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Zolal. £Hs} . 54
Sy et AAa e g e, JRd S Ao o 4otz

H 2:32FY AAYEFE A4 dF FYolvi it B FILFFE ZAIAGT. B2 F&F
FFES TS A} ZE YEAE Prog FRetd o, WYz, FIUHEIAY € AFAAMTL
£ §F-& Yeho, o]& Y EdA Pro2 A XA FFEAZ FLde Aoz Add 2 §
NE, AF, EF, A7ISYE, FRAUAZR, $3Y, A7 59 48L& Pro HthE hydroxylproline
(OH-Pro)g A3 F 233t} & olv e AAD|H, AAA, slEx, ¢u7IUFE § 53] JolFftel
EUER BN Y2 32 Byt B3 WalE, SUE AR, HolTh € TR JEL RHUFoE F
Ar L LA A2 o), FTRE, fax, SU/IUE, FRIAA: L i JEL R F
&9 o FE B R R S oA falohr it FALFF IR e vlgo] RAA
o FUE, REYAX 2 520949 A S olnl At A4t FAALEFY 25~30%F AA GG &
o2, PY 9= JAT HEAAN HEEFDEZ 97 €87 Prod ZAHE A4 E9 foln| it
(pool)ll A &l & K& AR A g Ao AAL.

Korean J. Ecol.

4ol ATAY #5272 23, GAHE, §210104, 29, Proline:

M B

A e oA HEL s Heo 7 2EG A x
&8k 53] A= EY 2 A3y gEEe AA &4
oA gl wz FE A F¥FL A 29
o2 L3t} (Epstein 1985, Cheeseman 1988).

7L HES A VA ¥He 2EY 20 x2A
0. AA, 99 @& FEIXLdHL £RLAL 7
NA FELEH2E 2P E5, B ol =40
IEE Nat, ClY, Mg*, SO¢- Ex U ole5z ¥y
o718 & QUth AA, £& o|F o2¥EE U AEY
oj2e] ¥#¥ol xdtt. dE 54, A= Nato] o)
K9 ¥4 € 97l AdgAY 255 Cl-e NO,UY
A o9 F4 ¢ olfAo] Y%L Ao B A7
Eol ZAK vl nj=W 2B Aol &9 ™
¥ 9ES 4¥EY, 1) £8 Zad ge Ay Az,
2) AEei(dxe £ 9329 &4, 3) Car* —Nat &
5344, 4 Na*—K* A9y, $% 2 %2, 5) symplast
gl 43 2348 58 AExAHA, 6) ATLFE x4
3k appoplastie] 9] &34, 7) 9 EWe 7ad A%
e 2oz A} MY TF ¥EE 2tk 445E
239 &4 8) 452d, 183 a3 uiAlE g% v
£, 9 HEAUWIN Z=Ee HFYH(E3] cytokinind}
ABA), 10) K*s} 72+ %29 249 $& 5 F£ 9k 2
gy olgd B APdx B, gol g 489 4
2Ih3-& ol B3y, o] FHAo] EPFHoE o=
A0 olEl 43 A@Eoe] Yojuy] wEd P Jgo)
A odg A - Ay Ay 4 A Fo U9

(McKersie and Leshem 1994, Pessarakii 1994).

3, 48 87 Hgo I AAYHTH AT+ F
e AgEd, YSs d&EAGN dAd 2 AREHEY
Hgo A3 Albert(1982)8] A9} 2 o]F e ATA
o8 o Fgue FHEr 2 ol IYE o 7HA
AE 22 B (proline, sugars, sugar alcohols, betaines %)
o] ¢4EAA HUt} (Smimoff 1995). °1& FJEL +&
dog FA pHAAM AsE =HA g 7] U, 43
A kg AEA go} FEZF AL FHAo]
t}.
o] FANE AEHY #F75E e HEFHQ] B3
proline(Pro) 224 FEZ2Y, 4449, ¥ € AL 2EY
2 AgsiA E4 2 B e WAWA], hydroxyl rad-
icald] AA ¥ =] A, FAWA F AXY BI/F
o] Fgt} (Samaras et al. 1995). HIo| AEF 2] wt
43l Pro o]9]] & AARIEY S FF A7t
®ol MY Fof glow, o AF AAES EUE &7
3o B3 O 71 ¢ EFOATY g Y
EXo] gAA =Yt (Huetterer and Albert 1993, Ha-
nson et al. 1995). 233 WHe gREY) AxAY,
AgA e ANAHA FgA 2A NN B d+71 o
Folzd 1, L A JeIMEe Mangroved (Popp
1984) =& 98 AQY LY E] & AFH(Gorham er
al. 1980)7} ®o] olFojx stoul, JEAY #7143 F3
< 53 AdAHYE dFE ol uAF 43l

