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Effects of copper stress on Medicago sativa seedlings leaf antioxidative system. WANG Song-
hua', ZHANG Hua®, HE Qing-yuan' ('College of Life Science, Anhui Science and Technology Uni-
versity , Bengbu 233100, Anhui, China; >College of Biology and Food Engineering , Hefei University
of Technology, Hefei 230009, China). -Chin. J. Appl. Ecol. ,2011,22(9) . 2285-2290.

Abstract: This paper studied the effects of different concentration (0, 10, 30, 50, and 100
umol + L") CuSO, on the leaf physiological and biochemical characteristics of Medicago sativa
seedlings cultured with 1/4-strength Hoagland nutrient solution. In treatments 30, 50, and 100
" of CuSO,, the leaf H,0,, OH - , and MDA contents and Fe-SOD and EST activities in-
creased, and GSH and AsA contents increased significantly. With increasing concentration Cu, the
POD, GR, and APX activities increased gradually, and the CAT and G6PDH activities decreased

-1

pmol - L.~

after an initial increase. In treatments >10 pmol + L™ of Cu, the capacity of leaf antioxidative sys-
tem in reactive oxygen species scavenging increased to prevent the injury from copper-induced oxi-

dative stress.

Key words: Medicago sativa; copper; antioxidative enzyme; esterase.
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1.1 (R R R Ak 3

LA ETE SRR BT 2R X 4 - 7E 5% NaClo
THEFE 10 min, X BT /Kb, F 22 CHFRFA N
R A ZERT IR 3 d. . REUR A — Al s 214
58 Hoagland & FR W 1557 4 d,pH 5. 520. 1. I
0(CK) .10.30.50 100 pmol - L™ CuSO, i 1/4 3% i
Hoagland AbFEVE 3G, MG 1 d B4 — IR ALK, B4k
PE3 AT d 5, RS S A R A
1 H.

1.2 W H Mk

L2 1 YRS EME SR Wang 50 173,
FE AR E S A AR AR R i, DA
it AL (H,0,) (T % (MDA) (B R 36 5
BRI H K (GSH) FA R RI BT IR IR (AsA) . S 1]
Liu T g 07 4 %E OH - &4, OH - F2 AR R
T R S G IE R,

1.2.2 FEESTEM E B g MR, D s 3 A EL
AT HEEU (50 mmol + L™ pH 7. 0 Tris-HC1 25 Wi,
1 mmol - L™ AsA 1 mmol - L™" Z & 75 BEEE 1
mmol - L' GSH F1 5 mmol - L™ MgCL, ) , B & 2 5]
W4 C BEEES L (10000xg,30 min) , B 15 AR
AT e H KGR ST (GR ) ] 25 4 -6 19 1 41 il
(G6PDH ) ¢ Il g . >R FH 48 51 43 O O B 2 I
GR'"" ' H1 G6PDH i PE "

BUl g M A, #2103 A9 He i hn A i 42 BT
[0.05 mmol + L™'pH 7.8 PBS, % 2 % LML b
AT S mmol - 17" B-#i3& £ B, PR MM R 1t SE Ak
fit: ( APX) 42 BUK 245 2 mmol - L™ AsA ], BFEE =4
W4 °C BB (10000 xg,30 min) , B F W R AE
IR (EST) | i 81k 20 (CAT) (APX L)
LT (SOD) Filid AL W ( POD ) REII B . CAT
SOD ,POD ,APX {5 P 52 2 B8 Wang 45" J5 . POD
71 H 470 nm WOBME AR L RN, R BN
26.6 mmol + L' + em™. CAT 1% 71 H A, LAk
{HFR,TEE R ECHN 40.0 mmol + L'+ em™. SOD i
FII0 R DGR DU e SR TR 50% 4 1l 2R FT 7
(RSN — AN B 0 5. APX 1 P 290 nm 1R
W S A FRow T R 2.8 mmol - L' -
em™ . R4 BRI EST 36 4 , 490 nm

