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Effect of exogenous NO on the growth and
inorganic ion content of Festuca arundinacea
seedlings under Pb’" stress

ZHANG Yuan-Bing, LIU Ai-Rong, ZHANG Xue-Ping, HUANG Shou-Cheng
( College of Life Science, Anhui Science and Technology University, Fengyang 233100, China )

Abstract; Effects of exogenous nitric oxide (NO) on the growth and some inorganic ions changes of Festuca arundi-
nacea seedlings under Pb2+ stress (1 000 mg/L) were investigated. The result showed that:in comparison with the
control, Pb2+ stress decreased the fresh weight,dry weight, water content, the root activity, inorganic ions contents
such as NOz , K+ ,Nat ,Ca?t ,Mg?+t and Mn2+ , but increased the root MDA content, the root membrane permeabili-
ty and Pb2+ content of F. arundinacea seedlings. In comparison with Pb?+ stress, SNP 0. 01 —1 mmol/L made the
fresh weight,dry weight, water content, the root activity, the inorganic ions contents of the seedlings under PbZ+
stress increase first and then decline,and the root MDA content, the root membrane permeability and Pb?+ content
changed in the opposite direction. The results suggested that there was the dose effect of exogenous NO on the seed-
lings growth under Pb%+ stress,suitable concentration of NO could matigate lead poison and enhance the lead toler-
ance of F. arundinacea seedlings.
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BIPGEE D EMBRITHREE. XEREFRE
ARELLBBL REWD, ERREELE A
RGBT (EER%,2003), WKEHRERA
EWRFE YRGS BB 2%,2008), H
HLESERHRE . BRENEZNTE, REWE
HREFSFPEERERROEEZ —.

T 7K 3 8 Bl 1L 8 X 4 4 & 84 (Sodium Nitro-
prusside, SNP) 2 —Ff % I NO #£{k,NO B4 ¥k
h-MEENELEREFESSFREESTF . BE

—F 3% ¥ & (reactive nitrogen species, RNS), fEf -

Yk F BB o — A4k B A B (nitric oxide syn-
thase, NOS) #1 i Bf i£ [ B# (nitrate reductase, NR)
# 1L 7 B, (Wendehenne %, 2001; Yamasaki %,
1999), AARRXFFRFI . NO AT LIS R E T K
i (Hsu & Kao,2004) .1 15 T4 #i (Kopyra %,
2003) . [5) B 2 (Laspina % ,2005) F1 B 3 B (FKiT &<
%,2008) ML AARE ) ME MBI E AT NO XY
EEGATRFEARMITIE FERBAOEWE LR
B. B ¥ ¥ (Festuca arundinacea ) N EEHE f 2>
— RAEENE PR BB %SRS, BRE
BTZ TR PR A (Ph 1996 8%
MESF,20040) A EEREESRIGR IR E, B
REB I EMZ — (ERRF,2006; Bk 15 %,
2008) . AR E K 3 R 4l ar ok, W E S IR
NOXMEME TR EFHREY R RREN LA
THEFHEE B, RIFTINE NO X4 b
BTREFARKMEREINE FREVNGEHE
B R A R R R L R R Y
HEiHHEEFHEERS %,

1 ## 5%

L1 BEFEHRESR
HARMHAIBESF BR BB FHLUERE
WREEIMRFRE. BEFHFL0.1%
HeCl % 10 min, B 12 h, 5B THE 2 B
Wk R/, &R ARK, F 25 C/20 TE
[BOBBESRMT  EEBMAPHTIESR, BHBK,
RENTHAFNEFEE. EEMTFHEA. FHE
EoREHESEBZE 25 C/20 COB/B) BXIER
fab, CHEATE 4 14 h/10 h(B/B), H3- K 600~
800 pmol » m? - s), ] 1/2 ¥ E A Hoagland & 3%
WiEFR.7 d FAI5E 4 Hoagland B R B S 3.

