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8 T SN A SER X iH 3K Na /K" 187
EREMAN RZERIZ M
GRE L HE L EEE L KT 2R

1.4 P R K FHREIRILF R/ FAEHR PO, KX 430070
2T T RFRFR/ i AFEREAGMNASRLE S LI T, &7F 832003

EES

RRFEER AT SIS R Tl S A K A R IRPEALE] , LAH RS A B R, 76 150 mmol /L

AR A R I E 5 AR 2R K F-(0.0.25.0.5 .1 F1 2 mmol/L) , #EFE AME B 2 W X L il F AL R 48 B 5
Y SRS 5 S5 F RO o A5 SR < R R A S A A I BRI B (0.25 mmol /L #10.5 mmol /L) S
i 2 1 ¥4 AT AR S A9 A 1, AR EE 0.25 mmol /T AN 2R , fiti ] 0.5 mmol /L X il i K 34 B B 19 e iE A
FH, BERB IR 7 Na " B 4 i K5 i, 32 i D Sl AR R A0 1 1, OF RIS PR & ik o 5340, 0.5 mmol /L AN
SRR T LUE E ST i IR A S m Y B AR R . T I ¥R EE (1 mmol /L #1 2 mmol/L) AN R A

ACBAT AR LRI, 3 XS 3 itk — 2D 0

23 b, SR IE 2SR A R I A, T e S

HIRREE WO ST R R G ARG R X SR A R I , S i b SRy i R
KR R0 IHERL; I3 Na' /K P Jreaibns; mishire

RESZES  S565.4; S156.4

TR A R R IR R RN R
—, BRZ 20 %6 W AT A b R AZ 2R MhE A 52, H
X — He IR AR P T TR A A P L X %
ok T 4 70 55 4 b TR FH K 5 e, B DX 3 AN
[l T J8E 14 U A R A , 7™ 7 24 i DXl A
EIN Y SERAS 7 e i NG Voa 37531 SRS E=R AR
M FE Y e K R BRARAR B e/
I, B2 = VR W 0 T R 1 R B AR Y e o

A ) T T 3 358 W 0 s 32 2 A W X 2 — &
L JH B B ) T 5% S AR M 5 . 2R (proline,
Pro) fE N PIAR N A 8B S TP iz — , fE
b 7 AE ) A2 A A W Tk aE B AR RAEAE AR Y, R R
BB R E B S5 R R R Pro 38 7T LA
3 o P P L A T T SRR B SR A A, K
Wik, AR AN Pro REA RBOMIE £k
RNBLEAL RS, i o Ae 3 it i AR 05
Pro AJ LB AZAE bt A A0 Bk ROS 8068 1 05 i

Wk H 2 2022-11-09

XHkERIREG A

XEHRE  1000-2421(2023)05-0141-08

AR S I ) 22 8 AR A T o AR S AN IR
Jiti FH Pro e 5 R 2k A 400 i A2 M 1 B, AN ANOTE i ke
B f AR, 3023 XA ) 1t — 45 B B e 510050
98 & B, Wit 15 mg/ L MR Pro i) LA #EE8 BkE
FEABECAVE 024 Wit 5 52 v B2 38 3] 50 mg/L
IF, 2 A0 %) S 2R B PR AT, o 2 fidk R 3 1 HIAS W
B P, R E 2 Pro e B A g 22 fh 4y il
Z AR , B AR P

2% (Brassica napus 1.) 23 5 F A i K
WEMEY , BAT R AP 25530 a5 , [R]BERoRe i S 34 fig
i R AR A -1 AR TR A VYL X SRR R X
AR A A AR T TR 1 AR WA R T R
g 3 NN T O 1 NS B T = B 7 e S L =
BN 8 UM EZ RS . BRI EIME Pro Xf
ERJE T VSR AR B B D ANUBESE T AMIE Pro Xt
TR FEPE A L0 O T o) 56 B X 3 32 2 K 1) B
B AESE . HE T BRI AR ST E i R AR
TAME Pro XPil R g A K PR RS BT RS

BT H B R A ARFF R H (42167042) ; 41 A= 2540l 52 AT T 5 5256 % i (202103)
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FNE W) BT A 50, 3 1T 4 7 AR Pro g 2 =446
FEVERVLE, B 16 0I5 58 SMIR Pro $2 55 il SR 7E
i AR Bl b X 1 e R RS AR

