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Summary
The capability of laser-induced chlorophyll fluorescence (LIF) and
pulse-amplitude-modulated (PAM) fluorescence technique as well
as RED/NIR-light reflection measurements for detection and quantification of UV-B induced damages was evaluated in greenhouse
experiments with apple seedlings (Malus domestica Borkh.). Photosynthetic recovery from short-term UV-B stress was assessed during
7 days after UV-B treatment with the PAM fluorometer. The exposure of apple leaves to UV-B doses in the range of 10-26 W m-2 for
180 minutes (UV-BBE dose = 5.4-14 kJ m-2) affected neither chlorophyll
content nor leaf reflection. Although UV-B damage was not visually
evident 2 hours after irradiation, it could be detected by PAM and LIF
fluorescence techniques with equivalent success. The intensity of LIF,
estimated as the integral of fluorescence spectrum, was reduced after
UV-B irradiation by 19-30%. A stronger decrease in F686 compared
to F740 fluorescence resulted in significantly lower F686/F740 values
in all UV-B treatments.
Apple leaves displayed a strong and significant reduction in maximum
fluorescence (Fm) and a slightly increase in ground fluorescence (Fo)
2 hours after UV-B treatment, as documented by PAM fluorescence
measurement.
Negative linear regressions between investigated UV-B doses and
selected PAM parameters were found with determination coefficients
(R2) of 0.50 for Fv, 0.48 for Fv/Fm, and 0.58 for Fv/Fo. Among the
PAM and LIF parameters tested, the Fv/Fo ratio appeared most
sensitive for detection of UV-B induced damages displaying greatest
changes and strongest correlation with the applied UV-B doses. PAM
fluorescence images of apple leaves visualised an enhanced spatial
heterogeneity of photosynthetic activity with increasing UV-B dose.
The disturbance in photosynthetic functionality was followed by a
continuous recovery process as indicated by restoring Fo and Fm
parameters. A decline in maximum photochemical efficiency Fv/Fm
from 0.80 to 0.72 and 0.43 after exposure to 20 W m-2 for 240 and
360 minutes (UV-BBE = 14.4 and 21.6 kJ m-2), respectively, was
followed by recovery at 7 x 10-4 and 5 x 10-3 units per hour during the
first 48 hours after UV-B treatment. The recovery curves of Fm, Fv,
Fv/Fm and Fv/Fo parameters during a week after UV-B irradiation
were well fitted with exponential rise to maximum function, such as:
y = yo + a (1 - e -bx). However, within 7 days after exposure to UV-B
light, apple leaves displayed 14% or 4% lower Fm, and 5% or 1%
lower Fv/Fm values compared with control plants, indicating only a
partial recovery from photoinhibition and irreversible damages in PSII.

Introduction
The stratospheric ozone depletion of at average 1.8% per decade in
Europe (STOLARSKI et al., 1992) and consequent increases in UV-B
radiation (HERMAN et al., 1996) in the last years stimulate investigations
on assessing UV-B radiation effects on plants (KAKANI et al., 2003).
Enhanced UV-B radiation usually has negative impacts on photosynthetic activity (ZHAO et al., 2004), growth (GAO et al., 2004) and
reproductive development (MUSIL, 1994; KOTI et al., 2004) of plants,
resulting in significant reductions in crop quality and yield (RUNECK-

