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FEHE TS-IFMEXN E RGP EEKLEEIERARNFID
ZR, RO, SR ES, BB, MRS, 22X, KEE, B A
IR AL R AR5, A5, LR 575 0 5 R T 5908058, LR JE 52271018

WE: AIAR T WAAZE (P EAEE) T Fra TS E ok A 383t 2K (Zea mays) A 32 A& ALF5ARe %50, 45 REA R
BT FARE T AL ARG . RKE AN F MK it B EEE(CAT). L B BEE(POD). A2 ALY LEE(SOD)E 5 4
AN BATRBIHARE, L 2~3mgke' SSHERERE TRRRER. EERZ T —SPUERS-FIE T AT

HhA K, 32 SR EE(CAT. POD. SOD)E &4, et 545, IR SR A2 E /.

KR S-FaE BR R B T A

EoK(Zea mays)VE N EEWIIR & K FRMEY,
Hr gz 15w 1o E, T RPE St RS
II (photosystem I, PSINFEAAEFE N [, S2MG A 2
(FBIEEE2011; HA%2016). TKHHIEBT RS
R AR AR A SZHI I (S B R E52010), Bl 7K 5375 6k
FEEEME, HRAKELEH, WEARH, SRR
R(ZE1EEE2008; A AEFN ™ 5 222006), H K7 rid
X AN [ it A T oK A0 5 A AN [R (K1 7 552015) . 48
FIE B X 52 S E, £ FOKAE T WA,
XN R, SN E oK B (M 452010). 5
— AT K7 20%~30% (GR1H252010), R
VR M X KA PR ) 32 R 1] K] 2 (Prasad 1996)

S-5 12 (S-abscisic acid, S-ABA) & —Fl AL A
A IR MR IR A K, AMAT A
Sem YN T BB HRPURE /1, IE R
AR, EEWMRIRIE T A/ NE(Triticum aestivum)
(5 5452014). 162E(Arachis hypogaea) (X%
22007) KFE(Oryza sativa) (33 45%2014), H
W (Saccharum officinarum) (25K T%52010). K1t
(Gossypium sp.) (Wipi A= 552005) A EYIHL 5 J7 1H )
WL, (HS-FE PR AL FKPLF 7 a7, H
X T K AR AR AR RS2 1R 7 THI AR WARGE o A
WEFL T WA AR A (h FEE R E ) RS- L
R E AR TR R, NS- IR R
K R LK BRI e i 2% .

MRS 7E

1 3G #Hy

PR F K (Zea mays L.) 5 F R FBH.958” (7] B
SR B A IR A F), 5257 898% S-1
Pz R 250U )1 DegEts AR R TR A |,

2 I

I WA S-iFE PR W S A, WIE 50N
1. 2. 3. 4 mgkg', LABEiEIEKME AR, HL54
AbEE . VB3RP BT, T R (i
KEFKENIS50%) B 5 (3R K KRR
35%) Je B H K (3 B KFFK & 1075%) . Phik
R/N—E, FPRLIHE 1) KPP 3B T B2 15 em,
w21 eI, 7 B R — kL, FEAN b
1072, FHFFPRRES om, FRERTFR E v S ml a1
2.4 kg, #EFh G B T 9 HSIE = N IR 2 B 5EK300 mL.
3 TIREEAESE

I L i 5, 3 J]7%(Bharati%$2002)3)
1545100 g3 B KEFKE N35 g HUb &1
FRFEMARE G T EEHE, FRrE, NS +E
PR KB N5.55% . i AR IR AL B K R
R N2.85 kg, HETFACEES EH2.69 ke, HIE
FE AL HN2.57 kg

TR R E EROK, fRFR & IS KE
—3. 10 dfF, HAAHEPEL T =1 — 0 B KH
— B TR ST, 4% B TR B 1 FHASS-4 78 5
BT E W E A, W5 ST LI KE
FREGMFREDK, 7 dEdlErkm. R, Mk
Hhy b SRR AR M T SR E, HA) A = R i e A
AL FERR . WE MR RS B R R A RIGE(H
452007, K H &AL =K1 (tripheny] tetrazolium
chloride, TTC)y% Ml % HE R % /1 (1 F HEEE1994)
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A A B (catalase, CAT). i SE AL (peroxidase,
POD). A E AL B (superoxide dismutase, SOD)
v ME BL A T % (malondialdehyde, MDA) & & 155
HE =R RU(2006) BTk 77 V200 7
4 HEBRDHT

FIFMicrosoft Excel 2010347 48112047, 1
DPS v6.55 4T 75 25317 -

SMUTESE S

1 FEPBTS-FMEBZLEN ERYPBEEK
HISZE

HIRIATE H, FETFHET, $KES-1E
PUAR AL TR G ET bR v S EARK O TRA YA
AFEIFEEESG N, HAR A3 me-kg I, KM

07 8.92 em, A A B, FARKAEOS IEA R I
7.98 cm. S-iFEPLERI S AT LA 0 ROK M b6 8 R
MR i E, R JE N2 mg-kg B Hb [ 5 552.294 g,
B IR AR 170.922 g; WKJF N3 mg-kg i T e
HEIRASE R 170.29 g; (HE IRCH A FER.

