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HE

AKX vA PAR(AA 20454F) 800 pmol -m™-s™" iR A 25 C AR (CK) %
E 6 N[ LITI(PAR 200 pmol - m2+s™,4 °C) .LIT2( PAR 200 pmol-m™2-s™",
6 °C) .LIT3(PAR 200 pmol-m™ « s™',8 °C) .I2T1( PAR 400 wmol -m™-s™ 4 °C) .
L2T2(PAR 400 pmol-m™ - s7',6 °C) #= L2T3( PAR 400 pmol-m™>-s™",8 C) ], %
F A2 6.12.24 48 F= 72 h, VARF AR 55 A E Wit st & 5k G 20T 4 R o B A &
FREEEHTERENE TEREORERRARSZTHY 0. EREV KRB L
IE WAL AT R G-T 4 4B LB s d 3 sk 3R 5T B 4 Bu b ) R 2 3
R, W R0 T B 4B s e R AT ) 69 R AL S5 3 L3R AR R AR IR B3 e hia B
FHART B EAeet R o T TAWE G fi B A AM 45 ARG THER
Ao RARRA B ) 0 TALAL S 5 0 L3R R — B 2 AR K vt R TR MRS S
BAI2TI B T2 h & &%, 5 ) A 94.88.77.00 A= 41. 62 mg-g ™' ;A4 T M
FOLFREMANE G ENERESW RS R -, Efort F O TEREO S
HAI2TI A 12 h ®d, ALITI RE 2 h RIKG AR B EHHERLRSZTHA
OB 6 BALAS RS TR R E A BN ER T H AT R RAEEOY
vy s FAKIR. AT S IE 52 B F A KR BRI, T A B R @i b
Ay nB, e 24 h BN E SR EME.
KA

1R% 83 0 T4 o TR MdE & & s R AR B

FESES S614.226
XHkFRERD A

0 58
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&t ( Lycopersicon esculentum Mill. ) B A EY Al £
A TRAEE Bt /N LA 3 v I D5 3 a2 7 7 I o B 22 | BIR
B AR TR AR A AR LR P O ) AT YRR R R R S 2 e 1% it 7 b
AR R BRI ARG 55 45 R/ 35 3, 15t P4 IR R 5 '
Ry VR A A0 A 7 R R )2 4 B BB AR A IR B8 55 D' A
T MIDEE HRRAL AL PR BTSSR o
FIReR AR S — R A AR

T FEE TG R 52 i V1 5 4 T 9 o R 3R TR L MU A
Wy VAR 2, S T AR 0 A T 0 R N 3 TG 7 A R
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Walker %5 (B 58 IESE ARIEL 2 “CAL3E 3 d, Al
T4 R R i 3 PR AIG. Kawasaki 5611 3F— 25 5T
B MRIIRIE 16,6 COREE 7 d, FAMRRMN T 5
I E R T 5.8 CAH LR N EZ MR T, X
P AR ) o 43 T B A B O E A 4 L EL-
Gizawy %" W58 W, T it A Ak A Bk vmr L i v AL LA
Ky 1 AE 55 06 W8 TR YA AN [R) R EE A AR,
VLSS CIN IR 9 A= K AH AT 22 A R 550 45 14
AR ARG N, R AR TR A Y R S AR AR
#Kﬁ%[lz»m‘

Wi AR RS ERY B AR R
R RR AR S TR A 4 SR Yu S A
B, BEAR A B Hp Y m] S M S B R e Y
SR 10, X 55 % 7 i A B 5T 2 — BT Ou
ST — 2B BRI S A S AR BEAR R
B[] A SE G OB i 2 3R B i R R AR RIS I R
I, ATV PR R 2R 7 1 ) S S v IS I
PP RN BRI RS RO CRE
Y, T H S 1 2270 O 4 R R] 42 M 2 3 iR
I HE A5 R - B 52 IR Yan 258 I K R4l
TE 6 CARIRAL T AT i 098 T3 o, 2R 11 B
F BTN AR 3 R EE A AR b 2 g R AR ) AR
PR AL A A AR ) 0 Lee 2620 & BUAIGIR 75
SRR AT B % N A (cold-stress-
responsive proteins ) . %} T8 F T & 5 % % BR A9 e B
J5 T, A BG4 0 G BRI T KRR R R
TR B AR 0 & B, A 15 °C/5 C (B
) 100 pmol-m™-s " AL B 5 d B}, ¥ 7 5 B
(AT PR 2R 11 o L AL BT RS I T 107, 20% , fH
Wi A 3 B ) ) SEE A AT M AR P ST R R Ui
24 TR A0 L PN ) B R T ) O A ) R
DUARHR S, — 7 T8 Joa J5E 2 B 4 45 e AR A%, o5 — T
T BRI AR FE B BT Y R & Edh
[ I (I R /A T TN B s 1 & A v
TR R 2B FE TR & = >