LES and KRUPA, 1994).
At the cellular level, the major sites of UV-B impairment are chloroplasts, and PS II seems to be the most vulnerable component of
thylakoid membranes (BORNMAN, 1989; VASS, 1997). Within electron
transport chain, UV-B induced damages in Mn clusters of watersplitting enzyme complex (RENGER et al., 1989; POST et al., 1996;
VASS et al., 1996), Tyr-Z and Tyr-D electron donors (VASS et al., 1996),
primary (QA) and secondary (QB), quinone acceptors of PSII, QAFe2+
complex and in plastoquinone (PQ) pool have been established (MELIS
et al., 1992; JANSEN et al., 1996; VASS et al., 1996). Besides electron
transport components, also D1 and D2 protein subunits of PS II reaction
centres may degrade due to UV-B radiation (TREBST and DEPKA, 1990;
MELIS et al., 1992; FRISO et al., 1993; FRISO et al., 1994). A protective
mechanism of plants to enhanced UV-B irradiation is a rapid biosynthesis of UV-screening phenolic compounds such as flavonoids,
(FEDINA et al., 2006) and hydroxycinnamic acid derivates in epidermal
cells; also a rapid turnover and a replacement of damaged chloroplast
proteins during UV-B stress have been reported (BURCHARD et al.,
2000; GAO et al., 2004).
Since high UV-B flux affects components of photosynthetic apparatus,
chlorophyll fluorescence may be a well suited method for monitoring
UV-B stress. This technique delivers fast and extensive information
about the potential and current efficiency of photosynthesis, the
integrity of the photosynthetic apparatus, the relative functionality
of different physiological protective mechanisms and the rate of
photosynthetic electron transfer (for reviews see e.g. MAXWELL and
JOHNSON, 2000; BAKER and ROSENQVIST, 2004)
With PAM method, fluorescence is measured at different stages of
electron transport chain by applying different light sources. Recently
developed PAM imaging systems allow detecting whole leaf reactions
to plant stress in spatial and temporal resolution (CHAERLE and VAN
DER S TRAETEN, 2000). In most studies with PAM fluorescence
techniques on different plant species, an increased ground fluorescence
Fo and a decreased maximum fluorescence Fm was observed in
response to UV-B stress (SHARMA et al., 1998; VASS et al., 1999;
HERAUD and BEARDALL, 2000; GILBERT et al., 2004).
Less and very controversial information is available on detection of
UV-B stress by means of LIF. Recently, this method was developed
as a technique of remote sensing for determination of nitrogen
requirement of plants and site-specific fertilisation under field
conditions (CECCHI et al., 1994; STICKSEL et al., 2001). The principle
behind this approach is a negative correlation established between
leaf chlorophyll concentration and red/near-infra-red chlorophyll
fluorescence ratio F690/F735 (RINDERLE and L ICHTENTHALER ,
1988).
Precise information on the effect of enhanced UV-B irradiation on the
LIF and PAM parameters is necessary for the interpretation of remote
sensing data as basis for management decisions in precision agriculture.
Further studies on UV-B stress are still needed to quantify the effects
of UV-B radiation on crops in order to establish dose-response relationships (KAKANI et al., 2003). In order to facilitate the development
of dynamic simulation models for use in UV-B and other environmental
impact assessments, information on course and rate of photosynthetic
recovery from UV-B stress is also required.
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Due to lack of such studies, the objective of this work was to evaluate
the potential of LIF and PAM fluorescence techniques for early
detection and quantification of UV-B induced damages in apple leaves.
Of particular interest in this work was to assess dose-response
relationships and time course of photosynthetic recovery from short
term UV-B stress. We hypothesize that a) the impact of low UV-B
radiation on apple leaves can be detected by LIF and PAM techniques
with comparable success, even if no macroscopic damage is apparent;
and b) that UV-B affected plants are able to recover from UV-B stress,
dependent on the dose of UV-B radiation and the degree of damage.

of 1 s. The fiber-optic detector of this spectrometer had a conical view
subtending a full angle of about 25 degrees. During the fluorescence
measurements, the distance between detector and object level was
set to 1 cm, providing a viewing surface area of about 0.2 cm2. From
the recorded spectra, the intensities of chlorophyll fluorescence at
686 nm (F686) and 740 nm (F740), the F686/F740 ratio and the integral
of fluorescence spectrum between 650 nm and 900 nm were estimated.

PAM-Imaging

Materials and methods
Plant material
Apple (Malus domestica Borkh.) seeds were subjected to stratification
for 21 days at 4 °C. After germination, seedlings were planted in pots
(V=150 cm3) with a substrate containing 50% commercial potting
mixture and 50% sand and then transferred in a growth chamber. The
apple seedlings were grown with a photoperiod of 14/10 h (day/night)
at a temperature of 20/18±2 °C, a relative humidity of 60/70±15%
and a light intensity of 100 µmol m-2 s-1. The plants were fertilised
with a Hoagland nutrient solution twice a week and supplied with
water from the bottom, without wetting the leaves. For the experiments,
uniformly developed apple seedlings at the stage of 5-6 fully expanded
leaves were selected.

UV-B irradiation
UV-B stress was induced in an irradiation chamber with ten narrowband (λ =311 nm) fluorescent lamps (Philips, TL 100 W/01) and
ambient PAR intensity of about 100 µmol m-2 s-1. The intensity of UVB radiation was measured with a RM-21 spectroradiometer (Gröbel
UV-Electronics, Ettlingen, Germany). In the experiment for assessment of dose-response relationships, plants were irradiated with UVB fluxes of 10, 13, 18 or 26 W m-2 for 180 minutes. These resulted in
a total biological effective UV-B (UV-BBE) dose of 5.4, 7.0, 9.7, and
14.0 kJ m-2, respectively, as weighted by Caldwell’s generalised plant
action spectrum (CALDWELL, 1971).
Time course of photosynthetic recovery of the apple leaves was
evaluated after exposure of seedlings to 20 W m-2 of UV-B light for
240 min and 360 min or 14.4 and 21.6 kJ m-2 biological effective UVB doses, respectively. After UV-B treatments, plants were placed in a
growth chamber with 100 µmol m-2 s-1 PAR.

Chlorophyll a fluorescence
All fluorescence measurements were done on the adaxial side of
the largest fully developed leaves after dark adaptation of plants for
20 minutes. Dose-response relationships were established with LIF
and PAM-Imaging fluorometer (Heinz Walz GmbH, Effeltrich,
Germany). Time course and rate of photosynthetic recovery from UVB stress was evaluated by means of PAM-2000 and PAM-Imaging
fluorometer (Heinz Walz GmbH, Effeltrich, Germany). The first
fluorescence measurements were conducted on plants 2 hours after
UV-B irradiation.

