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Abstract: This review summarizes the regulation of light quality on plant growth and development, ana-
lyzes the effect of light quality on plant photosynthesis and the regulation of light quality on plant carbon
and nitrogen metabolism. Furthermore, the key points in future studies are also proposed, in the hope of
offering theoretical reference for dissecting the regulation mechanism of light quality in plant growth and
development and the supplementary light technology in crop cultivation.
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N R AR R EEASHERZE 850 nm[f %l UK (Paradiso252022; 1 W1 752015),
T EISEAOREN . R . R AR, WOk, G0R. L0k, ma
FEE AR T . BRI KR R e R A% A F F A A0 S (Wang 2
BRI AT e — R (S T, T
CABIRR TR AGUME, AL, R —Fp W 20021205 BRE 20230506 N
TR, R AR RFGIMER B T st oot w0

Wil R0 4 A2 KA B (Devlin$5:2007) . A8 ) 5% 290~ 1140248).
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2022; Nguyen%52021; Saengtharatip©£2021).

UK, BEAAH R A S TR AR AN it
A LR TE AN WTINER, [ A 42 2 1E AN Rl ot
XA KR B KT 2 05 T (B AR AT 5 2 K
JeE A EM . FEEERE. WA YA, B R
REJIEE)HEAT VIR T . AR BELRR 1Ot
EWAEKEREE TR RER. 28 i, IF
. REKRE M) GEEHELATE. b
HOR. LRG. EER) LR ARSI I
WSt RE, D RR S A KA E
HIWE TR E IR AN G RR IR S %

1 REXEIE KL FHIZ M0

1.1 FRXEIF & RS20

TP B8R TR EE J K I\,
B ESE IR A MR HE Tl Wi AR e o f e
NEANE], 1o Ao ot R =28
(P IAAEE2003). FFICHER T, 240 Fh i K 75 %
— & BEIE BAEIREEOLR, M AN 2 R B
B RS BOCER 7, ZIEM TR FETL
TSR FEACIRIG O T, A A 2 K B K
RIRME, BOGR KA ST R RIR . e R
T, RfM TR A BT R E LR
iR AEAE A . e JE I (Fosket25:1970; #X % £ 1995a,
b; McElroy%52004). %% & (MckinnonZ$2004; Go-
nzlezZ£2009: Liu%$2018a, b). J:HEH 8] 5 ¢ &
(Grubigi¢&E1990; Milberg4d5:1996; Poppess1997;
Ohadif2009; XI5 #452019). J6J5i S5 i) J& L AR
SRR BT K

I RE YL E i LEAE MR 1A R 5 7 B R
F 5k (Barrero%52012; Nawaz452018), 6 J5i Xf
YIRSt — AR R AR AR, e
52 B W BE A  FNAE O 2 (R (1) 2k 1 5%
Wi, FEREE PP T, H iR B A
i 3k s 41 /E B (Barrero%%$2012) . X} % & (Lactuca
sativa) (Borthwick%51952; #% #F1452003; 2= 32 B
2009; FEBEZEEE2018). R (Amaranthus cauda-
tus) F1 B FEAE J& 4 (Shinomura 1997). 17t & (Poly-
gala tenuifolia) (FA15452018) IR 50250 R I AL 656
i A Rt AR F, Tz 20 656 Fl 515 & A 4

i1 H (Lindig&$2001; 5K 8552012; Nawaz552018;
ST 52022)

Borthwick <5 (1952) 7 A~ [7] P A 5 -1~ 1
RIS FRATE 5 R R B, 640~670 nm [ Z1 6 A A
R R AE B TPV B E R AR, X
T RS 2 Wz 21 6 1 %, 720~750 nm )z 210
SAMHI S EM TR . 7EH 5 ARSI 7T Hh & B0
TR I % (Sage 1992; Lindig-Cisneros%52001).
EHUEG AT 0, AR A M AT R E I 21 A A6 I L
fE(R/FR)RIESZ SEBROGIE RS, JUH X T et
¥, T2 I R/FR AW 'E PRI 1438 B 1% (Franklin%F
2010) . AN [FFE PP B B T R/FR SR AN [F] (Smith
1991). 7EXF A2 W (Cunninghamia lanceolata) ¥ 1)
W 7T, R ILR-FR-R 8] W7 4k 2 52 0% {2 i 42 R Fh
WY &, 1M R-FR-R[A] 22 &b B 5 AR T D6 335 1) A2 4k AH
BACUITE F552019), 1] e & BRI 40610 7 2056
R RAE FH B Dl e ELAT I )14 (22 95 462000)

1.2 RXEIR ALK

WRSEMEENAESRE, BEEE. Rk
IR K ER . SRR EIIEE B
FE O &, (BT LUl semaiE i e & EH
FKAAET=HE S i, @y 2258wk
T, SRR F B AR KR B DI RE(Sun®E2005) .

