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Studies on Evaluation and Screening of Cold Resistance During Seedling
Stage in Eighteen Species or Varieties of Spiraea

LIU Hui-min, ZHANG Qian, SU Qing, LIU Ji-xuan, and CHE Dai-di’
(College of Horticulture, Northeast Agricultural University, Harbin 150030, China)

Abstract: Eighteen species or varieties of Spiraea were used as the experimental materials, which had
different geographic distributions and different cold resistances. The physiological indexes which were
related to cold resistance were determined under the natural low temperature in the open field. The subjection
function model and Logistic equation were considered to calculate the subjection function value of the
physiological indexes, and semi-lethal temperature was calculated through measuring the electrical conductivity
of branches with frozen treatments. According to the subjection function value of the physiological indexes
and the semi-lethal temperature to determine their cold resistant abilities. The results showed that S. fritschiana
Schneid, S. pubescens Turcz, S. velutina Franch, S.chamedryfoliaL., S. sericea Turcz, S. hypericifolia
L. and S. trilobata Linn were screened out as the ones which had the strongest cold resistances, also S.
trichocarpa Nakai, S. media Schmibt and S. salicifolia Linn as the ones which had the stronger cold
resistances.
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XHEP R KA JEAME A RN g3 A s, B & Re ) S PR A —E KR
(Damian & Donald, 2001). fH#) Pt FEMES FHFURETE (Lyons, 19700 BARMI AR S & (1

B O, 1997) ABA & (GEHHME 5F, 2006). 1BE W 1TY) I IR Y R S5 8 2 AH ¢ (Thomas
& James, 1993; Gusta, 1994; M#R4E %5, 2005; AR %5, 2011). fHWIMEEUSLIRE (LTs)) fig
HERf S WL HTsERE ), WIAE VPN PLFE I A EFR R (Lu & Mark, 1990; & E B 55, 2003; R4
& 2005; Azzarelloetal., 2009; Liuetal., 2012). /)& RE0E H a0t &3
W CEEERR, 2007; 5K3CHE 55, 2007)0 AR P DO B E R m (1) 18 Mg 88 Mt suibkl, Jdd
T 75 1 ARG 5 N TARIE A A B R A OG AL FR bR, LA R B R BB, DL Logistic J5 FE43
PR R bR R R R BRI BOER R, S5 A M E, XU R VEY, AN H TR
77 e FE M DX (1) el PR A FREAR AR

QY VR SRS DARES

1.1 iRl

TG ATRL RS T RE T A WS IRV T AR [l 95 B A B Ul (36 1D, SRR B A AMb R 27 (2
St et TRE O e SR 2 AR S AR, HAS I P 8k (13 em x 13 em) AR T-#&Hb, REEK 14 500 g,
RERIGE R 4GRS AR 200 Bk, BEALAY R 4 41, F541 50 %k, Jorp 2 4UHF#h 3 AR MRIR . 2 41
FFOKGARIG AL B o I Rl R A B B A K IR 20 ~ 30 emy A AR 8 ~ 10 4% 1
Jr 8k 30 BUA B, S G5 R AG R T EATARIR AL PR o BORE IS 7 A3 AR B AR 42 IR £ R VR B LR
AT BSR4 B 3 ~ 8 AR K (R PRI FER D) BN AT B (F
TR AL FLIN D, Ar R 12 ~ 16 g M v sl gk, AR AL FLORAF T - 80 CURAAFI. &AL BEIK
OARLR A 3 IRE R BENUIRE . PATAEI e, I 45 RT3 ME

12 SFHFEHBEAMBAEREEBERNESRERITE

T 2011 4EAKZE 9 H LA e PRI A 15 °C, 9 i N AR ARG 73 IR 5 F1 0 °C,
10 F Byl -5 80 - 15 CIREFFEG, 1 G &I 1k, Eaa R Elr (EZE EAGIRE
FEOL RBOENE. RIS SR ABA R WEMR. rdiEEn. a8 5 R
TEPESE A PER AR (Garaham & Pattem, 1982; Verruggen & Hermans, 2008), ()51 H 4871
S A 860 ~ 1 100 pmol - m™? - s,

