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Abstract; This paper measured the leaf 8" C value and main physiological indices of three types
of halophytes in Ebinur Lake Wetland Nature Reserve of Xinjiang. These three types of halo-
phytes were all C, plants, and had no significant differences in the 8" C value and water use effi-
ciency. Among the three types of halophytes, euhalophytes had the greatest capacity to suck and
store water, while recretohalophytes had the greatest endurance against salt stress. Water shortage
exerted negative effects on the leaf 8" C value, contents of protein, praline, soluble sugars, and
nitrate, and activity of nitrate reductase. The salt condition in the Reserve did not cause stress on
the recretohalophytes and pseudohalophytes, but had negative effects on the euhalophytes in their
existence.

Key words; 8" C; Pearson correlation coefficient; water use efficiency; halophyte; Ebinur
Lake.

TR EHOKmAZER R E B E
JiiE 25 5 T EER ELAL . AR TR A TS T
[F] Py R T ERBE 11 0 A A [R) 2 Y i ER A A
FRYEAL Y 1A P £ 85 7 B B Pl % 0 e o K R A A
Yook 3 P2, WA ER R ) 5 ER A W O AT
(Breckle, 1995 ;X ] 12119 ,1999) . 7E R4 H.
BoAaE IR EE T R i 8 C (R R/ BRI AR AT
b B AR B 2% i B R DG IR 1) 7K 43 R AR
R L, EP R 8EC AN LAk RS R A Y
HY 317K 50 B ISR (Schuster et al. 1992 ; Lajtha &

# [E 5% [ SR I 4B H (31060061 )
# # WINAEF E-mail: ler@ xju. edu. cn
Wk B, 201006-30 #5252 H I 2010-09-05

Michener, 1994) 8™ C. {E c  Hi4 /K 40 P11 Aok
= ( Farquhar & Richards, 1984 ; Farquhar et al. ,
1989) .

LRI, o8 3 [l 38 R v Dt | B0 g it T S5 X
TR Bk [R) 62 3R S HOK o AR BEFE A AN
HGE , BEEHESE (2005 ) Sl IE 87 C LR B, AR
XF TN BRI RHEY) oK b AR R LR R B
B B 7K 3 R AR s A LA (2007 ) TN 5E T 5 JH
ke Il DXCHE NG 12 Fh BRI i 8P C {E, 3R
B R A AT A ) 7K 20 R 80R s T 3 i AR
SEAE R K o3 R AR e TR AR AL A . 7 B
JF, 2B I0F 45 (2005 ,2007 ) 38 38 X =5 98 i fa) 28 Bl
IR /9 8% C EIIE , A B (9 8% C fEAEA



2342

LR 29 % 12

() A A7 Sk 35 M 22 s BRI ) A1, 8 € {LE 5 BF
KIS AR R e SR (AR,
2005) , [RIA, #RIRER AN BB RS- (2005 ) il i I A 4
o o 4 v SR X LY C, AP Y 87 C AE, UEBH AL 70
A 4 Ffr 2 R 08 7K 43 R 3805 2 B AR R 4 s 22 00
R B, EAEESE(2006) M T M ZE G 2] 500 AR
S AT DU R A s X ) 161 MR 8 C
{H, KIAEY 87 C 5 4FE R K & 52 4 M A Al 56 ¢
F., TRX, WH -y R 87 CE &K
Sy R FEAT T OB, W AR E R AL (BR 4R 4
2002a,2002b) , # A2 VD P A SAT 4555 (IR B A A,
2003,2005) , {HJ2, %F F 5 DX R A H 4 1) 7K
SRR IIRIEIEAZ L, AR 3 B[R A
Eh AR B [R5 2 R R Al AR BRAR R AT T
ST, AT AN [RI AR A A B 7K 43 R 24 57 Bt
SN 25 FE8 A5 Z (R AH LG ZR | DA T 5 XS
B ARG ERA Y BRI ER ot Ab e AR PR R
0 PR

