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ACCUMULATION AND TRANSLOCATION OF SULFUR BY
GENDARUSSA VULGARIS NESS

Yu Mengde Yu Qingfa
(South China Institute of Botany., Academia Sinica)

The seedlings of vegetative propagation of Gendarussa vulgaris Ness were
fumigated in the chamber with different SO, concentrations for three days and
0.25 ppm SO, for different duration, The SO, absorbed by the leaves was det-
ermined, The results obtained were given as follows:

1. The S amount and S increment of leaves increased with increasing SO,
dose, linear correlation of these two factors has been found when the SO, dose
was below 1,50—1,75 ppm.pay, the S increment of leaves was about 1,10 mg/g,
based on the result that the S increment was 1,10 mg/g at SO, dose of 1,625
ppm.day, the rate and duration of SO, absorption of Gendarussa vulgaris Ness
below the SO, concentration of 0.5 ppm in atmosphere could be calculated,

2, The S amount and S increment of leaves decreased at the advancement
of age of leaves, The amount of SO, absorbed by the old leaves was less,

3. After the plants were removed from the chamber and settled in the no-
polluted field, the S amount of leaves decreased gradually, The S amount in
old leaves decreased faster,



