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A MK AR 540 300 SR LY 53 Wiy
REZ, BRI, AR, EE, BR, 28, *F
(1. EHFWRERE, 1L HEF 3360005 2. HETMIE, YL HEF 336000;
3. HASB AR SRS =P, VIV B 336000 )

WEE . W3R SR FEAS [ A T 28 R 0B ma N . LR 98 (Astragalus sinicus L.) 56 E 14 ( Medicago
sativa L.) P41 =M ( Trifolium repens L.) MK, MBS R241, —d R ICKGIRANEEAL, 53 —41/H0.5 mmol L™ 7KA% R
('salicylic acid, SA) 4bFH. JIZEZ — ( polyethylene glycol, PEG) ¥ (0. 10% ) A48T x5 350 T R Y 4 i HEA T
AEPR . WFSEAR B, BHEPEGUK RN, 3R RV 4 i i Ef EE A7 BT MR, BT E A AR Ak IR P R ST 5. KA R Ak
FXTHE = SR B AE AL =y T E A BRAE A, XS R n T E A R s AR S BT e N 28 Bt

e, AEARAG IR AL BN A TR .

XgiR: TEREMNE; SRMEY; KR, TaEE; BEETE; nlEm

hRESES: X173 XERFRINAD: A
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ICIESES 4 Gl

RHAR A 3 ik R Y [ RE 0 R S
X 5 b XA A SR G . AR A 7 AT RS A
A ) 22 RE R AR 7 25 5 TR LA T A B
L =L (Astragalus sinicus L. ) J&—Ff—4F Az ol il
AR ERBAABAR S . ERSIEEY, Eadk
TERBEA LR e G P, st e
L HE AR RR IR BE 7. S B Al
AR TRERHAESRENEY 2N, HRRER
B HERG 2, A BT AAFE R R L, ST
( Medicago sativa L. ) J&=—F ZEEBR TR, iz
T EBSRAL . SAEE T & A mE A MR E IR
WAy, SRR R EY) . MR R KA, AT+
[ KR RE, WK R . RIEEAE AT
TiRfb B AR, [ AR R - R e
RAFrME, (R E MAESREREE., 1=
( Trifolium repens L.) XFRHAZHE, &2
AR, Tz YRR IR RMEY . it
FEVERNT YRR, 1ENTESR, S8R SMEMLE
1 —HE, B B EARE T, REfEdm
71, W IEAORE . AR R A B T R K
XF SRR, PR R E . X3RN ) A A A

BEWE: B A BT 0 H — A (7] 4R 5 8 000 A7 el £ 7K 3 AL 2% 0 A L B iE 5 s TP A BOR T R H
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VEEEIAY: A (1988-) , B,

DUBE, IWZREEDTN, RN, BULOFFEA, BErm . SRR E ARG EOARDIS .
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R, AALRE S 32 T+ 4 38 i gl ™= iy, 38
B 0 AF S OF- M A B v RRak vk . A e AT [
RAEM . B R AA Y Z RGP, vl LA R
ek AR AR AT, SEEAO A 7 S S B
1) XL o

KR (salicylic acid, SA) 1E K —FhitEH ik
KiEWHS53mYNEREE T, RS Z
e 3 e, K A R R HH A R N Y i
B9 FRIMa, BEASM AL RS oK E T
M R G2 B0 EEH R, HE Y k40
JHL P DR B il ) e B v S P, TR E A
P IE A, BRI R R . PSR
0.11 ~0.15 mmol- L' WSAGHEH G AEFE ML, &
PR AR BTV SR AL, o 1 AR B T SR A
HEBTRE Y SAEHIY A4S A HEA M 1Y 56 R — B
JEMFIE A, EA WA, SATTENEYIPUR
N T A5 5 o RS A B A AR Y B, A
WIE 5L SR B 0y P 5 G E T B AR
SRHEYST R R R EE DT TR R
XL RE R, X Jin AR K A% R 8 ik T 5 Jpih 6 %o
BRI R R o I, AP L RIE ., S
g o RS AR, S AL S [ A
it in K A R A o Hoof R i e, DU R A e
5% ERME YL VLR I 10 255

