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Changes in PSII Function during the Senescence of Flag Leaves
in Super-High Yielding Hybrid Rice (Oryza sativa L.)
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day after transplanting, but the decreases in®PSI and gP in Peiai 645/E32 were less than those in Shanyou 63
after transplanting for 75 days. This suggests that there jg a better PSII function for utilization of the absorbed light
energy in Peiai 64S/E32 than in Shanyou 63 during the senescence of flag leaves,
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Table 1 Comparison of grain yield and yield components between Peiai 645/E32 and Shanyou 63
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Fig. 1 Changes in total Chl content (A) and photosynthetic rate (P,) (B) during the senescence of flag leaves in cv. Shanyou 63 and Peiai 645/E32
B 1-3 BB B4 6:00 B9 B TRl Flag leaves were sampled‘ from the field at 6:00 in the moming for Figs. 1- 3.
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Fig. 2 Changes in maximum efficiency of PSII photochemistry

- (F/Fy) during the senescence of flag leaves in cv.
Shanyou 63 and Peiai 645/E32
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