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Mitigation effects of exogenous salicylic acid on the seedling growth of two Helianthus
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Abstract: The cadmium (Cd) in soil environment has a high toxicity, which not only harms

plant growth and development, but also threatens human health. Salicylic acid (SA), a plant

growth regulator, can play an important role in inducing plant Cd-resistance. This paper studied
the mitigation effects of different concentration (0, 10, 100, and 1000 wmol « L) SA on the
Cd toxicity to two H. tuberosus varieties (NY5 and NY2) under various Cd stress (0, 50, and
100 pwmol - L™"). The results showed that exogenous SA could mitigate the Cd toxicity to NY5
and NY2. The SA increased the pigment content, improved the photosynthetic parameters, en-
hanced the bioconcentration factor ( BCF) and translocation factor ( TF), and reduced the Cd
accumulation in plant organs, but the optimal concentration of SA differed with the varieties and

their organs. It was suggested that applying appropriate concentration of CA could effectively en-

hance the Cd-resistance of the two H. tuberosus varieties.

Key words: Cd stress; salicylic acid; Helianthus tuberosus; photosynthetic characteristics; Cd

uptake and translocation.
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BA(Cd) 5 Ye#b 5 1133 J7 hm® (SR ZE,2009)
Cd B i A EENES B TR Z — &R
WOk 9 & ATl =8 B HERC, Cd i AR BEAE
AR e s 4 TEKERE TS U8 A A 1 it
SEflife I 18 Cd 15 gL B ™ 5 (9 55 4% ,2005)
Cd HA B )&, B2 B e sor H , i 58 b
AR Cd AOHEW AR LB AR R, i
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H2sE o BB AL, X S (d FEAs BUEUH) ( Clem-
emte et al. ,2003 ; H2XHHEE 2007 3 AFH 545 2009) .
TR gE it ia B 2R Y s AL 7 0 vk, 2% HLXF
RTERRTS Je IR BRI 22 |, TRt , & o + I iE 42
FR LA Cd 15 G et B %8 H A g e AT 55
(Liu et al. ,2009) , FHYMEE A5 I H i & 5%
T 2575 e T PR AR B 45 nO AR ) 4 BB B 4
AR BA AR A T B 8 T O I AR S it A5
(230 AR IR, 2003 )

37 ( Helianthus tuberosus ) X FREEZE | B,
] H %)@, JE b 600, SRR AL A v [ 3 ki
it FE R SRR Y, AR R LG R
AR, TR ER AR Al JE LU TR R TR
Hb DXCER A 3G 00 43 A Ak S 7RI E R 248 IX W]
Fe b (Be/NESE: 2005 ; &% ,2011)

IKAAIR (SA) J2 M W) A P % 3 A7 7 1) 3 2R Ak
Y, EANS ST R VE 24 B R AnAE ) T
P b ¥R 25 ALK B I sE ik e — A i
MRS 5 F (Horvéth et al. ,2007) , 3 RHF5E
LW, SA X 4B IIE T 1/INZE ( Triticum aestivum )
( EFAMESE ,2005) JKFE ( Oryza sativa) (Guo et al.
2007 ; 5 & 4, 2008 ) . Wi 5. ( Pisum  sativum )
(Losanka et al. ,2009) DI K 5515 ( Lactuca sativa) (1%
o35 Rl 42 57,2010 ) HA WY W (9 22 i AR . fEL X
T SA RBA ARG AR Cd X252 1053 18 AR DLARGE
ARG B AEWEGT SN SA X Cd Bha T 2 FhAg A
Y LA S Cd 7R AR N AW i
SERY I, Cd 15 G 1 B 6 A 2 S it — s i 3
W

1 #MEIAEE

1.1 Ak

B A A RS 5 5 (NYS) FIEg =
2 5 (NY2) R st R K AT K F 8637 Hik
S,
1.2 REsit

AIRI T 2010 4E 8 F 20 H—2010 4£9 A 25
H 76 B nt A A AR = b kAT, 1 e UL
KREFRE S A EH2ZE | FHK vhise T4 5 VI BGH 28 IR
PR T A7 A e b 9 R 7 46 (1K 40 em | FE 25
em 7 7 em) PR E P THELE RREEET &,
B K ENE A 8 em A4 EBUK H—E19 4
iR R ELAL B A b i SR A ek (AR