Sk SO S S P e A G e RN B E DO 7/ DS SN
SR T EE R, R ER A RS SR
PEGH A E] T SRR, XF 1SN H T8 SR 2E A = T
FERE PR NN T T, SRER, 15%
MIPEGYS BN 1SS B 1 ah AP ke 23 . R ZF R &
ARSI I RIE A . X201 248 %
1503 2 =g Fh BRI & IR0 25 R W, Rk
RIPEGHR G X #4348 = 9% ( Astragalus sinicus L.)
(D78 & A PR UEVE T . A S LUAS ] v B 11
TRAG R T WO 7K A AT 25 Ab B, R AN [ vk
JEE B4 7K A R 24 R B A AL A AR R v L AR B AR T
Tl S L L (SOD ) Al E AL &l (CAT)
96 77, BEARE AL (POD ) AYIE M AR %
(MDA) i, FlEEMSE (PMP) FRK, A A
AR B E K o ASHIF 5885 PEG-6000 [ {438 551 43 31 it
B2V BE R, RSV B o6 B PE G W AL 3L 1)
G SNE KR, BFRZS mL, LAIEHUSAX T
FEAN[A] TSR EE ) R b AR K 3R R 4 i R

PRI R o S AR S AWt X AN [F] - SRR LT 593 %0
SRHE Y A DL R IR S, A BT T
SRHEYTE T R T BE R AR A, AT R B
LR R B R F PR AR R T RR I,
TR X AP R, SR T ST A A Y
SR b R B B B ARIE 2% . S e R
TREM TR RCR, WA T RS R 2 T
Wik .

1 MR5EEE

1.1 IeMH

AR F20224F . 202347 HIFE VLA H
FEBER) VLI A YA K L B IRV A
WEITRE., Ry, B M =B Rh 2 ABE Y
T W X IR AR AT e A /A, FEAIR IR -20 °C 19 vk A otk
TP Aab R . S22 E PP PEG.
1.2 It

TE— AR IR, 5 Al b )
Brde, BEEEMA =R, B R
USHERR o FH Wi Fh - S g o 2% T i 3 O 2 5
PREE RS DL R 0 B, M A HR S A B A E T ORI
R (BB, 23 CHEIE) o REITIR )G
B4 dREBT B F K G N B R A 5 9R A e IR
HARAE KA E AR C, JelE16 h, KK
20 °C, JAHE8 h. P& ZF)5 H 1/2 Hoagland’& 37
WIEFRAOEL30 dfF, SR TIMBALIE . X BRAH IE R
#1/2 Hoagland’& F7¥k, AbFRLL HEE AYPEGHK 2 435
40, 0.1 mmol-L™", AAbFI% EIREL, H2 dBeiE
AN EPEG, BHADEHESO mL, SMEKGERAES d
W — U, RS mL, AbFE30 dJ Uk I E A
KAEbR
1.3 HIENE
1.3.1  AERKIRbR I E

MEEARE ZE P BENLE R T AR KRS AL, R
K503 ~ stkahd, JEEHER (0.1 cm) Sk
E X A1 AR R B AR AR B . R4 S R
But HAREEE, 78105 CTFRE, REHAS0 C
LA T B, AR E T,
1.3.2 AEFIEFRIE

A FIE bR AL ES . AL E R (Catalase,
CAT) . iAW ( Peroxidase, POD) | #H%A L
Y)IsifL i ( Superoxide dismutase, SOD ) . A¥ME
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B¥ (Soluble Sugar) . A Tl EPr A LEE M, N
Lo EIEHTE RN A S B B B T
LR TE PR AIRE A o AR — I AR ) M M PR
TO0.1 gyt f, KA TSR AR R T 2
., TEVOKIBIAET, IA900 w LEERR 22 ik it
FPFuor eSS 10% A5 . )a, #
HORA B DAL, BRS04 000 1, FFZ210 min,
LR BUH B S0 A0 B s 2 00 s 1) L . LA
T3 1 AR 4 AR & Ul B TR, T R &
W4 [ ot B E TSR T . e R R SRR
HREL 300
1.3.3  HRHHT

HExcelfl [, SPSS 24%{} ( SPSS Inc.,
USA ) Xl 75 N 207 225001 (ANOVA ) FiAH
K53 #T, HDuncan'sfi 3k £ & LI T 25 5
WEWHT (P<0.05)

