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Fig. 1 Comparison of electrolyte leakage rate
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Table 1 Logistic equation different temperature and time on 10 species affected branches electrolyte leakage
‘ 752 Equation parameters HEXRE -
R AbFE 1] AR A FIEIR B Correlati
rrelation
Species Processing time/h k a b Regression equation LTs0/C
coefficient
TR Melia azedarach Linn, 24 1 2.127 8 0.025 4 y=1/(1+2. 127 8e—0-025 4z) —29.73 0.970 2% *
)T Sophora japonica ‘Pendula’ 24 1 3.968 5 0.050 7 y=1/(1+3. 968 5¢0-050 7z ) —27.20 0.949 1% *
F ¥ Fraxinus chinensis 24 1 3.984 7 0.055 7 y=1/(1+3.502 0e—0-055 7x) —24. 84 0. 968 9* *
TIRBB AR Platanus hispanica 24 1 2.791 3 0.049 5 y=1/(142.791 3e—0.049 5z —20. 74 0.985 4* *
8Bk Prunus persica Batsch. var. duplex Rehd. 24 1 1. 8615 0.044 1 y=1/(1+1. 861 5e—0-044 1z) —14.09 0.971 4% *
221t2E Prunus cerasifera Ehrhar f. 24 1 2.173 6 0.058 6 y=1/(1+2.173 6e=0.058 6z) —13.25 0.979 1% *
s} Diospyros kaki Thunb. 24 1 2.2949  0.0515 y=1/(1-42. 294 9e—0.051 52) —16.13  0.972 5% »
At Euonymus mssckii Rupr. 24 1 2.382 6 0.055 3 y=1/(1+2. 382 6e—0-055 3z) —15. 70 0.984 9* *
RAY Ginkgo biloba Linn. 24 1 2.190 9 0.046 3 y=1/(1+42.190 9e—0-046 3z ) —16. 94 0.984 7% *
FHAMW Acer elegantulum Fang et P. L. Chiu 24 1 3.687 3 0.071 5 y=1/(1+2. 283 3e0-058 6z) —18.25 0.951 8* *
TR Melia azedarach Linn, 48 1 2.445 6 0.031 6 y=1/(1+2. 445 6e—0-031 6z) —28. 30 0.982 7% *
)T Sophora japonica ‘Pendula’ 48 1 3.557 3 0.048 0 y=1/(1+3. 557 3e0-048 0z) —26. 46 0.961 8* *
F ¥ Fraxinus chinensis 48 1 3.612 5 0.056 6 y=1/(1+3. 612 5¢—0-056 6z) —22.70 0.971 1% *
TR K Platanus hispanica 48 1 2.549 0 0.046 1 y=1/(1+2. 549 0e—0-046 1z) —20. 03 0.960 0% *
APk Prunus persica Batsch, var. duplex Rehd. 48 1 1.926 7 0.047 7 y=1/(1+1.926 7e=0-047 7x) —13.75 0.985 1% *
22 Prunus cerasi fera Ehrhar f. 48 1 2.124 8 0.062 4 y=1/(1+2.124 8e—0-062 4x) —12. 08 0.980 4% *
FiiRt Diospyros kaki Thunb. 48 1 2.387 4 0.057 1 y=1/(1+2. 387 4¢—0-057 1z) —15. 24 0.979 6% *
HH: Euonymus mssckii Rupr. 48 1 1.902 8 0.044 8 y=1/(1+1.902 8e—0-044 8z) —14. 36 0.995 0% *
RAY Ginkgo biloba Linn. 48 1 2.294 2 0.049 4 y=1/(1+2. 294 2¢—0-049 4z) —16. 81 0.982 6* *
FAAW Acer elegantulum Fang et P. L. Chiu 48 1 3.402 8 0.070 3 y=1/(1+3. 402 8e—0-070 3z) —17.42 0. 955 3* *
AR Melia azedarach Linn, 72 1 2.873 4 0.037 8 y=1/(1+2.873 4e0-037 8 z) —27.92 0. 986 9* *
T ME Sophora japonica Pendula’ 72 1 3.715 8 0.050 9 y=1/(1+3. 715 8e—0-050 9z) —25. 80 0. 965 0* *
% Fraxinus chinensis 72 1 3.2295 0.052 7 y=1/(1+3.017 1e—0-052 7z) —22.24 0.972 0% *
TIRE K Platanus hispanica 72 1 3.204 0 0.059 4 y=1/(1+3. 204 0e—0-059 4z ) —19. 62 0.971 7% *
APk Prunus persica Batsch, var. duplex Rehd. 72 1 1.743 5 0.049 9 y=1/(1+1. 743 5¢0-049 9z) —11. 14 0.970 6% *
et Prunus cerasifera Ehrhar f. 72 1 2.050 9 0.065 6 y=1/(1+2. 050 9e—0-065 6z ) —10. 95 0.977 8% *
Hi# Diospyros kaki Thunb. 72 1 2.403 0 0.063 3 y=1/(1+2. 403 0e—0-063 3z) —13. 85 0.966 9* *
HH: Euonymus mssckii Rupr. 72 1 2.129 3 0.061 7 y=1/(1+2.129 3e~0-0617z) —12. 25 0.994 3% *
RS Ginkgo biloba Linn, 72 1 2.065 8 0.051 2 y=1/(1+2. 065 8e0-051 2z) —14.17 0.981 8* *
FHAMW, Acer elegantulum Fang et P. L. Chiu 72 1 2.327 5 0.049 5 y=1/(1+2. 327 5¢=0-049 5z)) —17. 08 0.960 7% *
W RRERBBE ;- RRERBE.
Note: * * show highly significant difference; * show significant difference.
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Fig. 2 Comparison of O; generation rate
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Table 2 Comprehensive evaluation of ten species on cold resistance