AN TR R AR 00 I (R ey 2 AN [, i 56 3 B
7 B AR &R T B A RO IR (Yous$2013; Feld-
man 1984), 0] LIE /K FE(Oryza sativa) (ZEE 1L 55
1994). MHEL(Nicotiana tabacum) (MK #H45:2014).
& i (Lycopersicon esculentum) (X & 5552015, i
EkZE2005). B #)(Ocimum basilicum) (YouZs
2013). & E (Dougher&$2001; LinZ52013). 57 2% (Lee
201 1SR RAEK, IR 27 /7, (ENhut5§
(2003) FIRizzini % (201 1) FIAF 5 A B 6 I 35 52 ]
Hijj(Fragaria % ananassa)f 2 EK . 2060 A
BER AR MR A, B4 AR 2R K B AT AR
i, WORAR R TE 77 DL F005 88 1) W i (Moon 55
2006; Son%52013; [ 1A H £52014; & 5 1#452022),
EAH SRAIE 2t 5 I £ 2 1) 32 AR AR A AR (9
G2015), B#A%2 1 (Dendranthema morifolium)?H 5%
1 IR 2835 1 (L2 5£2008)

AP T, RIE S0P R R B AR
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U A . Xiong 5 (2011) A= BE1E 25(2016)
RN, L5 2 A6 N Cucumis sativus) iR 2 I
HAERR TR, 560 EE R SR ARMNE I,
IR R AEKEEA TR R . FE%E(Kim
£52004). 5 4% (Gossypium hirsutum) (Li%52010).
%5 (Choi%2015). Fli(EguchiZ$2016). & i (Son
:2013). H: S} (Paeonia suffruticosa) (55N NN 45
2015) i 32 (Brassica campestris) (Li%£2013) 45
KEEGICHIWT T HAT RN 8 .

1.3 KERXEZEIBE KA

T AR A 75 AN G PR B AT IE B, FE A
KR AEK R BRI 4R PR, JCH 2 AE
TN B, Fe X A KPR 4 N . A 25
AKFEES A R, Z9K. SR
brRfiT &, AHCHT R, ZO6A R T AR,
TR A P AR R G RE AT 40 B A G, kT
1A i Z£ 40 (Paradiso 2022; TrouwborstZ£2010).

210 1 I K 5 A A 6 31 W) W AE AR A A
(Schoefs 2002), ReUsE FEAN AT 7324, ¥ K40 pfk
N, R fe it A K, JCHZE N M AE K (Dou
2017; Paradiso®2022). Hf (827 0 (KRGS, (2 ik Ad
YT AR R, IR L (Yu 2017), {235 E
(NazninZ$2019; Darko%5:2014). H 3¢ (Brassica pe-
kinensis) (Fan%5:2013). ##&(Toona sinensis) (5K 31
£ 4%.,2010). B JK(Cucurbita moschata) (35 ¥ 55
2016) 55 FE Y Ik s B Al A . B 8 0 ' IR REH,
R T #4438 (Paradiso 2022).  [13%(FanZ2013).
#H 77 (Lagenaria siceraria) (Hernandez%52014) %5 f&
Ytk

UMD CELA S, v LA RO AR 2R
Ak FELDGRIEEA IS &R AT LA R
HIFE AR A =, A 5% 38 I (Trouwborst55:2010) 42
81 X5 (Antirrhinum majus) (Randall®$2014). %54 (Ou-
zounisZ£2014), ¥ P (Rosa rugosa) (RandallZ£2014;
TerfaZ52012a, b). K&k (Euphorbia pekinensis) (Islam
45 2012) K Al (Impatiens balsamina) (Randall 2§
2014). %% F(Pharbitis nil) (RandallZ2014) %5 48
YIiaE s E AR AR .

216 210 B e 5 A8 FH, -t T DR 75 R Ak
bk . B, 40 Im 4 e U 7R 1.15~0.70

2 |48 4k, (CraigZ$2016; Wang%52020); [ 7 415
EAS AT I, 2 366 0 AR AR 25 5875 20 1) 43 BC B Ag, A
T 51 et &85 & B A EL L S AR 5 5 PR (Craig 55
2012; Demotes-Mainard%2016; ZhengZ£2019).
1.4 XRXEYM RE KR

Y R R TG SR 228, ot
KM SIEE BCRBME AT EEH
IRe Sy, s E A KK E . A GTES)
T A4 F, ARk A O R o Y )
FTEEC T —Flok 6 i B REATL I, A ERIELE RE 40 (1)
A= i JE T P A N R PR B b v RS A e
JIFURE FC IS 1 RS . MY A& 5
A E WG (W Rubiscoid M . PSIFIPSIEL 4R 1E)
Wty R AR5 8 ) Clan P A R/ J HL 53 A ) R i)
TE 2 (A Py T R B G 5 8 ) SR I s R B 55 1 A
1k, VL R PR FE S8R ' e A R — AUk, gk T
AT R EE RSS20 & 724, LAY K
X B (Terashima%$2006; AthanasiouZ52010; Kono%§
2014; Vialet-Chabrand%$2017; Zheng%5:2019).