12 em 5 20 em) 1, BEALEA W 2 AR, AR5 & AN TR
Cd ¥ EFIUANR] SA WL 1/2 Hoagland & FR 1T
DEE I 3 ) Cd HREE (0 .50 A1100 wmol - L) A
K4 A~ SA ¥ (0,10,100 A1 1000 wmol - L"), —
12 AP 6 Yk, Ab B[R] R K B 0 IR
VR, R I R N L SR B R b 4y, Ak
21 d JE R TR
1.3 WEFRIRS Tk
1.3.1 AEYEE  CRAEL W ERHL
228K oh 800, B WK 4808+ s, I 2 i
K M BE AR SR, B AR e RN M LA 4
110 °C 7 10 min J5F 60 °C 4L 246 &l 2R T
B E T, ARSK R = (A E R T ) /AR
fitf 55 x 100% , i 3% 7K % = (M b R -
T ) /H AR EEE < 100% KR I = M T3/ 1 T
&,
1.3.2 W& (Chl) 52K bR (Car) B E
RS RSB IR T %25 (2006) 197 470 E
ANEFRBEE 3 bR, A AT ECE 4 R OiRent KA
MFBYRE A AFRE 0. 1 g, & F 10 ml 22 KA,
95% LBEEZASZE 10 ml, W45 AL S) B Tkt
Rb i, e 2 RERESE2E MG, 43 HIHE 665
649 F1 470 nm I E WG
1.3.3 NAEHSEHWmNE 321 d Rt
HABBNE, RHYEE PP-System 23 ] CIRAS-1 !
4 A S OG0 R G0 v o A R <AL
SR RS HUOR AR BR CO, YR E LA E S
B, DIE SRR A AN KT IR, H B AR i
IS 4 FroRgnt o 2 e 3 ik B A TG AR A
AL 2.5 em®, KAIRE 17.3 € ~18.2 C, 55X
th A AR VR E (C,) AR Bl Dy 394.2 ~ 398. 1
pl - L7
1.3.4 Cd EHEWBEMINE 4 2Rt
THEAN IS 20 H AW, R FH HNO,-HCIO0, & #E 17
AL F R 87 - 13) , R H BGR& 55 T
PGS A AR (ICP) ME H A i Cd & &, B FE A
EiCIRE/

AEYE R BCF RS R4 TF #2 LN A0t
#(Shi & Cai,2009) :

BCF =421 Cd W/ 70T Cd e

TF ="t 25w Cd WRE/ MR Cd WK E
1.4 Hdsiba

FIFH Microsoft Excel 2K {4 SPSS 16. 0 #4147
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T S B GE T, SR BUA 3 5 22 23 #r ((two-way
ANOVA) Hl Duncan 3 2 ) 22 M %53 ( P<0. 05 ) #E4T
BETEIT,

2 HRE5HM

2.1 AFEE SA Xt Cd i T 2 Mg Ao,
HRIEE b B 55 7K R A 52 0

MR 1 AT LA, BB S N 10 #1100 wmol -
LR SA A LR 35 (R HF 2 Ah 4G AR ZE 0 A=
K fHE A EE (1000 mol » L") ) SA 23352 1) A=
K= HEMEIER  7E Cd it~ £ & 46 br B35 K
TXFRE IFEAE Cd Ve B 1 T i o 25 B 5 VS N3 o
WRERY SA 1T LA RL R iR Cd X 4598 2538 b i 410 i
VB, {8 S5 A v B2 Rt i 52, LA 50 mol - L™ Cd
WeBETR B 100 wmol « L™ 0], NY2 AYAR K4k
TRAN SA FIALFRRE K T 2. 60 cm, 1] NYS AS{H R W4
KIMiE> T 2. 10 em,

K1 TERESAX CdMET 2 MEEERKZN

W2 Fros , BMIR INAS [ R B2 1Y) SA X 2 4
AR LA S M 3 T EE AR A B AR A O
HAE SA ¥JEH 100 wmol « L7}, & &AL T H ik
PR KAE ; ¥ T NY2, SA 24 100 wmol - L7 ¥ J&F
i, LA S Bl b 38 43 ) 5 BRI R T 64. 3%
127.9% AR 2 4F T, NYS HHB S st b3+ &
Oy WA R IR I KT 53.39% #1129, 8% , Ui SA Xt 2
FPAG MR T E AR ZTE KT ETE, & Ccd b
T2 FPAg A T E Y B E TR, I SA X 2 Ff
B R S AT — 2 AR AR T
R 25, &2 aTIE H,#E 50 wmol « L' Cd
WL I SA JFANBEAEHE NY2 Fil NYS A= 41 )
B, B2 SR I T ER A SA e 1S Kl
BWTEA ; M 7E 100 pmol - L™ Cd ¥ EE T, SA AT L)
AR 2 FPAGEAE Y 3, NY2 T NYS #94%
T 43 I7E 100 A1 10 wmol - L™ Y SA MR T ik
B fe KA £ TCCAIEBL T, it i SA 2 34 K2 Ff

Table 1 Effects of different concentrations of SA on growth of two Helianthus tuberosus varieties seedlings under Cd stress

B Ak SA R Iz T G
(mmol + L) (umol + L71) (em) (cm) (em) (em)
NY2 0 0 9.57 bA 4.00 bA 24.33 bAB 20.53 aAB
10 9.97 abA 4.07 bA 25.73 abAB 21.83 aA
100 10. 27 aA 4.37 aA 28.23 aA 21. 81 aA
1000 8.67 cB 3.23 cB 23.43 bB 19.20 abAB
50 0 8.00 dBC 2.63 eC 13.40 cC 13.57 deDE
10 8.00 dBC 2.70 eC 14.43 cC 14. 13 deDE
100 7.43 deC 2.63 eC 14.30 cC 16. 17 ¢dCD
1000 7.03 {C 2.57 eC 12.23 ¢C 14.77 c¢dDE
100 0 7.90 deBC 2.73 deC 15.03 cC 12. 03 efEF
10 7.47 deC 2.70 deC 14.03 cC 14. 87 cdDE
100 7.93 deBC 2.97 dBC 14.33 ¢C 17. 40 beBC
1000 7.23 efC 2.60 eC 13.43 cC 11.23 fF
NY5 0 0 12.33 aA 5.87 abAB 33.27 bcAB 15.67 dC
10 12.77 aA 6.20 aA 35.47 abA 17.27 abAB
100 12.43 aA 5.70 beAB 36. 13 aA 17. 87 aA
1000 12. 87 aA 5.37 cB 33.47 bcAB 16. 67 bcAB
50 0 9.37 beBC 3.63 deCD 31.13 ¢BC 16. 33 cdBC
10 9.43 beBC 3.57 deCD 28.17 dCD 17.50 abAB
100 9.43 beBC 3.60 deCD 27.90 dD 14.23 eD
1000 9.30 ¢BC 3.53 eCD 23.67 ek 11. 03 fEF
100 0 8.50 dD 3.20 eD 19.57 {F 11.83 fE
10 9.03 ¢CD 3.47 eCD 21. 17 {EF 12.03 {fE
100 9.93 bB 4.00 dC 20. 77 {EF 11.53 {E
1000 9.03 ¢CD 3.33 eD 19.43 {F 9.77 gF
FAH Cd 2718.23* " 1839.99 * * 1739.71* " 666.41 " "
SA 48.01" " 49.74 " 40.9" " 78.15*
CdxSA 17.76 " * 22.05*" 13.26" " 6.62""

