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L, fF R FFELEBK(P<0.05) K E X F 130 mmol - L', A FH REKFFKEF
M1k ; PEG=15% B, Fy T8 of Z BB 03 5 . & 2F # ToNHX1 2 41k A & 3k, 12 160
mmol + L ™' NaCl 100 mmol - L ~' NaHCO, #1 10% PEG Y i385 5 ToNHX1 th % ¥ ¥ 8 7+
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Effects of saline-alkali and drought stress on seed germination and 7vNHX1 expression of
Tripolium vulgare. WEI Jia-li, CUI Ji-zhe, ZHAO He-xiang, MI Xiao-ju ( College of Life Sciences
and Technology, Harbin Normal University, Harbin 150025, China). -Chin. J. Appl. Ecol. ,2010,
21(6): 1389-1394.

Abstract: By applying 40-400 mmol - L™ NaCl, 20-200 mmol - L™' NaHCO,, and 5% -30%
PEG, this paper studied the effects of saline-alkali and drought stress on the seed germination and
Na*/H* antiporter gene ( ToNHX1) expression of Tripolium vulgare. 40—160 mmol + L™' NaCl, 20
mmol + 7' NaHCO,, and 5% —10% PEG-6000 had less effects on the seed germination; while =
240 mmol - L™ NaCl decreased the seed germination rate, root length, and shoot length (P<
0.05), =50 mmol -+ L' NaHCO, decreased the seed germination rate ( P<0.05) , 130 mmol - L™’
NaHCO, decreased the seed germination potential, root length, and shoot length (P<0.05), and
=15% PEG delayed the seed germination. Tv/NHX1 transcripts were basically constitutive at germi-
nation stage, but their expression increased distinctly at 160 mmol - L =" NaCl, 100 mmol - L'
NaHCO;, and 10% PEG. Under salt and drought stress, the expression of TvINHX1 changed in-
phase with the phenotype change of germinated seeds, suggesting that TwNHX1 play important roles
in the tolerance of T. wulgare against adversity stress.

Key words: Tripolium vulgare; saline-alkali and drought stress; seed germination; TvNHX1.
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=1 2 SR AE ) A 1 S A G HE B B B AR B
AT S 3 0 T R 6 RE T B R e R
LH B 2 AR N, IR e A
FRREAG AT AR JE O — AR A SR A M R R K
Jei H - B B R R 1 R3S A B R R R A A
PIAEFR -1 2 G AN [5) Jolh 300 10 1 288 2 I S AS [ 79
VERIBLEI AR R & 2% 5 R ehad 21 Na® 24k
g b AR A A K0 S BRI P - 2 —, Na* B5 Vi
P 325 i G A YR v ) R BR VRV B 1 Na*/
H* 3 ) %328 85 11 (NHX1) 58 . St i Na*/H
W ) B B Y3 R NHX B 363K I & 454 e
Yy £k i FEELHL]. ASHIF ST AT A e A B T 65E 1
Na*/H* 3% [a] %42 25 (5L ) ToNHXT , HAE iR A4
BT ) S R 2% 55 X NaCl Fil NaHCO, E. A i
PEVIIOT L AN T A 2 DR R A T R A 3 TR A
YEH.

ARWFFESHT T ASFHE JE NaCl ,NaHCO, #il PEG-
6000 (BLFLT54) Jilpaen S5 14 T B 56 B i & A I
I BP RS 7 AS [ a0 250, O Na*/H* 38 ) 428 2R
FISEPR 23R, 2B 1 B 1038 T el F 7 7 & 30 1)
TSR BRAR AL K ToNHX1 BOFE R, LA 9 52 R b
i DX ER A AR 0 A 85 B &R AR B A 4l

1 #MBEFZE

1.1 Ak

Bi%E Fh T 2008 4F 10 H R H BT A A
B PR R BT 4 CUKFE N IR .
1.2 Wk
1.2.1 FhrifkSPhass 58T 2009 45 3—S5
ATERG IR R A A n B2 SRR 2= B 7AW
ST E AT ORI — BURLAR B R
10% YEATRANTEEE 10 min, 281K whye T 204
KO EAN LARF A9 em BiFRILA, & —
AR 50 AL 43 5 A ZE 48 7K FH R ¥ B NaCl |
NaHCO, F1 PEG-6000 5 & % UE 40 A, o 4f o 1,
B O RS IR FRA T 25 C/15 CARR
SR RZFSAK. EIE16 h - d7' )65 56 wmol -
m™ - s7 X E R HIAE 60% ~70% . 5 24 h ¥
KE% N A 08 4% FH AH [R] v B2 /9 NaCl, NaHCO, 5%
PEG-6000 ¥ 52 sk 3 0 , U850 30 P A4
FE AR ML i i 7K A E 22 . 189 3% NaCl, NaH-
CO, F1 PEG-6000 ¥k 3 Fiab 3 B~ Ab 3 & 6
WJE . NaCl ¥ B2 R 40 80,160,240 320 F1 400