1645 2R Ak, VRN 5555 5 XU I 38 X 152 it 7 i
BEEFRY ST 5 A BE R S e AT U A AR T H
P N TP G5, MR i il 45 2 B S
FEY) BT HG A B ATV PR RN R AR | U0 S 2 BE R AN AT
R SR T BUAE A A B B9 43 B A6 I Ui
55 1% e 1 R A 1k 1 48 7 AR IR 55 0' R i 3 %o
TR R A B %) 52 ) AL B AF 5% 4 SR T Oy 1 it e i A
PRI R e SR R R AR
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1 #R5FE

KNIt
RITF 2017 4F 4—5 H £ 25 B TR K%
Venlo i 55 % (TPG-2009 Australian) N #E47 (118°
43'E,30°12'N) A 550 5t Bl “ S35 F0” ( Lycoper-
sicon esculentum Mill. | cv. ¢ Zadari’ ) , B30 & 1 76 3% 3
IR P HAT PR AR S em B AR KA )
EE R T HRHE A A 2 bR B H AR 25. 4
em, IR 19.0 cm, FAERE T2 5 ke, il 0. 78 g JRE |
0.64 g Ca(H,PO,),-H,0 Fl 1. 11 g KCLAER 35
FHLE 1.45% 2R 0. 12% 2 0. 10% A 5A
80.5 wg-g ' AHRME27.6 pg-g” AR 125.2 pg-
g ' ,pHMH 6.75.581 3 d ) , B AL B AN T SARAR
HREAT A 3G 1R IR S O XU AR B IR 4y
BIEE R 4.6 Fi18 °C 3 KW, Jeh A R4St (Pho-
tosynthetically Active Radiation, PAR) 15 & & 200
400 pmol - m™ - s7'2 NIKE dE 6 AN AL B, B LITI
(PAR 200 wmol + m™2-s™ 4 °C)  LIT2 (PAR 200
pmol-m™+s™" 6 °C) .LIT3(PAR 200 wmol-m>-s™",
8 °C) \L2T1(PAR 400 pmol + m™2-s™" 4 C) 1212
(PAR 400 pmol -m™-s™" 6 °C) A1 L2T3 ( PAR 400
pmol + m™+s7",8 °C ), Lk PAR 800 wmol-m™-s™"
HREE 25 CNXTHR (CK) AL EE A 3 IR 43 TE
AEBR 6,12 .24 48 F1 72 h Ji BUREI & . N TS A8
o RERDGA A RR ST BT R 12 h R 75%,
BEEIRZEN£0.5 C.
1.2 TS E LGRS NE

HF A A B AR AR AN [ B (R 25 ) ke
3R, 105 C 37 5 min J5 BT 85 CHLAE rhyt
TZEE, AR K 0.01 g W T R0 E & 28 B
e o 0 1 i1 o 7 D i o LT R e [ R = R/
W)

P.=W/W, (1)

P =(W+W,)/W,, (2)
BV R L A 1 o L 1 B O 7/ D T T A Y
W, W, Wi kAR 25 iR, Bl o/
B WO BB BT B B i, S g/ fk.

1.3 BEFBFHEESEMNE

VA AR I 2 T SR P R - B L €3
Bo.05 g BERERMAHN THTEOE T 5~6 mL
K, 7K 30 min, 85 250> 10 min(4 000 % /min) ,
£ FIHWRAEIA 25 mL 50, HE 3 IR ERE 25

1.1
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mL, Hil AR BOR. T R B 0.1 mL, il 3.0 mL &
7,90 °C 7K 30 min, 620 nm P T L.