LIF
A blue light emitting diode with a maximum wavelength of 408 nm
was applied for the excitation of fluorescence. The fluorescence spectra
were recorded with a spectroradiometer FieldspecTM VNIR (Analytical
Spectral Devices ASD, Inc, Boulder, USA) using an integration time

An Imaging-PAM Chlorophyll Fluorometer (Walz, Effeltrich, Germany) was used to investigate the patterns of chlorophyll fluorescence
and RED/NIR-light reflection of UV-B irradiated apple leaves in
temporal as well as in spatial resolution. Leaf images of ground
fluorescence (Fo) were recorded by the mounted CCD camera (640 x
480 pixel) after illumination of the sample with blue light (470 nm)
of 0.5 µmol m-2 s-1 PAR. The CCD camera was protected from stray
excitation light by long-pass filter (Schott, RG 645; Mainz, Germany)
and from long-wavelength ambient light by a short-pass filter (Balzer,
Calflex-X, λ < 780 nm; Bingen, Gemany). Images of maximum
fluorescence (Fm) were taken after a white light saturation pulse of
2400 µmol m-2 s-1 PAR for 0.6 seconds at a stage when all reaction
centres of PSII are closed, i.e. primary quencher Qa are completely
reduced. The variable fluorescence (Fv) was estimated as Fm-Fo, the
ratio of the variable fluorescence to Fo as Fv/Fo and the maximum
photochemical efficiency (Fv/Fm) as (Fm-Fo)/Fm. In addition to
fluorescence images, the remissions (reflected and scattered) of red
(650 nm, RED) and near-infra-red (780 nm, NIR) light were estimated
from which the PAR-Absorption (ABS) as 1-RED/NIR and the NDVI
as (NIR-RED)/(NIR+RED) of investigated leaves were calculated.

PAM-2000
In measurements with the portable chlorophyll fluorometer PAM2000, leaves were illuminated with red (with a peak of 650 nm)
modulated light of 0.1 µmol m-2 s-1 PAR for the estimation of ground
fluorescence (Fo). This was followed by a white saturation pulse of
1800 µmol m-2 s-1 PAR for 0.6 seconds in order to assess maximum
fluorescence (Fm).

Chlorophyll content of leaves
For the assessment of chlorophyll content, leaf sections of 2.0 cm2
in size were taken and stored in plastic bottles at -20 °C. The concentration of chlorophyll was determined according to BLANKE (1992)
after extraction with DMSO. The absorbance of extracts was evaluated
at 665 nm (A665) and 647 nm (A647) with a UV-VIS spectrophotometer
(Perkin-Elmer, Lambda 5). The concentrations of chlorophyll a (Ca)
and b (Cb) were calculated with the following equations:
Ca = (12.7*A665 – 2.79*A647) and Cb = (20.7*A647 – 4.64*A665).

Statistics
The experimental data were subjected to ANOVA with the SPSS
statistical package (Superior Performance Software System, Version
11.0 for Windows). The 5 % probability level was accepted to indicate
significant differences. Means were compared by Tukey LSD multiple
range test after data were evaluated for normal distribution and variance
homogeneity. Fluorescence, reflectance and chlorophyll content data
presented were calculated from replicate measurements.
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Results
Effect of different UV-B doses on RED/NIR-light reflection, LIF
and PAM characteristics of apple leaves
After irradiation with UV-B fluxes of 10, 13, 18 or 26 W m-2 for
180 minutes, apple leaves did not display any visible symptoms of
damage. Neither leaf chlorophyll content nor chlorophyll a/b ratio or
red and near-infra-red reflection were affected by these doses (data
not shown). In all treatments, apple leaves exhibited a chlorophyll
content of 25 ± 3 µg cm-2 and ABS and NDVI values of 0.91 ± 0.01
and 0.84 ± 0.02, respectively.
As expected, both LIF and PAM fluorescence methods appeared to be
well suited for an early detection of UV-B stress in apple seedlings.
Exposure of apple seedlings to UV-B radiation in the range of 1026 W m-2 for 180 minutes reduced the intensity of chlorophyll fluorescence, estimated by the integral of fluorescence spectrum, by 1730% (Fig. 1). Thereby, the decline of 25-41% to 4817-3764 units in
the intensity of red fluorescence (F686) was more pronounced than
that of 19-34% to 6287-5160 units in near-infra-red (F740). This
resulted in a significant (6-12%) reduction of F686/F740 ratio to 0.760.72 units in all UV-B treatments except for the level of 18 W m-2
(Fig. 1). A weak linear dose-effect relationship was found for the
applied UV-B doses and the evaluated LIF parameters with determination coefficients (R2) of 0.12 for the F686/F740 ratio, 0.30 for
the integral of the spectrum, 0.34 for F686 and 0.38 for F740. Thus,
among LIF parameters, F686 and F741 showed the strongest
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correlation with the applied UV-B doses. These parameters also
enabled discrimination between control plants, those treated with
10-18 W m-2 and 26 W m-2 of UV-B light. However, no significant
difference among LIF parameters was found between the plants
irradiated with 10, 13 or 18 W m-2.
Measurements with PAM-Imaging showed slight increases of Fo
and significant decreases of Fm, Fv, Fv/Fm and Fv/Fo in all UV-B
treatments (Fig. 2). Two hours after exposure of plants to UV-B
irradiation, ground fluorescence displayed 6-10% higher values than
untreated plants. Other PAM fluorescence parameters were affected
more strongly and showed significant reductions of 8-35% for Fm,
12-47% for Fv, 4-20% for Fv/Fm and 18-52% for Fv/Fo as compared
to control (Fm=0.651; Fv=0.517; Fv/Fm=0.793; Fv/Fo=3.873 units).
Thus, the most noticeable changes were observed for Fv/Fo ratio. A
linear dose-effect relationship between PAM parameters and UV-B
doses was found with higher determination coefficients compared to
LIF parameters of 0.44 for Fm, 0.50 for Fv, 0.48 for Fv/Fm and 0.58
for Fv/Fo. Similarly to the results obtained with LIF, significant
differences in Fm related parameters were observed between control
plants, those treated with 10-18 W m-2 or 26 W m-2 of UV-B light,
respectively. UV-B irradiation resulted in higher heterogeneity of PAM
fluorescence parameters on the surface of apple leaves, evaluated on
the basis of fluorescence imaging. Images of photochemical efficiency
displayed more intense reduction along the leaf veins than in intercostal
regions (Fig. 3), reflecting more pronounced changes in Fm as compared to Fo values in these areas.

