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Abstract To elucidate the factors responsible for salt tolerance in Oryza latifolia Desv., we measured the photosynthetic
rate, stomatal conductance, intercellular CO. concentration (Ci) and CO. fixation efficiency in the salt-stressed leaves,
compared with those of the salt susceptible wild rice species O. rufipogon Griff., salt-tolerant O. sativa cultivar SR26B, and
susceptible O. sativa cultivar IR28. In the cultivated species, the photosynthetic rate decreased with the application of NaCl
due to the decrease in the CO. supply rate associated with the stomatal closure and lowering of the Rubisco activity,
whereas in the wild rice species, the closure of the stomata was the main factor responsible for the decrease in the
photosynthetic rate. Photosynthetic rate without the effects of stomatal closure that was measured with a liquid phase type
oxygen electrode was maintained in O. latifolia under the stress conditions, and the superiority was remarkable in terms of
leaf senescence. Using this method, the photosynthetic rate of leaves grown under normal conditions was also measured in
the reaction buffer containing NaCl at different levels. In O. latifolia, the photosynthetic rate was maintained in the buffer
solution containing 655mM NaCl, suggesting that the photosynthetic enzymes and thylakoid membrane of this species
display specific characteristics of enhanced resistance to NaCl.
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N4 %A (Kaiser et al., 1981 ; Seeman and Critchley,
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(A TE, 1987 ;RS |, 1989). Ciildx&RiL%EF

L7z CO: DG & ABIZ K BEEE DN v 2T
WEB, Ledo-T,d55%0FTFIkT5CeExds
BOREDIKTE £ 4 5 Z & T, XABRE DK
THER A CO. DGR (KILBAE) , KUHERE
FOWPEEIFTTIRADBZIENTES, 72, Ci
BHARDIERE L AL XNBEDT, CiDENIZ
5B B DZELE 7oy b L7 Ci ARt
#(A/Ci A —7) OYIAENL, CO: [EEMETH
5)7u0—21,5_VVBILEFYI—F

(Rubisco) D¥%EME#% (Faquhar and Sharkey, 1982) ,
XHIZFDORKAEIR, VTa—-215 2 Vg
(RuBP) O AR &# R T EHEALALON TS
(Faquhar and Sharkey, 1982) .

CO: DIENANDOPLEUZIL, ERBIABES, <L
PP, NIRRT, & o ZIERBIAEIET 5 28,
Z DT & 58 < CO DL A W3 2 DIE K FLIK
PiTdh 5. HEREO CO: FERRICKITTHA b L2
DB EFARDFICKILOHED N ABRE %
e 2 0Ed 5, HBREEREL, Z0H
BN B L 2= THTH 5. KETIE, HESEMl
L, BIREORE (HCOs ) D&M T TR ®E
BEIET 5728, ENNNOREORE IR %X
RS, ERERNAND CO MLEUENIZ# K< % 5
ZENTES. LEMNST, Bohfiiix, 5o
BRI B X e W IERER D CO [l ERE %7 L T
LHEIONS.

AWk, 9BKAELRIETHRABGERE ,
RUSflavgr sy 25fEL, A MLV ZATT
DHABOEE O T ER ARG L7z, RGO
WA RIEM: & B 5 -0, WeHIAIRE KMk &
WTRILDOEE A 5L L RARBENEZHN, O.
latifolia D¥ZHVEFEDVE A P L A FTRIE P LAV
PR % REt L7,

MHELUHE

HEHE b L URIERG

k2 1%, JIRCAS i ##8 7 Ar 12 45 v T NaCl

(12 dSm™; % 113 mM) 1F4E POEFR 4 fRIFIR
X 7= ¥ 4 O. latifolia Desv. (IRGC Acc. No.
100965) % HIv 7z, A28 Tl sz B A4 A O.
rufipogon Griff. (IRGC Acc. No. 105390) , & 7z lb#&
mnfl & U OB RRRR R M Fd O. sativa L. cv. IR28,
FOHEYESFE O. sativa L. cv. SR26B % v 7=, %7
HRRIIFE T ORI D R E 45°C T3 HMB &, 1K
MREZATHE L 7z, PHEE UCHAERGE (RVL =L+ T

