BV FREEAR AT 2002, 21(5) :413 - 416

Agro-enwvironmental Protection

1,2,4 - ZSZ&MEXT K S THEEH
[EN S et A oA

X e, FhERHT, FRE, ORARE, &AL, KALE HEE, KE
(P ERL2EBEL PN A S5, 107 PRBH 110016)

o

O DAAENIE TR 1,2,4 - =508 (TCB) Wkt 6 KGR IR B RE o U A e, 25 R4, 100—
300 pg + g~ 'TCB Wpia #13h) (1—3 AL iE % R =T Wl P i Ak & (HL0,) PR 28 508 2 1 i, [0 Bst 04 e o % el fif o 15 T
AL A S EAHE TR, SR & ARG ot AL VE T . TCB JWhaf 1—6 d S H: AT PR B B 3L, Horbad Ak
[ (POD)VE TR, 3 Ak S0 (CAT) TEM: T4 B THIS 76 o0 TR o DN K 2 N IR 52 TCB ki 475 3 5 A v 3 1 AU At
SRART I S BE R B A A AR

KA 1,2,4 - ZEFMI; KE; H0,; BEIRHE AL AL

B 425 :X503. 231 XEFRIRES: A XE4S:1000 - 0267(2002)05 - 0413 - 04

Effects of 1, 2, 4 — Trichlorobenzene Stress on Membrane Lipid Peroxidation in Soybean Hypocotyls
LIU Wan, SUN Tie-heng, LI Pei-jun, ZHOU Qi-xing, TAI Pei-dong, ZHANG Chun-gui, XU Hua-xia, ZHANG Hai-rong
(Institute of Applied Ecology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Shenyang 110016, China)

Abstract: Effects of different 1, 2, 4 — trichlorobenzene (TCB) concentrations on membrane lipid peroxidation in soybean hypocotyls
were studied with pot culture experiment. The results indicated that during the beginning (1st—3rd day) of 100—300ug + ¢~ 'TCB
treatments, the accumulation of H.0,, membrane electrolytic leakages and tissue autooxidation rates in soybean hypocotyls all en-
hanced. During 1—6 d of TCB stress, activities of peroxidase (POD) gradually increased, activities of catalase (CAT) were in-
creased first and decreased afterwards. It may be suggested that injury effects of TCB stress on germinated soybean hypocotyls be
achieved by excessive accumulation of active associated with the degradation of the active oxygen scavenging enzyme system.

Keywords: 1,2, 4 — trichlorobenzene stresss; soybean; H0,; membrane lipid peroxidation; antioxidant enzymes

EAR 1,2 - ZHEIR 1,4 - ZERM1,2,4 - =

TERSSEE T, A= Py P P 4 AT T i

HRFEFE LA BT Kﬁ PR2GHE ) iR
R, HENTNEREZMIAEETS I EP AN
%%%@,%Il%%%%ahﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%%
SIS TERTS Yy 4 B FRIE R A A Wris G
LA E AR DL P AT B S i X1 9 %
K RGN e BE R Y, BRI S )
MR, Il B e AR I, A7k 4t

15 Y0t A 25 2R 48 m] e A A9 B TR ) S LB R
A E A HEE BT X

WefE EHA: 2002 -02 -07

EE£TE . P EBEB AR TRES H (KZCX2 - 401,KZCS2 - SW
—416) ; Tk FH I A= 098 T B K0 H (SCXZD0103) %3 1)

EZERAN: R 56(1963—) , 2, i+ BIWFE 5, FEMN RGP
BF5E , E — mail: liuwan63@ hotmail. com,

W, WS PR AR, SRS R SO RREAE
FALIERT, (1540 MR8 RS a5 H FIThREAE 45, BT
AL, X FEH NaCl, 05 \NO. SO, FITE 438 S50 5
Jpia B B R Y A E LR DA R
HRIE . (HAE TCB WHa T, R4 40 M P 35 1 42 0 HpT 4
TR 22 G0 128 A1 100 ) PN A3 AR A 4G o A SCRIFSE T
TCB 8 & K5 F A o S A VR T s i, AR
VF TCB JWp38 XHAE Y 1 B AL