y=5992-79x
R²=0.34

7e+3

79

6e+3
5e+3
4e+3
3e+3

7e+3
6e+3
5e+3
4e+3

2e+3
0

5

10

15

20

25

0

5

9e+5

y=0.80-0.002x
R²=0.12

0.85

Integral [rel. units]

F686/F740 [rel. units]

15

20

25

UV-B fluence [W m ]

UV-B fluence [W m ]

0.90

10

-2

-2

0.80
0.75
0.70

y=675307-6372x
R²=0.30

8e+5
7e+5
6e+5
5e+5
4e+5

0.65
0

5

10

15

20
-2

UV-B fluence [W m ]

25

0

5

10

15

20

25

-2

UV-B fluence [W m ]

Fig. 1: Effect of different UV-B doses on LIF parameters of apple leaves. Leaves were irradiated for 180 minutes with UV-B fluencies of 10, 13, 18 or
26 W m-2. Fluorescence measurements were done 2 hours after UV-B treatment. Vertical bars indicate ± standard deviation (n=15).
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Fig. 2: Effect of different UV-B doses on PAM fluorescence parameters of apple leaves. Leaves were irradiated for 180 minutes with UV-B fluencies of 10,
13, 18 or 26 Wm-2. Fluorescence readings were taken 2 hours after UV-B treatment. Vertical bars indicate ± standard deviation (n=15).

Recovery of apple leaves after UV-B stress
The temporal response of photosynthetic recovery of apple leaves
was studied after irradiation with 20 W m-2 of UV-B light for 240 or
360 minutes (Fig. 4). Two hours after these treatments, apple leaves
exhibited 14% or 24% higher Fo and 19% or 50% lower Fm values
than control plants (Fo=0.276 or 0.306; Fm=1.409 or 1.460 units).
These changes resulted in a decrease of Fv, Fv/Fo, and Fv/Fm,
respectively, by 27%, 36% and 10% after 240 and by 69% 74% and
45% after 360 minutes of UV-B irradiation.

The disturbance in photosynthetic functionality was followed by a
continuous recovery process as indicated by restoring PAM fluorescence parameters (Fig. 4). The increase of Fm related parameters was
most pronounced during the first two days after exposure to UV-B
light for 240 and 360 minutes with a rate of 3.2 x 10-3 and 1.1 x 10-2
units per hour for Fm, 3.2 x 10-3 and 1.0 x 10-2 for Fv, 9.8 x 10-3 and
2.4 x 10-2 for Fv/Fo, 6.7 x 10-4 and 4.8 x 10-3 for Fv/Fm, respectively.
In contrast to this, ground fluorescence (Fo) did not display a rectilinear
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recovery response during the first two days after UV-B treatment. The
recovery curves of Fm, Fv, Fv/Fo and Fv/Fm during a week after UVB exposure showed a good fitting with exponential rise to maximum
function, such as: y = yo + a (1 - e -bx). Within 7 days after UV-B stress,
apple leaves irradiated for 240 or 360 minutes still displayed lower
values of Fm (by 4% or 14%), of Fv (by 5% or 18%) of Fv/Fo (by 4%
or 18%) and of Fv/Fm (by 5% or 1%) compared to control (Fig. 4),
indicating partial recovery from UV-B stress. The spatial heterogeneity
of all PAM fluorescence parameters, as affected by UV-B stress, also
decreased in the course of recovery processes (Fig. 5). However,
7 days after exposure to UV-B irradiation, apple leaves still displayed
higher variability of leaf fluorescence parameters in comparison to
control plants.

Discussion

Fig. 3: Fv/Fm images of apple leaves irradiated for 180 minutes with UV-B
fluencies of 0 [A], 10 [B], 13 [C], 18 [D] or 26 W m-2 [E]. The Fv/
Fm values are displayed for each pixel in the leaf profile [white
horizontal line]. Fluorescence measurements were made 2 hours after
UV-B treatment.