AN 2000 15 75 F0K I 24 BRRRE) & (32°C,
24 BERIAIZINE) &1T- 7. s 3 ~— 4 EHIE

U 75 % AR K B # ((NH4)2SO4 48.2 mg/1, KsSO4
15.9 mg/l, MgSO: 65.9 mg/l, KNO; 185 mg/I,
Ca(NOs)2 59.9 mg/1, KHPO: 24.8 mg/l, Fe-citrate
(Fe:03) 2 ~ 5mg/l) #&#r 48 X 80 X 20cm D 7°
T AF g 7%y MICREHE L KRR U722, MR
BREHEFED CRERT TS 2F 9 278OH¥FL
IZBEE L. /8y P28 DD IR AT -Riaz F
O — L EENE, TOTUREIED A > 729 % 3%
B L7z, KBROEHIE 7 HEiir», pHid pHE!
(HM-10P, HHRER L¥EMRASHE) #HWT, 5.0
~5512kB K BYRIEL /2.

NaCl i3, WX AFLR % 72t ABlE
FOMERIZDWTIE, it 48 H BIZfg#l NaCl %
A B SRIEEEE A6 dSm?, 12dSm? & %5 &S
IZIRIMU 72, X OBLXIZEEIZ, 0.9dSm! T
bot. BRIZEEIL, BLAIZEEG (CM-14P,
WER LEHRASH) L2 72, #EVHO
YA BB ICHO ROV TIE, % 48 H
HiZ 40, 80, &%1¥120 mM NaCl & 7% % K 5 12 K#f
W NaCLRUBE U 7=, KBRE A2 RT3 RIS L
7. ZTOMNIIRRICH 7212 NaCl 2R LU s 25 7=,
F7, KBITEHCHIBE L b 5 72, SR O
BB 2 A T3 KIEE L.

BRARMEREICL D RBRHEE DBRIE
HIEIZIE, NaCl AUBHETIC IR L - EREE 0% s
B (55 10 £ 721355 11 %) RO ZHICBEET 3
SO0 e aRERMEL AV, AB% 7T HEK
O 14 HBIZHERFRB A 5E T U 7232 3 U 72, JllE
i3 Kawamitsu et al. (1999) O I HET 7=, HIE %
BRAGS 2 ISy LEER, Bk 7 v 77 (D400, HZ)
D% 1000 ~ 1200 2 mol m? s* D4R & THAS L 7z,
FHEFINANOZEXEA TR, Yo, i, SEmay
3% B LU COIREHOBBISEM 2RI T % 5%
KNEMLR % Fv, ABGRE, i, KU,
HEN CO: ZWE L 72, FIHLFINOEARSE L BEX
WMEOREIZIE, Thfh~vZx7u—av bu—
 — (STEC %L, SEC-4400) , 7 — )L =2 Z (YAMATO-
KOMATSU, CTE82W) # /=, [RLFDO AL L
HIOD COx R, HxHERE I, ZhZhfkitgy 2
M El (Li-CORfE, Li-6251), MXHVEE £ ¥ 4 —
(Vaisala t1., HMP-112Y) Tl L7z, HIESMHE,
A 225 & 8.5 Lmin?, Yo% 13 1550 1 mol m? s?
DFIFDE, B 30 + 0.1°C, FEMAL> 1.8~2.0 kPa %
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KUVCO 8B IX, 360 ppm TH 7. 7, KA
— 4N CO: R FERIRF D 4150, COL IR 1, 0~ 1100
LI ET10 B e L 7=,

Cild, UFoX»r o8 L7,

Ci=Ca—P (racos + rscoy)

ZZT, PIRNAABEE, Caldft CO W,
ra( oy li%ﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁ B I'S(coy 135 ALECHT
THhb.

HRHEMBREERICLIBERORXLEGBEEDAE

ML, WAHZYER KM (Clark-thpe, Rank Brothers,
England) % fi\> Ishii et al. (1977) DT - 7.
AR NaCl %8RS T 40, 80, } 1120 mM I
5 K 51TA T 14 HEMRA 5 NaCl £ RN X & 7=
ERDOE 1 (& Ei5e2EmE), S, $HViE
DO HYLERAL 1 em? # R B TYIBR L, 0.5 mM 6
i 7Ly &% &t 50 mM HEPES-NaOH (pH7.2)
PR T2 mm X 2 mm iz X 5ISHINT L 7. F 0k,
1~25 5L 7%, AUEREREGORERF 2
Ny MIHEF A AN, 5~ 9 E L L%, 30
mM NaHCO; #% MU, KIS %k X872, KIGK
DI 25°C, oI 1200 pmol m? st & L7z,

