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Research progress of drought stress on Rhododendron
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Abstract: As one of the three alpine flowers in the world and one of the ten traditional famous flowers in China,
Rhododendron has high ornamental value and broad landscape applications. However, most of them are naturally
distributed in high-altitude mountains, and they prefer cool and humid climate for the restriction of genetic
mechanism. Drought is the key factor to restrict their ex-situ conservation and landscape application. As Rhododendron
have many different species, cultivars and ecological types, distributed in a wide area, the mechanisms of different
species or cultivars responses to drought stress are different. In this paper, how Rhododendron responses to drought stress
and the effects of exogenous substances on improving the drought resistance of Rhododendron in China and abroad were
reviewed from the aspects of seed germination, morphological and anatomical characteristics, physiological and
biochemical parameters, gene expression, etc. In addition, the deficiency of current research and the future research

directions were also discussed. It is proposed that the water use strategy and drought resistance mechanism of different
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ecological types and different drought resistances of Rhododendron should be future studied, as well as the gene

regulation mechanism of mycorrhizal fungi for improving the drought resistance and the screening of excellent

strains. This study provides the basis for the diversity conservation, the exploitation of drought resistance resources and

the landscape applications of Rhododendron in China.

Key words: Rhododendron, drought stress, response mechanism, exogenous substances, drought resistance
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% B SOD | CAT 7 5 5 A ep B a0 i) T | o
iR iR [ s R AR, POD il 2 W 36 i 2 i 48
Zhou %5 (2017) WF5¥ & B, i85 T~ 4 K LA SOD |
CAT APXs A bt H R S AL P i ( GPX) 6 14 K i
Haom , A B A Ak i 1 Y SR A R B
PRI 45 5 s RIS 45 (2011) BF 58 T 52 38 2of 2 v
AN [R5 B A RS e SR Ak Bl Y AR R 3l S R B
Bifi 5 TSI R A, PR RS9 B R SOD T 1 2]
S7a (e 2 S N o A N T R e O
Frg 15 20 d B A9 SOD  POD 3 14 i 2 K THi F
PSS Rl 5 g 08 T 4 (2017) (25 55 (2019b) 7E 4
AR P AL R AR 5T Tl R B, TSR G T R
PESR ) FH AP SOD  POD F1 CAT 3 14 34 i K F bt
EPETS A 2 /NS4 (2019 ) =5 T TS
B X LA B A 455, SOD  POD il CAT 7 #
WAHRE I, s o] WL, 50T S BOR S A8 A B
AL, MR SARLR DTS A DG il B R Y L R 3R
ik, BB AL BTG T K PR AR S w U
J 0 52 35 1 AR 5 EE RS B B SOD L APX | CAT
T M AsA (GSH & & N, nlae A FY =4
2, HARY W) AT BRI P A AR R T R
B T POD T4 E H R WA B 2k Sk 1 i 0 T R
5 AR 505 0 AR A G, RIAE P78 2 2
BT 38 B, POD RT 2 5 3 P 4 A B Rn i g
1.5 F 2 Bhil 33 &t 88 7 it 2 1% 89 22 0

Anisko & Lindstrom ( 1996b) X Bl T 2 HEiE S
I BSAE i T8 R A 38 i, (E VR RO e T 5
RIS, BoKE T RE S PUEEZR T
R s AT — 2 o8 & B, 5 Ak AT R ARG AL A
FE AR 7K (R) AR (W), T B AR FTEk
Z TS b 3 AT 8 3 P S 2k 25 BT A K (apoplastic
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water, R,) R BT R K, JFAT G & .
JE 2 2 BRSSOk (R, KOK# (P, ), A
e AL FE M, AR T 25 R AR
A, ATERERBOUIRERRILS C, AT 5
7 Iy b e e A S 1 O[S S S
BRI A REn] P U R (W), LAHRA 3L i
7K ( symplasticwater ) #Mit , 8055 4 1 55 7K (Anisko &
Lindstrom, 1996a) ., Nilsen ( 1991) 3 % PX i 5& %
SRAGAL BG4 M BE TR AR R, W
XU BH 3 R 1) T 5 T T A L RE R R e
S0 | NI R o & A e 1 O R N
RS AEPLIEME (0T 25 5 A BY A6 it JE M i 2k
A Can N R ER K AR il e 107 ) K i PR 3R 98 AL T A
LARIE
1.6 T 2B 3tk B5 & B B Rk M=

