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WELEWME CO,RAREMF AN P HAF AT CDAC HEMEEL Y FHEEELARNDS LI AELS A
G AHAMHERE LR T2 RAELEATHAESZTANKBEAAELT T2 EEWE L., [F 215 6 20 K
CDAC XM AMEA A S AR WS E A4 (b B Rk CDAC 5 H M 3f s W F v Z 15 H . (4 2Y1% CDAC xtH
W EE ERKMERETERAERAGRAEEH AATHARAESRRNARE FEAS REURERELEE
W E A A S E ., [ %7 7 & i 31k CDAC th 3 1k 3 B ] #8 IR ] 7 48 40 x4 & CDAC F+ & 09 1 5L,
HEAFREBENTE.

KR M CO, AT RE;HME N, HEB B ADE AR ER

HE S E S QI45. 79;Q142. 9 AR ERS A XEHS.1672-6693(2017)05-0109-07

CO, KT HJE (Carbon dioxide atmospheric concentration, fij Fk CDAC) 14 48 4k 38 1 /T A 5 e 1o 72 o el 428 Fn
SRS L 25 R G B A5 R S5 AL I B i s 6 2R S R G Th e . WAk Ak B R CDAC % 2E T
FIZIAS Y, . 765 5 1 (Pleistocene) B9 ¥K ] B 3 (Last glacial maximum, LGM) A1 _F #7 1l i 8 (Late Pliocene) ,
CDAC ik 35 /ME (150~190) X 10 °, i 200 4E,CDAC A Z @ b F+-. BETKZH 400 X 10 °; Fiit CDAC
Wk st 1T E 2100 4E T fg ik B 700 < 101, BRI Bl A AR 4 1 HE AL S R B 4 R AE FE MR S | CDAC 8%
i

A 7E K30 A A R v L 2 X 2R A R B 7 A — AR 9 A A A A 7 R R L X R X B AR Ak Y i Bl i R
TR A, 3k BB 3E W F2 B SR ) 26 A AT SRR AR B O R R RUAE S AR R Y 40 TE RN A ) Hb Bk Ak 2 1R 6 4
BAS RS R ek 22 7 Hb T I S S0 PR A S0 A TR S B 7 R ke B v ) 2R K AR
P T B30 5 A B R 245 2L % P JH 5 W 380 3t 2 25 2R 5 10 L A 7 T AR BRI . SR ARSI 4 CDAC
A Ak B 35 N A AR A TR b R S R R BT B A EE A4, X = CDAC (4 ¥ 76 52 P4 BV A1 B A
AL AR R G AE A BT ] REE B AR sk S B TR AE S RGN mIEA EHAG o HENE
SCT AR SO T B AR SR AT AR CDAC 5 03 AL3E B R CDAC XY M A 45 2 G108 L IE CDAC 5 Ho Aty
PR35 DR B4 R B AR PR 45 D T A 98 00 47 5 38 30 BB O i 40 A VR AT S B 146 5 % e

1 1k CDAC 3t 1&E ¥4k 19 32 i

CO, EFEYICEVEH MR , 26 CDAC PR A BR Al 9 I8 0 9% 2 BRI DG A V8 R A B R 35 i S IF 1
WA AE Wy 7 2k, BFSE R BT CDAC M H R (350~380) X 10 ° BRI F] (180~220) X 10 ° i CHiA 45 12F 1438 71
PR C, A ) A B R R B 40 %6 ~70 %6 S M A i AR 5027 . W18t CDAC FREZE 150X 10 °,—4F
A C YRR (Abutilon theophrasti) WA= ) i e 2 FRL 2 929 . T K CDAC X4 B FE IS 2B K A0 S5l 2%
75 T 2 B A A B BRI PE S I G Ward 25 A BF ST % B R IF (Arabidopsis thaliana) 6 A>3 EI{E CDAC
20010 " Z&AF T BT R 57 CDAC 24 350X 10 " 4c4F N BIAE G RA L, BT X T )5 5 T IR B 12 59 % ~87%
Z il Dippery 45 A & BUHFRTE 150X 10 °HIE CDAC 408 T A 2R E  EHRER 0,
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ik CDAC T 93 3 P 35 5 v 1) I A 0 o AR ARRAR A 4y o 348 D b o o ARUR 1 R LL A A7 T 22 I K Ak &
W25 5 X ARHUR B Z . Dippery % AN BIBFFEIESE 73X — 4 . /8 CDAC 2 150X 10 ° 4 M F . BRI ML L K
0. 171 CDAC & 350 X 10 " B}, % ¥ F ML 5 Fo k0. 34, 38 B I I T BR 40 0 7 00 2 (0 A= ) & T b 3B 4%,
Cowling % A" 528 % B 25 & (Phaseolus vulgaris)TEAK CDAC FREE T 20 4> 43 e 45 M 2R 10 26 W b L X — 3 7
U AN AEY = RN B . B ERE B, YA Y X5 AR A AR ) A R S BUA R IR RuBP
AL /N A (Rubiso) 4 77 [ REAR L 303 Nk T4 CDAC SR W Wi 6 16 1) F70 T S i . TR e 5 AR 93 & 78 3 25 1Y
100 J7 4F [a], S48 A0 W 1) 28 % AR ) & 32 2K CO, M B KZm, (B AW & 2 B A IR 2 8RRy m . o
Ghannoum %8 A" & B FTAkE R (Eucaly prus) I TE AR IR CDAC PR 5T 2EAR A9/ Wik A0 TE 1A 2% 5.