£ d7e 9 dEy ggst sdAdAR, 964
ol AEHL de AEY BHHLNFL o] A%
Ao dfog, ol AEe Aldiald 2HE Fol A
F2oz FYstzA ek 1) s E FrAA ¥
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ohul b EFH3lo] A FAFFE o= AxoY, F
ALFRF o]Bo] A HEL o= FEAN 2) X
AHE olu:At F AEAAYR FEZEEIZ de ¢EA
Pro #3& ol Axoly, g AFEXA F3ig
AYL =7l 3) Pro oo W@ F7F9 ojulixile]
ol5 A& AsuAld F8F HFE A, on] &
A ohuxAl ol9jo= 2L ojnl 3§HE] M E
oA BAH|A &7}

Mz ALy

AEA A3

19974 W47 FUH(E~89) Mg 9&A 2 F3
ko] AV, Fi¢t AVlg XY s dEAA 32 F9
Ao g3l AAEIE F3H AR & AR
o (R A& 7S, A8 wel 13 ol AN
on, Az ZolE Zolr] 98 e T B2 A
AJRE APAFE2 o] &3lrh. 8o AK3}E Uv
Zt qAA 9] BY 783 A7) A8 EFOA 20
cm Zolel EFANEE AU EY 3 ¥ A
AE Z& Table 19] YeR} ot $H9, RF (A
X, AAuFH, Suj% 2 FUR)Y A$ AQFHEY Y
B3 vlw2sy) 8 - AsA0 AAE o8t

AEA 2Ilol2 o Fx £F

AEH s BN F(fresh weight; FW)E 238 % vjoja
2ojoll WYeog AZANA AZP(dry weight; DW)E &
sk A9 FE8H(plaat water; PW)-& A4 Fzt
AzFe A2A sl Az AEe £2E UE9
B B 1A B¢ Agste 84 o1& s
22 F K*3} Na*2 ICP(inductively coupled plasma;
JOBIN YVON 38 PLUS)E o]4sll 333z 33
3, &0l CI"$} NO,& ol &z ZvlE 17 3(Samsung
SLC-100; Column: Sykam LCA Al4; Conductivity detec-
tor; Flow rate: 1.5 mi/min; Eluant: modified 7.5 mM
Na,CONZE AFs). dW 39F¢] 8¢ 2 /8 vl
A olujidt ¥4{7](Phamacia Biochrom 20)& o]&%
lithium citrate ¥ 0|83 AFH.

718 A % SALEH

HEAY 784 F2@Fe F2Y 10 mE F3F7)
(speed vac. concentrator)E $3] A=A g Y42EHY
7)(Elemental Analyzer: Carlo Erba EA-1108)& o]&3ld
AFgsdon, HEA 2 EY FALUF(mollg DW
EE % DW)2 micro-Kjeldahlj 0.2 A3 gho] oje=a
2oleaeue] od] 3¢ NO,--NF2 g ez 3
y: L=

Ee| 218 &3
F79 EYY XA Folee AZX EY 5 g2 100 ml

A e &8 A A22d AR

AzpEelAze] #Hstdd 1| N NHAc £ (ZA-AEEW)
50 miE 7bsle] 1IN A7 F g o 3E3] 343
A ICPZ ABPR(EA71&ATA 1988), 7HA F7
ol e olgazn a2 BFFIC

2 o

s

A 2 9SAE 8 FAAY FRAEFE 40~
260 gmollg s0il(0.06~0.36%)< BHAZ st A7GA
AYAE wgon, AT HE we AaEFe Bid
(Table 1). EFe] A Na* o] T§FE AHH(53 |
of), uglAY 59 EFo)A B¥& 0.21~0.34 pmol/g soil
o ge e JehidE, MEg d&A 2 438 EYol
713 E& Na*(160~200 pmollg soil), K+ z28]3 Cl- 2t
& A dEA olde EFL Autzoz @ old
B2 BT, ZAHY EYY NO,- g3 Atgoz e
e By

