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Abstract

Objective: In the operational reality of protected grape cultivation within controlled environments, the
exuberant photosynthetic metabolism often encounters challenges due to inadequate CO> provision,
resulting in diminished photosynthetic activity and consequent compromises in grape quality, potentially
leading to decreased yields. Conventional CO; fertilization practices within these facilities frequently suffer
from issues such as uneven application and exorbitant costs. Furthermore, the optimal CO» concentration
conducive to grape cultivation under protected conditions remains undetermined, thereby rendering the
precise regulation of CO> fertilization a persistent challenge within contemporary greenhouse operations.
This thesis introduces a novel approach by integrating CO; fertilization with aeration irrigation techniques,
proposing a COs-aeration irrigation fertilization paradigm. Through a comprehensive examination of
diverse CO, fertilization modalities and concentrations and their impacts on grape photosynthetic
parameters, yield metrics, and fruit quality attributes, this thesis aims to ascertain the viability of the
COg-aeration irrigation fertilization paradigm. Additionally, it endeavors to identify the optimal CO:
concentration requisite for protected grape cultivation. This provides a theoretical basis for the future
application of aeration irrigation technology under controlled conditions for greenhouse grape production.
Methods: This study used 5-year-old ‘Flame Seedless’ grapes as test materials. To explore the best CO>
fertilization method and the most suitable CO; concentration for greenhouse grape production, three
different aeration methods were set: intelligent aeration (new CO> aeration mode, IW), traditional aeration
(CO; reaction bag, TW), and no aeration (control group, CK), along with four different concentration
treatments of 500ppm (CO; concentration of 500 = 30 umol-mol-"), 700ppm (CO- concentration of 700 £
30 umol-mol"), 850ppm (CO; concentration of 850 = 30 umol-mol!), and 1000ppm (CO; concentration of
1000 = 30 pmol-mol™).

Results:

(1) The novel CO» aeration method combined with the subsurface drip irrigation system significantly
improved the chlorophyll content and photosynthetic characteristics of grape leaves. Within the same
irrigation cycle, the grape light saturation point, apparent quantum efficiency, and maximum net
photosynthetic rate all reached their maximum values under the new CO> fertilization method, while the
light compensation point was lower than the other treatments. Additionally, this method significantly
enhanced the leaf CO; saturation point, CO> compensation point, SOD, CAT, POD, PPO, and Rubisco
activity, with the highest grape yield reaching 13875.61 kg-hm™.

(2) CO;2 concentrations of 700 ppm and 850 ppm significantly increased the chlorophyll content of

grape leaves and significantly reduced the chlorophyll a/b ratio; at 700 ppm, the net photosynthetic rate and



water use efficiency of grape leaves were the highest. The grape light saturation point and apparent
quantum efficiency reached their maximum values at a CO, concentration of 850 ppm, followed by 700
ppm. Moreover, at 700 ppm, the maximum net photosynthetic rate, SOD, CAT, POD, PPO, and Rubisco
activity were significantly increased, with the highest grape yield reaching 14541.37 kg-hm™.

(3) The novel CO» aeration method combined with the subsurface drip irrigation system significantly

improved the quality of grape fruits, increasing the degree of fruit coloring. It also increased the content of
phenolic compounds in the fruit skin. At CO> concentrations of 700 ppm and 850 ppm, the soluble solids
content, soluble sugar content, and hundred-grain weight of grape fruits were significantly increased, while
the titratable acid content was reduced. At 700 ppm, the total chlorophyll and carotenoid content in grape
skin were the lowest. At CO; concentrations of 700 ppm and 850 ppm, the color index of ripening grape
fruits (CIRG) reached 4.79 and 4.45, respectively, with the highest flavonoid, anthocyanin, and total
phenolic content in the fruit skin at 700 ppm.
Conclusion: Supplementing CO; significantly enhanced the photosynthetic pigment content and
photosynthetic performance of greenhouse grape leaves, promoted fruit coloration, and improved grape
yield and quality. Among these, the effect of the novel CO; enrichment method surpassed that of the
traditional CO; enrichment method. In experiments comparing different CO2 concentrations, the optimal
enhancement of photosynthetic characteristics, yield, and fruit quality in greenhouse grapes was observed
at CO; concentration of 700 ppm.

Key words: Aerated irrigation; CO»; Grapes; Photosynthesis; Fruit quality
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DA AE KA R, AER AR — RSB A, T8 S A0k
BEX TR A2 W BB R . FEALGE CO AL FriEr, BIUNLaAI b . ERES .
WA, TIREEIE S, 2 DR IR IR AR 5] mis . RAS . RRLEn)
V) AR5 A1 DA B 2 T i 8 2 S i 2 8l i J g g, AROR BRI T COn A B AR
FIHES . TTASHIFFE A R TR I FE IR A TE E T CO2 HERE,  BERAR T A1) [R] IS X ER AN
W5y, I HREHOS ST A MBS HERE, A ARRBEN CO2 MBS T BISRE. [H)
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i) CO2 R T HRPET LA AISE, 3L al AT e e, FoA R4 Al fr sk

2

.

1.2.3 HiRE CO. 3 EW & 1ER RN

ARk, KA AR (CO2) WRIER)B3E EIHEY GG P TR
Wi, AR RO RER) B RPN E R, MRPIFEAI, mikE CO n AARL
e/ NEB DG E ARG, KPS P REENIBIENT RS, £Y] CO,
WL TE R 20 R S B AT IERCR B (Ma and Wang, 2021) . & CO2 5544 T HY
P R a/b EHSBEAR, R CO MR THMEE T2 b BB, WA
RO SRR R CRIRICRE S) (Kim et al., 2018). SR, 7 CO2 A T AEK A H
, BEEM AT ICE AR SELONEER, Xl feRh T CO ik EFEH H027K
T H i MBS PR AR S RS A AL 0 B 2. AR X ki ) E g 8055 ml E 22 1%
IR AR R AR RE, FEIMSE DG A (R 5 & (Liang et al,, 2019) , =#ISF (2018)
FEH, R CO2 IR R IG5 Wi 52 B BRI T e PO, . ARG B B p
ARJFURE, CO2 WY ETHEHE TN B2 Ry A, Horf C3I AL C4 tEI T o) 2 5]
. AIABITEERM], SRR CO MR, AHYIA 28I H AR AL T 34% (Yan et
al., 2023) . Gao 5§ (2021) HWFFEAIEKIE COfEdE THYDEAREEFFIADL G T
AR, B2 m TR GG EER, AR LI CO W E IR T
E—ERE EBRR 7Y ROEENGE R, Xk — PR TR G R
(Wujeska-Klause et al., 2019). K< CO2 ¥k BEAGHY nl (e HER MW IA R AR, S
FIK A FIHZE (Uddin et al.,, 2023) . Opoku % (2024) WF5 & CO2 W& T 7] AAY
RO e SRR BRSO B RIEOC AR, S Rt i SRR K o R RCE, ok
O3 MR 53R = 15 % ~ 35 Yo SEAHYDGAEAE M, JG A SO R 2 252 [T Rubisco
RS PE. MHRDITRY], BEE COMERY TS, PIMEMRI - Rubisco i M2 HT T =
(Byeon et al., 2022) , Doddrell ¢ (2023) WAL, T7EE COMELMT,
TLZE N ZE A A Rubisco 1§ £ 2T KA COLMREAM TR, BRTRZENIIFTRE H X
HH CORERYTHR MGG RIEIEE N, ARRF I — PR RA WY Ao
ANTA] CO2 He BE 2 [B] B Wi . 22 5

1.2.4 BRE CO XHEMR LMK ™ E R

IIARFE R, e KA AR (CO2) WRIERENS WA i H e A 1
MRSy, MmifedErd £ K ANPET & (Yang etal., 2024) , Shiin &% (2022) HFFEA L,
TE CO2RPESRATT, B Rl W, IR 69 % ~ 139 %. Cai 55 (2023)
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FIBFTE A, S8 CO B RS W2 (et TR S BIE I, Hit— s &, F
HANVAETACFRIEE E, T S8R B A TN R B SKBOR B, 9 2 X 2L/
SRMBCA T AL A= F A AR, BHET, K CO W ERIR T M (e e A K |
S B SRR E ST H AR TEE. Karim 2% (2020) BFFEA I, CO: & AR REW IS Nt
RS IERE . 4EAE 2K C MR PERE R, MR 7 i X i it . Haghighi
4 (2022) WEF], CO» FHEAMBIGIMAE AT AR S5, HINGREHE.
Mochizuki 4 (2023) 41, HEYEE A CO MR TR ol DA Fids th i Ak o
MRER, ANPUAAALIG L. B2, REMIM4EE=R C. A, CO W EERYIG I
ATER A W SRR AR N, A FEAEY 2RI AR RN, Du F (2023)
AIBFTE A B, CO2 e B ad iR IR R R A AR SRR i B P AR AN RIS ), S Ty el 4
R C IR ML R S B R, 1 pH MnIEVEEEY A Bg. Yao % (2021) M
5|, DA FHZER AN B EE EPEROK AL S IIRIE S COn MK 2 225 1A
FR. HAEL, K RO h e e Iy L, R ORI D, R
R Z KT AR AP R AR CO2 M EERIBITIT . AR SRATBIFTE 77 BAE X LU IEA TR AR R,
CADLAE CO2 AL SRS, S BAR ) A 7 ) e BAFH ] R e P

1.3 ARBER. EXMHEARELZL

1.3.1 IRBERFIEX

AWFFEA BRI WA AR, @R EN S, K CO ML AR S
HEBB AR S &, A B EBOTHY CO MM A G MBS AN TURE, WA
CO BTy AR EEX i % bR ot WA eE Rk, P SOR M, 57N
T CO I HEB M AR i = A A 7 e & RE TP ERIA R, #8357 CO2
WSEXS SRR DA RIS BN R M O e AR R CO2 U,
AN i ZE A A IR B R B B AR Bt — e B s, O R R
M BRI T R R

132 fIRANBE

(1) 256 CO2 B BEARIIN HEBE S AT E i 5 A HEA T HE B 18 DA B e i S 4
MM, A EBOIHERAIZ T RAE CO ARG, MRy Dtk d s P 20N T
=,
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(2) I A TR —RE K I NI Aot G 2 JEAHFIE. Jem ik, CO.
M 7 P 2 DA % I b SEREE 1, 75t S [] COo B 2 DA Sk B o A 4 ' A R P S i

(3) AL I 7E T A FE 2 €0 ) AN [R) I ST ) SR S PR R4 L pHL, B4R 5K (CIRG) |
ARERR . AR, BERE. SR, EOENLEESE, AR CO AL Ty ALK E
X ) 2 R S ot S FS D S

(4) g BRI EL . R ERORT B ER I 4 7 e A B IR R A AN [R] CO i AE 5 =2
e EEXS e e B SN S
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Figure 1-1 Technical route



£ 2% AR CO IR A R FE N AFIE R~ BRI AAFRFMTFMIRL

E2EF AE COMEIRARMEEF L SHER™E /8RN

2.1 MRS

2.1.1 iRIE#1

IS 2022 4 6 H & 2023 4F 12 HIER A TR 2445 A L0 H i (b4 45°20N,
R 86°03'E) HYGIRZ WHEAT. TS N B3 vb i+, 3 RARHIG M SR pH 7.21,
AP 13.67 gkg!, B 0.38 grkg!. BHALHE 25.6 mgkg! . AL 21.3 mgkg!, W=
WNHIZG A N B A4S TR o (Flame Seedless) , T 2018 4@, RMHAE
20, BRI TRIERAR, mEAUATR, RA TR IR K e SR, H R 4 ARk,
B Yh L5 m, BEATAE S AV, FMEATEE N 2.5 m, MEFEN 0.8 m, HMRRHIAETER
ZAE IR EE 6 AREE AL, AT HL R /i R SR 2 A A A TR A A . R
Z PR A B PE EEHIEM A E XA TARE (25mx7mx23m) XTI HT
FRWT, E G AN AR RS

2.1.2 COz NS MEAE 77 RV T R A AL

WA 2-1, 2-2 F1 2-3 FroR, A5 I T —FPi A 28585 5 77 1) CO i< HE it
JEREE, REISERE. COL MEAEA CO TR TR =M ARALE EE—R, HEN
CO i B A VE F A2 38 35 T B2 P CO ¥ B B B AR M AR S VE TR, e 4R
R 7= A B . IV B A 2 B XA R RS Y T e, $2 A AR
F 5 SR EE AR SE . CO2 R R G0 ] AKEHESE ] CO2 AORRICE:, SR AS I R 58
CO2 ¥R, FRIIE CO2 ¥ STREC. I HEIR B ARAE IR 2 A Y SR LT 7=
SFEEWA (F2-2, 2-3) , ANREHE IR E WA TR A LTI EAE 8 om AYHL T iHE
T, MBEHEELK (PE) , BHEHZ 10em. 5 10 cm B BAERE R PVC 7
BT 25 em WIEE Y0, LY TR D 5 om &, JOCFERMISEIT O, #ESY
SV B EAN 1.5 em B/, TS 05 B485E 2 W6 AMEA 6 mm A HE T
. COMMARAEARRAR N 40L, il HAN 6 mm B8 5 U85 A A i 241
A BRI TIERE, CO2 BB RENCE i CO2 35 il 22 55 0 ST A8 I (R T35 (1 3 [+ e

Vg

AT
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Il 2-1 CO MAHEMEIENE R G0 m R AR GE AR g 35 i (PLC Fi@f5im H) . i
PRGN . AU BRI AR ) FIHEIY £ (CO2 MR LA Bedte)

Figure 2-1 Schematic diagram of CO; aerated irrigation and fertilization system. The system includes a

central control node (PLC and communication ports), a gas application node (gas solenoid valve, gas

electromagnetic flowmeter, and convection device), and a monitoring node (CO> concentration sensor)

R (R

VA

7m
Z

HAXATARE

M anmsmm B oqem CF COo s w4

P 2-2 BN TR E R EE

Figure 2-2 Schematic diagram of closed artificial climate

RARLMER
o
MARTFRAEE oIMN FRRE

Cem [l

LEMNNEEEE AR EESFORE
. e

. immNrRET
: s

Ezsa»%ﬁki% %TAmtE%m ﬁcm%ﬂ%hﬂ%ﬁ*%@
Figure 2-3 Physical view inside the greenhouse of the CO; cylinder generator, underground cavern storage

filling irrigation and CO> control system
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2.1.3 CO IS E M= R FERIZI TR

FERIA SO B Y CO2 I REBEIENE 7750, F5 BB T &Ik COx HEEHI R 4L,
CO T MM IE R G P R BT R I sl (B 2-10 2-4) . I
H HL PR AN COL ¥R P AR AN, ST EI G B RIREE, % FOREA
N CO SR, il FEARFEREE S B AR S 5 (&5 2= PPy s, Y R L U
B SRHLRER . X E A AR R R, R ESE A i iy A AT AR
SIBB, %7 RARE R i iy > TS 16 &, o AR REI A T, TR A<
PRHUBR R I SE R (E, SRS 5 U = P A R R e s T, Py
sHTH RIS TAEAUT A ALPEAIER D AR, 32 2 TR P RS S S S R
AR BE, 2 i B AU A T LA T RIRAL B, 45 & U g R T Y S
BHE R, dEM T A 2R AL P RS B B AL, AT
i =R X, B I A TR CO Wk BRI B T = 1k R e £
B, SR AR N CO2 1P B it Y Ui s T R S, Mol
W FVEET R R EIRELN.