2 RS

2.1 IKIFERIT TR BE T 3F S RHE A KA S2 T
2,11 ANEF-FRHEX 3R G ARHE )4 B i 5P 5200
3 R4 AE AR RV EEPEGHMA N R IA
[, K& PEGIRIEMZE W TR, £ SR 4h v &
A CKA HL A AR BE (O PRAG, (H3FD SR I4h
6 500 A LB R A B B K (P>0.05) &
RPN A R TR, fE10%PEG
WAL BT 1 K A T 4 R 2B e fIRAY R 0.67 g, BECK
TRE0.91 go SEAEE 15 4 0 ik A B B 1Y) R B
B, TE10%PEGHE A R (1) JC /K 4 iR 21 b 22 f 1K
}10.54 g, KAHERALFRLL (Y EE G INZE1.16 g
F= g i m TR BB CK TR NEM, 1
10%PEGH FE AL T (19 To /K M IR 2 % 2 i i 1.44 g,
KR AL R R EE G N T 0.1 g (DLEIL) o
2.1.2  AFETF-FPHa s 3Fh S AHE )4 P T E R 52
1E10% PGEWRJEALFE T, 3Fh R 401+
FCKA RIS, 582 B =0 & 250 s
0.07 g#10.02 g (VWLEI2) o 7E10% PEGUJEALFT
LI H A T HCKE PR, 1/ T10.06 g0
10% PEGK Ji /K 7 iR Ab BR 40 1 22 A6 T 45 0 =t
I T E B TCKAG RR AL L 3 N T 0.09 gl
0.04 g, LI T0.12 g LB 10%
PEGYREE Wl T, wIHEINEE = B = k4 i i
TE, FFREEEEENTE, KGRI 10%

PEGH & T () 3Fh G BHE Y 2 1 1) 1 8 25 7= A R[] 7
BERYRZM, (H 3R SR Y40 1 T 5 -5 0 BEAH L ok
R EIKE (P>0.05) .

BRI EEIEETE 2 A=t

fef
Fresh plant weight (g)

0% 10%PEG 10%PEG+SA

E1 ARELIKREPEGAIEX M I RHEWI 4 B AR
Fig.1 Effects of different concentrations of PEG

treatment on fresh weight of three legume seedlings

B WELHTE 2 =t
0.4 -

.

0%

%PEG+SA

E2 ARELIKREPEGAIEX M I RHEMILNE T ERIF M
Fig. 2 Effects of PEG treatment at different
concentrations on the dry weight of three legume

seedl ings

2.1.3  RFEIT-EHHaxskh G RE et R S i
Rl

A EI3FTAT, 10%Hk B PEGAL R I 45 2 S FIT 8 4E
& 2l R 3 A i S B A He TS, B =
L B AR A, (E3FR GRME S 4N T I 2
S5 X HEAR HE R IR ) B K. KA RRALFE TR 10%
W EEPEGIY3Fh L RHE P 2 i i 4 38 5 i BT
IKGIRAL IR, B RIS TOKGIRAAH L B 3 2%
5, O BEEREMA =M NE R EER, RGBT
T AR H 5 B R A W AR E A
2. 1.4 A[FET- R WRa 3 S BEME ST v T ENE S
=il

TEPEGAL BRI M 10%IN, 48 =4 1 19 m] %
PR A B LR, SR ETE R =g el
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VPRSI TS R LTS (K4 .
M10% MK EPEGIR MUK R AL B IS , M E =
M R AT AE R S R R LT 5Tkt
FRAAAH HE 4390 T 70.07 mg-g ' F10.05 mg-g ' 4E4E
HEW T T0.01 mgg' 3FGRHMEMLE TES
Xif A HL S ARk ) B /K (P>0.05) .

BEAR BEHHRE 2 A=

ab

/ / /
: % _ _

0% 10%PEG 10%PEG+SA

E3 A EIREPEGLIEX ST E RHEYIL IR R
2 ERRIN
Fig.3 Effects of different concentrations of PEG
treatment on chlorophyl| content of three legume

seedl ings
TE: AF/NG FRERIR R ALCL R B2 4b B ) 22 5 B 3%
(P<0.05) (F))
Note: Different lowercase letters indicate significant

differences between treatments with different AICI3 concentrations

(P<0.05) (the same below )

wED BEEER 2 A=

AP
Soluble sugar content (mg-g")

0% 10%PEG 10%PEG+SA

E4 NELIREPEGIEXIIFERHEMI S E IR R
e
Fig.4 Effects of different concentrations of PEG
treatment on soluble sugar content of three legume

seedl ings
2.1.5  AN[EA B a0k 3Fh L RHE Y 4 B A AL
Vit 775 A2 1) SR )
BE#H PEGAL BV FE 1) T, 3P G RHE Y 41
SODIEPEELCKA RN, 5 =Ly FsE /L

TE A CATIRVESR I ETFHaHY, 1 =4 CATIG
PRI T REES (ILES) o KRR BEAL10% 9
PEGX} L T AK MR AL BRAL, B I =¥k
T B R CATIHES B4 70.18 mg-g ',
0.2 mg-g ', L EEMCATIRER L2 3 B 2 mH
M 704 mgg" (P<0.05) .