J6A VR o A v ) T Ll Rubiso Jj&— /1 HA W aeEEE . COMENEEERBRLIEY . L CDAC
e K i B ] T 4 1 B AR B, B AIK T Rubisco MR L R0R 5 B0 A 1F F 19 38 5 32 2 BRI 5 [ i, 78 I8 CDAC 3%
BEF.CO, 5 O, 9 o E 28 32 85 T S0A0 I8 4 L 380 T 0 VR W 368 B A 4PURE ™ . R I 7 G b 45 15 B 4% 1
N R ZHC R A ALY R B BE CDAC N R OG5 5 i LE 9 b R B, EL 5 1R AR W o 18 1L 461 3t T B, 158 T IR
CDAC R8T 0 £ (064 7 4 1 et 0 A 4 L i LT AR A e v LR S A 261 L 8 o Kk i 9 41%
CDAC W94k, I8 CDAC BT B4 9 B BE 6% 38 o3 42 25 S FL 3 Rubiso 36 ¥ i 1 AL bG48 bk 2 o A &
X B O A AR 40 7 A HE AR AT 2 SRS IR B TR A A A

CO, Y] P9 W ISCR K 1 A e F ) — i 3 —— < fL . gAY CO, & it B AR B2 11 Bl % <L 19 sk I
ML PR T . 7ERZH C AP 24 CDAC M (300~380) X 10 BRI (180~200) X 10 "/, <L T ¥
BN 35 % ~50 % CE PR SO L 5 AL S RS AR CO, HE A F 18] B9 BB L 3 8 CO, Wi %, A
T 35 U 22 1) A B e 9 VR 5 (FL 53— Dy T v 1 AL S5 3 U g R 6 40 6L 1 7K G 1) 04 1550 BEL T 330 o 8K 3 1K 43 1Y)
Kk, C YL E/INE (Triticum aestivum) T4 3% (Bromus tectorum) FUEHE R (Prosopis glandulosa)
f 7K 53 ) R AE AR CDAC 358 F F R, HK R F RS CDAC B9 B8 EL 1], 18 B K 4 1) F 2803 i
B AR H Y . Polley 48 A 48 HFSE AL AR CDAC 1 Wi R 7T LR A= 75 2 45 10 7K 43 B4 5 2 7%
UL ik CDAC 3855 Y C,/C, BEAM Y REYS e H AT CDAC P55 T ML A BEVS 55 28 5 i A R K/ & i,