The exposure of apple seedlings to UV-B radiation of 10-26 W m-2
for 180 minutes affected neither leaf chlorophyll content nor chlorophyll a/b ratio or ABS and NDVI. Damages induced by UV-B irradiation were not visually evident 2 hours after irradiation; however,
they could be successfully detected both by PAM and LIF fluorescence
techniques. With both fluorescence techniques, significant differences
were found between control plants, those treated with 10-18 W m-2 or
26 W m-2 of UV-B light, respectively. However, neither PAM nor LIF
allowed discrimination between plants irradiated with 10 W m-2,
13 W m-2 or 18 W m-2 of UV-B light (Figs. 1, 2).
In our study apple leaves showed a decreased LIF after UV-B treatment. Similar results were obtained for peanut leaves in experiments
conducted by MINEUCHI et al. (2001), in which intensities of red and
near-infra-red fluorescence, induced by Ar laser (351-364 nm), decreased when increasing UV-B dose from 50 kJ m-2 to 150 kJ m-2.
Since a strong reduction in the intensity of emitted fluorescence is
common for photoinhibition (LAWLOR, 2001), such a response of leaves
may indicate a photoinhibitory effect of UV-B light or damages in the
photosynthetic membranes similar to those induced by photoinhibition. However, a decrease in LIF intensity is not always observed in
response to UV-B stress. In the study of MIDDLETON et al. (1996),
UV-B treatment at 340 nm reduced intensity of leaf chlorophyll
fluorescence in an UV-B sensitive cucumber cultivar, but did not affect
chlorophyll fluorescence intensity in leaves of an insensitive cultivar.
KRIZEK et al. (2001) reported significantly decreased chlorophyll
fluorescence in cucumber leaves if LIF was excited by the wavelength
of 380 nm, no effect by excitation with 280 nm and increased intensity
with broad-band (300-400 nm) excitation source centred at 360 nm.
SUBHASH et al. (1995) found an increase in the intensity of chlorophyll
fluorescence of Salvia splendens L. leaves by fluorescence excitement
with 337 nm and no significant changes by excitement with 458 nm.
Such discrepancy in the results may be explained by distinct differences in absorption and penetration depth of excitation light of
different wavelengths in leaf profiles. Another possible reason might
be a different magnitude of damage caused by UV light (from photoinhibition to chlorophyll breakdown) due to previous growing conditions and/or leaf age. In addition, a long-term exposure to UV-B
irradiation as well as a prolonged period between UV-B treatment
and fluorescence measurements may also facilitate recovery processes
in leaves, accompanied by reconstitution of chlorophyll fluorescence.
In our study, apple seedlings were grown at low light intensity, and
this could enhance photoinhibition effects and fluorescence quenching
due to UV-B irradiation. Different extent in decrease of red and nearinfra-red fluorescence resulted in a significant reduction of F686/F740
ratio in the UV-B treatments. The decrease in red/near-infra-red ratio
has been already described for the shade-adapted leaves exposed to
PAR with intensity higher than 1000 µmol m-2 s-1 (AGATI et al., 1995).
In the experiments of SUBHASH et al. (1995), prolonged UV-B irradiation in combination with PAR, only slightly affected F685/F730
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Fig. 4: Parameters of pulse amplitude modulated chlorophyll fluorescence of apple leaves before (triangle symbol) and after (circle) exposure to UV-B light.
Leaves were irradiated for 240 (open symbols) or 360 minutes (closed symbols) with UV-B fluence of 20 Wm-2. Vertical bars indicate ± standard
deviation (n=8).

ratio in mature and young leaves of Salvia splendens L. In the study
on cucumber plants of MIDDLETON et al. (1996), the reduction of leaf
chlorophyll content in response to UV-B stress was accompanied by
an increase of red/near-infra-red ratio. No UV-B effects were detected
on this ratio in cucumber leaves with slightly decreased chlorophyll a
content in the experiments of KRIZEK et al. (2001) by LIF excitation
with 380 nm.

The negative correlation between leaf chlorophyll content and
F686/740 ratio can be used for determination of the nitrogen status of
plants (TARTACHNYK and RADEMACHER, 2003) and site-specific fertilisation under field conditions (CECCHI et al., 1994; STICKSEL et al.,
2001). However, results of our and previous investigations (AGATI
et al., 1995) indicate that this ratio may be significantly affected by
UV-B or PAR radiation of high intensity also when no changes in leaf
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Fig. 5: PAM fluorescence images of apple leaves 2, 24 and 48 h after UV-B irradiation with 20 W m-2 for 240 minutes compared to control.

chlorophyll content occur. This has to be taken in account for management decisions in remote sensing technologies in order to avoid misinterpretation of plant nutritional status when referring to F686/F740
ratio.
In respect to PAM fluorescence, apple leaves displayed a strong and
significant reduction in maximum fluorescence and an increase in
ground fluorescence after UV-B treatment. A similar tendency was
reported by LARKUM and WOOD (1993) for sea grasses and phytoplankton and GILBERT et al. (2004) for barley and tomato leaves. In
these studies, among PAM parameters variable fluorescence Fv
displayed strongest changes in comparison to control due to concomitant increase in Fo and decrease in Fm values and was therefore
postulated as the most sensitive parameter for monitoring UV-B stress.
Derived from the fluorescence signals of PS II antenna complexes Fo
and reaction centres Fm, variable fluorescence Fv reflects the balance
of energy between these units and is related to the efficiency with
which this energy is used by the photochemical processes (LAWLOR,

