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Effects of Exogenous Calcium Chloride, Salicylic Acid and Nitric Oxide on

Drought Resistance of Lycoris radiata under Drought Stress

JIANG Ming-Min, XU Sheng, XIA Bing, PENG Feng, WANG Ren’
Institute of Botany, Jiangsu Province and Chinese Academy of Sciences, Nanjing 210014, China

Abstract: Pot experiments were conducted to investigate the effects of exogenous calcium chloride (CaCl,),
salicylic acid (SA) and nitric oxide donor sodium nitroprusside (SNP) on drought tolerance of Lycoris radiata
under drought stress. The results showed that lower concentration of CaCl, had no significant effect on drought
resistance of L. radiata, while the drought resistant effect was more remarkable with the increase of pretreat-
ment with different CaCl,. Lower concentration of SA and SNP could significantly improve the drought resis-
tance of L. radiata, while higher concentrations would lead poisonous effects. Comprehensive evaluation of os-
motic regulation substance, membrane system and antioxidant enzymes activity suggested that 10 mmol-L"
CaCl,, 2 mmol-L" SA and 0.5 mmol-L" SNP were the suitable pretreatment to enhance the drought resistance
of L. radiata.
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K& —, ‘EEEE P4 (reactive oxygen species,
ROS) =4, XHEYR N BESS . IR, 8 E A%
& 7= A AN F 52 W (Rhizopoulou I Psaras 2003; Sriva-
stava®$2010). Ca’ JE40 i py T2 (1055 A5 4, IL
I T IS 5 e 3 AT % e 3005 2 AR A ) 4 TR
(KaderflLindberg 2010). 7K#7#&(salicylic acid,
SA) & I TR ALK R E 1 (Horvath %
2007), WIEAF RGP (systemic acquired
resistance, SAR)[ICHEAS T i (V1ot%5:2009), —
AL A (nitric oxide, NOY ] L 15 41 Jfg 7% P40
K, 2 5 R I8 4R 5 (Tian Al Lei 2006). ¥
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ERedE e E BRI B P (Guimardes
4£2011; KadiogluZ52011; Wu%52011).
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1 ##

R kL 4 A3 #i[Lycoris radiata (L’Her.)
Herb.], H A VL 548 v E R4 B AR A 7 e
2 ik
2.1 It

e AR KR — B A FR i 25, 7R A TR
HR A IR AR P T4, f 78—k, 3R KK E ol
45.26%, RREEHT H1 kg GEM T IS K ELR
F)), RAMELK, E5EK R R KRR R
[1175%~80%). ), EHUH KB RERE,
MAEKFTT dFF4h, AhERALRERE L d 4y 0.1,
0.5. 2. 5. 10 mmol-L"ffjCaCl,. SAFISNPY%
(5% VR I 53 010 5% - 3 -20) W5 it A i i A 26
[f1, DARE S T AN 7K O B, SR M4 vk, xf g
W%t 7K o FFURT /K o B AR AL BE 4148 H AR T
B bk (B KRR K 5 1935%~40%), 2 J5RER
A 18:00 ) 7 R S TH FE R K 23 AE R K S R FFAE
Ve A, A A R A IK 30 38 % AR SR 10K
HOFE
22 MERRSHE

iz 1 1 FH R P B — 2500 22 (Bates%51973),
AR B B 4 1R TSR A (Yemm il
Willis 1954), RIv a1 5 125 5 B vkl e
(Bradford 1976), 4 iz 14 FH 25 19238 15 2
(Lutts®$1996), MDA 7 5t FH i A L b Z Ry I
(Bates&51973), SODyf ¥ F 0 PU M2l i (Beau-
champflFridovich 1971), PODJF ¥ H &1 6l AR Moy i
I 5E (AbelesFiBiles 1991), CATYE 1k I H, 0,48 4k
Wy 5€ (Zhang FliKirkham 1996).
2.3 MEMNEEITEN