CO, e f% dkas

ﬁﬂﬂ‘#é“ L] l

CO, i BRAL S

(4] 2-4 CO I TREBRHEAE P2 ] 2R 8 AR SRR T P
Figure 2-4 Schematic diagram of the working principle of CO. aerated irrigation and fertilization control

system

2.1.4 XIG4bIE

AT R A BENLIX B, AL 3 1748 KB — B4, B3 5 bR,
HE 5K, IRIRILEE 3 A TW B (558 COL it =) . IW 3 (CO il
SFEBREAC 7 5X) A CK ¥R ORHEFT COLJAE) =AMbFE, F 2023456 H25 H (fE
J5 30 K) #2023 47 H 30 HE#HATHEACAATE, HeabdE 35 X, TW @ SFE=EN
B CO R Tl COa, CO P URBHTAEN LA, By a3
)45 H 9:00 ~ 14:00 DAL 17:00 ~ 22:00 2 [f], AN E N CO2 SN R IV Y M E 4 10kg,
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10h P24 30L; TW ALFHR ] CO2 I REB I NE J5 2Tt AL 3, CO2 NN
AR, RrRSSERESIERVY) (10kg) BCE T A AT, &E CO A& it o~
0.05 Mpa, T 9:00 ~ 14:00 PAK 17:00 ~ 22:00 2 [B] ¥ 8 AL CO Ak, BRMEY
H30L, KAPESHREEHA. CO RGP LIENL (PLC) i L B2 4t
K CO VRS I IIMEDR 2 ] AR A IR BRI, AR AR B (U A AR,
BN AU)  RFEARA S CO2 W FE TR i BR BEZE T R E N CO2 UK 21530
EHNRIE R 3d EKIATIEGE, #eas kA WAL, T 6 H 25
Hik, 5 HSENRETENEIRE . 2RI E A CO)E, 4 10min iE55—IK.

2.1.5 MEMB S A%
2.1.5.1 AEBEESEHNE

ANA] CO2 AL 7 AL TSR 25 d, FE[R—HEKJRIAREE 1. 4. 7. 10d (2023 47 H
21 H ~30 H) REFEM. BMH S NER, BN EE ML 3 KA KBHLIR %,
R HEHR M) B85 4 ~ 6 FDIREM I ZIRE BB A%, F A vk AR B R AT 0] S 5 &5
MERZE I R EER a, HHERER b MRS M RER, AR ab e ER
I,
42 a ¥k (Chly) = 12.21 x ODgs3 - 2.81 x ODeds
H4¢2 b ¥JF (Chly) =20.13 x ODe4s - 5.03 x ODge3
FEE PR E= (10000D470 - 3.27C, - 104Cy) /229
H2¢Z a/b=Chl,/ Chl,
X OD—— A K IUOGIE, L/A(g-cm)
Co——MEER a W, mg/g
Co—M2x R bIkJE, mg/g

2.1.5.2 R E4ERIMIE

AN[A] CO2 JEAE Ty AL PEE 25d, AR —HEK RIIRSE 1. 4. 7. 10 d ]} LI-6800
EHE LG AN E M RO AFEME X S50 (2023 487 H 21 H-30 H) , L& 4 K.
Y R HIERIC = KA, /51T 9:00-14:00 I [E LB SR (8 H5 00 Er)
F4 256 M), WEM FEEEESR (Pn) | FRBEE (Tr) . ALFE (Gs) |
KAFFIHZE (WUE) . MESEERENTT: CEAHERS (PAR) 1500 pmol-m2-s™,
VPD 0.1 kPa, Jfi# 500 pmol-s™, Z % CO2 ¥ %A 400 umol-mol™!, M-3R A 30 °C.
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2.1.5.3 SEmaRL il ZFn CO- M fiz i Ze Bl ZE

ANIA] CO EE J AL FRERS 35 d SEA TG0 B il 26 F CO2 i B HT ey I, RF 1 Ab 2R
BEALEBE TR 4% 3 B, (] Li-6800 fEH#E A (GHEATIN . I e b iy 21 Fi o
HpAs e, & EEHRERRE: 1800, 1500, 1200, 900, 600, 300, 200, 150, 100, 50
A0 pmol m2-s7!, JEIRBIRMUER, BH/MEERE R 120, HARRERHA 200s, 1%
BN 30 °C, FHXHEEAE 50 %/idfy, CO2 ¥ H 400 pmolmol™,  FI| FH il s EdAsi4dl
Jem £k, AR HOBIEA A (LSP) | JeRMEA (LCP) | HmAKEOEAEZE (Poma) DA
FFEMETRF (AQE) . M COo M i il 2 it 7 v Hs A8 i i B CO2 MR IR JE -
400, 300, 200, 100, 50, 400. 600, 800, 1000, 1200, 1500 pmolmol-1, CO: ¥ FE%F
WHAES, e/ MEE TR 120's, S RRERTE Y 180 s, it fE v H ik AdE COx W,
WEIRE N 30 °C, FXHEELE 60%45 47, JEHIRE R 1500 pmol-m=2 -7, FI| A 2 %k
AT COL M W &AL, TR S RORAE A (Vemar) « SR AL (Jimax)
CO #MzEA (CCP) “FZ4L.

2.1.5.4 MRS LEEF Rubisco B iF MERINIE

AN CO MEAE 7 AL BEES 35d REAA A 7 FEd . B AL PREEHLLESRE 5 KA
WA Ak, RAE B AT B3 4 ~ 6 IhBEMT, MBS FoKUbd o R, HEATHE K
TR

PUAAAL TR E 2 B Cakmak 2% (1992) WYJ7¥E; VA VRS B & R 25 Sl =
G-250 YA 7E .

Rubisco AFf ML E S Reid 45 (1980) HYT5IE, (S FIAEYI AR SR8 70 A a0 &

(IINFHE AP TR R J] 7)) 7E Rubisco BHG M.

2.1.5.5 BEFEMNE

B AL PREERLTEEE 3 PRI, RASH AR _E T 18 2 o) i SRR o 4 R
BEAIFORIE, HIDATIS AT &, FEALZEIR 3 FR RGN 0.01 1Y FRF-Fr e SR Al E Al
PR, AR R R AL NI A e A i LB A R BE . . TRERIE 10
FIURRLH 0 R 5K R HE

2.1.6 FiRAIBES 58

i i Excel 2010 FEATiR I8 8 38, {8 SPSS22.0 AR {4F#t47 B by, M- P
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{HEFRUE IR TR E S5 R FH VMR FH Pearson 7255 i origin 2022 BAFHEAT1EA.

22 #ERE5GH

2.2.1 A[E COiEiE ARAMEHSRER COLRET

1 [ 2-5 A1, 2E 9:00 ~ 14:00 1 17:00 ~ 21:00 2 8], CK ALFRfE) CO, Ve B ¥ 5 5T
TR FE 9:00 ~ 1100 Z [H], IW AFE CO2 ¥k JER BT 5 TW AFEAH L3 2T
V2% Il 2-5a AIH, TR 9:00 ~ 14:00 Z 1], TW AP SEIS CO2 M 5T TW AL,
i & 2-5b A1, 7E 17:00 ~ 18:00 F1 19:00 ~ 22:00 . [a], IW AbFRASLHT COL Wk B T
TW b3, HIW Ab3 CO» iRy fbta g TW BT 5) . 22,

—~700} =~ CK — TW ——Iw ~70l ~° CK — TW ——IW
© ©
E 600 £
8 g 600
B! 3500h e =
¥ 5 = § 500
N = =
o p - o p
O £ 400r % o B
o N & 400 /
2 N e T
& 300} - & "
rd S. s % 300 S,
-~ ~ -
8200- T 8 N i
8 9 10 11 12 13 14 16 17 18 19 20 21 22
fi 1) I (5]
8: 00~14: 00 16: 00~22: 00
(a) (b)

Kl 2-5 BN TAURE N CO2 ¥k BT H A2 1k
Figure. 2-5 Daily variation of CO; concentration in enclosed artificial climate indoor during gas

application period

222 AR CO MR A XX AR F it & BERIFM

mFE 2-1 fw, AFEBEETXGHT, IWEHWH4E a SRAEEKE 4d. 7d
10 d HET TW PRI CK, HifEK)G 4d.7 d F1 10 d 4R E b &8RN IW >
TW > CK.FEH#EK G 4 d. 7 dFI 10 d, IW A ERAGIH 4838 a &4 31l CKE i 17.8%.
17.7%F1 19.0%, ZHEHE (P<0.05) . ANHEGEET AT, #KE 1d. 7d #1 10d
HIZEE NS BEYERICN IW > TW > CK, IW F1 TW AFRF 442 a/b 7EHEK)E 4 d.
7df10d WREET CK (P<0.05) .
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# 2-1 Al CO AL 7 O i F oG 6 (0 3 & B S

Table 2-1 Effects of different CO; aerating methods on photosynthetic pigment content of grape leaves

URTIEPN 14 AbEE MR a 4R b HERR ab  KE PR

Days after irrigation Treatment  Chlorophylla ~ Chlorophyllb  Chlorophyll a/b  Carotenoids
(d) (mg-g") (mg-g") (mg-g)

1 CK 1.36 £ 0.06b 0.54 £ 0.03b 2.52+0.10a 0.22 +£0.02b

™ 1.49 £0.08a 0.65+0.01a 2.29+0.12b 0.33 £0.06a

W 1.47 £ 0.04a 0.62 +£0.02a 247+0.11a 0.34+0.01a

4 CK 1.51 £0.06b 0.69 £ 0.05a 2.18 £0.05b 0.26 £ 0.03b

™ 1.74 £ 0.13a 0.71£0.01a 2.45+0.13a 0.41 £0.02a

W 1.78 £0.18a 0.73 £0.02a 2.51+£0.04a 0.35+0.03a

7 CK 1.47 +0.09b 0.64 £ 0.05a 2.30 £ 0.24b 0.25 £ 0.00b

™ 1.71 £0.03a 0.68 £0.01a 2.51+£0.02a 0.38 £0.02a

W 1.73 £0.00a 0.69 +0.04a 2.53+£0.04a 0.39 +£0.00a

10 CK 1.42 £ 0.02b 0.62 £ 0.04b 2.29+0.15b 0.21 £ 0.04b

™ 1.67 £ 0.06a 0.71+£0.01a 2.35+0.04b 0.34 +£0.00a

Iw 1.69 £0.02a 0.72 £0.02a 2.53£0.09a 0.36 £0.02a

2.2.3 A[E CO: iERR A RXT BB M /Yt S 4FER 20

Hi [l 2-6a AT, R[ADEAE 7 AL BRI I oG a 33 (Pn) TR [F— KRN
5 FIHE TR BEKE 1d. 7d R 10d, &40FEA) Pn BRI IW > TW > CK,
TEHEKIG 1d.4d.7dF110d, IW AEFEAGIHH Pn 433 HE CK =i 31.0 %, 30.1 %. 31.5 %
F1272%, 27 EE (P<0.05) , f& 2-6b K 2-6¢ T4, &ALFHAH S FLEE (Gs)
FZEREHE R (Tr) LEF—FEKEIHNE 25 B E NRE&ES. Fem-—#EKERN, TW
ARFRE I B Gs Fl Tr 9T CK, A0 FRP M F Tr Fl Gs 7EH#EK )G 4 d F1 7 d BRIA
CK >TW >IW; TEHEK)G 1 d F1 4 d, TW AFREGIH A Tr 4351 b CK K 42.6 %F1 47.5 %,
ZREEFE(P<0.05) . FEKG4dF 7 d, IW LFEFHF Gs 235 CK A 24.5 %A1 13.1 %,
ZrEE (P<0.05) , thE 2-6d Fiw, TERE—H#KEBIN, & 0Hn w4 Ko F
H#% (WUE) 25 A TGS, Hd IW AB7EEK)E 1d, 4d. 7dF110d
YRE ST TW A1 CK (P <0.05) . 7E#/K)G 1d, 4d, 7d#A110d, W ARy
A WUE 43+ 5iIE CK B 128.1 %, 94.6 %. 126.6 %F1 148.7 % (P <0.05) .
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22¢ 0.7¢
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Figure 2-6 Effects of different CO; aerating methods on photosynthetic characteristics of grape leaves

2.2.4 A[E] CO: BT XIS BE T Fr S Mz f 270 CO- Ml iz B 2k A9 2

P E AU LB IEAEL (130, 2010) LG IS B s Totk ma i e e 5 ol

e 5 e A CO2 M itk (1 2-7) . AFEGEIE XA T, MEICAA GRS (PAR)
ML CO M (Ci) WThE, MR BEOGEE R A RN 2L, anE 2-7a
a4 PAR it 1600 pmol-m2-s7! Ji5, TW ALFR[Y Pn R8RS H e A FRAH L
A 2-7b Fi7n4 Ci E 1200 ~ 1600 pmol-m2-s™ 5, TW ZbFRA Pn Bl Ci B3 H0T 2 31
T, HARA TR, i 2-2 WAL RRIGEAE T ARBETR, SBEALSE AR
ALY RN IW > TW > CK, UM NERIH CK > TW > 1W, A3 TW Fl IW
FIEHEANE S B CK E i 11.8%F 18.4 %, R Kb 4y BilEn H 10.7%F1 21.0%,
ZRE (P<0.05) . AL TW A IW RIS FRORHEEE T CK (P<0.05) . H
F2-3 01, TW ALIW ALBRE CO WAL . COL A ME M A R A RE NI BE E T CK
(P<0.05) . HH CO MU FRIMN IW>TW > CK, TW Hl IW LB ERE T

