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Studies on the Chlorophyll Fluorescence Characteristics of Different Sites of
Same Leaf in Ginkgo ( Ginkgo biloba L. )

. 1,2 . . 3 4 1
HE Li—Hong™ °, HE Li—Jing"s GU Qun’, LIANG Hong *
(1.College of Life Sciences, Zhongkai College of A griculture and Technology, Guangzhou 510225; 2. College of Horticulture South China
Agricultural University, Guangzhou 510642; 3. Institute of A quatic Ecoscience, Jinan University, Guangzhou 510632;
4. Zeal Quest Scientific Technology Co. Ltds, Shanghai 200333)

Abstract; Chlorophyll fluorescence parameters of different sites of different ginkgo ( Ginkgo biloba 1.) cultivars leaves were studied by
using the chlorophyll fluorescence measuring technique. The results showed that photosynthetic capability in different sites of* Taixing
No. 4 leaves had not significant difference; photosynthetic capability of * Nanxiong Yuanzi leaves decreased gradually from leaf stalk

leaf base, leaf midst to leaf edge; photosynthetic capability in leafl stalk, leal base, leaf midst of * Huakou Maling’ and ‘ Guangxi
Yuanzi leaves were higher than that in leal edge significantly. Comparisons of chlorophyll fluorescence parameters at the same sites of
different ginkgo cultivars leaves indicated that * Huakou Maling, whose compatibility in Guangzhou w as the worst among four ginkgo
cultivars was easy to occur light inhibition and decrease photosynthetic capacity.
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