ﬁ}#w-fr’;A&ﬁEr& X9 NaCl D E N 2 @B %
B 721, BREBEMRIEIC K B ISk U 22
%mvﬁﬂhﬂﬁﬁbfw&wéwtowfd,ﬂ
EHFE 2Ny FND NaCl B 2 F 4 % 2 THREK
HOERE e U 7=, WlEIciE, R bAise 2R
HEOEEIEELIIPE108E) 2, HET2ESE
ERD K S5 ITERHX L, [RAR O R T 2 mm X 2

ISHIBT L, 1 ~20 R L. 20k, HlEsE

F 2Ny MDD NaCl 8 & #IRE T 100,
300, # &L U655 mM IZFRE Uk 3B S A Il E
U7z, #9107y [e % BESF L 2%, 30 mM NaHCO:s
EHRMU, RIGZEPG S 272, RISHEOWREIZ 25°C,
BRI IE 1200 g mol m? s' Tdh - 7z, HIEH, HEH
EHEDT—80CIRFL, 7o 7 4 LEROME
IZHW, Zzaa 7 4 LOREIER Porr et al. (1989)
DHHEIZE - 7=,

at EEDAE

BRI AL THRABOHEE 2 JlE U 22tk , Hl
EEA AR L, FlAAEA, ROEHACTHRE
U7ztk, 80°C CT2BsMlMzMt & &7z, WL 729V 7
LA L , B 0.25g 12 0.1%1i & 50ml il
%, 80°C 12 24 Wil I\ 7. Ml & FLIF 0.45 um D

AVIFTVYT4NE—THML, WRTDA 4 V&
BiA4KXvru~wt 574 — (DXAQ, DIONEX
) THIELZ. B4 A v Oaiicid, #— A3
2 (IonPac, CG12), 48t 5 24 (IonPac, CS12)
ARV, BEERICIZ20mM X & Y ZA)L ok VR A
U 7=, Gk & INEER O, 18M Q ML Eo#H
A (Milli-RX, HA I URT7HE) %z,

BRHLUEE

H#EN CO 2% (Ci) 1%, XfLEI L7z CO: DR
EHAKIZE D COEEEDINS Y ZATRES., X
FLUZEZHTIZE T 5 CIOZELIZERT 5 2L T,
HABGRE O FER % KALOFSHIC L 3 s D L 3
RIS DEHEDIE T2 & 3 & D L2530 F TR %
ZenTED (K- A, 1987 FRS , 1989).
2F0D CiOK FENRAREED Zh& D KE
WAL, BERERO COIEERE L D & COMHEEA
KPFLAZE, DEDXILAEAKL 22 & % Bk

WIZHABGREDIETERCIDZh &) KE
WA, [ILEA L 7= CO. DL E X D FERE O
COFEIERNAXELEPLAEZ L AEKT B LEX
5 T3,

Table 112 NaCl QW% 7 HH 6 & O° 14 H H D%
DWABEE %R L7z, Q7 H BI213 0. rufipogon
D AIZ NaCl DB L A 5 Wt BXIZ N 11%K T
L7z, JLBEH% 14 H BIS1Z O. latifolia DA B HE EE
B S h 2ot L, Zh US04 3 TIEF 10
~20%KF L7z, Kflav g 2V 2 FRRICIET
LTz Z &h, 56 (Table 2), NaCl UWBIZfE S A
BB TERE L TETROBMIEZEZ SN
7z. L2 LEND CO: ¥#% (Ci) (Table3) &X4&
BOREDOIK T 2 L4 5 &, HABEE KT X
3 WK A f &K RSB TR A B Z L AURE X
Nz, 72 & %212 12 dSm? NaCl X Tl #5570 IR28
& SR26B DRABHE 1T ZNZF N 10% & 18%IK T
LDz LT, CiDIK FERZThENh 8%, 12%
Th -7z, — 8, WHER O. rufipogon TIENA KM
FEIZ14%IE FL7=DIZx L CliZ 23%IE F LTk D,
CiOBHKREAE N L. LEAST, HARHEE
MET L2 FRNE, B4FE O. rufipogon TIZKFLDO
BHEH, A5 IR RILO S & #ERIER D CO. [FlE
BROKFEELILNS.