T A e P CaCl,. SAFISNP (NO
PER)FIAL BT A1 55 PR 15, BATT R BOR
SRS R BN X 3B AN P TR A s b S I R
WEAT T 255 P e A 200 X = (X=Xiin) (Kiar—
Ximin)o N Xy RORiFI TR0 R B A X & oni
T2 BR DI AR5 X 2 78 15 8 1) B30 K AELS

KXinin AN VLSRR R R ME (R SR EE2012) 6

i ARbR S PURE R RS, e A b
NG FH IR B PUR A RO, AT BLE s
IS8R G B G S I /AW
)((ij)zl_()(ij_)(}min)/ (ijax_ijin) °

12 1 S5 Je e 0o AR e SR Jegs R A 505 70l
KA E B AR AR SR A, PR AP
FebR sk JE E SR, H AR X=YX/n.
A YRR PP SRR, nRomiibr sy, 18
R T B o

SMIEES

1 RESNEYIFRACIEX T 2B TAFRESERT
MRS
1.1 RESNEMFRAEN T 2B T A SR
EXoEA

MWET-AT] LLE H, 5 riE T, 0.1F10.5
mmol-L" CaClLARHH [ A7 5 Al 2 R 75 2815 ) T
T 2 5, A ARV R (3, SAT10 mmol- L
CaCl,Ab B 1) i 2 B 1 ik 2 s K AH, 23 ) ok ) 1
[1)136.17%F1134.07%, W& 0% 2 5. SALLEE
R R T S R 7 B A A P A R G SR B S
B0 5 B3, 0.1 mmol-L™ SAKLFH R H: F i
IR 0 G B %5 5, 10,5412 mmol-L!
SARLIR W& W T M2 R 1 2 5, 430l R Rt R
119.76%F1123.77%, W 2 [0 22 A i 7% 5 B SA
Qb BEA BE 1P 4k 2 R, i 2 R 5 o ) S B BRI 1)
e 10 mmol-L SAKNFE R ) il 2 1R 5 & & 55 %t
W2 5. Ak, 0.1 mmol-L" SNPALFE N[
& 8 o b TF R0 R 113.53%; 0.5 mmol-L™ &b
AR B W8, AT R 128.51%; [RIFEIN, BEAE
SNP AL S 1K 19 0, LI 208 2 538 M PRI, 10
mmol-L™" SNPAbH {1 fifi 2 R 25 2 )R B4 Sk o B 1
82.13%.
1.2 ARMNEYIRAEN FEMB TAFRARMNE
Ea 2NN

MET-Bu] LLFA H, + 5, 0.1F10.5
mmol-L™" CaClLANEE ()47 5 H - ¥ b 5 1 5 )
IR TG % 22 5%, SA110 mmol-L™ CaCl,abFE K [y nJ
TR S A B B R AE, 23 ) ot BRI 126.35% 41
122.77%. SAKLFE N [F o] 5 P b B A A B
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Fig.1 Effects of three allogenic material treatments on osmotic

regulation substances of L. radiata under drought stress
] SRR AL TG LA A /NG PR R OR 2257 W35 (P<0.05);
NI

JE (R84 T 5 TS0 18 S b R 4%, 2 mmol- L SA
A0 3R IR ) B KA, A 135.48%, 1110
mmol-L" SALLFE T (1) ] ¥ b & B O 5 % O i
et . SNPACEL N vl b & AR A S
SAZSEL, 0.5 mmol-L™" SNPALEE N [ n] w5 o 5
IR F 5 KR, R FE)126.56%, 5 mmol-L™ SNP4b