WOEIE AL E R 7E pH 7. 5,30 °C 54 F , 404
B 1 wmol ZEMERFTH AL E S0 1 AN EERA.
1.2.3 [A TAGHIK  POD [H) TR FF IR Bl i e e
1. SOD [F] T 8RR 2% W (50 mmol « L' pH
7.8, 9% 0.01% VB,) Fl 19 S ALt 5 VU 5 s e
(NBT) R 4 (4.5, 7E 4000 1x T BEJ% 20 min'™.
SOD [F] T-B%E 2 LS ISR 15 ], F AR IR AG 3 B
JBE A3 B A ZEME 7K 5 mmol - L™ H,0, Fl 4 {)j £ %
(1:3,V/V) 2 1 h 5 FZEE K ehvk 2 Wk, F g
. CAT [m] T-Hf L Uk BEE S H H, 0,329 20 min 2%
BREALBIFN 2% AL = iYL A 3 ~ 4 min. EST [7] T
it LK A S TR -ou- 258 i O S TR -B- 2R TR R IS, IR 2R
WM YLRL Y Y A8 (R BkLT (L. APX (GR,
G6PDH YL {1t )5 1% B8 Anderson 2517 177 5. APX
AR 2 vP W & 2 mmol - L™ ASA, GR HLUK /MBS I &
A 1% JENRT, GOPDH HLIK AT B NN 0. 5% FEH; .
1.3 Hdlab

KH SPSS 10. 0 A TR Ge 1T, R AR R 7
22534 (one-way ANOVA) HEFT22 5 BE M.

2 HRE5HM

2.1 A[FVEEE Cu Zb3XT & AR B a4k i
Cu MDA 7% 1 iU 5Z ]

1 AT LIE B Cu A0 B BE A 3G K 2848
HEAE I 3B Ca & E WK (P <0.05);10
pmol « L™ Cu 2B R A WHEAR 5% IRTC I 22 5%
30.,50.100 pumol - L™" Cu AbH R, &AL B T8 Bk &
FRAE Wy 55 322 W G, 5 ) H,0, , OH - I
MDA Z i W2 7 .

2.2 RFEIHEE Cu Ab XL 40 H E  A P A Ak
it 7 1 P 5 T

2 ATLAE B Cu A0 BHk BE A 15 K 4848
H &M R SOD i 7 U6 ik 3 42 4k ; CAT Fil GoPDH
R LTHE TR 10 pmol - L™ Cu 4bH
T CAT I % ik 2] W A, )5 & ¥ & K&, 100
pmol « L™ Cu b M XF HE Y 64. 5% ,30 pwmol « L7
Cu Ab#F G6PDH & # 5 HI4(H , 100 pwmol « L™ Cu
REFETR EE X BEAI 29. 8% . POD \GR il APX {5 425
Cu AbBRYR B ()38 K i 2 80 -7+, 100 pmol - L™ Cu
AEBER A3 X B A 1.7 1.5 R 1.5 f5.

2.3 AR Cu AFEXTEAEE 5 F b it Ak
Yy R 1) Tt A 52

1 W LUE H, GR [F TE§HEA 5 458, Cu

b 1% S 6] T GR-3 .GR-4 FIGR-5 1 %35, JF H
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F1 FRRE Cu LETEREBHEIKRS HKEWER CuH,0,.0H - #1 MDA & &
Table 1 Shoot length, shoot biomass, and the contents of Cu, H,O,, OH - and MDA of Medicago sativa leaves in different
Cu treatments ( mean=SD)

Cu Ab3 B A i Cu H,0, OH - MDA

Cu treatment Shoot length Shoot biomass (pg - g’l DM) (pmol - g—l FM) (u- g*l FM) (nmol - gfl FM)
(wmol - L") (cm) (mg + plant™' FM)

CK 6.8+0.4a 416.2 +18.4a 23.9+2. 6e 0.33+0.02¢ 147.2+14. 1c 1.4+0.2d
10 6.0+0. 4a 375.6+24. 8a 49.6+5. 8d 0.38+0. 02¢ 176.2+23. 2¢ 1.5+0.2d
30 5.120.2b 319.5£12.3b 111. 149. 6¢ 0. 64+0. 04b 219.5+9.4b 1.7£0. 1c
50 4.6+0.2c¢ 209.8+31. 1c 309.2+12.3b 0.78+0. 04a 240.8+11.2b 2.9+0.2b
100 2.1+0.4d 167.2+23.8d 342.6+15.9a 0. 86+0. 04a 268.4+16.7a 4.6x0.3a

[RI B A ) /NG 7 F) 36 R Ab P R] 24 57 1.2 (P<0. 05) Different small letters in the same column indicated significant difference among different treatments
at 0. 05 level.