A A= W Wy 30 25 fioh K A An i R )T 1 AT T
(PCD), Liu % (2013) KIMAEW S ME T, 4 KA
S (R. aureum) NRWiTRF2ALHE (FAH) 35 LH,
T A0 0 P A7, %6 9 S AR 4 M R e P, A
SR AN R PESE TS Zhou %5 (2017 ) WF5E K BRL,
FEREBE 0 T, A- B AL RS 8 0 8 A R AR
TG R 20 B 5 AR R AR R i S R Ak
SR B s o = 1 2 o i 3 = 3 N 097
R b 3 S il 25 1 R 0 2F K S G 35
BHAEEAEN, %4 (2018) & Cai £(2019)
XS EE T B 2R B B Sk A SR AT T RS, 4
KRR T EWE T, 2506 EMMNERRES
FH(DEGs)85.2% F i, ekt £ E A
HER JERG N HGRSE 1 O AR E N
HAEWULEOGA B F 1535 1 DEGs 4afS 5T, i
HOKJE# 5 DEGs B, Z25YHMER S
W) DEGs 1 65.0% 8% T I, JE# & B fdt
AALIE AR X () DEGs Rkt 32 T S Wi i B 2%
S2MR, TSR R NS (BR) AR A 25 S 3 IF 3
. EARE(2018) i B st il P B AR DR T T
SR K b 38 v g 45 R Y S Rl (R, pulchrum
‘Baifeng 47 ) W i 3G S A 7R 2R R A I, &
PROH 3 258 o 03 W] )8 3 ERF bHLH 1 MYB %& 1A
1) 22 5 % 3 of M 107 T SR 38 K o i, o,
TE-T 5 38 B, ok 3 NAC 1Y 25 S R Gk A
WRKY bZIP PLATZ |83 35 4 W3 [R) i 137 5 7% 7K 43
TP, D S8 B GATA 3k 5k ¥, i NF-Y

FIGEFE D () 22 57 3 TR 70 T 52 W 38 RN 7K 43 40 3840 07 2
PlE EEEM, g el An, R ek S A
RSN e 2= AE M S 50 EEH ML E RE T
P, SBOCRG N OS5 2 AL AR T
IR JGRERCE T B KBS AL T E i B A LA 56
ARG R 11 & BRI DX A b 8 3 1K R T BRI
AT B O R B ; ERFDHLH
NAC \WRKY 25 %% 55 PR ~F FIT T B 4 98 4 19X 445 St g iy
TR a A EEEN, (0BT 2P T S
i B SINC L ECy I LESE (P 181K

2 SNRAFTA R E AR LA R
By € H

2.1 EMEREFHESHBEREN

PRI LB 43 Sk B A6 25 B AR EL B A B AR
(AM) BB 2R FAR (OM) B K s 0 A Ba i 4k
(DSE) FL % 7 Fi2e A, H ERM 24 RS AL B
YIHR 2 55 B3 B B AL AR R, ERM {25
(A B A 2 AR AR 38 Bz B Bz J2% 440 I 9 O g A 24 il
RROR 45 K9 1) TR 22 25, T AE AR AR BT 22 (TA
), AR THERIES K5 0 W SCORHE AR 306 5% 405
FRRERAE, 2012; BT, 2016)
21.1 A KAZAFhRBIALEHGEa DIE
(2016) WF5¢ & B0, $EF ERM BB ] $2 1 2 U5 0
(R. molle) B % 2F AR A RS RB 6 2, Hom
Al T RURIAR R, REWE SR AE (2018a) WFSE A BN,
Bl T2 ia e, Akt kAR R I A A
Ko B E AR, 1M F—T 2K T, 2% ERM 1
MM R AR SR AR AR B AR B K R A
Bl E R TR MRog 855 (2017a) R B, 7F
FRE T, 2R ERM Bk 0 AL BS 408 A9 18 S
RRVEY & 5 KT M, VKRR 5 (2014) K
BT (2016) KL, ERM ELTH A5 04 1% 140 5 i
FE DR Ak bR 1 a8 A R A D il 1 LB R A A A
BRI FUR 2, DT O 2F 2= i AL HS (T i 55,
2010) Bkrt FEAS (RRFR S5, 2014 ) &) B0 AR
W, Mg NS KB A YR e
Z5(2020) 7EMRILZL | 5K A e 55 (2018 ) 78 2 >k 1L
L1 R IR ST At R BRI L S5 2