BN AT R A R B O A B 186.28%, 10
mmol-L" SNPALERE— L 1 [ by i 1 1)64.94% .
1.3 ARMNEYIRAEN T EMB T AN
EHEENEN

MEIT-CR] LA H, T 5 e T, 0.1F10.5
mmol-L™" CaCLARHH [ 47 s il Ik 2R 11 75 e
RG22 5, 10 mmol-L" CaCLAMEE b T Ay d5
KAH, AR IK173.10%. SAALLFE N [ Al v 2 1
R Bt A A BHEAC ) 3 m 5 IS B 0 s ek 1
4, 0.5F12 mmol L AbFE Rl (S RS
5, Ay R 128.19% F1124.24%; 5F110
mmol-L" SALLFE T (fyal bt i 1 & B O S 0 G
W% . SNPI AL B 5 SAZEALL, 0.1410.5
mmol-L™ SNPALHL | a] ¥ 1k 2 11 7 8 L4 ik 2]
e NAE, 5 3 T X R 116.81%11120.88%, 11
10 mmol-L™" SNPARF [y Al i 1 25 11 5 = A b
I 1477.67%.
2 AESMNEMRAIEN 2B T AFRER SR
Al
2.1 RESNEMRGIEN T 28 T A iR
BRI

MWE2-AT] LLE H, 5 e T, 0.1810.5
mmol-L" CaCl, b B (1) 40 i 5z 15 o) W Gtk 2% %5
S, SHI10 mmol-L™" CaClLAbFE | [k 5t /M, 439
R AR 1K179.99%F182.34% . SAKLEE N 141 ity
B 325 128 Bt 4 Ak S 58 T 48 0 A S B e 92> I
TN, 2 mmol-L SAKLFHE R [ 41 B 5535 1 ik 2]
e /IME, AT HE(£180.04%, 10 mmol- L™ SAKLF iz
T EE X R T 7 79.69%. SNPALHE | 11 41 ffa ki 1
Ak a5 SAZKAL, H0.5 mmol- L SNPALEE
- 3 41 A 575 P B ARG, A 6 JEL 1) 80.69%; 7 B itk
JEEFISNPALEE R 41 i i M S iy _E T, £S5 mmol- L™
SNPALHE I EL48 b F b % 117104.80%, 10 mmol-L”
SNPALFHE—2 F T X i 114.79%
2.2 FESNEYIRCIES FEE T AFRMDAR
=1:0p A1

ME2-Br] LLE H, 583 R, 0.1 mmol-L”
CaCL AL [ 47 57t iy MDA & 5 5 560 UGt 3% 22
St WA CaClLyk FE Ry 14K, JHSoF 4 it s Tig i 4 Ak
IS (R0 31 2% R B T (5, 5110 mmol-L™ CaCl,Ab 3
MDA e 51K, 793l 2y 6 B 19 73.75%F170.41%.
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Fig.2 Effects of three allogenic material treatments on mem-
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brane systems of L. radiata under drought stress

SALLFE T MDA 75 & 45 Ab 3 B 1R 15 n 5 A4
IS GRS, 2 mmol- LT SALLFE I
JrMDA /N, X 1776.93%; 1 10 mmol-L™!
SALLEL N MDA 7 & 53 U % 22 7 . SNPAL
N IMDA S A 5 SAKERL, HA0.5
mmol-L" SNPALFE R i Fr MDA & B A%, k) I
f(173.39%; 5 mmol-L"' SNPALFE R (MDA & & (L4
E % B 1579.37%, 10 mmol-L™" SNPALH ik —2
Th A% B 1120.89%

3 RESMNEMRGCIEX T 2B T AR E L
R0

3.1 FRSNEYFRAEX T 2B T A SODFE
(ES=0pA)

MEI3-AT LA, T51HE R, 0.1 mmol-L”
CaCl, kb ) 47 5 1 Fr SODE 1 55 % IR TG b 2% 7
S5 P CaCLR FE 139 K, SODYE M T 1) th i
71, 10 mmol-L" CaCLALFE T (fyr J SODy:_F T
I 143.07% . SAKLEE R 11 SODE P b 4 Ab
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Fig.3 Effects of three allogenic material treatments on anti-

oxidant enzyme activities of L. radiata under drought stress

mmol-L™" SAXLFE R i - SODIE It T 55 % i 22 5
B2, ETF A HRI1106.08%; 2 mmol-L™ SALLFE
NI SODE T B 5 KA, 0] 1129.02%;
B SAWR L M4k 4 T 5, SODIE & T 1%, 10
mmol-L" SAKLH F (it} i SODYE 1k 55 % HE G {2 3%
75 AN JESNPALFE R () SODIE 1 A5 Ak #
ESAZAL, 0.1 mmol-L™" SNPALE T [ /- SODJE
PEC F TR B K1 114.96%; 0.5 mmol-L™ SNPAL#E
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N SODYE 1 fz iy, 4SRRI 141.72%; 1110
mmol-L™" SNPALF K (1) SODE M S 11y bb X} FE A
22.94%.
3.2 FRSMNEYIRLIEX FEIE T AF7PODFE
(E3:0EA