AlgHe AL e

FALHBE JEZA) w) ¢ @R AolE BAY
(Fig. 1). E8t9 AS5F(33; Tabled AEA WUI)E EF
o WYPx(1), AFQS), TUHEQ) T HEL 3
mmol/g DW(4.2% Nej #%3) ol3e] &2 A28 i@
g, BUERY F2u&23), 718204, EEHY F
ZRHRAE1), A #2207, a3 98 FolEE 4
B(EEn-10) 2 #12(19)L 1 mmol/g DW(1.4% N)
Axe ¥ A4S el A diREe] HE
& EQY 3& NOy- oleggoz s AW NO,E A
o #RAA Fod, IR AEFHFEH] AYPR)S
ek 27)AANO, -N)E Feaich. sl@x(37, 38),
F2EE a80-F35 2 Yok 489 AW ofvx
Ae ALY B JddE 28 9, FUE, AT,
AEG39), AN 2 F2uiEY opvleAt §FE
Z2AA e 25% oldeE &L H&E AAUT. =T
NO, -3 R opuxAy ALE A 7184 22
Fof) YAME F7ol AT Aoj& BT RPAA,
ul&(17, 18), F2ZHE, ul7lUR@)e 7MA AaE
Ao BaEA G W, Wz vEYR(T), v
@8, 9, 10), SZYEolAu|(16), AZ/MTIH(20, 21), AHE
(22), $AY(29), AAT(30), ALF, AAAFIB6) T
AL ojnxAtY Ao oo B AP A 2
A8 AU FHIAGAD. F84 DA WAz, HolEi
AEMEYolE, EE0T, 9, 10), $£4E(12), 24
£, Sauglg, SUE, AYTE, AAFFAN FE4
25%0l140 2 Be BEL Ao, 53] Wz A
RG] A 22429 2% 4% ArHPd &
714 E sgich

ofalicit g2t
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Table 1. Plant species (32 species) collected from several coastal habitats and contents of their soil nitrogen and inorgaic ions (ex-
changeable cations and soluble anions) (Ch. Chenopodium; SD: sand dune; GH: green house; SM: salt marsh; CC: coastal cliff; KNU:

Kyungpook National University)

. i ) . Total-N  Soil inorganic ions (umol/g soil)