1 HARMXREHARTE

L1 WFFE XA

SCLE I b H AR AR 97 X (82°36' E—83°50E,
44°30'N—45°09'N) i THii4EH /R AR IXEE N, 2
YR ES IR 42 1 04 748 5 AP T b A K R T4 o0 (R B UL
45,2006) . EAEAL 2670. 85 km® AEHAE S C, £
AESE YR K B R 105. 17 mm, WS 7E 78 K & R 1315
mm, [EK AR N A S), B 240 Sl T+
M WK R /L | Ja MU IR R R T 5 A, IhRe Y
TS REEOS 7N IP S AER LIRSS STl 0R7) IR
A HAY TR Z e, ) DO B R H &
F 7 ABE RGP SR TR RER AR 2 AR
MBS o DX PR i A i A S IR T KA I
SIS L BRI - O (Fh i) - A L
FEEEL . 2R T T 54 54
A A JBAE KA SEAE R IR I

LI F AR TR AR X R AL AR SR
Db e 35 DX B R Sie B/ X, B 5 MR Bk
B8 AMEHOEAY, 17 FRER P AR 1 B
PeFAEY) 52 Bb, SR B A R A R AR
( Halostachys caspica ) . % 3% ¥. ( Achnatherum splen-
dens) W4 ( Populus euphratica) . )N ( Kalidium
Soliatum ) VAR RS0 10 ] ( Nitraria sibirica) . F1JRR

( Poacynum pictum) | i 25 ( Phragmites australis) | £k

S K ( Halimodendron halodendron) (375 K ( Halocne-
mum strobilaceum ) | B 3% ( Suaeda glauca) . % A Jik
(Apocynum venetum ) . 1R ¥ ( Haloxylon persicum) |
EE T 4 ( Reaumuria soongorica ) . 1€ A€ %% ( Karelinia
caspia ) FIH 5L ( Glycyrrhiza glabra) ,

L2 MPEEREE

T-2008 4 6 7 22 HFI8 H 25 H7E LT
MR AR 3 AT X, R AR T 35 FiiEY, 275 h AR
PEAR) AN R A A GBS AT R MR L B 19995 48
BFRAF,2006) , NFREEELT 18 FhEh A YIE 5
MR(FR) , BREYIRE SR RAE | BEHLGE U ST
AR H ARSI R A 3 ~ 5 Bk TR IR —FB AL R
MY R IFIR G 70 2 Oy, — 0 57 BIFR H 5 2% 3]
TR, 70 CHET 48 b, W52 A5 7K B AR [)
iR, Ji— I REE L AARIRUKEE (-25 C)
]I BT I FE AR
L3 eIk

I F S K (LWC) B4 LWC (% ) = [ (-
) /B ] x100% THE AR B[R] 07 2% B 4L AR
DU 22 P DR 25 PG S A 2 8 e S 30 = i AR
SARIFMEZE FRE{L ( DELTA™ ) 43477, 43 B 45 S 540
Xt T Prdr #E PDB) ( Craig, 1957) , 0 iR 22 < +
0.2%0, 3" C {H K H& 8" CPDB (%0) = [ ( R,/
R.....)—1]x1000 #1715,

I R ) R T el =) b ik | AT M AR 1 o
K% B irsg il G-250 AT MR AR 125, i
BRECR KRR Ak 1 6 R 340 5L il 1% P R FH g 4
TR E (F22 2 ,2006) o HARIE BRI 1,

1.4 Hdiba

FIFH Microsoft Excel 2003 Fi1 SAS 8. 1 &% 4%

P AT B R R 5 2200 ARG IR

2 HRE5HMH

2.1 FEYIRME R AR 2H s A

1 h, 18 R AR 87 ¢ E BN
(=29. 59%0 ~ —26. 14%0) , 34 C,(=22%0 ~ —34%0)
FC,(—6%0 ~ —19%0) AH Wy A 2 ik [F) A F LU AE 1Y 3
15 i il ( Bender, 1968 ,1971 ; Smith & Epstein,1971) ,
AT LIPS, 3 LS Hh AR ORA DX P o i A 11 18 Fif
LAY ARYE T C, B, 18 Pk A MY Y
8" C -XIME A —27. T4%0 , A L 4 BRYE LA 2 (1A )
R SE Bk [ 437 2% - 24118 ( - 28. 74%0) ( Kérner et al. |
1988 ) B A 1F o AT LA . 1) 6 AR Al 02 X > b



