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Improvement on the growth and nutrient absorption of Iris hexagona by exogenous salicylic
acid under Cd stress. HAN Ying', DEN Peng’, CHEN Gang® ('College of Horticulture and Tech-
nology , Suzhou Polytechnic Institute of Agriculture, Suzhou 215008, Jiangsu, China; °College of
Bioscience and Biotechnology, Yangzhou University, Yangzhou 225009, Jiangsu, China). -Chin. J.
Appl. Ecol., 2015, 26(10) ; 3153-3159.

Abstract; The effects of exogenous salicylic acid ( SA) pretreatment on the biomass, water con-
tent, photosynthesis, root vigor, Cd accumulation, nutrient absorption and antioxidant enzyme ac-
tivity of Iris hexagona under Cd stress were studied by using Hoagland solution culture. The results
showed that SA pretreatment promoted dry mass, root vigor and net photosynthetic rate of Cd-
stressed I. hexagona seedlings. Compared with only Cd treatment, the Cd accumulation of Cd-trea-
ted plants with SA pretreatment remained unaffected, however, SA pretreatment increased contents
of N, P, S, and decreased K content. Activities of antioxidant enzymes of Cd-treated seedling root
were increased under SA pretreatment. In conclusion, the improvement on growth of I. hexagona by
SA pretreatment under Cd stress was attributed to improving Cd tolerance rather than reducing Cd
uptake. The regulation of mineral element accumulation and the increase of antioxidant enzyme ac-
tivities could be explained for Cd resistance improvement induced by salicylic acid.
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SYTHFT R R T UVEE R N FoR
G2 FAHY T RGE T SA BEZ R Cd 75 T A AL
AR AR i — SR IE A, SA 22 Cd
HEARESTAEMRGE TR, S HYIEN &8 IT
RAMLICR R O R A
VFZ TSR] SA BERS 2% fift 2 Fh i 4 8 XHAE W) 1 75
FH SA P ALY R DU LB R A H AT
ARIF W, TTBE-S A [ FPZIE AN [ Ab By 32 A [a]
A KR TR RS 7K A AE ' B 4 7 3 A0 3 1 4%
7 PN A o AR L SC R . AS T 5 LA % 2 7 22 1 5
AR, BT T /MR SA WAL FEXF Cd JHhif R R Rk
LAY K RARTE S NP LS K ST
JUER 5 SRS A Tl T M A 98 1 2800, B AR —
A UTERAME SA AL R AL BT B ) W7 2 8 5 . Cd
TEEMZARAE, 0L AR PSR, i o)
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L ny BB AR S
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1.1 MR

TR S5 1 B8 2 S e 08 55 R 4 e 7 R AR K
BN 20 em 247, BUE 2 N KRS 2. =R 20 ~
25 °C, 58 150 pmol + m™ + 7', AHXEE 65% ~
70% ,1/2 Hoagland ¥5 3R 5 3%, 4 4 d #He— KK 57
W, B K NaOH 8 —I% pH 1B, fR+77E 6.5 47, 1
A G AR LB
1.2 Rt

W SA AR IE AL 1 pumol + L7'SA 1231
WM ER 24 h, AN SA MR R BIR M4 AR R
fERZ L, RGN B A S A AR Cd 1)
KR, 3 4 Cd Ab Bk 4351 4 0,100, 500
pwmol + L™ CACL,. BRAbH 4 ¥R, A 3 K, 3L 12 Bk
B AP 7 d S5 R T A AR I E
1.3 MEmH Sk
L3, 16AHAE(P,) MBRTEJI(ROC) A
ZIEE WALZ GFS-3000 Yo &G R4 M5E , G
SEFE A 1200 wmol - m™ - s~ I 25 °C, KA CO,
WEE R AE B 6 B A bk e AR R B 1~ 2 5K
R EE M 3 W, BOFHIE.