BRI HATHER (Pyma)~ JEAMES (LCP). JEMURI (LSP) Ml KA G th&kik (F4H,
2008). FREHIMUAKRS 9: 00—11: 30 5E, RIATFHA R, 25 59HE 0.5 L - min™', M35 10 ~
19 °C, MAHRE 50% ~ 55%, CO, W 360 umol - Lo FJJFH A TG R & ea A S80S (PAR)
270, 30, 50, 100 300, 500. 800. 1000 1200. 1400, 1600. 1800, 2000, 2200 pmol - m™ - s
GRURR S, RIS SRk LA RAF (i il s o R Origin7.02 FRAFHUA 2 il e i Y
ek, Jumd iy th 2R ALt BT S (Murray, 1977)

I G I PR 55 R 5 RS s SR F A (i A bds (RS 2%, 20110 FREL S g kg tRl (& k
RIS O AR A S0 0m 56 3 ~ 8 A Jry B MR USRI AT B, 2B $2I. g,
W R AT S AT A% 0 M. Shimadza GC-2010 “SAH AL, H&5EMME IR 30Q
C2/AC10, 30.0 cm x 0.22 mm (42D, JEJEE 0.25 um, FEid 200 'C, #HA Ny, 2tk 1:10,
FID 2% 5 250 C o Pl e &5 oM 5 SR A MG b e e fp 28 5 o ik, tF BRI A AT
$.
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ABA il e Z RIS eys (BLISA) (SRaian 5%, 1988). FRHX 0.25 g ikt kl, vkt
BEREUGE A, W 4 000 r - min” B0 15 min JFHEIEWR . EIEWZ Cog P B NMEE AT 40tk 4tk
VBV 40 CIKI R, IR A A iR S D

SOD FEiEPEM & K NBT if Jiidk (ZEA4E, 20060, BB R CRIErm . wttE e,
MR AR FRAR I R Lty (B4, 2000,

1 SR B R R A PUFE R JE R . BRI S 2R 2 10 & PP AR BRER AR IR SR SR AE 2, HX
FOPBBIEE it AR R (XD = (X~ Xmin) / Kinax = Xmin)» 30 X; IR FRE
iy Xmins Xiax A ITH S BEOZ IR bR I S MERE RS Wit —Fa b5 S H09€ 07 A O e sk
BB, A R (XD =1- (X~ Xuin) / Kinax = Xmin) o ASTRES: 143 BT HAFFD S L5511
A2 bR SR e B RIS 45 AR R A S 8 BB, A5 AT TSP 2 S ek B A S B 5 42 46 1) e
TESHE i R E AT
13 SHFKFLEREBSENESHEBILREITE

P TR WS [ AR Sy ilak - 150 - 20 A1 - 25 CI 3 d JGBURE; [RIINAEUKAR 92 N T %
SEANE R, AT - 300 - 35 Al - 40 'C (PN E&E BRI R BEIAE - 30 C K
PURD, i 28 PR AR VKR IR SBT3 10 DR A8 v 5258 5 e NI OKFE VKR, TRl 5
AR 3 d JEERE . S RE S U 4 P BCR ] DDS-11 24 A e A6 F S 3, Tl 4 Logistic J5
Fry=k/ (1+ae™) HHEFLFLBICUE (LTsy), f y BN B SR, (RELIIEE, k
N E R MR, a, b TS (Rajashekar et al., 1979; Longford, 1994; T4, 2009).
FRPEAS [RIELRE B B 2l T H R a, b RAHK RS . &P x= (nad/b,
RIS SO ORI 55, 19860 RISl i ik (k=100) KAF4) MU CRi/R
FIRKIK, 1997),

14 BEBENSBESENXBESH

HVEMY 18 P45 & PUoE AR BRI AR S PUIEHEI 0GR, X 18 M &5 1) 9 AN E B FRbR AT K
ORI AT, B 18 B 221K 9 MNAEFRFRFR LA — MK RS, LA S50 S HH G| (REF A1),
9 MNMEHFRFONLEES CFFPHD M AR S PUIEME R RS (R %, 2010),
SREF AR ik, 2008).

1.5 SFERBFRFBEMEFL

PR -5 2k 48 LR PUIE A TR bR R B R B A - B, TRk Prrerh s 5 hrier 59 M 45 224
P, IR H I PURE S APUEF LA, TR m AT H A ge A A, DR S0
MR o0 R SRR KT B 0 3 R4 28 30 1 e i I [R) 45 TR A AR KRB VP4 % 5 2 5 A i
71 (Guy, 1990).

