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Effects of Mixed Neutral Salt Stress on Growth and Photosynthetic
Physiology of Calendula officinalis Seedlings
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Abstract: In order to understand the response of Calendula officinalis seedlings to mixed neutral salt stress, the
growth and photosynthetic physiology of seedlings was studied under stressed with NaCl : Na,SO, at mole ratio
of 9 . 1. The results showed that the balance of active oxygen metabolism and the integrity of cell membrane
structure were maintained by enhancing activities of superoxide dismutase (SOD), peroxidase (POD), catalase
(CAT), and decreasing content of malondialdehyde (MDA) in leaves of C. officinalis seedlings under lower than
100 mmol L™ salt concentration, which could maintain normal photosynthesis and growth of seedlings. When salt
concentration was more than 200 mmol L™, the activities of SOD, POD and CAT decreased rapidly, and content
of MDA increased rapidly, which significant influnced on photosynthetic capacity and growth. Therefore, the
threshold salinity of C. officinalis seedlings to mixed neutral salt stress was 100 mmol L™, the seedlings could
maintain normal metabolic balance by regulating protective enzyme system.
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4> %% (Calendula officinalis) X & 4546 . A
% KB ITRAEE, F5Fl(Asteraceae) 4> 3 56
JEI 2 FAERAMEY), HEMtR L SBIEHE,
), & RESR, W9 CARER, B, 1#
WK, W AR AR E MR T IR 0T S e AR
Fi, AT FERETIAE K A s, B, % T4
AR B PR T AR R R &
S J i R B L (B NaCl e 945 75 1, i 7E
RAETELT, SRHMEKRE. EKFEE
AR A ANTE R . Ak, AT e S
Gt A RL, R AS FR B R A A P ER (NaCl #l
Na,SO, [MEE/R EEA 9+ 1)l PR+, B 5T xS
SRBYTERKKE  CEEHABEA BT
SO, DR 46 28 25 40 B RO SR AL A A 05 8 i 5 )
{8, SRR R TR IE E A LA 3R E X
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HEBRGMSCE IR AR SR
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1.1 ArkbfnsabE

Atk 4> % 44 (Calendula officinalis) Ff-1- i1 K&
BE Z A IR A RSt Frail . 2. G, &
T 32 FL3EH 40 H ARG, G E HER=E
WEEFE, ERBRIERELZN 30°C /(18+1)°C, HIH
R ZF DG BREEZ) 1 200~1 500 gmol m2s™,
REEMR 2 BRI R KEN—LE, €
T 12 cmx15 cm &F 40 HAHERHE R,
REER 18K, FLARAE 225 #.

FEFRERTERFYEHKEAT—ON, H
NaCl fIl Na,SO, FE/REE N 9 & 1 TR & Hh itk h i it

B 515 78 1/MX, HA 3RO, IEH
GEREE TR 7y 12 A/INX 4 B A 50 (pH 6.64)-
100 (pH 6.46). 200 (pH 6.12). 300 mmol L™ (pH 6.01)
PR G TR PSR R 23R, T EE 3 IRE A,
A RIAEALFE S A5 7. 14, 21 F1 28 Rl E 4 2% %)
WA KSR R, [RIRTHCR ST R B, i el S =
BEAT AF G AR FEARFR (00 52 o

1.2 ik

EKER FH B R AR R RO € 4 1
PR Z2H. BAR. 2. Mo RliEe T, BTk
HI7K 7 J5 AR RO S 28 B I L 3 N 5 IRE K .
M 5t bE (%)= #R & & o7 & /(226 i & + M 8 )i
) %x100%.

p ra=x =tz e I T TR D RE I Fr, K
Fl CIRAS-3 {E#Ex0E & /258 e e KRG AT 86 &
HAE(PN). ZREEAE(Tr). SALFE(Gs) R CO,
W (CHRIM 5, I 58 B 18] N g R 47 9:30-
10:30, 5XEE.