RIFIAR/ING TR R AR SA WREE T AR Cd A ARBE ) 22 57 835 (P<0. 05) 5 [RIFIAFIRS FHER MR Cd AL T AR SA B4

THIE] 255 BE(P<0.05), * P<0.05, % * P<0.01, FId,
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Table 2 Effects of different concentrations of SA on dry weight and root/shoot ratio of two Helianthus tuberosus varieties

seedlings under Cd stress

AR Cd e SA Y& WTE B2 s PR THE M5 b
(mol + L") (wmol » L71) (g B (g-#Y) (g- ™)
NY2 0 0 0.28 c¢dBC 0.93 bcAB 1.20 ¢BC 0.30 ¢B
10 0.39 abAB 1.19 abA 1. 58 abAB 0.34 beAB
100 0.46 aA 1.31 aA 1.77 aA 0.36 becAB
1000 0.34 becAB 0.91 bcAB 1.25 beBC 0. 38 bcAB
50 0 0.21 dCD 0.50 dBC 0.71 dDE 0.41 abAB
10 0.21 dCD 0.48 dCD 0.69 dDE 0.43 abAB
100 0.18 dC 0.50 dBC 0.68 dDE 0.36 bcAB
1000 0.21 dCD 0.39 dD 0.60 dE 0.53 aA
100 0 0.23 cdCD 0. 66 cdBC 0.89 cdCD 0.35 beAB
10 0.24 cdCD 0.50 dBC 0.74 dCD 0.49 abAB
100 0.28 cdCD 0.71 ¢dBC 0.99 cdCD 0.40 abAB
1000 0.25 cdCD 0.56 dBC 0.81 dCD 0.44 abAB
NY5 0 0 0. 60 bBC 2.18 beB 2.78 beB 0.27 abAB
10 0.71 bAB 2.47 abAB 3.18 bAB 0.29 abAB
100 0.92 aA 2.83 aA 3.75 aA 0.33 aA
1000 0.70 bAB 2.09 beBC 2.79 beB 0.33 aA
50 0 0.71 bAB 2.16 beB 2.87 beB 0.33 aA
10 0. 60 bBC 1.87 cdBC 2.47 c¢BC 0.33 aA
100 0.39 ¢CD 1. 54 deCD 1.93 dCD 0.25 bcAB
1000 0.27 cdD 1.23 efDE 1.50 deDE 0.22 cdB
100 0 0.25 cdD 1.11 fDE 1.36 deDE 0.23 beB
10 0.28 cdD 1. 14 efDE 1.42 deDE 0.25 bcAB
100 0.22 cdD 1.09 {DE 1.31 eDE 0.21 dB
1000 0.17 dD 0.79 fE 0.96 ek 0.21 dB
F1iE cd 52.43* " 253.05* " 266.49 " * 9.1%*
SA 3.19* 18.92** 17.81* " 8.27*
CdxSA 9.72%" 8.83" " 12.04** 6.22""

3G IME L X B AE S — R AN BT, SA 1Y FF
MG AR R —E MRIER, B —E
Jolp3En , MATHT S BOHR 56 L R 35 K 5 Cd R B8 R 50 pumol =
L', i i 100 1 1000 wmol - L™ 8 SA A] L4351l
fi NY2 I NYS AR5 o ik SR AR, 124 Cd ¥R
HERE] 100 pmol + L7 S| vk BE Y SA 2%t 2 Fif
B AR 5 L R i A

M1 AT L FE TG Cd BT, Bt SA,
NYS HREBLL b 5B 5 KRRl SA WRE T+
IR, X T NY2 52 M8/, & 5B 5 7K 88
SRR AR K (1A, B,C,D) ;7€ 50 wmol + L' HY
Cd YRJET ,SA ¥4 100 pumol - L™ AT LIff NY5
(R 25 T 67 o 7K TR B e KA, T2 Cd ok B 3 K %)
100 pmol « L™ B fHFBLESR AR, 100 wmol - L™ 1Y
SA i NY5 #3007 & 7K R Al 2 55e /N (BT 1A, C) 5%
NY2 3K15,50 wmol - L' Cd ¥R, 24 SA i 10
pmol « LA AR B Bz My - 38 1% 7K a3k ) de /ML, 1

£ 100 pmol « L™ Y Cd ¥ & T ,10 pmol - L™ i SA
&S K FE R (E 1B,D)
2.2 A[FVEEE SA XF Cd e T 2 FhggaEnt 2 = &
KiHE MRS RN