AEWE 45 (2017,2018b) A58 & L, B & T 5
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T E N, o PR A R T R K AR T T RE 4y B A A
Ak, PSR R ik i RO | SRR 2R 9 3% i
fife 2504k, Bk RN T 28 R AR i HES AL,
SRR IR 2 U R I B W R R S Ak AR
2R 41 i B 2 T R M 6 0 SR % AR K AR
B, ARG, A0MAL AR I AR, e
BER, LBLIRRE SR, diias vt R ERM 1)
ST I PR 40 TR 2R e A 40 B 1 20 B A7 R
BT AREER, HAER TY35 BHEAR I TH:80 TY29,
2.1.2 AR IGAF ok

2.1.2.1 XKASHR R T 5 5 850 2k
K, 20 A P e 25 RL AN IS A Ak R i A
[F]— TS e K 7 F A0 ERM 18 AT 42 5 Bk it
FEHS WK BB 7, W R R WUE (g ifF 2 55
2017) Fl RWC, &A% WSD; Ti& /KB4 RWC
HEWEA WSD B Y B35 KRR, Hotb TY35
PRIAR 280 2R B (R 2R 5%, 2017b) 5 ok i 55
(2013) & B0, AM L3 AT 38 4o 7 22 oK kP K AR
EN & IS L Y S BT R A = B  =B v N ]
HomfE ERY WUE FIAR R K S5, i ad el
A P 7K R0 ok B v it S

2.1.2.2 X BRSSO % (2016) WF
TR, BRI Y (R moulmainense) % 1 W A
REC Fl MDA & £ Bifi %5 1 5% Jolr 360 fin =677 38 - it
FEFh DSE B 40 REC MDA & B Z K T A
FeRl s BRoR %6 (2017a, b) BB, Bl T 5000 2
J 0 R s BRI RE K Bk AR RS i R MDA i
KRG N, 1A R — T S KO 2R ERM &
M4l MDA 5 6 5 /N TR 45 (2016)
WEGE & I, & I B 38 T $2 A0 ERM L B8 A9 =F 556
REC MDA i 3 Ik T AN Fh 5 f] 3 (2016) 76 41 R
W R &8, TR TR AM B B8 51
PIB AU AR 3 DR 8 e 3, 4 0 3 P AR Y T R e
71, WEWOHEZR 0,7+ H,0,H1 MDA 12,
2.1.2.3 XOUAEFHER M ERM H 5 Al £ & F
PR o R S (P E, 2016) kR ELES I O
G HERE RIS R POESEL, BhRA OB R (BR
FAE, 2013) , Bl E T 5 Mo i & (e E AE,
2016 ) KA [A] 4E K (I 1 JHE A5, 20175 BRoe i 4,
2017b) , BEAALRS LSRR a PR ER b AR
BZESEBERMN, TR b M B EFE, H
[ — 58 K, 28 ERM B9 2h i k& R

a MEE b MR EST R D ER T AEM,
M2R 2 a/b W B E K FR#EZR, H 4 Fgtitn
ERM B#ELL TY3S5 BCR Icds . HESCH %5 (2016) 76
EMAHS IR P R B, B TS g, et
GRE a B ERER i WA FRAR, MAE R — i ia K
4R DSE B ML HH AR o B SRR T &
RTARELEM, FEM RIS E L, #om £ 5%
(2016) W5 &8, FE[F — T S Whia s i b, 2
ERM Rk AL BS Fo/NT AR, MF, F/F,
F/F, @, ETR P gN Y& T AR, ek
SE(2017) WF5E KB, fE R — T S Jphaa i) E Bk
ARSI PTG R T AR,
C NI 25 /INFOREE R 3100 B 482 b o A B e 2 T
RS SIS S i K RSP A Al N R 87 N
EOCRER R FOL G R0E,

