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Abstract: Seedlings of alfalfa variety Medicago sativa cv. Gannong No. 3 were grown in nutrient solution with the Cd
concentration between 0 to 2.0 mmol + L. The generation patterns of endogenous nitric oxide (NO) and reactive oxygen
species (ROS) in roots, stems and leaves were studied, and the changes of root activity was determined. The results
showed that NO content in seedlings presented a tendency of increasing first and decreasing afterwards, finally recovering
normal with increasing concentration of Cd from 0 to 2.0 mmol + L. The NO content was influenced significantly by ni-
tric oxide synthase (NOS) and nitrate reductase (NR) in stems, while NOS, nitrite ions (NO, ) and NR determined

the NO content in leaves. Similarly, NOS and NO,™ had great relevance with NO content in roots. The increase of Cd
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concentration in solution leaded to the significantly rising of content of hydrogen peroxide (H,0,), malondialdehyde

(MDA), superoxide anion (O, ) and relative electric conductivity (REC) in seedlings, indicating that the stress of

high Cd concentration made the ROS vast accumulated, the cell membrane damaged, and cytoplasm outflowed, further

caused membrane lipid peroxidation. Besides, there was no significant correlation between NO and ROS due to their dif-

ferent mechanisms of generation.
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A JE T IR R MEVE BR AN AT A= ) AR BT
Z 3| 73z 1 (Nath et al, 2013; Chaudhuri et al,
2014) . FRAlEITAER, B A 2 BRN D RGE K | T
Ay A 7 T GHUR S 4 R R HERR , AT E R
TINEIAEE S5t T2k J8 (Xu et al,2014) , #5
PRI [ L B PR A A A 1 4 [ s Qe N 4l
R, RS AL AR R R A 16.1%, KA LL Cd
TG ol A AR AR I E 7.0% , Tt 43
2 (=] - 375 GeAR DL I A8 22 4, 2014 ) o Cd FEHE
PR N B 2R 2 o R o Wt 0 A S e 2H 2R 1 B
B B, 100 TR A 200 A 4R A R (BIAIFE SR 2010) 5
TR X K 53 08 W SORR 2 i, 00 DG A 1R R
WA, 0 A0 S AR e, LA AR ) A 1 (HE 55
4,2011) ;I B Y EETE AR N BRUGE 35 \A9 f
i (Agrawal & Mishra,2009) , I, #F5% Cd 75445
FEY) A R B S A 2R S

—SH A (NO) BAEWIEEZENGES 51,
22 5 AR E USRS 25 b AR B AR (R
WA ,2010)  FEREHINS £ WriE (CRIEEB S, 2010) (2
e (X EHT A, 2013) T R i (Arasimowicz —
Jelonek et al,2009) K 55N (An et al,2005) 555
SR mE P B A, WESE R AR Y
NO ARt S A0 6T A 7 A OR3P 28087 (R
45,2010) ;1 = NO W5 O, - M EARE R 4P
P s S i 2 ( HOONO) |, i 1 Ho i S b 1
TR AR ) K531 I 45 1 5 D) BE 3 UBBEIR | X A= i 4
PR EAE R (WRER SR, 2012) o AT DLAE P 4 N
P48 ( Reactive oxygen species, ROS) Fll NO 7 1 fit) ¢
AN MY W IE R A A AE W B (Saxena &
Shekhawat,2013) . [F] i, A PURE Py 17 #0456 JBik 30 1)
PLHELGAT 2T i in T IR NO R 22 AR RELAE i b
T3z B RS D B A 1 BIR 1), 33X T T A0 ik 185 A ok
( Arasimowicz & Floryszak—Wieczorek ,2007) ,

T A R T S L N R ) O,
il o AL H 15 (Medicago sativa, alfalfa) A5 i
PRt & i CuZn FEEBMW I (EXE