A AR AR 2 R A A B AL (SOD) v 4
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(7R E ;s A (MDA) & & % B ACE b 2 1%
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% HIMicrosoft Excel 20033347 - 55148 A1 1 i
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MEILT] LA H, 50~100 mmol L YR A Eh b Fit
S RAHIE M E K S AN & 11200~300 mmol L
TR A R AL P ) AR W 2 A Bl AR T
AT IR ZEHH . AREEE ., ZRAfE i i %
1) RSB T PR 3. 50 mmol Ltk
28 difibkmr. M. IRAREFE, XEEHE S 5 EEHE
I3 5 B X6 IR 7 2.53% . 3.33%. 5.93%. 16.40% A1
1.61%, {02358 %(P>0.05); 1M100 mmol L#;
AL TR 23 5] B EA53.88% (P>0.05). 3.33% (P>
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0.05). 3.58% (P>0.05). 15.62% (P<0.05)#113.33%
(P<0.05); Tf200~300 mmol L&k Ak ¥ fry i L xof
T3 T 14.55%~ 23.03%. 15.56%~ 16.6 7% 17.81%~
17.92% . 31.50%~37.27% F1 28.5%~34.29% (P<
0.05), iX#iHI50 mmol L W& ik hxt 4 R4
(A KA (e AR, T £ 7200 mmol L

30+ @ 0 mmol L™ W 50 mmol L™
B 100 mmol L' 0200 mmol L™ 4
8 300 mmol L' aa a_ g
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RAHYEEIE T, £ RH Y Bl Ehk
RGN T T I k. 4bRE28 disf, 50 mmol L'3E
Ab PR PRI AR o EE M AR T X6} 6 4.98% (P>0.05), 100+ 200
1300 mmol Ltk Ak 3 1 ) 5 3 v %t 11.93%
18.55%7#1129.23% (P<0.05).

]
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Fig. 1 Effects of mixed neutral salt stress on growth of marigold seedlings. Different letters within treatment time indicate significant difference at 0.05 level.
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ANERERA TP, £ R % rPnkE b
PRI ] () 2B 2B 8 35 (2) s A8 R Ab BRI
], BE& SRR R TR, PniZ (K. 50 mmol L
h Kb FH PN 5 T 6 R (P>0.05), 100 mmol L&k Ab

TH ) 5 6 I 2 5 A K (P>0.05), 2005300 mmol L
Eh Ak FE ) 25 B X R 10.79% ~ 24.30% F1135.69% ~
41.79% (P<0.05).
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) Tr5 X B8 2% 5 A K4k (P>0.05), 100, 200
1300 mmol Lt Eh 4b ) Trib) & 4K T % 18
11.01%~17.19%. 26.85%~ 35.50%%136.54%~51.17%
(P<0.05),

TRA R R Gs 5 Tri A (L A AL (A
2). F250 mmol L '#54b¥7~28 d#1100 mmol L 'Eh
AEBRT i) Gs 5 I 2 A K4 (P>0.05), 100, 200
300 mmol L kA3 1 Gs & K T % HE #710.61%~
20.22%. 26.45%~33.40%#132.06%~40.00% (P<
0.05).
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i 1) Time (d)

(Ci) of Calendula officinalis leaves

2.3 XY AR ERE S MDA S EMREM
AR R FE SR AR (A SOD i 14 457 B A 34 )
[) () A 5 STt v s PR R AR A 35 (B 3) - A R R
AbFE 1A, SOD %14 LA 200 mmol L *>50 mmol L *>
X HE >200 mmol L *>300 mmol L .50 5 100 mmol L™
SHACFEY) SOD #1435 .3 = T X B (P <0.05), &4k
21 d ik BUEAE, 40 B 3E m T AR 15.12%F1
33.87% (P<0.05), Fifij5 TP, ZALEH 28 d 175737l &
EE TR 9.02%71 24.37% (P <0.05). 200 mmol L™
EHALFEH) SOD i R & T X (P>0.05), AL
14 d i FEAE, 2 JaiaEBE%; 300 mmol L &h4k
) SOD yE M3 B K X IE, 2408 28d, 200

Ci (umol mol™)

ANRIVR B ER AL BRI Ci AR b A R (B 2) .50~
100 mmol Ltk 4b 11 Ci [ 4 B pif [i) 1) K- 52 500 %
RIGFE AR kA s, AhFE 14 d I FF K, BEi
Ci 73 ISR T X1 7.00%F1 7.78%, HZEFALE,
FE AL FE 28 d MBS = T X I (P>0.05); 1fi 200 5
300 mmol L £h A EH 1ty Ci I [ Ak P A i) (14 2 4 2 3R
TR S, BRACEE 7 d I 4 ) AR T
& 8.50%411 11.15% (P<0.05)%, 4bFH 14~21d &1
PR, ALEE 28 d, iR 3 S TN R 19.44% A0
29.18% (P<0.05).
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Fig. 2 Effect of mixed neutral salt-stress on the photosynthetic rate (Pn), transpiration rate (Tr), stomatal conductance (Gs) and intracellular CO, concentration

15300 mmol L EhAbEE ) SOD i 14 4y 7l i E K T
Xt i 55.09%7F1 67.84% (P<0.05).