No. Family Plant species Habitat Location (umol/g soil) Na ” a NO,

1 Aizoaceae Tetragonia tetragonoides SD  Guryongpo 60.7 1.1 41 07 01

2 Boraginaceae Messerschmidia sibirica SD  Yangpo 429 1.1 4. 1.0 02

3 Boraginaceae Messerschmidia sibirica GH KNU 75.0 2.1 26 205 03

4 Chenopodiaceae Atriplex gmelini SD  Yangpo 132.1 40.0 6.7 145 0.3

5 Chenopodiaceae Ch. album var. centrorubrum (old) SD  Sokcho 55.6 2.6 1.8 02 0.0

6 Chenopodiaceae Ch. album var. centrorubrum (young) SD  Sokcho 55.6 2.6 1.8 02 00

7 Chenopodiaceae Ch. virgatum SD  Guryongpo 60.7 1.1 4.1 07 0.1

8 Chenopodiaceae Salicornia herbacea SM  Jinseo 1794 183.0 196 1524 0.5
9 Chenopodiaceae Salicornia herbacea SM  Pyounsan 107.1 166.5 17.8 1506 0.0
10 Chenopodiaceae Salicornia herbacea (old) SM  Pyounsan 107.1 166.5 178 1506 0.0
11 Chenopodiaceae Salsola collina SD  Namae 78.6 1.6 1.4 02 00
12 Chenopodiaceac Salsola komarovii SD  Guryongpo 60.7 1.1 4.1 07 0.1
13 Chenopodiaceae Suaeda japonica GH KNU 75.0 2.1 2.6 0.5 0.3
14 Chenopodiaceae Suaeda japonica (old) SM  Dongjin 251.7 205.4 229 1452 1.0
15 Chenopodiaceae Suaeda japonica (young) SM  Dongjin 251.7 2054 229 1452 1.0
16 Compositae Ageratum conyzoides CC  Guryongpo 262.9 938 3.0 1.3 03
17 Compositae Artemisia fukudo GH KNU 75.0 2.1 2.6 0.5 0.3
18 Compositae Artemisia fukudo SM  Dongjin 251.7 2054 229 1452 1.0
19 Compositae Aster spathulifolius CC  Guryongpo 2629 98 80 13 03
20 Compositae Aster tripolium SM  Dongjin 251.7 2054 229 1452 10
21 Compositae Aster tripolium GH KNU 75.0 2.1 2.6 05 03
22 Convolvulaceae Calystegia soldanella SD  Guryongpo 60.7 1.1 4.1 0.7 01
23 Crassulaceae Orostachys malacophyllus CC  Xampo 216.4 0.3 8.0 03 0.1
24 Crassulaceae Sedum kamtshaticum CC  Guryongpo 262.9 98 8.0 1.3 03
25 Cruciferae Raphanus sativus var. hortensis SD  Yangpo 132.1 28 22 05 02
26 Cyperaceae Carex kobomugi SD  Guryongpo 60.7 L1 41 07 0l
27 Euphorbiaceae Euphorbia helioscopia CC  Kampo 216.4 0.3 8.0 08 0.1
28 Gramineae Phragmites communis SD  Guryongpo 60.7 1.1 4.1 0.7 0l
29 Gramineac Zoysia macrostachya SD  Chilpo 29 1.1 4.1 1.0 02
30 Gramineae Zoysia sinica SD  Guryongpo 60.7 16 53 0.7 01
31 Lamiaceae Scutellaria strigillosa SD  Namae 132.1 1.6 17 05 02
32 Leguminosae Lathyrus japonica (old) SD  Namae 78.6 02 L6 02 00
33 Leguminosae Lathyrus japonica (young) SD  Namae 78.6 0.2 1.6 0.2 00
34 Plantaginaceae Plantago camtschatica CC Kampo 2164 0.3 8.0 0.8 0.1
35 Polygonaceae Rumex crispus CC Kampo 216.4 0.3 8.0 08 01
36 Primulaceae Lysimachia mauritiana CC  Yeondong 120.4 59 54 23 10
37 Scrophulariaceac  Linaria japonica SD  Kusan 95.8 0.2 1.6 0.5 02
38 Scrophulariaceae  Linaria japonica SD  Namae 78.6 1.6 1.4 02 00
39 Umbselliferae Glehnia littoralis SD  Guryongpo 60.7 1.1 4.1 0.7 0.1
40 Umbelliferae Peucedanum japonicum CC  Guryongpo 262.9 9.8 8.0 1.3 03
41 Verbenaceac Vitex rotundifolia SD  Kusan 78.6 2.8 2.1 0.5 02
42 Zygophyllaceae Tribulus terrestris SD  Yangpo 132.1 1.6 1.7 0.6 0.2

ZAHE HEA F B HEL AT gy oix
BOAE, AF IBE(E1Z, AAHH), EUHER(EI
A&, 71dR), AFFH(34), £2)9<|(35), A7ANFY, B
2 R IINRE AW FEREFT 20 mmollg pw o3

9 B opmxy FE 8 W, BAAA, AF, FU
E, 930, 2S5 2 AuF 5o HEL 40 mmolfg-pw
olges ge 9 olrimite FFIANUT. VH, 2Ed
& ofuiito g Wy U2A proline(Pro) BZF HE(F
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Fig. 1. Nitrogen contents (insoluble & soluble-N) of 32 plant
species collected from various coastal habifats (% Total soluble
nitrogen was not determined; AA-N: amino acid-N).

Fhte] FSHE, A48 )2 A A9 BE
AEH o] FHENY, 2 Fe ol F 2FolY2(Fig. 2),
10 gmol/g pw ©139] Pro $Fe AYX, FIUEolAM|,
AR R 3T T AEA A RAE] o]E HEY §
golulet Fpoo)dl X A v & AAsY. ¥4, 9
5 HEFEHUE, 2dE, 83, AA0H, SRR
(26), TUE, 224, ARC(30), ALE, A7 BYE@0)2
Pro Bt} ©f & hydroxyproline(OH-Pro)& ¥#3l%le
W, ALF, AQE, G7HA(42) 59 4B ovlol= 3jH
€2 Asn+Ghng ®ol 43t E3), &t Aol
Z BEde FH AJEQA ALTS diFH FUEL 39
% ofnxAt ojele] AEE olv:YPEE Fislglen,
leucine®] ¥5& J1Fog FiHleucine equivalent)d}iS
W 10 mollg pwe] & BT o] ojre HPEL Pro
3 gEo] olmE MEAY H4EZA B 7dE & A
22 AZtd. A AA SIGAEY ofv|eAt P
o W3 olnlol= AYPEQ Asn+Gln, Rl ofu]:=A
GABA 12|31 OH-Pro(r=0.89) #22 & A3L B
21, ProZ 04 o3z W& ¢ BAY (Fig 3). 84,
oty AAFPe] giF B4 R NO,--AAHFLE o}

tys others Asn+Gin GABA Urea

Amino acid contents (gmol/g plant water)
Als

Plant species

Fig. 2. Amino acid contents (umol/g plant water) of 32 plant
species collected from various coastal habitats. Contents of un-
known amino acid were evaluated as leucine equivalents (Note:
Histogram of Euphorbiaceae (27) indicates one half of original
content).