R E Y AR SRR R gk
&R B FARASLITT, B ER B 2 AR Y A
YRR . T DU 3 i <L E A E = Bk e
rer BRI AR B KD 5 BE 7 (Paradiso%$2022) . .
O E GG N5 B 08 (Stutte£5$2009) . TR AR
$(LinZ52013; Son%5:2013). T4 5 #1 & (Dougher
£52001), FLELGAEE B E I K (Stutte 5
2009). H A LG AT DR 3 55 E (Wang552016).
I 3% (Spinacia oleracea) (Naznin%5:2019) %5 -3 /E
Yt R AR L, 23 (Gleditsia sinensis)%)
T P 1 5 B2 A K 35 T (Trouwborst452010) 55 5%
P AR K

LROGAEAR 2 0 TR B N & B RO, (BT
B 70 R IR W DL R A ) A2 KR B AT I8 B2
ANFEDCREIAES, ERAE R T iS4, AT 2 FE A
MAEKKE . LIRS EGE PG InZEmT LA N
B EH H K5 L (Ohashi-Kaneko252007) - Fr &
MR TR R B(Li%52009). Z8O06 AT LR
TEE TR, B BVBEABER T EH (e T e
RO EAER, Jym RS T S A IR, B
M A EYIAE = SR 2 (Smith%52017)
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1.5 FEBRIEMF IR

TR HEFEKENEEA KT R E
P&, SORARKE R REY), FEL—EH
I (HemmingZ$2008) . #H A 7R 0, i %
T A E — € 15200 (Heo 552002), 14718
I ARG S22 52 00 B e 3 AT 5 R 58 B B
BRI AAL o ARHEAS RGBT I me 8L, W PAKE 632 A4
Iy OB R MBRIE AR, e R R F BT
FALEL Rt R, FRfe 2 3 BB IR i
LM E R AR ESH, Hhl BB RA
(phytochrome A, PHYA). Y&t 2B (phytochrome
B, PHYB). J:#{% 2 C (phytochrome C, PHYC).
H i &= D (phytochrome D, PHYD) A1 Y6 %K E
(phytochrome E, PHYE) (Gyula%$2003; Franklin 45
2010); FRfEaz A IR, 23 ale bz (cryptoch-
rome 1, CRY )FIFEAE 1252 (cryptochrome 2, CRY2)
(GyulaZ%2003).

WA 4T Y EE i CRY 1. CRY2HIPHYA
N ARRAL P IT A€ (Putterill 552004; Lin%§
2000); 1% %@ I PHYB. PHYDAMIPHYE%S
S ARSKR AN V) K TFAE; 62 K CRY 2 #EAE )
1) A8 M 3 W5 0, 852 210 19 5% 1 (Lin %6 2000) .
Fukuda®(2016) A 70 Kk B, 56 HE S i 22 2R fE e A
HEAEZE oAk, (R BERE RS BT TTAE, T 20 AE BRI
JEHGRE N A RS SR K E . Guoss
(1998)WF 7T A& W, AEA W)t 2 A4 Bk /b 210 32 A4 1
U, WG TS B AR T L3 RO, s b i
ZARCRY 20 LG S N R e 4R . (A
CRY 2 AR AR MRAE W5 JE RS N A8 IR 48, 1X
Tt B B ) CRY 252 AR 75 15 % HE G R A2 A Re gk
TV o

AN BE A% 1 32 A8 P T AE 1R B 8], X HE )
e RIS B R B AR . Tong%E(1990)(H]
W 458 F 206 FT A B, mT DA o BOR A B KA
IAERY B AN B 2R, 1 FH 20 /6/328 21 )6 18] W7 47 1 1% 3
NIk B 1, U206/ 20 mT Al I
WO CBAOK B S ERRE LB
AR, RAENN(Q016)H 7E H 4L, WOLHEL &1 H
fitiE X PHYA. PHYB. PHYC. PHYE. CRY1%%
HZ IR CO. FTIZR I, Hm a5 I r

16, Bl e I L . e A F#E B TR i it
ERBFEAG 5 15 TR NI 10, B g
JRMERE %, R R IUMETEAE 2F . T AE .
1.6 XEMEIRELL BRI

RLHIRE ZHEWE TR Ko BE. L
LR . ERMIEZ R R, BTUE R
M RS A K R B EER T LutEQ012)0 5% 1
R BN 2R AT R AT, (R
E XS = N = b K S E S B A o N
LEDHET#M, 7EAH R RN EEAE -, Fsfiask
Aib B ANAY 2 1 v e 00 P AR K TR i Loy A
FHE = B3 N 12%H114%, F7= &8 In16%HM 14%.
Naznin“$(2019)H1 Bt 5 7 55 (2019) X 72U = A K
BB (Capsicum annuum) 3476 HRRES, A I AL
WA R R RS R 2R, I R AT A n SR s
. Gomez%5(2013) 7 i 5 X & fifi 11 )6 58
SEL, HAIESE T AN G REAE 3E 5 SR LR, 38 s
B RSHOIRS R . KaiserZ:(2019) MR
FEFE AR AE T A F E ] AL (0% 6%,
12%F124%) 3347 #M ), I 4 35 I S A
R RN 25 T, (b AR R (o, 3 T DA i3k 76 0
SRR, BN R SR N, (H24% AR
FITF K