HHHAERK I BREK—BYHEBRIT 25
cm, B 42 18 cm B/ B RHE 5, B4 50 ¥k, 3 36 H
HEREEI, T L Hoagland B R4k 1L F,
F3dEH-KERM|, B3 30dE,#TPYTH
SNP kb3,
1.2 Pb** #1 SNP &b 32

RIG LT 6 N ALFE, 4151 0 ER) JPB* 1 000
mg/L, Pb**1 000 mg/L+SNP 0. 01 mmol/L, Pb**
1 000 mg/L+SNP 0.1 mmol/L., Pb**1 000 mg/L
+SNPO. 5 mmol/L, Pb** 1 000 mg/L+1 mmol/L
SNP, & 4b 3 6 1§, %1 B 54 Hoagland B FH W,
Pb** fIAR ¥ BE SNP ¥ Hoagland B FF W ECH
X Pb(NO,), & Po*t fitik, BRIFTERKKS,
EVEEBR. B3 dEH—~KAER, L£E10d U
FMESTHRR - A YBNE, 20 K/EE,EES
W EHEERNE, B 3 K ERBEFHE.
L3IBE . FTEMSKBHUE

BB R Y W IE FF A b SR B, T B ROK R
P T, T B K R OB R R P B 3 K AR
KGR FREAKS, AR, TR IR, B
KEERET 105 CHAEPRAF 10 min, FE 65 T
WT HTE. SKE=(EAKHSE-BKTEHE),
BPRBEE I X100%,
L4 REFH REFEEN MDA SBHTE

REFEAWERAFL=ZFEDEA(TTC
HOEERE,2000); MBAEEEERERET
(1999) #47 ;MDA & Bl & FHAA B L R MRk (F
& H,2000)
1.5 NO; . K* \Na* ,Ca’* Mg+ .Mn** 1 Pb’* & &
Wz

NO, # B W EMAHEE(ESE, 2000),
Na* K+ & B E £ B Hunt (1982) ¥, MIE
3. BCTFHARA 4558, 1 mm o 5, B FREK
50 mg BT 50 mL = /A F, A 25 mL 0.5 mol/L
R ,50 CHRFG KW 45 min, FEIHAHEHFKE
A% 50 mL, F WFX-110 B F R W56 E 4
B Nat KY W& 8., BARMETH2HE,
1 mm i3, FREL 50 mg, A B M THBA, M,
FOH4pd 550 CR4L 24 h, EEBHGEH 1 mL
W HNO, i, B FKEAZE 50 mL, F§ WFX-
110 B J7 F W W 43 06 % BE 11 43 51 U 8 W W Ca
Mgt \Mn** #1 Pb** & B (g E K% ,1993).
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1.6 &it &4

¥ H Microsoft Office Excel 2003 ¥k {4 Xt ¥t {8
WBIAL 2, i SPSS 10. 0 A4 HT R EHE I E4547,
H X FHEAE Duncan’s FIRMEE LS ELE.

2 BREMHN

2.1 #E . FE. KR

R1IEBR, LB PY B8, BEFRMATHE,
FEHEER TR (P<0.05), 58K Pb* B
ARG, 7 PP B8 T A SNP 0. 01~1 mmol/L,
HRAMSE TEELX LA TEHELBEWCP
<0.05). 7£ Pb** fri8 T A SNP 0. 01~0.1
mmol/L, R #E . TE 23 L2 A Pb* 8
B 32. 0% ~41.2%.20. 7% ~32. 4% .14. 8% ~
22.0%F 2. 9% ~9. 1%, & F ¥ |, Wi fm A SNP
0.5~1 mmol/L AHK FHA PO i, R1EE
CERPYT A BEFSKEEERTFXRP
<C0. 05) ;7£ Pb** jp38 F M A SNPO. 01~1 mmol/L,
HEKBEA AR TRAELBE, BIKTFITHE,
®1 SNPX PhEMETEEFSHE  FTEMNSKRYER