1 MREFE

1.1 e SRt

JE N R X0 R NG S W 5 Y o B =
XA i Bh S, i Al AR A TR 8L B A
MR E AL

Pk il — B A I 5B KR A h, B T
Bl 12845 R 1L, /b5 4l 7K e, 8
ARG FR L, A 4 “CORFR T A6 4 h, % A 30 °C
THIR B FRA P RS HE 5R 24 he B R ZEMFR TR 2
AR TR AERAERK E4~S5em, BB E4L
B IR E b R R . 8 FR WURC J7 >Rk ] Hoagland
1 Arnon ' 7 3 W& /E & 2 . 5 mmol/L KNO, ,
2 mmol/L MgSO,-7H,0,5 mmol/L Ca(NO,),*4H,0,
1 mmol/L.KH,PO,, 8.9 pmol/I. MnCl,-4H,0 , 0.28
pmol/L. CuSO, - 5H,0, 0.8 pmol/L. ZnSO,*7H,0,
0.1 pmol/L. Na,MoO,*2H,0, 25 umol/L. H;BO;, 25
pmol/L Fe-EDTA,

P I B 6 AN HE CK, IE 3 5 375 S, 150
mmol/L. NaCl; S+0.25, 150 mmol/L. NaCl+0.25
mmol/L S+0.5, 150 mmol/L. NaCl+0.5
mmol/L. Pro; S+1, 150 mmol/L. NaCl+1 mmol/L
Pro;S—+2, 150 mmol/1. NaCl+2 mmol/1. Pro, &4~
W E 3NER BN EE AR e /4%
FRREFR 3 d, M /28R IR 3 d, 2 e il ke
FEIRWOIGESR P AT A P, RERG 3 d ¥ 1B IR, &b
P16 dAE R T IR 22 S JE WAk .

1.2 MEBHRRFE

DR R AR E . ORI, 5 b 3 BE HL1E
U3 RA IR , T 27K T Wk T, TR S0 0 A
R R e RIS, K A AR S A b S RN R S P
g1 o PR BT AT R A B4 T 105 CR
5 30 min, k2L 7E 70 ‘C T M 2 fH B, FR T .

2)Na" K" & ilE . R TRk 4 5,
FREC0.2 g it | MR i A7 R B Pl o 90 50 e Ak
Ja# A T gl 4 500 “CHRAL 4 h, ¥ A5 H 10 mL 0.1
mmol/L HCLE #& , % fif 0 98 5 T M ' B il
Na FIK" i,

3 AR & H N E o FRIBOAS W] 4b AR 4 ot - fi
#£0.5 g, 1 5 mLL 36 i KL /K A7 R HEAT WIS S0, s K

Pro;

B HRI10 min, R A5 T2 mL P8R E) 10 mL E5.0
B A 2 mL VKGR A 2 mL R B = ER 5]
A I 30 min, B AIEIIA 4 mL H2R, B 6532
J5F 520 nm R HAf,

D PUEACE ISR E o FREO.5 g M A T
Ak, 5 mL pH7.8 9 0.05 mmol/L # & 2% if
TR/ b A7 e b AT WIS 4R L, B0 5 B VE RO $2
BO . SOD 6 PR 2R 2 DU e £ 5 s POD T% PR
FHATGIA TS 2052 ; CAT 3R RN APX 3% 5% i 48 4k
WS 5

5)MDA & &8 M H,O, & 8 . #RI0.5 gt
BEREF S mL 5% = AR (TCA)WFES . R BACE
B 12 325 T E MDA %5 1 5 5% F Kamali- Andani 25
730 5 HLO, 7 i, B 0.5 mL $2 B0, A 0.5 mL
WM PP 22 bl FN 1 mL ML AR A W, T 390 nm KR
W OGRS

6) AsA FIGSH & s o FREC0.5 g Iy J A,
A5 mL 5% TCAMHE, &.00 )5 LI #E Ik .
B mL g T, A T mL TCA 1 1 mL Jok
L RS E A 0.5 mL B R - LWV W .1 mL 21 3F
B bk - 2, BE Y W A 0.5 mL FeCly- 2 B W5 T 534
nm F @A E AsA & 5. W2 mL JE T8
oA 4 mL BERR 28 M RN 0.4 mL R SR H R
WA, 55 min 5 T 412 nm K H @02 GSH
i

