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The Effect of V** on Seed Germination and Seedling Growth

YANG Jin—yan, YANG Kai

(College of Architecture and Environment, Sichuan University, Chengdu 610065, China)

Abstract: Hydroponic culture experiments were conducted to investigate the effects of V°* toxicities on plant seeds germination and seedling
growth. The results showed that V3*(0~1.0 mmol L") had not remarkable influence on seeds germination of Zea mays, Oryza. sativa L., Cu—
curbita moschata Duch., and Helianthus annuus Linn., but inhibited the germination of Brassica napus L., Vigna unguiculata(Linn.)Walp,
and Raphanus sativus 1... At seedling growth stage, V>* exhibited significant inhibition effect on all the tested crops on both length and
weight. Root of Brassica napus L., Raphanus sativus L. and Helianthus annuus Linn. was sensitive to V>* stress with tolerance index less
than 0.5, followed by Oryza. sativa L., Zea mays, and Cucurbita moschata Duch., but Vigna unguiculata( Linn.)Walp had certain tolerance.
The root length of the tested crops was more inhibited than stem length, and seedling growth was more inhibited than germination by V**. The
stem length was 58.4%~112.6% of the control by 0.05 mmol* L' V>* added, while the corresponding value for root length was 19.1%~84.7%.
The ECs, value of various seedling hiomass under V* stress was 0.07~0.92 mmol * L™, but the ECy, value was 0.39~1.94 mmol * L™ for germi—
nation. Comparing the response of different crops on V** stress, Brassica napus .. was the most sensitive, followed by Oryza. sativa L.
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1 #MREFE

1.1 e ah

AT P10 PO 1 48 A BB o T2 ( Brassica
napus LO)FFH = A LM P = BRIE T s 2 [Vigna
unguiculata(Linn. ) Walp F - B 51 K 4 24 F0 TR 285
7758 N (Raphanus sativus L) F 6K & FIY
AR T EK(Zea mays ) FhF-H A4S 75 M T
& IR SRR TE R s KRS (Oryza. sativa LO)FP—FH Y
N RN R =BT 3 MR (Cucurbita moschata
Duch. )5~ i B IR TR D 54 FROTAE 2 7 A2 5 1)
H %% (Helianthus annuus Linn,) #1511 11754 K45 B
RO A BRAF A . BT AR T A6 AE 90%~
95%Z 0] , 5 ETE 96%~98% 2 8], E5 7K 7%~9%
1.2 KB HE

43 5 BE B WA 0.0.05.0.1.0.2.,0.5 1.0 mmol +
LB VIR (LD NHV O, IR ATE UIAD , L B
TR HE S 6 LI, BE AP 3 YR E AL iR Pk
TER/IN—Z JBORE AL AV E I D F Fh7-H 0.19% 1)
AR BE 10 min, JEHH HORAK R GR , 7T
B TRyt T, FHIEA0ROK W T Myt
M 10 KL T HARN 120 mm B FRMLA . BEILAHAL
TR/ 10~15 mL AH WA BR B2 04 35 I 1)
2/3 Mo KB IR MBI T 42 (25~30 °C) L A 2R
JCRRAEAF R BT R B WA SERT 28 R ) NHLV O,
Wo A H R MARILSR RS A 1~2 mL AHR A B
JE BTN FERTZE K B NHV O, W, B 4 d 58
Ho—UIEFRW . TS 14 d ORI iC M1

RN A RAEN . DUEARREDE A WA 8 & b
HE A SCH AR 5 Bl S5 IR 2R KR B R F—2F
iF AR FE AR 2, DIESE 3 d A& ZERHE R & 2F
SEW TR 2R TSGR N ek s R, R4l
W M AR T, Ry AR T R AR E A . AR
FAAR R A0 R, SR R K 4R TR, 5B IRFL
WRS5ZEU18, T 02— A R FREE R, 1173
B AR ARG TR 4R, — BRI o AR
SRR T (A d AR A T i, 132

