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HE . 6 A EKMHH RS E Hemistepta lyrata , M E B Rumex chalepensis, 5%t % Vicia Sepium , 3 Chenop-
odium album ,» & ¥ Clinopodium chinense #2 2 % % Sedum album AR R T %, FAFTAKX CO, REHEHAEKE
B R T “id % (150 pmol/mol) — FLAE (400 pmol/mol) —H % (700 pmol/mol) "CO, 3k B xF H 4 & K 4F 165 % vh.
HREW. CO, REFHRAT 6 MM LA DTt A K F, 12 CO, K BE AT XK E A FH 2 B A7k
KRR, RIFHBEXT CO, REMBIMKES S RREKF. AL HAKFT CO, REAZHBT 6 Fr 4t
BRI E s, BERRFT CO, REFTZHS 6 MM RRESREAATELZTERY . TRERLVHAY
sfid & CO, RAEWE B AWML T H K CO, RENAERK AL, ERRASHZAGELF. ZHAERA
DTEBERMDERARAEELT AW, AFERTRN 2RAAE T L G EZ LS Y R LRE.
X # W CO,RE ; 2% F; MxrARkFE; #4; 2RAELA

FESES: Q45 XHkARERS: A XEHS: 1673 -9868(2017)01 —0061 - 08

Rili AL A HEAL I . R CO, MRBE AR AE T IRIZUAE . 78 1Bt w3 (the Late Pliocene) , KHHY CO, ¥
J#H 150 pwmol/mol, A IC# LISK AR, 16 18 000~20 000 4F R B9 AR YK vkl I 1 (LGMD , K= CO,
(AU B PR TE 180~190 pmol/mol Z [8] 5 B Tolk A Al . CO, WE TR EN T 270 pmol/mol V. B TG s
B A AR BB R AR AR K iR AR, Bl 200 4F CO, R EE 208 B, HATKZN 400 pmol/mol, Jf il
THRK Ak SR BT, 78 2 100 4E AT GBS E] 700 pmol/mol* .

TR CO, WREREYIEATERIEY . CO, WM SURAR LRI A K . kB B ™= 4 K
SO, IR R A 7 0, e BETE S A AR LA S R G ThRE L T IE ARk CO, WREE 2RI, K=
IR T KRR CO, WREEFF B B 5 ol WA jE i 1 AH Y . BEVE S A A R G = 0 0, Ml s oy o st 300 B9 1
CO, WRBE, XHEY P 7= A4 FZ 5, Hoop LGM I3 B8 0\ k2 B i Rl 4 A8 < Fn 2E B ) B A9 — > 51 22
1 Cunniff S AFSE R B, LGM A Wi 4k 22 2 TAK CO, MBI R BR . B4R C, 9 78 #5541
LGM HHIRAR CO, MR T ARG, SBa A A 7= TR 40% ~70%"% , fETE R TR 2020 ~30%1", &
FECORBEZAE . ST WA, A R R AR H RS 9 M e B4R B W5 7 U (La Brea tar pits)
VK F 5t AR T uni perus JIE] CO, YR (CH KMiE] CO, ¥ EEFIRS CO, MREE LB (C, /C AR HIEIE
it - VKIAT I S ) A BRURRAE A2 BIMIE CO, Ve FE 1) PR 58 2

O WRHEB. 2015-11-28
HEEWH. BRAKRFESEESRBIIA (31500399); HEFH 49 LB FFEARFBIF G sh &K BmA.
ER R BT EHA98 -, Lo, WEWHRIEN, WMo A, EZENFEY A A SSTIR.
WAFMEE . XEE, BB, LU 5 E S
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SO BT EAR CO, e BE X AR H A AR 010 OB E A R A R R AR R R B
BEL AR A T R, S T RN SO A O B R ET AR CO, e 5 R
WFITIE LA /b, Ward 555 058 T 78 R R vk i 141 CO, R BEXS C Rl C, A9 A2 BRI A KA B2 5 Ger-
gart 55X AR PP AR CO, ¥ BE XT ALY (Y S 64T T AT 2354 . A S RS0 U vk o IR BE X AR ) 4> 4K
AR ANIE L LR B RIAE AR BRI S Sage BTG TAEPI XL K CO, WRBE R AL, I 47 HHAIR CO,
e B T RE A W R AR B 8 A7 Clileer) . A BIT TS OC TE T AR W 0T DKL IS8 LRI Ml i DT A
B REBEA CO, WL LEAR M N . S BL2E CO, e BE A DRI it 393 7 v 210 H i ol 2 A, JHE A A 34 T i
JB£ 6 6 R T DA M R T iy B A 20 A AT F00 Y e 0 RS S meta S AT, R B CO, Mk
(>>500 pmol/mol) iy S 34 Jin 1 AE W) fOLA AR AN A=y k. SR, JEIWRE BEAL O 1026 ~20 %, i iR T 9
MY 50 Y0 224702 PRI, UKD I 8] CO, e BE B 3 /0N 24728 T B 23 X AR 490 1) A 0 4 77 AR AR RS i
TE“ A7 ) RUBE b5 CO, W BE B 050738 X AL ) 04 52 W) A BE 2 °F %

