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24675 I B R R (7)) AR AR R 110042)
E7) : AHF R Cd i3 T Z 4 (Lonicera japonica Thunb. ) R A EEFH M AR R Z AT H N T4, XA L ERE,EHEL

B Cd &\Eﬁ(o 2.5.5.10.25 .50 #1 100 mg/kg) MR ENE THE B (MDA) & &

B (POD) it & fb 2 8 (CAT) Ju3F L B

B E G A Bt B (SOD) (i A

A (APX) EH UK A KR (IAL) (KB X (GA,) RER (ABA) B & &, 4

BEERW. 2. 5mg/kg Cd LB M 3 TR AW EH I 20.93% , B L 25 mg/kg Cd L MM TH M EHANENETFETHR KL%

1§ 7 28.78% #7 40.92% ., # 4 Cd AL T, i MDA &
Wk APX EM R A ZE B E B, A IAA GA,
5. 88% .

S ERHZE B EH W ;SOD A POD FMHE EHE CATERLEA S E
4 & .GA,/ABA T IAA/ABA £ A Z EEK;ABA & EF &, thxf B & £ 3
HRMEMTER, AL P HREANE SOD . POD FE 5 GA,

GEFRLERLENMAE, 5 ABASCEFRELELE

FAM M CAT EHN 5 IAA M GA, 4 EFELFEMXE, 5 ABAFEREAMXME, ZAMN AWM ZRIRE, £4
CAp BT RAZINNENTANTG KR BENREANHEFERAEZRN ABA T ZEEZRIINA

K AA R AT, AREE
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I E WA R o N I f B s R Y
PIAR Z WA Cd i i BB 7K 52 1 1) 16 1, 35 2
FEAAMN B OCE RGE B A ML 5 DL R
55 YT (R RS B ) R AR AT A R A K R
FHET:P L, YR Cd BT A2 TR R A2 3
T 22 5, — WOk UL A & R Y 5
AP XS Cd A TR v, X F 2 58P
AN 52 20 1 977 480 B2 N BIL AR AT G . Bt AL &R B8 R A
Yy 3% 3555 30 i TR KR e A E B ML A
/BB U NN OE N A e S N
(SOD) i S Ak & B§ (CAT) id & AL ¥ BE (POD) LA
FATCYR I % 3 S8 AL 9 B ( APX) 45 B W) A O 35 B
Cd JHlr3e 7= A A 3 1 4 A pR 3 DT AR UE A 4 1 O
AR, X E LI AEHEPT Cd 5B L aa Y
Yﬁﬁﬁa%&ﬁ“ﬁi FE SR B A A e 25 R
PR R AR IR S A M R
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BRI N Y A XA AR K
— R AR n R K KRR AR A T
B, ARWFSE R B, A ) SR AR W) Y T S A Tl O
XF Cd i 1 22 S AR R HL i I AL A M T A

HeAh , R R B R A AR Cd W aa v i 52 8l
Gy E NI Y, ed Bhaa R R
U538 25 I V& 2 ( Abscisic acid, ABA) A=+ 2 (Auxin,
IAA) 77 % 2 ( Gibberellin, GA) | éEl?lﬂ@ﬁ}’ﬂ%((]yto-
kinin, CTK) DA & & ¥ ( Ethylene, ET) B9 & - fiig
%Eﬁi*%ﬁﬂﬁfh,})\ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ\ﬁikkEJEET“XULEJJ\
BB OCE B BN, Cd BBIE S K ER A
2 ABA fm ABA TEAHY) H iy o3 A1, 3 BURAL G M
0 2 0 3, DA BRI Cd i M b A s
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iR B A AL B ] AE G TAA R AR, TAA
TREEAS S A AR AR R E 1m) O
BRI X A B AR IR T 2 WM R SR AR
5K ( Sedum alfredii)ﬁxlﬁl IAA GA | E XK EKF
( Zeatin riboside ,ZR) A1 ABA & & X% Cd g B A

IR (BRI ) (jytqnfe202103 ) 5 8k LI 8 2 B R 27 4R 41

5%, email: j1_58@ 163. com.