17



£ 2% AR CO IR A R FE N AFIE R~ BRI AAFRFMETFMIET

SRR CK B2 S 14.4%F1 18.7% (P <0.05) . N 2-8 fiR, & ALFRAER IR
Eﬁlﬂx—dt LT 5 F2 0K TW > TW > CK, TW AP 5 KR 8 R B K L A%
BRI CK S 60.0%F1 66.0%, ZEFEE (P <0.05)

w

o
w
o

[ —CK ——TW ——w [ st W~

- - N N
o o o O
T T

G % (umol-m2-s™!
o [6)]

_5 L
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& H RS L[] COLHe i
PAR (umol-m?-s™") Ci (umol-mol™)
(a) (b)

Bl 2-7 RN[A] CO2 T AE Ty 2R A2 D i 7 il £ RT CO Wi 137 1 26 F4) 52 1)
Figure 2-7 The influence of different CO» fertilization methods on the light response curve and CO»

response curve of grapes

% 2-2 A[A) CO2 AL Ty R A2 Pt ' 17 i 2 ik S50 32
Table 2-2 Effects of different CO; aerating methods on the characteristic parameters of the light response

curve of grapevine leaves

bR JEHLFN A JeAME R N /Pl EUN SR ES
Treatment Light saturation point ~ Light compensation Maximum net Apparent quantum
(LSP)(umol-m2-s) point photosynthetic rate efficiency
(LCP)(umol'm2-s1)  (Pumax)(umol'm2-s')  (AQE)(umol-m2-s1)
CK 1513.76 + 174.32b 45.35+3.62a 1521+ 1.21b 0.032 + 0.00b
™ 1693.12 £+ 128.33a 4431+1.98a 16.83 £1.32b 0.041 = 0.00a
Iw 1792.31 £ 186.45a 39.32+5.21b 18.41 £2.01a 0.040 £ 0.00a
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Figure 2-8 Effect of different CO> aerating methods on maximum carboxylation efficiency and maximum

electron transfer rate of grape leaves

2 2-3 [l CO2 AL 7 X A2 I F CO2 M By ZRARFAIE 2 B0 52 W)
Table 2-3 Effects of different CO; aerating methods on the characteristic parameters of the CO; response

curve of grape leaves

yusiil COx AR CO2 M A, I 3 A ROt RES
Treatment CO; saturation CO; compensation Rate of Maximum
point point photorespiration photosynthetic capacity
(CSP)(umol'mol') ~ (CCP) (umol'mol') (Rp)( pmol'm?-s')  (Amax)( umol-m?s?)
CK 998.62 + 123.42b 69.12+£9.31b 6.10 +0.98a 18.21 £2.01b
™ 1261.47 £ 135.23a 82.31+7.34a 6.24 + 0.84a 20.83 £1.82a
Iw 1322.41 + 178.84a 82.81+9.12a 6.22 + 0.68a 21.61 +£1.43a

22.5 A[E CO: iR A X B & 18K BiE MR 7200

H & 2-9a, ¢ [, KALFEfY CAT 1 SOD #EIH:H IW > TW > CK, H& 2-10b,
d AIAI&ALFRE) POD #1 PPO ¥R 35 5T CK, Hrp IW B POD 3 5 T H B AL B
(P<0.05) . HNEK 2-9¢ fif7R, & 4LFRA) Rubisco £ 5 CAT. SOD. POD #il PPO
HRIE S, 5 CKAH LG, TW A1 TW Ab 31 Rubisco 1 443 Il 2 E 42 5 T 56.0 %A1123.7 %
(P <0.05)
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Figure 2-9 The effect of different CO; fertilization methods on enzyme activities in grape leaves

Wk 2-4 fron, AF COp JEAE 7 AL PR Fobr B | e | P 2RI TW > TW >
CK. TW F1 IW 2P AL E )5 CK R T 31.1 %A1 58.3 %, 23 (P<0.05) .
TW Fl IW A PRI 543 51128 12731.58 i1 13875.61 kg-hm2, 435Ik CK AL TR H 2409.74
#F13553.77 kg-hm?2,
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7 2-4 A[A] COq AL J5 U0 A 4 R 5 B HY 52 1)
Table 2-4 Effect of different CO; aerating methods on grapevine fruit yield

b3 PR PR i

Treatment Single grain weight(g) Spikelet weight(g) Yield(kg-hm?)
CK 1.80 £+ 0.08c 531.72 £10.32¢ 10321.84 £210.32¢
™ 2.36 +0.09b 632.71 +11.32b 12731.58 £197.35b
Iw 2.85+0.10a 672.83 £ 13.56a 13875.61 +£225.44a

2.2.7 EigtRERES

b @ O QP00 O0O000000O020 000 1
cbloscih @ @ * O 0O 0 00O 0O0OOOO0S 000
CIEEEE F F E EN KX X XX EEY X XX X | i
Pnlossons  n @ QPG 0O D000 OOS2O ~000
Gs |ose -0.93-064Gs@.><“><....xX‘.xx., oo
Tr foes-081-083-1.00 T90000000000 000
WUE 097083076098A»"OQQWUE.......... N X X ) 0.4
Lcp forsors02071 07083LP @ @ O O O O QOO0 OO0 O
LSP 096 083 072 097 042-099100-086LSP @) @ QP O O O O O - O O @ 02
Pnmax [0.92 0.83 060 0.92 023-095097-09309PM4) @ @ O O O O - O O @
AQY (095 072 0.95 0.98 0.78-096 092 055 090 02AY @) @ @ © 2 @ © © @ @ o
SICC (098 0.81 0.83 1.00 -058-1.00 099 0.76 0.98 094 06SICC) P @ O @ ~ @ @ @
MCR |0.98 0.78 088 1.00 0.65-0.99 098 070 0.96 0.91 098 1OMCR@) @ @ @ * @ @ @ 0.2
CCP [0.97 0.77 0.90 1.00 -0.69-0.99 0.97 -066 0.95 0.89 099 099 100CCP @ @ @ © @ @ @
CAT [0.74 0.7 075 -0.80 0.86 -0.98 0.89 094 060 0.79 074 070CAT@) @ * @ @ @ | 04
SOD 064 0.80 067  -0.73078-0.94 082 0.88 072 066 062 093S0D@ x @ @ @
POD [0.90 0.74 0.71 0.93 -0.44-0.94 0.95 -0.80 0.95 0.93 087 0.94 093 0.91 082 080POD % @ @ @ 06
PPO 0.77 -0.88 59 PPO x x x
RuBisCO |0.90 0.79 054 0.88 ©1-0.910.95 -0.94 0.96 0.98 0.77 0.91 0.87 0.84 0.92 0.89 093 RuBisC{) @ 08
SGW [0.93 083 063 0.93 0.31-0.96 0.98 -0.92 0.99 1.00 083 0.95 092 0.90 0.93 0.87 0.4  098SGW ()
TY [0.97 0.83 0.75 0.98 -0.46-0.99 1.00 0.84 1.00 0.98 0.91 0.99 0.97 0.96 0.87 0.80 0.95 0~ 0.95 099 TY s

P LSRR KL & L
SF T O Y @Q@" & o

R L P POO O N
& FF LS LS <t

&
Q_\)

K 2-10 A EREGER. JEETE. Jof COx M ZRHIE SN KB I -5 R 57 B A A 4
Figure 2-10 Correlatlon of leaf photosynthetic pigment content, photosynthetic characteristics,
characteristic parameters of photosynthetic CO; curve and related enzyme activities with fruit yield
LD G FOR BRI XA R K, i AR RTT R XM, CAR: I h2RElE hRERE, CCP: COy
IMELL, Pn: obAEEEE, LCP: JugMEAl, SICC: CO: UM, SGW: PRLHE, LSP: YU, MCR: M Fi
RBAER, Tr: ZEHER, Gs: fLFE, WUE: KA KHER, AQE: KMWE TR, POD: ALY CAT:

A E N SOD: A YIEALEE: PPO: ZM%{LAE Pnmax: FRHOLAMES; Chla: 4R a & H, Chib:
M4 b &8, YT: H32r &, RuBisCO: Rubico JFEME

Note: Red and blue indicate significant positive and negative correlations, respectively, while white denotes no significant
correlation. CAR: Carotenoid content in leaves; CCP: CO, compensation point; Pn: Net photosynthetic rate; LCP: Light
compensation point; SICC: CO; saturation point; SGW: Single fruit weight; LSP: Light saturation point; MCR: Maximum
carboxylation rate in leaves; Tr: Transpiration rate; Gs: Stomatal conductance; WUE: Water use efficiency; AQE: Apparent
quantum yield; POD: Peroxidase; CAT: Catalase; SOD: Superoxide dismutase; PPO: Polyphenol oxidase; Pnmax: Maximum
net photosynthesis rate; Chla: Chlorophyll a content; Chlb: Chlorophyll b content; YT: Fruit yield; RuBisCO: Rubisco

activity.

Wk 2-10 s, HBERAR SR E S MR G, JHA, HRORER,
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L EEA - K7 AR Rubisco {2 BFIEM X (P <0.01) , SZWE T
RIEMK (P<0.05) . RIE-BEEAORGE. JGHWAL. #eqER. Ko
B BRRAERF Rubisco i HEER BFH LMK (P<0.01) , SHAMRHEERE R
FIEAR (P<0.05) . PFEABKEE COy M2 AR EARL BN B Z MR (P <
0.01) , HSILFEHERFOAMR (P<0.05) . Rubisco {PEStAORER. ¥l
FER . PUEAMBHEERR KRR ERFIEM X (P<0.05) |

2.3 g

2.3.1 R[] CO iERR AR X EZ = 2 BRI

COn A A R S Fe A B 3G E A (Markovic et al., 2021) , =55 (2018)
TEWFFEA ] CO2 Y FEXT # JIF= RN A 5k ad Jm K, Gead CO N & AL FRL A P AR 3 I
FE AN B SRR SR SE P B T 9.71 %, 26.82 %, 30.91 %, [IFFIEEAE N &4
IPER 925 %, 27.72 %, 31.23 %; BAFEER )N 2R 11.60 % . 26.98 %,
30.38 %. ARLIFR LI, &t COME I HF S R LT CO inE A H T
HHEE, BUREME T 25 g, BETERS T 11 % (BFRSE, 2008) . Ak
COL VR FERY T 5 T = T 4G SRR TR = o, L DA IW ARS8 e sy, b TW
A IW AbHLRY =B CK ALY 511 Y 2409.74 F1 3553.77 kg-hm2, COL /ERAEYI G A 1E
MEBFRZ —, HREERAZ M BRI TICAT IR AL, B sE A T4 B iR
2 RSP EIIER, (Zhang et al., 2023, Peng et al., 2020)

232 AR COfERR AR EFT A S BESENZN

HATER AR RRENAOE, YR CO2 FIZKFEL AN A
K. e Y RO AEE Y B, S B (R BE SUAR ) Y A AR AT
ROGERES) CGRIBIBSE, 2018) . MIXHBIOTABL, &I CO BRI Y M 4K a
FiH2gZ b W& (Gardner etal., 2022) . JL4ESF (2017) @IS T IR REXT BF
JNI AR AP 2 e S5 A I A T E e B e i T SR 2 L R T
PR AR RGE, NImfedtt h g &8, TR e, AR, 178
] —WEK I, IRR AL 7 A PR A i AR a R b &S CK AR
HSA—E s, Ho IW B4 a SRR b SRYSHRSE, 5
AR B WITER— CO2 MRS, SR CO I CHEMEIEAE 77 0%} o8 To A%
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MR B R RIS R S . [N SERII 4K a/b 1945, W DA HERE ) A W i
BREM (Simkin et al,, 2022) . AHFIEH, CO IMTHERMAL T ALPRRYH 28R a/b
RERTHARLR, G CO MREMMEAC T X HAE Y I R 4R a & 8RR TIICR
BT HEER b, W LAAREE R AR AEEALRE Ty . K% MRG0
KPR G R, FEIBENRASIEEIHE, MR WA @RI EN . Hnh &
(2024) BT A BRI CO2 IDAA AR = C3 AR S PR SR, AR
KB, IHERE A A RER SR R 2 NS5 (Surabhi etal,, 2022) |, AR
WEFErp, PR IEAL Ty CAL B R4 i R SR8 N BE B LR — K R N 2 e
CK AbEE, (HPIRREIL T 2 B BA & 225, U COo M HEREEAL 7y 0% *Fh R 7o
e MRS N RS ERRIECR AN,

2.3.3 [ CO iERR AR XT E B M F Y SHFERI 22

JCEER YA R A F SRS 2 RELEMN—IF. COMEREEIENAE LR Z
—, MRS B YD A RE T RYSRES . MOt AR H SRS —A
HEME (Chen etal., 2023a) . LAV ERZ AL TE. JeGORLOEE VAR
BREMESE Z AR T SL R s (BEPBERAE, 2024) . i AL R TR sc i 32
LR, SELFEFREY LTS, 2 mE Y RSN . e e VR AT
TEM, AW E K . SR AL iR i3l 71 (Kirschbaum and McMillan, 2018) .
Liu 2% (2019) W58 % B = M3 AE CO2 e S AHMH G R MR FURRCR, Mk
T ZE SR TALFIE (Livetal, 2019) . Baram &5 (2023) XAERM Aot GRS
AIBFTE R, RAFRR PR AT AR R O AR . AL EERIK 2 PR X
KRS (2020) WRFEABE, HHEERARER R HELEIEN, WX E TR R
TR, WAL R, e e G E R A R A, fERF—
CO2MRESFMET, TW ALPRAGEG A HEAR IR 730 IR AE [l — K A 0 N B3 TR
T TW, SR CO2 M REBLEAL 7 s B T S 7 s8R s[RI AR AT
FEIE KB TW AEEAEE TW AE PR H 26 - 7 AL AR [ — K R N A — e 4R T, I
7T CO I HEBMENE 772X AT CAZE R vk B COL R A4 - R AL BE R Al