AWFFEAR I LA B B Y TR 48 CO, WRBETT , H AR RN A2 B R BRI 3o 7ol FR ] 400 Ay 3 B
ok CO, W BESR Bt n AR . L RIRE W X i Al CO, e JBE 14 B B2 5 17 4% B i) 6 %4 3 &5 CO., ¥ B2 1Y i
L. H T — AR AR R ) A A R, X CO, ¥R B AR PR DN 7 A2 Ak o SRR, BB % DR ST 2 0L Ml 3R 3k
FLY) S5 AN AR IR B A A ELOC R Y ARG 3 6 A W BT AR Y Gl BT 25 BUAE RIR R 7 CO,
JE R H A BB R A O AN TR CO, W BE B IR R, BIF ST AR W %) i 25 CO, e B B 0 132 X ok CO,
e HE B T 22 (] Y O AR

1 #MRERE

S5 T AT 25 5 R ) SR R B 28 A COL, R RSN A K E N . LA 6 Bl DLy —4E 4L FEA R )
PRHASE Hemistepta [yrata . MR BRAE Rumex chalepensis. ¥ i 5. Vicia Sepium . FE Chenopodium album .
RE Clinopodium chinense 1L KA Sedum album RHWFFER R, FrA F FULE T 2011 4F v [E T R IX.
2012 45 3 H 15 H7E 2407 CO, ¥R (400 pmol/moD) A K N AT & 28 .l I &40 Fp ik B S5 A —
B 2R 3 HB R T 0.4 LB FERY FHMALA T, BF 3 MARM CO, 4 K= (Reftech,
Sassenheim, The Netherlands; W http: //www. reftech. nl/): 3 4~ CO, 2K EWN CO, ¥ EH ik E N
150 pmol/mol (fX3 ik 2 vk I AU AR CO. MR FE . SEIR BE7E 150~180 pmol/mol A Z)) . 400 pmol/mol
RS HT CO, WRBE . Sk BEAE 400~420 pmol/mol A3 3h) F1 700 prmol/mol (1R AT U fK:k 7 CO,
WePE . SEMYR BEAE 700~750 pmol/mol A1 3. CO, R EE i 204N AR 2 B A0 3% S2 BRI 22 . IR CO, MR JE A4
KZENE CO, WEH DT RiH . figss i CMC Instruments GmbH i (type PG 1500 L, Es-
chborn, Germany). & CO, ¥ i REAE A K ENEIMES. B T AZmAERKEZENT CO, EKF-, #EA
A K E NP G AU A H CO, IR, B A RKFERE NI EMH 450 pmol/(m” « s), Jellh
10 h, WEEH 25 CC/18 °C, XTI EE N 70 %0, M BE . AH XTI BE RO IR 8 B 45 R85 A 7 34 R B+ H s 4%
DMRIEFT A A K E N EYER T CO, W B IN LA 7R85 — 3. B R 6 A~ ab3, A2 8 A4~
HA. B2 d XY R BB 2 A5 Hoagland IR, R4 —h B2 2 RIFE . XY h
(1) 8 AT HI A SR . 0 b W 3 Fe Al 1) &Iy 1 AT SR PR 5 7K OIE 5 2L

SIS AL PR ) Ay 3 . 3 G A3 L A A R R A AT R . A R B BT R S R AR RS, B
AHBEFH 105 CATE 15 min, SR57E 80 C MM T RH BT &, HARE S T, #— P itE a4y
(total biomass), M i 43 % (Root mass {raction, RMF) =LY &/ B/ W a; T Y5 E 55 (Dry
matter content, DMC) =i F i & /S8 & M4 IR & 4> 80 (Leaf dry matter content, LDMC) = i
M/ e s AE AR K GE R (Relative growth rate, RGR) = (InW, —1nW ) /(T,—T,) (W, K5 —
YCHURE IR CT O BYAEY T B s Wy OB 58 R BORE IR (T B AL T D).