FH TTC 3L MR 2 06 7, FRICEEAR 0.5 g, BR4b
HE A 3 K, H 0.4%TTC %W MBI 2 R (1/15
mol - L' | pH 7.0) W& IR AW 10 mL FT/M IR,
7 37 C TR 2 b, A 1 mol « L7 AR 2 mL,
15 1k SO B IR 7K 43 5 b 1 G R R BRI,

YeER M B S 225 F) 10 mL.485 nm T (A, LL2s
FIYE RS b, 3 RIRE I VR 2 AR R 22 1155 DU
WA S )

1.3.2 TRii e ok milE B ab B 12 bR
WREWT 20 mmol + L™ Na,-EDTA H 15 min,?,E:
TR LA oh gk, 482 7K 43 Ja B b 6 Bk i A9 AR it
(BB 2ETY ) 43T, 4 R AR AR e fif 5T 6 O BT
B (FM) ,#R)5 105 °C A7 15 min, 80 °C 4t Z 6 &
FRAS T I BCE A (D), TR T4 €S
AT E. 534 6 BRI SRS R AR VR, - 80
C AR, T B T A

Tk S OCER[ 15 ] IR G
Bk = (R —T P ) /T

1.3.3Cd N SEMME 7 6ek i HL a0 5 it
PACRE AR AN I 2 BB iRy A, 3 40 H IS 1 AR
Wi, AL B E A 3 UK. HNO, + HCIO, (V = V=
87 + 13)IRATRIN & 52 4, R H TAS-986 JiL W ik
SACIERETEINE Cd & . VR B R T Ak e, SR
FOSS 4= H 8l AU E N % 5.

1.3.4 Cd P K Fll S AHXS E I B 3 A7 s,
I LSRRI R J2 . B 5 AR JBORY 7
Ean D b, AT 22 AR A J 1 XL-30 B EREE F1 4
LB T A IR 4B R S B IR B &5 %
BIHE 5 °C B ESE 4 Torr, I HLE 15 KV. I
WFE SR T R T AT AR Y R ), R4 T
X B FHRE B A M. BETE AR 92 [H Thermo 72y
FIY Kevex RETE X, N fL o 20 KV, #3720 0.15
A FE SR ILAA A 0° B & 5 EREF (8] 1 #A B R 332, T
YEFE S 10.0 mm , XAE Fh AT A5 04T X-9F 4R e i
SIMTIC SR FEERZENT FIAR K J2 0 B (R, FH Bffais
FRRERR P Wi AR R T R A2 ik
HHEL 6 WHCFBIEITEA Cd P K 1S STTR AN &
B (LUFREE 2, B mass% Fn) AR MM H N
FEX 75

1. 3. 5 AL S (CAT) G LWl (POD) %R
AP AL (SOD) 1% P4 PN - ( MDA ) 5 2 1) ]
O AIRREC L g AR EETRAE RSB T 3
WA 7K 1 mmol - LVEDTA #1 1%PVP (1) 1R 2%
M (pH7.0) 10 mL B 3415, 10000 xg 4 °C &0 15
min, PV T EEIG PRI 2. S M2 A A U SR Y
T3, F U DU e (NBT) 38 J7 2530 72 SOD I 14, LA
i) NBT Sebif B 509% A —A B 7. FH A
BIAEREI E POD §54%, DL AR 4 43 22 75 5 1 460
nm [ FE AR A Ry — A 7 B, AR AR B L2
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DARR S5 g 22w B 1 B A 1) 2o A B IR B —
ARG S
1.4 B

RIGEAEAE Excel T 7B 2, B 15 ok« °F
Yol +hrifE 22 2 SPSS 17.0 Ge it 5 E 17 X
R E T 225007, 2 ¥IEEIR ] Duncan 2 K (a=
0.05).

2 ERESH

2.1 SA X} Cd Hf MR DB AR KRR
15 715

5%t FBAH L, 100 F1 500 wmol - L7'Cd 4bFH 7 d
Joi AR T R AR A A6 Cd Ak
TINAERRE, 430 L HRR B T 30.6% 1 55.1% (3%
1).SA TALEE AT DL 5 25 2% Cd JBaE T i 2 H7 22 e
B AR AR R, R R AR T BT R b Bk 100
pmol «+ L' Cd Ab B #% i 35. 2%, b B %l 500
pmol « L™" Cd AL AN 45.4% AR FIH- i 4 X 55 7K
HHARREAE Cd WREE W) L Th T 2 R R, SA Ak B ]
DI Cd ria FARAY & 7K &, 100 pmol - L' Cd A
ZSEF 500 wmol - L' Cd W R 43R £ 25 K BB
T2 AN 3. 46 Cd AbHS 6 5 W e iR 25 8 )6 Ak
KA R 1 0.3 TR, SA TAL R fE sk 28 6 4
AR RTE JIBE Cd e B 38 T Rk 55 {3 SA
AL HL G GG R AR R 6 135 e [R]— Mk 3 R B
M Cd AbFE S E RS T Cd B a 4, Bl SA kb
FXP Y AR A RIHER (R 1).
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Fig.1 Effects of SA on Cd contents in leaf and root of Iris hex-

