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Table 1 Results of analysis of variance (ANOVA) and general linear model (GLM) for repeated measures of day (D),
treatment ways (W), experiment meteirals(M) and their interactions for Fv/Fm,Fv'/Fm’,PhiPSI[ ,qP,NPQ and ETR
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Fig.1 Changes in Fv/Fm,Fv'/Fm’ and PhiPS][ in

sun-type and shade-type leaves of zoysiagrass
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Fig. 2 Changes in gP,NPQ and ETR in sun-type and

shade-type leaves of zoysiagrass
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Abstract; Two different light adaptation of Taiwan Zoysia matrella with pre-treatment under strong
L NaCl for 24 days on
photochemical efficiency by using chlorophyll fluorenscence technology. The results showed that the
Fv/Fm,PhiPS | , Fv'/Fm’', gP and ETR in leaves of two light adaptation types gradually reduced

radiation and extreme shade were employed to study the effects of 0.5 mol «

under 0. 5 mol « L™ NaCl, NPQ gradually increased, photochemical efficiency gradually reduced and
photoinhibition appeared,and photoinhibition increased with the extension of time. Adaptability of the
sun-type to salt stress was stronger than the shade-type.

Keywords: Taiwan Zoysia matrella; light-adaptation; salt stress; fluorescence parameters; photochemical

efficiency



