FERME R VR
Agricultural Research in the Arid Areas

Vol .27 No.4
Jul .2009

KT EMEXRBH A RIRENERERERI R

TEZF

(AREHEREEBESENTEER, A¥E % 014010)

B B AAMBEATERAAELAARM A NRBAACERRERGTFTIAR. ER%Y, Ko Maf
R bhet Fr UMK ATPase WE M R %, R NADH(E R4 9 % | )fo NADPH(Z R M WG N) N R L X £ X Fe
(CN)¢®-)fu EDTA - F&* # 3 J 3% # B 1%, CSH( A Bt H B Fo Ve(RF R )W A A HE W EH v, X W R T NADH
2 NADPH 4 ,GSH % Ve b T ULk A R AW ot h B AL ER R AN FRE R-FHH . EAI B4
# F,GSH #1 Ve T # 2 A # NADH # NADPH ) K BB L L R & 1 & F Ok,
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RESHES: 5661.2  XMIRIZW: A

#HAELTFRETRBR SREEREN 5%, %
R R AN RBHEY S5, B REY =B YR
BEEREZ—. HYURBEHR—ITREERNHA
2. CHRAEHYEI AL SHROESD, LDEEEY
T B K B 3 o IR BUK 4 9 1, K BB
¥ A FENEAREE S REEHTTEH
EHHER. E0ER HAZEAABEETERS
ERHEYEENBZ AFEEERBR AYHAR
B FERAERAG, B RA AR H - AT-
Puse RS SBBE R FRABMNRS, F5HYE
KEE FFAWURERES RS ERE TR
HMXBRE, BIREM, £ H0 &Y E BT
BEARRRGEE LRS-,

(B2 3 F K4 Bsé X R ot B R B AR TR R
GREMRERLS, REETRERPNEERFHZ
— REEESE NS ANERS B ETREET
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B o AR BREFAE S0 H B R, ATk 4
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1.1 AHRAFEEE
HENFAMRRARMHE A RBEHEBH
(P. bretschneideri cv. Zao Su) L B HWH T (P. be-
tuloefolia. Bge) _SFAEBBRHGB. RALOER 30
cm, TR E 20 cm, F 40 cm B B 4L, 758 9 H 6
ARL BT BAI0k/H. RETAFHE LI

B B ¥ : 2008-02-17
E2RMA . ARH AR RS E R EHAA B (NIZY07105)

HREH#FTo
1.2 RRLEBRRE

HEEF RO ERMAMAR _FEHOR,5
AR1BEHETAEANEXEE, SA20 BFHM
BLH, SANHBRAMETHHHAN, RERETH
KBE5ER, REREBEEERCGHR) EERRH
A, FEAHEBELESKEMNFALAHEMNS
KEHHAEKTREBERARRERERE . PE
BHEFEE 3 ANKE, R3IREE. RRA6
A1BFHB,E7A25 BER, {#FT 4K, 43
J6A1H(ME),6 H10B(BEME),6 18 H
(hEEME),6 A30 B(PEMERE, F2KE
FHaRREALEM BE R, HERFEMERS
5,6,7 F BT Wi,
1.3 #EH*
1.3.1 FAmessaall) s g REREFIH
B F, 8 1:2 WA 30 mmol/L Hepes - Tris
pH7. 4, 250 mmol/L H 5% B%, 3 mmol/L EDTA, 1
mmol/L DTT WA ¥R, EHH PR  REAZE
YA, ERZ 5000 g B4 10 min R EHHE,E
10 000 g B0 15 min, PLFE BURLBP B R Bk, B K&
ZF & 250 mmol/L H 5% BZ, 1 mmol/L HepeS - Tris
pHT.4A BT A, LHERHEEIE00g TH
A 30 min, LB FE, 83 F 5 ml & 250 mmol/L
HE#,1 mmol/L DTT,2.5 mmol/L hePes — Tris % &
BF  BRERR LSl RENMLHEELEN
6% T 2N 12% DextronT70 % # | , 7£70 000 g B 4>
2 ho /DU 6% 5 12% DextronT70 J2 8] B UL F& B
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B A RAERBEHM., EF-20CT&£H,.UL#E
e 7E 4C T #4T,