2 {8 CDAC 5HEW#E N E M

TERI WAL AR P AR CDAC — BLAL T S M7, BF 50 % BUBLAC R 9 76 Ik CDAC BREE T 32 B K 9 4
FERVER B, BUAY C, R0 76 5 100 3 5T 17 o A 397 69 1% CDAC 3R F A2 G, 4 AR 4 i A 7 R 40 % ~
70% M AEIE R TR 20% ~30% " B RAE B A L WS4 b AR T 7E A CDAC B3R EE T 4735 F ke
BFE K B, o AR A X IE CDAC 776 — 5 9 18 424 55 157 B /3 F1IE B2 AL AR L 350 T LAWK 3004 A 40 g i sl i 1 950 o 7 )
o BRI 7 v R AR R E IR CDAC F A7 Z AR 0 8 (L e 9% . 0 Ward 25 A58 5 148 ik
W5, & B C A Y PL R 7 19 A4 7= 1 ZE IR CDAC B85 R AL Zead 5 AR EE B8 N T 35 % . i 4 =5 CDAC 3%
B R IR, X — 55 BRI T AR CDAC X C, HE 40D 1 25 38 i 3 AL SE #2007 . BF XA X AIE CDAC 9
A3 7 (9 53— BIF 5 7 1k 2 100 6 IR 7 e 39 358 B D0 AR A0 A0 A0 MR L HE AT O 25 2 5 R A LR s TR A1 2% )
SEVDNA FF IR AR S0 45 . o ARE 400 A A0 0 9 T 25 25 S5 4 O B 98 6 W < 768 CDAC BRI R AR A7 1 ik /L 400
HA 8@ L% B A ALAE 0™ . 0 Van de Water 25 A7 BFFE T MK i Hb (Great basin) I 5 5] 9 4k 41 BE
AR, BRI (Pinus flexilis)FF < FL % BEE vk i) i 88 HE7E 438t (Holocene) & 17 % . X #IA & —Fh 5 i
CDAC 938 B —— P 3 1T LA A % CO, 7 A P BIBHE 7 EL L5 B K 23 B0 S AR . ok iy A6 400 1 7 b 6 5%
s PRI B 220 W s & B R I Y C,/C, WL 38R CDAC BRI I A 0%, i Be B 50 45 SR % 0 T 11%
CDAC 2 C, B 45 i AL 9K 3 1 ™ . 00 3 AL I 37 7T R B3 T8 CDAC ) — 26 7 T S 01

C G4 A2 1 B2 15 M ST U CDAC HHOG A AL S0 . 0 A BF 22 22 91 b (Mliocene) B 301 9
CDAC FRAZHET C R4 a9 1k . SR . B U BT 58 6 W C, 4 i 44 W i 4 B4 o 1L L R4 T B 16 W 7 i
(Oligocene) Bt T 28 H B3 BT SE A0 45 11 T Fe b P OB AR 1) S 00 B L 7 ePopi M 200 28 1t 400 LA C ML
At Bty ol 10 B0 b A PR R L BB TR AR P AR S RS R R FE AR Tripati &AM E T
fLH 2& (Foraminiferida) [ 8145 Lo BIHIE S T 13X A~ 5548 5 4 BF CDAC RARIEAKA 5. H AT p 3 N4l o 1k




%5 % WL R E WK CO, AR R EX AN Y H 111

11 R R SE P TR 2 407 0 - SR R 4R 2 20 BTt 3 WL 76 CDAC 1K Ay 58 37 th 7 76 Hb XV (9 4 78 L 1D C,
b AR C A AEA " R FIESE T CDAC (R 2 C, Rk 9 T390 J1, SR, 7 4
SERIF T A g < AR PR 2 A T 5 A K T 2 K A T RETE C A B R R R T 2 W
PEFIS . I Huang 28 AP BORFFE 00 L 35 5 09 4 ZE W /KRR TR -5 B0k 391 R ) vk 391 C, A9 B 8 T C, Al
HA AR CDAC F1T S A0 BRI R A 5 0 B B

VKT I ] CDAC A /N A8 T B 23 X6F A6 490 f69 A 0 2 72 38 1l T K S IR T 6 SR o 7 ik 1] R B 85 CDAC
XA 1 B 0 T R T W ot 2 DR CDAC A T4 82 it I 2k 17 " AR M R B0 o 5K R 9% % P B AL 7 i 2 24
FILKE e S5 8 A M 22 1) CDAC T #EF7S250 , R U E 1L 248 CDAC & 4FF 45 CDAC T i A5 4 1 A T 0 J7
TR TAEW S B CDAC 444 T % CDAC T i A KR A w5 L [, W58 #5838 meta 43 220, @5
CDACCK T 500X 10 *) By S I T A4 006 & A AR K . SR L A= K B0 B4 B2 1A 10 % ~ 20 % o 372 fI% T F5i il
9 50% 2240 L Ik AR A AT RED 2 M B T AR BUAR CDAC 7% L ot 6 I 38 45 36 B 38 B AT+ 4 XIS
CDAC {35 AL B AT RERR ) T4 76 %5 CDAC F A&,