TSR g limt, 7RI CO. MREAERKF NN 8 BRI AT, EKRATET: 5 B, A1/ 3 BRI
WA/, X 2 ASPRALEAR CO, W EE TN MR JC i AT 88 G it o i ABESE HUEE X H A 4 9 Fh, F
FI SPSS20. 0 HEFT A CO, vt B RAS [l B ) LI 2 .35 4097 « )OI 45 2 B0 ARl CO, 1 FE T 75
Wi B 1 i o7 WS 32 SR AT I ST REAS ¢ K
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2 GFHROW
2.1 &£Y¥=s

6 il FLASAE 4 0 A= W Y B CO, W B T s 52 B0 34 8 3 (I8 1. o SR R A5 A0 BB 3 OBl C O, R B2
Thwr, AW B E RN WM SR B R R A TE CO, WREE Tk A, HoA W B R A TR . (3R
Y e CO, ¥ BE M 24/ 400 pmol/mol F+ 5 2 A 3K 700 pmol/mol At #2 H R ik 2 2 K. 4 CO, W
Mt 25 150 pmol/mol FF & E 24§ 400 pmol/mol B, Y& #1358 . W 5L IR A%, BT i & R ZE 1) 3G i B o 1 K
94.9%,97. 7% ,86. 3% 1 90. 1 %05 {H4 CO, ¥ M Y HT 400 prmol/mol Fh & FPKE K AT T3 9 700 pmol/ mol i
HERE R FEREAR R 17.6%6,27.9%,33. 0% F1 21. 6%, . 2 20 W i 3 =22 8] 22 57 A G % L (R D). T,
CO, HeBE Mt 41 CO, HeBE T w2 B AT CO, e B I 4 30 38 1 F 3z K F AN B 816k CO, (ZEE. XU 2 7 22
W, Y RAEYFA CO, MR B AL IR W AAAE W25 2 HAE I (GR 2).

4.0 a 0351

150 pmol -mol! 150 pmol- mol™

S.album [

331 B 400 umol - mol =030 [ 400 1mol. mol*
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R.chalepensis

H. lyrata: W3 R. chalepensis: WIRBA; V. Sepium: WHE ; C. album: #; C. chinense: W ;5 S. album . T KA.
K B /ANG TR RN AN E CO, WeBEALFER 28 5 B e it 2 1 L (p<<0. 05).
1 AECO, REFN 6 HEXEYEYEMENERERNZ N (FHEIRER)

K1 cHERBEBYWEARRE CO, KREFS M &Y IE K05 E %
fob w7 i Bz / L] i
N
o (pmol « mol™")  H. lyrata R. chalepensis V. Sepium C. album C. chinense S. album
M 150~400 94. 9 97.7 86.3 90. 1 — 97. 2
400~700 17.6 27.9 33.0 21. 6 0.3 14.9
R 2R K R 150~400 36.0 63.7 35.2 29. 7 — —
400~700 —11.5 0.9 13.1 —0.1 — —122.6
TP RERS S 150~400 17.4 4.5 13.3 21.7 — 31. 6
400~700 26. 7 10.9 8.9 14. 2 3.9 —7.5
BTFYFRFESE 150~400 —42.7 8.0 2.3 20. 4 — 32.7
400~700 —15.1 9.8 1.2 30. 4 —1.3 —8.4
YRR 150~400 71. 9 62.7 —3.2 17.5 — 53.6
400~700 34. 6 1.4 9.7 10 —0.2 3.0
K2 ANEXAEYHNAR CO, KEMMHNEZHTEHH %
7 26 R Ui ERzED;S F {H
7 2= oK U i3 =y =y .= .
- ) X ERHER YR ﬁMﬂz T 2 i ﬁéﬂz 5T £ 43 4
By i 3 106. 613" " 227.520" " 54. 582" 4 562.816" 62.837" "
CO, 2 66.725"" 281. 457" 26. 296" " 83.333" " 14.259""
PFh X CO, 6 23.810" " 15.801" " 1.972"" 179. 016" 6.147" "

e x x RARERMAALITFE L (p<<0.0D).