1.3.2 JFiM ATPase HHai 2 RAMKERE
ATPase K% ATP BB LHLBEE, A pmol - Pi/mg
-EHxh RTABHBEE, RERBARPE 100
mmol/L Hepes - Tris (pH = 6), 30 mmol/L MgSO,
0.05 mmol/L $H#E &%, B BEXRERMA M-
SO,.KC1.KBr 5 KI FiAH,

1.3.3 NADH #= NADPH fiibit e 212 ¥
RIS R (BEHE 0.25 mol/L , Tris—Mes 10 mmol/L pH
8.OBEF I ml( KB 1l em) AEKEMNS,MA 50
mmol/L ) NADH 5 pl 1 100 mmol/L A Fe(CN)¢>~ 10
f, BEIMABERN(E 10 s BER)FHREN. B
B UV-190 "SOERSFHAEICR 340 nm {H)E
A¥o PRSI X2 5,3 NADH 1 mmol/Li)
W EBH 6.23 315 NADH W& fb# %, NADPH
4L 3 % % 2 [F] NADH,

1.3.4 TFe(CN)g>~ #» EDTA - Fe** i& & ik % &) R
#!3] 5 NADH E/4ERMEF EHRA, REN
FFE KN 420 nm, & Fe(CN)g® "1 mmol/L It &
BH 18 Fe(CN)@ WRFEER, ¥ LAHEAR
B4 &5 NADH. 100 mmol/L Y 3E Wk 10 pl F1 100
mmol/L A EDTA - F&** 10 pl MBI R, A F
10 pg REEMEHR R FH R LAARIES N
ZH,HE S35 nm HHR . BHEERMHIRAER
22,318 EDTA - F* iR R %,

1.3.5 GSH # Ve fiftik R eyl 21" GSH W&
75 ¥ 1A NADH, 3% & 7 420 nm; Ve 8 5E 5 3: A GSH,
1.3.6 %54 RASPSSEBLBEEHKMGSH
WL EEM RS B,

2 HER50

2.1 K5 EMBXREE ATPase BRI XM

WE 1R, BEKS B BE M, P&
B AL R ATPase EHAKIE . R
B AR, RERR AL FUR B ATPase 36 ¥4 B B0
BEMT 4%/ 22.9% , KB , AHEHNERKRRS
MHEREREE MABHEBRNHENAERERET
ExBHELERARE; PEMAN, R AR
JE R ATPase &t 43 BT BIMINT 97% M 32.6%,
BERASHBEREE MHABRYBEABRA L
NEFBENKE HEEMA, BRI ARK
i ATPase HEHE S BRAKHER X LR, BR.2
K4 B JE BB ATPase WEHER £ T &L, ARH B
HEMMEREARRNEFHKEESEE,

£1 KB REB ATPase FE AW M (pg Pi/(mg min))
Table 1 The influence of water stress on ATPase
activity of plasmic membrane

5E BEEHE HMKE HR MK
I Crisp Increase  Birchleaf  Increase
toms pear tree  rate(%)  peartree  rate(%)

xR CK 35.46 100a 38.66 100a
.&Kmﬂ 51.87 154b 46.78 122.9a

Mild water stress
PR 69.36 197b 52.69 132.6a
Moderate water stress

BEBE 74.61 204¢ 60.34 140.4b

Severe water stress

B ARTEYN P<0.0S TEREN.
Note: Different letters mean significance of difference at 0.05 levels( P
<0.05).
2.2 7k4BrE X NADH #1 NADPH &L EE K KM
W& 2 R, AR AR RAL —BMEL
B, EREMB%AT ,NADH f1 NADPH M &4k
ERM TSN ENE N EUR B AN, XARE
RETENY, ARANGP R TEEE M, EHKR
B R IE % A94R8 I £7 IE 32 B B9 NADH 1 NADPH
K¥. BREEBHARE RN, ARATEREN
Al BABAA REZIRG . FREAES
i B F it {& NADH #1 NADPH & R T &, &
BERETRE . R MELF NADH 1 NADPH 4k
ERNTLEEFEHENER, HEREREK
S ETH, REARRERRFERMEL, L
BHEABRR RELEERAN TR ERK
BYZ, MAMBHNEMREETEDHELFAS
B HETEMMESLERZAE TR,
%2 k4%BriE3 NADH 5 NADPH S 4
1% % 19 % M { ool ( mg- min) )
Table 2 The influence of water stress on the
oxidation rate of NADH and NADPH