45,2006 ; 10 H A, 2014) |, & —FPAR A R H TS 19
IR E Y (FVTBE,2015) , MHEE A Cd &8
Wi S5 1 A 1 B - 1 & AR ORI B R A B AR
(FINGE Bl 55,2014 5 PN T 584, 2015) . EAR T A BFSE
FEWTE YU FE AN NO ] LUK hinig a8 35 )
SR PUE LB T, W Cd W aa XA B A
L BT E (BRARTESE ,2015) HE HATSE T Cd i
TR E T NIE NO FROS By 7= A 4 i 38 A A
X FF BRI AR LU IR B S i
WAL, TE KRS 2 TR RV Cd Ab BRI 4516
HAEAEAR ZERME A YR NO Ml ROS DL R g 2
SFALAE BRI BL & TE 537 5546 H 15 4 i 1 2
Cd Whria B i A= BAE SN, TR IR R E 48 Cd
Joi 3 SR AR E A B9 0 | B AL Y 5 K 55 7 THT $
PE— 58 BRI ARYE

1 MR 57

1.1 R 55

ik 2228 B A8 W R Oy R =% (Medicago
Sativa cv. Gannong No.3) , 6 H H il & £ Bl2# 058
i, Mt NO 7l NOS 1% NO 1] & F1 NOS
A & R A ) TR T, CD e
LB CDCL, - 2.5 H,O(FEZ5iR5)) , ek
AL,
1.2 SRRt

VA ML 1 S AL B A Fh T 72 50~ 60 C 7%
TR H iR 36 30 min, S B J B A DUSR & b
R MABE RSB TR T E A 12 W
J¥ Hoagland” s EFRIRAYKIE TN, 2L 24 & B
200 i, B R B SRR, B T E N SRR Lk
FTERZEAAC 30 d Zidy o Feglii 38 3~ 4 bt ik
WAy 21 0 W 7 A, B4 3 AT, L
CACL AL Cd Wia , 43 3 E 0 mmol « L7 Cd(CK) |
0.125 mmol + L' Cd(0.125) .0.25 mmol -+ L' Cd
(0.25) .0.5 mmol - L' Cd(0.5) .1.0 mmol - L™ Cd
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(1.0) . 1.5 mmol - L' Cd(1.5).2.0 mmol - L' Cd
(2.0) B9 1/2 Hoagland’ s IR AkSLKEE 3 d J5, 47
SINTAR ZEFN I AR A BURE BRI E NO L NOS |
NR.NO,™ .Car #l REC MDA 0, - H,0, A &R F
.

1.3 MEFH %

NO 5 2 [0 72 R FH NO S50 &7 (9K 4 oD I
BAF,2007) s NOS 2 B9 E R H NOS 3871 £ 7%
(X5 ,2011) sNR & B0 R a—Z8Hek (2
A 45,2003 ) 5 NO, ™ 7 o 19 I 2 SR FH A e L €2 7
(ZHAE5,2003) 5 Car 7 2 BN 2 R FH 54N et
JEIHR (224 R4 ,2003) ; REC 4 B R B $ R
A E (224 1R 45, 2003) 5 H, O, & 2 A I 52 %
LHMPOEETHE (GR/NFTEE,2009) 505 - P2 AE R
(R0 7 >R FH #4804k i (28 B G RN 2B 1 2005 )
MDA F 2R ARG B b 28 7 il e (2R A AR 5%,
2002) 5 HE F I 71 5R FH A AL = 2R 35 O s 2 0 5 (2=
A5 2002)

1.4 FHELE

K STATISTICA 1 EXCEL #2317 %5 418 4b
PRI, AR b #EA 1] 9 B B R 36 7 2547
Mr, 2 LR F Duncan B2 il 227 (a=0.05) ,
FHSNESIHT FH % AL A A BTk

2 HER54H

2.1 Cd BB T 48 NO 2K NO B4R
21l REHHFEH U NO A E CdUFEERST
AL E 5 G AR L ZE RIS NO & i (P<0.05),
0.5.1.0.0.25 mmol - L™ Cd ZbBRAMHIMHE LT 4R 25 H0
My NO Sk K, 5 CK Mo Bldt s T
142.63% ,142.63% ,119.53% ( P<0.05) , Bfi#5 Cd 4b
PR BE i — DI R SR ZE R NO SRR
JIF Rk, Hop AR NO & B /e B TR
ZIERe iR T CK I KSFE (MR P<0.05; 1. P>
0.05) ;17 2.0 mmol - L™ Cd 4B 22y NO &
2K, 5 CK HHIE TR T 9.10% ( P<0.05) , EA
M, FHeE Cd A BET, 2hi b NO & & it >25>
R, ME 1.0 mmol « L' Cd ZRFRES ZE>0E>HR (K 1)
2.1.2 BRIEHFE 4 NO & = A% NOS 21k
KR IRIE L NO 1Y CHERE (BF /N AIg LR, 2010)
TEANFMCSE Cd ABRS S A6 B A8 2l i Al ZE At rp
(1) NOS ¥ Pk S S S T 5 BRI B a3 ( P<0.05)