WE 2 s, Bt in SA T NY2 #1 NYS M F
H SR ER SRS 28 R, B nt iR AR b
AK;Cd BB NYS MR e RS bR
Fr YR BB R b F R Cd R 3G
— WD RIS RR EE B SA J5,2 M Ea R & i
IR B F (B 2A, C) ;1 NY2 i 2 Fif
R E B Cd W0 BT X I I
ANBEAE Cd JHrE I 2E— 2580 s A 10 pumol
- L7 SA JE AT RS 2 M R AE 50 A 100
pmol « L™ Cd ¥ N & & (& 2B, D),
2.3 AN[EMRE SA Xt 2 FagE A EH S 80N 5
M)

M R3] LLE H, fEJCCATE BT |, it i SA XF
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Fig.1 Effects of different concentrations of SA on water content of root (A, B) and shoot (C, D) of two Helianthus tu-
berosus varieties seedlings under Cd stress
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Fig.2 Effects of different concentrations of SA on chlorophyll (A, B) and carotenoid (C, D) content of two Helianthus tu-
berosus varieties seedlings under Cd stress



2160

ARG 30 E 510

R3 FERE SAX CdIMET 2 MEEXREGIEASHNZIE

Table 3 Effects of different concentrations of SA on photosynthetic parameters of two Helianthus tuberosus varieties seed-

lings under Cd stress

AR Cd e SA WRE B L5 e AL JaIE] CO, e Z IR
(pmol - L) (pmol - L) (pmol CO, - (mol H,0 - (pmol CO, - (mmol H,0 -
m? s m? s mmol™!) m?-.sh)
NY2 0 0 16. 23 bcA 0.43 aA 299. 33 abAB 9.28 aA
10 17. 80 abA 0.39 abAB 285.00 bcAB 8.97 abA
100 18.20 aA 0.42 aA 290. 00 bcAB 9.37 aA
1000 16. 73 beA 0.40 abAB 294.00 bcAB 9.30 aA
50 0 12.03 dB 0.18 dE 274. 67 bcAB 4.16 dC
10 17. 60 abA 0.41 aAB 307. 67 aA 7.83 bcAB
100 15.07 cA 0.28 ¢CD 288. 00 abcAB 6.78 cB
1000 17.70 abA 0.32 bcAB 286. 67 abcAB 7.67 bcAB
100 0 15. 63 cdA 0.26 cDE 278.33 bcAB 6. 88 cB
10 15.10 cA 0.24 ¢dDE 267.00 cBA 6.63 cB
100 15. 63 cdA 0.26 cDE 273.33 bcAB 6.98 cB
1000 16. 10 bcA 0.30 cBC 278.33 bcAB 7.64 hcAB
NY5 0 0 20.93 aA 0.37 abA 303. 67 bcAB 5.29 efDE
10 18. 60 bB 0. 19 cdBC 242.00 dC 3.67 hF
100 21.77 aA 0.26 bcAB 254.33 dC 5.06 fgDE
1000 21.47 aA 0.31 abAB 274. 67 c¢dBC 5.87 deCD
50 0 12.33 cdC 0.17 dC 276. 33 ¢dBC 3.93 ghEF
10 12.93 cdC 0.32 abAB 307.00 bcAB 6.28 c¢dCD
100 13.57 cC 0.30 bcAB 308. 67 bcAB 6.97 bcAB
1000 12. 87 cdC 0.34 abAB 321.33 abAB 7.71 abAB
100 0 9.66 eD 0.41 aA 348.33 aA 8.77 aA
10 11.87 dC 0.39 aA 328. 00 abA 8.95 aA
100 9.76 eD 0.35 abAB 334.00 abA 8.34 abAB
1000 9.76 eD 0.24 bcAB 312. 67 bAB 6.74 deBC
FAiH Cd 34.77%* 14.86** 31.6%* 42.97"*
SA 3.64" 4.01" 3.95" 19.98 "
CdxSA 2.08"" 21.24" " 15.46" 34.59" "

NY2 £UESHCGEWMA KR, &2 B EHI 55 NYS 19
LB MulE] CO, Mk BEFIZE IS HR  #E SA YREER 10
pmol « L™ i, HAK 1k 2 5 AR (H, 2 51 o~ XF B8
51.3% .79.8% M 69.3% , f£ Cd AT, &4
SRR ER T RIE ) NY2 A950O64 3R Cd B
AT BE T R (H IR R B Cd VR B A R
— TR NYS HOL G BURBEE Cd W EE 3G K i
ETR, SRR BB (E2), HinA
SA J& , ZHOLESHUR E K A5 2 5 K ERT SA
(R B IR — 3, fERTE Cd i T, SA WK
100 wmol - L7, NY2 BG4 3 F 0k B i R,
% T NYS 458,100 F110 wmol - L™ A SA 43 57E
50 1100 wmol + L™y Cd Wi F ik 3] 5 P AH 1 2%
A A R 3R TR B B K fH
2.4 OR[EVREE SA X2 Fh4gE Cd & AW
FRE(BCF) Jefiz ZEL(TF) B