)AL S AT R S O . T
F &R % D328 5 G-250 9 42 5 nl i P d o
SR FH TR Lb 2 7005
1.3 HEHH

K H Excel % U | i FH G211 73 B 814 SPSS
26.0 X B4R #1722 53 BT (ANOVA) . R A Dun-
can’s 2 H WAL HF AT 22 7 0 HEAR 19 («=0.05) ¢
FHl Origin 2022 7E .

2 HRE5HMH

2.1 EHhEMB T MRS SERXT if 3K A K0

H 1AL, 5 CK AR G, R k0 306 vk s A= K
TR RIS, il 2= . AR Y SN Pro
TR AR B 105 A W 25 5 o R 1 ATAT, Ak
& (0.25 mmol/L 11 0.5 mmol/L) #MJ& Pro Xt i 3% 11
i e, Horp 0.5 mmol /L ¥ BT 4R Pro 5%
AT, GRS 3 K SRR = ARG, e rh bR = 42
5 12.9% ARKIEK 9.60%0 . TMiHE i e (1 mmol /L

i

b



o R AMEIR B A IMEE Na /KAy A KR ST b R GER 2 143

S+0.5

S+0.25

Bl 1 AERERSERSEEMME TEKKE R0
Fig. 1 The growth of plants by different treatments

1 2 mmol/L ) 4k J& Pro Xt il 32 i& w% ik — 25 it
5, R R A 2= A, 5 S b BRAR B, it

1 mmol/L il 2 mmol/L #}FJ& Pro T i 2% ¥k 55 43 51
I /0 19.34 % F1 27.68 0 , AR A 43 il ¥ /D 22.93 %6 Fil
24.00% o X F B AMIE Pro XF $ i i 52 i #h M —
SE W BIE . ERME T R SNE Pro W EE W TH i, SR
A BRI T R T RERE S 7E 0.5 mmol /L ¥
J& AN Pro sk 38 21 B KA, My 13601 5 i 5 e i A
MR T 5 A 5 5 43 ) 4 R 20.69%6 . 5.34 %0 I
120% . 130.85%, & 5 51 &t 5 5 1 BT 48 43 il 42 =
20.33% F128.57 % o A e vk BE AMIE Pro 23 802 i 3¢
(AR i, S B i (R 1) .

x1 AELEBETHEEKNEDE
Table 1 Plant biomass of plants by different treatments

b 3 Shoot

T Root XA 90

) e 2 9 e M R
Teamot P Roleogn WEWE VARG WRRE  PEit Toulieh [l L
Fresh mass Dry mass Fresh mass Dry mass mass

CK 24.95a 23.65a 15.35a 1.77a 4.46a 0.31a 19.81a 2.08a
S 13.55¢ 21.67a 6.93b 0.58bc 0.94cd 0.05¢ 7.87b 0.63b
S+0.25 13.90bc 23.10a 7.31b 0.66bc 1.34¢ 0.09b 8.65b 0.75b
S+0.5 15.30b 23.75a 7.30b 0.70b 2.17b 0.11b 9.47b 0.81b
S+1 10.93d 16.70b 3.39¢ 0.31cd 0.58d 0.03c 3.97c 0.34c
S+2 9.80d 16.47b 2.20c 0.20d 0.55d 0.02¢ 2.75¢ 0.22¢

TE B N BME (n=3) , R IR/NS TR 3758 i) — 38 b A ) b R 2 i) 22 7 2. 3% (P<C0.05)

FIAl. Note: The data were mean(n=3).

Different lowercase letters indicated that there were significant difference among different treatments (P<<0.05).The same as below.