1 #M¥EFE

L1 iREs et 5igit

KZ (Glycine max) FhF LA 91 —44 5, TCB
4li ik 99. 5% , Wy B Fluka ChemieAG 2 ) . Fif ] 435
K [ R E R B T BH A AR5 v K /N X 0—20 em



414 X BESE: 1,2,4 - =GRS 0R TR IS 1 S Ak i S 2002 4F 10
B2, HAPUR SN 2.21% , 2 N &5 0. 12% . H = AArE0 # 100n g+ g!
. . = E3.9L*200ug-.gl *+300ng-g!
2 mL P R A AR SRS TCB K 3 mL 4525 A =3.4f
PR 600 ¢ TR, RA. KU T2 0.1% ool
HeCL FRIMH#E 5 min, 25 & /K gk T 01 U8 4R45 gig
T, 4 HHEFT 0,100, 200, 300 pg + ¢ ORF+ yn B
O W RAR (1742 9.5 em, & 10.5 em) R 2, LAZE §Q9 .

TR 7K IR i A o) B K S i & IS R Y 122 °C
N AT, 2 WIBEE RIS 1.2.3.4.5.6 d iR T IR
Ja k. BB R 3 W A IR E R 2 K.
1.2 MEEIRRFE

1.2.1 H0, & &g

1.0 g ff 8 KRG F RS 5 mL ¥ 79 BRI 1 2
W80 (13 000 x )20 min, SV H 0. 1 mL 4 FH
Lt 2R 20% () TiCls FHER R, 0.2 mL #Z /K Fl 1 mL
IR AR R - Ti B A HNERGE 5 K,
PR & G T 3 mL AR (1 mol + L") ¥, Il %E OD
(optical density) 410, ¥ [A) R AR 17 il £ HLO2 Fr v
2.

1.2.2 POD J5& P g !

B2.0gfif & KT TG, MASmL62.5
mmol + L' BFBRZE whifk (pH7.8) Fukis BB, T
13 000 x g.4 °C B> 20 min, 15 BCH B oI 5E 772
AR S B 60k,

1.2.3 CAT PR e !

i 0 1 45 ] POD. 1 mL J R %+ 4 R 2% b ik
(pH7.8)50 mmol + L'l H,0, 5 mmol - L~', IA 2
mL FEFRAE 25 °C 544 T 0 3 min, SZEIIA 2 mL 1. 8
mmol * L' H,S0s &1 o ] 5 mmol * L' NasS,0;
TR Ha0sy BTG PE AT mg Ha0s + g 'FW -
min~" FIR o
1. 2.4 AL H Fh A 20 E

FESCHR[ 16 1A 5 15 o
1.2.5 &M

FH DDS — 11 B AL, S0 5 K 52T IR S M
HL 52 5 206 10 min J5 R H A RN

2 H#R5ITiE

2.1 TCB BrEX KE THH+H H.0. FRE. HALRBF
SRR FRAEE R T

FE 0 20 M N ) HL0, FEE SRR 05 - B AR TTTE
M 1 R e A IR 1—4 d W R R ET
AT Ho0, & 5B B TH 7656 4 d a5 3 S 2 S5 I A
B, AR E— K F E o 100—300 pg = ¢!

t/d

B 1 TCB W8 X K E T IR H0, &= 520
Figure 1 Effects of TCB stress on H20, contents of soybean hypocotyls
TCB 4b¥E 1—3 d, HEMKE N IRGh H.0. &4, H 200
5300 pg + g7 TCB PIA ik B2 AL FAH 1 HL0, &5 5
WEE PR AT 25 3 d, HamE s A%t B 1. 4 f5 A0
1615, 258 (P <0.05),H0, - 1FR—FhiE TR
SRR, MEMRB KV E, DIRSFE LM
VIR RE AR IR R & A % ) i SR Ak SO, fifE B A
W2 A A 7 A B B A