T 4 AT LI B, FEARGE I SA R4 T 2 Figg

FEARFEFRAL Cd FEBIBEE Cd Wk BB T & e
K AR Cd E B m Tk i 52550, Ui AR
JE Cd FEEEMNE X Cd WEEREHRKTEM
M-y i FAEAERR ] 22 5t ) SA X 2 3§ EFE AR TR Cd
WRIE T A AR AR AT, B 2[R — R, AR TR
WE BRI N2Z R, LLNYS B, 7E 50
pwmol - LAY Cd M BE T, SA H&JE 435114 1000 A1 10
pmol « L™ B, I i FIZEFFH Cd & 2 dw /D, AR
Cd F RIS SA Y EE /Y T & MR W 7 =, 7€ 100
pwmol - L' Cd ¥R, SA ¥ A 1000 wmol + L™
B 25 Cd 7[R B 38 2 eI, 177 SA W B
10 wmol + LB, R Cd F X, 7EHMA Cd
ALBRES , BCF ABREE Cd W ) T i 1 e 3 B, 1
TF P 5 A R [ I A5 BT 22 5%, NYS /9 TF B Cd
B G I An T ONY2 B9 TF WIBES Cd B9 T+
MM BRI SA J5, X BCF L& TF Y520 A 5
PSS B AR BT 25 5%
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AEKE SA I Cd B2 . EVMEEZRE(BCF) URFHIZRH(TF) I

Table 4 Effects of different concentrations of SA on Cd content, BCF and TF of two Helianthus tuberosus varieties seedlings

under Cd stress

A Cd W SA MR JE Cd & (mg-kg") BCF TF
(pmol « LMYy (wmol - L) - 2% R - 2% it (%)
NY2 50 0 57.11 dB 63.06 dC  340.29 dBC 20.33 bA 22.45 cdB 121. 14 ¢B 0.19 ¢B
10 62.23 ¢cdAB 69.95 dC  275.38 eC 22.16 aA 24.90 bB 98.03 dC 0.25 aA
100 64.15 bcAB 97.63 bB  410.38 ¢B 22.84 aA 34.75 aA 146. 09 bA 0.24 abA
1000 46. 36 eC 67.91 dC  416.70 cB 16. 50 cB 24.18 beB 148.35 abA 0. 16 dBC
100 0 47.18 eC 87.42 ¢B 890. 79 aA 8.40 eD 15.56 cC 158.56 aA 0.10 eD
10 43.70 eC 85.44 ¢B  836.96 bA 7.78 eD 15.21 ¢C 148.98 abA  0.10 eD
100 68. 84 abA 92.22 bheB  409.51 c¢B 12.25 dC 16.41 cC 72.89 eD 0.22 bA
1000 70. 86 aA 123.48 aA  853.67 abA 12.61 dC 21.98 dB 151.95 abA 0. 15 dC
NY5 50 0 90. 31 {C 88.69 dD  414.96 dD 32.15 aA 31.58 bB 147.73 ¢C 0.21 cC
10 77.91 efC 77.92 gD 420.40 dD 24.74 beBC  27.74 ¢dBC  149. 66 cC 0.19 dC
100 83.22 deC 80.37 ¢C 549.70 cC 29.63 abAB 28.61 hcA 195. 69 bB 0.19 cdC
1000 70. 50 fC 105.86 eD  642.24 bB 25.10 ed 37.69 aBC  228.64 aA 0.13 eD
100 0 167.22 aA 177.99 aA  629.16 bB 29.77 abAB 29.77 beBC  111.99 dD 0.28 aA
10 142.53 bB 136.75 ¢cB  552.12 ¢C 25.37 ¢dCD 25.37 deCD  98.28 eD 0.25 bB
100 130. 34 ¢B 163.76 bA  626.49 bB 23.20 dD 23.20 eD 111.52 dD 0.26 abAB
1000 88.57 deC  114.43 dC  885.14 aA 15.76 eE 15.76 {E 157.55 ¢C 0.13 eD
F1E Cd 321.21% % 1723.74* % 3027.47"* 676.83° " 749.14*  2077.42**  21.7"*
SA 41.44" " 46.64 " " 318.34" " 68.59" " 10.5°* 1206.79* *  321.62" "
CdxSA 3.46" 29.43** 253.83* " 4.27" 40.19** 931.84" " 48.01* "
£S5 AERE SA X2 MEFFEN ZEMRG Cd RREHF M
Table 5 Effects of different concentrations of SA on Cd accumulation of two Helianthus tuberosus varieties seedlings under
Cd stress
Cd WP SA Yk JE NY2 NYS
(pmol - (umol - L") I e Uit It e it
L™ (pg -t (pg -t (mg- B (pg -t (pg -t (pg- t)
50 0 12.38 cdB 17. 86 eD 72.58 dC 74.21 bB 119. 21 aA 295.99 aA
10 12. 86 c¢dB 19. 12 deC 56.92 eD 56.36 cC 89. 34 ¢BC 253.63 abA
100 12. 83 cdB 29.61 cB 73.87 dC 46.35 ¢dCD 79. 89 cdC 214.38 bAB
1000 8.66 eD 14.04 fE 86. 13 cC 42.34 ¢dCD 58.29 dD 173.40 ¢B
100 0 13.06 cAB 33.51 bAB 207. 82 aA 91.36 aA 99.21 bB 159.37 cdC
10 10.20 dC 22.79 dC 200. 87 aA 72.03 bB 87.41 c¢BC 156. 42 cdC
100 19.96 aA 39. 04 abA 114. 66 bB 85.70 abAB 74.29 cdC 139.90 dD
1000 16.30 bA 41.16 aA 210. 60 aA 37.76 dD 41.03 dE 150. 47 ¢dBC
FAH Cd 222.4%* 501.73** 732.06" " 183.06" " 57.62° 576.04 " "
SA 99.48 " * 79.05* " 33.65° " 198.42* " 283.04" " 71.79* "
CdxSA 137.5% " 64.82% " 33.52" " 51.66" " 8.86" " 47.31" "