2500
Rlek [0.125 mmot - L™ Bo0.25 mmol - L

E’O.ﬁ mmol - L' D1,0 mmol - L™
2000 ' W15 mo! -L" 2.0 mmol L

L a
1500 bal

1000

500

NOZ = NO content(umol - L)

1R Root = Stem It Leaf
K1 Cd Bhaxs SAEEfE 2l iR 2 NO &4
AISENE RIF)NG PR R 2% 5 1 3 (P<0.05) . Rl
Fig. 1 Effects of Cd on the NO content in alfalfa seedlings
(mean + SE)  Different small letters mean significant
differences( P <0.05). The same below.

Hiir ) 0.25.0.5 F10.5 mmol - L™ Cd &b 43 5] fi 15
LTAR ZERN Y NOS TE RS B, A EE CK 435
P T 46.68% 137.78% F1 1495.93% ( P<0.05) ,
AHXTHE, 2.0 mmol + L Cd AbPRAE 15 4p i AR A
) NOS §if 4 e, 1 L CK 2 BIFRAR T 81.4% Fil
20.26% (P<0.05) ;1fi 1.5 mmol - L™ Cd kb {fiZ£h
() NOS Jib PEA fie e (5 B2 © B Z FEAK, B3 CK 5
42.12%(P<0.05) . 7340, R FE Cd AL 4
NOS {5 PE J AR > 25 > I i = M B2 Cd A B R 4 i
NOS i HZESAR S (K 2:A)

NR fELL NADH E Ry i A, 1k NO, " 5
TFHRJEA B NO (FHAESE2009) , FEA MR Cd
N EAEE R B AR ZERI NR TGRSR R
STt E AR R R, i 0.125,0.5 F110.5 mmol -
L' Cd AP 4 B AR  ZE RN i NR 36 Pk 2]
B, M EE CK 433 T 24.47% 35.64%F11149.53%
(P<0.05) . AHXFHE, 2.0 mmol » L' Cd AbFH{f 4 i
HR ZEFI g NR TGP % 2 f A% AH L CK 435
BT 10.67% (P<0.05) .28.30% ( P<0.05) il 8.44%
(P>0.05), WAh, SI6E 18 41 NR &M >2E>
5 [ Cd ARFER , 2y NR 36 A0 28 f i et 2
M>2E>HE (K 2:B)

FERRPER JEME 21 A 4 2 NO, ™ nl s i
KRR N 7= A NO (B 75, 2009) A [R] v B2
Cd AbFER RAEE R AR 2RIy NO,™ & &
SRR AR KR N R, o 0,125, 0.25



1486 L i W7 36 &
Bek [Jo.125 mmot - L Eo.25 mmot - L F 0.5 mmot - L™ []1.0 mmot - L W 1.5 mmot - L' 2.0 mmot - L
12 100
P —~
o T
& 10 S0t
o _
E g "o0
K, g2
g 2 €2
= = £ 240t e
g E
5 5
® 20
g’ »
=
= 0 0
2.0 0.4¢
: D
161 . o
W Y - < O
ﬁfé’m- b ﬁgé"
i o 2 2 o2}
= 3 0.8} a £ a
g5 a b £l E 8 d
ST 2 L 4
- %N 0.4r1 S e f d —=
00 =5 - =i 0.0 Mé:?_ A== bk
1R Root = Stem M Leaf ZStem Pt Leaf
Bl 2 Cd ke 2826 B i NOS 154 (A) NR 7&HE(B) NO, &5 (C) #l Car 5 (D) B30
Fig. 2 Effects of Cd on NOS activity (A) ,NR activity (B) ,NO,” content (C) and Car content (D) in alfalfa seedlings