85 i3

mA Crisp pear tree Birchleaf pear tree
Items
NADH NADPH NADH NADPH
XA CK 204.00aA  98.36aA  186.32aA  84.46aA
ﬁmwﬁ 218.36aA  112.21aA  201.22aA  101.2aA
Mild water stress
hEMiA
4 .23bB .32bB  52.1
M water 78.45bB  69.23b) 59 1bB
REBE 56.23bB  50.00bB  50.00bB  40.16bB

Severe water stress

B RRANMEFHRP<0.05 TERBE  FARKXKEFRR P
<0.01 T£REX. TH.

Note: Different lowercase letters mean significance of difference at 0.05
levels(P <0.05), different captal letters mean significance of difference at
0.01 levels( P <0.01) . The same as below.



92 FEREHX RIIFE

%27 %

BIUEAT W, BEE K S A &4 T K NADH 5
NADPH St EEZ 5B REFIHRX,. SHER
B AL R 7E 5 B 38 B BT 3 A, (8 B 3 B 3R
BRI R ,NADH 5 NADPH E b RE M BEEE T
M, P EPANEREETR,

2.3 FE3 Fe(CN)s"~'#1 EDTA - F&’* E B ¥
:9p .0

Ko ax EEEACRERENEHERRE
%t Fe(CN)6®~)#1 EDTA - F** F EHE R E M. M
FIALFH, M NADH /b i FHt Ak BF (9 Fe
(CN)6®~)f1 EDTA - F* R AR Z B E W,

BEMOERERTRED,HR, ABEHHEE P
Eex—d8 HEFREREH TR ZETER
BUE, KB RERXFEBTF B, Fe(CN)C A
EDTA-FE* fEABR FRAATEABRP R EEE
THEXUTHEETEASHETEY AR 2
BLLEBRB ERg— B FHAEESRETE, 48N
HOATIE R FABTHE, BEETR, LEMH Fe
(CN)¢®-)#1 EDTA - F** R B EZ K. HEM
AR EIEPEBFRERERZN TR
EERTRERI, AU ERRTESY, HEAEME
HEPZHFEERTRRY,

%3 KSHEiER Fe(CN)" !5 EDTA - Fe'* & R % % #) ¥ M [ nmol/ (mg* min) )
Table 3 The influence of water stress on the deoxidation rate of EDTA — Fe** and Fe(CN)¢*~!

ELEEH Crisp pear tree

#:3¢ Birchleaf pear tree

Fe(CN)*-?

EDTA - Fe** Fe(CN)®-) EDTA - Fé**

X # CK

BEMIE Mild water stress

1 BE B Moderate water stress
E M Severe water stress

496.21aA
434.21aA
107.32bB
90.12bB

480.21aA
421.36aA
121.36bB
84.23bB

420.23aA
398.26aA
158.21bB
132.21bB

396.42aA
345.42aA
132.21bB
140.20bB

2.4 KkSBrBE3 GSH # Ve S ERHE MW
TEH#BTERRMHEA GSH 1 Ve AL E
BEMBEAR—BH, WE 4 iR . EHEWH, |
SHEEHEE LA, BREEROBREN N, K
HERIEAR. AEZRBATUEL: BAFH
SR GSH # Ve S AL R Bl & I8 B
M BEEAMAR, BHELEERIFENTH
MEEER. HFEE M ETES GSH A Ve iy

FUERYHBMTERE. TRETEHBESE
HEBEAERAREORREFHE, HEER
Fr. FHHERE, THRANTRIESTHIEKGE,
FEHTER. AMIBHERIENTREHTRARS
B89 88 ) il L LA, BT A GSH M1 Ve fE A B F
B 3L 4 Al o R R K, T 4 R A R U
HEHR

®4 KB GSHA Ve RERRNEM
Table 4 The influence of water stress on the oxidation rate of GSH and Ve