2001). In present work, admittedly, normalised Fv/Fo ratio showed
most noticeable changes in response to UV-B stress and the strongest
correlation with applied doses (Fig. 2) demonstrating better suitability
than Fv for an early detection of this stress and better evaluation of
dose-effect responses of plants. Similar to the results of GILBERT et al.
(2004), who did not find any differences in Fv values of barley leaves
irradiated with lower UV-B intensities, e.g. 1.9 and 3.8 W m-2, a
discrimination of UV-B doses in the range of 10-18 W m-2 was not
possible when referring to Fv/Fo ratio in our experiment. However,
fluorescence images of apple leaves visualised an enhanced heterogeneity of estimated parameters with increasing UV-B doses. Images
of photochemical efficiency displayed more intense reduction
alongside the leaf veins (Fig. 3) indicating higher susceptibility of
these leaf areas to oxidative UV-B stress. The higher variability of
chlorophyll fluorescence within the leaf after UV-B exposure was also
reported by KRIZEK et al. (2001) suggesting heterogeneous states in
the photosynthetic apparatus due to localized differences in chloro-

84

J. Kuckenberg, I. Tartachnyk, M. Schmitz-Eiberger, G.J. Noga

phyll concentration and photosynthetic rate. Two-photon fluorescence
imaging of intact chloroplasts also showed more random spatial distribution of fluorescence compared with untreated samples (LUKINS
et al., 2005).
Of particular interest in this study was to examine the time course of
recovery process in apple leaves after UV-B treatment. Our results
indicate that disturbance in photosynthetic functionality was followed
by a continuous recovery process as indicated by increased maximum
fluorescence. This increase was mostly pronounced during the first
two days after termination of UV-B stress. The rate of photosynthetic
recovery, estimated by Fv/Fm, appeared faster in the treatment with
longer exposure to UV-B (Fig. 4). This result is consistent with the
KOK (1956) model, which assumes a dynamic interaction between
damage and repair with repair being proportional to the pool size of
inactivated targets. HERAUD and BEARDALL (2000), taking into account
lincomycin sensitivity of fluorescence parameters in Dunaliella,
assumed that rate of recovery or repair is dependent on chloroplastencoded protein synthesis. The fast rate of repair processes during the
first hours after UV-B exposure has to be considered for a reliable
assessment of damages induced by UV-B. However, also irreversible
destructions in PS II may occur. For example, primary barley leaves
in the study of GILBERT et al. (2004) displayed continuing inhibition
of PS II after exposure to 1.9 W m-2 for 4 hours. CHOW et al. (1992)
reported no recovery of Fv/Fm within 3 days after UV irradiation in
pea plants.
In our study, the recovery curves of Fm, Fv, Fv/Fm and Fv/Fo
parameters throughout 7 days after UV-B treatment were well fitted
with an exponential rise to maximum function. Such kinetics of recovery processes resembled those found in the study of HERAUD and
BEARDALL (2000) for Dunaliella tertiolecta cells exposed to UV-B
radiation of 4.9 W m-2 for 30 minutes. As in our experiment, the relaxation kinetic of Fv/Fm was well described by an equation y = yo +
a(1 - e -bx). Fv/Fm values in the experiment of HERAUD and BEARDALL
(2000) returned to a control level within 270 min after UV-B irradiance.
Complete recovery of Fv/Fm values was also observed on cucumber
plants within 24 hours after ceasing UV-B treatment with 1.17 W m-2
for 8 hours (HUNT et al., 1996). In our study, fluorescence parameter
values of apple leaves did not completely restore to the level of control
plants during 7 days after irradiation indicating only partial recovery
from applied UV-B treatments. So far, the magnitude of repair processes after UV-B stress seems to be dependent on UV-B doses, plant
species and physiological state of leaves and may range from irreversible damages, partial and complete recovery.

Conclusion
In conclusion, the exposure of apple leaves to a short-term UV-B stress
affected neither leaf chlorophyll content nor RED/NIR-light reflection,
but could be well detected by PAM and LIF technique. Significantly
reduced fluorescence intensities and F686/F740 ratio as well as high
spatial heterogeneity of photosynthetic performance after UV-B stress
have to be taken into account for the using of PAM and LIF in remote
sensing. Furthermore, our results indicate that the rate of recovery
seems to be dependent on UV-B dose and can be well described by an
exponential rise to maximum function.

Acknowledgements
The study was funded by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFGGraduiertenkolleg 722).

References
AGATI , G., MAZZINGHI, P., F USI, F., AMBROSINI, I., 1995: The F685/F730
chlorophyll fluorescence ratio as a tool in plant physiology: response to