F10.125 mmol - L Cd 4bF 43 5] {45 2y 1 AR 25 A0
mH ) NO, ™ ik i K, M CK 3 B4 T
36.11% 16.77%F1 222.81% ( P<0.05) , Aixfh, 1.5
F12.0 mmol - L Cd A4 5 E A5 2 i AR AN 25 rh i
NO, & E i/, M CK 43 BRI T 66.67% Fi
24.07% ( P<0.05) ;T 2.0 mmol « L™ Cd &b B & {fi15
ZEir T NO, ™ & AR R O B FEAL, H A5 L
CK ¥4I T 19.30% ( P<0.05) . WAMNETFE L, 41
NO, & I > 22> MW B Cd AL BER, 4 i
NO, ™ & & AR AR B >R >Z5 (F 2:0)
AT Car FIKE NO, AL AL NO (5K L 45
2009) , Cd AbHFELG 2Py Car KA T
B EA(P<0.05) . 1, 1.5 mmol - L' Cd Ab34!
fliZEr Car F AR K, B CK #M T 293.94%
(P<0.05) ; M 7E 2.0 mmol + L' Cd 4t F , Car & &
B KAESRIBEAS (B4 CK 3 9.09% ( P>0.05)
AHAIHE, 0. 25 mmol « L Cd Zb3 B Z3E 5 T 4hHi
) Car i, 5 CK ML M T 13.17% (P <
0.05) ;{HRfE Cd APV FE By ik — 23 K it Car
SRR TR, 7R 2.0 mmol - L7 Ik e AIK, A1 1
CK [&R T 62.55% (P<0.05) , MAh, b B 54

Car 7 B I > 25 AV Cd AR, 47 Car
P AR B W& ZE S (] 2.D)
2.2 Cd BE T4 &R ZEFH F ROS BIERK
H, O, J& 18 9 240 A Qi ask A v = 26 i — b 3 1
A, ANEMRER Cd Ab M E 3R TR H
RN H,0, %4 (P<0.05), Hdr, 2.0.0.5 f1 1.0
mmol + L' Cd ZbFH LR ZE R ) H,0, 7% &
A3k B T BORME, M CK 20 3 T 139.13% |
121.21%#1 122.22% (P<0.05) (& 3:A) .
MDA SZAEP NG it E A =2, o i

P I WA LA 45 R (R JEL A 45,2009 ), AN [l iR 3
() Cd Ab 3 2 2 5 T 2040 B 18 4 1R N ) MDA
H1E(P<0.05) ., H 1.5 mmol - L Cd ZbFR{H 4
HRFIZE R MDA & 5440 93k 2 7 & K8, A1 1
T CK A5 T 117.06% 1 318.35% ( P<0.05) ,
it sh MDA B8 i KA AR Cd AR FEIRIE S 2.0
mmol - LB B, #H L T CK #4001 T 732.57% ( P<
0.05) , FHE I 22 B i s TARFNZE (18 3.B)

0, & —F 4 H 3, AFEWRER Cd 3R
Pem T E SRR 0, - & & (P<0.05) .

*
HH,1.0,0.5 F11.0 mmol « L Cd 2L B4 AR 25
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—

Fp Ry 03 « o Bk 8 T R AE, A H T CK
S HIEE N T 135.48% . 94. 74% Al 223.53% (P <
0.05), WEAM ARHAY OF - Fr it i 3 K F 2Rt
T e B R > A >25 (K 3.0)

REC 7] LU R H M 502 4 F4 i A8 4k T
il JEL 2 425 3R ) A8 AR A S e S 4 L B 3 e ) i 2
DA 2 LR A A5G O ( AR 55,2007 ) o ASTRLHR BE 1)
Cd Ab3H i 2548 5 T 5546 H A8 S IR N REC (P<
0.05) . JLH1,1.0 mmol « L Cd &b 3 4 1 AR Fi1 2%
H1) REC 43 31A 8 T fe K AH, AH T CK 4303 fin
T 72.33%F173.19% ( P<0.05) ., %M+ REC Ff
F Cd bR B B 34 Inim R 22 =, 78 2.0 mmol -
LB AR AT CK #9/m T 210.28% ( P<0.05)
BEA , ZET ) REC SR >25 > |17 (B e 2 U] J2 i
W TARAIZE (P<0.05) (K 3.D) .
2.3 Cd BB 4 IR RiE RN

MR TR AE AR R AR & i AR
MR AR T I — I A BEE AR, PT 0 00 bl S B A ik A
AR 3 (TR 345 ,2009) . FEE Cd &b 2 v F
RGN, S AL E 18 91 i AR 205 07 2 W I ) e 1 5 )5
IS (P<0.05) MR Cd AbFRAT AR 22105 ) 3

ig. 3 Effects of Cd on H,0, contents (A) ,MDA content (B),0, - content (C) and REC (D) in alfalfa seedlings