2 R ET

21 SLBFMEMHEXEBERORERBE

WP AFH 18 Bl Gl FEAG PR AEPIEARE (R 1D RER L4912 s e il (3R 2)
I LA R S AT EEE A S R AR S & (Cote etal., 1989). SOD B#if 4 (Nordin et
al., 1991). ABA it BRI AMIAIFE2EL (Xin & Browse, 2000). H& A FEFR (Pymax~ LCPS
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Table 1 Changes of physiological indexes of 18 species of Spiraea under the low temperature in the open field

4 R Al PERE (%) Soluble sugar AVEMEHE I/ (ug - ) Soluble protein % #%/ (ug - g”) Proline
Material I5C 5C 0C -5C -15C 15C5C 0C -5C -15C 15C5C 0C -5C -15C
454644 S. bumalda

‘4’ ‘GoldMound’” 231 1.50° 198" 395" 552° 439 4917 507 638 528 2464 13.53° 47.62° 2488 34.06°

‘41’ ‘Gold Flame” 2.16 145" 195" 373" 551" 391 455 463 473 462" 2681 19.04" 5271 27.05° 3659
FIEF L4 S. media 221 147 196 384" 551" 373 442" 4110 447 4407  28.62 19.83° 104.56° 27.74" 3925
Birt4i2:% S. salicifolia 1,70 2.00° 1.85° 3.52" 546" 378 446" 453 390" 444" 3477 2341° 6385 2034 4842
F RG24 S.trichocarpa 324 1237 1727 3.16° 5255 384 4117 456 461" 4500 2819 37.50° 5209 2737 37.67
L4 S. fritschiana 245 1.58° 2.10° 4317 558" 514 4797 493 5197 508  60.89 23.60° 6501 3231 49.56"
+EZE2k%5 S. pubescens 229 149" 153" 623" 5527 422 478 5717 5127 5010 46.04 2957 3579 39.73° 8555
YEHLS S, velutina 235 1527 203" 405" 554" 441 494 5100 541" 529" 4634 2933° 81.66° 4890 2230
VEE U | 236 1537 2027 238 590" 439 492" 509" 540" 528"  39.63 2595 71.00° 3528 56.01°
S. chamedryfolia
HEFHLS S, sericea 240 1557 206" 415" 556" 439 4927 507 5407 529" 39.67 26.02° 7121° 3485 54.62°
KR ] 229 117 267 388 551" 417 474" 486" 5107 6227 3841 2528° 69.14° 33.99" 5367
S. hypericifolia
SRS S trilobata 231 1497 198" 3967 5527 418 476 489 5127 503" 4266 27.60° 75.88° 36.93" 59.30°
U255 S. canescens 228 149" 198" 392" 552" 406 467 478 494" 483 3924 2559° 71417 3488 5487
BHRGLLS S.thunbergii 225 1477 194" 379" 549" 335 547 464 475 464" 3937 2566 71.62° 34.96° 55.06
WAL S. japonica 227 148" 196" 388" 5517 409 469 481" 5000 488 3508 2329° 64.81° 32.14° 4880
Bl 3ent ks 215 141" 188" 358" 546 431 487" 502" 532" 379" 17.58 2619 72.72° 3545" 5620
S. aquilegifolia
KL% S.elegans 213 1417 1.87° 353" 545" 403 465 475 491" 480" 37.63 2484 6791" 3348 52.53°
MHEekeksy S flexuosa 209 138" 1.82° 3410 543" 402 464 474 491" 480" 3815 2499° 69.08° 3442° 5329
PR SOD/ (U-mghH ABA/ (ng' g'FW) JIEL G JT R AN M R 45 £ TUFA
Material 15C 5C 0C -5C -15C 15C 5C 0C -5C -15CI15C 5C 0C -5C -15C
52624 S. bumalda

‘4117 ‘GoldMound’ 57.09 162.54° 137.05" 164.79" 114.10° 1365 2386" 1821 2080" 3055 167.47 150.30" 160.99" 165.10" 164.13"