WA 55 S LI 1A AR DR DXCER A AR 1 K R IR 2343
x1 IWMBLEEYHFNEEEERE
Tab.1 Physiological index of leaves in different types of halophytes
eyl 4 R K HHAR i =R AT AR HRIE ) 3¢
(%)  (mg-g'FW) (pg-g'FW) (%) (mg-g") (pg-g' -h") (%)
FR L A R
i dh 4 2 #hFUA . 76.0 15.81+0.23  15.64+0.58 6.33+0.21 0. 120+0. 002 6.30 -27.65
HY Halostachys caspica
EHITUR
L - 76.5 6.85+0.29 2.36=0. 40 6.77+0. 62 0.277+0.018 9.73 -28.12
Kalidium foliatum
A
. 62.0 17.98+0.45  52.36+43.42 0.91+0. 50 0.273+0. 010 3.14 -26. 14
Halocnemum strobilaceum
FhAf
mﬁﬁ g . 84.5 26.02+0. 18  49.27+0. 15 4.04+0. 12 0. 052+0. 019 5.38 -29.52
Salicornia europaea
iz 82.5 16.64+1.23  16. 83+0. 81 2.24+0.05 0. 149+0. 028 4.12 -29.19
Suaeda glauca
ﬁiﬁﬁ 77.5 37.56+0.91  70.53+3.49 3.48+0. 09 0. 254+0. 003 1.32 -26.00
"“%ﬁﬂﬁ‘ . 79.5 24.15+0.17 103.67=+0. 30 6.72+0.21 0.205+0. 028 10. 57 -27.91
Lyctum ruthenicum
g Mapopl
me]ﬂ(ﬁ{ﬂ;ﬂ 76.0 7.35%1.03 302.26=+0.00 6. 11+0. 04 0.018+0.012 4.26 -28.60
Nitraria stbirica
Eh 2N A =
i 4k 2k %%HE 52.0 12.72+0.04  46. 69+0. 66 21.96+1. 96 0. 193+0. 004 19. 26 -27.38
it} Glycyrrhiza glabra
H-I& oy il
i 1“%@':%] - 65.0 15.26+0.06  21.79+1.42 16. 63+0. 46 0. 177+0. 026 5.10 -29.59
Alhagi sparsifolia
b
A,JJCA . 83.0 10. 48+0. 11 3.85+0.28 7.72+0.79 0.237+0.015 11.48 -29.27
Karelinia caspia
s . . 58.5 - 13.85+0. 35 23.42+0. 50 0.105+0. 016 - -25.67
Phragmites australis
N lxﬂi
X - 62.5 33.45+0.50  45.22+0.25 5.44+0.32 - 1.04 -27.28
Elaeagnus angustifolia
\“‘\ *~ £ FEEE Fy
{/«Zk ih i 4 BER . . 49.0 10.48+0. 17 302.26=+0. 00 10. 82+0. 35 0.234+0.010 9.73 -27.37
ity Reaumuria songarica
2
'E}wﬁﬁp 44.0 8.65+0.18 112.48+5.57 13.32+0.90 0.229+0.019 11.97 -27.34
Tamarix leptostachys
%
gﬁiﬁjgﬂ .. 52.0 6.47+0.12  20.43+1.57 9.10+0. 58 0.311+0.016 10.43 -27.16
Tamarix ramosissima
g
j; 1—4[\ i £ L 68.0 5.44+0.09 23.51=0.30 6.96+0. 25 0.070+0. 016 8.61 -27.00
Limonium gmelinii
A 64.8 6.82+0. 15 8.77+0.07 15.24+0. 47 0. 190+0. 006 4.17 -29.03