R AbFEREE BRRAMNER  FRMERSR  TTEANEARER  OF ARE X R HESHET
Soluble sugar Soluble protein _
Processing Electrolyte Oy Average member Sort cold
Species content content
time/h leakagerate generation rate value hardiness
/(mg+g ! FW) /(mg+g ! FW)
24 0.578 0 0.444 0 0.492 7 0.629 1 0.534 1 3
WM Sophora japonica ‘Pendula’ 48 0.539 4 0. 603 0 0.477 4 0.589 6 0.552 4 3
72 0.544 1 0.606 7 0.495 2 0.576 7 0.555 7 3
24 0.546 1 0.594 2 0.434 1 0. 605 3 0.544 9 2
FU Fraxinus chinensis 48 0. 566 8 0.482 7 0.477 1 0.7387 0. 566 3 2
72 0. 550 2 0. 609 6 0.574 5 0.548 4 0.570 7 2
24 0.514 9 0. 602 4 0.601 5 0.584 4 0.575 8 1
R Melia azedarach Linn, 48 0.566 7 0.621 2 0.517 3 0.561 1 0. 566 6 1
72 0.554 1 0. 500 7 0.528 3 0.710 1 0.573 3 1
24 0.5117 0.489 9 0.620 2 0.462 0 0.520 9 4
TIRB K Platanus hispanica 48 0. 500 2 0.596 8 0.476 6 0.570 9 0.536 1 4
72 0.497 8 0.537 2 0.668 8 0.419 0 0.530 7 4
24 0.531 5 0.536 5 0.353 4 0.576 2 0.499 4 5
4R Ginkgo biloba Linn, 48 0.506 0 0.501 5 0.651 9 0.450 9 0.527 6 5
72 0. 566 0 0.488 2 0. 604 4 0.431 5 0.522 5 5
24 0.587 7 0.438 3 0.557 5 0.367 1 0.487 6 6
F AW Acer elegantulum Fang et P. L. Chiu 48 0.582 0 0.442 1 0.581 8 0.421 7 0.506 9 6
72 0.562 8 0.554 2 0.470 9 0.474 9 0.515 7 6
24 0.586 7 0.534 6 0.429 0 0.361 2 0.477 9 7
K Euonymus mssckii Rupr. 48 0.518 0 0.565 8 0. 365 4 0.541 4 0.497 6 7
72 0.492 5 0.560 9 0.434 7 0.561 6 0.512 4 7
24 0. 446 2 0.492 1 0. 358 2 0.553 6 0.462 5 8
Fi# Diospyros kaki Thunb. 48 0.575 5 0.553 2 0.448 3 0.392 5 0.492 4 8
72 0.497 4 0.551 9 0.3815 0.518 0 0.487 2 8
24 0.571 2 0.598 7 0.479 7 0.544 2 0.428 5 9
ZEk Prunus persica Batsch, var. duplex Rehd. 48 0.433 5 0.519 4 0.325 3 0.557 3 0.458 9 9
72 0.425 8 0.532 4 0.321 8 0.549 7 0.457 4 9
24 0.456 6 0.399 1 0.344 3 0.469 9 0.417 5 10
4128 Prunus cerasi fera Ehrhar f. 48 0.453 8 0.375 3 0.364 2 0.463 6 0.414 2 10
72 0.444 9 0. 395 6 0. 403 4 0.425 4 0.417 3 10
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Cold Resistance of Ten Species of Deciduous Tirees