22 HEMETMNEREBRIT BN TEKSE
B Na'/K' LRI R0

i & 2A 2B T%n 5 CKAM e, $hia &2 5w

MWEM A Na* &, WK & &, ARG Pro
_Juﬁlaﬁimjz/l\ a &, Hh Ll 0.5 mmol/L Pro

ROR B B AR S KPR R [ 19.17 % . IR ¥ E Pro
AT LR R ISR Y K5 i, Hor 0.25 mmol /1L 0.5
mmol/L 73 54 = 5.57 %6 Fl 11.44 % , T %8 =5 He 3 Pro

FREEEAR AL, TR 10.79% .
XoF i3 Na ™ /K HG AR /9 52 i P 2C B, 25
SR BRI FIMSER N Na™ /K™ HeAE TH i, W& 2k
(J?Pro WL BB, FefE BB R RS T e R
0.5 mmol/L #MJE Pro ] LA i 25 AKX — LU 1, 4 L
S &b R B 27.36%, 11 7 2 mmol/L 4h U5 Pro B
Na /K" HAE R B, THm 4.11% . 458 %U il
JH 0.5 mmol/L MR Pro BEMS A BUEAK Na ™ /K Fu i,

N S o
2T 8 — 25 BT S Sk P9 K f 7 2 mmol /L i BRI A2 BIRR 0 51 K 1 B ki
251 . A 750 B 0.8 C
a
a
—~ —_ b
\x o @ o 0.6 ¢
H 3 W g ¥ 04
4 Al <
‘s Z & 4 Z.
z 0.2}
e
0.0
- CK S S+0.25 S+0.5 S+1  S+42 CK S S+0.25 S+0.5 S+1  S+2 CK S S+0.25 S+0.5 S+1  S+2

Kb Treatments
AN /NG FBE R R AN R A B2 1) 22 5 i 25 (P<C0.05)
among different treatments(P<C0.05). The same as below.
B2 FRLETHEKMNaESEA . KEE(B) K Na/KILEC)
Fig. 2 Na*(A), K* contents(B) and Na'/K" ratio(C) of plants by different treatments

o Rl

AP Treatments

AbH Treatments

Different lowercase letters indicated that there were significant difference
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23 HMEBETHNEHRBRYHXBRBIEN
=210

I R e R AR AR N BB B T Y . R
ST, FEER A, B SMIR Pro e B % @i 7 5 L i
SR Y I 2R O AN W3 0, Pro Wk B K # 0.5
mmol/L B AR P Il 22008 & 5 50 25 14, AR A S b

7 36.61% . 2 mmol/L #MNE Pro W SEAK N i & 1%
1001

80 a a
60} b

40t ¢

&R & 2 (ngle)
Proline content

20F

CK S S+ S+
0.25 0.5

AbF Treatments

B3 ARLETERNFESRSE

S+1 S+2

Fig. 3 Proline content of plants by different treatments
200 A
=~ 160}
2D,
=} E
£ § 120F
o) 8 80F
own
wv
40t
0
CK S S+ S+ S+1 S+2
0.25 0.5
AbF Treatments
C
1800r
= 1500}
g
w2 1200}
=z
23 o900l
#Ha
O 600F
a
2 300}
0

CK S S+ S+ S+1  S+2
0.25 0.5

AbF Treatments

2.5 B T MR Bl =ER X 48 #k MDA H,0, AsA
M GSH&ER M

M1 2 [ WL, 5 CKAR L , ER il b 28 3 i e it
A MDA FTH,O, % &t , Jifi A [R] ¥ JE Pro BEAEAS [F] 2
FE SR f S Ak 455 , 0.5 mmol/L #MJE Pro b3
MDA 1 H,O, % 5 53 Bl FEAK 17.89 % #119.75% . {H

HERE B 5 0.5 mmol/L #1 1 mmol/L 4N Pro 76
BEER.

2.4  hEHE T HMNE AR =B X i S S AL ERE 1R
=21

w4 B, R a2 B R E I S e N
SOD,CAT .POD 5 APX it , 5 CK M kb , S &b 3
AT 27.97% (114.81% .65.58 % Fl1 74.08% . [l
AA W 5 SANERHI EL , AR IR Pro XF SOD 3 1 G
E 520, 0.25 mmol/L 5% & ik BE MR Pro 23 IR H:
. 0.5 mmol/L M Pro BEAS B 35 4% w5 = i A
CAT i M (E 4B) , S Ab #4E w7 27.37 %, Hifth vk
JE AN Pro XF CAT 1§ PESZ WA 8.3 . AS )V & Ak
I8 Pro Xt POD ¥ W Z & FH1EH, K LL 0.5
mmol/L #h 5 Pro A i FE SR, M8 S 4k 2 2 F
51.2% (I 4C) . B AR Pro Xf APX 7 1 G Wik % 5%

i (& 4D) o

160, B

a

=
= , b
.E - 120t be ‘ ¢
E :
S5 g 8o
ﬁ =
=S ¢
[ 40}
<
O

CK S S+ S+ S+1  S+2

0.25 0.5
AbF Treatments
D
E 6 a a a a a
= =L
R
TES
<z 4f
- o b
S:s .l
E< |
>
o
< 1r