physiological and environmental factors. J. Plant Physiol. 145, 228-238.
BAKER, N.R., ROSENQVIST, E., 2004: Review article: Applications of chlorophyll
fluorescence can improve production strategies: an examination of future
possibilities. J. Exp. Bot. 55, 1607-1621.
BLANKE, M.M., 1992: Determination of chlorophyll using DMSO. WeinWissenschaft. 47, 32-35.
BORNMAN, J.F., 1989: Target sites of UV-B radiation in photosynthesis of higher
plants. J. Photochem. Photobiol. B. 4, 145-158.
BURCHARD, P., BILGER, W., WEISSENBOCK, G., 2000: Contribution of hydroxycinnamates and flavonoids to epidermal shielding of UV-A and UV-B
radiation in developing rye primary leaves as assessed by ultravioletinduced chlorophyll fluorescence measurements. Plant Cell Environ. 23,
1373-1380.
CALDWELL, M.M., 1971: Solar ultraviolet radiation and the growth and
development of higher plants. In: Giese, A.C. (ed.), Photophysiology,
Vol. 6, 131-177. Academic Press, New York, USA.
CHAERLE, L., VAN DER STRAETEN, D., 2000: Imaging techniques and the early
detection of plant stress. Trends Plant Sci. 5, 495-501.
CECCHI, G., MAZZINGHI, P., PANTANI, L.R., VALENTINI, R., TIRELLI, D., ANGELIS,
P.D., 1994: Remote sensing of chlorophyll a fluorescence of vegetation
canopies: near and far field measurement techniques. Remote Sens.
Environ. 47, 18-28.
CHOW, W.S., STRID, E., ANDERSON, J.M., 1992: Short-term treatment of pea
plants with supplementary ultraviolet-B radiation: recovery time-courses
of some photosynthetic functions and components. In: Murata, N. (ed.),
Research in photosynthesis, 361-213. Kluwer Academic Publishers,
Dordrecht, The Netherlands.
FEDINA, I., GEORGIEVA, K., VELTCHKOVA, M., GRIGOROVA, I., 2005: Effect of
pretreatment of barley seedlings with different salts on the level of UV-B
induced and UV-B absorbing compounds. Environ. Exp. Bot. 56, 225230.
FRISO, G., SPETEA, C., GIACOMETTI, G.M., VASS, I., BARBATO, R., 1993: Degradation of photosystem-II reaction-center D1-protein induced by UV-B
radiation in isolated thylakoids – identification and characterization of Cterminal an N-terminal breakdown products. BBA-Bioenergetics. 1184,
78-84.
FRISO, G., BARBATO, R., GIACOMETTI, G.M., BARBER, J., 1994: Degradation of
D2 protein due to UV-B irradiation of the reaction-center of photosystemII. FEBS Letters. 339, 217-221.
GAO, W., ZHENG, Y., SLUSSER, J.R., HEISLER, G.M., GRANT, R.H., XU, J., HE,
D., 2004: Effects of supplementary ultraviolet-b irradiance on maize
yield and qualities: a field experiment. Photochem. Photobiol. B. 80, 127131.
GILBERT, M., SKOTNICA, J., WEINGART, I., WILHELM, C., 2004: Effects of UV
irradiation on barley and tomato leaves: thermoluminescence as a method
to screen the impact of UV radiation on crop plants. Funct. Plant Biol. 31,
825-845.
HERAUD, P., BEARDALL, J., 2000: Changes in chlorophyll fluorescence during
exposure of Dunaliella tertiolecta to UV radiation indicate a dynamic
interaction between damage and repair processes. Photosynth. Res. 63,
123-134.
HERMAN, J.R., B HARTIA , P.K., ZIEMKE, J., AHMAD, Z., LARKO, D., 1996:
UV-B increases (1979-1992) from decreases in total ozone. Geophys. Res.
Lett. 23, 2117-2120.
HUNT, J.E., KELLIHER, F.M., MC NEIL, D.L., 1996: Response in chlorophyll a
fluorescence of six New Zealand tree species to a step-wise increase in
ultraviolet-B irradiance. New Zeal. J. Bot. 34, 401-410.
JANSEN, M.A.K., GREENBERG, B.M., EDELMAN, M., MATTOO, A.K., GABA, V.,
1996: Accelerated degradation of the D2 protein in photosystem II under
ultraviolet radiation. Photochem. Photobiol. 63, 814-817.
KAKANI, V.G., REDDY, K.R., ZHAO, D., SAILAJA, K., 2003: Field crop responses
to ultraviolet-B radiation: a review. Agr. Forest Meterol. 120, 191-218.
KOK, B., 1956: On the inhibition of photosynthesis by intense light. Biochim.
Biophys. Acta. 21, 234-244.
KOTI, S., REDDY, K.R., KAKANI, V.G., ZHAO, D., REDDY, V.R., 2004: Soybean