agona under Cd stress.

AR NFREFR R AL FRIE] 24 53 5. 3% (P<0.05) Different letters meant sig-
nificant difference among treatments at 0.05 level. [f] The same below.

Kig LR Cd, B R &0 8 & F o, 100
pmol + L™ Cd AbFEIHHIAN R AIAH 183 pg - 7' DM,
M Cd 1 3 £52,500 wmol - L' Cd Ab B}
WA ZHAF] 784 pg - ¢ ' DM, M1 7 f5 4 4. SA
AL A ntr Cd AR R 5 W — v B sk Cd &b
AR H, OB 2 5
2.3 SAXF Cd BB T AR N & &5

WE 2 fias B Cd Ab PR B A3, i) N
FEENRNTIEESE HERHNERENLFES

R1 SAX CAMMETHRSHZBEETRE . QKE EGEEMRARF NN

Table 1 Effects of SA on dry mass, water content, photosynthetic rate and root oxidizing capacity in Iris hexagona under

Cd stress
Cd W SA kb3 i RT3 K i MR 7K b pliessr &S AR
Cd SA Leaf dry Root dry Leaf water Root water P, Root vigor
concentration treatment mass mass content content (Mmol . m-2 . (mg . h'1 .
(pmol - L71) (mg - plant™)  (mg - plant™") (g-g") (g-g™") 0 g 'FM)
0 SA- 967+117a 49+4.7a 8.09+0.91a 20.67+1.74a 7.96+0.30a 1.75+0.02a
SA+ 969+132a 50+4.4a 8.42+0.65a 21.30+1.10a 8.10+0.31a 1.82+0.05a
100 SA- 774+159b 34+4.3h 6.59+0.74h 17.67+1.37b 3.65+0.28¢ 1.17+0.02¢
SA+ 792+117b 46+2.8a 6.76+0.43h 20.01+1.46a 5.40+0.93b 1.68+0.03b
500 SA- 612+50c 22+2.1¢ 4.60+0.63¢ 13.63+0.82¢ 1.80+0.72e 0.44+0.02¢
SA+ 745+111bc 32+3.4h 4.65+0.78¢ 15.15+1.53¢ 2.44+0.28d 0.86+0.02d
Cd 18.07" "~ 110.31* "~ 79.23* " 7174 " 482.17* * * 1998.80 " * *
SA 1.62ns 37.40" " 0.63ns 10.59* * 29.13" "~ 499.82" " *
CdxSA 1.07ns 855" 0.11ns 1.16ns 9.18" "~ 82.50" * *

[R] FAS [] /N =B b 3R] 22 57 8 3 ( P<0.05) Different small letters in the same column stood for significant difference at 0.05 level. ns; P>0.05; * P<

0.05; * #P<0.01; * * % P<0.001.
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Fig.2 Effects of SA on N contents in leaf and root of Iris hexag-
ona under Cd stress.

pmol « L™'Cd Ab B BH & FEAIK. SA AL P /5, 0 N
AR Cd AFREE LI R R, {H SA A B S
LU IR — e B Bl Cd b P I 3 T 5. SA TAL B | AR
) N £ 5 R — VR B sk Cd A FRAR FLJC A AR 1k,
2.4 SA XM F Cd P K. S AHXT 5 150

M2 2 Al BEE Cd AL PRk BE A3, HAY P
S Cd AR 3G, M K AR X5 2 FAIG. 28 SA il
PRI BB Cd A HRVE BE BN, 45 JC R AHX & =
PIORFe T IEoR MR fb e 5 (A 5 50 Cd AL #AR L,
P .S HXS & W T, K AR R &
SA TS , Cd AHXT 5 i 5 [l — Mk BE 5 Cd Ab 3
FHIT.