5#,0.25 mmol - L' AL BRAR F 3% Jy ik ik #H HE CK
BINT 36.94% (P<0.05) . FGHEE Cd AbFRAE IR R
% 0855 ,2.0 mmol « L' Cd b3 R AR IE J1{UN
CK 11 55.42%(P<0.05) (&l 4) ,

8 Bek o 125 mmol -1 Bo.25 mmol - L
a =] =
o b Ho.5 mol - L [J1.0 mmol - L
<7 F J— " i
. Ei1.5mmoi-L" W20 mmol-L
4]
et
T
*5 |
R w
HI =4 |
M
=23t
Z
52F
©
5T
&
0

K 4 Cd Wb SE4EH 15 2 i i 2R % 1 952
Fig. 4 Effects of Cd on root activity in alfalfa seedlings
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0.05) , %M NOS NR 1 NO,” ZE# P NO 4= i3 7
Hil /R, 259 NO &5 NOS NR i 3 IE A 5%
(P<0.001) , i H] NOS NR 25425 d NO &
I FEERZE ;5 N0, Car IEAHX, LW NO,™  Car
fRE T 25 NO 2B R, it NO &4t 55 NOS )
W IEAZE(P<0.001) , 5 NO, 4 i F IEAH ¢ (P<
0.01),5 NR B #FIEAE (P<0.05),%5 Car 1E4H
%, ULHA NOS \NO, ™ I NR 2520 i Hr NO 2 )
FEHEE, BHPIASPEERNT

. ¥=375.333+11.756 X,+254.14 X,

r,=0.41730, r, =0.39904

2%, Y=187.997+35.700 X,+17.050 X,

r,=0.67443, r,=0.82804

. Y=818.423+43.62 X,+3.019 X,+129.415 X,

r,=0.41730, r,=0.17874, r,=0.39904

AH,Y B NO & & ,X, i NOS, X, H NR,X, N
NO,™, r A ZREL, &4 IE 3T 54 581
ZERME (R 1)

W NO &5 H,0, MDA O, REC IE#f
Xy ZEP NO RS H,0,.0; - BEIEM G (P<
0.05) ,55 MDA \REC IEAHE, 2B Cd Wit TR 22
1 NO 5 ROS P34, DT S AR | =25 1% 15 5 4
e, mintH NO &5 H,0,.0;- IEMIX, 5
MDA .REC fiAH2E (P>0.05) , UiBI - h NO 5% T
Cd JHlpa 0w 9 B8 g o 48 Ak 42 40 . 32820 [0l 43 A
G S /(1

. Y=428.608+7.815 X,+11.405 X,

r, =0.23040, r,=0.34069

2%, Y=493.098+16.939 X, +42.875 X,

r, =0.45058, r,=0.54518

. ¥Y=1366.775-19.715 X,+14.538 X,-6.030 X,

r,=—0.3719, r,=0.28211, r,=-0.4125

Krh,Y o NO &,X, 4 H,0,,X, 4 MDA, X,
H 0, X, N REC,r RS, B BIHMTS
FHOCHE AT 4 AR (3R 1) .

ARG 715 NOS NR ,NO, #% & 3 IEAH K (P<
0.001),%5 NO . H,0,1E4H, 5 MDA REC % i 3%
A (P<0.01) , 5 05 - fAEE, B4 01 )3 23 By &%
GRS BT S AR ], BEEH NO 19 7= A 55 AE B
AR T RSB BRI G T ROS 116 K S RUKs BHLAS A
PRITE S (3R 1) .