22 ok 5 B &K

2024 4

B R REAE b TAA BT GA X 22 AL 8 Cd A
FEMEM ., Yan %2V W5 &, Cd Hhaa T H % A
2% ( Brassica napus L. ) "W ¥ ABA & & F+ &, ZR
F AL, 6 ABA/ZR S, HEHt Cd e 1 5 MR K
R H A O, AW AR R A AR 2 RN TR
PR 2 S ] O3 A B0 45 2R 7 52 B 300 58 B 3 i AR A R
DAY Tl R 3R A 23 T A A A 77 A B A W 3 Y 3 Y fiE
1o WFFE Cd Wh3e AR P A 9 BT S A T O 1 DL S Y
PR KR 22 A, X5 1 fif Al W T AL B R
HEME X,

.4 ( Lonicera japonica Thunb. ), X £ 4 4R 1E,
RARBLFE B EERAMEY, BA 4P E
R AR MR R ik Gl P SR 6 RO
SRR A R TR B AR AR R JE A
SOV Y S B AT Cd ELAT A A TR R 4
REJ), Hoh T HAE R AR s, T LLOR #b AT
MY Y AR A K SR8 S BB T AR S i
T Cd R REE Y B E MRS Y., B
B, 58T Cd B T B a S AE W) 28 2 1 0 2a AL i
AR AT S D HE5E 3 A [) g 46 A 9 10
PUEALB T R GEXF Cd iy me B 22 AR K, IR R
TEVH S AE XS Cd Wi b B = Z 9 /EH], H Cd
i T AN ER S B R W HRE, A
WEFE LB R 4R A 24 A RL, DF 5T Cd il i
PR M S BRSO AR R JR
B HAR G, DU g 0 — 20 1 it 8 e AR AL X - 0%
Cd 75 Y 201 A ey AR BL ) 32 HERE 27 4K 4

1R

1.1 ReHH

15 4 74 Bk 2.4 ( Lonicera japonica Thunb. )
ARAEAE R W AR A I T TP & B 7E L e
Fhifb AR R E S T R, B
I A R E R 25 C B KT 14 h JEIEFT 10 h
i b
1.2 Fik
1.2.1  Cd it 432 5 ik

k4t - SR 11 8 1L TS 2 B8 9 B [ 0 ~ 20 em
MFR)Z L, TR R FR g SE AR AL R 5T k. pH
7.0, GHLE AN 18.56 g¢/kg, IS A S H N 1.44
mg/ kg, A5 B & O 140.3 me/kg, AR AR R
82.13 mg/kg, % Cd & it K 0. 85 mg/kg, I ik
SE T ANAREL AR AR 3 R (1A 3 RIEWIE R

—WKEE ), FIRE AN Cd™ He B Ry . 0 (X AR
CK) .2.5.5,10.25.50 F1 100 mg/kg, + L H R
AT )G it 4 mm G, 7303646 HAZ R 20. 0 em B 15
em (IR AE b, B AR+ 3.0 kg, V5 YU
CdCl, - 2. 5H,0 Bt i% % 7 e BE 1 3% W, — ok M i m
B b FAMR AT, I KB 1K Y L
Z M F K (WHC) B9 70% . 1% 31 4 A s,
PRI Z o Wids A% 4 R py AR K fgott KB —Zuma £
AP A T R 23 ~25 em  fE B 2~3 SO0 Ei R
BREAP,BE 3, & Cd AR 60 d )5, WY
OBHEATAH SCHE AR U 5
1.2.2 A#=nzE

FEAE RN 3 B B OR K Bk T W)
IR AR R T K 43 B AR AR 5 L B4 T B Rk
2 v 1R O T0 S AR 5 19 28 3 ~ 4 R 58 4 R T Y T g
B 9 AR AL B W RV TR T, - 80 °C UK AR PR-AT, it
it 5 PR PR TR R O B AE AR AR DU, A S 4y il
AMEFS 1105 °C A 7F 30 min, 80 °C 4t Z 16 &, Fr i H
L 7/b i
1.2.3 #EABEMRAZFH B (MDA) A N &