CK S S+ S+ S+1  S+2
0.25 0.5

AbF Treatments
4 ARE4IETHEH SOD(A).CAT(B).POD(COFI APX(D)RYE M
Fig.4 SODC(A),CAT(B),POD(C) and APX(D) activities of plants by different treatments

B 5 Jiti FH A1 I8 Pro Ve B2 1 T &5, T 52 4K 9 MDA Al
H,O, 7 1 35 Wi FH 5 , & BRIk BE SR Pro B A 4L
R A MDA Fl H O, & it o AN [F] ¥ B2 SRR Pro X AsA
A GSH & 2 R ARl ISR b T
RPN AsA it B, it B ARk BE Pro fig % 1 25 [
ik AsA & i, 5 S AL HEAH I, 0.25 mmol/L 1 0.5



53

B e R T AMEIR R IMEE Na /KAy A K XU R GRS 145

mmol/L #MJi Pro Zb T AsA 7 143 AL 9.25%
F110.86% . 1M 2 mmol/L 4k i Pro 5 i 32 & N
AsAFETLE 14.21 000 FEAE T HISNIR Pro ¥ B2 19 T
., GSH & 2 HUE TR G Fm i, 0.5
mmol/L #}E Pro fEW FEAIHSAA N GSH & 4, Hik

P EMEES ML T SAPE R 31.69% . i it
1o R B AMIE Pro 2 ik — A0 4 il 5 GSH & i, SN
Jiti i 2 mmol/L Pro #H Ht S 4b BT+ 26.62% . 4%
FERH it FF O 24 e BE AR Pro BEREFFAR GSH 5 i, 2%
fiff AR I 3E A SR 4L

x2 AELLETHE%KMDA HO, AsSATIGSHWE =
Table 2 MDA, H,0,, AsA and GSH contents of plants by different treatments

b3 W/ (nmol /g) AT/ (pmol /g) PUR MR 4/ (ng/g) I JRARA B H RS/ (ng/g)
Treatment MDA content H,0, content AsA content GSH content
CK 0.72d 1.84d 27.28d 342.88e
S 1.22a 2.57a 36.55b 642.89b
S+0.25 1.02¢ 2.16bc 33.17bc 465.11cd
S+0.5 1.00c 2.06¢ 32.58¢ 439.18d
S+1 1.07be 2.13be 33.76bc 527.33c
S+2 1.13b 2.22b 41.81a 814.00a

26 HIMETHMERESBENBAXTAEEESE
MATA RS ENEN

AV PR R PR AR Y AR AR T8 B R R R SR
Rz —. WESA P~ , 5 CKAH L, 2 ria 2
R AT St 7 ml PR B 1 8 &, 2 0.5 mmol/L A
Prorf It @ EHEASTE, KSAHES
1.04 %%, H 22 59 A8 W 3, 85 e ViR B2 AR Pro 23 41
SR AT R A, b 1 mmol/L Y Pro AH
BT SAEHEREAR 2.62%0 .

62
60

58

r A
| @ abc ab

bed
()l_l_l_l_“
CK S S+ S+ S+1 S+2

0.25 0.5
ALF Treatments

S/ (mglg)

A~
=

56

HEEERA
Soluble protein content

wn

3 i #

3.1 MR FE R ER XS BB T i A KRR
b MR E R A KR, S REY

PR TR R Pro AR — BB I 5

AN G5 RS TR | BEAE A AR FE R AR IS B AR AS , X

TR0 ST A 0 TR A KR B R R A

I FE AR, S BRI SR 4 v A AR K D R )