X2 Ci- AKHER (A/Ci A — ) 12O TR
5. FERNMBERERD CO DIHIREEIZ A%<,
MBSO CO IREZIZIZEALEEBNZ L0 5

(Sharkey et al., 1982) , Ci (2 HAKRDIE G &
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Table 1 Effect of NaCl on the photosynthetic rate of the leaves of Oryza species grown at different

NaCl levels
Variety and NaCl Before treatment 7 DAT 14 DAT
species (dS m™) (pmol m?s?) (%) (xmol m?s?) (%) (xmol m?s?) (%)

0 31.0 £ 1.4*

IR28 6 319+ 28 103
12 33.6 1.3 109

0 31819 100

SR26B 6 3.1t 16 98
12 324+02 102

0 295+ 09 100

O. rufipogon 6 28.6 = 2.1 97
12 309+ 0.3 105

0 242+ 05 100

O. latifolia 6 25.7 £ 0.6 106
12 254 £ 0.6 105

100*

274£07 100
291+ 14 106
2711%£12 99
241£06 100
277105 115
250=%04 104
26.1+04 100
26.0 =09 100
23.3+03 89
199 2.0 100
19.7 £ 09 99
20.0 £ 0.7 101

225%35 100
240 £ 11 107
203 =36 90
258 £0.7 100
248 £0.7 96
212%£19 82
20.8 £ 1.6 100
21313 102
179 £ 0.8 86
191+ 14 100
20.0 £ 0.3 115
19.0 £ 1.3 100

* Values are means * S.E.
* Values indicate the percentage to the control.
DAT: days after treatment.

Table 2 Effect of NaCl on the stomatal bonductance in the leaves of Oryza species grown at

different NaCl levels
Variety and NaCl Before treatment 7 DAT 14 DAT
species dS m?) (mmol m?s?) (%) (mmol m?s?) (%) (mmol m?s?) (%)

0 707.9 £+ 32.7%  100* 489.3 + 21.7 100 527.3 =285 100
1IR28 6 7457 =417 105 4852 * 159 69 5283=x 65 100
12 720.5 = 54.4 102 404.7 = 26.8 57 364.6 = 4.4 69
0 5495+ 11.6 100  404.7 = 27.0 100 3953 % 4.0 100
SR26B 6 608.0 =545 111 3385106 62  357.8 329 91
12 593.9 = 14.5 108 251.7 = 10.2 46 2525+ 94 64
0 494.9 £ 36.0 100 4247+ 75 100 332.6 =529 100
O. rufipogon 6 483.2 + 289 98 3124 £ 18.0 63  244.0 £ 29.8 73
12 496.2 + 37.8 100  236.1 = 14.5 48 1725+ 9.1 52
0 425.7 £ 18.0 100 395.6 = 52.3 100  369.4 £ 35.7 100
O. latifolia 6 5379 + 334 126 283.6 = 24.2 67 4074 £ 223 110
12 551.3 = 18.4 130 2246% 7.2 53 2181 %135 59

* Values are means + SE.
*2 Values indicate the percentage to the control.
DAT: days after treatment.

WETHIENTES., LEzA-T, A/GiH—T
OWH/AENE CO: [EERFEEH 5D L, HARDK;
KI5 5 CO:lEERTI, T4bbdH) Tu—2
D UEEANEKF Y T —¥ /[ FF 7 F — £ (Rubisco)
DEMEEZEL TWBLEE X 5N 3 (Sharkey et al.,
1982 ; AHE - FR, 1987). £7z, A/Cih— T DY
Mg, VYV 7u—215 2 Vg (RuBP) OF4
BEHDIEE L 42 5 (Faquhar and Sharkey, 1982). %/
WK (CO. FERIH) 1& NaClRLEHZ & > TR T

LD, WEOHLbhHIZHMEITRE > T
(Fig. 1). % Z ¢, NaCl QB i & 2B #% o A/Ci
B — T OYARDO —BHOREE I Ko7 T
%, IR28 & SR26B DALBFI R DMEHZ 121X, ThE
N1%E 5% L NLTHBE RO LN, ZDZ L
6, IR28 & SR26B Tid, NaClZUEEIZ & 1) Rubisco
WHHEMET L TWAZ Rk, —F, B4E
& D O. rufipogon & O. latifolia T 3., O. latifolia D
NaCl AB % DY ABE B EHE KT T 28 DD,
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Table 3 Effect of NaCl on the intercellular CO: concentration (Ci) of the leaves of Oryza species

grown at different NaCl levels

Variety and NaCl Before treatment
species (dS m?) (xmol m?s?) (%)