mmol - L™'; NaHCO, HJ¥#& 4 20,50 ,100,130,150
#1200 mmol « L™ 5 PEG FIKIE N 5% 10% 15% .
20% 25% 1 30% ; I LAZEIR/K R HR 3 WE AL
KGRI 5B R E, TR R 2R FNRZF S K2R A
gL 2 T bl KHFERRNEA 2 d 1Y
K2R X A BRSO MR At LAGRAIE DT 22
A BT 55 7 RN E & B ia T R R SRR Kk
ZERPTARC ZER H EAA  AR A Py TR
A ZE R RE TR, -80 CR1E I T RNA.
1.2.2 TwNHX1 iK€ it RT-PCR A0 R H]
SDS #:7 HEEAS W a0 kb B S B SE A RNAL DA 1 pg
B RNA A # B, B PrimeScript™ Reverse Tran-
scriptase ( Takara 7 fifr ) #4755 i, S I A 2% #¢ iR
VLA B HEAT. K SR S W B 10 475, 23 S5 188
rRNA 51 %) (F1.5 -agtatggtcgcaaggetgaa-3” ; R1:5° -
cattcaatcggtaggagega-3" ) FHfsE ToNHX1 PR5F X 514
(F2.5’ -gctcticcaaccaaaatcaate-3* 3 R2: 57 -tgccgggttc-
caggttaagaag -3 ) #£17 PCR,18S rRNA ) PCR & &
 TEME 94 °C 4 min, B 94 C 30 s,iEk 55 C
30 s, ZEfH 72 °C 1 min, 36 MEHJF 72 C LA 10
min. B5E ToNHX1 f5FIX PCR A% . 145 94 C 3
min, 8P 94 °C 30 s,1Rk 58 °C 30 s, ZEH1 72 C 1
min, 30 AMER T 72 C LZEfH 10 min. PCR 7241
1% I WHEE I H DR AGI
1.3 Hdmabr

FIH] SPSS B AR B Hla HEA T BT 5320 J5 2253 HT
FH /N ik 35 22 505 (LSD ) AT [R) 3 Ah 340 1) ) 22
S B Excel 8458 AR AL PE 22 5]

2 HRE5HM

2.1 ERBRME X sE R T & 2R AR IR

2.1.1 NaCl W38 X5 58 # F & ZF 0052 m) f & 1
MR 1 AT LUE S NaCl b FE X558 Fh 7 i &
ELUA PRIAE T, HAM SRR LR NaCl ¥ B2 5386 fin i 4
. NaCl %&£ 47 40 F1 80 mmol - L' &1 F , 3656
1 REHRYH T 70% , 55 2 Kk 8 & KH; Y
NaCl ¥ BE 24 160 mmol - L7}, & ZE 34 AR A T I
%, H 55 B AR L 22 5 R B 3% 5 24 NaCl ¥R JE R 240
mmol + LA, & 2 BRI IA 2] i 27K F- (P<0.05).
24 NaCl ¥e 5353 320 mmol - L7, fEZEE5 1 K fb
FILEAB L, 5 2 RIERFF 2 70% , 55 3 Kik
B KA ; TAE 400 mmol + L™ NaCl A T , Gzt fi
T 5 RATREN & 0= e ], R0 B B 0 e
RN . IX PGSR BE T B 56 & 28 R RN R 28 0 i 2 B
& (P<0.05).
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120 a1 24 NaHCO, ¥ FEiEH] 130 mmol « LB, FE& 2F R
100 1 ————— B3] 95.3% , fHRZFH AT 60.7% ;5 4 NaHCO,
80 | / JE24 200 mmol + L™, & 2F AN Ky 38. 0% . Bt BHAL
60 | —s-CK o VAR T P R 3 0 o 400 J i 28 s (] Y S A