1.4 HEFBSRERSENNE

Vi I A R 1) 52 Ty 1 R P B = ) e kT
¥ 0.05 g HERER 2 5 mL 10% L TRBFEAR I, E 45
2 100 mL I3 38 BB 1 mL, I AZEIE/K 1 mL,
JKEET = 3 mL PRI 0. 1 mL,IR2) )5 & T
K 15 min, FEENRH BRI E 5556, H 60% &1
FEZSZE 20 mL, T 570 nm | 6.

1.5 FEAREEASENNE

AT AR AR D R FE 2 S S i Lt Tk
e 0.5 g AALURESL N 5 mL pH {H 7. 8 A%
PR 2% WP, VKA RIS I ¥ VR 50> 20 min il 45 B X
20 pL FHEMA 3 mL 2% 51752 24 G-250 2Ly ik &
2 min JG7E 595 nm P L.
1.6 EHIBESH

RIS iz FH Excel 2010 28], SPSS16. 0 #E4T
HHIESE 11 50 #7, Duncan ¥ 55 (a=0.05) #H 17 £ &
i,
ERS5HMH

2.1 RIRFSEX T ¥ 5 B L 6 =200
Pl 1a AN TR AL BT B4 3 it s T 38 0 S oy

2

0241

in greenhouse tomato( Lycopersicon esculentum Mill.) seedlings.

Be Ee ), of LA, Fein T &85 9 5 o0 B L il 25
AN TP TS5 Y Ak B A, 247 I Jolp 2 ERF 1] ) iE 4 2 ST ik
INJEREI R B B 123 AR AN  HoAth b B (K 3
H 43T 0T 43 e LU A9 35 #E AT UL 55 D6 AL 2 24 h [ 3
I fI%, T L27T3 ALY 4 53 43 BC L 49 A AL BE 6
h BPRE S S AR, RA CK 1Y 87. 47%. i B b3
PLLATI A3 24 h () 1 #8531 9 5 49 e b 4]
/N, B CK 19 67.25% ; LR 2 12T1 Zb 3 24 h,
CK 119 67.08% ; L4 1.2T3 43 72 h L FH0T9
Ry HC el e, o 0. 18, H 5 2 T CKUZEAH )R
FEALER R L1 (PAR 2} 200 mmol -m™+s™") S IR &b B
T FR AT B 43 e L ALEA /N T L2 (PAR iy 400
pmol + m™> +s™" ) S FRAL B AH [F] DG BE A5 44 b T 43
Ty J5 43 B B A5 S5 B gk 5 o T

b AN [ b 35 A 7 st b 1358 43T 9 o 4
BCEG ], 0T LA 5 H T 35 4+ 4 5 43 B EL 451 4
S, AN 55 D6 Ak B S %) 7 a3 43— 4 o
S L8] 357 i T 26 B [ ) B K 52 S T I BRI 1)
A H R TRIMIG IR 55 6 A0 B A o 13843 9 5 43 T L
BIIITEANBEIG 24 h 38 3 55 K AH 7R U5 38 B R] Py
AL B 1 ER T LS CK YT 3 2%
55U R 5T 5T IE B AR AR, A R [ ik R Ak 3
T, L2 SRR B Hb 1 F 54 5T A T L ) S AR T
L1 D RE AR 3 A [R]85 14 |l 3845 4 5 43 i
8] A k7 o 444 o

0.20 -
= | LTl
2 0.16r Je ELIT2
in=}

Z o12p . ELIT3
% 008} ¥ @127l
= o
L2T2
0.04 ~
. . 1273
_ (b al
\@‘095 agadaz ag,afad ahqlhaaa?“ ia.aai}: aaj,aaad  [JcK
= o76f| [ i SlINZ S ok
% . t i:u;ﬂ E g LTI
t-1 I
= 0.57} R ngn N ¥ ELIT2
= > Y S
0.38 3 -
& % iﬁ : g L2t
f 0.19F 3 H S D
R R T [
= 0 2 1 \g 1 1 . 1 . N g ) 1213
6 12 24 48 72
ALFRJE I [E] /b
P 1 R RO 50 SR AR 2R A b 0T B o3 T LG A1) )
Fig. 1 Low temperature and low light intensity effects on dry matter distribution ratio in roots (a)

and aboveground matters (b) of tomato seedlings
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2.2 REBXNEHFEARFERESENZM