Table 1 Effect of SNP on the fresh weight,dry weight
and water content of F. arundinacea under Pb%* stress

WE # & Fresh weight F&E Dry weight

Vi

Concentra- (g/per plant) (mg/per plant) %Vfté%
tion Pb(mg tent
/L)+SNP # n # Bt c"’;/e“

(mmol/L) Root Leaf Root Leaf <))
0 1.139a 2.695a 91.35a 431.57a 86.4a
Pb 0.592c 0.876cd 70.21c 197.46¢c 81.8b
Pb+0,01 0.783b 1.057bc 80.60b 203.22b  84,6a
Pb+0.1 0.836b 1.160b  85.68ab 215.54ab 84.92a
Pb+0.5 0.553¢ 0.783d 65.08¢c 179.65d 81.5b
Pb+1 0.342d 0.528e 46,07d 130.24e 79.7b

. IR EERRANEFRERERBE (P<0.05), FT&H.
Note: the same column with different small letters indicate signifi-
cance at P<C0. 05, the same below.

22 REFH.F-BSENRBEEY
ME2TH, B P IA, BEFREES
BE/RTIB(P<0.05), S8/ Pb* fhattt,
7= Pb®* B3 T A0 A SNPO. 01 ~1 mmol/L, iR &
BHEELAETRATLES, HHEERTX
R (P<0.05), 7 Pb*" 38 T A SNPO. 01~0. 1
mmol/L, B ARG S b B A Po™ Briga ¥ T
10. 7% ~26. 9% (P<<0. 05); M M A SNPO. 5~1
mmol/L, {K-F 55k A Pb* A,

F2 SNPX PhEMETEBEFREED,

o3 &b 84300 A
Table 2 Effect of SNP on the root activity, MDA
content and membrane permeability in F.
arundinacea root under Pb?+ stress

"I _ R
Concemtrstion of 0o Cidty MDA samgemt Menebrane
SNP(mmol/Ly (#&/8 NFW)  (nmol/g FW) P

0 283.98a 3.39% 17. 1e

Pb 192. 16d 8. 29¢ 35.5¢
Pb+0.01 212, 65¢ 6.45d 21.8d
Pb-+0.1 243.93b 6. 64d 20. 6d
Pb+0.5 188. 73d 9.915b 46.2b
Pb+1 160. 56e 12. 86a 54. 8a

MR2WHL,BAF POV i, SEFRR_B
EERMAREEYEER T R(P<0.05), 58
A Pb* BB AH G, 7E PH** 38 T A SNPO. 01~1
mmol/L, AR BB . AESHELATHRELF
M, B B E R T X B (P<<0.05). fE Pb*t
8 T fm A SNPO. 01~0. 1 mmol/L, KR —B& &
ME BB ESY R ERT AR PH™ il (P<0.05);
ifm A SNPO. 5~1 mmol/L I & F 8 B Pb** B
i,

2.3 NO; . K* \Na* [Ca’* Mg"" .Mn** 1 Pb** & 2

B3R 3 WA, B PO A, mEFRMA
NO; . K* #1 Na* & & 4r 5 & %t B # 59. 2%,
68.5%.73. 9%.65. 3%.68. 5% Fl 70. 1% (P <
0.05), S5HLA Pb* B 48 b, 7€ PO* I8 T MA
SNP0. 01 ~1 mmol/L, i NO;, KT f1 Nat &
BEE ARG THRELES, AR TRE,

