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The photosynthetic carbon fixation characteristics of common

tree species for highway greening in southern Jiangsu
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Abstract: In this paper, thirty common highway afforestation tree species in southern Jiangsu province
were selected as the research materials, and a portable Li-6400 photosynthesis apparatus is used to meas-
ure the responses of photosynthesis to different light intensities and the photosynthetic diurnal variation,
furthermore, cluster analysis and factor analysis were used to analyze the daily net carbon sequestration
and examine the fitting physiological parameters of photosynthesis of thirty tree species. The results
showed that Cinnamonum campora has the highest carbon fixation ((11,957+1.053)gm * « d '),
followed by Prunus persica Batsch. var. duplex Rehd. ., Lagerstroemia indica, Sapindus mukorossi,
Populus euramevicana » Bambusa multiplex , Magnolia grandiflora, and Celtis sinensis, and Prunus
cerasi fera var. atropurea has the lowest carbon fixation ((3.888+0.204)g « m * « d'). The daily net
carbon of sequestration Cinnamonum campora and Prunus cerasi fera var. atropurea has extremely sig-
nificant difference (P <C0. 01). Sapindus mukorossi » Aucuba japonica and Ginkgo biloba have better

growth and adaptability in southern Jiangsu, followed by Cinnamonum campora, Hibiscus syriacus ,
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Prunus persica Batsch. var. duplex Rehd. and et al. so we suggested that Cinnamonum campora,
Prunus persica Batsch. var. duplex Rehd. , Lagerstroemia indica ,Celtis sinensis ,Sapindus mukorossi ,
Bambusa multiplex ,Osmanthus fragrans ,.Ulmus pumila , Armeniaca mume , and Chimonanthus praecox
can be preferred in as priority selection are recommended for road carbon sink forests construction in
southern Jiangsu.

Keywords: Road sink forest; Diurnal net carbon fixation; Photosynthetically physiological parameter;
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Tab. 1 Thirty common tree species in southern Jiangsu

J¥ %5 Serial number W Fh Species F} Family J& Genus
1 PEW Zelkova schneideriana i Bl PER S
2 KB Celtis sinensis iy Ak LN
3 Wit Ulmus pumila oy Bt il I
4 L2 Prunus cerasi fera var. atropurea i R ZE
5 ARk Prunus persica Batsch. var. duplex Rehd. Ry 3
6 MLAE Eriobotrya japonica TRk A R
7 24 Prunus serrulata PRk [
8 2L £ 4 Photiniax fraseri PRk ff)E
9 AL Armeniaca mume R s
10 48 Osmanthus fragrans yNEEY S ARIE
11 vl Ligustrum lucidum A RFE i
12 JC B F Sapindus mukorossi Jo TR TRFIE
13 A Ginkgo biloba AR R AR
14 W9 4 M Aucuba japonica Ty o k- S &
15 ¥ F Bambusa multiplex RARL g
16 1% % Magnolia denudata AR e
17 WL &% Michelia maudiae AR e
18 IR E &% Michelia chapensis A=F TEE
19 MK Liriodendron chinense A2ZRE 2 AR
20 ] 2 Magnolia grandi flora A= F VNV
21 MBI Viburnum awabuki BER Je 1 s
22 B A Platanus aceri folia B AR BEAE
23 %4 Lagerstroemia indica T i 3Rt EY
24 W Populus euramevicana MR L)
25 #iti Firmiana platani folia iRk FE A )&
26 W #F Chimonanthus praecox A R A
27 L4 Aesculus chinensis LA R L JE
28 =M Acer buergerianum PR ) A
29 i Cinnamonum cam pora R fii )
30 AKH¥E Hibiscus syriacus HIER AR
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Tab. 2 Net diurnal carbon fixation of thirty species

i I £ e e o 1 A1 O
1 PEM 140.05849.479klm 4. 930+0. 333klm 16 A 124.130+8.561mn 4.369+0. 301mn
2 AW 222.463+5,278defg 7.831+0. 185delg 17 WIS 211.288+17. 834efg 7.437+0. 627efg
3 it 203.493+17.215fghi  7.16340. 605{ghi 18 IRB A% 209.402+10. T16eflg 7.371+0. 377elg
4 gt 110.454+5. 818n 3.888+0. 204n 19 oK 134.540+4.195lmn 4,73640. 147lmn
5 Bk 270.486+23.054b 9.521+0. 811b 20 FmE2Z 219.514+9. 251defg 7.727+0. 325delg
6 M 160.175+7. 795jkl 5. 63840, 274jkl 21 MR 200.502+9. 782ghi 7.058+0. 344ghi
7 BA4E 129.753+11.140mn  4.567+0.392mn 22 FaXE N 164. 365+15. 102jk 5.786+0. 5315k