1 N BEXT T AN R 25 B T M
(A0 WsE R, vl LU B 25 AL 0] () 4E
o, AN TRIMIG IR 555 1 A B 78 AR 0 AT s PR 1 2
NG AEALFRIY 6 ~24 b, AN [RS8 O Ak BR A AR
AIAMERE S 1 BT CKALHRRSE 72 h, L1T3
L2T1 L27T2 1 L27T3 Ab B () AR ] 5 1 0 2 it (35 o0
T CK, i LIT1 Al LIT2 4b B AGHR n] 7 b & A7) i
FRT CK, 433 A CK 1Y 53. 49% 1 98. 90%. FIr i
AFRH DL L2T3 ZRBE 72 h BOAR AT P S B A
7 94.88 mg-g™' LA LIT1 Zb 3 6 h AYHR 0] % M0 &
HIRAL, K CK B &L 85.55% (%K 1).

AbFE 6~72 h, ANFMIE TR 55 E A B B RRAL T
FERY AP S (R 1) SRR S
AEAUAN TR, e IR 55 A B S, L1T1  L1T2  L2T1
FL2T2 Ab 30 25 R MW 5 ek DU e 0 300 B 1] ) 45
SLESEHINE AR R B (R 1), IR FRR 4L
24 h 35 B d K fE, (B CK B #F K 31.06% ~
77. 45%.L1T3 F1 L2T3 Ab B it 25 n] 35 M 2 5 Bl b
TR [) R R AN W 8 . i A b R, DL 1273 A B

111

72 h E‘J%E‘r{%‘@%/ﬁ\iﬁ—l‘%, N 77.09 mg * g_] , LA
LI1T1 A3 48 h ByZE ATy PEME & e eI, B3 CK )
7.50% (£ 1).

W AT AR S B AN [ 55 G AL F R 1y AR
e e 2, i 1 LA M, LITL LIT2 L2T1 1
L2T2 AbFRA A Al i b 5 £ B o T Ik ] (%) 45p 82
RIS FEAR A RS, HA7EAbEREY) 12 h iR BEK
A ALFRS4E 72 b, LITL (L1T2 12T1 F1 L2T2 AbFgfy -
AT MR & A B R/ ME., 433 CK AR 77. 43% |
72.09% 41. 38% K0 15. 72%.1.1T3 Fl 1L.2T3 ALBRE I -
FTVA MM P i BB AL RS ] 9 A AN BT i, o 1213
SEFRAg I R TR S AR 6~ 12 h J5 5 CK TC
LS ML P 24 ~72 h J5 B FH KT CK A 4b
FRAR, DL L2T3 Ab3E 72 h A0 AT A e,
41.62 mg-g™' LA LIT1 Zb3H 72 h it 5wl b & i
A%, RA 9.55 mg-g ' (% 1).

PEAN  FEAH TR BE AL BE T, 12 O B AR B Y 2% B
AT PR S B AR LS T L1 YE IR AN HEL AR R IR &%
PR A B AT MO B i S AR B R T v I
(F£1).

®1 REZRMEBEHEHARFRETREES EMNZM

-1

Table 1 Low temperature and low light intensity effects on soluble sugar content in tomato seedling organs  mg-g
Ak PR I E]/h
wE AbE
6 12 24 48 72

CK 50. 45+0. 96a 51.00+0. 99a 50.29+1. 88a 50.78+1. 74b 51.02+1.75d

LIT1 7.29+0. 52f 16.33+1. 10e 17. 85+0. 16e 18.42+0.61d 27.29+0. 63f

LIT2 12.94+0. 09e 18.59+0.41d 27.07+2.02d 50. 01+0. 87b 30.46+1.97e

Li! LIT3 18.03+0. 72¢ 14. 64+2. 44f 16.90+0. 81e 35.59+0. 69¢ 58.98+0. 88¢
L2T1 7.90+0. 18f 10. 68+0. 76g 30.46+0. 57¢ 34.98+0. 67¢ 64.31+1.70b