K2 ARIRE Cu B TEREREM P RENEBRENE

Table 2 Activities of anti-oxidative enzymes of Medicago sativa leaves in different Cu treatments (U - mg™ protein)

Cu 4b3E SOD i P CAT Tk POD 751k GR ik APX ¥ G6PDH % #
Cu treatment SOD activity CAT activity POD activity GR activity APX activity GO6PDH activity
CK 141.2+12. 5a 30.4+1. 4¢ 28.4+2.0d 3.1+0.2d 2.5£0. 1¢ 9.4+0.4b
10 138.4+9. 8a 41.6+2. la 29.5+3.5d 3.5+0.2¢ 2.6+0. 1c 11.2+0. 3a
30 136.4+18. 4a 35.7+2.4b 37.8+2.2¢ 3.7+0. 4¢ 3.0+0.2b 11. 6+0. 3a
50 136. 8+6. 7a 37.2+1.3b 43.3+3.8b 4.2+0.3b 3.2+0.2b 10. 8+0. 5a
100 128.7+16. 2a 19.6x1.5d 49.3x1.7a 4.5+0. 3a 3.7+0.2a 6.6+0.2¢
Cu ¥R Cu concentration (umol - L™)
0 10 30 50 100 0 10 30 50 100 0 10 30 50 100
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1 AFWEE Cu 4bBE N 54EE 5 M 7 h GR APX G6PDH [CAT Al POD [f] T/

Fig.1 Isoenzymes of GR, APX, G6PDH, CAT and POD in different Cu treatments.

BE Cu e 110 184 T 72 7 14 5 5 APX. [) T B3 A A
— Ak, BE Cu MR B BB, WA 1 5 B 4 v
% GOPDH [F) T W i A5 4 W, 5 % B AH L, B
GO6PDH-3 kv, H fth Bl 47 (19 5 &£ 7E 10,30 F1 50
pmol + L™ Cu AP R ¥J345%,100 pmol « L™ Cu 4b
L) 5 40 ] B4 G6PDH-1 A1 G6PDH-2 14 3k ;
CAT [6) TBHE%AT 4 4:8EH ,10 wmol - L' Cu AL B
FHFH CAT-3 Y RIA B 5,100 pmol «+ L' Cu 4b

PRIV 53 AR CAT-1 Fll CAT-3 335 ; POD [] T
REAT 8 %Y, 30 .50 #1100 wmol - L™ Cu 4b B
:[F) T POD-5 F1 POD-7 B335, [RS8 o iy 2
3.4.6.8.9 fl 10 ik,

HE 2 T LLE 1, SOD [R) TR A 7 S ,
H1,SOD-2 Y52 BERE Cu &2 A 398 K20 5 34 i, oAt
FibgHy (%) e B 55 00 BRI W 3 25 5. SOD (41 il 351 4
25 F W] SOD-1 A Mn-SOD , SOD-2 A Fe-SOD , fiff
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G
2.5 R[AMREE Cu AbFEXT S AL E T& i B GSH FI
AsA FHL R
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Fig.3 Activity of EST (A) and its isoenzyme (B) in different

Cu treatments.
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Fig.4 Contents of GSH and AsA in different Cu treatments.
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S 5HHY 0 45 b AR W Ak A B AR R,
IR Ca XTI = A 7 3, H 5 PR st T,
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Jila s S = AR i it B ROS &40, Bl GSH ., AsA Al
TR 0 AR A AR T AL A I B AR 42, DA B SOD
POD  APX Fil CAT 5 hi B AL AR A B R e > .

