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5 mmol/L DTT W BAE M Z i hn, {Hxt A MEmR/DS, R EXMN 5 # NPQ M Fv/Fm 3R
#£TFRe. 0.5 mmol/L NADPH el EXRm A b V i\ Z Fl A g4k, (HRIRGTT LA B X f
e/, TiAXPK NPQEM FvFm# 5 Z & BFAS TR, BHRLERE, XZFOESETHEEX
AR ZMANSERERLE RS ERAER, WA ZAREHRDEmMRES.
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EFFECT OF EXTERNAL REAGENTS ON THE XANTHOPHYLL
CYCLE AND NON-RADIATIVE ENERGY DISSIPATION
IN LEAVES OF MAIZE
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Abstract: When detached leaves of maize (Zea mays L.) were treated with AsA, NADPH and
DTT solution, the xanthophyll cycle and non-radiative energy dissipation (NRD) all changed
correspondingly in certain degree. 20 mmol/L AsA could markedly promote the deepoxidation
of violaxanthin (V) to zeaxanthin (Z) via antheraxanthin (A), the non-photochemical
quenching (NPQ) value and Fv/Fm both apparently increased, but Z is easily to be
saturated under high light (>650 pgmol m%"). 5 mmol/L DTT inhibited the formation of
Z significantly, and slightly affected A content. In the same condition, the NPQ value and
Fv/Fm of maize leaves all rapidly decreased. 0.5 mmol/L NADPH also inhibited the
transformation of V to Z, but this effect was reduced under hight light condition. The
corresponding NPQ value and Fv/Fm all decreased following the decrease of Z. In summary,
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this three kinds of treatments all affected the NRD through changing the contents of Z

and A, but not the size of xanthophyll pool.

Key words: Xanthophyll cycle; Non-radiative energy dissipation; Chlorophyll a fluroescence;
Non-photochemical quenching; Photochemical quenching

MERBEARBEMNTHYRBEBE LW =M EE(EER YV, RFEAERIHAMNEXRE
R Z) ZAHEHANIE, EESTHERFE R (SR L I #EER0) MR HEYFERBIT RIGRELMR T PSII
HEBERGH—FEERR, HEE, BXBEWIEREXWHEYENNHEREFSETH
BAERELSREECENLE, HEXBASERHEREBWXRE RN ARES R
REBH—NRAEN, EAREGT, BE. XR K2SAFEEFRIZWEY AN H
BEWENF, XL S5EERAN—EBTF90 NADPH, AsA ZMWEEH K. Siefermann
M Yamamoto! & R M E B RE MGk A 16 mmol/L £ AsA 7] BAEEIEEIAY V iR IF A LR
RITEHERIEM,. Gilmore ZP K F AN AsA AR VI A —BFR Y V BRI AR 3L [F e
%], Bilger £ iEX DTT fE M4 V BRI E LA HIEH. Siefermann M Yamamoto™ & &
PRI Bt M i) NADPH WREERT LA Z R G4k 4E A, 0.4 mmol/L # NADPH 4b3
KRR BBV Z RE S RRMA, KTXARE, MOWENKKEER RNETE
50 AsA. NADPH LK DTT X 245 5@ ML # A AR M Y ZZ B SERMER
FER R, Dyit—T MU BE KX RB ALK,

1 e D5 ik

e RBUSRRERENTEENR(Zea mays L) T, ¥R, HKH40-50 d,
BB R LB AR

AEBEALIE  FAMNEA R H AR (Hansatech, king’s lynn, UK) FGERIRBRE
BPFD K¥. BAKHLRHEWETERT 10 hME, REEBFRBRMRAM R, BTHABRR
BERERNEENER L L, ARERKIT (100 W) B, S EEUENER KM, BERHE
25C., ERBAENH VKB ARATHBEN PFD., A LI-COR 188B & Fit g AN T
HE 9 PFD, 6% 0. 215, 650 A 1600 pmol m?s* MFh. 4535 FI4LHE 40 min®,

HOM B AFAALE  EEEXREKBTEST 12 hME, KRENAERYF ER—E
ERBRES (4% 1.78 cm?), A FIETFTREWREN DTT. AsA UKk NADPH % M M7 8K (fE
Fxd i) P EZS RS 20 min, FHEFREFHT AL PFD LEAE, REWEHD L
7, MEERNEOHRIEETRATEE, A LETEE—FFH#T.