QR AP AHE CDAC B 38 I3 6 52 8 %5 85 CDAC 1 BRI P2 I8 47 B 6Kk CDAC T i 3R B8 i, A AT 7T
3 516 CDAC 3 7 1 AR 36 B D22 R 1 4R 3 R0 6 TR T I 3ok S SR 7 0 9 1 6 DR 60, 488 8 A 00 7
CDAC F 230, 53 AT L Ay 382 70 K5 ke JR55 vh FE 4 7 0ot B R 7K 4 0 P A0k 336 R A Mol A 7 1 4 A R

3 ik CDAC 3SR S iy 52

WF5E 3 PP AR CDAC X8 A= 25 28 55 (09 5 0, ) FE 4 R A 06 1 A= 400 P 0 01 B 80 50300 1 s 55 FF 308 £ 24030
2 A= 77 1 (AR SCrb LA R [ 5 AR T 3 R A B AR R M A S R e ik . Bird 25 A5 R R B
-1 (Mass-balance) B £ &2 P [R] 7 25 925 At B0 H vk Jm] sk 39 2 7 0 b 2 i B 30 Ja) o 3 A= S R RO B i i 7E 310~
355 Gt, Francois 2 A" ) Fi b i 25 9 P8 i A 30455 0 ( CARAIB) 8 4 K S 3R Ji A AL (ECHAMD WF 5% % B . il b
ARG ZE P I LGM B 38 Gt » a 4RE %) TR Tk A 01 53 Gt o+ a ' Tk 5 47 1 4 v 51
310~355 Gt,iX 5 Bird 25 A" BUBFIE 45—, A% CDAC X8 A 5 0 B DA Sk S I8 AT VA IoT Bk 309 v 400 228 72 )
5 £ B EE Y, Harrison Fl Prentice”"” I F§ BIOME4 BB BF5E % B .t F CDAC R . vk AT it 39 50 B85 1 b
HRWRURA T 44% ~69%. [FHE Levis 28 A7 ANy 78 vk i 41 C, B A 40 0 7 3k L 2 LU Ak 5 0 £
M. Crucifix 25 A4 % 3 vk I st 359 890 A0 Tl 5 A Bk 399, Bk 1 0 R 2% A T B S0 T2 A A1 IR
FEAE PRI T 5 L BN R i 4 98 A4 A | DR T AR Y T 1 R 4 Lk 26 g S T i 5 R CDAC X 490 A B8 R OK 43
TP 04 7S [0 5 R A G BRS80S SR A X 11

4 & CDAC 5 E 315 B F 1 B X 2 4 B =2

4.1 € CDAC 57k 4 Bhig

KR S WA AR A K T S B0 B A W T (1 S A R BR AR A A K e R R Y L fE CDAC B AR i
LGM B Bk 1 9 W8 K AR F B a5 K " . SR, vk o B39 9 I8 CDAC A RESS I T C, #14 % 7K 43 1 0
FE L R TR E RS BOKE EXE CO, BN, AR CDAC BR 5 T A 90 1 £ 2 3 % 0 -4 i (o) i LAY
PR B AR B AL S RIS AL T X RS S BUK R R R . G (% CDAC 385 F , F 5 8
25 B0 T A G B3 IR K 43 12k 22 14 £ OF I

IR  FEAE CDAC BREE T L R [ i 4 80 A 90 7 76 3 %9 7K 43 R (9 R [ SF- 405 5 W . 764K CDAC R85 F . C,
WA 2R L R A R CO S8 C, R 6 2 T 8 T D16 I 0 33 5 94 0 DA T A Dt 4 27201 L € M
TR E CO, T4 B AN . 52 5 CDAC BRI f M st Z /N £ . I C M 7E AR CDAC T ¥ 5
5 AR A8 A S R RDE A A T B C, A L R A S P 3L O AR B AR A VT I 3 A
CDAC 158 F T 56 % ~92% . C, A AE Y5 00 F R 8 AR T304~ el L 2441k CDAC AT 5 3t 7] i %
FEIRE L C, B 90 20 3 5 8 00 5 50 KU 8 9 6 22 00 I k18 1 A A B0 45 R 5 TIE B £ 02 AC . 4 AR 4
KT C RLITEAR CDAC BRB5F  Jf of 45 5 i 1 AR AT M L3 43 A b e 1 3 (R i A R R s )
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PEEn TSR . R 7R VKT C AL T RE RS K A ISR B S . [ Vanajar 2 A7 % CDAC T+ Fik
Syt s HAE R B9 C, A1 C M HEAT T RFSE . % BULLE K A3 W3l F . CDAC Th 5 37 A 6 C, ML) B9 6 4 3 275 51
55 L C ML A6 4 A W AR . s MO [T SE B T C, A C, R0 A K-8 6 A7 A T B 25