AFFEH,30 .50 100 pmol - L' Cu b3 T, fifi
% Cu YRJE RIS, Fe-SOD T PEZ W 1w (&1 2) ,(H
SOD I TG . A5 4k, POD Fil APX I PR B M FH i,
CAT WM S ETHE TR (K 2) , X 52K 5. ( Phase-
olus vulgarts) B3LRIED B SR SR ( Brassica juncea) 0]
WFFE 45 R —2 Cu ALBEAT LU shE 48 1 i Py dk
fitf 52 48, (B P AL B A 2 LU BR Cu iS4 m
H,0, 1 0,7. 53 4b, Cu WAL I R4, AT DL
% Haber-Weiss # Fenton % Jz Wi f{) %& Az, {8 48 it
SAALHENGRY OH « KTk, M7 3 B Ag 1 45
b, 774 K i MDA (3R 1), LA AL, 1R
AT USERe A A7, BB E R R KR
HHLYFBE R T4 i POD  APX 254 A AL . X
A RE S SRR I Mk o AR A 4 e 2 AR AT 1 D A
Z—.100 pmol - L™ Cu AR, R AL H 18 1 F v
CAT JPE % BEAH L 2 3 TR, R AT RE . 1)
FEURIE Cu BAEME] CAT 161, 5% CAT Hig 5t
PSS BB 52) i b i MR Cu BUIG CAT
Fi 4T Z AL Y Fe, i CAT WEHE FRES 53) 4H i
R EE Cu 574 T KR 0,7, 1M LAY SOD ¥
PIERTIE (F2), PR+ 0,7 K- THE i
T CAT W&,

38 A7 7E A5 0 40 i RD i  4R rp R B R I
PR -5 IO H KOG 28t 2 78 B H, 0, I H ik 48, APX
HIGR MIZIRAR MY R, GSH AT AsA 38 J5 751 1Y 1
A F % GOPDH i fk 7= 4= i) NADPH i35 f5
W R FEH AR Cu AT SR GAHR R H 4T
AR I AR- 73 e HRRAE 2035 bk 1,0, B8 A 2. A&
55,30 50,100 pmol « L™ Cu ZbFER | L4 1
I F APX 5 % BEAH Bb 3 T i, IR T AR R
AsA LI BR Cu %77 4 19 H,0, ; H LB GSH Al
AsA Frig g E T, X B IR E Cu K BER
GOPDH F1 GR 9 I % 4 & A7 & (& 2). 100
pmol + L™ Cu AL T, GOPDH I 11 i3 T W, i it
FHAJEZS GSH Al AsA KB E (& 4) , KR T 6k
S 1) UE 48 A B S A T R S T KT T Ak
BAE AR B A U Re 1, ol ki 745
ST B BTIR N BRI I H KA 2 38 A AsA ™
2) g rh A= A B AsA B5Hm;3) 9E G6PDH & 1%
PR NADPH 30

EST 2 E YAk N R ERR LA YK il 5 &

S —ZE A AT 20 i LA AR . A K 2 HK R
XA P AP UK, R T B 2RI R R G il .
HEY) EST HA KRS & AP E (kK
2 SRANR IR R RS ) KRR
Ak i A B A SR Ak AT i 7 AR e ST R
8,2 ppm Cu F140 ppm Pb #lI]/NZ M - EST (5%
15,20 ppm Cr N8 EST (R AP), —EWER
Cd A5 P4 IR H Sk g 45 FUTRT TR 22 EST [7] 1.7
ekt 100 AR g A TS MR Rk R, DA R -
o-ZE TR MBS O T Y A €6, O o-EST, DL -
B-ZEHE A I W 1 Tl 2l Y Bk 415, 2 B-EST. M
3B AT LAt W HRAE 2040 1 18 i b R FE o-EST
[ TJit#,30 50,100 pwmol « L™' Cu ZbFHAT DL i 3542 15
o-EST {44, i B AT LA B-EST (335, B-EST 1Y
FEIRBE Cu W AY 18 KA WG58, Ik v] UL, B-EST
Sk By me 7 [R) T . H AT, A4 B-EST A9 4= BRI RE
A DL GE I AR R T RE A . 1) £F Cu B il
I HE R EST B3 1 s B 2 Ak A K ik i 38 in 40 i
HOg ILRR AL, IS & T 2 037 25 Cu 851, AT
FEFE Cu FERIMET 2) I g & A KR ok
FITR S5 A YR VR, [ L Hh K A R R AR 45
KT, AR A PP >0
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