PTG 0 B2 B 2 % 4R B 7 ) 7 ik O R VE B R,
FRICH 0.2 ¢ TAOFER b AW O AR in A
YA HY 50 mmol/L .pH 7. 8 MUBERRZE mh ik (N5 0. 1
mmol/L EDTA Tl 1% 3 Z & Mk Be i ), A /b it A
YD TR UK AR A K B AR 5 mL B LA,
F 13 000x g fI% 2 B 0> 30 min, b 3% W & FH 40 #r .
SOD 7% 4 % FH &0 VUM ( NBT) 64k i JE vk %2 | DA
P NBT 38 J5 11 50% Jy— A~ 35 77 5.4 (U) 5 CAT
T 1 SR FH ot A8k 05 it i T 2, LA 4 b 7R O 1B
Bk 0. 01 S — A~ E§E T B4 (U) s POD I PR A A
BIA W LD 5E | LA 23 B N OB IE 2246 0. 01 2 —A4>
g% J1 AL (U) ; APX 35 PE Il 22 2 B Krivosheeva
SR T RN R TR BT N R T Ak i R (ASA) B
i B APX I P SR ARG B b 22 R (TBA) 2500 5
MDA % &,
1.2.4 AR#EELENE

MR R RS % Hou %7 )5 ¥E . FREUHE
Pt 1 g (CR§8030 0. 1 mg) |, VAU ES SOk AR,
AT 80% H B (20 mL) K 1 55 0 F BF B A 2
W AR B B 4 CUKA TP R (12 h U
1) o BEEBUORARIE 20 (20 min,5 000 r/min)
Je WO BIE W E 150 mL JEZEH T, i 10 mL 80%
B Ve B 0 R R R G B L, A L
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W, 40 CUEZ8 Kk 2 WA H R AR B (R ME Mk 4 %2
A 1/3) Bl A2 oK A 58 4 56 78 3] 50 mL X, A
AR BUA B AR BUBR (2 3 W, FFRBZ)R A 0.1 ¢
R O B g e B (PVPP ) W Ry 2R W B, R R R
FERIRZ 30 min, 3 I8 F % PVPP  JEW ] 2 mol/L
FREER R T & pH =3, SR Bl MR L R #E B 3
W, A IFER A BIHEZE T, T 40 COUEW 4 =1, H
2 mL 80% I H B v 58 28 & 3 IR, I MR W ik Sep-
Pak18 /I 4lifb , HH 06 00 )5 ok i 25 1, FH 509% HH i
VERT 2 mL, % 0.22 wm A HLIE I g,
VR A& 43T o

K F Wiers Alliance 2695 15 8% ¥ AH {5 1% {3 F #F
M5E TAA (GA, il ABA & &, (At C18 Al A
(4.6 mm,250 mm,5 wm, Waters) , i 2l # & FF 5% .
1% 12 (45 + 55) , i A 1 mL/min, UV 254 nm %%
HMREIN 5 AR L E B, TR R AR E 5 W T Sigma
25 A AL P UR R s o ot e s B L A i e TR
Rom, B0 EZNE 3K,
1.3 HiEREMSH

K M Excel 2007 i 47 848 4b B2 E 18, SPSS
19. 0 BT ERAF AT 5 2650, A [ b 3 22 T 11 22 S
i FVE ] Duncan’s 3% #E4T L3 ; 2R FH Pearson #H %
PRG35 43 BT A DG

2 R 500

2.1 EHENRLEKREVENZIN
1AL BEE Cd Ab BRIk T, 2 & A AR
Hb R A M bR A= W A 5 B B S R AR
I HIETE 2.5 mg/kg Cd &b Pk B 15 T 56 A= 9y
BT IR B & BT 20.93% (P<0.05) , F B
JE Cd A 3 FE B AR G 7 A — o B R R AN
Cd ZEFEYE BEAE 5 F1 10 mg/kg B, Cd Xf Z & #hy b 3%
FUHE T H A ) i R AR B E RS2 (P>0.05)