RIFR A i 2 AL B v - POD 3% A8 1k
5 SOD #: A —# (14 3).50 5 100 mmol L * £ 4k
Ff) POD VEMES B T XTI, DAAbEE 21d 38
Wefl, 2 JEPEA%, AbFE 28 d KRR EE & T 0 g
23.55%7#/ 42.43% (P<0.05). 200 mmol L #hxb#
() POD i Tt EALBE 14 d 1A FIIEAE , 2 JE iU FEAIS, 4k
28 d EAIC T X, (H 2 A B 2 (P>0.05).
177 300 mmol L & 4 FR ) POD 3% P 44 £ i IS T
4 (P<0.05).
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LA A a3 (] 3). 50 55 100 mmol L #hALFE 1)
CAT WG PER R m xR, DUAREE 21 d ik B,
ZIEPRK, AbFE 28 d IKAR T m T R 27.69% A
57.77% (P<0.05). 200 mmol L* &4 ¥ 14 d 1) CAT
WA B, ST R(P>0.05), oA AL FE
)35 S5 I T R (P <0.05), i 300 mmol L &4k
PRI CAT W24 i 2K i (P <0.05) .

P 2R AR BRI IH F MDA 25 B 54 5L 0T
Then AR a3 (] 3).50 mmol L B ACF T 21 d,
MDA & ) E K T X HE(P<0.05), 4b#E 28 d [

ey

—o—50mmol L'
—x— 200 mmol L

200 p —+—0mmol L'
—=— 100 mmo] L_,
—— 300 mmol L

150

SOD (U g 'FW)
=
=
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CAT (U min™' g 'FW)

1] Time (d)

MDA & &g & T X, (22 7oA B 3 (P>0.05).
100 mmol L i 4bFF () MDA 2 B 1EAL T 14 d 1[4
BRAK, ZEBET R, (H35 5 F KT A
50 mmol L' £ 4L FH{)(P<0.05). 200 mmol L &4t
FEAIHET 14 d, MDA & &R T X (P>0.05), 2 )5
TR, FEACH 21 d RHA B, H B Em T
M 32.98%, 5 X TR, AbrE 28 dRAREZE ST
Xif e 34.89% (P<0.05). ifii 300 mmol L #h4b3# )
MDA & &R Em TR, 48 28 d MEE ST
XTI 40.30% (P<0.05).
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Fig. 3 Effect of mixed neutral salt stress on activities of superoxide dismutase (SOD), peroxidase (POD), catalase (CAT) and MDA content in Calendula

officinalis leaves
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sicon esculentum) T~ ZZ N, Ay NaCl X1
AR MR x5 e & E,
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AR Z, T 100 mmol L AbBE (A YRR B S
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5 A0 P ) 45 55 20 A B AR K AR AR B s T
XTI, SLZIRE RIS RF Y E M ER: M
100 mmol L Eh A HE ) 4> 55 35 4l i 45 A K AR R g
CF AR, B4 SR 4440 Al 100 mmol L &4
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o ARTE b AT AR — e R b MR A T 2 RE T,
EhIEE N AR EOBR O, Ul AR I R e kR, A
WFFC s IR, TRA o Sk AL B 2R i B
fief )57 B P S . 3 v T AR R, R R A
W LI R, X554 75 4P 15E NaCl id T A
1E 7 (Aegiceras corniculatum) 2y i # 5 LE (1) #F 70 45
RA—F, Arae 5 kiR A R A G