2.3.4 A[E] CO: MERBTT XIS FE T Fr S M Sz B ZeF0 CO- Ml iz B 2 B9 20

e R 2T COo Mg 2 £ ] LASZ R H AR E AN [R] DG BEAIAS [R] CO e BE R ¥R AEDE
GRES (CERE, 2017) o AT OGS COo My (EIEA T A A ¢ R AR,
BE AR 3t S R AN ] J A 75 A BEOSEAN [R] D B A A AN ] CO R JEE T Bt A A Ae A
TR TR (AQE) UM T HYEA1E X ERERI AR (Huang et al,, 2023)

23



£ 2% AR CO IR A R FE N AFIE R~ BRI AAFRFMTFMIRL

ARGy, PAEAE U PR AQE ¥R m T CK AL, (HALTH TW FI IW Z [A] 22 5
RN, AR E COMRIE IR R ol g AlRmae, It
AIRR DS, AR o W AR H ) B K5 A% Pnmax S8 8 T A0 HE, X
SHIE R XTOURAT (LSP) BIFPEAL = 3 = T CK W, o 1w
AP LSP £ K, USR] CO A REMEREAL =X 9B 85 Jut%” LSP M3 AE,
FARAR BEAS TG N B 50 GRS R BGRIRE IR BRI ZRIG RE 1 . JERME S (LCP)
S RAE A 55 G R 52 BE /) (Lubin et al., 2023) A3 i it IE 5 =04 B LCP
YR E T CK Ab3E, DA IW AR LCP A%, BEEH COx I MEMEHEAE J7 27T A
Ry IREE IO WIS CA T A2 Ak

Vemax Fl Tmax AJ DASCBR S ABYIHDGERE ) (Luetal., 2022) | A5 P piFp i AL 75 =X
ALFRI Vemax Fl Jmax W &S T CK XTHR, HPIAAGCEE 2 [R5 RAEE, UG CO,
AIDARR BB RRISCR AR Pl R, ARy =N Arm.
FHARES (Amax) FI THEYT HESEATES (Ofori-Amanfo etal., 2021) , &<
RIS AR A HY B 2 T CKOXT IR, DAHATE 2448 5 CO2 Ik JE ARG g 3 30 I #h s Tok%e”
JERERE, 1 EL P REAE 5 A BT A R B R IR B AR, DA TW AR EESE
R fe K, XIS 7R T AE Al — CO2 MRFE 451 R, CO I Mt A 7 3% < 985 ToA%” Amax
AEHERCR B AR, JEMPIGEZ (Rp) 24 R AHY A1 FIPI AR F S8 A F9h5  (Khan et al,
2022) , AREH, K0P RA ZAZERAEE, U CO IR TN FhE L
¥ Rp JCR s RN, R ASRFIE A IW ARERE I - COL fAl, (CSP) Bk,
YL COL A FEMEAL =Xl <TG Jok% BENSIE WY 3 58) ) COL IR ETE R, KA
WeHH CO2fRE ST

2.3.5 AE COr fER AR FEM Fin S L B8R Rubisco i 4RI

W AR R, i R B WIEREE, JLARE S NI I R A Y AR,
AR R BN 2 S EHEY e & REM ORI KB K (Maetal, 2021) . Y411
HEPUAE RS, A ALY Ll (SOD) | i LYIlE (POD) | % fLZE (CAT)
MZ W EALEE (PPO) SEAERT AN ML A AL S W 7 i B XA G, ENTRESA
RO ERR A BRI, XX T AR A B R E L, M R A A
WEMERZ —, X—d B SRAERARIETIR K, R Z 2RO I A 74
P B AE R A (Mushtaq et al, 2022) . ARG TS RAL ALY A KTy ik
JEI, MREARER S S22, b2 SEURRGET 22, 4RItk
W LRI RITIREIT IR R AR (BRI, 2016) . BEEM A EERURE, HEWARNDT
SEALBBRTE TE W NI, 5 BRSP4 AT RE IR, 35 PEAUKF i R BUR R AL,
P gl (BEUT SR, 2024) . FEEE (2020) DR AIAIIAE S
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BN T BT R VU RN BRGNS, MIMTIESR T3, AU T, WAL 7=t
AFRE A A SOD. POD. CAT #l PPO {15 CK ALBRAH L YA A [ AR EE A 5,
o TW ARSE ) DU FPBERE I e, DB SR A COo AEREREAE J7 =X ] DA 33 < 7B
BRI PUAACERGTE, BE ARG BRI N A RO TE AR CARR AR 3, TRESE 32,
Pk R i T2 48 . Rubisco MEAGATEM C3 B S Hi s R AL, HIGMEHE
B2 R T A CETR AL SRR S (Sakoda etal., 2021) . ASHFGEH, W ALBRAIH H
Rubisco {452 35 T HAR AP, Ui A CO2 A HEM A AE 77 X% Rubisco {4 142
FHICR BT

2.4 INEE

TEARIRIE A F T30 CO. IR T A ot & B R S AV A AR, 3t
TR, H CO A FEREAE =L FE A A 6 F B L AR AIK
SFIASCEY BE S T HAL, SALTEMZBE RN R T HAaLE, Co =
FEBE R IE A IR GO 2 . COMBM SISO GG RE I I KM, YA BRI
BT A, HFEEEE, R 13875.61 kg-hm2, 5% BEAH 377 3553.77 kg-hm™2,
LI CO2 I AREME G NE 7 205 & e B AT 7 =XAH Lo XA I PR RICR B A
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%38 AR CO MEARNTIREZRR. REEFURBE R
20
31 RS TE

3.1.1 XA

7] 2.1.1

3.1.2 CO, INSEEREFEAR 5 AT 1T B AR BY

[[] 2.1.2
3.1.3 CO, INSEE IR H| R FEHYIZI TR
[[] 2.1.3

3.1.4 XIE4bIE

I R SR I BELIX H s 1T, BEAILEEE 3 A7 KB —Bur i, BB 5 MR,
B SR, I IRE 3 ML TW AR (48 COLNE =) . IW ALFE (CO2 fm
SEEBEMEAE 7=0) A1 CK X CR#EAT COLMEAE) = AMbPE, F 202346 H25 H (fE
JG 30 K) #2023 47 H 30 HIEFATHEAALEE, JLALRE 35 K, TW AFLEETEEN
e COL LRI I A CO2, CO2 7 ARPYBAET AN TGS, BFE R Ay AL FE 1]
)4 H 9:00 ~ 14:00 PAK 17:00 ~22:00 2 [i], HNTEN CO ALV EL 10 ke,
10 h =S EZR 30 L; IW ALFER A CO IAHEREIAE 77 K T3, CO KA
WA EAS, RS UERVY) (10kg) BCE TR A ST, W& COo [l E i i He
4 0.05 Mpa, T 9:00 ~ 14:00 PAJ% 17:00 ~ 22:00 Z [A] #3858 A Fa £ CO Mk, @AM
23030 L., KIESHER. CO RGP LIENL (PLC) il SEiH2 Il R 43
M50 E COL VR JE I MBS 45 ) A P A FEIE), T AR KA B (AU R A AT
B G/ RS ) SR CO2 i B T A B AR UE = N CO2 R 51 531K,
BARFFLEN CORE LT AFBCETLE N, AE/MERME 3 d G KIEATIHGE, &
RS KRA, WHBGERSE R, F6 H 25 Hilt, & HEHEREE NIRRT,
2RI A CO M, B 10 min fU3k—IR, THEf544d (7T H 9 H, RIEFEH])
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51d (7 A 16 H, Hscit@i) . 58d (7 H 23 H, Backbiy) fesd (7 H30H,
WRSTES) | BINEER AL EE T R AR AR 3 R S T R S R I, W EE =
K,

3.1.5 WEBHESAZE

3.1.5.1 REMBIBXIEHRRINE

(1) EhCE: (0 R0 e i ERCE, FEAE )5 1 DA BB A~ b PR
BLIEEE 100 FLRSE, Z5RHCHIE;

(2) REEL: RASEEREPIEE 10 WiagZg i ss, TR R e Tl e, SiCE R
5.0mm PRk N 7 28 R S 1 ORI B

(3) FIVAMERETEY: A LI 10 R4 B2, 8 AT G T E,
FERCRBE 2 R, SRR AR O B R, SR

(4) FRTRE (pH) : HADTEEFEALER 10 BRI RS, B BB 2 R
FI PH VT BB F AR A O 300 SR pH H.

(5) WA R: AEANEEA FENLEI 10 RIATA R SE, KRR BT 2 Ry, H 0.02
mol L' NaOH Ji# & 10mL Ry % pH 8.2, DA% 100 mL Ry il AR Y F 3R,

(6) WIVEVENE: SRARE-BEREN S IE RO &, B4 ER LR 10 K
PR, ETURAAGRE, AR L g BT AL SR E A AR S, A SmL 80%[) Z,
BV, 7E 80°C /KA HIZHE 30 min, RAIE ZEHHIK, 4500 rmp/min, .0 10 min, ¥f
FIEWRE 2 25 mL A, B REA]. BUR A A PSR 10mL 2R TR A
FREL 0.2 g BT 84% M BRERYA W, il #s BRI BRI, 1) & vl i MR ) it
B 2 mL R B, IR S, RHRSWIRAYAEM K A 10 min
Ja, BUhEERE R AR, RSO TERE K (620 nm) R IERRMNOLEE, #E
1S ARV WO (B 22 T A A i 22 L, VSR v B T T A

3.1.52 RELBEEMNE

MEAEE PREYIRE O MEHIR G AR B PFTE) |, A E T
Minolta® CR-200 | &5 R, & X T A TACHE, SRIGRFERAEM AT RS H 2
B, B, BCE T ORI R AL, B ORI A R T I HoE 2 R X
b, AR ETR R R SR, ICR NERL L () L at (4
@) b GEAE) H, AEE (C) =[@%)* (b*)7%. @i h’=tan! (b7a");
22" <0, b">0Hf, h°=180+tan'(b"/a"); HH h{HN O°F/RLLE M, h{HAN 90K
ARNEL, WD 180" R R Ak, h{E N 270 IR N HE . T B m BE i A A
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RN, XN EAREA T Z SR, IR G, B, ARG O R
TR B A5, #4515 40 (CIRG) W5 A3 AR : CIRG = (180-h°) / (L™+C"),
A CIRG KU/, Kfinh 5 28, Mgk (< 1.5). Bpelfa (1.5~2.5). £t (2.5~3.5).
e (3.5~4.5) ML (>5.0) (Livetal, 2013), FEEEAS R, (R4 (2874 0 FIEFR
B —Bo m ORI SR B PR G B

3153 REftaEMEERSENNE

B AP 10 WA RS, HABTKUES, REAA R BRI o3 5,
AR HG, MBS AR, PRI 0.5 g AR A, A RA %
BT, EOE T 10 mL ) 50%H B (5 0.1%FhRR) | DASSANAE
CEFRYRBURR., BRI ACEE 30 404, 4500 rmp/min, B0 10 min, W4E LIETR,
It 0.22 pm PIPERS JESRPOR, DAL R AT REAEAE I AR . (50 = RO o i
10T, RS AN A, B EECE-K-BEIRIRR . R G AR s
B AR SR TR K. XA, TriEsf 520nm; X TERE, W
5 350 nm. VESPRES RN 20 uL, Vi BEE N | mL/min, 85 O B RO FRAE
FTEEE,  THERE S R R 2SR T ) £ &

3.1.5.4 REPIHERMERE MRSEHNE

RE PR S ENNE N CENEGENE, A EE FELEE 10 A2 R 5L #]
BURB, RFER BB AR, SRR 0.5 g L, JH 95 %L EZ % 20 ml,
4CUKAECE 24 h, 12000 rpm E.0> 20 min, B IE T LM Y66 EE VI EFE 470 nm
649 nm FI 665 nm ALWZGE, DA 95 %L IR 2 4.,

3.1.5.5 EEEBMESHNE

PRI T 32000 5 A SR B ) B 2 i, DA TRRONARIE, S5RDAEE TR
YHEZFIR. PREL 2g FEf, IAZEWEZK 20mL, #f#. 4000 r/min 250> 10 min J5, B E
THRCONPEE . R ImL A HRBUAMA 0.3 ml HEE . 1.2mL 7 %NaxCOs 7 A1 1.5 mL
Folin-Ciocalteu i (] JC/K P 1:1 MR #EA TR RE, BECELH, #CIRAF) . K
BRMIRAY SR, FEZRTEEY 2 h, A EEETHE 750nm 4547 H @ )F0 5%
FEMIOGEE . PABE TR NARHE(50-1000 mg/L), 153IFRHERTZ, DA% 100 g 2 ff E ik
BIRYE (RAHFN mgke) Fontrm T amn &,

3.1.6 FIENIBS 54
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Figure 3-1 Effects of different CO; aerating methods on grapevine quality related indexes
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Hi& 3-1a, ¢ AP, ANEIREAE D AL IG, 78 R S A A R ] ik o R B 2 SR S 11
B BT N R I AEAE ST 65 K, 45 A AR 2 SR S 1 e A ﬂ?&iﬁﬁﬁi@%f%% CK >
TW>IW. WK 3-1b, d. e. TR, SAOFIRHE R ATEEREY &, HRE,
RV PR S A pH A SR S BUA S B L T KEJMEIH?E‘JW&%IBB%E‘J
& y’?ﬁ%ﬁu TEAE ST 44d F1 65d, TW ALIE AT VAP B M1 2 2l 3 v T T HoAth A L,
B R SL R E R pH FEAE IS 44 RZEEFAK, HAEIEIG 58 KA 65 RAAbHE
W ETRLEE A pH 3 225 5 TR CK (P <0.05) . 4B/ 65 K, IW Fl TW AbPHA %R
SERIERLE B CK B T 12.7 %A1 8.1 %, 2R EE (P<0.05) . IW Fl TW 4bFRLE
TG 44 K. 58 KUAK 65 KAHIZE RS T iE v & =3 B =T CK ALFE (P <0.05).
TEAGSE 58 K ~ 65 K, AR A R L al s & s R IR IW > TW > CK, 7E
1e)G 65 K, TW Fl IW ALFRE) ATV & /400 e CK AR 2 & 10.4 %, 22.3 % (P
<0.05) .
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Figure 3-2 Effect of different CO; aerating methods on chlorophyll and carotenoid content of grape skins
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WK 3-2a, b s, BEEREREA G, RE PR a b S ERHT .
IW FI TW AEFRY 42 a ST RAEAEIS 44 K. 51 K. 58 KAl 65 RIYEEMT CK (P<
0.05) , TEAE)G 65 K, TW Fl IW AbFEAYM-4-F a & &40 b CKAIK 15.7%7F 36.0%,
ZFRE (P<0.05) . £ E b FREAEALE 51 KA 58 RIJFERM A TW > CK >
IW. TEAESG 44 KA1 65 K, W ALFRAYH42 b S0 I CK A 32.5 %F1 37.7 %, #
S (P<0.05) . WK 3-2d s, BEERSERBE, SR EPRREHE N RYE
EY R TR B, fEE)E 44 K, IW ZBRYZEEHE bR SR CK K 21.0 %, T7E
REBAI (HBf5F 65 K) , SAMEERARE. WE 3-2¢ s, TW M IW 2B
BN, RESHRRYEEMT CK (P<0.05) . 7E4Ef5 65 K, TW Fl IW AbHUR
B SRR B ey CK A R B AR T 18.1 %A1 36.3 % (P <0.05)

323 ARE CO R AR EERER P B HFMEETRA 2

WA 3-3 FrR, AN [EDEAE 7 =X AL SR A A 25 58 B v Ak T 55 S R ) B e o 2R S
I RN E TR, TEEANET, TW R TW Ab B A28 5 fe b o 2 A 2 2 i
P& BT CKAARE (P < 0.05) . £ FRAEAE S 58 K ~ 65 RIYRIN IW > TW >
CK. fEfE)5 65 K, IW ABRRYIE T FIZE B 43 e CK = T 26.7 %A143.3 %, Z=5H
HBE (P<0.05) .