HAMSEEaHXME 6K AR %Y PAM101/102/103 & 48 (H. Walz, Effeltrich,
Germany) WM H G % a 3656, M BEM 8—10 min J5, M 1.6 KHz WH W&k
(0.04 pmol m%™) W& Fo, BE/EHEM—A TR (KF 4000 pmol m*s’, BkopediE 2 s,
B30 s) , =8 EFF Fm, % FmigEZF| Fo BEEMAF—NESMEAE(380 pmol m?s™),
R T PAM 102 24— 100 KHz E Y, HURATREIBRESKYT Fs i, mE—4#%NA
6, FHREFAD F'm, RFEFZEIBAEH PAMIO2 X, KX TFTHE Fo. BRNNKXEH
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Schott. Lamp KL 1500 F1103, JtALXH AREEAT (50 W) ity Per4etsin®™. MR Schreiber
&P BT R RERRSE, FiETESEE N RME.

HYMHSRAMERSBINE AREBEBLHET. R, KRB B
AWk, A RERE 5 ml ARG RREBE, S%T 4000xg &0 10 min, EHHK
A FA 0.45 pm B FLIB B IR RRATH .

MY EEa. b &R Amon RN, R ESMEREHWE (R mg L), o
HESBRAABGEM HPLC B!,

B BMOUR A HP3365 RET/AEN (RXEEYAT) . IRMEE 8- 8% b XK (B-Car) & Sigma
AFIER; EXBRR(Z). FEEXRHEK(A). EBFR (V) UEHEEE (L) RERSXAT
Shieffield University # Dr. Erik, {ai¥tERAEEEEAF C,3 ODS HypersilH:(5 pm, @250 x
4.0 mm); WEAHWE 1.5 ml min’, BHEWHREF: AR 0—4 min #F 2.5 min B &HE
BEEPEN, FEHR 100% B9 B BUEHLE 40 min (k. W3 A BNZHE: FRE: Tris-HCl &b
(0.05 mol/L, pH7.5) (72:14:3); BH RFM: EE&(5:1). BWHK 440 nm, OD EHEH
BEFE 0—0.05, #HHEEBEN 10 pl.

2 LRER

2.1 AsA. NADPH LB DTT AbI32i% B Rk #%

B IREEOALIEREE, RIS T —F% AsA. NADPH, DTT HREBE. KBk
HEE 12 h ML LM EXRESHKEPESEE 20 min, KR/F7E PFD 800 #mol m’* MR T M
81 40 min, WEHHSEHHME. 2 %Y, 20 mmol/L AsA. 0.5 mmol/L NADPH PR
5 mmol/L DTT % x EXe A NPQ EHEMLEEE (H1). '
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Fig. 1 Effects of AsA, DTT and NADPH treatments on NPQ of maize leaves (PFD: 800 umol m'sY)

2.2 AsA REMEXRMERBEFMIEEHERFERARIG

f# 1 4, 20 mmol/L AsA AbFExdE XM B R IEIFA NPQ =L BE . MM
b, 2 AsA B EXRMY A VEEZE PFD 215-1600 pmol m%s™! Y6 TF MK 20% —30%.
BT, AsAAZMERINTREMMMHAPZAANSE, HEHELEPFD $ LA, ZEBBRY
i, ¥E 650 pmol m%'Y&TFEIXEMAM, AEEZE 215 umol m%* HREWM, [V+A+Z]E
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FETERETINBE A . xRN Z & BEE#H PFD MMM Z#i#¥, 7€ 1600 pmol m%!
BHEFIRE, A SR 650 umol m>' I AFHE, 5 ASANHERAFTE., ASALHERE
FITF%m Fv/Fm #1 NPQ i, Fv/Fm Hxt ¥ im 10% —30%. NPQHKIMME Z Wi mAH
HEMMREXR, ZSEME, NPQMEMA, r=095 mMIiEH: AsA FEEE LM %
REIFF VI Z (%R MEMR NPQ B, XF {2 M 7ML PFD THAME, HE
BAXGTHTZRASEVFA+ZIWHAF Z A B EDNEM,. i, R1HRETEY,
NPQ {H /93 i A RE R 2 xf B2 T Fv/Fm BT .