BRI BRIEETE 2 A=

S

E

Catalase activity (mg-g")
(=3 j=3
ES o
T

e
()

MW\

N\

S

0% 10%PEG

10%PEG+SA

E5 AEKEPEGALIE XT3 Z RHEHI LN E CATIE M AISZ
Fig.5 Effects of different concentrations of PEG

treatment on CAT activity of three legume seedlings

TEPEGALFEM FE M 10%, 3Fh & RHEY 401 SOD
MR CKAARRAL, ¥t EWHTEYHESOD
I BT, (MY SODTE M BT %
e (IE6) o IKIRANFRAI10% IR EPEGXT TG
K ERAL AL, 3Fh R SODTEPEH A R B
H2R (P<0.05) , FExwAH =M SODIEHES;
K 70.003 mg-g ' F10.04 mg-g LML E TN T RE
T0.03mgg' (P<0.05) .

WA W R 2 A=

i =

— o o =2

3 o G W
1

A AL R
=3

Superoxide dismutase activity (mg-g")

=
=
s

T .

S

PEG+SA

El6 A[EKEPEGARLIE X 35 2 RHE 4 4 E SODSE M HI 2 1)
Fig. 6 Effects of different concentrations of PEG

treatment on SOD activity of three legume seedlings

TEPEGAM RV F110%, 350 G RHME 41 POD
MR CKI A Br BT, AN T 0.12 mg-g ',
0.06 mg-g', 024 mg-g' (WE7) . KipRRAbBEL
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10% W FEPEG XS LL LK i PR AL BRAH , 3FP S RHE Y
PODIEMH R XM B EER (P<0.05) , £x
BRI = A SODIE PE 4 I K T0.07 mg-g Al
0.04 mgg', SHEFEN T T006mgg' (P<005) .

RN EIETE » A=t

§§ :Z Z
;0.5* % %
| _

0% 10%PEG 10%PEG+SA

E7 A[EKREPEGALIE X35 2 RHE I 4N B PODIE 4 HIFZ
Fig. 7 Effects of PEG treatment at different
concentrations on POD activity of three legume

seedl ings

3 it

TR A AR T2 R 2 A 5 R
T a0 2 T EOM W 18 0 B0 L A A RS R ik
W, BRZGEWD . CEREZEW ., ARKZAMm
il PR AR BT
3.1 KBRS A RIKE TR B T 3F Z RHEH)
Yt KRS

T RAE R A ) 1 AR K A AR AR Y aa
HWEZ—, EEZEH BT . AR5 & B,
10%PEGALHS . IEEFORE, 3R RHMED 4T 1)
i B A R AN AN . N TERE, S EEDN
(T F A FTIs L, 582 B gl i o A
RS o 7= AR R G i R DA AT R R SR B T Y
I fige ) 45 A8 6 SR U A AR, VTR AR I
TR Wria T AL G 5 B AL B S LA B
A P il ) S5 R 2B A B B SR UL BT T X — AL Mt
0.5 mmol-L"' SAJ&, LWL TEEFE4RE: N %,
BT TEEEEMA =T E, (AR
Fo JRIE AR R K IR B W T b AR 2k
XPH M R AR R T RPER, XE5R Tk
AEUOHE SNFOK R ST PEGIINE I 4 F & 2 K4l it A
KM g AR — 5, NGRS,
3FP G RHE YL 2% 2 A A2 BT R an ) b
PEGUEE R38N 2 A% . RURRN T 2 Mha

AR TRFHEMAW AR, WHEEARSHRE
U 4 A ENIE . AR R A ARG RE
WS, A 3ok A A T R HE S AN W] B TR R
A 25 Y AR A S e T R A A T SRR E R AT
fE AU, BEHE0.5 mmol- L™ SAJS, 3R G RHMEYIAIH
R R T BRI T REE, R ER,
F W HMIR K A% R 1 it FH 23 AR 3 b SRR A 1 % IR A=
Yyl KA RE T -
3.2 KGR AREIKETREME T3MIRED
YRR MEE 2N