REERIFEITIL R 5 (%) = K Fh 5t/
R P AP 20 ) x100%
1.3 #IESMAE

SIS KR Excel £ SPSS 17.0 G440 #r
AP 22 Sk R A R () A A e . SR SPSS XA
TE 95% M AT FEVE T HEA TR Ry 2253471 1SD 2 H [
BORAH S B GE 54T

2 #BR5WE

2.1 V¥R FEF R

B 7 P ED R T2l R EREE Vb BR 5 (1 &
ZE IR B VIR AT N, 7 R EY
FhF 10 & 2R R LB AN R a3

VRIS AN & 267 A i i . B
JE R Ak HR Y AR B (VS 0.05 mmol < L), X b
PYH R AR I 0 AR E ], BLREE Vb Rk
JFE T el S P s i | B AR IR . IR
TAE VSUREE Y 0.2 mmol * L B, & 2F 5 R 46k B O i
TVs) K ZERE) 73.7%; VR E R F] 0.5 mmol - L7 B,
MR TR FRTRE AR E, AXHE RN
36.8%; VU EIAE] 1.0 mmol - L B, JHSER P AN & 24

2 VR AL B BEAE 0~0.2 mmol L YU FIAT, &L
FARN T e 25 AR 45 TR B A 3 ) TG i 2 25 5, VU
JERF 0.2 mmol - L I, BAARN T~ (1) & 25 5 0 % B
73.9%~60.9%

o NPT AR R VbR, Hk 2R
Z B[R B2 B A HHRAE T . VIR < 0.5 mmol - L™
BF, R ZFA G B I R ZF R IO 25 25 575 2 VIR A
£ 1.0 mmol - L B, & 2E 3R BT IR 73.1%

VI BETE 0~1.0 mmol - L' YE B, VIR B £
K KA RS ICRI ) H 28R F 5% AT EE , R 2R O0 8
EHES,

SRR, RV WY R AR BE A £ (0.005
mmol * L) 0] LU #E P4 21 Ali g A= K 0 (B AE A I B0 v i
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ZMFF (=0.05 mmol * L), VI b BRI E Y A
)& A B 0 & R e E R . 24 Vo EE < 0.2
mmol * L B, XFBRIIEE A HAAE Y Fh 714 K 25K %
BB E R B VIR R E— 20 (0.5~1.0
mmol - L), 8 b = A A R E ZK T X,
VLB R VIR SRS Rl R ZE A IVERT . X
FEEANTRIVE I & 2 B0, TSR X Vs e fUsk
VR PR FE A 0.05 mmol - L B2 E/EHE KA, H
POEE A B K KRS ) H SRR IR, 76
VIR PR A F 1.0 mmol « L B & 2R AT R 57 3|
M

R 1 ATRLE I, RS0 i B R S
(0~1.0 mmol L), V34 F E K (B IR L[] H & X {4
TR BRI R ZER R B3 Ot TR &
R R R TR RN A IR LR
P 5 L X 5 T ZEVES A FES Jamal ' 55 A 55 25
R—H WABITTIAN i TR R B R Y, 5%
JE Y A B FUR MR B 4RI A AN S 20 A o S
B, T AAS 23 32 31 T 4 JR AR T T 4 il o2, 3 A F
FEFRI, AR XTI ORG FoK ) 1Y & 255 i)
FUF XCF I ) (4R ) J2 226 A R I i 3503
2.2 VI E A KB
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Table 1 Ratio of germination percentage under V>* treatment