£ 1 AsA REX KM RBEIRFT NPQ HIK M
Table 1 Effect of AsA treatment on the xanthophyll cycle, Fvy/Fm and NPQ of maize leaves

AsA PFD Car (mmol mol” chl)

2 . Fv/Fm NPQ
(mmol/L) (umol m’s?) v A zZ [V+A+2Z] E
20 0 46.1% 0.17 9.5+ 025 139% 035 69.5+ 0.26 0.78+ 0.01 1.87+ 0.02
215 28,5+ 035 105+ 0.10 31.5+ 0.50 70.5+ 0.89 0.68+ 0.01 2.14+ 0.11
650 232+ 0.17 107+ 040 37.5+ 0.40 714+ 0.26 0.64+ 0.01 2.38% 0.05
1600 241+ 1.65 10.5% 0.50 37.0+ 1.10 720+ 1.70 0.55+ 0.03 230+ 0.07
0 0 53.5+ 0.17 39+ 0.10 88+ 0.17 662+ 0.36 071+ 0.01 1.40* 0.01
215 39.0% 0.40 8.1+ 056 209+ 0.17 68.0+ 0.61 0.56+ 0.01 1.78% 0.03
650 322+ 020 10.1+ 026 30.5% 0.50 72.8+ 0.20 049+ 0.01 2.11% 0.03
1600 198+ 0.26 9.6+ 046 36.5% 1.12 659+ 0.79 038+ 0.01 2441 0.12

2.3 DTT 2B E KM EREIRM NPQ HE MR

£ 5 mmol/L DTT 435, WEMH T ERM M EREFE Z WIBR, HEEARE NPQ
H(3%2). BET DITAHEHIFZHNEEFEAFAINEE, EHHMEE, DTT HATH RN
# VI Z %4k, 7E PFD 650 umol m™"' Bf, V3R {24 HBRAIL 93%, MLk DTT
AR A IRE VRITRET 40%; DTT 3 A RERMAMEER, WAENHEEIVFA+Z] ED
HHBET 10%. DTT LA# 3t Fv/Fm JLPFEE W, (HH6EEEMRME NPQ M, miH E MMM
5ZSBEHZWMHBEMRX, r=098. BHETR, DIT EEREZME V H Z 8 %40k FEE
EXMIFEHGERFEH, ML ESENERIESK.

%2 DITAEXNENKMHREFR NPQ HEH
Table 2 Effect of DTT treatment on the xanthophyll cycle, Fv/Fm and NPQ of maize leaves

DTT PFD Car (mmol mol' chl) Fy/F NPQ
a2 v/Fm
(mmol/L) (umol m’s™) v A Z [V+A+Z]
5 0 53.8+ 0.72 48+ 0.20 8.2+ 0.53 668+ 092 0.69% 0.04 1.20% 0.03
215 50.5% 0.50 7.9 0.66 10.2+ 1.44 68.5+ 1.95 0.57x 0.02 1.38+ 0.02
650 50.2+ 0.81 8.6+ 0.72 10.5% 0.44 69.3+ 1.13 047 0.02 141+ 0.06
1600 498+ 0.69 9.0+ 0.80 10.7+ 0.75 69.5+ 2,08 0.36x 0.03 1.48+ 0.03
0 0 53.5+ 0.17 3.9+ 0.10 8.8+ 0.17 662% 036 0.71% 0.01 140+ 0.01
215 39.0+ 0.40 8.1+ 0.56 209+ 0.17 68.0% 0.61 0.56% 0.01 1.78+ 0.03
650 322+ 0.20 10.1+ 0.26 30.5% 0.50 728+ 0.20 0.49% 0.01 2.11% 0.03