3 ik

NO J"{Z 55 T A8 Yy % 386 5% JBlk 368 7 e 7, 117 i)
REFRAE 0] Hh I NO 57 i (AR fR AR S e ( R LR 55,
2009) , AHFFT 455 R AR BE 1Y) Cd Ab B A 4548
H IR 2R R g NO S BT, I
B NO IE 78 41K BRI 553 F 51 AR DG AR 31 0 DA
PRy (HB /NS At , 2010) . EA FGE R
EVRIE Cd 2 W PR AR T NO 7= i (MRl 45
2014 ; BB/ FIAZIESR | 2010)  BAEARWFSE H | Bk
JEY Cd ARIRR 2 Y NO & i BB HTRRAR , {EAT
YRR 2 B T CK /K, Xt AT RE R T Cd
IR EWIR T NO W BRPLH ( Barroso et al,2006) ,28
RIS A AE R F2 Al TPt B (R ER 45 ,2009)

NO 7= A 3 B AT 43 A Ay A A i A2 2 1o
(Beligni & Lamattina,2000) , NOS F1 NR J& (e /2
()RR 32 A0 [ JH 43 A 7, NOS il NR 2 5%
M 25 NO & 519 F 2 R ; NOS \NO, ™ 1 NR N2
M NO ) EZHE R, MR NO &
FL5 NOS 1 PEM NO,” Fr i A B KA e, NR
A & B NO 75 BEAE B 1Y NO, ™ 4 K 4T
( Morot-Gaudry-Talarmain et al,2002) ; i A 57 45 5
FW]NR G PER TSR NO, S 5, X
P54 NR BA/E P24 NO LA, 24 Cd Rk
2] 0.5 mmol - L'lﬁﬂ‘,Car @%%5}@?5&,1:%%%@
BE, EIAHEEE = T 0.5 mmol - LAY Cd AL X} 4E4E
B4 W AT, 6 NO B U A 55 5 i
22 Car & HLE SRR TZ2, UL Cd Wrin % 25
H Car STHRIEZIA R BAKMF , Cd a2k
KHINH] Car B9 1, X 57 db (2013) XF A0 &)y i
AR 5E 25 SR — 3,

Cd BEH G A il Al NADPH 481k il 3% 1 7
=, TEAALPY O - F1 H, O, 55 1 M S0 A e, M
SR AN ROS JK V- T (BRAR M55, 2015) 5 1
ROS A HHIER R A R 0T 5| B AE AR AR o Ak, i
BN MRS R S IR, A M Az 408, R oS . BEA A
PRAEHEAE 16 LT 2 — 215 P &L B i R &
(A5 ,2012) . ABFSE AR E FHEE Cd
BRI, S8 A6 8 15 4 i B 22 A9 H, 0, 7 2 DA K
I O - T EAFE LT AR R R B Cd Jia i) 2
PR B Fa % AT RE R Cd k30 375 1l o S AL i 0
PRI, TS IS FR B SRR AT RESE NO
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Table 1  Correlations between the generation of NO and ROS of alfalfa seedlings under Cd stress
1{T§iﬁﬁy NO NOS NR NO," Car H,0, MDA 0;-
NO # Root 0.318
2% Stem 0.501 *
M Leaf 0.741 s % *
NOS  ## Root 0.897 # % 0.417
2% Stem -0.142 0.674 # 5 *
I Leaf 0.324 0.698 s s *
NR # Root 0.912 s s 0.179 0.685 s # =
2% Stem 0.398 0.828 % 0.715 %% %
I Leaf 0.104 0.530 = 0.901 s = =
NO,”  # Root 0.923 s s 5 0.399 0.885 s s 0.828 s s
Z£ Stem 0.918 s s 5 0.399 -0.279 0.320
I Leaf 0.619 s = 0.550 = = -0.009 -0.106
Car H Root — — — — —
2% Stem —0.458 = 0.313 0.439 = 0.333 -0.411
I Leaf 0.844 s s s 0.319 -0.185 -0.382 0.497 =
H,0,  # Root 0.054 0.230 0.015 0.259 0.171
Z£ Stem -0.163 0.451 * 0.704 s # 0.337 -0.234 0.390
i Leaf —0.575 % 0.003 0.305 0.434 = -0.189 —0.820 s =
MDA  # Root —0.649 = = 0.069 —-0.525 = —0.550 = = —-0.636 * * — —
Z£ Stem —0.533 = 0.202 0.413 -0.067 —0.538 * 0.718 s % 0.651 = =
I Leaf —0.850 s s 3 -0.372 0.000 0.143 -0.397 =0.917 # %% 0.902 = * *
03 # Root -0.415 0.341 -0.280 —0.449 =* -0.478 — 0.299 0.675 s # =
2% Stem 0.219 0.545 = 0.446 = 0.557 = = 0.046 0.408 0.521 = 0.177
I Leaf -0.246 0.282 0.742 5 5 = 0.782 s s 5 -0.223 —0.654 = = 0.773 s s % 0.574 =
REC 2 Root —0.623 = = 0.215 -0.432 =0.693 s #x % —0.639 * * — 0.137 0.712 s 5 = 0.860 s # *
Z£ Stem —0.470 =* 0.347 0.612 = = 0.115 -0.511 = 0.667 * * 0.720 s s = 0.898 s s = 0.310
M Leaf —0.828 s -0.412 -0.218 -0.074 -0.385 —0.084 sk 0.720 s % 0.889 s sk 0.285

