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Abstract

The seasonal changes of leaf physiological traits and its relationship with abiotic factors
(photosynthetic active radiation-PAR, leaf temperature-T.,, air temperature-Tyir, Tiear - Tuir- AT) wWere
studied on sugar beets grown under the semi-arid conditions of central Greece. Sugar beet (Beta
vulgaris L.) cv Rizor was established in a Randomised Complete Block design experiment for two
years (2004-2005). From early June till the end of October, 11 determinations of leaf physiological
traits (intracellular to ambient CO, concentration-c;, transpiration rate-E, stomatal conductance-g, net
photosynthesis-A4, instantaneous water use efficiency-A4/E, photosynthetic water use efficiency-A/g;,
chlorophyll content-SPAD, carbon isotope discrimination- A, N concentration and specific leaf area-
SLA) took place. Temperatutes (7 and Ty;) and AT were higher in 2004 when water budget (WB,
precipitation + irrigation — evapotranspiration) was more negative. Also, seasonal mean of carbon
isotope discrimination (A) and net photosynthesis (4) were lower in 2004 to compare to 2005. A
gradual decline with the progress of the growing season was found for 4, A, g, E, SLA and leaf N
concentration while the adverse trend was evident for water use efficiencies (WUE, A/E and A/gy).
PAR was positively related with g, and E and negatively with 4/E. Temperatures (7, and 7Tj.,¢) had a
positive effect on £ and a negative one on A/E. High temperatures (35-37 °C) degraded leaf
chlorophyll but temperatures higher than 37 °C tended to increase chlorophyll content. AT
(transpirational cooling) was negatively related with g, E, and A and positively with A/E and A/g;.
Both E and 4 were regulated by g, which was kept higher or slightly lower than 0.10 mol m? s, a
limit indicative of severe drought in C; species. Positive relationships were found between A4, leaf N
concentration and SLA. SLA is an indicator of resource-use strategy and can provide useful
information about abiotic factor effects on sugar beet physiology and yield. A was negatively related
with A/g, showing that it can be an indirect assessment of WUE at leaf level.
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Abbreviations

A: net photosynthesis; A/E: instantaneous water use efficiency; A/g;: photosynthetic water
use efficiency; ANOVA: analysis of variance; ¢;: intracellular to ambient CO, concentration;
¢il/c,: the ratio of intracellular to ambient CO, concentration; CF-IRMS: continuous flow-
isotope ratio mass spectrometer; cv: cultivar; A"C: carbon isotope ratio; A: carbon isotope
discrimination; AT: Ti.r-Tais DAS: days after seeding; E: transpiration rate; g, stomatal
conductance; LA: leaf area; LSD: least significant difference: SLA: specific leaf area; SPAD:
Soil Plant Analytical Development; PAR: photosynthetic active radiation; PDB: Pee Dee
Belemnite; RGR: relative growth rate; T, air temperature; T, leaf temperature; TE:
transpiration efficiency; WB: water budget; WUE': water use efficiency

Introduction

Water availability is the major constraint of sugar beet productivity in the
Mediterranean basin (Morillo-Velarde and Ober, 2006). Although sugar beet is considered
as a drought tolerant species (Francois and Maas, 1994), supplemental irrigation of ca 550
mm is necessary in order crop profitability to be secured in central Greece (Analogides,
1993). Sugar beet yield is not reduced by water deficits lower than 30% of the demanded
water (Winter, 1980). Thus, crop remains profitable under controlled deficit irrigation
(Fabeiro et al., 2003). Analogous yield compensation was recently reported under the rain-
fed conditions of Germany (Mick and Hoffmann, 2006).

Although water shortage effects on agronomic performance (root and sugar yield, root
internal quality) have already been studied thoroughly (Choluj et al., 2004; Bloch and
Hoffmann, 2005), there is not much work on leaf physiology of sugar beets grown under
water deficit conditions especially in the field. In Mediterranean environments, what is
defined as water stress is actually a combination of drought, salt, temperature and light
stresses (Chaves et al.,, 2002; Munns, 2002). Already, negative effects of increased leaf
salinity on sugar beet physiology have been reported (Tsialtas and Maslaris, 2006). Also, Qi
and Jaggard (2006) showed that irrigation can not alleviate the negative impact of high
temperatures on sugar beet productivity. D’ Abrosio et al. (2006) defined 25 °C as an optimum
and higher temperatures decrease photosynthetic rate and increase photorespiration of sugar
beets. As a consequence, sucrose production in leaves and accumulation in root is reduced
when air temperature deviates above 25 °C (Kenter et al., 2006). Global warming is expected
to expand semi-arid sugar beet growing areas in central and northern Europe (Jones et al.,
2003). Adaptations of plant physiology under semi-arid conditions have already been reported
(Balaguer et al., 2002; Medrano et al., 2002) but sugar beet leaf physiology and adaptation to
such conditions have not been studied. We are aware of only one work conducted in northern
Europe which studied seasonal variations of photosynthetic capacity and leaf development in
field grown sugar beets (Vandendriessche et al., 1990).