2.5 R[FEVREE SA X2 FpagER Y Cd RBE W
|

S W LLE HNY2 Fil NYS A[R#8 B X Cd
1) BRI <R P B T &EZ/ Cd,
Mo B3R Cd B AXT D X 53R 4 R A
[FlHeE SA XF 2 FhagF AN m 4% B v Cd 2R E I
WA 3K 22 50 L Cd ¥ 50 umol + L' R 441
T NY2, SA # N 1000 pmol « L' Af, I Fi2%
HA AR Cd ZRE, i Cd R E R ARE

FTE SA ¥ 10 wmol + L7 B XFF NYS, SA XF
Cd ZRE R AR R BEE SA WS,
25 AR Cd SR BRI T A

i

3.1 AFVEE SA Xt Cd Bl T~ 2 Mg A,
R 7eE b K 25 7K R B3 )

Cd ZAYMAELTETE , AS 54WME A
BRI A A i 2y, AE AN SR AE AR Py SRBUK X A= 7

A

3 e
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AR EAE ( ERESE,2005) , 7E Cd il R ,2 Fh
S TE S TR o W] A= Yl ARG L
WK, Cd X 2 Fiag = 1y 2 FAEHIBEE Cd ¥R EE B T
I MTE—E 3K, SA VR —FhAMEBR 3 Yk
() SA XF 2 Fh 25 10 A= K HoA B B AR R AR, 18
KT R L Bt 138 (05 DRl s, X 4% 3 1
() M)A T 28 030) , AR A 39 R b B3, i i
TR SA LLJ5, T 5% th AR BB M i SA 3#F A 45 3R
P SA 5 ZEARH Y ] L3 A RE )k b3, fr
DL SA AR A= 4 42 2E 4 FH B R Bl 3 (R
PRI ,1997) . TEARRIREERY Cd 8 T, SA
X3 i KR e EE 0 5 ) A e 3 BOR 2251, 16
50 wmol - L™ Cd ¥ JE R, SA AEEHARENE JF T F 1
T, L Z 2 I 2 A R ) 4 o 7 A VR R A
100 pmol « L™ Cd ¥R, il IR IE M) SA Al LB
G Cd Wi Al A LR AR T8 5 M B
T H A HAE, MY 52 AR A W e i AR e H AR 1R
B, #E Cd Whie 2 Fi 4G 2 AR OeE L #0280
HE,SA I ARER] 28 1% Cd Whif , s/ MR H, 1
FHFR/INH i 5

LIELY/RESUE R 70 WS I STERAY (2 i TP N N
M- FEOR R B & KR T B (BRED 5 ,2010) , A&
I, Cd Wit R 43R03 7K R85 B KT xR
LW Cd ] T 7K 43 W AT AR A T 3 S50 3 = 4 L P
IKATER B As N SA LUE , R S8k 2 Fhag s
AR E KR BUAR B Y T R A, X UL SA 1)
TS 23 5% 38 2 240 Jifd 7= A= AR ™ 52 (9 B SRR A, AT
ey T AN K RS e, SA X Cd ke T 2 Fhigg
FERVEFRORAT X G T 2 R e 5
RN R 25 5%
3.2 AR[FEVEEE SA X Cd e 2 Fhgg a4 % K&
KiHE MRS RN

Y Z 3] Cd b nt, Yo E4E 232 2], ot
LRARSZ BNREIR G A B TE PR RN SRR A Bk,
HeA ORI, M4 2 B G & VE I #R & R Rt
PR F BB, 2000, 5K 42 1% ,2001) . 7E Cd
AR AR AL DR S E B AT R
TR SA FEASE 2 Fhfa 24 1 I B AR
b AR EE (10 umol - L™') SA RES I 4 Cd W
R 2 MRS E, R BT EERN
FEOR, LSRR EECRIDCEEHESIE
WAHEAT R N 2 W5 R I R T R A
—RE MR FR AN AR R M A 2R B B,

SB35 , B G XA F s DI B
F IR R4 28 () B ( Schnettger e al. ,1994) | Jiff
T SA BEREHEIN Cd il R 2 Rl AR i Al
FIHAVER M IE R 17,
3.3 R BE SA XF 2 PR G E S HN %
M

A VE RS LA A7 () S hili A BT 26 (3K
MCHILAE,2010) 156 A R B 4 R e T A I T AR
GE FALEE T, G R K RHYE A /ERM
KV, R ZIRBR (Z 2 HF 4, 2010) , Farquhar FlI
Sharkey (1982) AR, i+t 1 2 114 B ARG A < FL FIR il
FNAESALFR B P 75 18 A 3R, 0 4 3 258 R 24 i 1)
Bt CO, VR FEAR ARy T AR, — 35 RN s/, FLAALRR
B RS Hot A R N R R R LT
LI, 75 Ve A T R A T B2 U PR I 1R 40 R
FRRE 1 Y REAR, AR Cd 36 I AS Al 3 1o R 7]
AL RFRARM] CO, e, L5 B i R %
5 FLBRHIE A T w2 R 08 55 T 2% R [l
A A R 55 19 8 2 D R A AL, B
MR AN AT T RS R, Xt S e R i
TREFYI G, AN SA I B BB 2% i Cd Xt
B A RG], o G R R
SALFE LUK MR CO, W AR R T SAERT T
RECE RIATEN] DS ER 5L E AR R K
% SA fFEMSIRE M XML Y N XA, A
WRTI6E FALRE o, i EomE 7 40 9 i F Cd
Joib3E 7 A R P AR T B, DN 2 2 B % S 8K
FE Cd JHlpaE T A5 BRSO, £ HE T 2 S A ik
A RRBL AL
3.4 A[FVREE SA X2 R4 Cd & A E
FE(BCF) K32 250 (TF) (520