HETR T, SSEPUEBTF AR A2 mgke'
IS R R R e U, B IR BAR B T78.3 em. iR
N3 mg-kg ' AbEL R FARA K 1 E ) B4y
FINT.34 em. 0.7 g, FCRIE .. EREIKEE
P, BEACBESE N, BoK4hTHh N B B DR A,
ik 1.284 g, B HEBHE1R10.338 g.

AR LA, TRME T, S-iF
PLRBE F AR E ~2~3 mg-kg i K4 A
KARHEAE BT

K1 AFREEET TN S-iF 5T %0 FoK 4 i AR
Table 1 Effect of S-ABA spray on growth of maize seedlings under different drought stresses

TR S-EB R E/mg kg HrE/em ERK/em b fif # /g Hb i /g
HEETR 1 32.60° 19.62™ 1.760° 1.078°
2 36.35° 21.94° 2.294° 1.192"
3 37.26" 23.23% 1.970° 1.262°
4 32.26° 19.08" 1.736° 1.254°
HHEA 28.34° 15.25° 1.372° 0.972°
EETR 1 29.46° 19.21% 1.752¢ 1.132°
2 33.42° 20.10 1.748° 1.148°
3 32.88° 24.26™ 1.792¢ 1.228"
4 30.46™ 18.42" 1.670% 1.284®
X iEB 25.12¢ 16.92° 1.092 0.946°
IR ALK poiile 39.47° 26.95° 2.413" 1.317°

XA XHEB XRCH AN TR R BTN LW BRI BT KB 5 —faan ol M AN [R5 R bR IR R R Bodia [a)

75 5 5§ 3 (P<0.05), K1,

2 FEMETS-FEMEBELIEN RSB ETE
FEFRAD 2T
2.1 STCATEMERIE N

CAT. POD. SODfENTRIEE, ResEmIEY)
X 5E AR PTRE J1 (K 552006) . HI B 1-A R K
S-iFEPUR I A1~3 mg-kg N, FEIR I 0w AT
FLGbFR R [ CATIE YER 3, Horpk A3 mekg!
B, AR R CATE PR+ 2 5 B Ch HRA)
P rE151.45%, BIEH AR K HE 6 REC) 12 5165.02%;
5N CATYE P 55 51 5 2 X0 B R REB) 43 731
PET73.29%. 87.37%. S-EHiEMIEAFEAEIE
TR CATIRE, WRE N3 mg-kg ' I R T

[F K BN T B A B P T R A BECATIS
P
2.2 ¥PODEMRIFN

WE1-B7R, S-1541 505 55 A 3 AR 50 Tk B2
X KN PODYEEI A AN FIFR Bk . A
TR AR FE N3 mg-kg ', BUR B AE, PODIE
BN AR INT2.72%, BN RECHE 151102.39%, L[
W ST T A 59.25%, BT R AR E
N2 mg-kg R RCR i, o IRBIY N58.37%,
SHHRCHE B 111.75%, WP N34 mg kg 4bHE 1
PODF M HE B &1 17 38.57%4119.65%, 45 H 5
BEEER.
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Fig.1 Effect of S-ABA spray on physiological indexes of maize seedlings under different drought stresses

2.3 3FSODFEMERIFZMT

HEI-CRl 1, TR AT, RS
S-FEPLRIKRE N2 me-kg!, BAIRAR N T 28.13%,
BN RECHE N38.95%, 45K 2 B 2 R, WREEN3
4 mg kg fISODIH M HE X I CHE N 7 37.27% 1
28.11%. HJ¥FTEAPS-FEHREWE AL, 2. 3
mg-kg W IEBIE R 17 12.28%. 22.90%.
26.75%, Bt ik FE 4 inSODIE P IZ L Tt i
2.4 XIMDAZ 2/

T 52 1) 305 458 Folp AL B8 T 2 ek A I B 72
AMDA, 55 8] DL MR P40 i R 1 i A AL R
J& (Prasad 1996). 41 1-Dff7R, S-i5 41 2 i 55 Ab 3
RE A AL PRI Fr MDA & &, (HE BCH A F 2