Recently, stable carbon isotopes were employed in sugar beet research. Carbon isotope
discrimination (A, a measure of the *C/'*C ratio in plant tissues compared to air) is a useful
tool for the indirect assessment of plant ecophysiology in the field (Dawson et al., 2002).
Since A is related with the ratio of intracellular to ambient CO, concentration (c¢i/c,) and
water use efficiency (WUE, the ratio of biomass produced to the water consumed to
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produce it) in C; species (Farquhar et al., 1989), it can provide an integrative study of the
environmental factors on stomata functioning (Brugnoli et al., 1998). A is a good indicator
of WUE at leaf (Monti et al., 2006 a) or biomass (Bloch et al., 2006) level and varies
between growth stages and sugar beet organs (Monti et al., 2006 b). However, no genotypic
differences of A were found between sugar beet cultivars screened for increased WUE
(Tsialtas and Karadimos, 2003; Rytter, 2005; Bloch et al., 2006).

In a two-year, field work conducted on sugar beets grown under the Mediterranean
conditions of central Greece, we aimed to study a) the seasonal changes of abiotic factors
(photosynthetic active radiation-PAR, air temperature-7,;, leaf temperature-7.,s) and leaf
physiological traits (intracellular to ambient CO, concentration-c;, transpiration rate-E,
stomatal conductance-g;, net photosynthesis-4, instantaneous water use efficiency-A/E,
photosynthetic water use efficiency-4/g;, chlorophyll content-SPAD, carbon isotope
discrimination- A, N concentration and specific leaf area-SLA), b) to establish relationships
between abiotic factors and physiological traits and c¢) to explore any relationship between
physiological traits, which can provide useful information about sugar beet adaptation and
productivity under semi-arid conditions.

Materials and methods
Site and experiment set up

A Randomized Complete Block design experiment with six replications was established
for two years (2004-2005) on a typical field of eastern Thessaly (39° 33" N, 22° 27" E, 98 m
above sea level). Soil was heavy (sand 27 %, silt 22 %, clay 51 %), with pH 8.2, low
organic matter content (1.46 %) and low residual N (8.2 mg NO;-N kg™). The experiment
aimed mainly to monitor seasonal changes of sugar beet yield and quality. Cultivar Rizor
(SES EUROPE NV/SA, Tienen, Belgium) was mechanically sown (on 23 March 2004 and
18 March 2005) at 20 cm on the row and 50 cm between rows, in six-rowed plots, 10 m
long. Adequate fertilization was applied as basal (110 kg N ha™', 200 kg P,Os ha and 320
kg K,0 ha™) and top-dressing (40 kg N ha™). During the growing season, full protection
was taken against cercospora leaf spot, powdery mildew, weeds and insects by chemical
sprayings. Sprinkler irrigation was applied six times from June to September providing 260
mm and 509 mm of water in 2004 and 2005, respectively. The nearest station of State
Meteorological Service provided meteorological data. The monthly water budget (WB,
precipitation + irrigation - evapotranspiration) is presented in Table 1.

Gas exchange measurements and determinations

Beginning in early June, ca 70 days after seeding (DAS) and every two weeks till the
end of October, gas exchange measurements (4, ¢;, E, g;) were conducted by the LCi
portable photosynthesis system (ADC BioScientific Ltd, Hoddesdon, UK). Instantaneous
water use efficiency and photosynthetic water use efficiency were calculated as ratios of 4
to E or g, (A/E and A/g;), respectively. Five intact, fully expanded and full sun-lit leaves
were measured per plot. On parallel, the same system monitored photosynthetic active
radiation (PAR), air and leaf temperatures (Thi, Tiear)- AT was calculated as Tie,rTy- Leaf
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chlorophyll content was indirectly assessed using the SPAD-502 (Minolta Co Ltd, Osaka,

Japan) on 10 leaves per plot. All measurements were conducted at midday (11.00h to
13.00h).

Table 1. Monthly and total water budget (WB) during the growing season. WB is the algebraic sum of
precipitation, irrigation and evapotranspiration in mm.