ME3-Br[ LLA H, T 5P R, 0.1 mmol-L”!
CaCl,4b B ) 47 55 - PODE P 15 0 I g 25 22
5t BE# CaCLIKR 3G K, PODYEGPE 2 1T 3,
10 mmol-L™" CaCLANHE | [ Fr POD 1t by i)
(11164.87%. SALLFR R (FIPODIE I B 2 Ab P ik i
(100 154 00 ek A 52 3 58 19 0 S ek 2 i i A, 0.5F02
mmol-L" SAKLH T (JPODYE Ik fz 5, 43 il A %k et
(11129.97%#1125.37%; 10 mmol-L" SAKLF T ff)
PODYF Y f2 M LX) 4%8.21%. 0.1 mmol-L™" SNP
AbFER I PODYE 1 O 48 1A Bl dse K AH, %) |
[11137.52%; Bl SNPIJE [ 4k 2T} i, PODIE &
Wi N F%, 10 mmol-L™ SNPALFE K ()i - PODE
FEA AR HEIR67.10%
3.3 FRSNEVIRAIER T 28 T A FRCATE
Ed=0p-A10)

MEI3-CHI LA H, 5 0E R, AR B CaCl,
b BRI A mE i v CATIE PRI K 2242, 0.1510.5
mmol-L ' 4bBE R (¥ CATHE P 15 %6f W 34 T {8 25 25 3¢
SR Rl A CaCL B2 1 F i1, CATE T4 7, 10

mmol-L™ZbH N [ CATE M O LX) 1 #5523.50%
SAAL PR N IR CAT i 11 Bl 5 Ak B 55 1) 38 i A4k 52
A0 5 oD i, 0.5F12 mmol-L™ SAKLFE
N IICATIE P & =, 53 i) A R R 120.82% F1
125.26%, Wi# % AN 535 10 mmol- L™ SALLEE I
(FICATIE Tk T B4 k6 HE#193.93% . SNPALFE R 1
CAT{E AR AL 4 35 H SAZSAEL, 0.5 mmol- L™ SNPAE
RN CATE P ik 20 5 KA, BT+ A ) JE)
134.04%, 5 mmol-L"" SNPALFE N [KJCATIG I L F B&
Sy %f B f182.57%, 10 mmol- L™ SNPAERHE—
Bk o) L 68.81%
4 =MINEYIRI AR EEZMAEEIEN
L3 9l $9 Ak AN [F] ¢ B2 [ CaCl, SAFISNP
S5 B A wA AR SR BriAS B 8 AN AR B AR AR A
M, R FASOR SR R B0 20 BT 3X = Bl A It
XA R PR, A R LR L,
MU0 LU HH, 7EFTAT (A 2, 10 mmol-L™!
CaCl WO 2 = A ma bt Tk I U R e if « 7ESA
VTR TR rh, 2 mmol- L™ R 5 X i v A dr bl
MR R, 1 R S AMKEE (10 mmol- L™y id 43 %
Frmrid R FAEH, A H BT RS T 0 A . 26
ABL AR B[R RE & A2 ZESNP |, 0.5 mmol- L™ SNP4b
PR BA ma e R AT 0, Ty = A FE [FJSNP (5
A0 mmol- L) 23 Xof A ik i pl 2 25 1

%1 CaCl,. SAFISNPIALBEXS A1 7 S R A S A VA

Table 1 Comprehensive evaluation of the effects of CaCl,, SA and SNP pre-treatment on the drought resistance in L. radiata