£ Pb** 38 F A SNPO. 01~0. 1 mmol/L,
HEFRMAE NO: S ELHLH PV g 1.2~1. 3
fEM 1. 5~1. 75 (P<<0.05); i A SNP0O. 5~1
mmol/L, W th %8 Ff Ph2* i 32> 13. 0% ~37. 6%
M1.3%~12.0%., 7 Pb** 38 T im A SNPO. 01
~0.5 mmol/L, HAR K F & LB Pb’ a8 i
3.6%~27.0%; M A SNP 1 mmol/L, R {% T 2 8
Pb** 38 18. 1% . 7 Pb** 8 F 2 51 m A SNP
0.01~0.1 mmol/L, KM K* & &l H# 8 Pb** g
B 25. 7% ~34. 4% ; ;0 A SNPO. 5~1 mmol/L,
b A Ph2t A TR 11, 7% ~18. 1%, 7& Pb2* i
HETFHA SNPO. 01~0. 1 mmol/L, B4 Nat & &
B A P2t a8 A0 13. 4% ~23. 0% (P<<0. 05);
A 0.5~ 1 mmol/L SNP, {& F 8 F Pb** fiff 38
4.2%~15. 6% ; £ Pb*" B8 F M A SNP 0. 01~
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0.5 mmol/L, M Nat & &t 3 f P’ Hpi8 5 n
10. 2% ~27. 8% (P<C0. 05); M A SNP1 mmol/L,
b2 ] Pb™ il TRE 8.5%,

F4 B8R, BH P hE, HEFRMM

Ca®* Mg?* #l Mn*+ & B Rt &) 60.3%.78.5%.
58.5%.54. 1%.73.4%.70. 2% (P<0.05), H#
Al Pb* A AE B, 76 P a8 T ANA SNP 0. 01~
1 mmol/L, AR Mt Ca®* Mg?" #l Mn** §EHE

% 3 SNP x{REME FEFEFRMAM NO3 K+ 1 Nat & REG KM

Table 3 Effects of SNP on NO;,K+ and Nat content in F, arundinacea root and leaf under Pb?* stress

WEE NO3 (mg/g DW)

K+ (mg/g DW) Nat (mg/g DW)

Concentration Pb

(mg/L)+SNP(mmol/L) # Root i Leaf # Root M Leaf # Root i Leaf
0 25.28a 11. 54b 60. 82a 69.51a 10. 04a 10. 31a

Pb 14.97¢ 7.90¢ 44, 96d 45, 39¢ 6. 88c 7.23de

Pb+0.01 17.91b 11. 81b 52.01bc 57.07b 7.80b 8. 63bc
Pb+0.1 19.32b 13.76a 57.11ab 60. 88b 8. 46b 9, 24b
Pb+0.5 13. 03¢ 7.80c 46, 57cd 40. 08cd 6.59¢d 7.97cd

Pb+1 9. 34d 6. 95¢ 33. 36e 37.19d 5.81d 6.62e

F 4SNP X4RBME T EF MMM Ca2+ Mg2t Mn2t 1 Pb>+ R R0

Table 4 Effects of SNP on Ca?t ,Mg?t ,Mn?*t and,Pb?% content in F. arundinacea root and leaf under Pb?* stress

W Ca?* (mg/g DW)

Mg?+ (mg/g DW)

Mn?* (ug/g DW) Pb2+ (mg/g DW)

Concentration

Pb(mg/L) 4+ SNP(mmol/L) # Root M- Leaf ## Root M Leaf ## Root - Leaf 12 Root it Leaf
0 28.56a 41.51a 2.77a 5.05a 198. 62a 118, 78a od 0d