Monthly water budget (mm)

Month

2004 2005
March -10.88 0.96
April -14.10 -82.50
May -41.48 -36.36
June -5.40 -58.20
July -41.40 5.58
August -75.50 -44.86
September -77.10 -8.20
October -22.32 3.14
Mean -37.98 -31.94
Total -288.18 -220.44

At each sampling occasion, six intact, fully expanded and full sun-lit leaves were
collected per plot, put on an iced chest and transferred to the Physiology Laboratory of
Larissa factory, Hellenic Sugar Industry SA. Leaf area (LA) was determined using the
WinDias image analysis system (Delta-T Devices Ltd, Cambridge, UK) in three leaves per
plot. After leaf drying at 75°C for 48 h, specific leaf area (SLA) was estimated as the ratio
of LA to leaf dry weight. Dried leaves were ground to fine powder using a microhammer
cutter mill (Glen Creston Ltd, Stanmore, and Middlesex, UK). Total leaf N concentration
was measured on a Kjeltec 2300 Analyzer Unit (Foss Tecator, Hoganis, Sweden). Carbon
isotope determinations were conducted at Scottish Crop Research Institute on an isotope
mass spectrometer (CF-IRMS, Europa Tracer Mass, Crewe, UK) coupled to an elemental
analyser (Roboprep) for the on-line sample preparation. Carbon isotope ratio AC (%o) in
samples was calculated as:

[(Rsample'Rstandard)/ Rstandard) X 1000],

where Rgmpie and Rgandarda are the BC/™C ratio in the plant tissue and the standard,
respectively. The universally accepted standard of Pee Dee Belemnite (PDB) limestone was
used. Carbon isotope discrimination (A) was calculated as:

A (%0)= (A4~ A)/(1+ Ag/ 1000),

where A, and A, are APC of the air and ground leaf sample, respectively. A, is ca -8 %o.

Statistical analysis

Data were subjected to analysis of variance (ANOVA) as a Randomized Complete Block
design with years and samplings as main factors. Mean values were compared with the
least significant difference (LSD) test at P<0.05. Statistical analysis was carried out with
the M-STAT statistical package (MSTAT-C, version 1.41, Crop and Soil Sciences
Department, Michigan State University, USA).
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Results
Seasonal pattern of abiotic factors

The WB was more negative in 2004 compared to 2005 (Table 1). In 2004, a high WB
deficit was recorded from July to September while in 2005, water deficit was more
intensive at the first growth stages (Table 1). Irradiance (PAR) and temperatures (Tyir, Ticar)
were affected by samplings and the yearsxsamplings interaction (Table 2). Maximum PAR
was recorded earlier than maximum temperatures (120 DAS and 134 DAS, respectively).
After achievement of maxima, abiotic factors showed a decreasing trend toward the end of
the growing season (Figure 1). PAR was positively related with both T, and Tic,¢ (r2: 0.57
and r*=0.59, P<0.001, respectively). AT was higher in 2004 compared to 2005 (0.35°C and
0.20 °C, respectively) and was affected by samplings and the yearsxsamplings interaction
(Table 2). However, in both years, AT increased from 134 DAS onward (Figure 1).

Seasonal changes of photosynthetic traits

Years had no significant effect on ¢; and g, (Table 2). Mean 4 was higher in 2005 (15.74
umol m? s™) compared to 2004 (13.76 umol m™ s™') but the adverse was evident for A/g;
(65.53 and 56.22 pmol mol™, respectively). This finding could be attributed to the abrupt
decline of A after 166 DAS in 2004 and only at the last sampling, 4 increased to levels
higher than 10 umol m™ s™ (Figure 2). All the traits were affected by samplings and years x
samplings interaction (Table 2). E and g, were higher early in the season and then declined
gradually with the progress of time. The adverse trend was found for A/g; and A/E. No clear
seasonal pattern was found for ¢; (Figure 2).

Seasonal changes of non-photosynthetic traits

Years had no significant effect on SPAD (Table 2). Except from A, which was not
affected by sampling time, the other traits were significantly affected by both samplings
and years x samplings interaction (Table 2). In 2004, SPAD declined till 150 DAS and then
increased strictly. A rather different trend was found in 2005 when SPAD did not show
significant changes till 198 DAS and then increased toward the end of the season (Figure 3).
Seasonal patterns of SLA and leaf N concentration were rather similar in both years
showing a gradual decline with time and only small increases toward the end of the season.
A showed different patterns between years from 166 DAS onward; in 2004, an abrupt
decline till 198 DAS was evident while the adverse was found in 2005. In 2004, seasonal
pattern of A resembled the respective pattern of 4 (Figure 3).