4 THRFFHROGARBF R http://xbbjb. swu. edu. cn % 39 %

2.2 MHENERKERE
P 50 T AH N A R BB CO, W B T R A S A e, SR R S Y A N AR KRB CO, TR
JE M 2 150 pmol/mol T 2 24 /i 400 pmol/mol By Bt & B PRk # . H 2 %Fh CO, ¥ Mt &
150 pmol/mol FH75 2| 24 Hif 400 pxmol/ mol I 34 Al ifg B2 . 3 KT CO, ¥ BE BLAE 400 pemol/mol T B K >k
700 pmol/mol; Y& M3 FNZE F AR XA K RTE CO, HREEM L2 150 pmol/mol F+8 &) 24 Fj 400 pmol/mol B &,
FHE, B2 CO, W EEMILTE 400 pmol/mol FriE FPFE R 700 pmol/mol B, HBL T TR H . K A # A7 XF
A K RTE CO, W MILAE400 pmol/molF & FKE 2k 700 pmol/mol FFt B 3% FRECE 1, & 1. %50
BraR W, MEXERKEREARNFE YA E 2R EA 522 X, BEAFPFH CO, ¥ EE b B 6 A7 7 %
28 B AR (GR 2).
2.3 WRERESH 0.551 150 umol -mol™? .
6 T WA ) F AR B A3 BOMIBE COL WRIETHRS = | T D 00 wmol-mol

0.45 a 700 wmol -mol*

SRR 2. IR TR, S, MR & o0
AL, BRI KA 4 FHIOIAT & COLMRIETHE 5 039
()W 5 B 2 3 K T X ok CO, WRBE I TR IR B 38 s
FECH 2, 2 D). BFBGAE CO, W50 pemol/mol T} @ 0.20

E]g 0.15

2 700 pmol/mol B, HAR it & 43 KA R H 80 T T o1
Bl 2, % D. R, RURRUPRAERFIR e
S EA S EE L, BAEREYFE CO, W
AP [B] AR B A HARF (GR 2).
2.4 MTYURBREHSHINETYURRESH

bR T EAK A CO WBETHE B AR T 4 g e R O o3 25 58 AT 5625 15 X 0. 05).

S.album |l

g
2
3
N

R.chalepensis [
C.chinense [l

HoAl 5 FRoAE ¥ T 9 R R B B, (E AN B2 RE CO, JKEXT 6 0t A 4a W iR R B 4 5
[R5 90 Fp X AN TR CO, e BE T i i B2 1% i b I A — 98500 (EHE AR AIR)

HCE 3. 3£ ). XFF U8R R A, i

Wy R 43 B CO, #eBE it 25 150 pmol/mol T ] 24 #f 400 pmol/mol B [ i B 5 B & 3% /N F M
MHT 400 pmol/mol F+ i B KK AY 700 pmol/mol, i BF B &M ZE BT AH I /) a3, H B 3 G R iE
W Ay BB CO, IR TR M 2Z R AR A S22 8 X 78 Bk A d, i1 9 5 i & o 5006 ok
CO. W& BE T & 0y 7 o B3040 &5y (T 3, & 1.

0.201 a 1.0r¢

vﬁ 018 150 umol-molj :,:D 09HT 150 wmol-mol-
S o6 ! ‘7‘88 “moi'moi_l & 0sf B 400 umol - mol
= 014 : ] N~ e g 07IN® 700 smol - mol*
A : i : 0.6 [k
0.12 , : : = :
— : o : ~_
#®0.10 : : i 05 Ry
5 008 B o4
& 0.06 : : i i O-3TRY:
& 0.04 i : i 5021y
T o0 NAN | g N
+= 0.00 b=t . - - = 0.0 LBt
s 2 5 5 2 5 S 2 S S 3 S
3 g = S S S 3 g = S S S
N $ g, S 3 S N S 3 S 3 8
= 5§ 9 F £ = = 5§ & 5 & 3
e S T3 SO TS
< §) 3 ©
& &

B E/NE FREFOR AR CO, e BEAb BT 22 5 B Bt 24 3 L (p<<0. 05).
B3 FRECO, REX 6 MERAENHNHTFYURRESHNETURRESHH X0 (EHEIRAER)

CO, WEETFi e Bk 7 SRR | 5 06 2 RN 22 8 T ) o ot 20 M08 n s (L7 )RR B AN 25X 2 > ) b
o, ST BB R o ok i 25 CO, HRE T e B4 VL IR RE SR 2 /N T X R CO, R T i B mEL N T B
XEAN TR CO, WeBETH i B B fd ma b - B A 35 28 55 TR IR A B T i i S B CO, W TR i B T
FRAR BB, FoRO B TY R BTEE £ CO, W T b B 3L 1 3 i e, mife ¥k CO, Tt
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e B B BT AR S (I 3, 3R 1)L D 22 e R WL i W B ORI S T S T A (R 4 A ]
FUEEFRAGIFE XL, HAEARFEYFA CO, Ve B b B 8] 47 76 5 25 1 28 AR (€ 2).