2.1.3 s AAIEAF 6 Fom

2.1.3.1 BB WY RN P (2016) &
B, RN ERM FL A A I 35 B R o B 4 v ) v
B TAEER A AR, B AR A R Pro
TR T AR R 55 (2017a, b) BRI,
FRAEA ] T AR R M B i) - Akt Ak RS it
BB A —E 22 5, B T R
R, BR ERM 40 Pro Al MM W] A PE S 1
T K TN U SOR 45 (2016) 1k BE,
e R e T R T, #Rr DSE B A9 B AR AL
Y Pro MIVAMEAR & i 2 M T AR,

2.1.3.2 XFNTRIE E W 20555 (2016) W5
R ET AT, ARG AL AT A B0 A K 2
F(IAA [GA 55) G A, fE E Pl 24 3% % (ABA) &
LA B 1 3 3R S A ok el R T 5 X R RS AR 0 1
S PROR HEAF (2018) IR R I, Bl A T i aa A
[ AR, $ /0 ERM A9 Bk i AL BS i 5 SR &R 1)
TAA (GA, i, 5 R A 4 U 9 o B 2 0 B f
SR -ABA F i W E S TR, TAA/ABA
ZR/ABA TAA+GA,+ZR/ABA N & (% T A A
SRR 5 (2018 ) 7E M AR B 5 h & B, #E T S iE
TR AM LR AEIE S A R R ABA Sk
KR CsNCED1 . CsNCED2 JE N () i ik, 1
T ABA BYALZ | RS AL, w2
B JRIK , AR PR

2.1.3.3 X b A Ak WO P B2 o R R A AR
(2017a) W5 & B0, BliE T 5 Wi 72 5 0 hn &, Bk
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HALES I A CAT POD 75 P2 #i K %, SOD ¥ 1
W5 B TH G T Rt 3, T R — e KO B
Ff ERM ELEA 1 3 Bl R 37 B 06 1 2 B 2 R TR
P, ELRIRIEE BRI DL TY29 1 TY3S5 SR 4T A
W] T S aa ke |, e SOD 3Pk 25 IR T
R A HL7E[R]— W it i) b3 el v W R TR
Fedh (BRoREESE, 2017b) ; B 15 (2016) WF 58 A 3L,
TEE IR 3, 25 A ERM O EL I A 2 U6 B 40
SOD POD i P i 2 R T A {7 3 (2016) B9

KB AET P08 N AR R 25 A Cu/Zn-

SOD \APX FI45 56 H ik ik Il (GR) 2 A |8 &
ik, # .0 H SOD . POD CAT.APX } GR [l i ¥
KNI, LA BR T 506 B ™ 2 A 6 1 4

g5 BT, H BTG TR AR R B AL RS AR BT
EPERBEGY £ 48 Th7E ERM B B 6 Bk i A R 2R K
R S5 KA A AR S e T A R
BL AR WA IE 25 G A AR G SCik, w20 4
ERM EL P 42 & L RS AR B pL ] E 24 DUF R
B FERE T ESRANE 29 KRR S LR
AT A, DTG AR R IMOK0R s (2) i e 22
AL S il R A0 il S /K T T AR A L R ) R R
I, B AR AR T SR R B K a3 R R s A
BSIEIIK o 58 TR0, BT 251 & 1Y 40 2k
K, DT AR S AR K R B AN 2 A 1
F 5 (3) TR &% SIS, AR
PR YA AL A SR H Y R Rk, IR E PR
FRRGTE 1 , A AT BRI, > MDA R,
(4) WM A 05 F ) i A R T sl s T
I 2 2 B 1 10 ) RDRT S B 7 s B3R, AT
PSR G POLTE DA R DR
RISEREFI 5 (5) AR B v 15 5 ABA & LY
FKHESL BRI, B ABA 5 IR R P9 TR
FOVAE, AR T E TR TR R Lz s, b
KArFE K, NG G AL B AL BT RE T .
22 MBI RIS BRI
2.2.1 SRR KBRS F G Fm KR (SA)
SERAYIR N — R 25 0T, BN & — R R
S, ATYEAY 22 B A EAR R o N 4% Ak AR A )
i, SCERYRPLSE, TR, SN SA
A HREFRAC A A 40 B ) REC M MDA 7 &, £
PSR AR LS R S it R P, G, LSP FlE I
W R (R,) , FEAK LCP  CO, MR CO, M 5 A