ol S omm L 1% R 2
i, oo L AT HE NaHCO, Ity R, BRAE AR K 1075 4L
g 400 mmol - L* ﬁfﬁi%ﬁ X REAH L, 7E 20 ~ 100 mmol « L™ NaH-
Elzg_ — CO, 1 F MR FFE, 4 NaHCO, 72 130
% NaHCO; mmol - ‘Eﬂ‘,iﬁ%ﬂﬂﬁﬂﬂmﬂ%%%\%%ﬂ%,é{
2 NaHCO, W 5% 150 mmol - LB, FFA i 4 )
80 ¢ . THREAT AR 310 BH 2 g £k e B M — e (H S
60 | —&— 20 mmol -+ L* FEE NS TRA K.
ol e e 2.2 PEG Wi 3t Bae - 2F 3
ol e I 2 A3 2 0T LU Y, TS a6 3 B E i T
L e RN R 1 4 KR TR SR,
! 2 . Ti;e(d) s 6 7 RZEFRPEIT 100% ;8 PEG il X 55 & 25 %A

1 NaCl Fl NaHCO, W X e #—F85 & 152 1
Fig.1 Effects of NaCl and NaHCO; stress on seed germination

of Tripolium vulgare.

Bl NaCl ¥ BRI, s A AR 1 A 25K AN ]
TR A7 B 520, 24 NaCl ¥k 3 35 %) 240 mmol - L'
BF AR 2RI B B RAR (R ).
2.1.2 NaHCO, WHOaXTSE R+ & 2052w B E
1 126 1 AT LIFE 1,20 mmol - L™ NaHCO, Ab B X} 5
SE PP B R WA 77 HE RN FI RS2 5 2 NaHCO, HR B
T2 50 mmol - L5, F 7 & 25 R g F AR, (H7E
50 ~200 mmol - L' JE P, H & 2R IR — 5,

®1 EHEME THEEHFHEZRRFEK

FH. PEG WK T 10% B, Blise fh 7 & 2F 35
T 90% , 5XF MW A W B 22 5, (0 PEG RN
15% B}, % 253 2 & 2 54.0% ; PEG ¥k 5 i
20% B 565 1 RICH R R ZF 105 4 R EA K3
re . P T L, S A G R E T K ZE A SR
WAL B PEG R B2 T, W1 h & ZFat mIHEfS W
KRFEE R K. S X e 8 A S AR
R Fe AR — 2, Hop PEG WRIETE 5% 1 10%
BF AR A T, s 5 B T SR i s 4 2 AR
A, T RE A T R B — s R
2.3 OR[EIFERECRN TS 0E T RsE ToVHX1 13RI

3 B BUER BRI T S Bl T W R BB &) 2 1)

Tab.1 Germination and growth of Tripolium vulgare under salinity and alkaline stress ( mean+SD)

b B3 B KA R ZF K 7F K
Treatment Concentration Germination rate Germination potential Root length Shoot length
(mmol - L") (%) (em) (em)
NaCl 0 99.3+0.012a 99.3+0.012a 1.22+0. 069a 0. 88+0. 123a
40 97.3+0. 023a 97.3+0.031a 1. 61+0. 230a 0. 82+0. 006a
80 100. 0+0a 98. 0+0. 035a 1.25+0. 414a 0.95+0. 068a
160 99.3+0.012a 90. 0+0. 072a 1.25+0. 032a 0.93+0. 032a
240 91.3+0.061b 87.320.050a 0. 71+0. 129b 0.67+0.051b
320 91. 0+0b 66. 7+0. 175b 0. 60+0. 214b 0. 61+0. 056bc
400 88.7+0.012¢ 25.3+0. 136¢ 0.41+0. 212b 0.53+0. 104¢
NaHCO, 0 99.3+0.012a 99.3+0.012a 1.22+0. 069a 0. 88+0. 123a
20 98.7+0.012a 96. 0+0. 023a 1. 11+0. 300a 0. 87+0. 059a
50 93.3+0.031b 88. 0+0. 040a 0. 96+0. 410ab 0.94+0. 049a
100 95.3+0. 050b 94.7+0. 095a 0. 69+0. 176b 0.95+0.021a
130 95.3+0.012b 60. 7+0. 019b 0.13+0. 117¢ 0.70+0. 117b
150 94.7+0. 023b 60. 7+0. 095b Oc 0. 74+0. 055b
200 94. 0+0. 035b 38.0+0. 144¢ Oc 0. 76+0. 115b