F 9 AH<02)$ YUt

ATESEe MEJY ojolit SE

WolR(5, 6), &3, FEUEE A7 HolFHt
HECReASA@), WEHE, FFud, FW=(3,
14, 15), 4% FAR(FIUEHA], #A=F, AAvHA
-20), WX, A, ALE, WNEIE F9 JEL 4
BA #EHFT 600 posm/g pw o1Fe] EL HREFE
& Yz, BHAX(2), W), T2u9lE, 71d%,
2ol 59| 4EL 300 wosm/g pw ©]3te] V¥ HRE
FZE 1Yo} (Table 2). ¥4, 448 AT F d37}
A8 v EE 85% (A og 9%o) )l HENS
A%, HXA4 S5EA(cytoplasmic osmolytes; cytosol-
utes) 3 ojujiAto] A= H]&-E Table 291 YERIR
. 22 o9 AT, ZAE g3 FoFHROeA
4°l, BolF, $5uH, £330, AUR) ¥ I 4
E(F 3o, 4%, AW H), 237, ANAF9,
HAxe 2% opulxite FHdNon, AxALAd
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Fig. 3. Correlation between total amino acids (TAA) and
OH-Pro, Amide (Asn, Gin), Pro and GABA. Asterisks following
the correlation coefficients indicate significant correlations: P<0.
001 (**).

W3 olulicite] Hlgo] 20%0|FEA olE AEY UYFZ
Ho 2 q%E A X3 ALE AR, RPAA,
AWE, AR, TUE, $3Y, AJY, ALF, L, &
M & AXAY olmxitol AAshe Hl &l 40% o
4& Uehllo], o]& AEA ojujxite AW 4FxE
of o}F & H4¥E she A= AAEd.

AEFHOE, A, 4, 74 T fEdX 3FA 574
se], & FEXAGN FFExAY T2 8L 3
t ez de ¥98d Prod & A7 4EAMEe 2
HFo] olF £FoINT, EFEAT FHY AL Bl
A g Ao nFo M % AEA 8739 WA
A% A= o8] ofgjE ALE GAAY. Y AT
2 &A% 2L BT A HEAN F 337 A
AE Pro |99 tE 452 B4E B W EG &
EXIEE S5Y ez JdEn.

o

EYpn Mg

Table 1] Jebd uls} 7o}, AR Al 2 964 E
39 A2HFE HF 113 mmollg DW A2 FFAA
EY AA¥(145 mol/g DW; Larcher 1995)8 1t} th4
AL ke YA, 2 FoA NO,~-AA9 ke of
F 9o zHEFF29 0.5% vt Bo g diae
teyole] HA ¥ fridoez AYY Yoo (Barber

e A2 113

1995). &8, G&Ad v A EFL Na*d CI°Y &
E7t olF Wgten, makA B AR HE9 EXE
EF A gezithe 9 I ol BF A
2o o & 9L A Jez AN,

AlZHY A 8

e AEAe EYol XFE 4% NO,- FFo
2 g8 AW NO,& A9 i34 KA, 3oz
Wz 34 Al 3% NOs & Hidhe Ao
Hol 88302 BEY F9 NO, & ol&3q A &3
e E4¢ e Zo2 Ayzdn (Table 1 ¥ Fig. 1)
AN HER dY ¥R WolFH HELS SY2E 9
A3e] ALAD ARX(1)E AYsiie dF2e AEH
g wB7IAE NO,-EAAE A FHIA St EF
oJE HolFit AEL d¥Et B i MYz
7 FALEF uE opulxdt §FE AUAT,
NO,” B opnlxedtg AT 7]gte] /M4 24L& Bl
Hhaigle). olAL olntT ol A Eo] G A3
98 olmjxAtRthie Y¥tHLo 2 o|F #ie AEAe] B
HA o2 ZA= glycinebetained EFstd 471 ¢ F3}
¥E(quaternary ammonium compound)E AW Bo] 3
819 7) o Folg} BGE} (Storey et al. 1977, Hanson et
al. 1995).