GuoZ5(2016)5%F i & H A= K R R B 35 JTGBEA T
RS, A I IR 0T B TR PR AR KR SR St = &
A R, T S = T00 RS 3 2 1 &b 2 T
DABE I SR SRR, 07~ & . Sarkkda%$(2017) 174k
ISR SE T IR A M 2 A 6T, 3RS
A KR AR R R PR B A B M. Yoshida%(2012)
TE 35t R ) A 7= 2R 40 b ok BE AR AT O IR R,
W 78 S A 7= R, R B e mT LA A A 3 N
gE L, T B R b IR AN B, ARt
BSZA AR . AR, Piovene(2015) A% PR4%
(2015)7E g b A7  HRRES, tuE B 1 405
A IR AT DR R o, R s . A
WAEE(2017)7E 588 E (Solanum tuberosum) Yt IF R 56
HORIL, 15D A K AT IASE 2 e befsl, wT LA
7 FAEAR AR 22 R 18 S8 A K S B s
S L, AT DA 3 ] ke 25 R0 n e 25 1 i
PLUL R m b ZE B A . R IE VK (2020) F)
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FAAS ) 56 5 56 Y ) L U 4 (Hypsizygus marmoreus)
HATE R RO, fE W s oLk R werwe?2
BIEWE L N RB &b, 7536 N R IR 5L 4L
B, (ELO6 N REME D, MEL T8N

LT
1.7 XFRMEYRE(RARE) MR

T KR A 0K L () i 5 AT 5200 .- Chens
(2021) 3 ik 4 AN [F] ' 3 78 P Bl 25 B K G EAE Tk
W, 200, WA A HE A A B B (E 28 6)
FE A 14.24%~35.36%38 I, I HiE e MG H &
i I PR AL i AR -5-FR IR B &, BRI T R oK rh2-
T - 1 gt Bk (2 G v OB D5 IR A S ) I
&, W IR AR Ay T IR E &,
SO AR B W AR A (2021) 7E A [F] D' o
ST /N (Triticum aestivum) ZE T 2R )5 2R
TR R B, AH XS RRALER, W5, ae
TOGRAL ISR S T M2 & a2 R N AR il =
f§(PAL). 4-7F EIR-CoAE M (C4H). WEEER4-
F2 AL I (4CL) 55 AH 5 il 195 1, RIS B3 1 PAL,
CAHAI4CL mRNAZIAIKF, CL$E i 1 FiT2RRR -
Ay SR AN MERR SR IR R B S 2, B
I, TR EQO19)E K H.(Glycine max)H [T
FUARAIE BN W' (1) LU A R T K SRR R
PR E A S AR R AR R

DR ZE M GRS E TR AT . iR (2015) T
Ft T ANEDGT G T 7K 3% 3 (Apium graveliens),
ZLHEE AL EL(10: D) REMS W 25 4 Ry i P b _F i
RV RN G B AR S TR K AR bR, [FI A RER T
TR LG . F gk AR S &, Rt
JRECEL T BA RFMAK. WRett. &1 1%
(2022)7E N THCHR AR T o6 VK i (Agropyron
cristatum) AT ANE DG BT OGRS, I — i€ Hufl
[Pz 41 6 v] DL R s ok Bt e e A= 2 CL mf
WIEZEY) . R ERE S B2 o 55 ) & =, 4
VKBRS BT . 5K T A 4 (2021) F AN A He 451 21 1
S5 DM VIR T 8 3 7R A S R B, A e WD e g ]
DL 00 AE SR n i b . LA LR (ascorbic acid,
AsA) = AR & I A BRI R AL S5 B (MDHAR)
M. FERMEEE(2018) FE B T A [F] 6 ot X 7 = 48
(Brassica oleracea)[1]'E 7% i Ji AT A AL RE VEA 7T