to that of control

WIS wh ok b kR @ AR A

Y {E%
0 100.0a  100.0a 100.0a 100.0a 100.0a 100.0a 100.0a
0.05 100.0a 889a 63.2b 85.7a 104.3a 100.0a 111.1a
0.1 100.0a  88.9a 94.7a 100.0a 91.3a 125.0a 11l.1a
0.2 92.3a 100.0a 73.7b  76.2a 73.9ab 85.0a 100.0a
0.5 923a 889a 368c 7l4a 609b 90.0a 100.0a
1.0 73.1b  77.8a 0 81.0a 71.7ab 100.0a 100.0a
FRUEZE/%
0 11.5 20.0 5.8 10.0 5.8 23.1 14.1
0.05 5.8 11.5 10.0 26.5 10.0 11.5 0.0
0.1 5.8 23.1 10.0 0.0 20.0 15.3 0.0
0.2 0.0 0.0 11.5 5.8 23.1 15.3 14.1
0.5 0.0 20.0 5.8 10.0 15.3 26.5 14.1
1.0 11.5 23.1 11.5 21.2 15.3 14.1
i R HA NG FRFROR R E 22 5 AR FEEFRR HAT
B#EXEF(P=0.05). LITE,

N TR KRR T A B T R A S AR
VSAE PRI (0.05 mmol - L) 2 R, 8 b ilizg UK FS
VR TR T 7o 55 0 BERE HE L 6 B S 35 0 R R
B VIue B E— 3] 0.1 mmol - L, F R R
R A BT B Y 77.6% 0 VAL ERVRE A 0.5 mmol -1
BF, 3 N SRR A v e T R R I, L
FINT R 25.3% .9.87% 1 34.2% . B b JHZE JKFEM
FJINHT -5 VIR 2 B 2 1 AHOC (R?=0.92..0.96
0.83.0.85), 7 VoAb H g Zmil A A K

xR 2 AERE VAEIMEYE BRI
Table 2 Effect of V** on seeding stem length

WU w o wk s kR

mmol L'
F-HfE/em
0 5.85a 13.6la 5.2la 6.62a 497a 5.00a 4.3la
0.05 3.84b 13.8la 3.04b 4.66b 5.60a 4.63b 2.85a
0.1 352b  9.75a  242b  338c 4.42a 3.88c 2.85a
0.2 28lc¢  6.25b  1.18  3.69¢ 233b  3.15¢ 2.74b

2 MK mHZE

0.5 1.48d 5.75b 0.51d 2.27d 2.14b  3.06c  2.03b
1.0 0.96e  4.64b 2.35d 3.00c  2.56b
FRifEZ em

0 1.09 6.99 2.20 1.58 1.87 2.50 2.39
0.05 1.02 4.80 0.62 1.44 2.56 2.24 1.92
0.1 1.01 5.54 0.65 0.57 1.58 1.41 1.18
0.2 0.48 2.44 0.50 1.17 1.32 1.03 1.79
0.5 0.43 1.57 0.26 0.26 1.35 1.19 0.88
1.0 0.25 1.82 0.55 0.63 1.01

VRN, Bk VG A L H R A
KR+ AR Vi BRI EE S 0~0.1
mmol - L7 B, F K (LA L [n] H &0 1 =5 433 9.75~
13.81 ¢cm \4.42~5.60 cm 1 2.85~4.31 cm, AN[AJHEJE AL
PRRJC I 25 5, R BHIX 3 FVED 4l i XHIRIR % v
HA—EMAmtE, ME VBRI, K. 2
£ HZER AR T B 20 2RI AL, 2 v
WREE A 0.2 mmol * L™ B, B /5 B %) HE I 35 A, (HL i
BRI B — D R 2 R

BV, 24 Vb BRI FE R 0.05 mmol < L7 B,
BN SR KRS R 2R AR K R E A2 2 g S
il s FoK A ) H ZEL IR V(< 0.1 mmol -
L) HA —E i, £ VRS 0.2 mmol - L7
Aef, HO e R T X e
2.2.2 VIREFRXTAEA) Bk i i )52 )