1600 19.8+ 0.26 9.6+ 046 365t 1.12 659+ 0.79 0.38% 0.01 244+ 0.12




254 AT AR 4] % 8%

2.4 NADPH 433 B H B RBHF NPQ ARG

# 3 A A, £ 0.5 mmol/L NADPH A EXM K JG, 3 EEXBEHRMIEREH R
WA — R, M ERALL, NADPH RAEXBTASHEEMHE Z MEMR, ZtiRg
BZE 1600 pmol ms A, XFMEERYERT, MK Z EMYT MM 81%. NADPH xf
EXR[V+A+Z] BENERE/N. AFEESHEE, 0.5 mmo/L B NADPH Ab3 {# 3 PSII K
Yok 22 Rug H e hn, AR A PFD &4 F, Fv/Fm HoxtME# % 10% ({8 650 pmol ms’
BERHIN) , Ti7E BEE &4 T R ML 6%. 5B —7H,. NADPH &7 [ B B R E ki A B9 NPQ
B, TANPQ W THE Z SBRMMHEEAARFH MR XR, XFH NADPH IR 2813
M- BB V [ Z HALREMEIEHE NPQ S8 189, 5 DTT MfE AR, {H5R 0T RAREH X Fi
ME1EM.

% 3 NADPH £33 EkH KR BEIFRFINPQ KK M
Table 3 Effect of NADPH treatment on the xanthophyll cycle, Fv/Fm and NPQ of maize leaves

NADPH PFD Car (mmol mol” chl)
(mmol/L)  (umol ms1) v A Z [V+A+Z]

0.5 0 53.1+ 0.36 59+ 036 7.8% 020 668+ 0.82 0.69+% 0.01 1.18+ 0.05
215 454+ 0.40 7.8+ 020 154t 0.69 68.6% 0.69 0.64% 0.02 1.39% 0.03
650 324+ 1.15 108+ 0.53 2461 1.49 678+ 3.08 0.49:+ 0.01 1.47% 0.07
1600 27.8% 1.11 108+ 0.53 30.7% 1.60 69.3+ 2.84 0421 0.03 1.86% 0.10

0 0 53.5% 0.17 39+ 010 8.8% 0.17 662+ 036 0.71% 0.01 140+ 0.01
215 39.0% 0.40 8.1+ 056 209+ 0.17 68.0+ 0.61 0.56% 0.01 1.78+ 0.03
650 322+ 020 101+ 026 30.5% 0.50 728+ 020 049 0.01 211+ 0.03
1600 19.8% 0.26 9.6+ 0.46 36.5+ 1.12 659+ 0.79 0.38% 0.01 244% 0.12

Fv/Fm NPQ

z FPfR, R AsA. DTT % NADPH M{EARURIFA—, EREMNBREETEWE
Yk B - 3 RGOk B RS L NPQ RE I #Y.
3 9T

ABERRE AR AsA T DMRHEE ARSI PR SR EILER, SiefermannfllYamamoto
S R4 5000 16 mmol/L ) AsA T ¥R KB 5P 19 5 B R B R EALRBIBLRIG . Bratt S0
AW AsA REMIMERN, TRMAEA pH EILREAFZHMAN., EXRBRIALES
AsA A EE Km REKBT pH EM, £ pHE4.9-52 AR, AsA KRBT &AM W
BERFBIFEACBIEY:., X pH>6 B, AsA MWREE LA iR LA S N MB MR Y. &
HREFRWESE KR B2 kb AsA EBETEE7E 10— 25 mmol/L Z [, AsA ¥ JE
AR AR N IE R AR AR R EEN, BT UM I RS B KRB E
RBFEALRAE B 2, B RN # Z B ARG SR, HI T R B WY
MEEBEHFS NPQ WELHR., RITRABEEXRYF#HTIHE AsA LBHEREN: &
20 mmol/L AsA Kb SR A BARME TR A - R EFH V 1) A Z 5L, EX[V+A+Z] B
BEMERAK; AsA EE7EBREAG T HEMS Z /1 A SR, 50488 PFD KR
. FOXPEAHE, 2 AsA AEEHMEEER D Z W BERKY PFD THIMAREH. 2