L2T2 15.77+0. 48d 24.24+1.07¢ 26. 50+0. 59d 49.33+2. 19b 66. 72+0. 90b

L2T3 36.11+1.91b 34.41+0.67b 33.11+1.02b 71. 14+0. 96a 94.88+1. 55a

CK 97.33+1. 15a 98.01x1. 38a 97.46+1.07a 97.22+1. 84a 97.77+1. 80a

LIT1 8.98+0. 93f 8.98+1. 08f 21.98+1. 62e 7.29+0. 99f 11.24+1.42¢

LI1T2 16.90+2. 29¢ 18.03x1. 15e 26.29+3.70d 18.03+2. 87e 18.42+1. 49¢

E LIT3 50.24+3. 09b 56.45+1. 06¢ 51.76x1. 81¢c 70.53+1.35b 72.22+4.09b
L2T1 26.50+0. 87¢ 36. 11+0.95d 54.76+1. 38¢c 36.67+1. 88d 33.01+2. 66d

L2T2 11. 81+2. 78f 58.66+4. 61b 67.19+2. 49h 60. 41+5. 54¢ 53.75+3.33¢

L2T3 20.85+1.13d 63.80+1.53b 69.45+1.91b 71.26+11.57b 77.09+8. 93b

CK 41.78+2.27a 42.18+1.91a 42.81+0. 68a 42.52+3.79a 42.31+2. 83a

LIT1 15.03+2. 45e 28.20+1. 98¢ 19. 72+2. 34e 21.42+3.83d 9.55+2.47d

LIT2 22.55+2.21d 31.02+2. 10 be 20.29+2.71e 19.13+2.09d 11.81+1.95d

nt LIT3 27.63+2.39¢ 29.72+1.98¢ 27.94+2.55 de 33.85+2.50¢ 37.02+5. 84b
L2T1 32.72+3.38b 37.41+2.34b 34.41+4.01 cd 31.14+1. 39¢ 24.80+2. 65¢

L2712 33.40+2. 47b 40. 66+2. 60a 40. 14+9. 54b 34.92+4. 48b 35.66+9. 76¢

L2T3 38.37+3.21a 40. 75+2. 38a 40.50+2. 42b 40.59+8. 95b 41.62+6. 82b
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2.3 REBXNEMFZEAIBEEANEME

AN T A A g BRI R R A (R
0 AR 2, AT LUE R AR 55 60 3T
TR ) AT VAP 2 1 B s A B A B () 1Y) S 4K R
AR BE 3G I AE ALY 6 ~ 24 h, L1T1 AL AR
A A AR A I, B CK R E K 7.21% ~
46. 0% ;1M L27T3 b B EAR AT 3 P 8 5 & 4R 4
L CK ST 7. 75% ~29. 61% 40P 6 h L1T2 |
L1T3 . 12T1 fl L2T2 Ab BRI AR A & 5 CK
Z RN B E OIS 72 h, L2T1 A1 L2T2 23K
WAL A5 CK JC & 245 B LIT2 F1 L1T3
A0 3 AR RT  E AR E E  ArOi B CK R
4. 17% 8. 94% A A B L 1.2T3 Ab3H 72 h 1Y
MRATA PR 2 i, B CK 3 29.61%, LU
L1T1 Zb3E 6 h YA Al i P8R F & AL, 48 CK
FK 46.07% (£ 2).

AN R I 55 D't A PHE %) 25 M I 1 A 1 o B R
P PR A9 SE 2 e T S AR 3 (R 2) B 12 h
B, 25 AR BT A i 2 AT PR R S A B R KA,
BURT BR 1273 Zb3Ah  FL A AL B 25l i M s 1 &

w5 CK 25 8% A8 12 h 5, A0 B F)ZEm] i
PEA SR B EMT CKMbaRLE 72 h, 408
MIZE TR A 2R B i/ IME, B CK B IR
25.43% ~65. 51%. IrA AL B | DL 1273 Ab#E 12 h Y
ZEN R A S e, oM 0. 58 mg-g, DL LIT1 4b
72 h MEFEEEATERMIK HA CK W
65.18% ($2).