‘4’ ‘Gold Flame’ 58.36 163.12° 138.75° 139.89° 182.68° 1421 2357° 1650° 2059° 2873° 180.35 143.44" 147.19" 149.66" 149.28"
FIEGE 44 S. media 7930 153.89" 135.23" 138.22" 108.35" 1503 2496° 1992° 2276 3372° 162.78 160.88" 152.93" 155.96" 155.45"
M- 2544 S. salicifolia  50.14  159.02° 170.50" 130.84° 90.86° 1591 2792° 2610° 1796  4073" 161.17 144.75° 149.34" 152.05" 151.61°
BG4 S. trichocarpa 5348 173.69° 130.98" 135.11° 5497° 1673 2957° 3012° 2957° 4543° 167.74 15044 161.12° 165.44" 16445
b2k 44 S. fritschiana  68.65 168.28" 154.78" 118.34° 150.75° 2803 38317 4739 4119° 6925 177.66 15848 17842 185.14" 182.12"
+FEZ4: %5 S. pubescens  62.81 165.23" 145.61" 145.89" 130.19" 2019 5835" 4783° 4134" 6954° 155.67 160.61" 183.36° 190.32" 186.88
YRELHLA S. velutina 59.32 163.83" 139.23" 141,617 119.28° 1901 3575° 8795 3752° 6089" 175.54 156.84° 174.96" 181.28" 178.97"
FifeM- R 4y 6245 165.53" 109.79" 14537" 12891" 2255 4471° 5974" 6958° 8413 175.61 156.97" 175.22" 181.57° 179.25"
S. chamedryfolia
BTG5 4:4 S. sericea 56.69 162.52" 135.23" 138.55" 111.03" 1929 3629° 4337° 3809° 12033 17445 156.26" 183.67° 17927 177.19°
R4 s 2] 5562 161.99" 133.59" 137.29" 107.58" 2065 3996° 4984° 4346° 7222" 17425 155.87 17347 178.93" 141.88"
S. hypericifolia
SRS S, trilobata 5522 161.45" 134.01° 137.017 105.80° 1979 3703° 4508° 4010° 6445° 173.76 140.17° 172.20" 17820" 176.23"
U255 S. canescens  52.09  160.23° 128.18" 133.16° 96.22" 2130 2178 5356° 4527° 7722 173.09 154.90° 139.88" 177.02" 174.77"
BG4 S thunbergii  39.57  161.75" 134.80" 137.29" 107.07° 1961 3721° 4515° 3943"  6531° 166.75 149.66° 159.72" 190.56" 162.66"
WML 5 S. japonica  51.53  159.93° 12837 131.76° 94.43" 2079 4047° 1352° 4387 7280" 163.52 146.94° 153.98" 157.23" 187.56"
Bl 3ent ks 5153 159.77° 128.12° 131.58" 93.92" 2045 3849" 4977° 4263" 2431 16947 151.93" 164.71" 141.69" 167.51°
S. aquilegifolia
LS S. elegans  48.15 158.19° 122.66° 128.56° 80.51° 1894 3491° 4017° 3680° 5984" 165.72 148.83" 157.88" 161.63" 160.88"
MHEg52k%5 S. flexuosa  48.03  158.27° 122.60° 12847  84.60° 1875 3513° 4002° 3680° 5955° 165.99 148.97° 158.01° 162.51" 160.84"
STy g P.max/ (pmol * m? - s™) LCP/ (umol -m?-s™) LSP/ (umol - m?-s™)
Material 15°C 5°C 15°C 5°C 15°C 5°C
5444 S. bumalda