M Cd W BT 25 mg/kg I, bR FE AL B AR B
i EREAR(P<0.05), | Z FER T 28.78% i
40.92% , F W W Cd 8 X 2 4 f A K=k
TR IR SO . N EEAS R SRR E Uk
Cd(>25 mg/kg) AT, AR Y T B HAR
B R AR AR B I RE e R A

&1 FEHEMNBEHEEYENT
Table 1 Effects of Cd stress on the biomass of

L. japonica seedlings

Cd ¥/ LY/ g 5%t B L/ %
(mg/kg) R L3 WF#H R
0 31.2420.99b  35.17+0.04a - -
2.5 37.78+2.12a  36.42%2.57a  120.93 103. 55
5 29.85£0.77b  34.50+3.78a 95.53 98. 09
10 28.51+1.41b  36.52£2.208a  91.26 103. 84
25 25.34%1.24c  27.59+0.89h 81. 11 78.45
50 22.25+1.48d  28.36+2.99b 71.22 80. 63
100 24.77+0.72¢  20.67+0. 58¢ 79.29 59.08

T« [ G ) /NG 5B R AN R Ak R A 4k i) 7 22 S B 3 4k (P<
0.05) , F [l ; 5 X5 JEAH LU, 375 AH B AL B A= By 4k 55 %0 A B A0
I3,

2.2 EHEMNBEMHAFRELRZGEHZM

M2 2 Al B Cd Kb BER BE 3G I, 2L 40t R
HSOD % MR B T IR AE Cd BN 100
mg/ kg BF 16 PE 5z, HE X BEBS i T 164. 00% ; POD
TPETE Cd BANH R 50 A1 100 mg/kg B 2 2 5 T4
B AR A 3 5 X A L 22 R A B 3 (P>0.05)
CAT IS MRS THE R 1E 2.5 F1 5 mg/kg Cd &b
PRI 5B % 5 T X (P<0.05) , 78 50 Fl 100 mg/kg
Cd 4b i 8 25 B AR (P <0. 05) 3 APX I M 78 4% b 7
) 22 S AN W35 (P>0.05) , fE4 Cd AR BEVR T,
240 i MDA & 5 X BE A L A o 2
(P>0.05), B 2 & M bR A 32 21 B I i 2 01k
43

®2 FEHEMNBEMHRFRRASLEEER MDA SEMHM

Table 2 Effects of Cd stress on antioxidant enzyme activities and the content of MDA in the leaves of L. japonica

Cd ¥/ (mg/kg) SOD/(U/g) POD/(U/(g - min))

CAT/(U/(g+ min)) APX/(pmol/(g + min))

MDA/ ( nmol/g)

0 268.57+14. 10e 38.63+1.59d
2.5 396.07+18.76d 40.38+3. 00d
5 346.94+27.93d 38.5+1.06d
10 433.37+31. 06¢ 39.13x1.24d
25 616. 14x+14. 44b 50.63+0. 53¢
50 608. 31+20. 84b 92.25+1.06a

100 709.02+9. 44a 80. 88+3.36b

22.36+2.77¢ 19. 64+5. 89ab 8.54+0. 39ab
39.53+1.92a 23.21+6.27a 8.89+1. 00ab
34.02+1.83b 18.57+1. 64ab 8.24+1.02ab
23.54+0. 10c 15.36+0. 62b 8.79+1. 13ab
26.34x1.09¢ 16. 79+3. 44ab 8.70+0. 82ab
17.18+0. 85d 16.43+2. 70ab 10. 07+0. 48a

16.47+1.70d 17.5+3.45ab 7.57+0.75b
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2.3 EHBEXMREHAFANBERESERT