Eck EETW [ 1w
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= E20 b 3 & E o c
ﬁﬂé E 5 ; b
= 5151 b 2 K 2
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Kl 3-3 R[] CO2 AL J7 AR A 2R B S RIS D 3RS B2
Figure 3-3 Effect of different CO; aerating methods on chlorophyll and carotenoid content of grape skins

3.2.4 AN[E CO: AR A X HER LA B I HRIZ T
CIRG fHARRL AME S OIEE. W1k 3-1 PR, BEEMARIH A, CIRG &
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WiTtwms, TEAEfT 44 K. 58 K 65 KInf, IW PR %R K1Y CIRG EIG4 5T CK At
i, KPR CIRG fH, FRIESG 44 KA1 51 RAMH AR IR M IW > TW > CK., 7
1EJ5 58 KA 65 K, TW ALFER CIRG {H5 CK AFEAH A 55 T 16.1 %FHl 12.5 %, 2%
B (P<0.05) . 7E4E)5 58 KA1 65 K, TW ZFEAY CIRG {H4 R CK & 10.8 %Al

7.1 %, ZHREE (P<0.05) .
2 3-1 A[A) CO2MaNE I 2 X AT SR S (0 4550 (CIRG) (5400

Table 3-1 Effect of different CO; aerating methods on grapevine color index (CIRG)

pusil TEJ5 44 K fE)5 51 K TEJE 58 K fEJF 65 K

Treatment 44 days after 51 days after 58 days after 65 days after
flowering flowering flowering flowering

CK 1.62 +£0.05a 2.45+0.07b 3.72 £0.05b 4.23+£0.01c

™ 1.58 £0.03a 2.93+0.02a 4.12 +£0.04a 4.53 £0.05b

Iw 1.68 £0.02a 2.84 £ 0.05a 4.32 +0.06a 4.76 £0.03a

3.2.5 AR CO: iEAE 7 3 F & S B & 8 RIS

N 3-4 Fro AN REAE 5 Ak L v o g B 5 i SR S A S BT T
WS, S1E)G 44 K~ 51 KM, TW AR M &BAEE)S 51 K ~ 65 K ETHRNW]
2 AEAEIS 51~ 65 K, TW Al IW AL PR H % oF S B 2 R 3 2% = 1 CK ALEE (P < 0.05),
HAALEIENG 65 K, TW Al IW A Sy & f-5 CK B L/ ilm T 10.4 %, 22.3 %,

600 - Eck ™ [ Jiw
a
500 | b
—~ c
D400 - a
g b
=l
& a
= 300 -
™8 b b
£ a
200 | gly 2 2
©
©
!._
100 |
1EIE44 ) 1EJE51K% EJE58 K 1£J565K -
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] 3-4 N[l CO2 Jt AL J5 20 i 2 5 55 B P 52 )
Figure 3-4 Effect of different CO; aerating methods on total phenolic content of grapes
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3.3 Hit

3.3.1 A[E CO: AR A XX B &R L m B X fatrRI =

B0 0 S SRS AT R Y . RTEAERE . AT ERR . 44 C. pH S
PIFH K (F3E etal,2024) . B, BRACCRKRPEEWE YR, W2 EERXIEY)
Ji (RI4A245, 2023) . SRICHEHTR KA AT AR MURR I R S5 2R, BEVEN
MAVEM EE 2 — (MRAIESE, 2024) | BENMWAEK kK Eidtaes, WiENE
IR —FME S0 T2 5T BN AR AT (BES, 2023) . COWREM
AR AY S 35 S M S S AR S  RE R R R R i, COL R TH RIS S RN ] 7R
PEREDEY) & bz ¥ (Bettoni et al., 2017) . A5, 5 CK XTHAHLL, Pifh
TS 7 AL RS 2t i 1 A R — B R SR ST s Y, Hodh DA IW AR B 353
B, SR AR FRAN T E PR AR TSR SR B, X T B A2 RN CO2 IR EERY THim (e it T SR 5o
S TRERIRCR, g5 T A BT, Yang 25 (2022) BFGY K PLHL @S AT AB AL
W IR A4S SEREE, ARG AR A Rl I ARk T R b B sk, I
HAREE S THRM A E, BINT M ERESE (Yangetal, 2022) . AHFSE
o ITW ANFERE ATV A S R A I W T R, A RS E N,
PR FHEAE 7 =AY AT E TR B Y AR T CK X R, FH GBS B, WA A 1)
ik, RIS pH EZEH TR (Heidari et al., 2006) . AP BAHIKEER, BE
I A, TW AFRR pH (-5 H A b HA] b b Th s R e e, 13X nT 2 H A Bl 2 SR S
AW, AR S RAWIRAL, A T RS, BLRH COo I HER AL =)
DA R S S I, G R S ]

3.3.2 A[E CO iR AR EE R E B FR I

TERI IR R SRR kR B N EAET R Z R AR EAE ] R &
AR TR L O A R B X E WA (Huang etal, 2019) . fEFOHEZ
i, SRIEHARME, AR AT aR SRR, A5 R G E,
i HA R ORI A AN 32 A iR 05 . SR, 2PRSEHEA SR, AR R B
THIRMHEREE 6, AFTLAOERIIEM (Schupp and Greene, 2004) . Fifi i iz
RERYHERE, TK AR X e 3R B 2 ARV E i, (eSS PRI S 2, S5t
I, FEF RA G RITIEIE, HAEREPARREB RN, 2022) , IR, JRE
RSO R E R AT YoE . K RS (2007) MIWFTTRIH, MG SR AR B R
PR ML KM SRR SRR e, MR SRl 2R R,
SFR LB AFE. AL EN], MR a. MR b, BEHSRGE
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TG RE PRI T RS, TW AW AP B2 8T CK XS IR, DA W AL BRAY
PelE AR, ] BEAE RN 2R A & 2 B AN S B P A B T PR AR, 1T (3R
SRR A2 3, S0 a 3 S R AT (Chen et al., 2022) . Hernandez < (2022)
WFE A UM HEBERR AR T REARI 2R P35 (Hernandez et al,, 2022) . AfF5EH
WARE] TRMER, W BRSNS N3RS B (055 I 2R T AR AL
2,

3.3.3 AN[E CO, iEPR A T X3 & 2 5 L P ER 35 BT B9 =2 i

A 2 R SR I A A SR R Y, AR PR N R AR ) —— 8 28 ST 2
TEXREENRIERN QDETHEE, 2023) |, XLEWFRACUAETHERE . FAA
P SR TR WS w63 e N e o TN ER S f<0F = 1/ T D6 e o R X KB SN )
R S HEE FRMEL (Qaderi et al., 2024) 5 AEEH VRN — Rl IR N LAY & s e &
W EZALAY) (FLESESE, 2021) , HAREZE ZMAEYMAREY R,
PRI P EY COL YR EEAIN RS . Ferreyra % (2009) HIBFFERIA, X 20 £ 25 em Y
TRV T AR, JEHORAE R A R S A TR AL PR, T DA 20 SR S B
FERRR . IR T DA B AR AR R LB R AL G R B A (Wed et
al,, 2020) . AWHFFERIAE O EAR I PG RE PR R, I B IW A BEAYIE IR R OK,
HJfigse CO2 ¥R PE I T A SR AR B i st (R S P RO BE S 2 71, e B e
JREATREACHE, AT CK ALPAIE O 5 B R T4 A0 8, A AL PR RIS
P 55 B A 2 SR S HE AT (0 00 AR R R i S B i W BT AR S, R TW AR
PER SR F A IR By IS S i 5 ) S 2 i T HORAR B,

3.4 INGE

AWFTEATREYIA [ CO2 AL T7 sAL B ] At B8R TR M 1,
REAIT, AR G AR SRR, PR EAE AL R AT R . pH
YRS BT m, WM E IR S BRI BRI, Rt e 1 2R B2 K S B
K% PREE, & THEEN (CIRG) |, MmgmREE ORE, S MEHdw
B AECFNLE B & ARG B B R AE. HeApOR I CO I HE B IE 7 (A T3k
AL BN SRS (A it SR T RCR B
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£ 4T AF COREXMBEICARIER ™ ERIZNT

41 HEE T

4.1.1 KIEH R
[[] 2.1.1

4.1.2 CO, IS ERLHERR 5 R B T R 2B AX,

[[] 2.1.2
4.1.3 CO, INSEBIEIREFH R ZRIEITIEL
[[] 2.1.3

4.1.4 RIEALIE

I Rk I BENLIX i, EBGR E N A KB —E 4 et il 178
1 AMAbEE, BRNACBE 5 BRAA, EXE SR, T 202346 H25 H (#8)5 30 K) %2023
7 H 30 HIRIBEF TR, JLAREE 35 K, PATRAS COLHUR AR, MMEAR CO2 ik E
43 B1R(500 £ 30). (700 £ 30), (850 +30) Fl (1000 + 30) pmol-mol!, 43FHC A 500ppm .
700ppm. 850ppm Fil 1000ppm, T CO: i 75 XI5 R H CO A HEM M AEAR A,
R CO2 NSRRI, 2840 CO2 I BEMERENE 2 G142 135 21 1 A B R AR AR R A /T
gErh, S O B/ MLRFEI A=, B H 9:00 £ 14:00, 17:00 % 22:00
PR ZE AT 100 R, JEE N AN R IIATR. FHEHERE 0.5m &
FEW 4 A CO WAL AR MM N TE N CO W E (K 4-2) , COERRGH I T
PPl (PLC) 183 SERTREMC AT RS CO Yk BE i N St i) A B RE R T B, )
AR E (XS CEP G /N W) SRFELAE COL YR BT R B
TMARIEAZE N CO UAI S0, B ARFFEN COMREA TR FE TN, =
HFRTERE 3d KT, s PR A B IREIRGE R, T 6 7 25 HilE,
H SER R ADEIRERE . SR A CO M, 4 10 min jo5k—IK.
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Table 4-1 Effect of different CO, concentrations on the content of photosynthetic pigments in grape leaves

LAUVEPN ¢ AbF M2 a M2 b M2r 3 alb RiE bR
Days after irrigation Treatment Chlorophylla  Chlorophyllb  Chlorophyll a/lb  Carotenoids
(d) (mg-g™) (mg-g") (mg-g™")

1 500ppm 1.43 £0.05b 0.67 £ 0.00b 2.15+0.12b 0.14 £0.02¢
700ppm 1.57 £ 0.04a 0.73 £0.00a 2.15+£0.08b 0.37 £0.05a
850ppm 1.39 +£0.04c¢ 0.75 £ 0.05a 1.85+0.18¢c 0.32+0.03a
1000ppm  1.35+0.07c 0.59 £ 0.08c 2.28 +£0.04a 0.20 £ 0.02b

4 500ppm 1.73 £0.02b 0.87 £ 0.00c 1.99 +£0.10b 0.19+£0.02b
700ppm 1.98 +£0.12a 1.20+0.04a 1.65+0.17d 0.40 £ 0.09a
850ppm 1.80+0.10b 0.99 £ 0.03b 1.81 £0.09¢ 0.38 £ 0.04a
1000ppm  1.66 +0.03¢c 0.75+0.02d 2.21 £0.09a 0.24 £ 0.02b

7 500ppm 1.63£0.07b 0.83+0.01b 1.99+£0.12b 0.18+0.01c
700ppm 1.88+0.07a 0.96 £ 0.02a 1.92 + 0.04b 0.39 £ 0.05a
850ppm 1.70+£0.01b 0.84 £0.02b 2.02+0.07b 0.35+0.03a
1000ppm  1.56 £0.02c 0.72+0.01c 2.17+0.15a 0.23+£0.01b

10 500ppm 1.64 £ 0.05b 0.70 £0.02b 2.34+0.12b 0.16 £0.01c
700ppm 1.83 £0.09a 0.91 £ 0.04a 2.01 £0.12¢ 0.37 £ 0.04a
850ppm 1.65+0.01b 0.72 £ 0.04b 2.29+0.31b 0.37 £0.04a
1000ppm  1.54+0.01c 0.58 =0.00c 2.66 =0.05a 0.23+0.01b

