Fv 3k

JINDIRESRS, H'ATPase (FEENEIEDEENS) OBRETIIERICELBREREN -T2
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