3 WRE4R

A o A S B A S A S B R A R B B SR ER B B AR AR . CO, R
JIE T 2 B A B B0 A i, BT TR it IR R O I CO, MR EE T i 1 S R R K 2 Y A )
SRR R 4020 R AR RN 40 %0 . FhF R 30 %00 R AEAR CO, WRBE TR B AR
AR R, AR CO, WET, AR C B2 8k 2 BR %16 A 1 B B Ak SN . 38 m 6w Bl A+ 9
AR, TR A 4 A = B g R R, 24 CO, W M H AT 350~380 pmol/mol [ I
180~220 pmol/mol W (HAh 2 #4938 B . BA C, AH Y 0 A B R ARIRBE N 40 %0 ~70% . F¥ AW &
FEAK 50%. IR CO, W 4kLE T %2 150 pmol/mol, —4E4: Cy MY R IK Abutilon theophrasti WA= ¥
FBEMEAL 92 %1 ARG, CO, TN T 6 MR AR Y B YR, UL CO, W E T & s 2
A FE R IRSE . R, 24 CO, ¥ ¥ Mt 2 150 pmol/mol FHE F 24 {400 pmol/mol i, HiAk: ¥y iy 1
TN 322 372 88 38 MY T 400 pmol/mol T FE K 19 700 pmol/mol, HL3X 2 AN Wy B % T s i BE S A i i d, R
TE 3 K CO, e BT AZ-40 il B ™ 5 4 4 Fh 78 4 Ok CO, ¥ B8 T w85 I 32 ) 1% 300 8% 1 FH K. Ward 25590 i1 BF
FABEIIUMIT Arabidopsis ttiaiiana XK CO, W& EE 1Y M B A F % @ CO, ¥R B /YW I, 7] 58 2 4 9 %
A A B R BRI T BR ORI, Sage SE LG YL RHEPIXTR CO, v 3 w17 B A 32 21 (4 B 0T 23 Bl B A
YT A BRI 0 22 52 BR B . DT 5% 0 AR 40 0 SR Sk CO, Y BE AR Wi 7. X AN 25 SR — B R IR S T 3R AT B0 AR
B, BRI aT 2K CO, e BE 0 B 13 385 7 4 B L Xk i3 C O, ¥ B8 Ay i i

AT A K R (RGR ) S 45 2057 st 5] Y AR 4 T I Bt A 488 o o A 500 B9 bR A o) b bl bk AR K Rk
FIWFRAR. & CO, VR B H SR P AR . W H A 5 s A A KR FEAIR CO, WR BT A4 11
] {634 38 (NAR « R A B psf (1) g 2457 b B A 2 ) e AR ARO B AIK . AR LG (LAR . Sk AR 5 AR ) it
(0 OB, PRI LA IR A R X A K T S FEAR IS o, 0 SR R ASE R i 1) AR G AR K R B CO, YR
T — E B AY S, X5 Dippery %5 Xt 1 bR A B[R] A9 BFF 52 245 SR AR RL, EB R NAR B9 fL T 8.
e 51 38 AL (1 A6 AR K 3R AE CO, W BE T £ 150 pmol/mol FH i B 2§ 400 pmol/mol B & & 34 fn, A
M CO, W JEMBLTE 400 pmol/mol T+ FLKE K 700 pmol/mol B, HELT FREEHE, ERAMFEMEERT T
R fa#h. Celia S5 FEANTR CO, WeBEE T X BF6A 2 ARG 2R K Sl R AT W8 i A5 0 T AU 25 5L, 24 CO,
WHETF R H] 600 pmol/mol I, EFE# M AHXEAE KL CO, ¥EZ N 200 pmol/mol F1 330 pmol/mol i 5
K. X — &5 B B BUAE F Al et ik LT‘H‘E%LJWME%XW% S BB L 491 R — K, A A PN R R A
A RSP TS (RO 3 R A A A T B S I, k5 A e BBORE B R R R O