R2 SAREWNEZHTRMBEEM P.S.K.Cd BNEE
(REEHE%) W=

Table 2 Effects of SA on relative contents of P, S, K, Cd
in leaves of Iris hexagona ( mass%)

Cd W SA 4bI P S K Cd

Cd SA

concentration  treatment

(pmol - L1

0 SA- 7.6£1.3e  4.7#0.6e  87.7x1.5a  0.0+0.0c
SA+ 7.8£1.8¢  5.1#0.6e  87.1x2.3a  0.0+0.0c

100 SA- 83x1.5d  8.1x1.8d 82.1x1.2b  1.5+0.3b
SA+ 92xl.1c  99+12¢ 79.3x1.8¢c  1.6+0.5b

500 SA- 10.4+0.8b  10.7+0.9b  76.9+1.5d  2.0+0.2a
SA+ 11.420.5a 12.4+0.6a  74.0£0.8¢  2.2+0.5a

[AIG AN ) /N~ 32 3% A B ) 2% 57 i % (P<0.05) Different letters in
the same column meant significant difference among treatments at 0.05

level. T[] The same below.

2.5 SAXHREJZE Cd P K. S AR & 5 A5

Bl Cd AbFHMR B A3 i, AR B 2 Cd AR i
WEERM, P .S FEA B H 22 5N B3 K 1Y
X Er i 2 PR AR. 28 SA FALBE ) | & TR AN i
Bl Cd AbFH MR BE A3 s fm , {2 5 5d Cd b3t
FHEE K BARXS & i 2 AR, P LS IS A IHHZE
ANWE,Cd X RO B2 5 (I 3).
2.6 SA XHEFFZETY Cd P K|S FHXF 5 515200

%y W 2 W 5 R HE R — A I R 2T AR K
ZATJE I 23TE B H: (0 AR IR 25 32X v 1) 2% 2 B &
RS R A /0N AR LR LB A, FRAT T X A
FERIROI AT T ORS00 45 R R B Cd Ab P
WRE 3G, FEFRZETT P LS Cd AT A BN, i K
(YRR SRR AR, T 5 LA AR A L, JE B 257 Cd
()RR X 5 e i g 28 SA T B 45 JC RAHXT & 1A
Bl Cd Kby BE (3G i3 im0 5 ol Cd b3
FLE, 28 SA WAL PRSP .S A 2 Wg A 18 i (H 22
SN T K AR B G FREAIR. 48 SA TiAb B
J&i , Cd R 5 5 3 LU [m]— R B Bl Cd b B L 8
i (3£ 4).

R3 SALEMNESHTEZBESEREE P.S.K.Cd B S
E(REEFE%) W

Table 3 Effects of SA on relative contents of P, S, K, Cd
in root cortex of Iris hexagona ( mass%)

Cd He g SA AbFf p S K Cd

Cd SA

concemration treatment

(mol + L71)

0 SA- 10.3:0.8c  4.6£1.2¢ 84.5:13a  0.5:0.3c
SA+ 11.0£0.6be  4.8+1.2¢  83.5:l1.4a  0.620.2¢

100 SA- 11.5:2.9ab 6.0£2.0ab 80.8+1.5b  1.720.1b
SA+ 12.7¢1.2ab 5.3+1.4bc 80.1x1.1b  1.9+0.4b

500 SA- 12.0¢1.4ab 6.0£0.9ab 78.5:0.8c  3.5+0.9a
SA+ 13.8¢2.5a  7.0£1.9a 75.7+¢2.2d  3.420.3a

R4 SARBEXNESHTLRBESEENET P.S.K.Cd B3}
EE(REEBTER)WEIN

Table 4 Effects of SA on relative contents of P, S, K, Cd
in basal stems of Iris hexagona ( mass%)

