Z A Rk A5 2008(4): 74~ 76 e
Heilongjiang Agricultural Sciences (& ﬂ"

1 2 3
b 2

(1B A R A 2R RPN, %4 152204, 2. ZREE WS R 5 b, £R
166500; 3. & bRk kX 3, %R E 150030)

ARE 3 SRR BRAAR TEE LT 4F3 TAAARAFHT RARARETA GF LSRR ERALLS®
Wt g, AR AV (DEE 3 SHARR-TA FHSLE2EH 26 03mg dm h L kA i
HRFECODA 8 51 mg dm 2 h™, A& FHAH U3 Md; (DMt A M eLs 2ha T LeHK
At B, RARRE F Ao RR 692 BRR, B —R SO AR EGIRE; Q) B RXFR G91ER 1k
BRHRH LT3 SHANFLERERASMERE AP S UMb T ERGERN LEF.

SR 3 5 AR ARE LSl R
:5662.3 :A : 1002-2767(2008) 04-0074-03

Study on Photosynthesis Velocity of Plum Variety Suili No.3

SUN Wei', YU Wan-chun’, GAO Qing-yu’
(1. Berry Research Institute of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Suiling 152204;
2. Gugia Village Agricultural Techology Extension Center of Zhaoyuan County, Zhaoyuan
166500; 3. Northeast Agricultural University, Harbin 150030)

Abstract: Using Suili No. 3 as experimental material, the study of net photosynthesis velocity and output velocity
of product of photosynthesis of leaves of different branches in natural condition by improving dry-weighting meth-
od was conducted. The results were that: (1) Average net photosynthesis velocity (CO) of adult leaves of young
branches was 26.03 mg *dm 2°h!, output velocity of product of photosynthesis was 8.51 mg °dm 2°h !, about
one third product of photosynthesis was output; (2) Net photosynthesis velocity of leaves of young branches was
higher than that of leaves of other branches; (3) The function of sink source ratio could improve the net photosyn-
thesis velocity and output velocity of products of photosynthesis of leaves, and the function on the latter was more
notable.
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