W% 4-1 iR, A COL R EEALBETR | 700 ppm LB 422 a S R7EHEK)E 1d.
4d, 7dA110d BFET 500 ppm. 850 ppm A1 1000 ppm (P <0.05) ; #E/KG4d. 7d
10 d T2 aflIF4RZE b =R K 700 ppm > 850 ppm > 500 ppm > 1000 ppm,
TEHEKG 4d. 7dF110d, 700 ppm AL 42 b S &I EE T 500 ppm AbEE,
0T 37.9 %, 15.7 %H130.0 % (P <0.05) . A[F CO2¥EALBET, #K)G 1d. 44,
7dFI10 d EHAE bR EEIYFEI N 700 ppm > 850 ppm > 1000 ppm > 500 ppm, #7K
JG 1d. 4d. 7d Fi10d, MEEZ ab fiE COWERTI Y R NG FIH &Y, 3
/KI5 4d.7dF10d, 700 ppm P48 a/b BELT 500 ppm. 850 ppm F1 1000 ppm
(P <0.05)
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Figure 4-1 Effects of different CO, concentrations on photosynthetic characteristics of grape leaves

HIP 4-1a AT, R[A CO2 MR EEARBRAG I R A (Pn) 7[Rl — 7K A 3 1
B ETETRmES., #KE4d. 7dR10d, #5443 Pn ¥3RIA 700 ppm > 850
ppm > 500 ppm > 1000 ppm, FE#E/K)G 1d. 4d. 7d 1 10d, 700 ppm ZLFRFIH A Pn 2
BEET 500 ppm ALHE, 4RI 28.6 %, 28.1 %. 31.6 %fl1 28.8 % (P <0.05) .
4-1b A&l 4-1c A, AALBER M ILTE (Gs) MZBBEAR (Tr) FE[F—H#EKE Y
WIS ETHE TR Y. WEK)E4d. 7dM10d, 700 ppm AEEREI R Gs F Tr
BRERTHARALR (P<0.05) . S4B Tr Ml Gs 7EHEK G 4 d F1 7 d 39500
500 ppm > 1000 ppm > 850 ppm > 700 ppm. FE#/K)G 1d Fl4d, 700 ppm ALFEHHF Tr
55 500 ppm ACFEAM HCAMHIK T 42.2 %A1 40.7 %, 1P 4-1d FFs, e [R— K R,
FACBRR A R FUHR (WUE) 23RBS Pn AHFEIRYE S . Horh 700 ppm FE#EZK
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Ja1d, 4d. 7d#110d ¥ EE 5T 500 ppm. 850 ppm Fil 1000 ppm 4LF (P < 0.05)
TEHEK)E 1d.4d.7 dF110d, 700 ppm AEFRF B WUE L 500 ppm AR 515 122.4 %
1162 %. 151.7 %f1 104.1 % (P <0.05)

4.2.3 AR[E) CO» iR FEXTEIE T v YE MR Rz B £ 70 CO- M bz A 25 Y 75 Ml

|—=—500ppm —e— 700ppm ——850ppm ——1000ppm |

25 30
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| £ 20 a8
B E gl HETD
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B E R E10
g I 51 g 2
£ & 5|
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5t
0 400 800 1200 1600 2000 0 200 400 600 800 1000120014001600
Yot Es TalFICO, e i
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(a) (b)

Bl 4-2 R [A] CO W BERS A2 1M 11 i 1 i £ HT CO Wi 37 1 26 F4) 52 1)
Figure 4-2 Effects of different CO; concentrations on the light response curve and CO; response curve of

grape leaves

K 4-2 ] CO2 e BEX A2 Py Yemi [ o 245 ik 2 00 52
Table 4-2 Effects of different CO; concentrations on the characteristic parameters of the light response

curve of grapevine leaves

LS JEHEFI R JERMEE A i FIE P =gt T RCR
Treatment  Light saturation point  Light compensation Maximum net Apparent quantum
(LSP)(umol-m2-s") point photosynthetic rate efficiency
(LCP)(umol'm?-s!)  (Pamax)(umol'-m?s!)  (AQE)(umol-m2-s)

500ppm 1669.12+201.42b 49.35+£3.27a 16.89+1.08b 0.048+0.00a
700ppm 1736.93+£147.56a 46.31+£7.43a 19.83+0.92a 0.050+0.00a
850ppm 1752.31£253.91a 42.32+2 41a 18.73+£2.13a 0.054+0.00a
1000ppm 1727.93£103.38a 32.11+£3.57b 17.49+1.85b 0.047+0.00a
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Figure 4-3 Effect of different CO> concentrations on maximum carboxylation efficiency and maximum

electron transfer rate in grape leaves

% 4-3 A[A) CO2 P BRI M F CO2 M By ZRARFAIE S 8501 52 1)
Table 4-3 Effects of different CO; concentrations on the characteristic parameters of CO: response curve of

grapevine leaves

A7 CO, AR CO2 AMZ A, PN GLEES RAIEHRET]
Treatment  CO; saturation point ~ CO; compensation Rate of Maximum

(CSP)( umol-mol") point photorespiration ~ photosynthetic capacity
(CCP)(umol'mol!)  (Rp)( pmol'm?-s')  (Amax)( pmol-m?-s)

500ppm 1158.86+98.33¢ 84.71+£9.73a 8.18+1.82b 22.56+3.86b

700ppm 1348.24+147.23b 88.3149.67a 9.73+0.29a 31.66+2.91a

850ppm 1383.17+291.73b 90.09+8.41a 9.39+1.59a 30.97+2.32a

1000ppm 1462.97+£132.52a 92.93+6.03a 8.73+£0.92a 30.19+£1.77a

MRAE B AR ZAZ IEACAL (53, 2010)400 & FIr S22 (2 30 I 1A ol 137 i 210
COx M [ {1 2k (Kl 4-2) . 354 BB T ot &3 (Pn) HECAA GRS (PAR)
A CO M E (Ci) RYBUEMIZAZALRY A, &l 4-2a W DAFR Y, 24 PAR #id 1600
pmol'm2-s J5, 700 ppm AbFE[Y) Pn [N R 5 H AR AL A LAk, W1El 4-2b PR,
24 Ci £ 1200 ~ 1600 wmol-m?2-s' i}, 500 ppm ALFRIY) Pn B Ci pg3ainim 30 R, H
SPGB TP, HR 42 A, BEE COMREERII, SOk 2B
TR, SRR, B A R R TR 2T R E RIS, &k
HR LA R 850 ppm > 700 ppm > 1000 ppm> 500 ppm, 5 500 ppm ALFEAH L,
700 ppm. 850 ppm Fl 1000 ppm AbFE A FEHLAI S35 B RS T 4.06 % . 4.98 %Fl
3.39 % (P <0.05) . A[A] CO R EEALIET, 700 ppm AT N F KOG A HF A, 850 ppm
WP Z . AALBET FW T RREL N 850 ppm > 700 ppm > 500 ppm > 1000 ppm.,
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R 4-3 AT, B COMREERIIGM, CO MM CO M2 SR B WL K AT, &
KICARESI A GRPNGHE R 58 TR T ery& s, Hrp COx M2 RN 850 ppm >
700 ppm > 1000 ppm > 500 ppm, M ;5 KRG H RE S FIDEITIGE R N R IH 700ppm >
850ppm > 1000ppm > 500ppm, AN 4-4 fi7R, FEH COMRIERYIEM, HATRBEFA
RN TRISHE R B 5 REIOCHERR IR RS, Hrp 700 ppm AR IR ME
K L1536 % i, 850ppm ALHIR 2 . 5 500 ppm AbEEAHEL, 700 ppm PR
BB AN K AL 3 Bl i 4R 5 T 54.57 %A1 51.37 % (P <0.05)

4.2.4 R[E CO» iR EXEE I 718X BeiE R 7200

35 240 r
a a
i Sl @ <2001 o
. E25} b o = b
&2 E = E160f
< 20} = 8w _—
= 2 S =120
B 15 T
A 710} | Dao-i
< (@]
U 05 -é n_ 40 i 1 1 1 Id
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Figure 4-4 Effect of different CO, concentrations on antioxidant enzyme activities of grape leaves
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Hi &l 4-4 WIH1, FE CO BRI, ALY EALERSOD)., i3 %L YnEPOD),
LS (CAT) MZ Mm% LG (PPO) GV e EIHE TR . £43R) CAT
A1 SOD #JZRF A 850 ppm > 700 ppm > 1000 ppm > 500 ppm, POD Fil PPO £ 4540 FH T I
FEFH 700 ppm > 850 ppm > 500 ppm > 1000 ppm, HIEl 4-6¢ i, FEE CO» W JEH T
/5, Rubisco {fitEE2I 5 CAT. SOD. POD #l1 PPO #H[FH#%. 5 500 ppm ALFEAH L,
700 ppm Fl 850ppm AbFH[ Rubisco JE 4 3 242 25 7 89.11 %31 66.12 % (P < 0.05) .

4.2.5 A[E CO iR EXHE = 2RI

W 4-4 s, A[E CO W PEEALFRIY s E , BT | P &Y 3RIH 700 ppm > 850
ppm > 1000 ppm > 500 ppm. 5 500 ppm AbEEAHE, 700 ppm. 850 ppm £ 1000 ppm Ak
TR Bk T3 S S BN 37.9 %, 26.8 %F1 21.8 % (P <0.05) , HH, 700 ppm Fil 850
ppm AbFR A4 RIR 14541.37 1 12911.41 kg-hm™2, [t 500ppm AbFR43 5l HY 3038.48
#1 1408.55 kg-hm™2,

7 4-4 AN[A] CO Y BE X A4 R 57 5 F4 52 )
Table 4-4 Effect of different CO; concentrations on grapevine fruit yield

Ab3E FR FARHE il
Treatment Single grain weight(g) Spikelet weight(g) Yield(kg-hm?)
500ppm 2.80+0.05¢c 573.25 £ 9.30c 11502.86 +£212.63¢
700ppm 3.86£0.13a 694.02 + 12.56a 14541.37 £272.60a
850ppm 3.55+0.03b 639.48 £ 5.63b 12911.41 £113.72b
1000ppm 3.41 +0.04b 613.32 £ 6.70b 12032.75 £ 131.39b

42.6 HigtrEXME

W 4-5 frs, IR R SRR SOBRALS . KRR, o aERE . K
43 FI A% Rubisco 1E PR BFIEMH K (P<0.01) , H5if4E a fIEER b o5&
FRFIEMREX (P<0.05) . RIE-EEHEER a TH. “Jréi%? b &, KA MR
BLOGHRIR . e EElER . KRR, RRRIHEFE . CAT, POD Fl Rubisco i
HEBFIEMHAX (P<0.01) , 5SRASFEMEBELEREEAMEX (P<0.01) . &
SRR S 2 A PR mgﬁziﬁﬁi‘ﬁﬂé (P<0.05) ., M4E a FIM4EE b &5
5 COAMEA, . b a R, AL A Rubisco JEME R B EEM X (P<0.05) .
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Figure 4-5 Correlation of leaf photosynthetic pigment content, photosynthetic characteristics, characteristic

parameters of photosynthetic CO; curve and related enzyme activities with fruit yield

WO AFOR BEMIEA MR, HEFRRTEREEMNE. *: P<0.05; **: P<0.01; *** P<0.001,
CAR: M JyHiZelis P& R, CCP: COx MR, Pn: MR, LCP: Jutbzr(, SICC: CO RN, SGW:
FURTE, LSP: JUIfIsl, MCR: MR ERBACGER, Tr: ZBHEE, Gs: fLTME, WUE: K7p284H%, AQE:
FWE TR, POD: WA LY CAT: W4fLElE: SOD: ALY BLH: PPO: ZM% LA Pnmax: A
WL A A, Chla: M4#% a &8, Chib: M4 b &8, YT: RI578, RuBisCO: Rubico i1

Note: Blue and red colors indicate significant positive and negative correlations, while white color indicates no significant
correlation. *CAR: carotenoid content in leaves, CCP: CO, compensation point, Pn: net photosynthetic rate, LCP: light
compensation point, SICC: CO; saturation point, SGW: single fruit weight, LSP: light saturation point, MCR: maximum
carboxylation rate of leaves, Tr: transpiration rate, Gs: stomatal conductance, WUE: water evaporation rate, AQE: apparent
quantum efficiency, POD: peroxidase, CAT: catalase, SOD: superoxide dismutase, PPO: polyphenol oxidase, Pnmax:
maximum net photosynthetic rate, Chla: chlorophyll a content, Chlb: chlorophyll b content, YT: fruit yield, RuBisCO:

Rubico activity

4.3 g

43.1 [ COiREXEE ~ERZIN

CO W SERBMPEEEMMEEIEN 12—, COETHE BEB IR mAEY RO A
JOWER, fedttE AR RME (Yamaura et al,, 2023) . HIAJ ZHFFE TR
COL MR BT R XHEM L A 1R A= R R0, 13K CO Tt miedt Ty a e
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YER #Em = r® & (Akhlaq et al., 2023, Kanno et al., 2017, Choi and Kang, 2019) , 71

B B CO2 ¥R JE M 700 ppm A1 850 ppm 45 i F 4 5 1 #j 4] FRRLEE AN &, HH DA CO»
WK 700 ppm B IR 55, 1000 ppm A%, i 700 ppm Fil 850 ppm CO, 1 1 7= &
% 500 ppm 435175 Y 3038.48 Fil 1408.55 kg-hm2, 1000 ppm COa ¥ B [ Bk F A1 7™ 5 44
AT el e R CO ¥k Ead iR (1000ppm) FEAI T AR AR A 0 B BT TC 3R A7 S5
SRR - RmE L. 2P R A K AT SRR ROLEa RS, LA
TES BN ROC A TERE R BEHESZ Y 1) 5 4 77 & (Markovic et al., 2021, Zhang et al.,
2023, Peng et al., 2020) .