GSH # 4 4L 3% 3 ( pmol/ ( mg - min) )

Ve B8 AL 3 % pmol/ (mg- min) )

e The oxidation rate of GSH The oxidation rate of Ve
lems xR RE il 4 . 44 bt BE ) EE
CK Mild Moderate Severe CK Mild Moderate Severe

FBRS! Crisp pear tree
# % Birchleaf pear tree

62.34aA
58.46aA

70.58aA
60.57aA

93.46bB
69.86aA

110.24bB
74,.57aA

51.36aA
42.108A

55.87aA
47.86aA

72.31bB
58.58bB

90.59bB
67.87bB

3 37 #
AT, R %H H R A S BIRA
MEED, BECHUHRERTUREEEAR
o R EREFEALERA %, BESRKE
FHAR NAD(P)H R MY, B F 2R S
FALYH F* - EDTA. ALK £ Tk 4Bt 8
W I B4 A T B R S B0 35 5%, 48 SR B A9 NADH A1

NADPH LA B Fe(CN)s>~ 1 EDTA - Fe** fiE AR K
EETRE(FK2.3). Ko M5 &K NADH
NADPH 4 1k 7 % [ % A9 72 B AR {0, B 75 7K 43 By 38 4
NADH #1 NADPH £(4k i 2 madL &l v] gE 46 R
Hsiao“}iA 4 5 F B 36 7= 2 2 B A0 O () 3 A2 BF
FHY XK E BN E R B, RITRAXH
REFAPHET ARRMEI KT B R EM
B, R ZRATHEARBRNER SR ERS
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KRR AYTHRENEBENER. HEXRF
% PR B B 4L 1 JEL £ 45 *F NADH 1 NADPH f & 4t
## EDTA - Fe** il Fe(CN)s*~ B iF R R T L 8B
AFRFRRU EZSF Z—o Mcpller #l Crane IR &
Bl FRECEREAERERBH. EXH U
NADH F1 NADPH iyt F 44k , i JT Fe(CN)¢*~ ,{HA
FEXRIR EDTA - F** , R MR ME R 4L, BREEVT LU
B8 —HHF Twbe RENEBREAMLERERE, KR
SELL NADH Yy i F 4t &, £ J& EDTA - Fe’* l Fe
(CN)¢~ o TIMPFEREY , AL NADH HHLF
{tfAk B}, EDTA - Fe** #1 Fe(CN)¢*~ #B T LI/E M8 T
ZRERR  HATELLGEER. BA, FXEL
BERBHRBEAMEERLES Mcpller S H K45
BRGEH Tubo RHEARF. Misa BFRF B, B
NADH #1 NADPH #b, GSH F1 Ve 3 7] L4E 9 B &
R BERERE Tk, FLRARAEE AR
BERI3E M GSH 1 Ve A9 4k 3 2 5318 fn , BT LA 0T BB
RTEK S BE T GSH # Ve & NADH 460 R & 4L
ARFHEBRTHRENBRYR.ZTREEEFHE
YR, FEH—-F TR,
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The influence of water stress on redox system of leaf plasmic
membrane of pear trees

WANG Guo-ze
( School of Mathematical, Physical Sciences and Biological Engineering, Inner Mongolia University
of Science and Technology, Baotou, Inner Mongolia 014010, China)

S

Abstract: The basic physiological index of redox system of leaf plasmic membrane were studied on two varieties of
pear trees, P. bretschneideri cv. Zao Su and P. betuloefolia. Bge. The result showed that water stress could increase
ATPase activity, reduce both the oxidation rate of NADH and NADPH and the deoxidation rate of EDTA-Fe** and
F. e(CN)6(3') of plasmic membrane. When water stress occurred, the oxidation rate of GSH and vitamin C (Ve) obvious-
ly increased, which indicated that GSH and Ve could be as electron donor of redox system of plasmic membrane besides
NADH and NADPH in the leaves of young crisp pear trees. Probably under water stress condition, GSH and Ve could re-
place NADH and NADPH, acting as electron donor of redox system of plasmic membrane.

Key words: water stress; crisp pear; birchleaf pear; redox system of plasmic membrane