8 LA 163, 670422, 987jk 5.761+0. 809jk 23 S 257.578+21.25026bc 9. 06740, 748bc

9 Mtk 205.427+9.50lefgh  7.231+0. 334efgh 24 La 233.497+21.507cde 8.219+0. 757cde
10 EAE 205.172+13.537efgh  7.22240. 476efgh 25 FE R 117.774+3. 883mn 4.14640. 136mn
11 i 193.297+25.665ghi 6. 804+0. 903ghi 26 i H 200. 248+13. 791ghi 7.049+0. 485gh
12 T T 243.506+16, 194cd 8.571+0. 570cd 27 LA 178,195+ 17, 969hij 6.273+0. 632hij
13 A 159.482+12. 644jkl  5.614+0, 4455kl 28 =M 174.522+421, 7094 6.143+0. 764ij

14 W4 E 142.921+4, 274klm 5. 031+0. 150klm 29 i 339.690+29. 931a 11.957+1.053a
15 r¥  232.566+20.775cdef 8.186+0. 731cdef 30 A HE 177.768+8. 806hij 6. 257+0. 309hij

FBI AR /NG F R AE P<0.05 KE 2R EE
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Fig. 1 Cluster analysis on diurnal net carbon fixa-
tion of thirty tree species
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Tab. 3 Light saturation point (LSP),light compensation point (LCP),maximum net photosynthetic rate (A,.,),apparent
quantum yield (Q) and dark respiration rate (Rd) of tree species
W W B v s A R

1 ) 1299. 452+52. 394bed 37.767+14.908ab 5.999+0. 377jk 0.040-+0.007g 1.30340. 391c¢
2 AP 1088. 626+82. 701kl 19.970+4. 692gh 10.51940. 5411 0.071-+0.009ab 1.25740. 150cde
3 i A 1268.295+79. 103cde 28.100+10. 555¢d 10. 05340, 4611 0.049-+0. 008ef 1.23540. 498cd
4 #ntZs 1398.533+16. 374ab 31.080+3. 698bc 5.132+0. 235kl 0.031-+0. 002i 0.935+0. 109fg
5 bk 1190. 532+51. 288gh 21.113+6. 068fg 16. 20440, 516a 0.058+0.007bed 1.20640. 467cd
6 HEAE 1238. 020+ 22, 166def 17.047+2.912hi 4.29340. 3851 0.051+0.003ef 0.721+0. 140ghi
7 iy 1351.701+13. 938ab 36.960+14. 309a 6.695+0. 548ij 0.032-+0. 002i 1. 15640, 480efg
8  MAM  1228.437+57. 545¢f 14.767+3. 400jk 11.79340. 861de 0.056+0.002cd 0.777+0. 1841g
9 My 4t 1118.147+29. 065jkl 25.157+3.971ef 11.756+0. 222de 0.069+0. 003abc 1. 65040, 187bed
10 iyi2 1200. 355+21. 225fg 21.993+1. 171fgh 8.21740.699gh 0.055+0. 007cde 1.05840. 140hi
11 Ry 1252. 2554103, 234ef 14.793+3. 9825kl 8.632+0. 870g 0.050+0. 011efg 0.716-0. 290hi
12 THT  1159.480+£49. 148hij 38.060+5. 446abc 13.119+0. 120¢ 0.062+0. 004ab 2.224+0. 303ab
13 AR A 1065. 961+36. 8291 45.700%0.772a 10. 269+0. 693f 0.074+0. 004ab 2.603+0.079a
14 WM 1068. 764127, 3311 31.290+2. 853bed 7.47640. 214hi 0.076+0.017a 1. 7874+0. 265be
15 ¥ 1216. 222+79. 788fgh 9.197+3. 6111 8.615+0. 158¢ 0.056+0.010cde 0.498-0. 264hi
16 “HFAR2:  1342.894-+49.533cd 25.750+2. 813def 6.671+0. 196ij 0.037-+0. 004hi 0.836-+0. 148gh
17 W& %  1381.723£43. 865abc 15.947+7. 891ij 4.574+0. 6181 0.02940. 0051 0.45140. 2401
18 IRB&%  1430.372+8.311ab 47.117+1. 243a 7.70540. 474ghi 0.028-+0. 004i 1.21940. 182fg
19 Ok 1179.257+98. 137hij 17. 6107, 559hij 8.050+0. 579gh 0.0580.011bed 0.931+0. 5271g
20 JTEZ 1449.410+87. 942a 33.420%6. 796bed 12.058-+0.589d 0.026-+0. 009i 0. 869=+0. 409ghi
21 MR 1208, 058+29. 540g 18.203+7. 781jj 8.44040. 832gh 0.058+0.007cd 0.922+0. 251fgh
22 BAK 1226.728+111.276hi 23.347+5. 530hi 6.398-0. 866] 0.050+0. 014fgh 1.003+0. 453efg
23 3 1140. 582+100. 571ijk 22.383+4. 160hi 14.281+0. 825b 0.062-+0.010de 1.385+0. 469¢
24 %R 1298. 142+ 36. 552bc 26.647+9. 871def 11. 77541, 063de 0.041+0. 003ghi 1.05840. 332def
25 FE AR 1328. 010454, 637abc 31. 853+6. 819def 6.379+0. 133j 0.037+0.005hi 1.03940. 115def
26 i A 1129. 411+74. 168jkl 29.190=+4. 436fgh 10. 9410, 195¢f 0.066-0. 009de 1. 64340, 369bcd
27 LR 1287.556+£150. 296{gh 42.030+2. 719ab 3.283+0. 381m 0.042-+0. 0221g 1.11940. 401de
28 =AM 1301, 8824157, 196¢f 29.403=+4. 35¢cde 7.651+0, 774ghi 0.042-+0. 020hi 1. 08940, 592def
29 i e 1216. 263+23. 648ghi 13.040+3. 779kl 15.737+1.045a 0.053+0. 006fgh 0. 658-+0. 193ghi
30 AR 1254, 557+26. 296de 39.477+2. 526abc 10. 38940, 063f 0.051+0.003fgh 1.77340.177be
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ASCH] SPSS 19. 0 XA Rl 5 AN A FRAE 48 F5 4L
G S BT A 53 B I 50 A e i e i R 28 A
P, 3% 4 8 BT R B W FRRAE M & i 51 A
FAS R IR, B I AR TR EH T
X—FFRoR T8 i Y sT ik 3. S 1.2.3 it