4.2 {k CDAC 58 E

TEHB B 1] KB A% CDAC I 14 BROP B IR B L S AR B AMIE 8 C e W T C Wi & IR
WA ARG 2 5 0 S0 I 355 P 0 U 1136 ke 0 355 A R 394 388 ) 38 1 T M6 b % ek R T 52 B 3L R T 5 N
(6T C, R0 DR A e 2 53 A S 9 I I i T LI 7 72 8 O AN MM T T G T T8 AR A A AR
TTHEA A, BRI, C, A 4 X 4 ] 0 3505 B AU 22 . ot ol UL L BRI CDAC A0 3L A 58 B4 o A 97
5] L X R C, A0 C, R 4 7 0 W 054 BR B 2 2 PR B TP S5 X RN R B B R AR E B, Ward A7 (BT
FEFW AEAR CDAC 34T . C A L C, A9 36 B A 19 A K e 3 (B IR 20 R ) T A9, ZEms iR R . C,
Y R R T LK B C R 14 75, TR R8T L C, 4 W a2k i FUA 3] Co i 5 % . KI5 % CDAC
SEHAE IR T C, R0 A K 3L 6 C, B9 18 7 25 25 28 55 v 40 A 5 B 5 B 1 R0 o JL I8 1 M X, 3T 0K 46 4%
NS IR T L 7E AR R K 2k 2538 A C, R A K B TR EE I L B8 R CDAC FRAR A 2 T 57 B %5 8 7 i
BB IR C AR B AN L T 42 1 CDAC | FHUAL T fig 2 2 Bk FHR I A 2 22— F A R S 808 L i i C, H i
i B E
1.3 ff CDAC 5| BEHHZ

P FR R A I T AR S AE AL B R I, EAR A Y G TE AR CDAC 4% 36 70 26 119 38 B4R (1 54 00
THi CDAC 218 A6 CO, B W IMCH % R SRR AR 1 . S T (3 0 v 09 A K 3 %, 5 R i R RE K
. CDAC Th @538 0 T %5 55 5 2 XTI B0 . HR A B 55 85 3R B 2 T REXHIE CDAC F AR B8 R KL
SR KA A W B I AR L X 8 3% 1 9 SR AR B BRI, Cloeman 48 A" 76 % 1 R A0 AL T8 (Amaranthus
retroflexus) WHFFE i % B, CDAC 19 B8 - ¥ A B8 0% 09 R 3 T AR ) B4 43t 280K S A7 5% i 280 2 R R
Polley 25 A" W58 R B, — 4 C, BOAR I ZAF 4 A A4 7E AL CDAC T L K 43 R HI AL % (WUE) H 0 2 R I 3%
F(NUE) T W i B2 5k, R Wi 22 591K CDAC BFREE R AP XK 23 B sk K TP R ok . Sage ™ 48 16
LIIE CDAC S HEAIF B 4 S5 30 R0 9 3 24 G 2R CELH% AL L3 0 [ N 200 80D 25 0 1 0 /0 PR A k¢ b 2Rk A o
IS A 40 A K B BRI DT B A 2 O P e A S S A e R R R A . Polley % AT R B 16 [F] 45
FUHERT 9 5 F T X CDAC FHEY 9 %0 8 2 B0 8 B A% . Lewis 28 A7 BB 98 thilf 52 7 3% — &4 . CDAC JH &5 %t =
M4 (Populus deltoides) B KBRS BE 45 0 F 80/ B 7E 5 B 25 0F F 500 52489 K5 10 CDAC G X A
WA O R Z BB . Tissue 28 A" d75 1 = 4% (O6 A1 FITE 85 CDAC 3135 F 4 B 10 S50 B K T
TEME CDAC BREL T 0 i ORI
5 RE