CIRE i P sy U IE i 373 5 RvE | INGIVSE - K7
ARk & 8L AE & . /IR 5B R, A L T
CK, e bia FARN TS TS, 5
S AL EEAA L 0.5 mmol/L #1 & Pro A L4 & HnT %
RS E HS SAMZEZES AR E,0.25, 1A
2 mmol/L & Pro 2 FEAR AT EEPERE & &, 40501 T B
7.50% .26.09% 1 32.62% . 2 W Jiti FH 45 1K e B Ah
U5 Pro RE M 32 /oy Wil i m] IS PR O 5, 1 0 SR 0 BT
Witk

, 10F

o] PERE S 2/ (me/g)
Soluble sugar content

CK S S+ S+
0.25 0.5

AbF Treatments
ES5 AREAETHEKANEEERAMANEENEB SEMXTEE
Fig. 5 Soluble protein(A) and soluble sugar(B) contents of plants by different treatments

S+1  S+2

7, Jiti FH 0.5 mmol/L #MNJE Pro 7 L 2% fi# i =2 76 5 By
A AR A YRR (A 1,38 1), 3 &
FHMIE Pro BERS 1T AHY) B B RS, FEARIR I Na ™
o AR AR RK A B i 09K DT 245 200 i PN
B ERE" . AT R I, B 10 mmol /L A&
Pro B E N T & Wbtk bk = S AR ZE AW i A —
SERRIE LRSS T E RS A e R
Jiti FH Pro RE A% A€ E HE AR AR 35 W38 N A XS 7K 43 3 B 1Y
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SO 2 T AR AR R b AR ARG, G iR I 38 6 A AR
TR AR5 A ST R B, B R B Pro AN Y
TC Ik G2 fifk A8 W30 XA 0 (0 453405 , 3 25 X A 0 1 o i
— 2L BT, 33X SR R T SRR Y Pro B AT — 5 1Y 1
{80, I 24 v AR Pro A BERS A SR HEEL ik
MM
32 NMEMEEXBMETHERELREDN
2

ROS F= 244 HO, Fl S A0 1 251, BE %11y
HP) AR T B M SRS T A & At 2
I ROS, 5| E AN A0 ABIFSE & B0, 2R
18IS B HO, &% 535 1, 0.5 mmol/L 4M Pro
AR fAER (R 2) X T BEJE i T Pro 4 S 4E
R — T S AR S I Y VR B R A T R Aot
2211 ROS S ]2 B0 1 SR P e 46500, DT 5
FACER R BFIEE & B, A T PR AL R
PETE &L X2 A A B Y A ORI, it fn 0.5
mmol/L #MJE Pro 0] DL I 3 3% Jin bt 4604k il 1 7% 2 o
Pro AJ DLAEEAR B AE F AR 4P 8 1 I 25 4 A RE
BB TS 11 AN FH Pro 38 R A AR
I AE SR R AL 2 MDA, %22/ ROS 5 $1
AAN R BRI EH (3R 2) o #HOCHESE R, MR
Pro WIS INRE 8 £ = 3000 T AE PR BT SA AL Bl A 15
AT BESE A P MDA ¥ BE R AR A IR R R AN A AT
DL i T AU R G0 BR 2 A2 1 ROS, 8 1] DL 283
Al 7 490 4 4 A AU AR SR A AR, AsA R GSHAE
AL E AR, 2 5 AsA-GSH G R B4z 5]
bR ROS . AHIESE & BE, 26 Mid 320 AsA F1 GSH
St BT MM i 3 vk FE Pro AT DAY/ HL 5 o
(F2), X0l Re 2 AEER A T, #MIE Pro M7 N4
T T IMSEPUEAL R G APX TR, T FEAR T AsA
i U TR W R E AR AR 4, 1T AsA-GSH
PEI T BN AR R 08 GSH 2 5 &k ak J5 e 7, 1
I EEE TR e e
33 SMNEMEEBRMEMETHESEVRESEN
A

HYTEAFIAE T S BB EY) kT B F4R
o A R 0.5 mmol/L M5 Pro A LA 32 & il
B S5AREEASE(E 3 KS), FHEIHE
F8H U 0.3 mmol/L 4R Pro fE W% i 25 & T 5 Wy
B MRNIHZERR 5 PR S, 1R AT
PRXTER B8 (TP, X 5 A S A5 A — B, SR,