BB VAR 3R SR A A P R B A
PR T M SRR A ) AE 0 35 B B R I EH L)
O A3 2o T OB 1 B BR R A AR ) AN B
SR A T A X 3R SRR 7E T
S0 R R A B S R T T R G
58, 3P EEMEYIM AT S A S R R TR
A FT BB AR Y o v R SR LR B B
PEAT VR AR AR 7K 43 i 2 oA 400 40 s B 1 13 55
55it0.5 mmol-L™ SAJ5, 3% G R A nl bk
Wi Ak S 2 LT, REBUK IR AT
T E a3 ERMEY) LB P ) R
LERARBE.
3.3 KM AEKEFTEME T3MHIRED
YEM ST MERR I

Pt A Ak T 2 20 X B I e AR A R T B P
ity , FEAHPIRAAE Y . AR AR W a0 0 B AR G bk
HERBEER, 3P EREYLE SOD. CAT.
POD i B 2 T 52 a6 A 3 %) 38 3% ¥ 444 Rk ik )
3Fp G RHR 4 AR R AT R a3 i SODYE
PR B SR BT I BE  LAHR AR S0 B AR A 4 e X 3k g
A5 % . 0.5 mmol L™ SAJG, ERILHIF =t
)SOD. CAT. PODIGHEN N, KAEETEMISOD.,
PODIGFMEREML, ZRMHMARE, (HEELEEN
CATIEMEFR B W AL HEMDE b F B K A iR
AEME A A T R hn, SRMEYI4h M oW E LK)
PrA LB R N XA, #SOD . CAT. POD¥AFE
BB E AL, W, PSR R B, AR
SAREHE = T 5 A /N2 i i SOD, POD Al
CATIWEYE . BLAh, Wil 1 i o 481 ek
HRR, XY R ARG, BRI IR RIS R
A AR TR, W EAR S (CAT) P,
B TS Ma T, XAE Y AT ReAS 2 DL 58 2 HE0H 1%
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TR Pk, SMNIRTE IR IR — € R BT e

REAR T S T AL E AR RO PTG P, X2 h
TR A WA ) 5 0 A A I P D T 14 52 A LA S
TR I TR R AR

4 g
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MR ACAE T A BRI B, 5368 7K A R A X 2 i) 17
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SO, R A7 R A IR S AR B 1A B T I i
SERN RN o SRR, KA R B AL BE AT LSS
BB E =T, X R T E A
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o B ROR, (E TR I R R P Y
EMPUALER I, R T eI R
B 2 . HFTERM, KA A )
MPLRE T B HA E ORI ENE, ST 5t 1y
SR RS A BT AR SR T IR SR S
TERAMETE A, Al LU RA MBI T K W R A 4% 1
BB R X EARME Y A RO, LB A
Py e e e v i) A AL

SE M
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The Effect of Adding Salicylic Acid on Three Leguminous Plants under Drought Stress
HOU Dongliang', CHEN Weiquan’, ZHONG Fangjiu', WANG Wei', XIONG Bo',
PENG Jia', SONG Xin®
(1. Yichun Academy of Sciences, Yichun Jiangxi 336000, China;
2. Yichun Forestry Bureau, Yichun Jiangxi 336000, China;

3. College of Life Sciences, Resources and Environment, Yichun University, Yichun Jiangxi 336000, China )

Abstract: The study investigates the physiological responses of three leguminous plants under simulated drought stress of
different concentrations. Using Astragalus sinicus L., Medicago sativa L., and Trifolium repens L.as materials, the materials
were divided into two groups: one group without salicylic acid treatment, and the other group treated with 0.5 mmol-L"
salicylic acid ( SA) . Two concentrations of polyethylene glycol (PEG ) , 0% and 10%, were used to simulate drought stress
on seedlings of the three leguminous plants. The study found that as the concentration of PEG increased, the fresh weight of
seedlings of the three leguminous plants all decreased, but the change in dry weight varied among plant species. Salicylic acid
treatment had a positive effect on improving the dry weight of Medicago sativa and Trifolium repens, but had a slight negative
impact on the dry weight of Astragalus sinicus. The chlorophyll content showed an increasing trend under drought stress, but it
decreased under salicylic acid treatment.

Keywords: drought stress, leguminous plants, salicylic acid, dry and fresh weight, enzyme activity, soluble sugars
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