R A2 2 B CRMUE ) J2 W 4 2% A 9 o AR 2R 9 106 0 T A L 81, 2 A 00 3 17 S ] B 58 4% 1 0 T B ok 4. 7
CO, HRETHET A AT o AR TR 40 5030 184 . AR 5 A5k 0 50 A0 348 i T 3 o 8y ol S B . — Oy o e U/
A A AR A o T 43 RK A B SR s S — T8 A AR AR A K DU W 22 14 3% 43 K S5 H
RIS AN R PR R R FEARSE SR P, 2 CO, HEE M 150 pmol/mol FhHi $] 400 prmol/mol B, 4 5 Fh
(AR BT AL A B R 3B CO, MR BE TH & i om, BEEABE S CO. WREE T+ &, MYt & IRy C AR TR,
DRI AT A T 22 1) 35 SR 0 0T 4 TC 4 1R B 43, DT AT R 1 48 rpoK 2 RS A I W, DA R AT A X K 4y
TR BRI BRI, 24 CO, #EM 400 pmol/mol FHEE] 700 pmol/mol B, B T I8 9AZE, HAbRI S B9 R
S BT B AT RN, AT BE IR DR X A W AR K AR CO, M TR AR, b T C R
JEAE KO B b, T T P AR R A, R K A SR, {EATS AR O S A B B A

T4 5 5t 53 A (DMC ) 2 5 WA 3K B9 R R 1 B 8 A » 387 D R 4 Joi o MR 40 B o 1 LU AR, T
S BRAB W) A A AT A 22 5 UYL R BE CO, 23 5 AR 9 1R P B K A B 0 1 A48T MR K AR 4 18 <3 AR
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ANECRR KA W A i 2 B BR L D0 AT RE 2 DR OA A 2 oK S I AE rE R R BRR L AT PR R Ay RO £
farmy By R O s WAER CO, WEETS , Y2 C RS, SEa 1 HImss . TY B Rwh. 78
AWFFEEE R, BRUETISRLIAE . HA R P 0 i AR T B B R BB R X BEE CO, WY T
s B CO, WeBETHE RN T HYDCE YRR R, WA R Tt s g RV E e S . K
) 5 o ik BB C O, YR BE TR @ s s (ELE T4 B 20 B0 S A B, BE CO, W B2 T i B i B
TR S SR R R TR BEE CO, W T i A AR A R AIT.

CO, WREETHE R T 6 FhEAMEY AW EBR, 1 CO, MRBE T m HA — BB E . (A2 X 6
ob A 0 A QAN () 3t 5 3 St I3 P 8 C O, R B8 T o AT AN T3] 6 W) SO R 52 A i MR 2 R R A
ik LA B CO, #eRE T i T g F I S0 228 K K5 A ISF ) P 0% T e 2, R A W A 0 IS A i 2R
WA B CO, B2 TH 23 3% THi o (HAEH R I 8] P9 I BEA R CO, R BE (9 T 1 35 T i 4 o
Jo ek 53 ORI T ) B B 3 R TR — B R B S A SR R R I S AR A X 2K CO, YR B R
JEE 3 7 A4 IR ) HL X R SR v C O, e JBE A W)

S X
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The Growth Responses of Six Herbs on the
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Abstract: Hemistepta lyrata, Rumex chalepensis, Vicia Sepium, Chenopodium album , Clinopodium
chinense and Sedum album were used to study the effects of “past (150 pmol/mol)-present (400 pmol/mol)-
future (700 pmol/mol)” CO, concentrations on plants growth in walk-in CO, concentration chambers. Re-
sults showed that CO, concentration enrichment stimulated the total biomass and relative growth rate in all
6 species, but the increasement from the past low to the present CO, concentration was greater than that
from the current to the future CO, concentration. The root mass fractions were all stimulated by increased
CO, concentration under present level , but not affected by increased CO, concentration above present lev-
el. These results indicate that plant adaptations to past low [CO, ] might still constrain the growth re-
sponse to future high [CO,]. These results were contribute to understand the herb responses to climate
change in the future, and provide theoretical basises for assessing and predict the physiological and ecologi-
cal impacts of global climate change on plants.

Key words: CO; concentration; biomass; relative growth rate; evolution; global climate change
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