7 DAT 14 DAT
(pmol m?s?) (%) (xmol m?s?) (%)

0 2832+ 4.3 100%
IR28 6 2810+ 54 99
12 2822+ 22 100
0 2593 = 4.7 100
SR26B 6 266.0 = 44 103
12 2677+ 19 103
0 259.6 = 4.8 100
O. rufipogon 6 256.2 £ 11.6 99
12 258.0 £ 8.7 100
0 2623+ 32 100
O. latifolia 6 2718+ 34 104
12 2832+ 14 108

262.1 = 6.2 100 2973 +124 100
2555+ 45 97 2853 % 46 95
244.7 £ 3.0 93 2753+ 15.0 92
254.8 3.9 100 2583+ 2.7 100
2204 +£53 86 2453+ 7.7 95
1918 £ 7.3 75 2282+ 34 88
254532 100 2656 %= 88 100
2218+ 24 87  220.7 +10.8 83
244.7 £ 93 9% 204.1* 3.9 77
2694 + 2.4 100 2823+ 21 100
239.7 £ 51 89 2689+ 4.6 95
208.3 £ 3.2 77 2238 9.9 79

* Values are means & S.E.
* Values indicate the percentage to the control.
DAT: days after treatment.
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SR26B
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R2=0.98**
50 100 150
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Photosynthetic rate (umol m-2s-1)
w
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0. latifolia

O Control
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[ J
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5 =0.07x-2.9|
0 R2=0.97**
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X J
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Intercellular CO, concentration (uL L)

Fig. 1 Photosynthetic rate as a function of intercellular CO; consentration
in NaCl -(closed circles) and non-stressed (open circles) leaves.
Note: Data obtained at low values of CO: concentration are expanded in

the inset for clarity.
**: Significant at 1% level.

MiE O 2T HEEE S, BB T CO: [H
ENHIZX T 5 NaCl OB/ S o7, DED
ZEenb, ARG O. rufipogon, KU O. latifolia D
Rubisco W4 i3 NaCl LB D 2B IF L A E S5 T &
WweEziohs,

A/Ci B — T DA BEE D i KA % NaCl QU R

HTHEKT 3L, ZDXITIR28, 0. latifolia, O.
rufipogon, X U'SR6BDINET Ak X<, ZhZFh
11.6, 5.7, 4.3, KU 25 umol m? s € F L Cu 7.
Zhid, IR28 Tid RuBP D HARFEIZ NaCl DFz&
ML B b Z L AR L T3,

AV7 T, NaClWEHZ kK > TRuBP D7 — L
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# 4 X & Rubisco {EMEMI A AME T L, JeABERE A
KT+ #EHH 5 (Seemann and Sharkey,
1986). AWfFeTiE, A/Ci /1 — 7T OYIALEL S & HE
%2 L 7= Rubisco 7 1&, NaClEIZ & & %5 5T,
IR28 > SR26B > O. latifolia > O. rufipogon DNEIZ K
EAKF U, 72 NaClAEIZE & %% 5 RuBP D
HRES11Z ,IR28 > O. latifolia > O. rufipogon > SR26B
DIETKE K FL, Wit & R MR i IR28
IZBWVWT NaCl DE R REKREL DS bhi,

RN OMEE 2 Nat i34 A+ VN T ¥V ZDOBELR &
RGO E5 1 X/ Z 3. 4 FOMIEEDE
WA IIAR CHERA PR T A A A L, EHA
DIFOFEN % Ak L Ty 3 (Tsuchiya et al., 1994).
WA RO R YERBEIZK <, il 2 1F 12 dSm™ NaCl
TTHM B L ZHA, SR6B & L TOo.
rufipogon T 1915, O. latifolia T 10 15% < %4 &
L 7= (Nakamura et al., 2002). Na* &EOEIIZE
UEARGRE IS T L7228, Nat ioxbd 2 A0
IS SRRz AL N, 72 & 213 SR26B (X HEH I
WM 1g H7-0) 9 ~ 23 ymol Nat 2 ZR L 7248, %
DL EDOHAKEE T 28 pmol m? s A 5 19 4 mol
m?s K F U7, — ), O. latifolia TIE, &5 T
SR26B DFY 10 fi512MH% 4 5 Nat #EHICER L /-
2, HABORE L Nat FRIZBIfR 2% < 22 4mol m? s?
fHETEIXWE K572, O. latifolia SO 4 3Tl
KA BOEE & Nat &/ & ORISEWADHBIRI A
Ao H, 0. latifolia TiZiti# OB AHBIBE 5
BALNT, O. latifolia 133 T Na*t # L RIZER
LCENARBEIEMFET I EE RO NI .