Pb 17. 23¢ 32,58b 1.62b 2.73cd 145, 85¢ 83, 43bc 116. 83b 2.01c

Pb+0. 01 21. 34b 38.63a 2.93a 3.11be 169. 92b 105. 45ab 83.57¢ 1.96¢

Pb+0.1 22.65b 39, 78a 2.96a 3.87b 182. 79ab 129.79a 73.18c¢ 1.92¢

Pb+0.5 16. 37cd 32,73b 1.78b 2. 66cd 123,024 77.06bc 129.61b 4.30b

Pb+1 14. 29d 26.57¢ 1.17¢ 1.97d 95.61e 56, 24¢ 145. 40a 5.77a

EARETHEHZILES. Jihi8 Fim A SNPO. 01~ 1 mmol/L, J AR fmt Pb**

7 PH" 38 TF fm A SNPO. 01 ~0. 1 mmol/L,
HR C* &R PO Braam 23 9% ~
31.5% ;MM A SNPO. 5~1 mmol/L, & F %8 H
Pb** il . 7E Pb** Jih38 F i A SNPO. 01 ~0. 5
mmol/L, ¥ it Ca®* & B b 8 F Pb™ iy 18 5% fn
0.5% ~31. 5%; fn A SNP1 mmol/L, | & 28 A
Pb** 48 81.5% ., £ Pb*" 38 Fim A SNP 0. 01
~0.5 mmol/L, iR Mg’ F B R HF Pb* B
1.1~1. 8 %, M M A SNP 1 mmol/L, M| & % 1
Pb* BB 19 72. 2% 78 PH* 38 F fim A SNPO. 01
~0, 1 mmol/L,H i Mg** B LB Pb* A H
BN 13.9% ~41. 6%; fin A SNPO. 5~1 mmol/L,
Ho B Pb*t A T 2. 6% ~27.8% ., £ Pb*t il
T A SNP 0. 01~0. 1 mmol/L, MM Mn?*
SRR M PY BB E M 16. 5% ~25. 3% M
26.4%~55.6% ;i A SNPO. 5~1 mmol/L, t; %
Pb** il FF%& 15. 7% ~34.5%.,

XFRRAR AN XA AW B PbPY fE PbPY A
TRl Py, S8 PH HAAE L, 7E PP

SREXATHRELATHES, £ PO A TM
A SNP 0. 01~0. 1 mmol/L, KR fnt Pb** &K
B P i H 71. 5% ~62. 6% (P<C0. 05) I
97.5%~95.5% ;i A SNPO. 5~1 mmol/L, 2 H#
Pb** il 1. 1~1.2 0 2. 1~2.9 .

3 Wik

YRR R H R WOK 2 M FUE R RERS
B E XK 2 TR B A B R B S AE 4 MR K
ST TR IER 2 L, R K o R
BT 5 A 40 5 M A LA B AR 4 B
MDA R AR AL ™Y, BB B2 AfE
BRERS ARG REN. E¥EMET, AREN
YRR A G FEE AR MY R B R AT,
PR o A6 BE R, AR R MDA, 5 B4 8 B 45
IR BRIR , B2 R 4 A R A K
NERKESE. REBEHIRRBIEERRINE
i, RABAWWEFALRAA=ZHFENA
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M(TTOZ# 17, AR TTC g8 £ W E 5 /R
AROERRB A SRR GRRE,1982) AT
T WY B P BE 7. Stohs & Bagchi
(1995)RE P HAHRE 5 BEHEFLREAQ
BEHFHHEELES BREBEAFHLEFTE
(Ca®* Mg?* Zn** fl Fe*), S BEAR KD TH
KEE BEEER . TRAKRMEERIFIE, &
REF, SR LE, 5/ P A EEHEFRNE
JEE M MDA 1 Po™ & B B E RN, R R B S B
HE,ENEFERHEMTETRGEGE 1~HELR
GRER:—FHE,PYYH#EARRLUN, 5 RERS
SiuinB . E MDA, BB K, S BE T/ B &
W% —E,PY i AMBRTERRTRAR
SR LTEEBTETPE LEE, B PRE
R E 3R BOK 3 YL T 8E 1t H e T R,
FIRAGEE BFREZTH, BELSBAEKZMW
. SRA PYMHE, EHRMETMABERE
SNP,Pb** & & T B, R & & i & ¥ . MDA #1 Pb**
CREETHR RAVEAHEE . ENETEE. &
BENTEEME I~ONTHREREXH . THEEE
HIRE SNP B A NO, — 7 i FER B 5 2 E L 72
E. WA L AHEEREN G E, BMEMAEK,
W T RS KM TR KE Mg AR
REEFEFENE: B — T EBOX Po* BRI,
BRETRABEEEZ PV WIEHER BB RAB
AEWEE REBRFRAER, K R YOK ST
MEFREIOHEEEE, BT KINENEFR
HE1L,R 1~3) , RS EFZ PO EE, A
HEHHER.
HYRBREHENEFHEAARE . HEE
ERABERKSMENE FHRS, LIMERE
MF3AFE: (DENET NO, REYREES
R\ —,  HY R NO; & JFR NHY B4
HEER . FMSERARNEM. FLREREK
B . PO 038, B EF NO, SBTHRGR 3 A&
KIENAEEFRENAR, 5 BEKRTZHE. WA
Pb** 38 T A GE B W B B9 SNP, 58 Pb™* i
EHENO, EMNGE DNLRERER T
B EHWRE SNP B NO, {2 R 3 NO; MR sk sk
AT NO, FltR, A KRN RRXEFB BN,
WEEEHRERGE. QO FXHEF K .Cast,
Mg** \Mn** S35 0] LUE M A 4 TE B A R
S 5BNES, T ZEmEY RN & RARETES.