PR B R A I 4 AR o 4 R AR A B L SR B LA
FHHRRAEAE M 2R R AR /Nt T 22, BT UL T 3
AR BT 223K 97. 457 %6 U T A R
FARRL IR A5 B ] 5 MBS 5 1Y N F 38 o
FE . 22 8 T 250K (Q) OB A (LSP) X P A~ 4
RS 1A FAT & HAHOC R 500 48 %l 7
1ok 0,945 11 0. 970, 2 e T A4 A F 58 L5506 g
I I 38 (R B S AMEE i (LSPY #5565 2 S A
FAHOC, HAHOC R B9 5k 0. 827 Fi1 0. 977, el [
) TH FEAT ML DS s e KO B i (A0 555 3
AN YA G A O R ER 0. 980, Lt T M1 4
XTI HEF T 1 K.

x4 BAEBER

Tab. 4 Total analysis of variance

NN IR CERE (R TV 21 DTk
A T 2 TR () FRTTHRAR D ait T7 22 B9 TR R () FRTTHRAR D
1 2.576 51.526 51.526 2.149 42.988 42.988
2 1.506 30.127 81.653 1. 641 32.823 75.811
3 . 790 15. 804 97.457 1.082 21. 645 97.457

RS MERMETRETER

Tab.5 Rotated Component Matrix

F LA
F#E
1 2 3

Amax . 192 .022 . 980
Rd 501 . 827 . 214
Q . 945 . 037 . 248
LCP —.163 977 —.086
LSP —.970 —. 040 —.088

(2) NHFREST

FH SPSS19. 0 sk f533X 30 A4 i it [ B & 1 4
ML I LEA 1553 FE X 27 45 2 04T Ward 75 &
GRS Mr AR ILIE 2. ARG 2 e 30 AN F
LRSI E . AT 4r o0 5 2 ARUC R 55— 25 AR LI
LI TC R 5 58 2 MR I R L ER A L K
BE AR Bk B 2 TR REAE AT T A A
IOE AR 5 55 DU 2K AR LT I A B R A
BB = f R S 2 A 0T A R AR SRR 5 5
KR ARZEREBEE . E2 RILEE.
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JE NGRS DU B A 4 3 o PE — i MR AR T AR — 2K
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o SV R Y| Rk S B SR TVA i = o o 15
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Fig. 2 Cluster analysis on physiological parame-
ters of thirty tree species
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