H T BN ot ok A A A P 0 S 380 22 o it 41 4R B il
PR FARRIE IR IP RG22 A O R , Hoh B —Fi g
SR — W BT 9 A8 Ak T AN BRAC R AL 5 0035 B 3 P 4
RE I AR L . A T RN ML BT BRI M AU g
TR T R T 42 B S A AR S, Bk
HATEAH pH NAHK, 1B HRE (25 °C) BB T
SR — e B TE] SR 5 I Y i (MDA ) i R 2R3
o — M MDA FRE 2, A4 H g fb 3
K, B S35 B TE PR R ) BAIG, RPA1ELY
PRYRE ) 55 . WFIREE SRR (B 2), RE T IRGh4l 4
H sh A L AE TCB Bt 1—3 d W& BT, Uil
FARRTE TCB MhEH W AR B B S RE T 5 1T 4—
6 d B 2l 7, i EL5 TCB ¥ B 1] 23 1) 5 5 25 IEAH
FFZR (P =0.982—0.991), 5d 5 6 d i} 200 5 300
pg + g ' TCB AL A S5 23l EE (P
<0. 01) o Ua B BLAAR 1 175 B 9% 1 4RU R ) e TRl B
HE—25UESE TCB W38 XA 405 55 1 TR 22 ML 2 — 2
TP A B BURAR o A

) 240 J5 6 1) R 45 38 MR AR ) 1) LT R 2
—, HR/INT S BT e A ) 5 FE R . B 3
R, RSN IR TR PERE TCB ¥ B3 i A aa
WFEERC T BT, JHGE (1—3d) ETH@EH
2% ;1 4—06 d I} 2513 fin, 200 1300 pg + g~' TCB 4k
T % BE2H 22 A . (P <0. 01) , BEWAFE TCB frif
T RG TR R G2 8 T E G

2 52 TCB W38 A6 3 04 J) S b, G 2R
TEMME AT, AR PR B ES H A2 fa 5, fREs



521 55 5 ) A A T 415
w121 =0 T8
4@@_"::10 - 100ngeg! E <0
%;8 4200 g-g! m;ﬁs # 100ug-g!
= 6 ™300mgeg! 44 42001 g gl
E%‘:/l 5222 300pge gl
KE°2 <)
SN , 1 2 3 4 5 6
1 2 3 4 5 6 t/d
i 4 TCB b3R5k 51 F I CAT Wy
2 TCB WX K& F 22! [ 3 A AL A< Figure 4 Effects of TCB stress on CAT activities of soybean
Figure 2 Effects of TCB stress on tissue autooxidation rate hypocotyl during germination
of soybean hypocotyls
’s R R EEA, S RA 2 RRE (P
= 21 <0.01),
=L -0 CAT AEASTHIRAHIALLLF ) 1.0, BLLE 0. 75
215 T PRISIORLE , BEBIETE I R Az,
Ri A Hgeg S SN, >,
= = 300ug- g CAT JEHERY T, Fbb i R 202 HIBLE, M2
TR I RS A 5
t/d POD A Y P WA B0 A S S A Tl 2 — , W] A
B3 TCB Yt %o K5l v A 798 U R A S AT A AL %, SR PR IR T R Y
Figure 3 Effects of TCB stress on electrolytic leakage fifi , 2 A CAT AN[a| T2 —DIRY) ., ot i3k
of soybean hypocotyls B (& 5) ,TCB 4bFHS 6 d, K& F iREh POD JEEME %
HASENE, A ke fe, g HR W ARB s i Th i . ARSI AR, POD i1k -5