W 1R BE Cd Ak 3 B B, 2 &t Foep
GA, FIl TAA % ¥ 2 B Th i 5 BB 3, 24 Cd
WINE N 2.5 mg/kg B, GA, Al TAA & &35 8 e K
fH(P<0.05), 75 % b X} B2 3% Jm 7 25. 14%
51.95% ;24 Cd & & 50 Al 100 mg/kg A}, IAA
SR B EM TR (P<0.05), FBAK T 12.33%
24.12% ;%4 Cd ¥ N & 2 25,50 Hl 100 mg/kg A,
GA, it lE X BR2H B 3 PR AR 1 29. 58% . 35. 01% Al
34.30% ., MR UL AN AR B Cd Ak B 2L 4 it
I A AR R R R B TR R T I AR
JO7 e v BE TR B AR KON o 2L A e ABA
HREAE Cd Ab B BE 30 5 PR W R R, Y
Cd ¥ EH T 10 mg/kg B, ABA & & 8 F 7HE (P<
0.05) , 15 2 5 KAA B Eb X B34 T 55. 88% , & B
R Cd A FEXT R A AE R EF AT —
E ) BE MR
2.4 EHEXREMRFNEMELENZD

ME 2 iR, & Cd &Ik FEE N, GA,/ABA
I IAA/ABA WMEY 2% LR TR B, Y
Cd @l 2.5 mg/kg i, GA,/ABA 1 IAA/ABA
W E TX R (P<0.05) , WAE R 1.49 A1 0. 11,
FL X B BN T 33. 849% Fl 62. 04% , F WKW FE Cd
30 P R RS I A A AR R T 3 B O AP L, GA, AN
TAA & WA, M ABA 194 BB A T I 1R
MR KA R T HAK, X 5K ERKREFIR
M—E, Y4 Cd HmANE A 10~ 100 mg/kg I}, GA,/
ABA 1 {8 2 R R B, W AE 43 51 A 0.731,0. 678,
0.475 F 0.509, 5 Xt B8 AH Ho B K 34.48% ~
57.47% ;% Cd ¥ it 4 10,50 F1 100 mg/kg B,
IAA/ABA FUAE 4390 0 0.042.0. 038 F1 0. 034, 5 %t
FEAH LU F B 35.52% ~48. 17% , X W B W B Cd i
T GA, Al TAA & & 2R FR 5, B ABA & & B Rl
R R A R R AR AR T A O, AR
E A 5 I S A HRPT I 0
2.5 EHETREMHEFREUBEESNERE

SEHEXMES W

M2 3 A, Cd ria T, 224 i o SOD i P
5 POD WE M2 B F IEMAHE(P<0.01),5 ABA &
O IEA 5 (P<0.05) ;SOD {f E 5 CAT 15 ok
R FERAAME(P<0.05),5 GA, &t 2k ¥ f
I (P<0.01), POD i&E¥ES ABA & 24 B35 1E
XK (P<0.01),5 CAT I&PER GA, & it 2 i 3%
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Fig. 1 Effects of Cd stress on endogenous hormones

content in the leaves of L. japonica

AL (P<0.01), 5 IAA & & 5§ & 7%
(P<0.05), CAT iKPE 5 APX §f 1 & B % F 47 %
(P<0.05),5 IAA & &M GA, S EWNEEIE
I (P<0.01), 5 ABA & B B W W & fHH %
(P<0.01), APX i% 15 TAA GA, fil ABA & &1y
JCMFEAH N, TAA R GA, & 2 4% 3% IF A ¢
(P<0.01), H¥ 5 ABA & & & W & 1 41 ¢
(P<0.05), & b, A% jd it E AL SOD 5
POD &M S ek E KA I R CA, TR fFA7E W
FERMA KR, HIHE KB E ABA & B A7E D
FIEA LR CAT WEEN 5 TAA 1 GA, & &
FEFE 3 IE MK R, 5 ABA F£ 78 W 3 1 A ¢
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Fig.2 Effects of Cd stress on the ratio of endogenous hormones in the leaves of L. japonica

K3 EHETREMHAMENBEESANERESEBRXESN

Table 3 Correlation analysis between antioxidant enzyme activity and endogenous hormones in the leaves of L. japonica

E(EE A SOD POD CAT APX TAA GA, ABA
SOD 1. 000

POD 0.811"

CAT -0.541" -0.724™

APX -0.291 -0.421 0.616"

IAA -0. 405 -0.523" 0.873* 0. 440

GA; -0.785™" -0.750* 0.822" 0.414 0.718 "