3.2 JeETRbRRR A i R R B

NEERHEEMAKIFRREN FERE, F
0 I S ERE= X i L plea e a1 1] 2 (Ve
A RGERK, FEERE P HERRENF &, &
AL P &R A T B A A E R TR
B, ANFERIREE ALY Pn & m . SALIKER
HIERFALHZF 2 a5l Y Pn R EZH
#%. Farqugar L), ALK SRR Pn K
LI A Gs 1 Ci BIFFK, MAESLEZE SR Pn
FARMIFERESE Ci TS AFRGEREZH, RE
VR SRR 7 d, Bl ERIREEIZWTHG N, Gs A1 Ci
BE& Pn BIREARTIZHT AR, SR FLIR R 2 FE
AL R Pn TR K E . AT 14~28 d,
Gs B Pn FA8 L —3%, 1H Ci #IZW e, 1A
B h AL B A E K, P R R 2 B R K A2 IR AL
B2, X 5ok Pt 4 28 25 (Zoysia japonica)7E
NaCl i~ i Fe el A — 8 ARBF T 45 ik R
B, B ACERRT A K, AS[FERIREEALEE Pn 5
Gs B T, X 5 F J+25 0% H %5 (Glycyrrhiza
uralensis) 7F £ M8 T (AT TE 45 R —3%, 155k
I EE RA—3, X RE S prE MRS A O,

SR MRS PR EN T, Tr R
B, (HLEAS R ER AL BRI (R BRI R A —, H
B A5 ThPM B I A G, AR IR AR Tr 5
Pn 3SR —F, YA R, &R
B R Z SAL R R, ZERIRAR S
Mo EdA Kz AmE, SEROKAE I PRE, & Tr
PEAIK.

3.3 HH R EHEHEA MDA SEXNBA PR
Sa
NaCl F1 Na,SO4 VA H 1t £h Ab 3 5 £ 2 A BEAH
o, AMUNE THEYIGAERE TR, EiNE T REEN
HTPEE, RIS W R A bR, TEIE
WA, HER PR P A SIS R RS A

T, (HAZBIEREL T REWEMAN, Eere
AREEMNEE, EEREMAR, T SOD. POD 5
CAT Z5 /& fHP R N B ZL (WG MR AU BREE, W 20E
BRI R AR Y, R R AT A, i MDA
SRR IER K. SOD fitlith0s, A H,0,
A1 O,, POD Al CAT A HEM & 42 H0, KV H
TR EER, nE— e LA .
A3, 7E 50~100 mmol L $hAbFE R, k)
SOD.POD 5 CAT WliE & = 1A N R T
A A RS H0,, AT MDA &R/, f
B4 IEH K T 200~300 mmol Lt #hAb B
7~14d, &RAGNWRN T B RS E it
5 H,0, iK% SOD.POD 5 CAT i M i B 1,
{HALHE 14~28 d B, HTFIEMHEAA B HO0, 1)
R F#T 7 SOD.POD 5 CAT HIiERREZE, X
FRFTHE T IS R SIE BRI BN A, I g
MAEKEM R, SR, BSR4
L, FERESE R e B iR, A AR i 4
=) MDA & sV N, ki 3 EuEm AR
WAL, EMGEREHE ALK, X 5%k
2320551 3j (Miscanthus sacchariflorus) %) ifi 75 5 & £h
ik o 200 0 e 2 s 5 %0t K 9 5 7 (Lagerstroemia
speciosa)ft: NaCl i~ s Fe g R A — 20

g ERTR, TRA PG B 4 R4 %)
WA, B EEMNE T (<100 mmol L), 4=%
4 AiEid R SOD. POD 5 CAT &, PRI
MDA & R 2 $ i 1 S 1) AT 7 47 5 18 25 1 1)
SERENE, A HAERRERIG A RE S, YRR IE R
A, BEESEEREEE BN, A AR S
PG, SO T i TR, A
FIFEEGIR, HHCARE IR N R, bR
ERKRE. KR ERRN, 4385 400 ol it
100 mmol L™ J& & 1 25 (NaCl A1 Na,SO, HEE /K tr
A9 L D)E . AT EhiE T X e AR ZR Ak
SRR, R AR S R I EGE A AT
MBS . (1M, ABFEE R RS
PR SRR v B LIRS, JEATLE T &R
Xof P R T A2 B, (EAESEBRAE R, AR
B, TEIRA BT, S Rsahm b
BrtE S84k, EF B I .
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