BB, I ELfEE AR T o T SR 20 B A 5
FEEFTE B REIR , AUL R, H B A2 F I
S5 FEUHMIE T . MR GA —E Wik, RA Y
TCB ¥ J3& 3t B AT 1 5 BN, A2 30 S 240 L s a7
PEMAEAL (B 3) o BSEZ M i 34 m A A P iR N 4121 A 3
AL R I DI R (B 2 B 3) i &
T PR AR ZS 5 (B A= 3t A0 FE R g ot Al 1
YEFTE R MDA, J5 & 5B NI 28R . EE . A
L T s TR R S S AR W R O R AR O, B SR
AL, INTTBH LB AR 28 0 A B, (R ) — s 4 3% )
W05, IR LS (55 0k ER) , X W& TCB
[ 4—6 d IR ST RS Ho0, &8 R 32 25 N
Z#
2.2 TCB fMBXT K = TEE 4 i R LB E MR R
A AR R YR N SRR ML R RS, 5
P A B e et B R ) % DA O . DAL 4 mT
FEIEE ST, REM T LIS 1—2 d JLF R4
CAT VEHEARMG, BlA K B KOs BT, 25
3 d CAT {fi MR B0EAE , Z J5 BBV G800, SRFFFE—
MR E K F, 100 wg + g7 TCB AbFE 3—6 d
XFRELT RS CAT i& PEA PEEE T, DRI & KEL
S T RO N 5 200 F1 300 pg ¢ g ! TCB AL B
AN (1—2 &) IRA R IEER, (AR 3 d J5 RPEREL

TCB 4b By i e B0 8 38 IEAHE, 2 =0.991, 200 A1
300 pg + g ' TCB P~ A BEAL K & IRHI A POD 7
P CK A1 152% fl 170% , Z 5 W EE (P

<0.01), 5® s 7 s/ N Rz aa i
POD 7 PR I 25 (L U HEAR 1D

360

340

‘E 320

ﬁ{; 300
Eg;? 280

S 260
’:‘*E 240

= 220

< 200

100 200
TCBIRJ%/ngeg’!

B 5 TCB il 6 d X i A K & F kAl POD I Pk 952 i
Figure 5 Effects of TCB stress on POD activities of soybean hypocotyl

during germination after 6 d treatment

mDﬁﬁ%ﬁM%ﬁ?ﬂBﬁAﬁ%%WE,

— BRIV RO ™ A T 38 A B A 1 A e
(HmE%M¢M“Mﬁ 7% . POD FI ] H20, e fi
ik 285t A ALY A A AL o, NTTHER H.0. JoA 3
HE] P TR PERLN T EABEFE R, POD T
PS8 EBA R, I B SR REARE TR, 35
BV S5 POD TS PERYIE N, e AR 40 0 BE
P 2F 4R 2 | AR B ORI 55 R A 5L B, T R R



416 X BEAE1,2,4 - =R A X RGN IRAH S 2 Uk 1 5

2002 4F 10 H

2RI REIE , (8 40 B BEAE AL, BHL1E 20 i A< o
BT POD HAMIWEZIR (IAA) A ALEFIIRE, 1E
TCB B T POD & PEAY R ZUHE I n] 220 TAA &8 T
Wk AT 00 36 4y i P 2R 7

3 Zhig

FEIE R 2PE R, W & K 5 RS 9 3 1 AU 72 A
FITHR AR s 5P, TCB aES T H.0, BT
SRS R, X CAT W ME BAKE R %, POD
TG, SEE M EUEBREG R R IIREEAL, A
REA SO BR 40 M PN ) T6 PR 4. #E TCB A T, Bk
KT T T a5 Pk e 414 H s B AR T, 6
HUAAR R 5 3t S Ak TR ) A 4 PR RS i ol ot 41
M2 B E A .

S 30k

(L] H P 5 SRS AR, RIERRE, 2001, 22
(3):93 -96.

(2] sk B, 45 . 1553005 U8 b Hb AL 33 GE0T Pk B PG FR3 1T 5 K A7 HLT5
RN ACCR BB ST ). BRI, 1992,3(4): 355 - 363.