Relationships between abiotic factors and physiological traits
A strong, exponential relationship was found between PAR and E (+*= 0.62, P<0.001)

while PAR and g, were curvilinearly related (Figure 4). Both leaf N concentration and 4
were positively related with PAR but the relationships were weak (y=14.87¢"%% ;°=0.34
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and y=0.0098x+0.219, *=0.33, P<0.01, respectively). As a result of PAR effects on E and
A, A/E decreased significantly with increasing PAR (Figure 4).
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Figure 1. Seasonal trends of PAR, temperatures (7Tieas, Tair) and AT. Each point is the mean of six values.
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Figure 2. Seasonal trends of the photosynthetic traits determined. Each point is the mean of six values.
Y: years, S: sampling, ns: not significant, *: P<0.05, ***: P<0.001
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Temperatures (T, Tiear) had a positive effect on E and a negative one on A/E (Figure 5).
A significant quadratic relationship was found between temperatures and SPAD.
Temperatures up to 35-37 °C decreased SPAD but higher temperatures increased leaf
chlorophyll content (Figure 5). A strong, negative correlation was found between AT and E
and weaker, negative functions related AT with g; and 4 (Figure 6). WUE expressed as A/E
or A/g was positively related with AT (Figure 6). Leaf N concentration was weakly related
with AT (y=-10.568x> — 5.6103x + 39.683, *= 0.33, P<0.05).

Relationships between photosynthetic parameters and physiological traits

Stomatal conductance regulated both £ and 4 and strong, quadratic functions were
found between the traits. A highly significant, quadratic relationship between leaf N
concentration and 4 was evident (Figure 7). Leaf N was positively related with SLA. A
similar but weaker relationship was found between SLA and A. SLA and A/g, were
curvilinearly related (Figure 8). Also, A/gs was significantly related with ¢;, leaf N and A
(Figure 9), with A/g.-N relationship to be the strongest one (*= 0.71, P<0.001). A and A4/gs
were negatively related but the 7 and the significance level were low. A weak, logarithmic
function was the best-fitted to the A/g,-c; relationship (Figure 9).

Discussion

Under Mediterranean conditions, irrigation makes sugar beet crop profitable but yield is
practically not reduced by deficits up to 30% of the demanded water (Winter, 1980).
However, supplemental irrigation can not alleviate the negative effects of high temperatures
on sugar beet crop (Qi and Jaggard, 2006). In semi-arid environments, plants have to cope
with a combination of stresses (water, salt, light, temperature), which are falsely considered
as drought stress (Chaves et al., 2002; Munns, 2002). Thus, it is interesting to study leaf
physiological adaptations of sugar beets under Mediterranean conditions and to relate them
with possible effects on yield.

Sugar beets were grown under more water deficit conditions in 2004. This was also
confirmed by the lower seasonal A values and the higher AT found in 2004 compared to
2005. A is a reliable indicator of soil water availability (Wang, 2003; Tsialtas and Maslaris,
2006) and in our work, it was sensitive even to short-time scale changes of WB since it
decreased abruptly after 166 DAS in 2004 when WB became strongly negative. An
analogous to A trend was found for 4 showing that CO, assimilation was restricted by the
soil water depletion. In temperate environments, 4 was maximized during July and August
and the level of photosynthesis was determinant of sugar beet yield (Vandendriessche et al.,
1990). In our work, maximum A4 was found early in the growing season and was up to 20
pmol m? s 20 % lower than that reported for northern Europe (Vandendriessche et al.,
1990). Alike temperate environments, yield was determined by photosynthesis levels (data
not shown).

AT, an indicator of leaf ability to regulate temperature via transpirational cooling (Dunham,
1993; Kumar and Singh, 1998), was affected by the WB deficit and increased toward the
end of season. High AT values were the result of closed stomata (low g;) and related with
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Figure 3. Seasonal trends of the non-photosynthetic leaf traits determined. Each point is the mean of six replications.

Y: years, S: sampling, ns: not significant, *: P<0.05, **: P<0.01, ***: P<0.001
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low E and A. Consequently, WUE expressed as A/E or A/gs was positively related with AT
confirming previous reports that water use is more efficient under stressful conditions
(Tsialtas et al., 2001; Wang et al., 2005).

High PAR increased stomata functioning (Matsumoto et al. 2005) and was related with
high £ and low 4/E (Yin et al., 2006). Temperatures (75, Tiear) had analogous but stronger
effects on £ and A/E. Under Mediterranean conditions, temperature is a main determinant
of photosynthesis and its related parameters (Leidi et al., 1999). Optimum temperature for
both sugar beet photosynthesis and growth has been defined at 25 °C (D’ Ambrosio et al.,
2006; Kenter et al., 2006). Temperatures above the optimum (30-35 °C) suppress
photosynthesis due to the dissipation of the excess excitation energy to other sinks different
from CO, assimilation (D’ Ambrosio et al., 2006). This explains the gradual decline of 4
with the progress of the growing season and the lower levels of photosynthesis found in our
work compared to temperate climates. As a result, sugar beet growth and yield is limited
under Mediterranean conditions.