SZEAN AR TR (AR TR SR ], AS TR G IR 55
AR PRI R S A M 12 h ik F|
B KAE, Herpr, 123 Ak B A I 1 AT 3 1 2 1 2 i de
W, 215 mg-g™, 5 CK B & #55, HkJE LI1T3
AL B CK K 9. 80% 3 fH LIT1 Al L1T2 4b ]
O3S CK b K 44.23% 1 44. 07% . H30 12 h 2
J& ARG 55 A B i B el iE R A B
Ji 3 S ] 9 S S AN TR AT e 35 (32 2) BB Rk
72 h, Wran ab B o R AT PE R A R R CK AR
29. 00% ~60. 25% , H. 25 5% 335 21| g 35 K i
AEBRER DL L2T3 ABE 12 h 59 F Al AR
B, N 2. 15 mg-g ™', DL LIT1 ALBE 72 h Al Fr il 3%
PSR S B AR, 38 CK K 69. 64% (% 2).

®2 REZRMEHENRENTAERSENRM

mg-g”'

Table 2 Low temperature and low light intensity effects on soluble protein content in tomato seedling organs
Ak PR 6 E]/h
wE fb
6 12 24 48 72
CK 0.47+0.01b 0.47+0.01b 0. 48+0. 02b 0. 48+0. 03b 0. 47+0. 06d
LIT1 0.25+0.02d 0.35+0. 04d 0.36+0.0lc 0.44+0.01¢ 0.43+0. 02e
LI1T2 0.47+0.01b 0. 47+0. 02b 0. 46+0. 00b 0.52+0.01a 0.53+0. 02 be
id LIT3 0. 46+0. 03b 0. 48+0. 02b 0.48+0. 02b 0.52+0.01a 0.57+0. 03ab
L2T1 0.42+0. 02 be 0.43+0. 02¢ 0.44+0.02b 0.43+0.01c 0.49+0.02 cd
L2T2 0. 46+0. 03b 0.48+0.01b 0.54+0.01a 0.50+0. 01 ab 0.51+0.01 ed
L2T3 0.53+0. 03a 0.53+0. 02a 0.54+0. 03a 0.52+0. 02a 0.61+0. 02a
CK 0.56+0. 02a 0.57+0.01a 0.56+0. 02a 0.56+0. 03a 0.57+0.03a
LIT1 0.24+0. 02f 0.38+0.03d 0.33+0.01e 0.24+0.01e 0.20+0.02 e
LIT2 0.38+0.01e 0.52+0. 02 be 0.39+0.01d 0.39+0. 02 cd 0.35+0.01¢
ES LIT3 0.43+0. 02¢ 0.51+0. 03 be 0.40+0.01 cd 0.44+0.01b 0.41+0.03b
L2T1 0.40+0. 01 de 0.44+0. 02¢ 0.43+0. 04c 0.37+0.01d 0.27+0.01d
L2T2 0.41+0.01d 0.51+0. 02 be 0.49+0. 02 ab 0.41+0. 03¢ 0.40+0.01b
L2T3 0.53+0. 02b 0. 58+0. 02a 0. 48+0. 02 ab 0.45+0.01b 0.43+0. 02b
CK 2.12+0. 04a 2.13+0.03a 2.12+0.02a 2.12+0.02a 2.13+0. 02a
LIT1 0. 88+0. 01f 1.19+0. 04d 0.92+0. 02d 0. 86+0. 02d 0. 65+0. 03f
LIT2 0.76+0.01e 1.19+0. 02d 0.78+0. 04d 0.70+0.01d 0.69+0. 01f
nt LIT3 1. 69+0. 05¢ 1.92+0. 10b 1. 67+0. 13b 1.25+0. 03¢ 1. 16+0.0lc
L2T1 0. 81+0. 03e 1. 60+0. 04c 1.28+0.0lc 0. 87+0. 02d 0. 88+0. 03e
L2712 0.82+0. 02 de 1. 66+0. 02¢ 1. 43+0. 05b 1. 17+0. 02¢ 1.12+0. 03d
L2T3 1.51+0. 14b 2.15+0. 10a 1. 64+0. 04b 1. 66+0. 03b 1.51+0. 02b
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A, e AR [ it B2 A BT, L2 ' R AL B &
VAT S AV T L1 DG IRAL B AR DL IR 5%
PF 250 B TR (1 o B SO B B T T 4
(%2).