A A EF YR, BHAA, FIUEH], AT,
S e L AYdne gFEY Y& iy
2EY S AAREQ Prog A FHHA AT Pro
L Az, 9, AL 2EHE PYspolA FHHL, ¥e T
By Ao dEzYd FaF 8L s, g5 9
3 o8 YTy nEo He dydg HIde 7]
¢ /e Aoz 984 AR, 2EYLde] R HE
F9 A% F oluxAty 23014& AN Fhe ALE U
A Atk (Stewart 1981, Binzel et al. 1987, Voetberg and
Sharp 1991, Delauney and Verma 1993, Samaras ef al.
1995). &, Prod B A¥AM 2A(AAAY A=, 4,
AL 2EHZ F)E] AEA Yo I¥EE F3H
o, 453 g FLG A¥%g dd¥he LI/t §ol
qlo] $tAvHWyn Jones et al. 1977a, b, Calvalieri and
Huang 1979, Stewart er af. 1979, Voetberg and Sharp
1991, Samaras et al. 1995), ¥ ZAL9] A EH M e F
g 9ge YA g Ao 449 o o2
Ao FHg AEA QY 2EGE Fe =&
o A AU, 4EA Y U 4F2AE NHES 71
29 JHAQ ol§, Bold FEIALHY 44 F)eE B
A% $4¢ 2 YA Ao Az ® & sHsA
L HEAT B gaA 2ol Aavt A¥E AMAACA
£ Proolu} betaines FAdo] Yad F44de FHAY 37
Fol 7|QEAE REt. A AFE upeh o] & A7l
A A diEe] 48L g 59 Prod 73R
Ak, a2 §Fo] ofF F3, EHUAY FRE FY¥YE
Bolx e oz Hol A 9 dgA4Ee] FAYA
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Table 2. Total amino acid contents (TAA) of plants, osmolality of cell sap and cytoplasm, and amino acid portion (%) of cytoplasmic
osmolytes, considering that the cytoplasm represents only 15% of the total cell volume (Note: Amino acids provided are confined prin-
cipally to the cytoplasm)

. TAA Osmolality (posm/g PW) AA portion of
No. Plant species . )
(umol/g PW) Cell sap Cytoplasm Cytoplasmic osmolytes (%)
1 Tetragonia tetragonoides 2513 664.9 99.74 25.20
2 Messerschmidia sibirica 22.32 223.2 33.47 66.68
3 Messerschmidia sibirica 44.06 500.1 75.01 58.74
4 Atriplex gmelini 15.25 788.5 118.27 12.89
5 Chenopodium album var. centrorubrum (old) 5.57 184.0 27.59 20.20
6 Chenopodium album var. centrorubrum (young) 8.75 4452 66.79 13.10
7 Chenopodium virgatum 19.82 955.2 143.27 13.83
8 Salicornia herbacea 16.55 1,706.0 255.90 6.47
9 Salicornia herbacea 11.10 1,000.2 150.04 7.40
10 Salicornia herbacea (old) 9.13 2,542.8 381.43 2.39
11 Salsola collina 6.33 566.6 84.99 7.45
12 Salsola komarovii 21.00 566.4 84.96 24.72
13 Suaeda japonica 20.88 910.3 136.55 15.29
14 Suaeda japonica (old) 6.60 829.0 124.35 531
15 Suaeda japonica (young) 16.64 8448 126.72 13.13
16 Ageratum conyzoides 29.69 1,004.3 150.64 19.71
17 Artemisia fukudo 13.85 485.2 72.78 19.03
18 Artemisia fukudo 12.63 662.4 99.36 12.71
19 Aster spathulifolius 30.73 636.2 95.43 32.21
20 Aster tripolium 6.41 723.7 108.55 591
21 Aster tripolium 10.18 565.4 84.81 12.00
22 Calystegia soldanella 3133 4943 74.14 4225
23 Orostachys malacophyllus 8.72 169.8 25.48 34.22
24 Sedum kamtshaticum 10.25 248.4 37.25 27.50
25 Raphanus sativus var. hortensis 52.85 3718.9 56.84 92.99
26 Carex kobomugi 30.26 615.1 92.27 32.80
27 Euphorbia helioscopia 171.18 550.3 82.55 207.37
28 Phragmites communis 19.24 433.1 64.96 29.62
29 Zoysia macrostachya 74.49 1,098.5 164.78 45.20
30 Zoysia sinica 42.16 414.7 62.21 67.76
31 Scutellaria strigillosa 16.96 526.2 78.93 21.49
32 Lathyrus japonica (old) 38.59 371.6 55.74 69.23
33 Lathyrus japonica (young) 41.43 376.1 56.42 84.07
34 Plantago camtschatica 7.62 428.7 64.31 11.84
35 Rumex crispus 6.61 291.5 43.72 15.12
36 Lysimachia mauritiana 7.65 383.0 57.45 13.32
37 Linaria japonica 2.63 3113 46.70 5.64
38 Linaria japonica 3.38 4474 67.11 5.04
39 Glehnia littoralis 56.24 633.2 94.98 59.22
40 Peucedanum japonicum 35.75 972.5 145.87 24.51
41 Vitex rotundifolia 10.84 358.7 53.80 20.15
42 Tribulus terrestris 34.91 493.0 65.85 53.00