Pipt W /mmol L IR WIWEIERE nVAMEE T MDA MDA SOD POD CAT  ZEEIPHME HiF
H,0 CK 0.3307 0.4970 0.2340 0.4251 0.4139 0.3475 0.3365 0.4781 0.3829 13
CaCl, 0.1 0.3200 0.4908 0.2425 0.4183 0.4699 0.3351 0.3796 0.4758 0.3915 12
0.5 0.3650 0.6139 0.3150 0.5375 0.6119 0.4920 0.5158 0.5310 0.4978 10
2.0 0.8121 0.7529 0.4073 0.7064 0.7709 0.6429 0.6744 0.6539 0.6776
5.0 1.0000 0.8705 0.5798 1.0000 0.9338 0.8275 0.8503 0.7593 0.8527
10.0 0.9612 0.8198 1.0000 0.9325 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 0.8385 0.9440
SA 0.1 0.3510 0.6263 0.3784 0.4658 0.5100 0.4396 0.4269 0.5963 0.4743 11
0.5 0.6963 0.7892 0.5295 0.6975 0.6836 0.6347 0.6431 0.7974 0.6839 5
2.0 0.7705 1.0000 0.4880 0.9987 0.8709 0.7871 0.5960 0.8653 0.7971
5.0 0.6069 0.7753 0.2817 0.4930 0.6853 0.6156 0.4109 0.7158 0.5731 8
10.0 0.3487 0.5077 0.1113 0.1468 0.3695 0.3433 0.2526 0.3851 0.3081 14
SNP 0.1 0.5810 0.6814 0.4102 0.7493 0.7250 0.5742 0.7203 0.7614 0.6504 7
0.5 0.8583 0.8657 0.4528 0.9801 0.9821 0.9796 0.5185 1.0000 0.8296 3
2.0 0.7126 0.6062 0.2082 0.6428 0.7043 0.4520 0.3124 0.4804 0.5149 9
5.0 0.3459 0.7892 0.0895 0.2872 0.2284 0.2184 0.1340 0.2109 0.2879 15
10.0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 16
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FH &R E i SBHEY E KR E
5 F)— @ FEBR R . T 5 I — R R4
W38 5 T AR A BRI U A T . T
SR AR I R 32 B RO SRR N L 2
i JPpae 5 | A AE AR R 52 BEL DL SO R AR 57 3R A
(5 W 25 (Huang®52012) . B¢ EF, R45E N T
LI N R LAY g AT (1)B B RS S
BN Q)MRA S RIS S, B iR (3)E
KF i (Zhu 2002).,

5 A B R A0 P A A S T
ol IR NS ShO e AT WS € K E )
A e . AR AR T o
FAE PESEFIR H R, XL E B AR
o GBI RIR L AL A TR PE. DNA%E
W28 LA RO 32 BELAE 22 FiAT 3 1F 40 22 R0, A
MAEAN M D Re i . D4k, T RBMNA T, MY iAg
YL 45 ) N T BE IR, B A 0k PR 1 Ty e R ALK,
BEPERGOR, A RTINS . BLE VR O NME R
W T2 A0 T BORE L, 0N 2 VEI A P
PR IS (IR PR 2 —(Xui52008) . MDA JE I IR 1k 44
AR F (R B 28740, e R0 40 0 e 4 A I 1)
P, ST g i A ) AR A T, IR AR KAk TR AR
SN, A HE ML IR AR BRI, R 1A I MDA

(15 s PR G 0 A A ) i 248 AR (Smirnoff
1993),

R A 3 P A 3o R P AR A I T i T A
FAERGEAE PR RS, ok A Tl aE G 37 P S0
0 60 365 AT B, AT 6 T R R AR A R R B
SOD 2 i7% T 48038 Bk S B b F2 vh 25— AN R AEVE IR
PUALEE, RERE AT 7 A B R s ik ok 1
AN TR, T DA Rk b B S I R 4
(105 7 (Sofos52004). SOD™ I AL A h 2
X AR P AR 5 2, POD AT LA H, 0,34 J5 sl H,O 1 ik
ANRELIAA R EACIRAS . CATHEAE T3 S Ak A i
PR LI RRAGINAA, & &35 PR H, 0, 11 = LK, R
I 40 i 3k G IRV H, O, R BN 7= 2 45 F (Tsang 5%
1991).,