BN FOK SR KRS G TR SRk e
¥ 5 verRb P i 5L I 2 TR OE (R 3), Bl varAb
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Table 3 Effect of V** on fresh seeding stem weight
W Bh O wk sk kW wf 0 @k bk ak kR i dk
mmol -L” g PRl
0 0.0589a 0.5414a 0039 1a 00562 0440 1a 04433a  0.007 0.135 0.009 0.007 0.040 0.046
005  0.0567a 0509 6a 0.0336ab 0.0409b 0.4642a 0387 0ab  0.002 0.086 0.005 0.006 0.062 0.102
01 006592 0414 1a 00272b 00278 05118 0397 4ab  0.010 0.178 0.001 0.005 0.245 0.151
02 0059 1a 03650ab 00162c 0.0260c 03666a 0286 7b  0.008 0.068 0.005 0.003 0.113 0.028
05  0.0437b 02165b 00093c 00132d 02657b 02838  0.008 0.051 0.005 0.001 0.047 0.037
1.0 00262 0.146 6b 0.014 8d 0286 1b  0.006 0.067 0.005 0.010
FARRTTEEE (y) 5 VSREIHR B (o) FH 3BT
2 b y=-0.013 6x?-0.022 5x+0.061 6 R=0.921 3
BE S y=0.542 1x°-0.927x+0.533 7 R*=0.986 4
i y=0.179 4x?-0.151x+0.039 9 R?=0.996 5
IKF y=0.091 6x°-0.124 1x+0.048 2 R’=0.876 7
A y=-0.435 9x*-0.200 2x+0.470 1 R=0.798 7
(I y=0.422 8x*-0.544 6x+0.425 7 R=0.837 3
s ] H 2R C e AR, R T8 1T
PRV BEXG AN, 4y v o 252 BN R RE B R4 ] o KA F 4 RERE VAR EMRK RN
SEAE VS REFIVE FE S 0.05.0.1 mmol 1 I, FLEARE Table 4 Effect of V>* on seeding root length
GET BRI BB IRAG b veb IR E— i, e sk mw kB o mn pes
JK e LR T AR S PR AR . R INAE Vb RV FE V44t em
0.2 mmol - L™ I, LBk i i i 50 00) RS 5 AR, (LR 0 1132 2lla 352 852 1132 502  4.0a
VSRR EERA I Bk B E L R E AR, BN LR 005 22b 130b 1.0b  45b  96a  32b  13b
K. TR AR T R TR AR M B VAL B S R 01 17b 121b  07b  2le 7.2ab 28b  12b
T 7S s b IE N 0.5 mmol -1 I 4l B i 02  07c 66c 02 l4c  56b 13c  09b
e 05 03¢ 27cd 02c 054 44b  06c  05b
HFEITCHE 1) 10 02 09d 35b  03c  04b
L0 A ) 2.0 2.7b
- #h e K FrifE2E/em
g 1207 - £k O 5 0 479 662 191 227 630 420 3.8
?; 10@ AR K 005 082 524 014 314 590 203 107
E} 80 01 09 710 039 071 313 180 04l
jj% 60 \/: 02 034 465 014 152 201 213 077
B 05 018 207 015 018 173 030 037
&
= 10 012 103 132 015 028
00 012 014 016 ()I.g 110 ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁrﬁﬂ H"J*%E%j( s fﬂyﬂﬁﬁﬁ*ﬁﬁﬁ/ﬂ 19.1%; Fﬁ@ Vi

VR /mmol - 17!
I V¥EME TMEM B S ERMREHER S
Figure 1 Ratio of fresh stem weight under V** treatment to

that of control

2.2.3 VIR FRXHVEYI 4 AR 52
VISR LRI E P AR AP AR KA B 2 i 4 il

YER(F 4) LI FRHR FE (0.05 mmol - L) V™

ISR S A NI SR ED AR K, Horp g M AR

AL IR B — PG E] 0.2 mmol - L, BR1a] H 2551, iy
AVEY AR — 20 B 35 B AR Vb BRI = 0.5
mmol * L, 8 | JHE A Fg N ) H 25 AR R i
FREAR, Tk KRR — 2D PRI