ABA 0.547" 0.709 ™" -0.700"" -0.454 -0.571" -0.580" 1. 000

T R ECTF N Pearson HIKEREL, * FIRTE P<0.05 KF LB FMI, #«FIRTE P<0. 01 K B RFMK,

3 itig

H 4R Cd 2 IR v AR ) 7 M R i T e
TCERZ— W 5y 1 R W, AR I R 2 A ) A K P
WFHIICE . BT R, Cd R 0 A K 26 B AR
Ve B AR A | T R O T A LR R e sk L AR s
g R B Cd WS N 3G, 2 A AR A )
HETHRE AL, X 515 2 8 & £ 12 LR
FAARL T AR Cd R A8 K e B M — 5 R
{18 SR S5 A5 I, AEL 7= A ) 38R 80 N 1) R VR AR AE 25
S, AL THRM 2.5 mg/kg Cd 2 & H {2 ot
THLEYRE KT 10 mg/kg Cd AT 2
AW R ZEME 5T 25 mg/kg Cd B, A
bl Cd W& i T S R B 1 B 2L A T IR vk
JE Cd( <10 mg/kg) AT PEAR 3% , H & R H F b ARk
B Cd 54 LB E R

Cd B FH M EZHLH 2 — 2% T Y 4 ik =
F18 P A, T AR R R OB IR o Ak,
A U] 2 5 B 4 AN B R B AE TS MDA 2
BT A I S 2 7= 0, T R g T At 4 Ak R A

PEAR G RERE Y L ARWFIE R B, 45 Cd i 3f b BE X 2
A nb R MDA S B E R, KW od Braa
A FBEAZ BN B0 E A0, R R AR
PEMIRE SR . X5 Kahli 2572 %P 22 @ A 4 (At-
riplex 1. ) W N; Cd k38 09 F 55 &5 S — 20, i i 52 A
Sk ) BE 6% 38 5 8T B A Ak B AR BIL Rk b R A
F0 ot T P A, DA TR 2 A T R R A L YA ) a2 B
4 JE M0 i A 20 A RT LA a ) b B AR B
R G0 R PR TG P R AR A AL 0, R B R
P I P 1 o IS T AE — s R R B AE ) 6 EE 4
JE i 32 68 7. SOD 1A 9 1A P J2 75 B 1% o SR
55— B 2k, BEKE R W A0 v i A0 S AR Ol AR
ABAE FH AR X %555 B9 H,0,; POD Fl CAT 3 —
H,0, #AL A H,0 #1110, AR s % Cd
A FR Y BE 38, 24 it e SOD A POD i M
T, U HAE S W E Cd(50 F1 100 mg/kg) b3 T H
TR R L 2 A LB R X PR AR 4% Cd
Jofh3E1 Kb 3R [R] B RS AR FH >R 25 B 3 14 450, SOD Fil POD
TP 0 8 0 R vk R BT R DL 5] R R
BB RUE T 2% Cd R 2k, X 5
HLW) T 5 32 6 Cd W 38 1 ) 7 25 5t — 800 Shao
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DGR T R T Cd MR AR 4 AR 8 B AL T
WP E R, M MDA & R, AW,
CAT 3&EPEAEAR Y B Cd AP (<5 mg/kg) B FH 5, 5
We B Cd AL FE (50 A1 100 mg/kg) B B T i1, %
U T TS AR B R SN T APX I
FEA AR R 22 5235 R B 353X AT AR 5 H e I IR TR
S BT I E AR G,
IR R A A K R B W E 28 ) i, 1
2 B FE 4 A A s A AT A 2 AR Y R R KO
SR I 433 IO 396 358 Ml At Pt i B SRR EGE AR TAA
M GA, BHEMY ERK LT WIE#HANIRHE, Cd
W30 A ) A K A2 B R RE A R R R P R
BER TAA M GA, S WD MR RMA
S ORMEIE LB, BB Cd b P (>25 mg/kg)
Elj‘,,u%ﬂf)frtlﬂ IAA Fll GA, & i b & T &, X 7] fig
= Cd A flfi TAA F1 GA, A Wik 44 18 2 Bl 38 i &
B, LIS B AR AT R R vk
Cd il F 24 AT R 38 ik B AR A Kl i st . AR
WPE Cd Zb 3R (2.5 mg/kg) W, Z 4 M Hrf TAA Al
LR RN AR R A 2 BT B
i, A 2 A AEMRHE Cd (2.5 mg/kg) Wit R Al
AETE 1 4R T OTAA T GA, & & i 3 Al bR i AR K
ABA 2y —Fh i i 2%, A= #AE S 22 i il 2E
k ﬁE# FLOC A, DT 98 1 A B 6 BA 5% 38 1 3
o TZWFJLEP Rifi %5 Cd Kb 3 i 38, 20 4 i
H‘tF‘ ABA St LR E R E Cd Ab B
(>10 mg/kg) B, ABA 7 535 1t 25 T X I Be i &
DA AR R P o T R R A i
ik, Cd Ml FAHLER RN ABA B9 KR, 0] Lk
PR IR Y e s TR T RAL G T AR R K 43 T A
M B AT Cd (8 2 R, BEARZH 4L Cd ik
JE BRI AR B Cd T
FE 3B N0 45 1T i 0 R 4 2R B A8 1 i
SR T P | O N VR R B A AT O A 5 A
MIEwAREED . AR LI, IMNE GA, R iAb
] DL 4R %ﬁﬂﬂ BT R DT & BT SOD |
POD Fl CAT 3&PE™ o A58 b A PR3 Hr R W1,
MR H TR E GA, & i 5P AL CAT 76 M &
e i IEAA G IR Cd AbBE (2.5 mg/ke) IS T
At B GA, it i S S G, ply o o A vk
Cd rif T AN GA, SR INAIE T CAT
TE M 4R R AR X Cd B3 A& R E L Cd e
™ ABA R DUAR R A P A o T SR A R R TR Y 3R GA Y