el

L, R EE DG TT DAAE RO = P A AR n] i
HE. AEERE. MR R ACE O R, R
EIERVE TR

FE TR SR S A — S R . i
IR T BRUE T 3R B U O R R IA R
CH R R(ERRIESE2022). HRFEFQOI)HA
[ B 3] P 20 05 ' R HE S PE AR 1) AR B A A,
W5t 2 B L0 WO FRE L (2:1) Ab BR A8 B 2 H & T
RLMATAEMEEA . PURIR L FEML R & &,
F H 21 HES 7T 38 i SR S ) R P L R ) =
A A R R AU BEIRR L B3 T e A
., 2552017). Hao%5(2016)FIFMIR(2015)H K
T8 T E A6 A GIR AT DLER = 7 40 0 R, o
Tl FR A0 UL BT o K B 4 A (2017) 76 it AR 5 1)
PE % (Vitis vinifera) FHFFEAS [F] 6 R 60T F 5L
fn T R R I, W6 AR A AT
IntRE & R R E, FEHA R T RS E i
A HLRR & B T R, RN BE T DL
IR S R o S RS RO I A 0
W ITHE B, TSR MG A 3L 1) 2 S S L
AL, E-2-CURIESEE SRS B 5. Samu-
oliené %5 (2010)7E Hi 4 [ 1 I FL R B, 20
Ji G b (7: D) R 75 1 kg, RSt b i RS e AR
T, R B o JBRAT YT A5 (202 1) R FH SRh i (41 . 3
Gk, 2R C)RERTEAE MM (Myrica rubra) iR 2
B, P Ak 3 0 SR STV 1 RO AR 8 = LT
HE 23 3 B8 0 T 12.05%A112.21%; 40 i Ab B 55 % i
BCHR I 5 5K TS A 3 Y SR ST AT A 1 A R o) R Rk
/1311.14%,

2 KBRFHEMEER SR

Y6 B E KK E ™ &,
T T o1 32 EoRVE T OB &R ™4, O
OGS EH R £ E 2. JRIOB TR, Jn.
A ) AR A 2 BB A R R e A A 1R AR KR
H, RN GE AR A A BE S 20 s
()78 A4 S BF M AR H AR R B I B2, D' BN AL A D
& Ve R B AT 229U 75 4 FH (Modarelli%$2020; Eu-
geniusz%52021; Esmaeilizadeh%:2021; Moazzen %5
2021).
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2.1 ERXEYH FSILSERSE

Y SSRGS VR R, . A
i KEENEE I EORH AT = ) Re 15 5 4 5tk
T BB A8 e B e T AL T ISORE B2, LA
Y5 A1 F 3R 55 (Lee 2:2007) . S FLHF il il
i i R T A (B AR IR R E )
JR R R R R 1o R T 40 g A B B AR AT
BEY) S B IN AT LA E A 2 E Y, PR
SR 7K, DR AR K, ARFRAR R, ki 5] E gl
FASFLIF TG SR OR A B0 S R I B0
Vi E N B, W 4EREE BRI, KRR, R
A 2R K, AARFRAR /N, JETE4EM LIS AH SRR
FUR B, Ju i sedE S Y AL S R A
15t E 1 F (D’ Onofrio%51998; Ramalho%$2002).

ANFEDGO R AR e SRR T K
S p 3 B AT VR 2 4F H (Ramalho%52002), #
RO R RIERR). g%
AT DLIE A [R5 8 R 15 AR R NS AL
# & (Khattak££2006; Qin%5:2005; Lin%$2004; Sing
£51996). Roni%§(2017)7E 4858 v] 2 (1) 1 it H A
[F] D ot Ak B A, R BIAH B AN BB 2T AR B
B A B AL R R 2 R R A 48
PR RE L B FE SR, o iR A AR <
FLE B S SR R, R i A B R i
&, WADLEEM . Lim&5Q021)H A F i %
RS, KIS A BECA GG T OGS HES
LSS S T R AL, gufiEaItFE 2
HHEWNAIUKE, R HE K0 R 2, 2
MR R &1 H . SakhonwaseeZ(2017) 7 7%
448 F 5. Pichlers(2007)7E 3E B (Malus pu-
mila) 1R 5%, LL K Clavijo-HerreraZs(2018) f1Hy-
eon-Hye %5 (2004) 75 A4 52 b 156, tH#0 & I 6 i
MR S FLE R . SALSE A B
22 XRMEIAEERSENTMN

MY e A BRI LR R AR, f£id
FUACIIE L, R MRIEAT G E R, G
028 I s S L B i RGBT
EfEH . e B RIE L DRe/E A E, 7T LA
BARD AR PBR O ERMREBRENR, 258
BB SEEM P A R T B 5ka, 4

b, KEH RS ARG ER R, Sk ERa,
MR FELEM GRS SN EERM EEAR, K
B S RS ORI AVE R TR i B =it
SRR TEW )6, AR PR IR A D e
feiben e F T HAER . 2580 MRS b
FOFI B 2 A Ak, FAE RO O RE 4G SR K
[F I, 3 228 o 3 3R G I R R Y R Zefk i g T,
T A UK RE R ORI SR R AN SZRR