WANG Shanshan, FAN Baoguo
(College of Life Sciences,Shanxi Normal University,Linfen, Shanxi 041000)

Abstract ; Taking one-year-old dormant shoots of ten common deciduous garden arbors of Northern region as test material ,

the changes of their electrolyte leakage-rate, soluble sugar, soluble protein and O, generation rate under artificial low

temperature were studied, aimed to analyze the differences of ten trees in different temperature and times. The
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W =& FE X (Fragaria orientalis) 827t ¥ 3% (Viola variegata) | #) ¥ 2k 3% (Potentilla
flagellaris) \#%4% Z % £ (Potentilla anserina) ¥ 2 £ (Papaver nudicaule) . % &3¢ & (Oxytropis
coerulea) KK 3 (Oplismenus undulati folius) . K *+ 4k &, & (Clematis heraclei folia) |, E 3k ¥ (Vicia
unijuga) 7516 (Dicranostigma leptopodum) 35 10 Fp 5 & bk 4 M A XA, A A LI-6400 K440
FERT AR E R BABA SR AN A, BREN - AFEBEREL
B AEREDTNALENE, FEE T EX AT EF ARERE BEERE K
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#2(67. 72£4.567) pmol e m™ « s, R B A WG B A M 4 Bk 209 LCP R &, A (74.21L
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1 #REFE
L1 5 e

PRI R AR AT AL AR KR P, b4 38°50", AR
2 115727, BIRERNMES R, 2EFHKRS 127C,
AEREK LY 550 mm, LR B HEEZ R, AR,
L2 Rmbhe

LIZRJ5 ¥ %t (Fragaria orientalis) B 2 3E (Viola
wariegata) EINREZE b5 3¢ (Potentilla flagellaris) 3858 %
B3¢ (Potentilla anserina) \BF 223 ( Papaver nudicaule) .
WS (Oxytropis coerulea) SR K F (Oplismenus
undulati folius) FM4ERERIE (Clematis heraclei folia) 7B 3k
3 (Vicia unijuga) \ F53s 6 (Dicranostigma leptopodum)
%5 10 FhEPAE M AE Y IR A RE . RO AR B SR
B ERTERRKO/NAA I, B ESE SROKE ZEL
KM EREE R T AL A 5 B R/, R R 3R

semi-lethal temperature calculated by the Logistic equation of electrolyte leakage rate,and combined with the subordinate

function method to make a comprehensive hardiness evaluation. The results showed that Melia azedarach Linn, was

shown to be the most cold resistance,followed by Fraxinus chinensis , Sophora japonica ‘Pendula’, Platanus aceri folia

Willd,Ginkgo biloba L., Acer elegantulum Fang et P. L. Chiu, Euonymus mssckii Rupr. , Diospyros kaki Thunb. ,

Prunus persica Batsch. var. duplex Rehd. ,and Prunus cerasi fera Ehrhar {.. Results would be consulted by landscaping

in cold areas,or the choice,introduction and cultivation of barren hills governance trees.

Keywords : deciduous garden arbors;semi-lethal temperature;cold resistance;subordinate function
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