JEMPIGHE AR (R ), I F/F, R @y, M
RO 5% T 5 3 X6 JH R R ok AR Ak RO B 1 R 1Y
SO (S /R, 2011) , T A (2017) BFSE &
B, ETEWET, &SR SA bR i 24
e LRSS R g R A K O RWC, Va FT Vo & &,
G T b aA 51 R Y i R AR OK I 3 R AR A
5% M S MDA (H,0, & &, ¥4 Pro AT A PEME 7T
VPR 1 & M2 SOD  POD 3% P, DT 14 5 37
BRAL R N B B 7 H 2R RE T, dEFRA0 M
W NG e [FIEE, TR SR AL,
Hmt4t R a b B R EE &M ER a/b {H,
ST R A g R E g, SEEaRe R R,
222 SRR F G Hoh HNERBSEEIESS
EREX i I Ei R N 7 SR PR X ek = D
Ao TETFATT , i im Ah IR AT A g 28 R 1AL i
FEKER T, S hUA A R 006 PR3 i A
I 2 R o T, Wb T UM MDA LR O
W T 2 XA A, R Emhr Rk (R
JIAE, 2018) , 78T R Whia T vk B 1Y S0 R 45
(Ca® ) Kb ¥ AT 45 iy 2 28T B Fh 7 2E R, fEdE R
W ORZER AR, &4 8 RWC, 3 ma] %
B AT B T S B A SOD L POD WG, U
/> MDA B8, $E i H 4 i bt B0, (0
Ca’ AbPEXT H A T R ZF e KA #FEEH
(JE4L, 2014)

223 SMRE AR TR Hw BEEMYERE
BLERREITER, A4 405 A 50 2 A
PR, P TREBK, TR, SNE#E T
PEE PSCS Fl 56— OAT FEIH 32 3k S g 3 M, 344 in
Pro fl Mt 4% R & &, Wk Y 9 2 (15385,
2015) o FKKFAE(2002) WF5E A B, A AL R 22 b
B (AL-P) Ab 3 BRI i A AL -5 B2 R s/ A Y 2R
K, DRSS A T AE R A 2R R, O RE RS T
X R AL R SRR MR R R B R
2.2.4 SMRBLFZBR AT FHA R ABA & —Fh
HENEY W EGE SRR, SHDHTF e %
YIMISE, i+ [ fLis oh B 2 P R kK55, +
B, SME ABA AR HE/INAE psbA BE K i SR R
ik, P DI ARG R, e PS T RS T
HEE Y 5 Sk (TFE H BESE,2011) 5 nl B
HHEPN TR ABA G KT, B kS R AR, 155
PUEALB I R G0 (KT AE, 2010) , MUTIE 27K
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P RSP REAE, TR R A RS AR AT
IS ABA i BRIk 5 AR S B, U
TR %E (20 4%, 2016, R e 4, 2018),
Sharp %% (2009) B 5% & 8, T FWria B ABA i H
A AL RS AL AL 2 oAk, BRIRZE TR EMAALR
B, e R

iRk, — e AR BT (A SA B | BE M
ABA) WG A BG4 A B By P KL T, &
file TS A T R AR R K FTE R S hU R A
(R S P 1 AR B AT W B R, s BT
filg 15, DTS BRIG MRS, dERRAN Mg, s g
oA E s [E, AT R R GG
FEmCRE A A (H 2, H AT A IR BT 5w AL Y
PR IE R, BRI IE ) 5T ) /R AL
HIASE, A SEIRABTE A A LS