LB, B Pb* AbE, Pb*T A B EF A
L5 KT \Ca?t \Mg?" Mn*" 8T (F 3~4), 8§
BOX Su By T R M A E 3 &8 T ZE Pb*t
B8 T i AE B E R SNP, 58 F Pb* AL |,
B,KT Ca®" Mgt fl M®t S BN (E 3~ K
ERER BN T REEERE SNP B NO, {2 #
WA X LA T E F A RIS > R, B 8 M
MARBESINRE. GOLNE T Ca ERE =
RE.EHRESHIFTREEEMEAM. Wallance %
A996)IN A MBI MY WA KTRREE A PO 5
Ca™ FEH RO, B IE Ca™ BB 3, S BE A
K(CAM)YH Ca-ATP B R RER MG , AT IE T A
UHoRBFT, REAFEAEKZHE. 2B P, BH
P 40, HEFRAM C* ERB(EIDHET
P, BN , Pb* BT BB 4 FOAR TR Ca®t WK B /K
ff Ca* R WA, Ca* N BN ESH I RBEZMH,
MR ZMSH . £ Po* Ml FTImAEERER
SNP, 58 Pb** Ab ¥ 3%, Ca™t S B (R 3) M
ML SR BN 7 & EW B SNP B NO, {2
HREREX Ca®* RSB A H MR, Cat A RMES
HRrRZHEBICE ERKZHBLUER.

BZ B PY i, MEFHEKHE.TH,
EXKEREBIRMLHBENEFEEHNTE,
PP EB . N_BEBRMEEEEY L ASERE
B . Pb™ i o i AR AR P PR IR AR R 1 AR
WEES &, M TIMEBINEFRE.FIIREBERA,
AXBMAR. TNBEFS 5N RABERZNH,
C I FHESHRIFRERXMES, SH—RIEFR
RKRE, AT REYE TR, &HEE SNP,
FEAS P2 e T R E PR S AR K E R
EFEEEENE, BB FRR PO 3 A, 13
BRAREN L REH RS, T EAK DKM, L
IETREZTHR.AXERAE. TNETSE5H
BEERZNH.CHANIFNESHRIREXHESE
BUBRE RFPY HETHEFHEMTENN
. HEM,EEWE SNP St Phb 8 TEHEFEK
BA RERN

8% 30K

FE#E. 2006 MAMPEREE 2HOIM]. L7 . BEHF
AR .337
HHE. 1996, BIFEIM] b . PELERE 117
44, 2000 MMAEBENTREEMERIM]. T 5%
BT R ,119—121,123—124,260—263
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