[R5 B 5 A Rl /NG TR 7R 2 57 1.2 ( P<0. 05) Different letters in the same column meant significant difference at 0. 05 level among treatments un-

der different concentrations. P[] The same below.
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Tab.2 Germination and growth of Tripolium vulgare under PEG-6000 stress ( mean+SD)

Concentration Germination rate Germination potential Root length Shoot length
(%) (%) (%) (em) (em)

0 99.3+0.012a 99.3+0.012a 1.22+0. 069a 0.88+0. 123a
5 98.70.015a 94. 0+0. 040a 1.43+0. 055a 0.870. 154a
10 97.3+0.023a 90. 0+0. 035a 1.51+0. 191a 0.80=0.017a
15 96.7+0. 023a 54. 0+0. 020b 1.21=+0. 304a 0. 69+0. 087b
20 98.7+0.012a 48.7+0. 117b 1.31+0. 175a 0. 80+0. 060a
25 98.7+0. 023a 38.0+0. 365¢ 0. 95+0. 040b 0.53=0. 122b
30 98.7+0.023a Oc 0.62+0.091c 0.51=0.072b
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2 PEG BB X G858 F 1 1] K (5200
Fig.2 Effects of PEG stress on seed germination of Tripolium

vulgare.

RNA, 22 5 PCR J5 LK TwNHXT £ mRNA 7K
FERIN B 2 . 45 B R, NaCl ¥ B2l 40 1 80
mmol - LI BlBE4N 2 ToNHX1 ik 5% R4 TG
B 22 55 24 NaCl ¥ BEEIK ] 160 mmol - L' A, H:
ToNHX1 FRikat W 5 T+ (B 3) , Ui B8%E TvVHX1
(R ZRIA 32 — 2 Wk BE 0 W30 15 = 1 B 56 Fh - B &
A WIs bRt S MEAH B 2% (£1). 7

160 (mmol + L")
TvNHX1

CK 40 80
NaCl

18S rRNA

130 (mmol * L")

18§ rRNA

PEG TvNHX1

185 rRNA

3 AFPHEZAE IS ToNHX1 HE N #eik
Fig.3 Expression of ToNHX1 in Tripolium vulgare under differ-
ent stress by RT-PCR.

NaHCO, W, B8i5E TwNHX1 235 i, 100 F1130
mmol « L™ NaHCO, Jr 38 T B sE ToNHX1 1Y 3548
B TR (& 3) T 130 mmol - L™ NaHCO, i} T
BRFE T F K ZF 3 AR TN 2R B 8 25 B AIG. 7E 10%
PEG T2 WHA T, ilsE ToNHX1 Fik 58k 8 i K AE
124 PEG ¥ 35 31 20% I, H 38 1 8 D) A1 (&
3).

3 i it

3.1 ERGEANT S HE X 56 A 2 Y5

RTRIER 2 A ) A W 2 00 0 ot R TR 2
NaCl ¥ £ #8 15 50 mmol - L7' B}, 3£ 5 ( Leymus
chinensis ) T 1~ & 25 52 ) L Z 441w SR
( Halostachys caspica ) Fh ¥~ 85 A& B9 i £5 % P18 = ik
540 mmol « L' AKX, KT 160 mmol - L'
NaCl X i 5 Ff 5 % 28 B A WA B9S2 5 24 NaCl ¥
JETRF 240 mmol - L7, BB5E & 2 4 MR AIZF K 2
ERER(P<0.05,3 1), s HH A B i $hHE.

SrFHEAE 6000 K LA 1Y) PEG 2454 + 4+ 5
AR K AT B AW ST B PEG 1R JE
T, 0856 Fl ¥ B A o AR 2 B W E L EART
10% PEG ¥ T 55 2 Rk 5 1 0 A e KA, A8
25% PEG W2 1 REA B 181 %, 5 4 KA KB &
Feniiett]. FFE AT BELE T PEG e S 20K 43R
AR XL P B A Y oK [ PEG AL BR Y
¥~ AN g3 ik IRV Hh 3 i T AL S 5 B WSOk R4 T
BB AR T RO FR S TR S ) A
FHIRIEIR