A FOIFA MV AT KBHABEEDEKTIL, 1)
KRF V¥ v LOKTFIZ & B RFLOBHSH, 2) RERIE

ERRICE b BEROKE, RU'3) ENDREH
Z PRI DR R FIZKHI T & B (Delifine et al.,
1998 ; Kawasaki et al., 2001 ; Maegawa et al., 1987) .
NaClfFfE P T HAEKEE 2 S MR TZ 0.
latifolia 13 Zh 6 DERK E LS HASBHEE AL C
W3EEZOND, IhE RN SIMEERRIC T
5LTEZDE, AL, 1) BNORBEHNBEML
TERILAE RO Z &, 2) MlEPIZHA L T& 7
Nat ZERANH LA 28818 E W L, 3) WA
BAERT DRERMRENE NI &, HDHWNIT4)
KARDH T H % HEfkih I K UHIIRE OBERTFOIE
SIENRENZ EEREFEL OIS,

JALD B O BANEERFR DN ABRIEME % i 5
7o, AR R BRI 2 VT, B2 5 14 HIE
NaCl #WRIX X & 72854 KF O. rufipogon & O. latifolia
DIAIKBES) & L L 7= (Table 4). O. rufipogon O
FHABHE L, ENICHRE WThOESG TN
B NaCl ¥R A4 212D TIK F L7z, NaCl/
PROREIL, BN TR E B IZDONTHEML 7=,
—7%, O. latifolia T35 V HEIZD A NaCl D 2 )
ALz, ZORRIL, O. latifolia DIERIBDIEN:
2 NaClFAE FCEK MR EhTnWBd Z L %RL T
W5, 7, ZOMRITERYME NaClFENICB»
NEHEGTEHELNEZEDTH B9, 0. latifolia D
REFMBEDEE #RLTOWAHEELELLL
5. ZZT, BREAGOFEAPRT 572012, 2
ML Z2EGZTHRWERL, SHES ZFRELL , KIGTE
12 NaCl # I U T A BGRE % JI7E U 7z (Table
5). & NaCl (655 mM) % & IR T O. rufipogon
DA R TN DK 30% F TIKT L 22D
U, O. latifolia TIE60%E T F L. ZOHER

Table 4 Photosynthetic O evolution rate in the top, third and fifth leaves of wild Oryza species at

14 days after NaCl treatment

. NaCl 02 evolution (xmolOz dm? hr')
Species -
(mM) Top leaf %) Third leaf %) Fifth leaf %)

O. rufipogon 0 392 £ 6.5  (100)* 467 + 21.0 (100) 304 + 35.0 (100)
40 429 £ 56.0  (110) 442+ 75 ( 95) 75 £ 72.0 (25)

80 365 £+ 16.5 (93 448 + 10.0 (196) 82 +33.0 (27

120 264 + 67.5 (67 314 =355 (67 25+ 385 ()

O. latifolia 0 438 =450  (100) 350 + 48.0 (100) 166 = 5.5 (100)
40 495 £ 10.0  (113) 365 + 66.5 (104) 166 =+ 21.0 (100)

80 482 £ 125  (110) 409 + 35.5 117 182 £ 35.0 (109)

120 461 £ 225  (105) 354 + 325 (101) 12 = 10.5 ()

* Values are means * S.E.
*2 Values indicate the percentage to the control.
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Table 5 Photosynthetic O: evolution rate of leaves
of wild Oryza species grown at different
NaCl levels

NaCl O: evolution (zmol Oz mgchl! hr?)
(mM) 0. rufipogon (%) O. latifolia (%)

0 79x16.7% (100) ** 82+ 87 (100)
100 62133 (78 83+ 6.9 (102)
300 59+100 (74 79 £ 4.0 ( 96)
655 25+ 35 (31 49 =45 ( 59)

* Values represent means * S.E. of there or four plants

per treatment.
* Values indicate the percentage to the control.
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