Cd g SA kb3 P S K Cd

Cd SA

concentration treatment

(pmol - L1

0 SA- 7.5¢0.8cd  10.4+0.7b  81.8+0.3a  0.3:0.2¢
SA+ 9.1£1.3¢ 10.4£2.6b 80.1x1.7a  0.4+0.3c

100 SA- 8.6+0.7cd  10.9+1.8b 73.4+2.2h  7.0£0.2b
SA+ 12.1£2.0b  11.2+0.6b  69.8+0.6c  7.4+2.1b

500 SA- 13.1£2.1a  11.5+0.2ab 66.5+2.0d  9.2+1.0a
SA+ 14.0+1.0a  12.4+2.2a 63.9+2.5¢ 9.7+0.9a
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Table 5 Effects of treatments of SA on activities of CAT, POD, SOD and MDA contents in Iris hexagona seedlings

Cd ¥R SA 4by CAT POD SOD MDA

Cd concentration SA treatment (U - mg™! Pro) (U - mg™! Pro) (U - mg™! Pro) (nmol - g”' FM)

(pmol « L71)

0 SA- 5.36+£0.55a 34.10+1.14¢ 121.1+3.9d 3.92+0.13¢
SA+ 5.85+0.80a 44.93+5.56b 130.2+5.2¢ 3.93+£0.52¢

100 SA- 3.92+0.33b 37.33+0.49¢ 142.1+£2.4b 4.78+0.25b
SA+ 5.6+£0.93a 49.16+5.00b 153.2+8.1a 4.18+0.30c

500 SA- 2.3+0.24c¢ 46.74+0.44h 106.7+6.9¢ 5.46+0.16a
SA+ 3.08+0.25be 55.39+4.58a 120.1+7.6d 4.64+0.18b

2.7 SA NIRRT A B M Y 5

M5 FTLE Y BEE Cd Ab B FE A T 1%
Gy AR CAT 3 PE R, POD 3 % L7,
SOD W& PELE 100 wmol - L' Cd ZbFH s | T, 1M 78
500 wmol + L™" Cd Ab ¥k BB R [ 248 SA T Ab B
J& ,CAT,POD F1 SOD I 1435 Lt [/]— R B ik Cd Ak
PETFR N (MDA ) 2 AR o &k = 9, e T
I A7 R B % ) 0 B 5 R AR A 79 18 (MDA ) 7%
SR Cd A B R BE G I K N, SA T Ab B S AR
MDA 5 i B F LT A — VR B Pl Cd b3,

30 ®

XPR ZHO W ok Ui, ity Cd W E KT 5~ 10
pg - g R AT A R I, S A W A
Cd FERBAEARES, )3t _b 3B 5%08 i RE ) =t P it
Cd e R/ BB R A b % 5 W
MRS Cd /G, AN KREMRE Cd, 440 7 d
100~500 wmol + L™'Cd 4b3f  if P Cd & &A% 64 ~
98 pg + g DM ARMF R A TR K8 T 0. 53 41,
XF Cd AR E A I R Y, 75 i 25 AR B
S Cd Fr iR Cd A3 B i 35 I w3 i, 2
PR 2R vh LA B v 16 B 6 ) B0 42 08 5 R AR B A 3¢
SR Cd FRERRE ST AP K251 & Cd B R £
B Li 55 B E K AR s SOW T e, B
Sy B G I 15 PT e /K AR RN L 25 B Cd 15 42 A
RO, FLS B HYEAS HE— 09T

HYIRNEFITR R EHEY) Cd 3 FE
B 2 — A AR Z O KR 3 B TG 2R W i LA
F By AT, R 4 R A iz B ek
1638 iR oy A B 70 2 1Y Rt B AR X — iR 12
W Cd 2 A AR O B A AR Y, HLR R S A
LRSS | — M 4 )8 B 7 A e A R S e A Xt
B IR ICE MR Uk 55 , 8 1T R AR R A K R
7 — okl N K Mg M2z 5] Cd [, P