e FORARIFHEFRIIAHICHE .35 (P<0.05) , #+ FORARRIRIAHICHER B3 (P<0.01) , 5 x FoR AT AR S W2 (P<0.001)
Note: * , ## _and *#*3* indicate significant differences at P<0.05, P<0.01 and P<0.001, respectively.

XF ROS i FEA IR AE T (B2 38 55,2011 ) o [A]IF,
W Cd AP 4R ) O - & b 2 i 725
Ak H, O, 1% B TR ZE (P<
0.05) , AIRESER MR ESCHEAE] Cd M, BT ik
PR S BUE T O - SR T, A
Xt Cd W44 8 e B A, S8 v A i cd>
W RE R W p AP 2 i A R R A A

PRSI EE AR AR T, 302 [ AL Bk B R v
H,0, & & & TR M ZE 5 )i N Z — (Dixit et al,
2001) o ZERINARETERR /N FIAZ LR ( 2010) X 4
EWFFE AR U, MDA AT B 328 Sz e i 4
LR RREE B G Cd Ab 3R BE S, i MDA 75 &
I REC 2% b J, X 5 A7 A 5T 45 50— 2%
84,2011 VLAT B A AT 52,2001 ) , 7 = i B AR
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FZErf MDA 1 REC A6 K% B Y A
B Pi AL R G RTREJA 3, 16 BR T #8743 ROS H H
5, SR, 2h AR R ) MDA Al REC &3 & T
SR U BH 55 2 2 T R A B Cd P aa i 25
MR H, B Cd W R Z i E S KR L

ARWFFEGE R R U] AR Cd W30 76 IR 55 48
B4 R i AL E I e ok TR AR I
P, UL BLIE 2 AR % | X T BE A A ) —
TSR 0T, AR BE B Cd AT LA )3 40 P e 5 1
1) 7= RS BT B Ak R GE Nk — 26 A B A b R
(HB/INASFIAZHESR , 2010) , H VR EE Y Cd 2338 1K
ROS W74 515 bR A 1 R A, 8 L A 2R K R
PR T 51 & A Wk BB i 2o 4 A P T (28 S0 f 4%,
2009), ZEA B H IR R, REWE NS
ROS A A £5- P AmFE AR 52 B 67 M 56, eI s Wk B2 1)
Cd AbFRfH15 ROS Az W1 45 5 bm 28 7 AR &
W IR R WAE R T R R 2 A

AH A 43 B A2 A (1] A 43 By O 25 SR 18 2 B, NO
F ROS AHCHETFA 2, B0 W] — 3% B W]y 1 fh A
{EP=HE AR A A AN A R, FEAS B 5T R, NO %
R Cd AP 28 b kS Cd 23k
FERHEIN, NO 8 25T [, AT 4k 45 76 W 55 sl R F T
CK 7K 511 ROS MUAH AR PR ENBES Cd AbFR MR i
R R MRS b T, sU7E Sk B Cd A B 52 4%
RS, X EZRH TR NE NO 2
PRI AR IR AR G 0™ 28, IF H L HE 1 (hae-
moglobins , Hbs ) F1 P i & 25 Bt H KA I (S - ni-
trosoglutathionereductase, GSNOR ) %535 B AL 1H B,
THEZIW S e TR MR NO
(BFRIE%E,2007) , fHIE O - IR FLhi A i 714
HEA HL TR ( Turrens, 1997 ; Liu,2008) ,H,0, 35k
8T 05 - MEAL, EATHR A W IR S i Ji it 2
L TG B 7 ( Bowler et al,1992) ,1fi Cd T4k
TR R AR EE , 1 AL O - A H,0, S 16 PR
TREFEE A . T AAEABESE H NO #l ROS 17 4
R AR A S B B S [R] fEa E
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