BHFFEERY, F— R 3t od 1YW s 4 fE
FETEA BRI AP ] 22 57 (5KI6 2255, 2005 5 Alexander
et al. ,2006;Zhao et al. ,2008 ; BREES 2009 ; 22 F 1
4 2010) , AIRIEH NYS IR ER B A Cd &
PR E T NY2, X —JrE i NYS X Cd BAg
TR W CRE JT, 5 — 7 AL UL NY2 AHXEF NYS
Al REEA T 5 A A HE Cd FGEES Cd 55 B RE .
HR B AL R MCE TR 3 (0 fe £ AR AR
HRXF Cd WICRE J7 K F22 At BCF J& i f A 4 %ot
48 B KN — AR AR, HEROC, %
AH R A0 1 b 30T R 4 T 1) R e SR AR RE ) i, B A
FITFAEYIE S V59 + 35 (Salt et al. ,1995) ., TF 248
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FEY b E A TR & B S A TR S E
FU A, S WAE 00 T 4 8 MM 3R 405 75 31 | 3%
SYRBETT . TF BK AR 1) b 1353 e o 4w Y
fiE J kMR ( Mattina et al. ,2003) , BCF Fl TF B
Cd ¥R B T = M RAIG, U BAAERG % Cd W i i)
HREB LM AZ B A A7, IR T L2549 LA e i Cd
(IRE T, FHAR 1) Hb L3832 5 A i T 7R 32 BP0 5 i in
A SA LU, BCF Fll TF #4531 1 342 5 , Ul SA 27
ff T Cd XF 2 FPAg AR A /B 5, S T AR i X}
Cd BYW I LA B B S A1 4 ) L as ke
3.5 R[EMREE SA XF 2 hagEk N Cd R
|

T4 A TEAT A PN 1) B 5 e A P %o 4 1Y)
WSS TR E A ) AR PR 25 7 1) 43 A A SR ) 1
WSS G IR, — i 5, 514 s 16 A 14
PN B AR, ) M L A R A X gD ()
155 ,2010) . ABFFEH, 5FX Cd 1Y RS R I
<ZE<HR X AT BB A KR4 1Y Cd 7245 AR IR S
21 f R ) SRR TR ER FIAR P A B 1 S TR
KAELEB IR E B KT F SR A DL+
PR (k45,2003 ) AN SA J&5 , MR X Cd
) BRI, X UL — R b SA Wi T &
S JEAAEAR I EEF , $ 0 T EX Cd BT 5 A
BEH EEHY Cd, 7625 P iy 2 B A 25 5%, Cd
TEEN BRI G 2 X — 7 SR 54
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KAMBA—ER KR, H o F O L E A R
v —A BT

HAT, A X SA 5 SHEY E S B It HLE Y
WEFE 1 S e 25 B B, AN [R) (4 A 00 4 LT 5 T A5 285
RO, H 2 EAAFE, Metwally 55 (2003)
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Drazic 1 Mihailovic (2005) WA K, SA RE 1% 38 13 14
VR BE A TCHLE T AEAR R T B A B AR 2E Cd A
MR )b EAS Azt . ARFSE R, SA 4EREIF s
T Cd a2 Mg AN E AR SR ADGEE
FHEEEE D80T Cd 7R85 2E R P9 B 28, DI ek st
THEMREE IR A KR DL, ARWFSE R R SA Z2f# Cd
R34 A BEML R R AL T BISAKHE | [0 56 SA LR 1R
Cd FEF W FHLGIEA Feift— L R AR R

S 0k

WA F4ik, ATEEL, £ 2007, MR AR EORA

KERAESTEE I, R 2, 27(2) . 298-
303.

Frfdlh , TR, RIJKI ) 25 2010. 2 FlRRICR 15 4 £R 10038
R A ARSI N, A AR, 30(4) ¢ 933-940.

MR BE, Z53E0R A5, 28, 2009. AS[A] G N ESE RS
RIS R s 5.  FZEZS 224, 20(3) : 736-740.
SRHATN , BIGA, BEHGME, 25 2009. HAME XA H €4
AR A SRR R . SRBE TR 244, 3(12) « 2291 -

2296

OB BRI, AE M, % 2005, EBRIT= AR U0 LR b X
iR A R V5 Y IR 58 —— LU Ll AR 5E T R o
ERIREE ) 14(4) : 559-561.

OB, MR Dk, RERB, 45 2010. AS[E]K I K %)
B A0S ORI E AR ST, bRk, 27(7) ¢ 1-4.

M, FMAE. 2000. AT TR A AR ROV S hiE
ZRR. ZHERFFMR(AREBREEM) , 22(4) : 311-
317.