S Ca A HZAEIE W B IE ' F s LA, 6T
P S 7E Cd a3z WL b VR FH Bk sz 2 d A,
MR, S 7R FF 9% = 9 45 e H R (GSH) 7K
T, Cd Mraa J R K TR EE SR R W ICE £
SIS SERE IR W A K (PCs) TP SC TR,
L3R T -SH A 40 M P i B S Cd, TR AR Cd
XF 2 BT T BE AR (A4S S LR IR B Cd
F 1K) H Y. Stefania 252 BFFE 2, 5l S wlHEE Eok
HER A L (GS) MM, - Y%A R
(PC) , NI FEAIR Cd I BEPE. ARBTIT L5 R B, 78 Cd
S TER o S S TN re o T Y 0 QY DG e
TR, P .S AR & W LT SR AR
JEHFRMA K S EAEE TR MNP .S SEE LT
e A2 SR DRSS Cd Wra AT DL 3
Tkl % S W R S . N K B A G, AR XS P S
IS HL 3 2 ey b AR 2R

SA FATA My AT LLsZ A 00 AE 3 A A G
TEW YA K K E h BA HEAE LA, X T
SA GZffAEY) B 4 B B H A K IR E. B A
Tk NEE KFEKEE SR R T4 SA B
JEREZE R Cd B =) Mewwally 260 F 500
pmol « L™' SA FlAL PR MR R, I LItk Cd X AR
A b3 A= KA. Guo 25 FE K R A5 31 T2
RIAZE R ] 10 wmol - L7'SA ALK R RS,
Cd XK FEL o B A= AW B Rk %, 24P A el
TP AR L SA I A B HL AT iR Cd FEERY
YEFS, Ahmad %7 FH 1.0 mmol - L™'SA B§jiti 7 3 -
T, SA 7] DAZE# Cd XFI7 38 09 A KA il Noriega
A0 0~ 500 mmol - L7'SA AP T A B 2%
T Cd R EAL . IR R RN RFE Y
Fh2E AN[A] Cd Wria B2 B2, AN TR SA Ak 3753k B ]
W B B AR AL ERAT IR KA [F). 2 & W e i &5 2 1Y
Foft B ARJRE | A 7= v - 1 04 B RIS, — R 43
R SETE RN 5 0 B Y Ty k. 00 b TR A i g o 7R
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R B, I Sy W W0 e X SA BE, B it 10
pmol « L™ SA 2 X HAR R AR K = A Rl R L, A<
IRIE R F KM SA FilAb BEAR ORI R AR & i 5
RS Cd HitEi 7t 45 3 SA R A& kb 33
5j[A]— e B Bl Cd AR BEAR L, 1 OGS R
PR, 7F 500 wmol - L7 Cd AL ST i f 3 v 25 57
.28 SA FAb SR R Gk RRWE B L
T TR AE 100 wmol - L' Cd &b B A 5k 75 5] BH
TR, UL SA TALFE T LA AR Cd X % 5 1 & 16
SRR REH , HARNT 35 M VE T 0% SO A Uk
X AT RE S TR 2R 9% 45 A0 PR A A2 M, T8 5 Xt Ak
B RN A ARG R I 7E [ — Cd WraE
WEETR, SA WALHE S MR A Cd & &5 5h Cd 4b
FRAH LA B 25 (1), B SA AL BEXT Cd
B R RAE PN 238 98 Cd Wi, i 2 4
T X Cd T, 3% 5 Drazic 251 AHRE 45—

VAR FEEAK KRS R E R KRR g,
FHTFHZFEY P RGE T SA fEZR M Cd B FHA
fefria P B Metwally 25 35 1, SA 1 L%
it K Cd 8% FEUW RIS A Ak, B AR i -
TS 0T A TP AEUAR A0 CAT PSR I R i S Ak
Yt (APX) BTG PE T B, B0 SA XK E 1) Cd #F
ZfRSPRA RGTC K, W BEAFAE 55 A Y 2B fR AL
il Drazic 251 HRGE T SA @ i AT 450 R (R
Wi K 9 Cd 8% Drazic %5/ 1 10 umol - L™'SA
AL B AL AT, T LG Cd SR AR AR K
TEIVER P8 4 Jm T R W, AR RS E AR N Y S T
S PRI, SA IR YT S T B RS A, AT NP LUK
Mg .S Fe &8 FZEFEIUE K Cd WML, 3§ F1 43
fic & SA Zff Cd B2 10 55 — A EZ AL A6 25
RATEN], 5 Rk B Bph Cd A FEAH EE, SA Tiikb 3
JEM N &R BT, P LS AR W
T K ARXT B ik — 20T R R R AR 2
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