2.4 REBPANEMSEFRSSERSENZMN
e 3 RS AL FEXS T AN A 45 1 U S R Y i
(4380 W52, T LU, BE 5 b B[] (1) 4E
o, AN TRIMIG IR 555 Ak B 75 5t AR 9 Vi B8 2 TR 7 i
PR R B AR TR 6 h, LIT1 F1 L2T1 AR I 55
SILTR & 8 3 CK AR 2. 94% F1 0. 66% , H
b A R A AR Ui B LR 1 i S CK 25791 3% b
PR 12 h, R L2T3 ZbFRAN ) A 4 25 A% AR 9 25 2 SE 1
R E T CK AR FEHRREE 72 h, RAMKIR 556
Ab P AR I S SRR B R S CK M2 ik Bl Eck.
A ALEE R DL L2T3 403 6 h AYAR I 2 R LR & &
B, B CK B 15.43% , L) LIT1 Zb3 72 h YR
B R IR & Ik, 38 CK WML 78. 46% (£ 3) .
R B U S SRR i AR AL AN ], 2 5 IR 55
FCALBRE A TR T 55 ' Ak B A 25 U 5 S R o

113

FEMA 6~12 h R R (ER 3)  Ha4RFEE 12 h
Bf, BURT DL L27T3 Ab 34 i) 25 0 5 2 S e & b de i,
5.36 mgrg, L LIT1 A BAAR, HA 3.91 mg-g .
R 12 h 5, AN TR A B 25 07 2 R 7 = B 8
) P 2 KR TS AR 38 RE S22 72 b, #5 AL R
Rl R AR o A B AT CKUT A b3 L
L2T3 Ab¥E 6 h 1Y 2507 25 Z B R & b i, 4 13..09
mg-g™', DL LIT1 AbFH 12 h (0 F B S L me & i i
%, R 3.91 mg-g” ' (£ 3).

28 3 AT LA Y, AN R 55 A 3R A i it 5
LR O i 5 2R T g A SR 7 i AR AR AL, RV oy
JE R[] A R S SRS I 5, HLA b S
RS SRR S AR N0 12 h iR B B/ MEL AL B
2212 h,LIT1 Al L2T3 AbEEAG I F- i B s e & 124
W% CK B4 80. 37% M1 57. 30%. 136 12 h J& , 40
PP I Ui 2 A R 1 i B AN o, (L) S AR T
CK. A AL, DL 1L2T3 Zb B 72 h A i 25 2 3
RSB, 9 28.30 mg-g™', LA LITI Ab38 12 h A
FriliF e AR o i, R CK 1Y 19. 64% (3 3).

®3 REERMEHEMNRERBSSERSENZI

mg-g

Table 3 Low temperature and low light intensity effects on free amino acid content in tomato seedling organs
Ak B R[] /b
TR E gL
6 12 24 48 72