Although there are reports of leaf chlorophyll stability under water stress conditions
(Vomacka and Pospisilova, 2003), SPAD, an indirect assessment of leaf chlorophyll and N
contents (Wiesler et al., 2002), decreased with increasing temperature up to 35-37 °C.
Chlorophyll degradation under stressful conditions (drought, salinity) is a plant adaptation
in order to reduce the flow of electrons through photosystems and to restrict the risk of
photoinhibition (Koyro, 2006). The alleviation of stresses can restore leaf chlorophyll
content (Balaguer et al., 2002). In our work, temperatures higher than 37 °C showed to
increase leaf chlorophyll content probably as a reaction of sugar beets to the stressful
conditions in accordance with reports on water or osmotic stressed plants (Garcia-
Valenzuela et al., 2005; Tsialtas and Maslaris, 2008).

Stomatal conductance (g;) was proposed as an integrative indicator of water stress,
which a plant had experienced (Flexas and Medrano, 2002; Medrano et al., 2002). In 2004,
g was significantly declined from 166 to 214 DAS due to the high WB deficit occurred. In
both seasons, based on g decline with the progress of time, a gradual subjection of sugar
beets to water stress was evident. However, only in 2004 g, reached or dropped below 0.10
mol m? s, which is considered as the lower limit of moderate drought stress in C; species
(Flexas and Medrano, 2002). The strong regulation of 4 by g, was in agreement with
reports on water-stressed sugar beets grown under controlled conditions (Monti et al., 2006
a). In sugar beet, stomatal limitations of photosynthesis prevail to non-stomatal ones since
photosynthesis is restored after restoration of water supply (Vomacka and Pospisilova,
2003). Under semi-arid conditions, sugar beet yield is determined by stomata functioning
via the regulation of E and consequently, of the water used for the crop growth (Dunham,
1993). Leaf N concentration was positively related with 4 in accordance with the well-
documented positive relationships between A, leaf N and SLA reported for many species
and different growing conditions (Poorter and Evans, 1998; Gulias et al., 2003).

SLA is considered as the best predictor of resource-use strategy (Vendramini et al.,
2002) and is affected by temperature and water status (Rinaldi et al., 2006). In our work,
SLA decreased with the progress of the growing season as a result of progressive adaptation
of sugar beets to the stressful conditions (Nautiyal et al., 2002; Yang et al., 2005). Low SLA
is related with thicker leaves, longer leaf life span and lower relative growth rate (RGR)
(Castro-Diez et al., 2000; Wright and Westoby, 2001) and thus, is an indication of plant



J.T. Tsialtas, N. Maslaris / International Journal of Plant Production (2008) 2: 223-242

236

(D) L¥
't &0 L0 §0 0 €0 ' e €0 s L0
r r T T T T T r T 9
* 48
=W 1000 > d P90 = 4 do 5
PRELL + XPTOF - NIELT'S- =& u ©
B
LIS~
T
w
o 81 <=
*
. 9 0z
- I
(3,0 17 (2,0 IF
&0 L0 0 €0 10 Te- €0 §o0- L0 L& L8 §0 £0 0 U £0 S0 L0
T T T T T T T T ]2 r T T T T T T T T &1
-
or
&
[T 5
A
09 5
=3
oL
g
o e
T Og L= 4'10000> d ‘P50 = 4 108
I =4 000> d 'LE0 = 4 1 @6 rzaraIBILT =K 4 s
* 91105 + X890T + Xp66l =& 1 g0y e 4 g
60 L0 §0 €0 0 - €00 S0 L0 rros0 L0 §e €0 10 e €0 §0 L0
r T T T T T T T 00 r T T T r T T r T 1
4 10 4
410 M &
-
{1e0 2 r
2 s
1 r0 = 5
{s0 2
o L
‘ ' 190 —« 8
TT= M 100°0 > J LSO =
1 o T0 =0 10070 > J ‘8870 = 4
—L A 3 - z 6
1 g0 PRSP + XOLIL'P- =4 ¥ 01

(-founur jowrl) /¥

(5w [ounw) 7
Figure 6. Best-fitted curves of the significant relationships between AT and the physiological traits.
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persistence under stressful conditions (Lambers and Poorter, 1992). On the other hand, high
SLA is related with high leaf expansion rates, root growth and consequently yield (Jensen et
al., 2000). Our results are in agreement with the hypothesis that 4 could not be improved
without increases of SLA due to limitations imposed to photosynthesis by N limitations
(Gulias et al., 2003). The trade-off of a high SLA is a low WUE expressed as A/g,. High A/g;
was the result of increased carboxylation efficiency since a negative relationship between
Algs and ¢; was found (Earl, 2002; Chen et al., 2005). High leaf N concentrations had a
negative effect on A4/g; in accordance with previous reports (Tsialtas et al., 2001; Tsialtas
and Maslaris, 2006). Usually, high leaf N concentration is related with high WUE i.e. low A
(Sparks and Ehleringer, 1997) due to reductions in c¢;/c, ratio of the mesophyll caused by the
higher photosynthetic capacity of N-rich leaves (Williams and Ehleringer, 2000). In our
case, the negative A/g-N relationship seems to be the impact of soil water availability on
WUE since in semi-arid environments like Mediterranean, NV uptake is a function of soil
water pulses (Gebauer and Ehleringer, 2000). A, a long-term assessment of WUE, was
negatively related with A/g; confirming previous findings on sugar beets (Monti et al., 2006
a).