FHORWF LR, SR Y& BRI TE
FAIAR 2 (Bercel£5:2022; Naif52021; Zhang%52020).
Qing%5(2021) LAt F(Solanum melongena) i 56 #4
BE, BIFFE T B RIS ] Bl A7) 41 W et AR K
(IS0, DF R IIH 4 Ra, HEERbAIEIHE MK
TR AL N E BT, et
HREEFERE SENLEGHESE T, EY4E
K. HERE. GEEERKRHE ERIEESH
(B 3503k B B K AH, Rk T A KR 2% . Nguyen
ZE(2021) FIAN R 91 525 't ot S e 55, e W 4L
(A D) A IETA ROR T 3SR AR, Xk e G
BFEA BERR I, 1 HAR 2RSS FEMR . de
HsieZ5E(2019)HF 78 A [F] 6 i X [82 128 (Lippia rotun-
difolia) 540, K ILLTHE(2.5: 1) B & e k5 2
A K ROR B i, B TR 2H A T AR IR 2R PR AE
R, S-SR S B i . Pawlowska%5(2020)
1E AE I % (Gerbera jamesonii) F1Zhao%5 (2020)7E 4
TEH 15 (Medicago sativa) FIHFFLH, B R IUAH b
fth AL B, L1 E A G B R K .
2.3 XEMEYR ARG RIS

A AE R FR 50 ot ORI IE J BE,
SN B BT 6 RS (PSR ST (PSIL) S #48
I K B, PSITEPSILZ Hi, {H L 145 33 42 15 56 A
PSIIHF 46 1. PSILE Ay fE bk it F A 0 1 4
AL, FCPERR ISR 55 B4 YO8 T G RE BRI FH 22 A0
HF B & B0 . PSILE YA — & & &
W E A, S PSILR B 0 32 B HE
psb ALY H . psb DFKIIGEH . psb E/
FREFGSHE A psb BREFNILGEH . psb CHERF
Mt AR A . PSLEL G AR I B 155
FERIPSIEE )45 G 48—k, AMUZS 54ER 1
i, I Re AR BEPSIA BBl ) 24 =X 7 4% 346 % 1Y) % B
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AIPSI-PSTIFMEFA 2 H T [ A5 3

FHOGHIT FE 3R B, S 5 52 1 P STL vt 1 338 171 5 1
PG EAF H (XuZE2020; OguchiZf2021; Kumiko
£%2020; PashkovskiyZ$2018; J& il £52017), Ham-
dani%§(2019) FIAS [F) )6 o (16U 55 77 /K F8, R LG
I AL MG & I F/F, 5.2 P, P700/5P700"
(1038 JFH R PR A, 52 A b AL, [R5 SNPQ
()46 K, NPQ W =y, XN FNPQI¥IqESy
&, PSII K& 7 AU M2 R, /KK
2160 HE R PSIIFEAIS, NPQF &), FL/F, o Gao
25(2020) FH A [F) ' ot 6 I 85 77 1 B (Allium fistulo-
sum) I, W6 AE Ak 228 K R E(NPQ) B =i,
[E] I RS (PSINAEREIE RN N I Ke b 22808
(FJF,)~ PSIAE G 3E BN [ 8 KOG AL 22 R (F
F.) %1{${$K%§ﬁ(qp)\ i%%%%’?&z(@m)\
FEW L A% 138 26 (ETR) & - 23 28 08 e e M i et
BT HAb R I AL, B e A A
I S AR 25 1) R B B SR B . LigE(2020) Bl 5t K
W6 A A IR SR R I a6 R
A RS A A i R R it 2, (A A T
M R IR PRI R, % R RGPS
(138 BOGIR, (e ik gn it AR K. AT
Jt, LG ER Y R4 AR S A K g, b
RCREAR, 136 B R (P, PSIVE OB # R R
(D) i 2 FRAR, T PSTTAL ¥ 717 14 (Do) A1 AE ¥ 717
PE (Do) RERFERU M B T R TR (5%
2019). Paradiso%(2019)7E 5442 . Yousef55:(2021)
FEF Al Fang %5 (2021)7E K & Fl Tian 55 (2019) 7£
Z I (Camellia sinensis) 1R, tHHRIE 165
FTHEYIG R G 8 (A I TR
2.4 HRIIEVAERER M

A AE 2 M ) 34T & T AR i i 2 1) R
Je A E PR B AR AR A v BN BT TR E e A A K
KRB FENAIAEY. 1E K45,
A AT WG YE RS A T LAA MRS L6 & 1
FA B0 6 FIAS TR B B e YR R A ),
iER7 QU NN B ek (F2EBY ¥ N IS i Bu s iix =K /by
G AEFH RS, BV 6 &7 FTE R 61X (440 nm)
AL X (B H620 nm)ik FIE(E, H L0 IE S
JEEAS B 2 W I e = B ) 1LAR . DRI AT TR