Populus euphratica
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WA R RAE A EAAAEA Y 87 C Rl 5 £
JEE A3 s /0, BORE A 04 8" C A Rtk B 0 3 Jin i
WA R #a % ( Farquhar et al. ,1989)
2.2 Fdh ER FEERHIY K AR AR L
TR A ARG X T A R SR AU Y 8
C WA R -27. 89%o, WhEE FUHE ) F ~27. 58%0, 1H
ERHIREY) R -27. 84%0 AN ZE T AR (F2), %8
HAZESE LR A SR PR IX 3 JERTRI A £ A
TR K 3 R A AR T i 25 57

Tab.2 Comparison of foliar 8" C values and physiological indexes of different type halophytes

B 3BC Y R KR EAT =N G HAR TE AR I i
(%o) (%) (mg-g'FW)  (pg-g'FW) (%) (mg-g™) (pg-g' -h")
b ~27.89 A 76.81 A 19.05 A 76.62 A 4.58 A 0.16 A 5.60 A
W ~27.58 A 55.56 B 7.57 A 93.49 A 11.09 B 0.20 A 8.98 A
FEER A -27.84 A 64.20 B 17.98 A 26.28 A 15.03 B 0.17 A 9.22 A

AR TR A AR R
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ol s /D iR i) iz i, DATITRE 3 0 i 7 AR Hh el AR
ZErpoR R R T (P55 ,2008) , I, X JEAHY)
A7 AT REIE i B R 2 HORE 2 S M PR A e B
BRI TR L, AR A 2 B SR UK 73

IR RRIETE 3 KB P AT B I 22
S, (E A AR B i A, N 93.49 pg - g

*£3 HHEYEISERE Pearson tHX R E

FW, BHERRE R YOS R iR 2 — 1
CLEIRE 1 AR PR X, 3 2k AR AR X R 5 3
B 35 IS V22 5
2.3 3 FhEhAAR YA B bR Al YA S

TR A P SRR O T R R AR B R o R 4
Ji, K G35 R AT AR YR GO S 1R R s, B
R B 8" C (B AT LA Ta] A 52 1 i PR 458 A P R A B
KI5 SRR EE . RERZSHI M A K S A Y
8UC R W A (-0.72) (£ 3) , fdh WEhE
TR I AR B R % (K4 585), [
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Tab.3 Pearson’s correlation coefficients of euhalophytes between different indexes

IRE| 3C R K B i 2R R A TSR A 5
d3BC 1Y 1

I K -0.72" 1

HE 0.38 0. 20 1

IR -0.10 -0. 05 -0.22 1

GRS -0.29 0.36 -0.34 0.25 1

TEEN A 0.70 -0.48 0.21 -0. 54 -0.23 1

TS RRIA J5 -0.35 0.24 -0.38 -0.16 0.73" 0.10 1

* * P<0.01, * P<0.05,

F 4 IEEEY ZIEFRE Pearson 18X R

Tab.4 Pearson’s correlation coefficients of recretohalophytes between different indexes

i H 3 C K BEE e RRN QIR d i HAA T R A 5
8]3 C {E‘ 1

i K -0.63 1

B 0.37 -0.25 1

[ RRN 0.27 -0.72 0.53 1

CIRFE e 0.45 -0. 67 -0.45 0.02 1

HAS A -0.77 0. 61 -0.3 -0.03 -0. 61 1

Tl R A 5 0.09 -0.22 -0.74 0.03 0.56 0.22 1

* % P<0.01, * P<0.05,

*5 WHEEY ZIEFRE Pearson 18X R

Tab.5 Pearson’s correlation coefficients of pseudohalophytes between different indexes

i H d3PC I MK HHR it R CIRY e HEA T R4 It ity
3B CE 1

P ST -0.35 1

HE R 0. 04 -0.74 1

IR 0.24 -0.58 0.93* 1

AT -0. 81 -0.22 0.36 0.04 1

TEE 0. 00 -0.73 0.42 0.22 0.28 1

il R A J5L 0.85 -0.77 0.35 0.37 -0.38 0.35 1

# % P<0.01, * P<0.05,
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