432 AE COREXEEMH FAEGRESENEIN

A BRIV GG ER AR, Hdrt4gz 322258 Chla fl Chl b, P 3=
PASCRERIRAL . B AIEELL (Palitetal, 2020) . ZIRFITEN, Wi CO. fElEE
FTenh KRG NGE L FOKREE s E S 2 (Mao et al., 2021, Mamatha et al., 2014, Ksiksi
etal., 2018, Wang et al., 2013) . Ullah 2§ (2021) #F55 &I e CO2 i BT DAA RHE 25 /)8
FHER I A4 K a 4R 2 b & & AR S5 R 2] COL ¥ JEE 700 ppm 1850 ppm
I AR a A4 b & iE T 500 ppm. (EXMEBER)—IABFTE A B, PR I
2% 2% a FIMERZE b &8 CO2¥K N 1400 ppm HF T 700ppm (Druta, 2001) , Feng
S (2022) MRS RIUARLMTEET 482 b & &AE CO M EEN 1000 ppm BT 400 ppm,
AWFFERARE] TRPIEER, COHEES 1000 ppm Bty 2R a MIH4ER b SR
THAWASE, XULRA R EER CO2 I 2 85 it 4 = & AL, XA REZ
TR COr 2B Pt A KM =4 TRRERLY,, A s E o = AL, [
I A5 4 2% B 2 T 7K S B3, 700 ppm F1 850 ppm ALFRYE A (0 4 B R %
R BER/IN, Han %8 (2023) BFFERIEEIRIMEE T350K 2 e rfmeE, syt a e
RO RBHEAR, B AAER 25 F R 700 ppm Al 850 ppm AL n] ARG T 5 4505
XPEPGA BRI, Kant % (2012) BRI CO2REX FEAEY 4K ab T
M. AWFFEH CO IR E R 700 ppm F1 850 ppm HFFEAR T H 4R E a/b, 1k CO»
(1000 ppm) N R THEEE a/b, XATHERZE N EHE CO. |55 T X2 b it
ROR. KIAY PRECHEOR T AE, AT CRELIEAMT %K a
(Ashikhmin et al., 2023) ., Wang 28 (2015) W53 & & B =S HE COALHE T C3 kW
KiHs b ESRPETIE, COMEE (3000 ppm) FiHHH 7 X FE IR, Bao
F(2013) [AFEARILE R CO2 R AR K SRS HI 2508 SR & & T,
AARIE H CO2 MR A 1000 ppm B 2888 b S 38 IE /N T 700 ppm £ 850 ppm,
YL CO2 ¥ 3 w5 IR AR x4 ) o B8 A - 26 3 D RS =R,
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%45 FE CONRENEEASFERFEHNZM BAFRFMTFAIEN
433 AN[E COx ik EXERM F XS ER =20

ERYERKEF SRS, HEERER EXETMIER (Chengetal, 2023) . 4
PIRGAEFH DA COVERIEM HEAT N, COL Y JE F TR I G & BE I Bl COs He i
XG4 (Sanchez-Lucas et al., 2023) , AT ABFIEAI, FE—ERIR CORETE
FIN, BT COx AR R it A3 (Pn) FUKFIHZCE (WUE)
(Khamis et al., 2023) . ZAHF55Hr, 700 ppm F1 850 ppm CO: Mk FERIIH: H 5 GAH 2 (Pn)
MK FIH AR (WUE) ¥BEBEZE 5T 1000 ppm, i8] CO2 e JE i m kAt G
TER, XATRERZH T COMRE R, O IREEMIXIEAR, MY AT AN 4T &
I, ALRSEW R EEEM, MmH 7TCAER . Scher & (2022) MIBFSIE R B
WO G EVE A BEE R CO MR IE R MM RR2e g, EHABE S L me b FH 2% i
BRI AL, AR COL Mk T m 2 BEAEY i <L -5 (Zhang et al., 2022b),
R COL PR F AL S A, i P R R A9 P4 (Liang et al., 2023) .
AT, A CO2 M EEH 700 ppm B TALIE (Gs) FIZEMBEHEA (Tr) fflk, {Hi4
JEAEER (Pn) FUKDFRE (WUE) &imil, CO» iRy L5 T
PAKG A RE I3 2 S BAEY) /K o3 RN S A 2R A R, ANBFEE K RS
FEK G RER3E I, AN[E CO2 VR BEALFEAY Gs F Pn X 25U MR %, CO kAN
700 ppm I} Gs F1 Pn [&0E /]S, U] 700 ppm AbFA %M T T 25 Mo MY &4
IER 5,

4.3.4 N[ CO2 iR EEXT BIE T v 6 Bz B 20 CO- M Rz e 28 B 2 i

TYIROCRER R e M AE K KBS BEP R AEZ/EMN (Luetal,2019) |, 1M
FE A 5% G M [ 8 g T E 2 A A e . i Ze i A8 Ab R Sl (Serddio et al., 2022)
FIH UG 50T AT A R BN . SEAME R SR R A & 1
R, BIAWIE R, g COWIER TR, MERRAERDGEMES (LCP) ZBMiPR(L, £
WM TRF (AQE) BT (Bauerle, 2021) ., Song %% (2023) A5 EMKEE CO,
Perm TIEBDGIA A (LSP) R KREDEAERE (Pom) , AHFCHARLEIR, K
& COLRBEERIIEM, HEDCAME RURHTREAR, DERTERIE CO2 W] DAY SAR X 55 6 Al
FHEETT. AP S S T AR SRR 524 (Pinnamaneni et al., 2022) , HKF
AR TP RO EE S (Niuetal, 2023) |, AFFFEHOGIRHIS . HoREHE
HHREFEI A 700 ppm > 850 ppm > 1000 ppm > 500 ppm, $i.B] CO» &k 700 ppm it
FEYIC AR I ARG 37 Ty B, HR K 850 ppm, R & FRCR M THEYIFETSE T
fEEHE S (Zhang et al., 2022a) , ZHFFE A 850 ppm CO2 e B HUAE A F UL B T30 R i
=, BV CO2 ¥k JE R 850ppm HAE A0 55 YG A Y BE ) ik . AN 45 R SR W Y = vk
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J¥ COx M LA F A S IR M oG G i 2R HE S8, Hod DA CO2 ¥ JEAE 700 ppm Fl 850
ppm I RCR B AE .

TR ANAIAIE COL Y TF SR AR W] E AT CO M B EFAE SR AR Ak SR FI K, CO2 M B
i RFHESE T B FE COL MR . CO M. BIICAREST . IR R | FRR
A (Voma) R FALBEER (Jnax) 55, HA Vemax T Jmax A& FAAEYE A HE ST
M EZESE (Bermudez et al., 2021) , Fauset 2 (2019) WX EI K E CO, B
THEYIE) Vemax Bl Jmax. AHFFE I 700 ppm Fil 850 ppm CO2 1k BEH Vemax Fil Jmax 3 1. 3
=T 500 ppm, X W] BEZ A CO ik BTG M2 M 1T I6 A VE R BRI Em i = 1 HE
PIRR AR, AT LA 2445 5 CO2 ¥R B2 W] DA AU 1 o B i 20 R AL R YRR A 1A%
HEA, M Lamba % (2018) X AZRIAFSE R CO2 ¥k B 5 SCMA A T Vemax A Jmax
TR . AR AR E] TRLINEER, CORAEA 1000 ppm B Vomax Fl Jmax 3 8 F T
HoAbAE . X AR PR =R BE CO2 1 T Rubisco 3EHEHEIT BRI T RuBP 1R LAL
R, Xiao 5§ (2020) WFITEREERE CO B2 M THIEE COL BRI . COx M I
BARIECARETT, AR TYEMPIGE SR, AF5EH COL ¥ BESA 700 ppm 1 850 ppm i i 4R
o T A% CO MR . CO2 AME UFI B RO G A RE ST, CO2 ¥R 1000 ppm Hif 52 M B A
THIERAICARE ST, X AT RERE RN R B CO BRAR 1 FE I R 7K 23 1) bR ik i 4
HYEETER, WIMHEIES THEYERERIECARES . T CO2 A 700 ppm Hif 3 55 2 4
B A T RE A E R fh g

4.3.5 A[E CO iR EXTEE M RIS L B8 K Rubisco iF RIS

CAT. POD. SODFIPPOZEM L AN B R GE T B EZE 4 B A (Gouda et al.,
2023, Sinan et al., 2020) . PAfEBFFEFRIA, LY 1A N BT A A0 BRI 35 PR 2 Bl CO. 3k B2 14
TG, BA—AMEE G XA RIBEEN N (Huetal, 2020) . FEABFGEH, CAT.
SODH HAECO2 He 2K 500 ppm ~ 850 ppmitf, [ CO, ¥ JE T 2ul EJF, 7 850 ppm
WA EI R, G 2R RN, POD, PPOJEMEFECO: # A 500 ppm ~ 700 ppm}, [
FECOWEFE AR LT, #E 700 ppmitis B HME, EEE . X5 AR
45— (Zhang etal., 2020) . PEFHCO ¥k BEAE— & JE P I BT DA OGRS A - 1 B
1FA, XA RER HTCO T S ECILI IR, B HCRD, KR HREE
N, AT (E A X A A T 32 FT S8, 5 — T AT R R oA CO ¥ J3E () 8 e Aot 8 4
HAEM R TR RS, EREZWNADPH, MM ESEITER R 73 b H KOG
I, R TR ARSI, AydiZs (2020) TAHHLE LIS ME AT S COa
BAR T A IR R R SR . T C O YR BT A A A Ik R Y 3
PR AT g i & CO I EipCO/02 LR, HEINCO, 1Rk, /b BRI O 1 Fi -2 AR T
HE AR, T ELCO2 MR BE R T 5 T AR A EIP IO 1 20, 75— 5 1H, CO2 MR BT i
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1] R S BN A AL TE TR I . IR A P RE 2 M H B 4L 3 55 FTRubisco
PSR AL M, Sharwood%s (2016) FYRFFY 2R BTG T CO, R B W DA # Rubisco
FRALIE P HE T A AR A PR . ASBF 9 K Bl Rubisco 3 #7ECO, 2 500 ppmFil
700 ppmhf HG#E EIF, AE 700ppmi AR HOME, MEZEE TR, Ui R R CO M
A DA U 2 o 26 A5 1 Rubiscotdi P 345, Bk 2k w8 B B 24101 1 CO2 IR ik 2
R . AT RS R A CO2 2o 5 R I 1 AR 1A P87 5% 78 38 1A 43 T 410 T Rubisco fr) A
Ji.

4.4 INgE

TEARIS 21 F CO2 Y& B A 700 ppm 1 850 ppm HHHH 55 T4 B & =
BADCA AR, et TRA TS RAREN, CO2 ¥R 700 ppm 1 850 ppm YA (5
RO R T HARLH, Hrh CO ¥ 700 ppm I AL S BRI ZE i H AR LT H
AL, CO2 ¥R 700 ppm B IEHIAIAL . CO MM ST LA B 13 8 e KAH,
P ABEE P T HARAC R, Hy Rrisos, i 14541.37 kg-hm?, HUXT BRAL PRS- 3038.48
kg-hm2, ULAH CO2 ¥R 700 ppm B XA Y G A VR I R = B AR E SR AE . T CO,
VR 1000 ppm I A2 A A 32 23]
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%5 E AR COREMBAEHRLMB. RLBF UK I BRI

5.1 MBEFE

5.1.1 REEH#L
[[] 2.1.1

5.1.2 CO, INSEREFEAR 7 XAV T R ZH BR

[[] 2.1.2
5.1.3 CO, INSGE R iEIE H R BIIE 1 TR
[[] 2.1.3

5.1.4 IS 4bIE

I Rk I BENLIX i, EBGR E N A KB —E 4 et il 178
1 AMAbEE, BRNACBE 5 BRAA, EXE SR, T 202346 H25 H (#8)5 30 K) %2023
7 H 30 HIRIBEF TR, JLAREE 35 K, PATRAS COLHUR AR, MMEAR CO2 ik E
43 B1R(500 £ 30). (700 + 30). (850 +30) F (1000 % 30) pmol-mol, 4> Fi/E 500 ppm.
700 ppm. 850 ppm A1 1000 ppm, &L= CO: Jihn 7y IR H CO2 M HEB it AEAR =,
R CO2 NSRRI, 84 CO2 A TEME 2R GE 145 135 2 3 A B A 2 R 2R P30T 1 O i
Hr, B e O NIRRT E . B H 9:00 & 14:00, 17:00 F 22:00 X4f
ANEHAT 10h PEAAEEE, AEIE XA R ISR ESR, HHEFETE 0.5 m &R
4 > COo Yk FE A g I B A SE N CO2 R EE (181 2) , CO R S H i L5 #L (PLC)
T A SR ISORH 3 A 803 CO2 3 M I A 428 Tl AR LR I ) PAD, ) A R 2
B (UEMNASICEMN G/ NS W) RFEICTE CO2 IR JE THE BB R SRIE = N
COr TR 215311, I ZARFFREN CO MR AL T RFI BT N, &SR A 3d
MK TG, #e s RAE . WARBRIRERECE, T 6 7 25 Hilg, & H SRt
RERE NI SRR A CO MR, A 10 min ii5%—IR. THENG 44 K (7
HoH, Rgk@l) (51K (7H 16 H, RIfE@l)) 58K (7 H23 H, R
@il]) F65 K (7 H 30 H, RSN |, 2RI NEAALBE P PR 4 3 BUR SL
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=1

AAFRFMTFMIRL

FrRSEMRIIE, HEE =R

5.1.5 MED B S5

5.1.5.1 REBUHREIE
[ 3.1.5.1

5152 REBEENE
7] 3.1.5.2

5153 REEBEHMEXHERSENNE
[ 3.1.5.3

5154 REPHERMERE MRSENNE
[ 3.1.5.4

5155 EERHMEENNE
7] 3.1.5.5

5.1.6 FiENIBS 54T

[7] 2.1.6
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BAFAFMEFMIRT
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Figure 5-1 Effects of different CO2 concentrations on grapevine fruit quality related indexes
HIE 5-1a, b "[JH, A CO ¥ FEALBR, % SR S i A BE M m] i e R & B 2R
SEY A B R RS AEIEJS 58 K ~ 65 K, 700 ppm b FH A7 2R S HT I 7 R
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AR T H T AT, FEIEG 65 K, 700 ppm AbFH A% 5 52 7 & 1R B 2% T 500 ppm Ak
I (P<0.05) . AR RHEBEAEAL S 65 KFRIA 700 ppm > 500 ppm > 1000 ppm >
850 ppm, A5 ACFRAE R LR A TERTEY) G i . ARCE . AT RRE S A pH S SRS
() LAY 2B TR S . R R AR PR A B T B & A S S, AR 58
K65 K, 700 ppm AR WA ETE W& B R E T T HALGHE (P <0.05) . 700
ppm AL PR HG A A S E R E A pH ZEAE )G 58 KN 65 KI5 & T HAAH (P <0.05) .
TEAESS 58 KA 65 K, 700 ppm AbFH A2 RS2 A L E 430 HE 500 ppm ZRBHE 13.9%FH
11.6%, ZREFH (P<0.05) . 700 ppm AbFH AR A] 15 e I 011 2 T
BT (P<0.05) , TEAESG 58 K ~ 65 K, PR H% RS h v vhps & 2 R IA
700 ppm > 850 ppm > 500 ppm > 1000 ppm. HHFER S5 58 KA1 65 K, 700 ppm AbH 1)
RIS B S 500ppm ARFEAH LA T 13.7 %, 19.6 %, ZERHEFE (P<0.05) .