FESE . TR R S-EPLRIRE N3 mekg I,
MDA & B A, B BAFEKS5.77%. BHJET5
NS-FEPUER I N2 mg-kg IR A PR A O A B,
BN B F£4IK44.59%
2.5 JMHRERESENFN

WE1-ERf 7N, AbBE W R E A A BT 5 e
WERRI SRR SRS T EE T R hE . R
ELRS R YRR N3 me kg N R B A, T
B T AR 18.70%, AR CHE &=
11.16%. 5 JZ T+ R EREO6 BB IN22.87%, 4
EREEER.
2.6 XHRARFHBIFN

H I -Frf LLE H, S-if Pt W F A B 7E iR 08
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TR PR Bl Y BRI B H = RO G AR R 7.
JET-FANHR, SETTRIE N2 mg-kg i A FE
TIE I, BN ASE 5175.70%, BN HRCHE N
113.42%, FFEF-FUNHA T, ST R E A2 mgkg'
B 6] REBIE 1175.09%, H06 BECHE 11127.71% .
IS

TEANEFE T S ME R, SRt
M55 25 Ak P REA AR B2 42 = KoKy CAT. POD,
SODJEME, Horh i 7E2~3 mg-kg ™ Vi [ P 2 5 5t
B . 52 8 B AP i (2000) BF 7036 B S A
NCAT. POD. SODZE{RH e 15 bk 240 i 4 I 14
S H HI3E; B 1HF)55(2002) & I SODE P ELFZ 2
T W BT BTRE /1 CAT. POD. SODZ& R4
ity 2 40 % M AT LA 5 5 T v AT 9 R TR i A AL
T2 (ColombZ2000; Hu2010). Hith ] WL, S-i
Pz v DUE I 3 EOR AR R AP B P, A
PRAR A R R 1 = Y P4, 42 oK B e
(N 52 8 /7 o

IR B, B 5 a R A, R — RS-
FHPR AT TR CATIE AR B T2 b
JEF 5N, X5 A FEQO)MBF A4 R —F.

MDA [ 55 5 2 or I 68 I 45 =65 A% 8 1) B 2 4
Fr(E 1R PI552007) . Al FHS-F iR AL 3 oK fe
W 55 IS R oK MDA & &, 1R T S-iE R
AL DABR i Kot - 5 e R 52 g 77 o

maR RN AT EER N FEAER,
JE R A VR F P R SR A, 78 A /R I R
1S B WORD % 6 e B R4 FH (GRi2552006) o 2%
R EEEZWAEYCEER YA (Mas-
sacciZF2008); R FR G Jy e s fE 1) = & (1) H 2 K
F, RRWE Y T E s (A ) R
2001). i FS-IEHT R Ab 3 T oK BEFE =y R ORI it
SRR O EIF YR R, o T R E R iR
i TR B R .

fii FS- B PL R W A0 HE, BELZE R T 2 i ia st
TR EI R, 12 TR A, 880 R KA Rk
AR, $EmEhm fHh - 6 S N e, JEIR
& KA FCAT. POD. SODJEE, B4t
RO BN RN, B MDA &, ik
S-S P13 Wi 25 E — 8 Y0 Fl N e it Tk AR K, 4
e HO T B i R HR A AR
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Effect of S-abscisic acid on growth and physiological function of maize (Zea

mays) seedling under drought stress

LI Gang'”, ZHANG Feng-Wen"’, YAO Chen-Tao"’, LU Yong"’, XING Ze-Sen'”’, JIANG Xing-Yin"*", ZHANG Ji-Wang’, LI
Xiang-Dong'

'College of Plant Protection, *College of Agronomy, *Key Laboratory of Pesticide Toxicology & Application Technique, Shandong
Agricultural University, Taian, Shandong 271018, China

Abstract: Spray with S-abscisic acid (S-ABA) on physiological and biochemical indexes of maize (Zea mays)
were studied in two levels (moderate and severe) under drought stress in this study. The results show that physi-
ological and biochemical indexes such as plant height, root length and activities of catalase (CAT), peroxidase
(POD) and superoxide dismutase (SOD) were higher compared to control, and 2—-3 mg-kg" S-ABA could mark-
edly improve physiological and biochemical indexes of maize seedlings. Spray with S-ABA at 3 leaf stage can
promote plant growth and activities of protective enzymes (CAT, POD and SOD), increase chlorophyll content,
and improve root activity.

Key words: S-abscisic acid; maize; protective enzyme; drought stress
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