CK 14.28+1. 82a 14.77+0. 67a 14.20+1. 19a 14.77+1. 70a 14.36+2.01a

LIT1 13.86+0.41b 8.85+1. 10¢ 7.10+0.92d 3.62+0.57e 3.09+0. 55d

LI1T2 15.08+1. 31 ab 12.98+3. 09b 8.19+0. 98 cd 4.79+0. 89 4.07+£0.52d

Uit L1T3 16.41+1.22a 9.82+2.17¢ 9.44+1.72b 8.99+1. 06 be 8.95+1.27b

L2T1 14.19+0. 63b 9. 48+0. 90¢ 8.23+0. 60 cd 6.08+1.31d 4.18+0. 68d

L2T2 14.51+1. 07 ab 10. 79+0. 78 be 9.36+0. 61 be 7.70+0. 48 cd 7.01+0. 59¢

L2T3 16. 49+0. 64a 14.90+1. 70a 10. 46+0. 82b 9.96=+1. 15b 9. 82+0. 35b

CK 14.24+0. 67a 14. 40+0. 53a 14. 65+2. 09a 14. 00+0. 25a 14.30+1. 61a

L1T1 6.27+0. 86d 3.91+0. 55¢ 4.02+0.93d 5.39+1. 48 de 7.34+1.43e

L1T2 9.08+1. 10¢ 4.54+0. 67c 6.71x1. 46¢ 7.21+1. 40e 8.69+2. 57e

e L1T3 11. 10+1. 60b 4.98+0. 37¢ 7.56=0. 35 be 7.93+1.49d 10. 64+2.77¢
L2T1 5.07+0. 76d 3.97+0. 94¢ 6.86+1.07¢ 7.53+2.11d 9.40+1.54 cd
L2T2 5.77+0.27d 4.66+0.61c 5.11+0.83 ed 8.55+3.45 cd 9.08x1.08 cd

L2T3 13.09+2. 13 ab 5.36+0. 75b 9.46=1.83b 10. 86+£5. 20b 12. 60+1. 74b

CK 30.51+1. 36a 31.35+3.93a 30.95+1.41a 31.51+1. 16a 31.09+1. 11a

LIT1 12. 64+1. 45¢ 6.16+1.43d 7.17+1.05e 11.72+0. 90 ef 17.32+1. 05¢f
LI1T2 23.68+1. 04c 6. 82+0. 58d 10. 75+0. 40d 12.55+0. 89e 20.42+1.75 de

nt L1T3 22.77+1. 12 ¢d 9. 80+0. 65¢ 13. 64+0. 84c 15.61+0. 75¢ 23.91+1.20d
L2T1 20.22+1.70e 8.20+1. 76¢ 9. 80+1. 86f 11. 44+0. 65f 20.72+1.00 de

L2T2 23.03+0. 67¢ 12. 10+0. 26¢ 13.41+1. 15¢ 13.97+0. 74 cd 27.36x1.71c

L2T3 27.66+1. 56b 13.39+0. 67b 15.80+0. 51b 16.81+1. 86b 28.30+2. 00b
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Abstract In this study,we examined the influence of low temperature and low light intensity stress on the soluble
sugar , soluble protein,and free amino acid content in different organs and on dry matter distribution in greenhouse
tomato seedlings. We used Photosynthetically Active Radiation (PAR) at 800 wmol-m™+s™" and temperature of 25
°C as control (CK) ,and set up an experiment involving six treatments|[ LIT1 (PAR 200 wmol - m~+s™',4 C),
LIT2 (PAR 200 pmol-m™ - s™',6 C),LIT3 (PAR 200 pmol - m™>-s™",8 °C),L2T1 (PAR 400 pmol -m™-
s',4°C),12T2 (PAR 400 pmol - m?+s™",6 °C) ,and 1.2T3 (PAR 400 wmol-m*-s™',8 °C) ] that were moni-
tored for 6,12,24 ,48 ,and 72 h,respectively.The results showed that the dry matter distribution ratio in the under-
ground part of the plant was lower than that in the ground-level parts and opposite to that in the aboveground part.
Low temperature and low light intensity stress significantly reduced the soluble sugar,soluble protein,and free amino
acid content of the stems and leaves.The soluble sugar content in the roots was not consistent with the aboveground
parts but was highest in the roots,stems,and leaves (94. 88 mg-g™',77.09 mg * g~ and 41. 62 mg-g~', respective-
ly) after 72 h in the L2T3 treatment. The soluble protein content in the roots was not consistent with the
aboveground part but was highest in both the stems and leaves after 12 h in the L2T3 treatment and lowest after 72 h
in the L1T1 treatment.The free amino acid content in different organs showed an effect opposite to that of the soluble
protein content when the stress exposure time was prolonged.Low light had less of an effect on dry matter and nutri-
ent content than low temperatures did. The results showed that dry matter and nutrients were distributed to the
ground-level part of the plant during the early stages of exposure to stress,and then to the root system after 24 h of
stress exposure.The results provide a theoretical basis for improved loss prevention due to low temperature or low
light stress in crops grown in facilities such as greenhouses.

Key words low temperature or low light stress ; dry matter;soluble sugar;protein;amino acid