‘411’ “Gold Mound’ 11.3995 10.5234" 95.1578 22.1544" 1759.11 1164.87

‘M4’ “‘Gold Flame’ 22.8696 8.9463" 43.3439 26.0551° 1778.75 1286.77°
FIMEG5 2% S. media 13.2366 13.0555" 21.3488 36.3170" 1861.49 1442.12°
MimH-Z5 2844 S. salicifolia 11.0445 10.8851° 43.4177 27.3454° 1994.03 1988.26°
B4 S. trichocarpa 7.4321 14.5313" 46.5177 29.6258" 1847.47 1344.13"
L4244 S. fritschiana 13.8387 14.2275" 60.6890 35.2668" 2065.55 1675.16°
+ 5% S. pubescens 14.7804 14.5603" 612795 33.4065" 2267.51 1524.58"
YR E44 S. velutina 16.6792 16.8319" 72.8675 37.9373" 2049.42 1824.53"
T 454535 S. chamedryfolia 199673 5.8789" 59.3604 347267 1928.81 1556.85"
HBLLA S. sericea 18.0685 17.6422" 73.7532 37.7573° 2118.85 793.21°
L4 254655 S. hypericifolia 153515 15.3272° 77.1484 15.9733" 1961.07 1537.73"
= 54845 S. trilobata 12.3258 11.8835" 66.8151 45.9788" 1804.69 1287.96
A5 2544 S. canescens 14.6414 12.8674 55.8176 32.5063" 1901.46 1462.44"
BIRGEA44 S. thunbergii 15.8455 13.8223" 61.9438 32.9564" 1566.27 1615.40°
L5454 S. japonica 11.7237 20.3479" 30.7225 20.5041" 1691.09 1029.83"
FE L5625 4244 S. aquilegifolia  10.3344 9.4093" 41.7201 26.7753" 1775.94 1260.47°
FNIFEL% S. elegans 11.0600 9.8868" 38.6201 26.7753" 1796.28 1338.15"
52644 S. flexuosa 10.7200 113627 44.1558 28.1255° 1843.26 1377.59°

*P<1%.
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LSP) [IR)EBEEIMACE JGEE (XIEER, 2013). WFFTIA A T IE (A2 50 E R B ok
ARG T R 2k B H IR T B B B B VG I AE 0.254 ~ 0.613 208, s )@ s BT 0.600 1155
AT RICE LA+ FEG 25, R mEUELE 0.400 ~ 0.600 Z [ T XTS5 . At Sk
% HESLH . St SLa /AL, HHIX 7 RFELEPIE T HE 11 Fh.

£ EHEAKRLE 18H (BH) GEERELEEEERENE

Table 2 The subjection function of cold resistance physiological indexes of 18 species of Spiraea
under the low temperature in the open field

ey e Feo iR THREM
N “J"“’#ﬁj nJ\)\.[# P, %
gt ok Sobble | MR Sop apawpa  Phobwnie e
sugar protein g .
indexes function

452644 S. bumalda

“4x1li” “‘Gold Mound’ 0.404 0.678 0.136 0.558  0.048 0483  0.395 0.386

‘&M’ Gold Flame’ 0.352 0.329 0.230 0.576  0.045 0.330  0.427 0.327
IS4 S. media 0.373 0.185 0.409 0.453 0.092 0.435 0.419 0.338
M55 2544 S. salicifolia 0.380 0.207 0.326 0415  0.133 0217 0478 0.308
£ RG24 S. trichocarpa 0.307 0.229 0.396 0412 0219 049  0.376 0.347
1L 5444 S. fritschiana 0.497 0.612 0.539 0590 0565  0.885  0.603 0.613
T EZE45 S. pubescens 0.436 0.596 0.601 0.586  0.568  0.792  0.635 0.602
REG5L4 S. velutina 0.433 0.611 0.598 0.498 0.503 0.806  0.723 0.596
fifEm 45445 S. chamedryfolia 0.459 0.603 0.519 0.465 0.698 0.812 0.518 0.582
HBLLH S. sericea 0.463 0.601 0.513 0432 0516 0816  0.621 0.566
G2 Bk 5 43 S. hypericifolia 0.435 0.576 0.486 0.405 0493  0.608 0518 0.503
SR S. trilobata 0.403 0.487 0.583 0395 0423 059 0517 0.486
FRIH-Z5 4544 S. canescens 0.393 0.416 0.509 0316 0430 0572 0.501 0.305
RG24 S. thunbergii 0.364 0.405 0.512 0325 0421 0563  0.483 0.301
HAES5E% S. japonica 0.383 0.436 0.413 0.302 0.403 0.457 0.322 0.296
Bl R g5 444 S. aquilegifolia 0.307 0.448 0.426 0298 0379 0451  0.293 0.288
FILE4:44 S. elegans 0.297 0.402 0.468 0213 0364 0412 0315 0.263
g2k %4 S. flexuosa 0.263 0.397 0.484 0219  0.361 0419 0365 0.254

22 BERFHKELETHEBILEE
M 3 Eda i, S54kaatiac i il T 2 il B PR i T v AELAS [R) R ) b b o B AN — 3

®3 18# (W) SRFHREKFLERSEREBIRENTL

Table 3 Changes of electric conductivity and semi-lethal temperature of 18 species of Spiraea through gradient frozen treatment