CDAC FFe 5 A sk S Xt £ B RSB E 772 Xk, HETXET CDAC FiE i s
ZRWUAS TR BRI, (HE XA CDAC (3 BF 58 AR X 48 2 He vy — A~ 70 2 i DR J2 AR CDAC 59 428 A G 1L 45 TR0
R L B CO, 3t JEHE A (9 % . CDAC il R O 43R5 K 2 &R 3HIE CDAC [kl e Ak . o 7 5N
W HB B A CDAC 78 Al X A5 725 22 55 7 75 19 5 W) o DA AR 90 %8 8 A ok 8 o B4k CDAC 1 W) 7 G 37 4 18 2% 48 400 o 6
5 CDAC (0 B T B8 A o 8 0, 300 R BT B S 3 . R4 H AT XHIR CDAC HIRFSE & 2 U ok ik g L (A
M FAE LT J7 AT IR AR -

D ZHACE K WIRFTE . H ATHTZ0E % HO A 9 8 — AR AT TS . B SRR B4 A R X
@ CDAC BRI ALHEFT 1A AR A IS A 1R R AN 10 . R L R0 CDAC B 399725 16 T g 7 76 9k
3T BRI 06 T A 1 S AR 5T R 0 B 5 1y a6 B,

2) LA B AL RS T R A kAR Ak i S 0 B T REST . AE SRR b MU RN R R TR AR

SRV AR B0 2 K A3 R B L X S BRI T AT R A O R B RS UM L R A Rl B R R
B30 72 A L R R B IR S B 3 UV-B 48 ST R0 R TN RTINS R T 4 B 15 e . i AR CDAC WU 3%
W L 490 7 A7 1 T B A B 2 L A A T R A A A R R U R IR UL 5 A IR CDAC I b A= 75
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e i AR TR L DB AR T 5 A K | R R A0 L SR S N, 5% A e A SR R T R SR T IR S DR I Y A%
b 525 FH X AL 1) 52 M AT R 2 A ) A AR S A R ST AR

3) AWy i E D RERE ] Y LEAEOT 5 . BT SE ORI T —AF A B A ) W) 20 4 2R REAS TR AR ) 1) F
R HZHELRIFR T CAEY N C PP e8> . MY K CDAC 8w A7 e R ARl e 25 5% . C, .
C, Ml CAM #¥ i T @ AR B AR X CDAC 728 A6t A7 16 W 2 AN [R] f0 58 B 5 W o PRIk, 68 A [ 4 o G G2
A [R) D RERE AN B A B W) 55 AR AR W) o B AR S BT AR, AR H R 5 AR R, C, L C R CAM M) 25 9517 1L

BT A BE— TR

4) TP 1] 53 17K ¥ i1 A Bk RURE 4 Sy S2E AV B9 BIF 5 . 1 IS A9 40F 50 R JRE B 2 K S0 7 A 0 A PR R 45 b LK -
o AP AR A A R TR 18] 23 1 K R AR BROKF BB i g IR CDAC BIBIEFE A B 5h . 4 Jm Al #E5E 23 1K

V- AR R I FEAR CDAC T By 2 3528 16 F AT B8 & A= Y

AR5 IFRR S CDAC 1 R A 5 BR i 3 [ AT A B

TG AR T AR T . R PR AR RUEE B & M AR S R GE X CDAC 78 A6 A i 17 o 2 57 A8 Bl %

SRR e B, o BT AR E 2 AN (L
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Effects of Geological Low Carbon Dioxide Atmospheric Concentration on Terrestrial Plants

ZHANG Jing, LIU Jinchun, ZHANG Yeyi
(Key Laboratory of Eco-environment in Three Gorges Reservoir Region (Ministry of Education) ,
Chongqing Key Laboratory of Plant Ecology and Resources Research in Three Gorges Reservoir Region,
School of life Sciences, Southwest University, Chongqing 400715, China)

Abstract: [ Purposes ] Predictions of plant and ecosystem responses to rising carbon dioxide atmospheric concentration (CDAC) and
future climate change would benefit from a better understanding of plants’ responses to a range from low to high CDAC representing
historic to future time periods. [ Methods] Effects of low CDAC on individual s growth and physiological traits, plants evolution and
adaptation, the interactive effects of low CDAC and other factors were studied here. [ Findings | Low CDAC had a great restriction on
the survival, growth and reproduction of plants, and the development of forest ecosystem, interacted with the water, temperature
and nutrition. [ Conclusions | The adaptation of plants to past low CDAC during the long time evolution may constrain their responses
to rising CDAC in the future. It needs further research in the future.

Keywords: reduced carbon dioxide atmospheric concentration; evolutionary adaptation; environmental stress; biomass; ecosystem
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