BV BE (1A 2 mmol /1) #MIE Pro 23 BH i B AR ¢
AT R S, X2 T Pro 2 DG A AR T, b2
YRR A K ad R AR RO A W TE A 2K
STt JTOE Y e Pro BERS A SR BB B Y RN
i, Pro Al LIVE N A Z Bk R , 7R 30138 T A4
PRALREIE , 77 20 I N2 32 8 59 ) o 5 8, AT ik
SRR 0 33 B A A A 10 55 AR A0

R T B Na " 3 A4 N, S 304 i
KT, 5B id Ay . EAR G b, AR E 1Y
AN Pro FEARIT B Na ™ #2380 K% &2 (&1 2A, A
2B) , X2 T IIAGE B BE Pro I REAEZE 1l SRAR
O K11 e R WAL, A AR KRR, ] Na™
W AT B[] Ml - S 3z i, DT AR 2R AR R K o AT B S
Fi i, AP EE 0.2 mmol /L AME
Pro AT 44 = 2 Wl ae T &SI 1 K & & FEIK Na ™
&, AN Pro B BT Na™ 78 #iL &6 2R 4 |, k2>
Na™ PAR R ] it 7 v (8 3z B, R ARR 0T A B I e 14 5
F it TR YR Na /KT B R ) S
1 £ 1 2 VAR G, U AEER AR , Tt 6 B . AR5
FP7E it ARG BE Pro BF Na ™ /K FU A e 35 A%, iM%
1 2 mmol/L 4N Pro J5 3 HEARSE T (1 2C) L 15
AH it FH 385 B B Pro REAE AT AN Na ™ /K FLfH, 2
TR TSR A R

Zi b 3R IpE 2s i s AR it 0.5 mmol/L
HMIR Pro RERS 8 N =2 4 W i, 0> Na© & i, 445
K i BEAE Na ™ /K" oMl 32 @ He A AL g s 1, v
B ROS, {2 i il 20 B2 . n ¥ P 25 11 R0 m) 9 P ) A1
F, MBS SR A i S o T3 = Vi B AR Pro AN
LTG5 6 B 2 it 2 35 A AR 34 2 X6 3 i Btk —
.
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Effects of exogenous proline on Na’/K"* balance, growth and
antioxidant system of rapeseed under salt stress

LU Kesong', YAN Lei',HOU Jiayu',ZHANG Yali’,JIANG Cuncang'*

1.College of Resources and Environment/Microelement Research Center,
Huazhong Agricultural University, Wuhan 430070, China;
2.College of Agronomy/Xinjiang Production and Construction Corps Key Laboratory
of Oasis Ecoagriculture, Shihezi University, Shihezi 832003, China

Abstract  Five levels of exogenous proline including 0, 0.25, 0.5, 1 and 2 mmol/L. were set for
Brassica napus under 150 mmol/L. salt stress to study the regulatory mechanism of exogenous proline on
the growth and development of rapeseed under salt stress. The effects of exogenous proline on the antioxi-
dant systems, osmotic substances, and content of ion under salt stress were investigated. The results
showed that salt stress significantly inhibited the growth of rapeseed. LLow concentrations (0.25 mmol/L
and 0.5 mmol/L.) of exogenous proline promoted the growth of rapeseed. Compared to 0.25 mmol/L exog-
enous proline, the application of 0.5 mmol/L. had a better promoting effect on the growth of rapeseed, re-
duced Na™ accumulation in leaves, increased the content of K*, improved the activity of antioxidant en-
zyme, and reduced the content of reactive oxygen species. In addition, 0.5 mmol/I. exogenous proline pro-
moted the accumulation of osmotic substances including proline in rapeseed leaves. The application of high
concentrations (1 mmol/L and 2 mmol/L.) of exogenous proline not only did not alleviate salt stress, but
also caused further damage to rapeseed leaves. It is indicated that salt stress can cause damage to the
growth of rapeseed. Applying an appropriate amount of exogenous proline can stimulate the antioxidant sys-
tem, effectively alleviate the inhibition of salt stress on the growth of rapeseed, and improve its salt toler-
ance.

Keywords salt stress ; proline ; rapeseed ; Na“ /K™ balance ; antioxidant enzymes ; salt tolerance
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