T3/ % Waks= vd N
f Lﬁﬁ i Relative electric conductivity Equation parameters LTs/'C B
Material “15C -20C -25C -30C -35C -40C a b r
25484 S. bumalda 40 47 54 61 67 73 43141 -0.0707 -20.7 0.9085

‘411’ ‘Gold Mound’

‘&M ‘Gold Flame’ 20 32 47 63 76 86 415990 -0.1574 -23.7  0.9608
FIFESE 444 S. media 31 37 44 34 57 63 6.0158 -0.0670 -268 0.9094
M- 2k 44 S. salicifolia 27 34 43 52 61 69 10.6050 - 0.0904 -26.1 0.9489
BG4 4 S. trichocarpa 24 32 40 50 59 68 12.9830 - 0.0942 -272  0.949%4
1AL ZE k44 S. fritschiana 24 29 35 41 47 54 8.4485 - 0.0654 -32.6 09525
+ ¥ 45444 S. pubescens 27 32 38 43 49 55 6.3694 -0.0586 -31.6 09587
KBS LA S. velutina 21 28 35 43 52 60 13.2840 - 0.0854 -303  0.9045
FEEMZ5445 S. chamedryfolia 19 26 34 43 52 62 17.1160 - 0.0947 -30.0 0.9021
HELL4 S. sericea 28 33 39 46 52 59 6.9372 - 0.0654 -29.6 09147
G M 545 S. hypericifolia 26 33 40 48 55 63 8.7459 - 0.0769 -282 09368
RG4S S, trilobata 26 33 41 49 57 65 10.2360 - 0.0846 -275 09474
FRM-45 2844 S. canescens 28 36 45 53 62 70 93651 -0.0877 -255 09365
BG4 S. thunbergii 27 35 45 55 65 73 12.3580 - 0.1006 -250 09047
WEZ5 2634 S. japonica 27 36 46 57 67 76 13.6970 - 0.1073 -244 09536
BS54k 34 S. aquilegifolia 30 38 48 57 66 74 9.8433  -0.0953 -240 09343
KNG5S elegans 35 46 58 69 81 85 11.2490 -0.1192 -20.3 09328

452554 S. flexuosa 34 47 61 73 83 89 16.2510 - 0.1408 -19.8 0.9168
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18 Foir s 28 3 - SO0 L B 40 2 i 42 05 PRI AH 56 RBUSLE 0.900 LA L, BEWESEIEE 5 Logistic J7
FHSME &, BE T4 . LA FEOER VO HAE - 19.8 ~ - 32.6 C 2], H 2 EBEHE#EN - 30 C
WAL . LIESH %S . REBFLHA AR FLE 4 P 75 -25~-30 CZIRIMA 8 Fi;
16 -20~-25 CZIMMA 5 - 20 CUL A MG 265 1 Fio AR B Je V28 B ARl B 40 A
THOL, REIMYSZ - 27 °C LA MR IM S 263, FEANTT DUAE BT 48 b At S X g s s - PRk
HAbF s LIESEH . HEFLH. ERFLH . GEFLHN. =RFELH . Sohitdhds
AT A G2 4555 8 Phpio€ Jyicam, W] LATE BRI AR iy € Il i 1 W H

23 HBIEMREMEMNXEKS T

VA 18 P22 5 PUIE R BRARAR S PUIEPERMIMOC R, X 9 NMEFFRAR (R 1D 3T K ECHER
I o BRI —ANH I ORI RS R R A LA, DGR S WROGICRE B () & %
DRHEREBROR UL RN & IR AR DG RAEEE OBOR % 45, 2003; ZEglRl £, 2008). ik
4 H RN, 18 FhEE L2 %5 L M br S HUFENE
) () S I BE VU LA 0.39 ~ 1.31 2 1)o J7 2200 HF
KW, KA FRbR S HUIEPEM R 2 ] 2 5L their relative electric conductivity and physiological indexes
ZESt B3, O AR RO SCHR B A KO 131, e KIS

F4 18 HFLFEREGSHENRIERRXKE

Table 4 The relational degree of 18 species of Spiraea between

A BRAR AR A% RIS KN HE R nl PR >

Physiological index

Relational degree

A[EPERE Soluble sugars 131a
Hﬁﬂ‘éﬂﬁ@ﬁﬁ’i@%ﬂ?‘éi& > ABA > j‘lﬁ%l\’fﬁf—i > E% Al M A Soluble protein 0.51 def
SN . N . 2% Proline 0.39f
K aHAR > AT > W HEEN > mamsmies sop 0.48 ef
BB ME > FHE R, P S e T ABA 0.92 be