UV-B induced damage in apple leaves
(Glycine max) pollen germination characteristics, flower and pollen
morphology in response to enhanced ultraviolet-B radiation. Ann. Bot.
94, 855-864.
KRIZEK, D.T., MIDDLETON, E.M., SANDHU, R.K., KIM, M.S., 2001: Evaluating
UV-B effects and EDU protection in cucumber leaves using fluorescence
images and fluorescence emission spectra. J. Plant Physiol. 158, 41-53.
LARKUM, A.W.D., WOOD, W.F., 1993: The effect of UV-B radiation on photosynthesis and respiration of phytoplankton, benthic macroalgae and seagrasses. Photosynth. Res. 36, 17-23.
LAWLOR, D.W., 2001: Photosynthesis. Springer, New York, USA.
LUKINS, P.B., REHMAN, S., STEVENS, G.B., GEORGE, D., 2005: Time-resolved
spectroscopic fluorescence imaging, transient absorption and vibrational
spectroscopy of intact and photo-inhibited photosynthetic tissue. Luminescence 20, 143-151.
MAXWELL, K., JOHNSON, G.N., 2000: Chlorophyll fluorescence – a practical
guide. J. Exp. Bot. 51, 659-668
MELIS, A., NEMSON, J.A., HARRISON, M.A., 1992: Damage to functional
components and partial degradation of photosystem II reaction center
proteins upon chloroplast exposure to ultraviolet-B radiation. Biochim.
Biophys. Acta. 100, 312-320.
MIDDLETON, E.M., CHAPELLE, E.W., CANNON, T.A., ADAMSE, P., BRITZ, S.J.,
1996: Initial assessment of physiological response to UV-B irradiation using
fluorescence measurements. J. Plant Physiol. 148, 69-77.
MINEUCHI, K., TAKAHASHI, K., TATSUMOTO, H., 2001: Effects of UV-B radiation
on laser-induced fluorescence spectra in crop leaves. Environ. Technol.
22, 151-155.
MUSIL, C.F., 1994: Ultraviolet-B irradiation of seeds affects photochemical
and reproductive performance of the arid-environment ephemeral dimorphotheca pluvialis. Environ. Exp. Bot. 34, 371-378.
POST, A., LUKINS, P.B., WALKER, P.J., LARKUM, A.W.D., 1996: The effects
of ultraviolet irradiation on P680(+) reduction in PSII core complexes
measured for individual S-states and during repetitive cycling of the oxygenevolving complex. Photosynth. Res. 49, 21-27.
RENGER, G., VÖLKER, M., ECKERT, H.J., FROMME, P., HOHM-VEIT, S., GRÄBER,
P., 1989: On the mechanism of photosystem II deterioration by UV-B
irradiation. Photochem. Photobiol. 49, 97-105.
RINDERLE, U., LICHTENTHALER, H.K., 1988: The chlorophyll fluorescence ratio
F690/F735 as a possible stress indicator. In: Lichtenthaler, H.K. (ed.),
Applications of chlorophyll fluorescence, 189-196. Kluwer Academic
Publishers, Dordrecht.

85

RUNECKLES, V.C., KRUPA, S.V., 1994: The impact of UV-B radiation and ozone
on terrestrial vegetation. Environ. Pollut. 83, 191-213.
SHARMA, P.K., ANAND, P., SANKHALKAR, S., SHETYE, R., 1998: Photochemical
and biochemical changes in wheat seedlings exposed to supplementary
ultraviolet-B radiation. Plant Sci. 132, 21-30.
STICKSEL, E., MAIDL, F.-X., SCHÄCHTL, J., HUBER, G., SCHULZ, J., 2001: Laserinduced Chlorophyll fluorescence – a tool for online detecting nitrogen
status in crop stands. In: Grenier, G., Blackmore, S. (eds.), 3rd European
Conference of Precision Agriculture, 959-964. Montepellier.
STOLARSKI, R., BOJKOV, R., BISHOP, L., ZEREFOS, C., STRAEHLIN, J., ZAWODNY,
J., 1992: Measured trends in stratospheric ozone. Science 256, 343-349.
SUBHASH, N., MAZZINGHI, P., AGATI, G., FUSI, F., LERCARI, B., 1995: Analysis
of laser-induced fluorescence line shape of intact leaves: Application to
UV stress detection. Photochem. Photobiol. 62, 711-718.
TARTACHNYK, I., RADEMACHER, I., 2003: Estimation of nitrogen deficiency of
sugar beet and wheat using parameters of laser induced and pulse amplitude
modulated chlorophyll fluorescence. J. Appl. Bot. 77, 61-67.
TREBST, A., DEPKA, B., 1990: Degradation of the D-1 protein subunit of
photosystem II in isolated thylakoids by UV-light. Z. Naturforsch. C. 45,
765-771.
VASS, I., SASS, L., SPETEA, C., BAKOU, A., GANOTHAKIS, D.F., PETROULEAS, V.,
1996: UV-B induced inhibition of photosystem II electron transport studied
by epr and chlorophyll fluorescence. Impairment of donor and acceptor
side components. Biochemistry 35, 8964-8973.
VASS, I., 1997: Adverse effects of UV-B light on the structure and function
of the photosynthetic apparatus. In: Pessarakli, M. (ed.), Handbook of
photosynthesis, 931-949. Marcel Dekker, New York, The Netherlands.
VASS, I., KIRILOVSKY, D., ETIENNE, A.L., 1999: UV-B radiation-induced donorand acceptor-side modifications of photosystem II in the cyanobacterium
Synechocystis sp. PCC 6803. Biochemistry 38, 12786-12794.
ZHAO, D., REDDY, K.R., KAKANI, V.G., MOHAMMED, A.R., READ, J.J., GAO, W.,
2004: Leaf and canopy photosynthetic characteristics of cotton (Gossypium
hirsutum) under elevated CO2 concentration and UV-B radiation. J. Plant
Physiol. 161, 581-590.
Address of the authors:
Jan Kuckenberg, Dr. Iryna Tartachnyk, Priv. Doz. Dr. Michaela SchmitzEiberger, Prof. Dr. Georg J. Noga, Institute of Crop Science and Resource
Conservation-Horticultural Science-, University of Bonn, Auf dem Huegel 6,
D-53121 Bonn