Concluding, sugar beets were grown under more stressful conditions (higher WB deficit
and AT) in 2004 and consequently, A and 4 were lower in 2004 compared to 2005.
Temperatures affected significantly E (positively), A/E and SPAD (negatively). AT
(transpirational cooling) was negatively related with E, g; and 4. Stomata functioning (g)
regulated 4. SLA, A and leaf N concentration were positively related. A seemed to be a good
indicator of leaf WUE expressed as A/g;.

Acknowledgements

We would like to thank Mr A. “Zucchero” Zaharos, Mrs K. Gouliakou and Mrs A.
Kostarelou for their help during the course of experimentation, Dr C. Scrimgeour at the
Scottish Crop Research Institute, Dundee, Scotland, for the carbon isotope determinations
and the staff of the Soil Science Laboratory, Agronomic Research Service, Hellenic Sugar
Industry SA, Sindos, for the element analyses. We are grateful to Mr E. Kourelos who
kindly offered his land for carrying out this experiment.

References

Analogides, D.A., 1993. Estimating sugar beet irrigation requirements on the basis of climatic parameters in
Greece: results and conclusions from a 6-year experimental study (1980-1985). Proceed. IIRB Congr. 56, 259-
269.

Balaguer, L., Pugnaire, F.I., Martinez-Ferri, E., Armas, C., Valladares, F., Manrique, E., 2002. Ecophysiological
significance of chlorophyll loss and reduced photochemical efficiency under extreme aridity in Stipa
tenacissima L. Plant Soil 240, 343-352.

Bloch, D., Hoffmann, C., 2005. Seasonal development of genotypic differences in sugar beet (Beta vulgaris L.)
and their interaction with water supply. J. Agron. Crop Sci. 191, 263-272.

Bloch, D., Hoffmann, C.M., Mirlander, B., 2006. Impact of water supply on growth, photosynthesis, water use
and carbon isotope discrimination of sugar beet in relation to genotypic variability. Eur. J. Agron. 24, 218-225.

Brugnoli, E., Scartazza, A., Lauteri, M., Monteverdi, M.C., Maguas, C., 1998. Carbon isotope discrimination in
structural and non-structural carbohydrates in relation to productivity and adaptation to unfavourable
conditions. In: Griffiths, H., (Ed.) Stable Isotopes: Integration of Biological, Ecological and Geochemical
Processes. BIOS Scientific Publishers Ltd, Oxford, pp. 133-146.



J.T. Tsialtas, N. Maslaris / International Journal of Plant Production (2008) 2: 223-242 241

Castro-Diez, P., Puyravaud, J.P., Cornelissen, J.H.C., 2000. Leaf structure and anatomy as related to leaf mass per
area variation in seedlings of a wide range of woody plant species and types. Oecologia 124, 476-486.

Chaves, M.M., Pereira, J.S., Maroco, J., Rodrigues, M.L., Ricardo, C.P.P., Osorio, M.L., Carvalho, I., Faria, T.,
Pinheiro, C., 2002. How plants cope with water stress in field. Photosynthesis and growth. Ann. Bot. 89, 907-
916.

Chen, S., Bai, Y., Zhang, L., Han, X., 2005. Comparing physiological responses of two dominant grass species to
nitrogen addition in Xilin River Basin of China. Environ. Exp. Bot. 53, 65-75.

Choluj, D., Karwowska, R., Jasinska, M., Haber, G., 2004. Growth and dry matter partitioning in sugar beet plants
(Beta vulgaris L.) under moderate drought. Plant Soil Environ. 50, 265-272.

D’ Ambrosio, N., Arena, C., De Santo, A.V., 2006. Temperature response of photosynthesis, excitation energy
dissipation and alternative electron sinks to carbon assimilation in Beta vulgaris L. Environ. Exp. Bot. 55, 248-
257.

Dawson, T.E., Mambelli, S., Plamboeck, A.H., Templer. P., Tu, K.P., 2002. Stable isotopes in plant ecology.
Annu. Rev. Ecol. Syst. 33, 507-559.

Dunham, R.J., 1993. Water use and irrigation. In: Cooke, D.A., Scott, R.K. (Eds.). The Sugar Beet Crop: Science
into Practice. Chapman & Hall, London, pp. 279-309.

Earl, H.J., 2002. Stomatal and non-stomatal restrictions to carbon assimilation in soybean (Glycine max) lines
differing in water use efficiency. Environ. Exp. Bot. 48, 237-246.