of 3% AR o|&HA £Y Aoy WAt} (Figs. 2, OH-Pro?] AYs 715e 2 <A YA gou, Prost
3). olgks uxHoz BL JEZJ $lo]H hydroxy- FAFSHA betained| 31829 UF<Q betonicines} turicine
proline(OH-Pro)2| 37 o] EAFolc}. B AEF o o] AFAZ Fishe Ao g3jA v} (Luckner 1990).
A ProBth= OH-Pro2 AW o] #ast8t (Fig. 2). OH-Pro& ProRthz o|E 2| EA9] F4 ofuit JEL
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2A AEZH0) F8% 98L & Aoz JFAG.
AFE Pro oo, 2E#HL A9 HELS Asn,
Gln, betainess o] FAE Po] FHdhe APEE 48
A Wl FF%chs R} Ao 53] ¥ EY Fuxd
A2 I%E O HELE Arg Lys, His, Gly 2 Serst 7
& SN opujAl, citrulline®} ornitines}h 7+ wlvhd
A olvlxAt, a8]3 Gt Asn 2 olupol= I{ES
@ol &A= Aew Ad#A Ut: (Flores and Galston
1984, Pulich 1986, Rabe 1994, Smirnoff 1995). o]5& 4t
523 QoA F83 9482 I3y B opde}, FA
g Fg oM sAANE HA3E] YA FAHHe
Roz 22A it} (Pate 1975, Streeter 1979).

W, LI Ese Fh 2 EL Prots olut
ole BFE(E3F], Asn)o] EHQA Ad4HEo|u(Fig. 2),
53] 2E#2 $AslA Amd 2 o7t Fis§E
F8% Acg4d € ARFPo2AN A¥L @3 e
A2t} (Marschner 1995). & o]& 48L& ofn|:=4H(o}
ulo]= Xfoleje] 7144 ALE He) it e,
o|g9 AFREEL ureide(allantoin and allantoic acid) 3}
FEo] AAY Ao 2 AR} (Marschner 1995).

FAHE OiREe AEN (53], FERE HBx, v
U5, I3, golrkl AE)A opnpeAle FALEF
d & 7ldg X3 vk, FuE, A%, AE, AHE,
EYAA 2 FIuEY opnxAt HEe F FAd
25~30%9 %2 & BT (Fig. 1). o] UoJA o}
b R RTINS SN HEY FRERH
o oM FoF I8 @Iz gAZG. dukHo
2, ggt 2EH 2 JRseA oy §49 Zag ¢
B0 ¥R A A2HFESE, ovlx A
B)9] u]8o) Frlsle Ago] Ut} (Beevers 1976, Chu et
al. 1977, Rabe 1994). 1 A}EA] o}uji=Ailo]L} betaines
S 22 EFES A4 - 23RN FEE FrEAY
AEY 4289 FEe 13¥Y. 28 7gd B84 3
4 o 7HA FA9 v AEA}L 2 S JESid ¥
o AdeAd A3 AEZ o8 + Uk d2M, 9% 3
AAENNE /M43 oot 33403839 40% BEE 3}
AgchE 2371 Aok (Popp and Albert 1980). £ Ao
A APZ, HolE# A&, AW, F2uE, SUE,
AT, AEF, ANASFY T HEL FHAY 25%9]
Ao 2 JH8A FAE Bl FgRdlgen, 53] Wz
ANATLY 3¢ F7M84 A4t 429 32~4% A
TE A= Ao Hol RAE AEA £ /R & &
Ef & Jy3e 9 & Reg gAY (Fig. 1). 3
& F oAty A4t A e u)eS FI vlwd B
B, oA e B 477} olFolA A gk Qg
3te] AR HEL FA49 23~6.6% WA ofvxAt
€ #7332 (Choo and Albert 1999), ThFst 2| &%
AN diF 10% FEE APk 235 Ao (Popp
and Albert 1980, Ladenburg and Albert 1981). ¥ d39]
YR JEF(FUE, 2Hxa] @ §2u94)9 A$ oy
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Ay A2HE FALY 25~0%F e AL
2 go}, o)E }E EF 22X o) =&H] Y& A
oz Aztg.