XI) 35 SO O, FE ) AR AR T P B O E 4
JR AR AR 5 %00 BEARAC 1 HU ) RE A S AE )
Xo) T 453 A WA TR 1 , TR P8 BOBOR | RS AR 0 46
TR PR R o 2SR BOR T 0.5 I, RHIX Rl )
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sn‘ﬁ@(\}% AR AT A2 AR BT 5 X S 2L
/NTF 0.5 B, DU B B 4 S o X AR A B B A
= XFEY AR FAE DL SO BB AR AR X R B A
SlEIEET . AT s 8 b ) H 2R R
FXF veaE U, ra VBRI AR T H
it e Z34 /N T 0.5 R KRS VIR EE A 0.05
mmol - L B, AKAEHR 2R B TREFE B 0.5 5 TR O oK
FIEE I, VI < 0.1 mmol - L B, HAR 2 A9t 45
B 0.6 VHE <0.2 mmol * L' B}, &A1 AR 2 Y it
PEFREAE0.5~1.0 Z[0), BoR G AN VIAEAE— 2 BT
Z s

PRS2 VI ] A AR R A s T
VAL IR EE S 0.05 mmol - L B, BERAEY i X
HERY 58.49%~112.6% , AR AT AT 19.19%0~84.7%
VSR B E A 0.5 mmol * L BF, (S VE ¥ v v Sl ok R
E’J 9.9%~61.1% , AR AT HEAY 12.9%~38.9% (& 2).

ATRESE T E B 2P A R O T8
é)%‘ﬂﬁtlﬂﬂ%ﬂ?; VUG 0 A ) 28 R R 00, AR
YRR AR 532 3 F 4 T e [RIERE, Kat BE  Jm e AR
PR R T AR R LU A 2255809, 2541 7
SN, B 25 A K AR RIS 37 R 2R e
B A X B 4 S PR AL 9

120 -]
.10 o0 Fok
£ —A- 3
R 80 - ki
E 60 -o- 5l
3:? >R
T & H
W

B

20

0 - \‘é
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
VU BE /mmol - L

2 VIEME TEMA BRI RRKE S

Figure 2 Ratio of root length under V>* treatment to that of control

2.2.4 VAR FRXHEY) SRR i H 1 52 e

H e 5 R 3 AT L, KRR SR AR fE F X v
Foip 30 e BBURR , VU R 0.05 mmol - L s, AR ff B 4%
Xof I 20N SR REAR B EE Y 74.29% . FOKREHAR
BEEAE VIUE S 0.1 mmol L7 B, A% HEAR ff B i
FDEN R FEAREEE Y 81.4% . B IR JRZ T AR
fif B E VIR EE R 0.2 mmol » L B, 5006} FEAR fif 51 i
F0N, 43 R X B 31.8% A1 23.5% . L AALN

x5 RERE VA EIEYIREE BRI
Table 5 Effect of V>* on fresh seeding root weight

WIZ gk kB g MR

mmol * L'

‘T,Zﬁ]ﬁ/g
0 0.002 2a  0.251 8a 0.0279a 0.319 8a  0.115 3a
0.05 0.001 8a  0.222 6a 0.020 7b  0.279 6a  0.077 6a
0.1 0.001 2a  0.2050b  0.007 1c¢  0.303 9a  0.081 3a
0.2 0.000 7b  0.1799b  0.003 3d  0.276 6a  0.027 1b
0.5 0.000 5b  0.107 6¢ 0.188 1b  0.023 6b
1.0 0.000 2b  0.007 7d 0.016 9b

PRy
0 0.000 5 0.052 4 0.002 5 0.025 6 0.028 6
0.05 0.000 1 0.052 4 0.002 6 0.056 6 0.028 1
0.1 0.000 0 0.082 8 0.001 0 0.098 8 0.052 5
0.2 0.000 1 0.063 9 0.000 6 0.072 7 0.025 4
0.5 0.000 1 0.261 4 0.015 1 0.002 1
1.0 0.000 1 0.013 4 0.007 8

T ANZE i H S AR AR A I TGk pRde, ReEA 4T

120

AN

L - K
= - IKFF
E 80F -0~ 51l
i 40
&
2 20t

0 . . . .