T Ak B S M DA T B A T BR TG M A BE
ABEFE R 24 B N TR R ABA Fria 5Pk
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Effect of Cadmium Stress on Antioxidant Enzyme Activity and
Endogenous Hormones Content in Lonicera japonica Thunb.

JIA Lian', ZHANG Dong’, ZHANG Jisi', LV Linlin', DIAO Quanping'
(1. College of Chemistry and Life Science, Anshan Normal University, Liaoning Key Laboratory of Development
and Utilization for Natural Products Active Molecules, Anshan Liaoning 114007, China;

2. North CMA Technology Co. , Ltd. , Shenyang 110042, China)

Abstract: In order to study the response change of Lonicera japonica Thunb. to cadmium (Cd) stress antioxidant enzyme activity and
endogenous hormone levels, the plant biomass, malondialdehyde ( MDA ) content, the activities of superoxide dismutase ( SOD),
peroxidase (POD ), catalase (CAT), ascorbic acid peroxidase ( APX), and the content of auxin (IAA), gibberellin ( GA;),
abscisic acid (ABA) in leaves was analyzed by pot experiments with various Cd concentrations (0.2.5.5,10.,25 .50 and 100 mg/kg) .
The results showed that the underground biomass increased by 20. 93% at low concentrations of 2. 5 mg/kg Cd treatment, while above
25 mg/kg Cd, both underground and above-ground biomass significantly decreased, with a maximum reduction of 28.78% and
40.92%. With increasing Cd treatment concentrations,the MDA content in leaves was not significantly affected, while the activities of
SOD and POD were significantly enhanced, CAT activity first increased and then decreased, APX activity was not significantly
affected. The content of IAA,;GA,, GA,/ABA and IAA/ABA in leaves were firstly increased and then decreased. The ABA content
increased by 55.88% compared with the control. Correlation analysis showed that the activities of SOD and POD were negatively
correlated with GA, content, but positively correlated with ABA. The activities of CAT and APX were positively correlated with TAA
and GA, content, but negatively correlated with ABA. Taken together, the results indicated that L. japonica had a strong tolerance to
Cd, and the plant had not suffered significant oxidative damage under different level of Cd stress. Its strong antioxidant enzyme activity
and a large amount of accumulated ABA may be important protective mechanisms.

Key words: Lonicera japonica Thunb. ; Cd stress; antioxidant enzymes; endogenous hormones