[3] Chris B, Marc V H, Dirk I. Superoxide dismutase and stress tolerance
[J]. Annu Rev Plant Physiol and Plant Mol Biol, 1992, 43: 83 —87.

[4] John G S. Oxygen stress and superoxide dismutase[J]. Plant Physiol,
1993, 101: 7 - 12.

[5] Fridovich I. The biology in oxygen radical[J]. Science, 1975,201:
875 - 880.

[6] Jita P, Brahma B P. A comparison of biochemical responses to oxidative

and metal stress in seedlings of barley, Hordeum vulgare L[J]. Environ-
mental Pollution, 1998,101: 99 - 105.
71 S, IhVERHT, #it AR . AIMa R /NE M i &8s 7 B R
BRI, FREERRE2AHE, 1998, 18(5): 495 - 499.
[81 8 ik, EARLL, 2 % . RINARX/NE Yy P ARG PE Y 52
[J1. #RBifka,2001,20(4): 351 - 355,
[9] Winston G W. Physiological basis for free radical formation in cell:
Production and defenses. In: Alscher R G, Cumming J G (eds). Stress
Response in Plants: Adaption and acclimation[ M]. Wiley — Liss, New
York, 1990. 57 - 86.
[10] ABHLL, ok, &5 . A KR b g Sk ek R 40
MM ], FREEREY,2000,21(3) 01 - 5.

[IN]REAT, 2, I C . AFEJE R/ BUA A R
[J1. #¥Efk%,2001,20(2): 119 - 123.

[12] BRSCH], PR I3 . SR8 PR RR A M R SR AR B L B s 11
MAEAE LT ] B AL R 25 4, 1999, 22(2).

[ 13] Patterson B D, Mackae E A, et al. Estimation of hydrogen peroxide in
plant extracts using titanium (IV ) [J]. Anal Biochem, 1984, 139:

487 - 492,
[14] )RR, 4 . MY EBSZE (M. db5t: dbat ks R, 1990.
51 -53.

[15] INERAT, RS B 280 . T b 27 I bt B2 i it
2001. 124 - 126.

[16] ZHAMk, Mg A . B i s e FG PR AR I R (T, HY
A FIAE A, 1989,15(1) :6 - 12.

[17] P“E%, H5E2 W ekh, & . L3Eh Ph Hg K& AR B4R XA
B B AAARE 2R (1], PRERRF 444, 1997,17(4) 1469 -
473.

[ 18] Bandurski R S, Nonhebel H M Auxins. In wilkins advanced plant
physiology[ M ]. London: Pitman Press, 1984. 1 - 16.

(_E8E%E 405 )

T EA BT W BRI BOR B N T e v B S
JKAL BT 2 RSB B

(3) BRIELLAT T AE Sl s g v Bk 31 5 IR
A - AR TR AR AR DL R BR BRI P H 2
JR K HAEAE A U (AR TR0 Hh A U5 S SRR )
R 43 Sl b S e, BROW 20T P L RE A S B i
Tl 0 T 8 BBy A BR AR , DA N 1 3% B
JHTSEBR & B KA B T 2 B I A7

S 30k

[1] Meganck M, et al. Wat Sei Tech, 1985, 17 (11/12) : 199.
[2] K&, 55 . oA XA A M. B s R

iR A, 1993. 242 - 250.

[31 85600 . T5 7K AL P BR B AR ) TAEDLELARIE[T]. B8R, 1990,
11(1):50 - 55.

[4] Buchan L. War Sci Tech, 1983,15(3): 87.

[5] BRA R, 5 . AKFR K MR A0 A7 Tk IM 1. JEaT : op [E R A2 1y
Jizkt:, 1989. 280 - 286.

[6] Kulaev 1S. The Biochemistry of Inorganic Polyphosphates[ M]. New
York: Jone wiley & Sons Inc, 1979. 17.

(71 R . MR AR TR FE (0], 3RBERE2,1992,13(5) :
42.

[8] Deinema M H, et al. Wat Sci Tech, 1985, 17 (11,/12) : 119.