522 A[E COREXHER K P BEMERIAIN

[ 500ppmI 700ppm[_] 850ppm{l 1000ppm|
10

-
(]
1

w
(61}
T

()
o
T
o]
T

2 y
D25 5 6
i S E E
g g 20r ;1*\#;
= € =
2150 S 4t
3 g
£ 0l &
£ B gl

(&)]
T

{efG44 )k JEfE51K {Ej558Kk  fEfE65R 44k TE/Es1k TEkE588Kk Te)Eesk
PN AL e R
Days after bloom Days after bloom
(a) (b

Bl 5-2 AN[] CO R JREXH SR B AP (0 IS BT 15 ) 52 1)
Figure 5-2 Effect of different CO, concentrations on the content of anthocyanosides and flavonoids in
pericarp

W 5-2 FroR, AS[E] COo e JBEAL FRLAR R 46 SR B PP A6 (5 S B ) o5 B B R S
PRI TR, eI, 700 ppm AR AR S R R AE (R S R
MR & Y B M T HARLH (P <0.05) | SRR BRBIATEIL G 58 K ~ 65 R¥YR
LK 700 ppm > 850 ppm > 1000 ppm > 500 ppm, KALFIE FAEATEIEG 51 K ~ 65 K
ZFFk 700 ppm > 1000 ppm > 850 ppm > 500 ppm. 5 500 ppm ZLFRAH L, 700 ppm AL
TEAENT 65 RAYAE AT IS A 703 25 5w 1 38.6 %A1 35.2 %,
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Figure 5-3 Effect of different CO, concentrations on chlorophyll and carotenoid content in grape skins
WK 5-3a, b s, BEERERSEA G, RETEEER a b S EZRHT .
{EAE)G 44 K. 51 K. 58 KA 65 K, 700 ppm £l 850 ppm ALFHH 48K a S BEH
KT 500 ppm ZEFE (P <0.05) . 5 500 ppm ALFRAR L, 700 ppm ZEFEFT 850 ppm ALFEF
M2t a SEAEENG 65 KM BEBAL T 29.3 %H1 102 % (P<0.05) . &ALBREyH4¢
£ b EEIEE 51 K ~65 KEFEIH 500 ppm > 1000 ppm > 850 ppm > 700 ppm, TE1E
J& 51 KA1 58 K, 700 ppm ALK b FEEELT 500 ppm 42, 451t 500 ppm
AT 48.1 %F1 41.5% (P<0.05) . WK 5-3c. d iR, FEE CO MR TR, &4k
HREPEEORNGTRYEZENETRE LIES. HPfEEE 65 K 700 ppm AbHE
M N R BEINTHALE (P<0.05) . Al CO WAL F G4, Az
B B KT 500 ppm A0FE (P <0.05) , FE4E)T 65 K, 700 ppm AbFEF 850 ppm
AL PR SR K S S R A 5 B T 500ppm ARBE, 7K T 31.5 %A 153 % (P <
0.05) .,
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5.2.4 AR[E COx iR B X H & R BI5HRI SN

% 5-1 Al COWRBEXT AR SLBI A4 (CIRG) HY# I
Table 5-1 Effect of different CO, concentrations on color index (CIRG) of grape berries

pusil )5 44 X HASIIS )5 58 K B 65 K

Treatment 44 days after 51 days after 58 days after 65 days after
flowering flowering flowering flowering

500ppm 1.21 £0.05b 2.31+£0.07b 3.21+£0.14b 4.12+0.15a

700ppm 1.53 £0.05a 3.45+£0.09a 3.93+£0.18a 4.79 £0.09a

850ppm 1.72 £0.03a 3.72+0.12a 3.91+£0.07a 4.45+0.07a

1000ppm 1.63 £ 0.04a 3.47+0.12a 4.01+021a 432+021a

CIRG (HRFLL AT OIEE. W 5-1 Frn, BHERH RS e, &b
CIRG {HIZW 17 . &AL CIRG (HFEAE)G 44 KF 51 KRIJFRIHA 850 ppm > 1000
ppm > 700 ppm > 500 ppm; FEFE5 58 K, 4540 FHIF) CIRG NI A 1000 ppm > 700 ppm >
850 ppm > 500 ppm, 700 ppm AFEAELEG 65 KA R CIRG (HIR 2 T HE AL,
TEAE )G 65 K, 700 ppm AZLFEAN 850 ppm 40 FHAY CIRG {H 5 500 ppm A3 AH tlﬁj\%'u%T
16.3 %F1 8.1 % (P<0.05) .
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Figure 5-4 Effect of different CO, concentrations on total phenolic content of grape berries

W 5-4 Firzs, AN[F] CO ¥ FE AL T S 114 7 260 Sl Iy 2 5t il o 2R 52 sy 52 I b 7
Fa %, 700 ppm ARG DB ST EFEL)S 44 K ~ 51 R EFAZE, TE4E)G 51 K ~65 R
My o B YK IR BERCP . AEAE RS 58 K, 45 AL B A 4G S & BRI 700 ppm > 500 ppm >
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1000 ppm > 850 ppm; FEAESG 65 K, 700 ppm ALFEFI 850 ppm AL sy & B B E = T
500 ppm AbFR, ZAIE T 21.4%. 10.1 % (P<0.05) .

5.3 1tig

5.3.1 AR[E CO, ik BEXT B % R 35 dn SrAE X FatRHI 20

X RSP Y, TR B IR ERE IR M ALUS & & B, Ho
APPSR R pH. RIVETEEEY) ORI EE AR AT e i 2 et o S R B A
JERTY (K EFREE, 2024) |, HLATVEPEME . Wi E BRET 2 WA R SR B AR (Ren
etal,,2023) . m¥SE CO W LA RS G A1 AT, Bk e k2R 52 v i ) ot
¥4k (Sunetal., 2020) . Han <% (2023) P58 A Bl 4% il A Y CO2 ¥R BE T DASR )
FHTSCAIR R A A P Y &5 8, BRI E IR & & . AWHT i 2] TR e
ZE3, 700ppm Al 850ppm Ab PR A 4 R SEAERE A HY R M . RIS i 4
i1 500ppm AL, A 700ppm AEH RS AR E IR S BAEE IS 65 REF T HARkt
H, {H 1000ppm AL PR SR SEHIEMEEAEAE IS 65 R T 500 ppm ALPE, $EH] CO2 ¥
JE I I S O A . X TR, fE CO IE R T, L
AR E R, M ) R IR CA B . Morales 45 (2008) AF58 & BUSERAE
BRI T, CRIC pH HKBWITHE . ABFSH, FEEMA R, Pra AL B
RS pH AAHZANE Thmg . SROSEEEAE N — DAY RCEFAL, & B R AR 5L B
B EESRRR ((5—FLEE, 2024) . A5, 700 ppm AbER A% R L REEEAEAE I 44
K~ 58 RN R FART HAMLHE, BAEE)S 65 Kt 5 HARAMERALE, Ui CO.
e BE R AZ AT G i 2 1 REE P S /)N

532 AR CO iREXMHERELRFRZIM

B F RN B SRR B2 SN A R PO (A R R, RO 4
2 a, WA b, T EMSEE G RN EL B0 T B2 5 R B 4 2R,
PR — R IR R AN REHER AR SER B 0 (R B% 48, 2020) . CHBERCE BT
LR B A, APRIR BN SR, MEAIIRBON LI, JREC M SR S AR,
EICEE (2023) N NRTAE O T E ORI BURM SR RIEE T, PIE A G2y
PICA ] AT 2 G 2 B i A Al . AT RMSSE (2013) N HIAT R B (O [RIRR 2 R B 2R
R NRGRITEN. CAPITTR, R NERE COx LR AR 140 1R R
MR BRI S R AR, ARIRIFREIRRY], AR, A AP g

54



£ 5% AR COREMBRREMB. RERFUREEY A0 AAFRFMETFMIET

Ha, MERb, SSRGS EENGGER PRI TREESE . WA HENIIT A
W, WUSE CO JiniAml 7R B AR PR CREEISF, 2017) . iAHSH, BEE
COLIRPERIGIM, A AL B M- s AR A — IS 2 85e BETHE FRem@E s, Sai Aot
FEM—8, BAERANINI CO2 U0 700 ppm I AE AR ERANZEH L PR SR BET
THARAR, A5, BEE CORERN TS, ARBEREH O (CIRG) £
S e MRS, B CO2 M 700 ppm I F5 85 Jok% 1 GRCR fc i

5.3.3 AE COx iR EXTE R R L PER Y BREI =20

W 2 A A AR AR N B IR A A, AEAE) RSB S B R a4 &
KREZAEM  (Mohammed et al., 2019) |, 45 FEW MBI EWAH LA . FEBHHH
. ATABFIE R, et COx JER AT AR B4 M & AR LN S & & (de
Rezende et al., 2015) . Fang & (2010) W5 AP m M CO2 1T DASE 2542 5 KM 9 %5
PIAE T AIZSH 5 i . Holley 58 (2022) WX A, Mik=N COWIES I, MY
R B T SRR A CO2 ALBRAH b th BIRIRE T, A5 e IRl o SR S i A,
FACFR A . LS & S, H 700 ppm BRI ROK, RS
65 K, Mi# CO W ERIEI, AFRIEATT. FEEEIR D E e B RS,
Hrr 700 ppm AFERGAE A . SEREALS A BORME, UL CO2 ¥ JZ R 700 ppm 5%
RO . RSB RN SR . H CO R E N 1000 ppm I F 4G [ 251k
EYIRE U206, X REE N CO i EMFER R — MR R 2 5, SMSitEY)
JEAFIFRAEH], FECRS IR S &R, KA SFEREAESMEAGYR AR,

5.4 INGG

ABFFELREH] CO ¥ LN 700ppm IHEHE 1 iR L% MainyE (o, iR
M. RS AR T R AR R R, COL MREE N 700ppm IS RV PEREIEY . pH
AR S BT m, I ERR & AR S B AL, [t 1 2R B2 8 5 Al
R PREE, &R THEEE(CIRG) , MM EREE GFE: CO2¥ZN 700ppm
AR . 66 R 2 B I A A B A
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v

F6E MRARSH=

huj

6.1 &t

A E A WA ] CO2 A 77 = AKIRFEXS “IhER Jot%” Ba b aets . RILm
AN B RN, Rt Rl G A0 P RAR AR T COL Tty =X, it pe i e 1Y)
COVRJE. 19 FZARUT:

(1) R CO i HEMMEAE R W AR = T A M ot R S ENDLA LR
M, EZARBE T R R

(2) PMEAE =B e T RO MIEINE G, IHRERSE .
SR ABL O B AR T, PR AR S B T R R . pH AT IR
SaTtE, IR BRI AR, IR RRAL T R S R A IS R
TR, WETHEREE (CIRG) |, MIMEmERICE ORE; A0S Loty
ALY & SR I Y iR B, Hod SR A COL MR A AR AR B4 T C O il AR X SR 5K
& A PR RO AT

(3) CO2 kA 700 ppm i1 850 ppm HIH &= T4 ot AR S EALE
AFRERE, SR T RIADN T R AR P A T, R T A R Y
M, i CO2 K JEEA 1000 ppm B G250 A4 52 2141

(4) CO2¥kJEH 700 ppm HHEHE T TR IAZL WHEME G, IR,
TER S A I A i e, CO2 M A 700 ppm B I PERE FEY . pH A1 W]
VRS R, WU R A RN SR SN AR, AR TR R R R RIS
o NESE, 25 THEEE (CIRG) , MM sRIE AR, CO kN 700 ppm
B A S T . A6 T ALE D O B AE LI 1k S I

Zi BATAR, ANIR I i R A CO it A CRITIU RO [R5 ToA% #i D
B RS AR, I CO MR R ARG RN TR EE €, 5 7 A
PR, Hor CO A EREMEAE 77 RO B T4 58 COL e /=, #EARIH COa
W LBATEH, 24 CO2 ¥R 700 ppm BEXTIRFATA DG AR . 7R BER S i £
BRI . AT W]l A R R 2 A AT P 45 T I AR B AR . $ fll— e BB AR
.
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6.2 BlFT=

(1) WAPHBTE L S5 & IR R ARF CO2 AL E AR CO2 I HEBR AL AL,
AL T COMERE AR, IEPRIUE T COLIRIERIII2IME, $im 1 CO RYMEAERLR, 5K
L COAFHENEAL.

(2) AHFTIATEHEMAER R COE, HKIE T CO2KE. CO AL T =X 2
PR 23 A AN R R R TR SR, 5T CO2 IR T AL AS R Bt PN i 4 016 A e
RS FLA L RS, AT S B IR 08 ) e i COL U, D AR ARt N A 4 I <
HEBE BRI B AR At — 2 PIC B A

6.3 RE

ARiRER 2 VA PLC M RGN -5, A IF M4 250t G SRR E M A A CO,
SRR 7 AL BRARI LY., 1258 B AR W] AR AR BE PR A A, (HLh
PIvE, SECENRE SN —ER 2R, IR, LIRS, AOITERMSaH
I RHEBRB AR CO2 N REBE A ALAS AT DAA R o it o 2 1) ™ SRt T, {ELIX A
PEVERCR A nT DAR. I HASRA RIBEK _L, ARG 2 — 2 RITIE. BAh, RAHLA
7 TR AT 4 s, I CO2 I IR AE £ ARTE R FAR ) AR 7 R R R AT
P, WA ASHAEE A HAA RS E R, RN, EARBRER I, ol A% g
AR, AT AR R R A 22 A
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