SHEYIE KRB AEBEIEEI A A AR
B RN E W AN R EE T T E RN

JSeFUE AR AR ILSE . A BRI
B AR 38R B S 7 T RS2 AR 149 4 /F F (Zhang
£%£2018; GhedifaZ£2021; Liu%$2019; Yang%£2017;
Kang242022). Cao%%(2013) A [\ )6 J5i )it I 5% 95
R, FRHIEESEC KRR DL Sk
T2 A BT 52 5, R I B 8 T RN 4T R 2H A
AbHE R IO 0l £ 3 500 0 e 1 A Ak B
AEEEES 10K, W AE AR K15 % & 5 0 2 5 e,
REDERI 12765 A0 K, 4005 (8:2) 4 &t Ak
RO AR R R, A R 15765 . Hu%g
(2016) FHAN [ i 6 IR K% 77 0 (Morus alba), X1,
WA G Ak B R R AR A TR AR B DS, 2D AR HELT)
RIS Rab, FEEEAS R, R
BB LA B S R A, T 40 W e A R R
Fr iR FLSE (G PSISEFR YA 32 302 (D)
AP, m T A6 AR 3 . Di%E(2021)
W TR R 6T 6 il A R & RIS, R I
fFFa. MEERbMRIAYE MRS EEILIT
47 S8 2 8 0, T 6 A S U PR M, R
LIS TR R R B ROLE
Rtk BRI S T RERRAOE S REE . He%(2020)
1E 3 2% (Camellia oleifera). Yang2%(2018)7E 5 fifi «
Esmacilizadeh %5 (2021)7E 5% 35 KSE(2018)EH
HiFMiliauskiene5(2021)7E A5 F RS, ki
T TR AE G B GRS TR

3 KRFHEMRRE SRR

FERM AR K E B PR R A 2 A
(2 e 2 MBS 2 —, AR H
B BEM AR K FEO, e 8 LR
LA BRACH EEAFOLE R E . B
IKAL B Wiz S e AL AN A R S A ) A B 3, BAR
W EARE A R IR AN E A A . Y
i SR A ) 2R PRAR AL RE TR 19 R AR A KD S AR D,
7 I 532 R AR AR AT e 2 R PR A B A K B
FSUFIBE 05 e BAREHE S U T B AR 4 4t
B B AR, L5 R I A 34 R AR 3R 11
EBIPT R EDC G R KA K HE . X PR ACHE
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B s LR L I 77 DL R B i 42 o B m AT AH B
il B, AEHETINXR, LFEAEEY
AR K E . Jal AR E RS IR A
I () P DA R TR ) 2R IA (VR S5 2016; 12 7P
820215 =i %52020),

3.1 FERFEYERA S

WAL AP A A N B B I ML o,
HAENAEY A A F P~ 72 4 R A 0 A= A i B 1
FEREEWIA, PEAL A A R A R T A
I BERURAR . BEREY & B SIS EY
s P YR — B — IR G DL B RS, TTRAME R
YR E B AR E 2 —. B EY S
FERICRERAL AP IR 2(Zhou52020; Ren%52021;
TarakanovZ$2022).

FHOCHF ST, £00mT DA SERE A N SR M L 7
TIHE. RERE. VER SRR AL AR R (Zheng %
2019; Zhang%52018), W55 HAth 5T th R XS R4
1A P B RRAR U LA I8 3 B2 (Lukes®52019; Dickin-
son%52019) . AN [ 6 B HE A ) B A sz, 8]
Y RA R A —E M2 F . HudEQ019)H A
[5)6 J5 & J — WE (LED) AR AR 28 (UV) R i A
(Citrus sinensis) 6 dJ&, KILEDFIUV I G AN
BT R RCA,  HAELRTIEERE . A LR AR
TS MRS RRE T RET . KR AT ) R
SRR R SRR R b R, B
UVB4, HAh 6 fE 5215 S BRI E; 4%
AERTE S SRS SRR A B (SR,
BFESEEIE MR TR R YRR
B-#HE N ELY) . Zhou(2013)F) F i% 8:LED
eI FP R A 3, KRB B A6 U E Ll
AbFR A SE RS A B i R AN S R s
N3 T LiugE(2018) FH AN [ 6 i 55 77 A S R I,
T Kb 3 AR SR ) T R i T AR e
Wb, Wang%5 (2018)7E 2 [ F AN [7] 5 i S Pt il
BUHEAT AN, R B 6 A0 PR AT T4 1 v A AQ g
FEVICE R BRI FEAEFRRR, SR Ab B
RE S B T I MR BEFD 2 5 5 & . Peng%(2020)
FH AN 7] 3 €0, 375 1 9 R 6 S 455 7 B, A 9 L
SO, ROIRAL O AAR T AL 50 FEpE, 2
M AETEER . ATV MR AT R AT 8 R SR T

IR, AT DAA = S & A 505 . Dong %6 (2019)
ARG DI BE TR N, Temh RS ml ik
Wi SRR E A SRR S R
B o
3.2 EERITEYE N S

AU M A Kk E R B A g
3, s A FEAAE AR R R, DHEKRE
ZH o WY FEE @SR RWWOR A AR
(FERMEEMESR), IR ALK E R E
PR AR NS B e AT LUl I AR &
1) A AR 1O SR T 2 1 1 AR A ) AR MHE B, 2
B2 5P E AU H AT T, 52w ZAR U A ¢
AEBVES Y EAES TENED. HEEA
BEPR A5 ) (1) 8 LA S O AR I (4 St i
R TR IE R A RIS S A5 3 1