A X6 A 0 1 PR 2 A T B R At 2 383
BUER e b ol B G A )00 i e o b
ST B S A AL 6 05 3% A | B8 RS pH
e b pH RN R R A K ™ E A
ER TR Y pH 2 wORh T B K B
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PR FHWA B R4 VER . AR 58 , NaHCO,
(pH 9. 12 ~9. 18) Wil X ik 56 P+ 85 & FIAR 28 A K
AR IER T K T NaCl F1 PEG BYPEAT (3R 1 FI3k
2), SR B AR 8 — 2 B0 4R F AT RE R HL
il &= pH (E RSS2 006 T #hF N i fk,
GRS N AR e N el ] S N
SR R RN 4y v A A A2 B 5 FE 0 B AR
F14) 290 it A S5O U5 RO B TR [) ol 1 5l 5 5 1)
AR K A )
3.2 BRI RO ToNHXT 323k 5056 Fl 1
(RO

AT KF b F Y I AR T 2 it A 2 Fh
AIREAIHLEN Y R VR Na®/H 386 ) 38 3
NHX EA JE 4 pH (BT Na® 193 5 1 2 F7 40
M TR G Z RO AR, Hof Na® X B 7E i
S ) T R 1) — A~ T B S ). Rodriguez-Ro-
sales ZE2 ST 26 B, NHX g 0 P Na* X 3 fb 48
B A0 R R R R A ML I S8 PR A AR A
Wit 27 SR = £ W 38 P kS A 4 T LA T Rk
R MHSE S B R AR A, L Na*/H 36 [n) 555 2R
F ToNHX1 TERSE STt b2 & R e 2 AR5
W FEAE 8 Z5 08 T R I B ToNHX1 55 534, 1
ToNHX1 A2 BB 33K | X 540 R T AeNHX1 K Fe
OsNHX1 JUIERE AgNHX1 25 R i 32 3k A0 — 3¢ |
BRZBERAEMY I Ew R EFE P EA -2 ME
H. [FIE, ToNHX1 323K 1 52 $h o + 5 ik 18 75 =
R —E R

1€ NaCl il PEG Wi ToNHX1 A28 AL 5 Ff
FHH K R L R AR AL K B R 5. 160 mmol -
L™'NaCl F1 10% PEG 1 P38 X056 B 1 i & I A
WE (1 5 2) , ToNHX1 A WERR I B
LR (E 3) 515% KO =i B PEG AL 2R i 58 56 #
KA FEER, Mi7E 20% PEG WA F ToNHX1 %
PR BRI 24 NaCl ¥ 2 15 3] 240 mmol - L7
J&  BBBE A 2R AR I ZE K 1 0 35 A (TR
st i T R, A I 98 B R DI VR B ToNHX 1 1Y 3
K. JETLE 160 ~240 mmol - L™ NaCl ¥ 2 15 il 9t
FEAER ToNHX1 &35 1) 4 5075 2 F— 20 1 i 56 F

HHTX NHXT fiif £ 44 53 B E 2 4L 78 NaCl i
18 BDXT NaHCO, 258k Eh B ™ NVHX1 ik
IRFFFE , 10 AL i X Eb i+ 22 AR 4T SRl fk , & —
TEBRPELS L, VEMY NHXT 2535 0 25 Foih e i mig
N EA . AANHXL T2 T X NaHCO,

SEAYTEPER 100 1130 mmol - L™ NaHCO, e fd
BlsE ToNHX1 Feik B W E U (K 3), (HZ7E 100
mmol + L™ NaHCO, 14~ , 856 1) &k 2R AR K
X BEAH L 53 A  NaHCO, 4 130 mmol - L™ IR
MRALHE A i, HABH B b IRSEI AR (£ 1). 7F
NaHCO, fEFH T, 5855 /) ToNHX1 8335k, HALH
AHES NaHCO, ¥ pH H B9 2 21 A &, 4
FEIRAMESE.

X AN ) 96 58 Joip T 5 A KA [T A AR 4L
52N TE N IR HEA T 1 — 25 5T, I 6] 25 20 BT i
56 NHX1 B FAthabf 5% 3 7 227 35k PR 6 35, D4t 7 i
36 R L ER IS TR ABL , S I &R FH B %E B R, T
W Hop 3 3 9 TAEY) o F B MR LS AR 4 A ik
PRI % I
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