fure 4259 ojd omieite FAL FIF B
o 7)6g A g Aoz Az, 9o WAl sl
AEAoN AFREAUAZ FEFGT LA Prod A
£ =giskA 9%t oA Axd ¢ d2y §Fe 7
glo] AN ABAL $£FIM &3¢ AW "ol
Az gEAl, ol F 79 dFEAELE 7 gE
g0 os) AAHNA & Aoke 7S AT ¥
Aolth. A& ABANAN dxe AXARY FF FE2
AASE 7ge] AT AXY §do] YRES XY
Aolth. ofnlicate] F2 HEA TAUTE dAA AL
(Ketchum et al. 1991), & AEZe F37t AA| A EAH
o 5~10% A= 7HAETY, 54 olvlxite] §44
adke] Wake AXFY 4555 424U 9%E vl
3y & 9 Ao AztEct wahA Table 3o AN v}
o 7ro), AE AFY 15% BEst AXFoe} 15T A,
Qx A giolM Pro, OH-Pro ¥ FF ofvleate F%3
oz o} 2a% 3Bl F £ Ut (Morgan 1984,
Riens et al. 1991).

zog #HANEY opuxit 58 B ALUAE BE3]
oldiaty] SEIME oA g 24t oz d¥4d
Woldel weF A7t Fgez e7Hy, E AEAY
FEDA Ar3FE] gus Te AIHY Hold B
we ZRE YR ¥ Zolgh. EF ohvjx=a} FEE A9
3 714 A4 % betaine 332, polyamine ¥ A 2&
o}v]:3H5H 2 (Fig. 2, unknown AA)o] o1& N F8.&
NyEzAEAZ ALFEAE AP AT A=E 7
7} A= A Aoz 7HAn.

AL AL

B x=ze 1997d BEAEAY FU Post-Doc. A4
zu] @ §FFstAG SAGFALRA Q79710511
058-2)0] ojste] AU, AEFY FAHN ¥ =
g A 2435 YAMEA FA=EYR.

o=
UEEH
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Free Amino Acid and Nitrogen Contents of
the Coastal Plants in Korea

Choo, Yeon-Sik*, Jung-Wha Do and Seung-Dal Song
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Department of Biology, Kyungpook National University

ABSTRACT: Thirty two species of coastal plants (mainly halophytes) were investigated for their free
amino acids and the total and water-soluble nitrogen contents in leaves. All plants except some species
(e.g. Scutellaria and Linaria) contained proline, but only Ageratum, Tetragonia and Raplianus in rather
high amounts, that it can be thought to serve as a cytoplasmic osmolyte. In some plant species (Eu-
phorbia, Glehnia, Peucedanum, Raphanus and monocotyledonous Carex and Zoysia), however, hydroxy-
proline (OH-Pro) rather than proline were accumulated to a considerable extent. The concen-
trations of total free amino acids were low in Aster tripolium, Linaria, Lysimachia, Plantago, Rumex,
Vitex and especially in the members of the Chenopodiaceae and Crassulaceae. Marked differences also
occurred in the nitrogen levels. Aizoaceae, Chenopodiaceae, Convolvulaceae, Cruciferae, Euphorbiaceae
and Leguminosae usually showed high values of total and soluble amino nitrogen, while the opposite
was true for most of the Cyperaceae, Gramineae, Lamiaceae, Plantaginaceae, Scophuriaceae, and
Verbenaceae. The free amino acids in the investigated plant species contributed very little to the nitro-
gen content, but in plants of Euphorbia, Messerschmidia and Orostachys, their amino acid-N made up
for 25~30% of the total nitrogen. In conclusion, only a few cases did proline known as compatible
solute constitute a significant proportion of the free amino acid pool in coastal plants.

Key words: Cytoplasmic osmolyte, Free amino acids, Halophytes, Nitrogen contents, Proline