Fabeiro, C., Martin de Santa Olalla, F., Lopez, R., Dominguez, A., 2003. Production and quality of sugar beet
(Beta vulgaris L.) cultivated under controlled deficit irrigation conditions in a semi-arid climate. Agr. Water
Manage. 62, 215-227.

Farquhar, G.D., Ehleringer, J.R., Hubick, K.T., 1989. Carbon isotope discrimination and photosynthesis. Annu.
Rev. Plant Physiol. Mol. Biol. 40, 503-537.

Flexas, J., Medrano, H., 2002. Drought-inhibition of photosynthesis in C; plants: stomatal and non-stomatal
limitations revisited. Ann. Bot. 89, 183-189.

Francois, L.E., Maas, E.V., 1994. Crop response and management on salt-affected soils. In: Pessarakli, M., (Ed.)
Handbook of Plant and Crop Stress. Marcel Dekker Inc., New York, pp. 149-181.

Garcia-Valenzuela, X., Garcia-Moya, E., Rascon-Cruz, Q., Herrera-Estrella, L., Aguado-Santacruz, G.A., 2005.
Chlorophyll accumulation is enhanced by osmotic stress in graminaceous chlorophyllic cells. J. Plant Physiol.
162, 650-661.

Gebauer, R.L., Ehleringer, J.R., 2000. Water and nitrogen uptake patterns following moisture pulses in a cold
desert community. Ecology 81, 1415-1424.

Gulias, J., Flexas, J., Mus, M., Cifre, J., Lefi, E., Medrano, H., 2003. Relationship between maximum leaf
photosynthesis, nitrogen content and specific leaf area in Balearic endemic and non-endemic Mediterranean
species. Ann. Bot. 92, 215-222.

Jensen, C.R., Jacobsen, S.-E., Andersen, M.N., Nufez, N., Andersen, S.D., Rasmussen, L., Mogensen, V.O., 2000.
Leaf gas exchange and water relation characteristics of field quinoa (Chenopodium quinoa Willd.) during soil
drying. Eur. J. Agron. 13, 11-25.

Jones, P.D., Lister, D.H., Jaggard, K.W., Pidgeon, J.D., 2003. Future climate impact on the productivity of sugar
beet (Beta vulgaris L.) in Europe. Climatic Change 58, 93-108.

Kenter, C., Hoffmann, C., Marldnder, B., 2006. Effects of weather variables on sugar beet yield development
(Beta vulgaris L.). Eur. J. Agron. 24, 62-69.

Koyro, H.-W., 2006. Effect of salinity on growth, photosynthesis, water relations and solute composition of the
potential cash crop halophyte Plantago coronopus (L.). Environ. Exp. Bot. 56, 136-146.

Kumar, A., Singh, D.P., 1998. Use of physiological indices as a screening technique for drought tolerance in
oilseed Brassica species. Ann. Bot. 81, 413-420.

Lambers, H., Poorter, H., 1992. Inherent variation in growth rate between higher plants: a search for physiological
causes and ecological consequences. Adv. Ecol. Res. 23, 187-261.

Leidi, E.O., Lopez, M., Gorham, J., Gutiérrez, J.C., 1999. Variation in carbon isotope discrimination and other
traits related to drought tolerance in upland cotton cultivars under dryland conditions. Field Crops Res. 61, 109-
123.

Mick, G., Hoffmann, C.M., 2006. Organ-specific adaptation to low precipitation in solute concentration of sugar
beet (Beta vulgaris L.). Eur. J. Agron. 25, 270-279.

Matsumoto, K., Ohta, T., Tanaka, T., 2005. Dependence of stomatal conductance on leaf chlorophyll
concentration and meteorological variable. Agr. Forest Meteorol. 132, 44-57.

Medrano, H., Escalona, J.M., Bota, J., Gulias, J., Flexas, J., 2002. Regulation of photosynthesis of C; plants in
response to progressive drought: stomatal conductance as a reference parameter. Ann. Bot. 89, 895-905.



242 J.T. Tsialtas, N. Maslaris / International Journal of Plant Production (2008) 2: 223-242

Monti, A., Brugnoli, E., Scartazza, A., Amaducci, M.T., 2006 a. The effect of transient and continuous drought on
yield, photosynthesis and carbon isotope discrimination in sugar beet (Beta vulgaris L.). J. Exp. Bot. 57, 1253-
1262.

Monti, A., Amaducci, M.T., Pritoni, G., Venturi, G., 2006b. Variation in carbon isotope discrimination during
growth and at different organs in sugar beet (Beta vulgaris L.). Field Crops Res. 98, 157-163.

Morillo-Velarde, R., Ober, E.S., 2006. Water use and irrigation. In: Draycott, P.A., (Ed.) Sugar Beet. Blackwell
Publishing Ltd, Oxford, pp. 221-255.