20, BRI, 2003. & AR I R 4R B 4 IR 1 AL
H PR BAA 2, 14(4) : 627-631.

ML, SIS E. 1997, HYPLETE SRR S0 5%
FIBEMLER. YA, 39(2) . 185-188.

R/, XK BREGES, 4. 2005, T 5L IX i i K
TR A AR R A RUN A ST, HHEFR, 42(1) ; 91-
97.

ZEE, EALRL, & 8. 2010. S AREFPEENT Cd 5
et A AR BRI N, A 2SR, 30(2) : 288-299.

FEHETF , TR, 2010, SMNEKAG IR ARG F 35 4G
AYEREMR . TR RI, (2): 156-158.

Ry, TR, X1 1%, 25 2009. 4@0 X5 4 A4
K ETTEAEE R G, A SIIEAIR, 18(2) ; 494
—497.

T &, Me/ME, Tk, 4 2011, ARESARE XS
B T EA I A B, AR FIRE, 30(2) .
255-261.

ERME, DL, JAIEX, 45 2005. /KRR /INA
RYLEFRRLNL. FF, 24(10) ; 15-17.

SASH, SRERLT, FACHE, 5. 2008, KRR E K FE ST
ST A BT, fedbEH, 23(BET)) ¢ 135-139.

F2EZs. 2006, Y EBACERIFBMEAR. LT, m%
A AL

o e, SETE, K Hl, 25 20100 BB TE 4R Cd 1)
SRR S5 BRI R, RO FREE R 22 2R 4R, 29
(11) : 2094-2099.

T4 . 2001. BN AR AL AN AT (12
PRSC0) . M AR AR,

A, WEAEET, FTESE. 2003. FEEENT AR W RR B
FORPERRSE. W22k, 30(5) : 514-518.

WS, WFEL, BrEE, £ 2010, AR NO XFERIA T
FE A SO AR R R . A SR, 21
(6): 1432-1438.

IR, FIRR, S, 2005. Cd A &k S+
TEYEAAC R . AV IR L E 23], 24(4) . 670-
673.

Alexander PD, Alloway BJ, Dourado AM. 2006. Genotypic var-



2164

ARG 30 E 510

iations in the accumulation of Cd, Cu, Pb and Zn exhibited
by six commonly grown vegetables. Environmental Pollu-
tion, 144 . 736-745.

Clememte R, Walker DJ, Roig A, et al. 2003. Heavy metal
bioavailabilityin a soil affected by mineral sulphides con-
tamination following the mine spillage at Aznalcollar
(Spain) . Biodegradation, 14, 199-205.

Doumett S, Lamperi L, Checchini L, et al. 2008. Heavy metal
distribution between contaminated soil and Paulownia to-
mentosa, in a pilot-scale assisted phytoremediation study:
Influence of different complexing agents. Chemosphere, 72
1481-1490.

Drazic G, Mihailovic N. 2005. Modification of cadmium toxicity
in soybean seed lings by salicylic acid. Plant Science, 168 .
511-517.

Farquhar GD, Sharkey TD. 1982. Stomatal conductance and
photosynthesis. Annual Review of Plant Physiology, 33.
317-345.

Guo B, Liang YC, Zhu YG, et al. 2007. Role of salicylic acid
in alleviating oxidative damage in rice roots ( Oryza sativa)
subjected to cadmium stress. Environmental Pollution,
147 . 743-749.

Horvath E, Szalai G, Janda T. 2007. Induction of abiotic stress
tolerance by salicylic acid signaling. Journal of Plant
Growth Regulation, 26 : 290-300.

Liu ZL, He XY, Chen W, et al. 2009. Accumulation and toler-
ance characteristics of cadmium in a potential hyper accu-
mulator: Lonicera japonica Thunb. Journal of Hazardous

Materials, 169: 170-175.

Losanka P, Liliana T, Rusina Y, et al. 2009. Exogenous treat-
ment with salicylic acid attenuates cadmium toxicity in pea
(Pisum sativum ) seedlings. Plant Physiology and Bio-
chemistry, 47 . 224-231.

Mattina M, Berger W, Musante C, et al. 2003. Concurrent
plant up take of heavy metals and persistent organic pollu-
tants from soil. Environmental Pollution, 124, 375-378.

Metwally A, Finkemeier I, Georgi M, et al. 2003. Salicylic
acid alleviates the cadmium toxicity in barley seed lings.
Plant Physiology, 132, 272-281

Salt ED, Blaylock M, Kumar PBAN, et al. 1995. Phytoremedi-
ation; A novel strategy for the removal of toxic metals from
the environment using plants. Biotechnology, 13 . 468-474

Schnettger B, Critchley C, Santore UJ, et al. 1994. Relation-
ship between photoinhibition of photosynthesis, D1 protein
turnover and cholroplast structure: Effects of protein syn-
thesis inhibitors. Plant, Cell and Environment, 17 55 -
64.

Shi GR, Cai QS. 2009. Cadmium tolerance and accumulation in
eight potential energy crops. Biotechnology Advances, 27 .
555-561

Zhao HL, Li HJ, Xiao LL, et al. 2008. Effect of N and K fer-
tilizers on yield and quality of greenhouse vegetable crops.

Pedosphere , 18 496-502

EEET K R 51987 4 LTS E, EENEE
EIRIFERAEYER MG, E-mail; chenenqi0318@ yahoo. cn
REHE W