E3M EREE: SMRAMLEN EXH B R G SRS RN W 255

% Bratt ZMA T, RITANTERFERFHHEN: (1) % PFD W A B{R# Vi Z ¥ 5%
b, RHTOLHBALIEGE R B MK PR A A B EDM, 20 mmol/L AsA £b3E 5 th Wl 3 4 2 B
FREARIAN pHEMIER, MWW ERTHE PFD MR, EBEHAEADEEL pHMEA
2. () 5 VMA—#, fLRMEE AsA WU EER S EREBRAEMBEHEY, S %
HRAESE Z 69724, PFD M3 0 th 3 B8 RSBk ) pH ER MR ELES AsA
MZEAWHELY, 3 20 mmol/L AsA ZFEFEXM K d ot HEWEF 5 NPQ WAEk, RS
ARTURIZ M[Z+A] BB PFD M3 MiEHE 5 NPQ (A MIEERM S —8 M, By
SMR AsA BRI ENE MY R ER/T D Z M A NS ERRAKEH NPQ #k/M .

AEHRN SRR ABERBETR TR A, DTT LI B RS HEE bR K (K
= qN) "¢V, Bilger Al Bjorkman %' ¥\ DTT REE 2 i HIH BB IEFH b Z 19 T iR R B 4%
NPQ fH, EHxI PSHEBFHEBUEBHXTHREIBRMEANXETHCO,BERBBE R
W, WHEZELEMSERMN DTT FARE5]#E NPQ A T . Neubauer™™ Mj$5 i DTT
SHE AL R R AH A 39 18 B B R B 5 B AR SObn B 2 B R LR i R i AL M R I T SR
FR BB R, BT Mehler- Hi35 i BRiS EALY R BTN AR B FEREER
B ApPHER P REEFEEEA, DTT HE i 5 555 AR S /LY B a0 WStk M N %
KT ab T ApH, M A KM NPQ. Junesch® MIAN DIT X ERERA TR BB 1
H*-ATP 488, DTT i3k R 1E AT LAREMK Gk ATP 4 BB AT b & i ApH, B FE
H ATP S B E K R 61 ApH #ATREEAER, HEIt DTT WA MH NPQ XK. Msh,
AANH DTT H AR AT ApHY, RAIM LIRS Bilger M Bjorkman R & b
—B, BHEEXMALS mmol/L # DTT 4B 5T M A KIS Z WK R, [F o RIS A R
) NPQ {8, ixf PSII G REMAK., BT ZZiWH 5 NPQ & T KL [ n#47 1 3F &
AVFTXRAR, B DIT A fEEERE ML ERBINERE SRR EIE R ERK
B9, S NPQ 7L DTT 435 thxt A% 40% B L, EMKREHEEERLH DTT R R
B NPQ B RM4r (£ 2). X5 Bilger fil Demmig-Adams® %45 % # DTT R BURH gN %K
HANE LT qN BN EAFEE—EEE. RMWN: (1) DTT Rl qN $# qE 4
45, X qT A qI BWEE/NZ, 2) AR LM RS/ —ERES].

NADPH 3t EXM it B E Z W RAENAN NPQ HEAFMA/ER, B DIT AR
MR, EH% PFD ¥ MEEZWBT WY, hTEEYRSHAREERAREEE —F
21 NADPH, #HEWLIEE#E PFD M 57E 0.1 - 0.3 mmol/L 2 EIBTHEA HRAY, H
M5 0.5 mmol/L B9 NADPH xt 5% k)9 NADPH %k AL WMAEAHER, BT
NADPH @M EXREFEHRAABOBEERNMB ZHER, HHAEBRETXHERASH
7, 1 AsA. DTT —#%, M NADPH 4t 2@ mEy i 1B h Z M AKWERE
FRLMMM IR RREH, HEN=ZFMV+A+Z] EREMGERERHE.
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