Munns, R., 2002. Comparative physiology of salt and water stress. Plant Cell Environ. 25, 239-250.

Nautiyal, P.C., Rachaputi, N.R., Joshi, Y.C., 2002. Moisture-deficit-induced changes in leaf-water content, leaf
carbon exchange rate and biomass production in groundnut cultivars differing in specific leaf area. Field Crops
Res. 74, 67-79.

Poorter, H., Evans, J.R., 1998. Photosynthetic nitrogen-use efficiency of species that differ inherently in specific
leaf area. Oecologia 116, 26-37.

Qi, A., Jaggard, K.W., 2006. Partitioning climatic drought into effects of water stress and hot temperature in the
UK. Sugar Ind. 131, 412-415.

Rinaldi, M., Garofalo, P., Vonella, V., 2006. Factors influencing specific leaf area in autumnal sugar beet. In:
Fotyma, M., Kamifiska, B., (Eds.) Proceedings of the 9™ ESA Congress. Warsaw, pp. 209-210.

Rytter, R.M., 2005. Water use efficiency, carbon isotope discrimination and biomass production of two sugar beet
varieties under well-watered and dry conditions. J. Agron. Crop Sci. 191, 426-438.

Sparks, J.P., Ehleringer, J.R., 1997. Leaf carbon isotope discrimination and nitrogen content for riparian trees
along elevational transects. Oecologia 109, 362-367.

Tsialtas, J.T., Karadimos, D.A., 2003. Leaf carbon isotope discrimination and its relation with qualitative root
traits and harvest index in sugar beet (Beta vulgaris L.). J. Agron. Crop Sci. 189, 286-290.

Tsialtas, J.T., Maslaris, N., 2006. Leaf carbon isotope discrimination relationships to element content in soil, roots
and leaves of sugar beets grown under Mediterranean conditions. Field Crops Res. 99, 125-135.

Tsialtas, J.T., Maslaris, N., 2008. Sugar beet response to N fertilization as assessed by late season chlorophyll and
Leaf Area Index measurements in a semi-arid environment. Int. J. Plant Prod. 2, 57-70.

Tsialtas, J.T., Handley, L.L., Kassioumi, M.T., Veresoglou, D.S., Gagianas, A.A., 2001. Interspecific variation in
potential water-use efficiency and its relation to plant species abundance in a water-limited grassland. Funct.
Ecol. 15, 605-614.

Vandendriessche, H., Ceulemans, R., Feyen, J., Impens, 1., 1990. Seasonal variations in photosynthetic capacity,
growth, leaf development and productivity of sugar beet plants under optimal nitrogen supply. Photosynthetica
24,385-391.

Vendramini, F., Diaz, S., Gurvich, D.E., Wilson, P.J., Thompson, K., Hodgson, J.G., 2002. Leaf traits as indicators
of resource-use strategy in floras with succulent species. New Phytol. 154, 147-157.

Vomacka, L., Pospisilova, J., 2003. Rehydration of sugar beet plants after water stress: effect of cytokinins. Biol.
Plantarum 46, 57-62.

Wang, G.H., 2003. Differences in leaf 5'°C among four dominant species in a secondary succession sere on the
Loess Plateau of China. Photosynthetica 41, 525-531.

Wang, G., Han, J., Zhou, L., Xiang, X., Wu, Z., 2005. Carbon isotope ratios of plants and occurences of C4 species
under different soil moisture regimes in arid region of Northwest China. Physiol. Plantarum 125, 74-81.

Wiesler, F., Bauer, M., Kamh, M., Engels, T., Reusch, S., 2002. The crop as indicator for sidedress nitrogen
demand in sugar beet production-limitations and perspectives. J. Plant Nutr. Soil Sci. 167, 93-99.

Williams, D.G., Ehleringer, J.R., 2000. Carbon isotope discrimination and water relations of oak hybrid
populations in Southwestern Utah. West N. Am. Naturalist 60, 121-129.

Winter, S.R., 1980. Suitability of sugarbeets for limited irrigation in a semi-arid climate. Agron. J. 72, 118-123.

Wright, 1.J., Westoby, M., 2001. Understanding seedling growth relationships through specific leaf area and leaf
nitrogen concentration: generalizations across growth forms and growth irradiance. Oecologia 127, 21-29.

Yang, Y., Yao, Y., Xu, G., Li, C., 2005. Growth and physiological responses to drought and elevated ultraviolet-B
in two contrasting populations of Hippophae rhamnoides. Physiol. Plantarum 124, 431-440.

Yin, C.Y., Berninger, F., Li, C.Y., 2006. Photosynthetic responses of Populus przewalski subjected to drought
stress. Photosynthetica 44, 62-68.