Li%5 (202 1) B 78 AN [7] ' i xf i FH 5 5 AR Y
FRRZ R, R II 21 W5 ' 5T A AR N 4ok vl R 25 4
St B R R AL A i, JR DR 3 ek 0 T A R R
T U (NTR) 3 [R] 2 7A RN % 1, 200 S0 A R 26 38
JE R B 25 8 400 O AR AR N 8 e H ) T NR AN
NiR 1) 35 R 3 T8 FH GG P, 5 BORS R 6 A0 B 1) 75 =
BAR; 6 SURE T, IRt R efza
A5 5 Asp Gl Leu 5 2 3 F AL ZU L R 13 0 o
Liang%5(2022). ZhangZ5(2018). BianZ(2018)F1
FuZ(2017) 76 M- 55 B L AR 78 oA AR LR R0
Gao %5 (2020) 7E AN 8] I i %o 7K 55 34 S AR KA 7 o,
RV W EL B 3N, SRR R CE R A,
AR & BRI, RERIH BRI & . Figueroa%s
QOIHTEWF LK AL T LL BN R B, 40 W6 RE
& 5 A R A Ji AR 7 SR I M & R R vE M, HL AT
I X AR AR 2R A F ot 21 538 4 i A
(Demotes-Mainard %5:2016). X & It %5 (2020) ££
FLLWC IR b, BF9C Tl meg . %ok, e
ZLOGEEAN [F) G50 S AR K s, R AN [R] Ak
HRIER T TSR I R L SR . AR KA
S AR A SR A B e, A 2 3R R A A %
Ak, S T FARCH IR R K E AR A . R
FHPFEE(2021) 0t 78 & B0 1 6 Al B 206 A g
e LR FE RS aEm M EEA SR, A
I I 28 B 2 IR B A O S BRI, 1 e AR Y
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AH OGBS (T IRIE S5 B . 2 eI & il A&
1% 5 R 1R ) AT S TN T e R 55 (2020) 1 1k
ISR, AR KA (Allium fistulosum)H AN
SRS ENO-N, NH-N, A&, i
R TR O B ) R VAU A G Bl v M (R R A i I
BRAMNGA . B ERE E) R Em T
FHRAGEG. 06, ZOUHBEOL) AR,

4 REE

JeR A AR AR R B
i, JF IR AR R ROt JeA ), P
SRR Koy IR AR EAREE)
LA AR R FRE I ERE T ALR
WA, ZUHETERY, O] IR
AR PEACT M ) 15 1, 38 i RSE A7 TR b ot o
e IR AR T HERAESE R, REK
B EEIFRAMTYRARR. LMz E
PERL, FTEL TR AEK R, st ek &k
o I GIE R ST R SRR,
fRBEREPR A AR, S mnt AR R KT

KT I 2 R A ST T AL L
IR N, JEI A RO AR E (LED)EOR Rl 2
Ja, € R BURIEA R AR, BEERFER
S DL TGRSR ES . H AT, M A R
I T, RERR 2B R B T 36— 5 1 i L AT 7
S ELBGEM, (XS FO65 5 H Al R R A G 55
T AR FEAT AR LB 55 o A2 78 70 M A D' o R A
Yomik 5E A ORI 3R b, (5B EYIREE, O
WA A SRHA SRR T B, RRATE LT LA
7 TR AT FE, SEBLOE B TR AR KR B L
P IEN T

S, It B S HAB R AR S0 7T . 1
FEAAC R H AR B Bk /5 B i e i, DA
JGE N RO RERE . SUA M. EREEE. B
JFUE IR K EHEL R FE A ST, A AR
G T R 78 AR ) A K T v 25 A
B PR 2R (¥ P [R) B A P, o 2 o B R B O Le
T, AREELF MK KT, K2 ek
HEY A H .

55 ISR AT B ARG IR L. B AUEAE

A3 AN [ B 1R 3 WA A R B A B i — #8 3 y
SE BB, R B AR I e R A I AR
PRI . BAE B PROGFERE B A [F) B B,
FEREPR AR A E N, T DL S AE KK A
EE AR i A2 v I N B, AR A AR
S IR NI 210, A RT3 i R AT B

55 =, ARG B SRR PO R I 7T . fEAE
AR KA S, AR E R GER . 5906, S,
TR EERIGREYEL, Je A AT L
AR KE, 0T CUE R (O Piadi i, Kk
WEFU6 R AR D8 1k i e R ) A B
TR o W A A AT AT P i P S5 8 A 1) 4K
U, B A R TR EE D A 5 0l B 4 g 47t
WA SR BINL A, %558 FRYIME ARG B 2R R, #h 7oA
ORI 5T LI R B, T (2 kL 2y T AL ER AT T
AL USRI A% 2 R 5 T ML

SR DY, IR R K AR YIS KR 7T . i
(RIAH SR HIE 7T 2 2 A8 B P T 4% 1) 34 850 vh EAT 19,
FHIN B2 DU 2R EF 5 N T, H
AR 7T 2 DL 00 o Al DAAAAT AR 341
PRET . SR E P, S RS a i A
PV ESIRTIFIE
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