3 RELEREY

LA, T B0 X AL ES AR A AR A
SRR S A BT A T AE 2, TR
IS ERE S Vo o N B S 7 7 S 5
RWC WUE T/, WSD 5, 31 5 35 40 il £5 15
fif A AL LA O S A K R B 2%, hfk RS
A6 T L JE T R Sk SR B D K 4
K, WERTREEFMRENE., TREMESIE
RS A 1A P 35 PR SRR SRR B s o AR, S 3
I AN B M REC T, e ¢ 28 43 i IF (8
PS T 52 i H o0 38 21 AS [5) 72 B8 (R i 3, 1 A HS 76 g
T o A 5 PR 8 3 TR R A B SR T R
TGRS WU B o ARV E T, 3B & U8 49 1 o
HEAEVUAERE & Ay, R A e, A3
Ay PS D RE YA XS S 4 Mk, DT HRAR B 4% 1
S 00 F o HERD TR AR TR A AR A 2R ) o
FHAT 3 in 44 N 3% 3 0 55 4 ot R B8 RN 0 4R AL I T
(E TR N SO U & WA IELIN DS W r A AL AR
FOREIR , 2F T 5 5 AL B A A 5T R 3k A 5 AR
RAKEF LR E SURERE LS
AL TSR s, (HE, A R WA TR
PIFAR,

() FERSAEFP R B 2 AR ZHE, ARFp
[i) 5L 2 ] — W b AN () S A ) e S5 P B A AE 25 =
(Mayr et al., 2010; #&KM%%5E 2011), HE,CH

RS AL ST AL B 5K 2 el 2 R, W R
B JEAEFPAS I 20 B, 17 A AL 5 ol 26 )
WAL 7E 2 B8 FE B (AT 48 A S0, 2007
P4, 2008 ) , O B R AR B G F 5T 90
SEA R IR A ST A [) Az 25 28 10 RS [l 470 52 1 4 el
BRI 7K 43 R SR s S FL BT SEALER Sk A B 28 el K
RSP 5 I, I J i f5 L S 04 Bt 52 AL 1 A
I, HHZHEPERF R AR AR

(2) A0 ERM EC B BB AR RIOK BE T7, 42
e R AS AL X 22 b A A W B A Bt (EE RS
RN AW Z M FE K E L (Tian et al,
2011; JHMESE, 2019), AN AR IEA A ) B Bk
X B i i S AL BT R RO AR A B 2 R (il R
45 2016 HECE % 2016 EiEMESE ) 2017), H
AT, AR BB 2 AL B R P Rk oy 2 R P TR
ERM BT 9 20 5008 B Bk it L S 52 g ( oo el 45
2017a, b), AM OM % & Hi FL 18 BE 75 48 =5+ BY A6
Prpk, ATEIAE A A )% AS [ B AR 2 Y i Ak 1)
PUR 0 O] 2 A A7 A 25 5, R I P R L R 2 R A
S AEHT T K o3 B o3 T HLHI SR UL E ,
FVF 22 R 8 R R R AR

)Pt R K EN AR X RE LT
SR EE R . A 05T 3 B AR R TT B v A S AR
i A8, 7K 058 e ks 7K Ak B 7 4R 5 L B A6 BT
B, BEHFER,

(4) T IRy A AL B e & 2 R R S %
PREN S F 52w 5] & 545 F (Lipp & Nilsen,
1997) , 1M i 4 38 17 2R 455 v A% 85 B0 A B U & 2
ZREEA YA E AR, R RIS E
FEXH R RS AE 1 05, i HL 2 BRI B IR,
BTSRRI GE, B, CARZRETF
TR g B R IR, A BRI T A B T
B2 FIE AW psT, WA 25
RS 3k T Ak 5 1) O B BRI R s AL, RS
T3 AL BY A 7= M Ak K BE ARV

(5) Ak, RG5> F A HAR 1Pk &
BRI SIS ANy R S P S I Y Y TR
1549) 4 HE R ( Zhou et al., 2017; Cai et al., 2019) ,
HSEL T R TS 58 TR A K HL R 4 L ) 45
5%, MO TARic il B B R RN BT T 3 R L A
KRR
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