FYILE T R AT T AR K, A 4n i 4 5
B R IBIE R, 4 h SR Rl TR AR
WA, XEBIE T YR AR 'R K

HATAY . Zoohess, e g b i 2 4A 7
FRIYIAE T R s R 67K o IR e . A 4 vl ik
TR T VB e PR A A M2 32 35, 388 s 400 1) TR
K PRAKBE TS, [F) I ] 5 PR A a2 v A AL A 1)
BOGA =), IR I AR A A U . A,
TEEE N, MR RS TG R, B T R
TNFHE, T R s 1 nT P B R R R 4 R 1 R K
EJJ o R AN b ) P I B A S A
FATRe 5 Ve D RE IR 5 QU R, Dy A7 — L8] A
5 A1 I N TR R 2 K B — AN 45 B A T LA n R 4
KT, AT 40 10 245 ) A i 7K IR AN B0 52 5K
(KR (SongZ2006) .

i 20 TR A A R A PN T R (19 0B T T R,
L BN IRe e Y POSE P ia i he ) (Kavi
Kishor#:1995), {F/N3 (NayyarfllWalia 2003). %
P (Reddy%52004) FIAHA (Ahmed%:2009) H 44 & TR
T R AR B3 T A R 1) ol P M A i . TR
JIMER, FEP AR N I SR O S G B T AR N B
375 R ) 0T A A L B8 A BA BT 1 B K A, ik
AT S8 AT LB KR, 3RSk K
I, AT MY SR T AR e M, RS 3 ORI 25 )
HI4F H (Mcneil 1999). [RIR, g R HAT R4
YKy 1L e 2 5 AR R e AR S5 VE F (Kavi
Kishor4$2005). {Efili5(Choluj%$2008), 2R
(Elsheeryfl1Cao 2008)#1 4% (Regiers5:2009) I H)F 5T
HH ORI R A R AT M B R B S A A B
Wik R EEAE

S A KR E LT BT uR, Y
40 o RSB M A o 4 5 B 1 TR e M v i T A
A(Kim%52009).  H /iy 20, 8452 240 St ia
i, 41 P Ca® Wk FE TH i, I 5585 1 2 (1 45 4 ik
WA A, BORIERRIL, H3— R RN AT AE
W id A PR 5 (Xiong%5:2002; White fl1Broadley
2003). fHuE, FHHFFURILAE H CaCLA PN, CIHR
B0 A I A — R 1 75 5 (Silva®$2003)
R, BRI Ca® I8 2 Al DL 7 RO FiAS 7 52
Wi, J4 m AR A6 A= Y 1 Bt (Nedjimi Fl
Daoud 2009; KhanZ52010). ARFSTR IR, BATMK
[¥)CaCL (0. 1510.5 mmol-L™ )X A7 wr it 71 ) 2
AN, ATRERE BN Ca’ IR E AL LU B £
(19 A2 Ak 5N B CL (9 SN ARSI 5 AR, B
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CaC Ly T AL PRI FE 3 vy, B B Ca IR JE 18
I, A BTSSR ) Y T i

SAJEHYIAE Z PG hia F HEWE S 5
1, B SSAS G EAE, YR NH0, 5 82K
P BT, S HLO, MOE P AE IS P, T
FEL ) 1) 7030 P (K lessig%5:2000; Horvath%$2007).
8K, Hy0, 58 A FRAE HT G 20U GG R, 40 il
AT HEA I TR) 75 20 ik AR BRI B (1 H, 0,0 (R I,
R R S A S X AR A — R A FHAE A
(Dat%:2000; LandbergfliGreger 2002). Afiff 574
RIBACIA BESA R 2 2 48 f wr Pk, AR
eV 2o A R AR AR
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