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

VU /mmol - L
3 VRME TMEMIREBE BRI RIREE TSI

Figure 3 Ratio of fresh root weight under V** treatment to

that of control

VIHEE<0.5 mmol » L B, HOAREE TR A2 Vol i) {2
FHRW, VIR RS NS 0.5 mmol - L IR, AL 8 i 25

TR ST R Y 58.8%.
2.2.5 BN 2R R A A ) B s — 2 it
VPRI SE

JUE PR A 250 M AFAE il (R ik

A% (0.2~0.4 mmol * L)X FE Y 7= A= A E A5 3]
?ZiAT o, FEIR KA VO P T vk S
o R R E B R B A A aE R . ik 6 R
%4@%&5&%&@1 B AP R HR > 5090 15 BT
) VIl FHE (ECs) FT R, HSERT Vorsie A BUEk, 2 v
WA 0.39 mmol * L B, & 27 3R AR M 6 BE ) —2
VUM 0.10.0.17 mmol - L B, 4 5 AT £ & 1
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R 6 ZEMEFRER D EEWMERITRR LD 507089
V#*RE (mmol - L")

Table 6 ECs, value of various seedling under V> stress(mmol-T.")

HiH  #hN Rk WEE KB B B jmH%
I 194  NR 039 131 189  NR 238

Y% 021 030 010 038 028 NR 035
WEEE 092 036 017 019 056  NR —

B NR 0.15 005  0.09 NR 0.15 NR
HffFE 0.8 0.41 — 0.07 058  0.17 —

TE:NR R VIREZC R B AR “—"FOR YN, REET

SXf BRI —2 o VIR B A E P 4l i AR g
YRR KX & 2R R 30 . vk EEFE 0.07~0.92
mmol * L™ SEFPY , B AR 7 R ED 40 B A= P i
X B/ 509% , 17 0.39~1.94 mmol L™ By Vi fitis 7
FIVEYI00 K 2F 382800 B30 509% .
2.3 VIXTFIF R E RS

DL A, e S0 KBS 4R, e Vel B
F B KA AR BT R AL 65, ARSI WA K
WMRZZ . 0.05 mmol * L™ VA 4 T K AR I () 231 £
KA AR, S50, BARIBH S R H A,
ZTUAR 0T BEBH 2 A8 HANE080 . 0.1 mmol - L7 V34k
PR FRMIE R B, AR5, =02
mmol * L™ V34 B8 T KR 128 B ARk i b PR —

AR BEANLE , MU T8 k5 4~5 d 15
IR, HEBAETE (R 7). ERYEBIE RS, L5
DR A] BB v B D 2R 5 D A —FP A BV AE , (4
PUREACEZ B, M R B R BB 2 82, IR IR IR 7
KRBT AT, SRR S 0. HED v Phia ] fER2

M) = A X gt 4 R A 3 52 ) 1 A ) A T
3 %t

VIR 7 FED ) K ZE R AR KB AN
IR () ], B PRAE

(D ZERIEWR B A T (0~1.0 mmol - L), Vb #
FX; K KFE 1) H ARG IR T & 257 A4 A
il MR A B D AR R R VR T B
FEAR o X BN RIVER I & 2R 0 SR vaan
AU, VAR BRVR R 0.05 mmol - L7 B FEEAE I E
KA HROEGMA E b

(VLR 7 P EY AR AR G | AR o
B P A e A R AR E . SR AR (A HE
W2 (0.05 mmol - L) Y Vo2 E il B 5 # /1 i 4t
AEYIIAREG, LA ARG AZ A A R B e i,
R BEARAC Y 19.1%. FK FEA ] H 2540 IRk
FE V(< 0.1 mmol - L) BA —E M E, 2 veab i
HeFE R 0.2 mmol » L B, HIP = B IR T X RE

R T VIRHF R ERSHRNT
Table 7 Effect of V** on seeds and seedling morphology

VIR

NNOSA 1) K e A A M 1 3%
0 HRRALE: TR OFATI S RS IR RAN O AT B RPEOR ST (s I BE LR IR AR AT K L
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