89 B {ﬁ\@‘ A %H%EEE?H*’TE”j L9695 2 A LR 5 TUFA 1.02b
PUEVERREREEAE 0.3 BLE, UM HSRLHEH Btk Py 0.64 de
e N L J6FME i LCP 0.72 cd
SEMEH IR (WIRE 25, 2010, it Ler 072l

24 MEGLFRRFIE

MRYEE 5 i, SRR (2007) 772080 R 8 s BUE X S e n 2. Fibs -
45 264 SR 8 BB BUEAE 0.60 ~ 0.69 7], APiPEFIZSE (Resistance, R), PIFEVEN % 2T 7M.
BT G WRIH N = 25 25 5 e B AE 0.40 ~ 0.59 [1), JyvhHiRP2S (Middle Resistance, MR),
PUEEMEIIG: “anli’ . B Ak, S48 Wik BRI ERSE 2 4 3R 8 s AUEAE 0.30 ~ 0.39 [1],
KPR (Lower Resistance, LR), PUIEVEIVS; Fife. #ESLSEnt. SENTAT 245 2 45 1 s s 2L
{HAE 0~0.29 [0], ANAPFE (Susceptible, S), PLFEMV 2.

b, L. BB, A&, BB &2 6 ML LSO A - 28 ~ - 32.6 Clal,
PUIES 5m, TIAERE PV L M P b X B BN ] GE XA IR R - 31.3 °CH; =3, B,
Fi¥E. M 4 PR LA 1L BRI AE - 26 ~ - 27.5 “CIAl, HUFESE0R, Al AE BRI 4 b i X 2
HW T GZXIRA TR A - 26 'C); MM BER. Wife. BElemt. ‘S8 5 L3k
BOCHLEAE - 23 ~-25.5 CIal, HrI€Syas, AR R IBITA MR X e N ] G IX IR AZ= 343
ik -24 °Coy “Axili’y SN, = 3 Mg B Y - 19 ~-20.7 ClAl, $i3E)159, A
A E S RIT X 5 N

MRAE 18 FhEE 24 1) - BUCHIE R YR B L5 00T, JE45 O 5 S5 2k 2 FE b i A R DL IEAT I
W CUEERS, 2013), fRALSLs. TIES4%sy (BN, BEFLHE. AR FLsy. AE
GELH . UM SRS (PUENEIZD) FiIE R, BRELN . AL, W
MZELE4 (PUIEMEIVED) Proe Jieom.
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F5 18W (MF) FLEEENELEERGRESHE. $BRBERREN
Table5 The subjection function value of cold resistant indexes and semi-lethal temperature and
cold resistant ability of 18 species of Spiraea

PRHRIEE  HUEIHT  SURLVEHY IS

LI K} Average Rank of cold  Evaluation of . Rank of cold P % i
. e . . LTs/C . Evaluation of cold
Material SU.b_]C.Cthn res.lstance co!q resistance res.lstance resistance ability
function value  ability ability ability

bS5 254 S. fritschiana 0.613 1 il -326 1 i Most resistant
TS24 S. pubescens 0.602 2 il -31.6 2 i#% Most resistant
BG4 S. velutina 0.596 3 I -303 3 ik Most resistant
%5445 S. chamedryfolia 0.582 4 11 -30.0 4 i Most resistant
HBFH LA S. sericea 0.566 5 il -29.6 5 7 Most resistant
L HkM 424 S. hypericifolia 0.503 6 111 -282 6 5ii Most resistant
— LAY S. trilobata 0.486 7 1 -275 7 % More resistant

‘el 45265 S. bumalda ‘Gold Mound”  0.386 8 v -20.7 16 99 Less resistant
BRGLH S. trichocarpa 0.347 9 v -272 8 % More resistant
FIHEZE 24 S. media 0.338 10 v -26.8 9 % More resistant

‘G’ 45265 S. bumalda ‘Gold Flame”  0.327 11 v -23.7 15 745 Middle resistant
MH-452644 S. salicifolia 0.308 12 v -26.1 10 5% More resistant
B2 452844 S. canescens 0.305 13 v -255 11 2% Middle resistant
B YRg52%4 S. thunbergii 0.301 14 v -25.0 12 145 Middle resistant
KIS £:45 S. japonica 0.296 15 Y -244 13 4% Middle resistant
2L 3Em 4244 S. aquilegifolia 0.288 16 V -24.0 14 145 Middle resistant
FULELE% S. elegans 0.263 17 A% -20.3 17 94 Less resistant
#2452 44 S. flexuosa 0.254 18 \ -19.8 18 55 Less resistant

3 B

AR PR ISR R OB ML & Logistic 77HE, 11L& G52 5 P € AL FIFE bR SR & 0 S0 A2
BOCHLEE, P VPN I IR o€ 45 42 48 T 5

FLA DI 5 Rk ik AT g RPN R SRS R ECRE IR, R BT
PEVET N TERS . A B AR AL S FR bR T e AT B s I T E 28 hr GRUIZE 55, 1999) o AP
18 P L2 I BT FEME FFTRE PIIE TR, TP T 5L PUIENE IR 0.39 ~ 1.31 [ (1) m] v Mg
PRSI R AN B AR R, ABAL ek fiZs 9 MEBIA AL e bR, LA B —FR bR i i) A T A AS
fif, APPSR AR SRR R BOE AN SR 2 R FH PSR A VR T, R E A
(2011) JEE e 16 NPrRAH b, N RELNT 9 A7 735 R TR AT 255 D A
fifiidk . X EI% (2003). HHEAE (2005) LA Logistic J7 FEit S AsHE 80 CIEE , A8 PPN 2P 9%
T EEARYE; HArX R OE O TR WA BORME SR LIS VA, AR
LI AR B AR SR B R EER 18 P bise ) 5 G, JTFE A NI EERURE, TS
L PTIESS L4 PR, HA DU AR HE R m] FEdE

G PUIEVTEO FH TR 15 45 48 54 i HBR A SR I I — B0k« 41 v 2 AR 55 (2000) AR ST S (2007)
& BITERN B LA PIIET N, 18 PP MBI RE A —E 220 (3£ 5). PRIt 2 iy Al
Wit Efats (Livetal., 2012), 7555445 FBO0HE R B IT4 AR o Aifh il O
EAZ R ILE RS D, ST S HLAMARN XL (R 5. 7l 5 E ek F i -3
PEULIE, HHELAMPIIERE IHE L8 (R 5) . Wi T B A KR 17, 18 P 4G (i se Sk
Froed—3, BR. A WM B BER. BifE. RS SEM 7 RS Zesg I HE AN ZE 148k 2 £,
&Gl ‘M FLATEINFYEARR, ‘@l FLAhiEhHFsnnE 8. 16 i, ‘4
W FRAPIE T RN 1. 1547, HIP AR . “ail’ s B BRI
XA AR AT, EITAEHE A HT TRl DL A AR AR € i B A0 e 2R s Dl AR A BT Y P
IS FH A7)0 i b R AR PR b3 23 3 HR B A Y, Bt b 2 R AL, AR 3R L% R B A e
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Gl b IR URRTEE . ST 4 A B HUBR AR AR IR A, DARCAR AR R &
HHEMKEE R MW ARE R JFRR 5 T80 ST A A K bn PP 15 45 4 4
AHEH (Guy, 1990; XIEER, 2013) , KRIL ‘4’ ‘& FLAHEMBAR RS, H ‘&
597 ‘@ o Al FELAPUEREREUER S, CPEURER R, 55 H AR,
AMERPUIETTE RIS . I S5 L2 [RIRE A i 1 T8 SR R SR A o (1) P BUEIRL E , H FR
AR RIR TS, Wk DAY BRG0P R 5 4 5 (M B ) LU R (VP BRI AR, 2008) .

4  ZEip

18 BB LA HUIET) 0 N 4 B HILF LA L IEHLAF N HERISE, PN T4 REBHLH
S S PR A Th U, BN Al LA T RIS LA MRPIRN R, BV B
T LAE A MBLF AP, PIFETIV Y. UUSFLAGHUIE A BEHR b s i o B E A - SOt
JEASAU S e bR ORIV AT Logistic JyRERCARMY, T RGP I Tk Tk teIb g disy
TIESGLA . RBHLH . AR FLY. BEBHLH . SLMMFLL . —RELK TS IR
BRGLA . OHFLA . NI FLAHIET B,
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