YA 23R Plant Physiology Journal 2015, 51 (3): 287~294  doi: 10.13592/j.cnki.ppj.2014.0545 287

SR 3 2 FIER(EBR)XT CulfiB HA 8] & ih 46 B9 & RE U
FE, IR, A, RER, EFR

PR AR R 2 VR AR A e, B S UL e ORI R RS (AR R 2271018, Py A e Ak AR R, 1 AR
274015

FE: KA TR T &, vA B R EMS02F 1" & 70 h kA4t @i m &R AR N E . A, BRI, &
FRJR 5 B Fa 4 6 AL, BRI IR2,4- %00 & M B5(2,4-EBR, EBR)* Cuffh il T % 746 09 4 MR 5L B, 45 R & 98,
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Alleviating Effects of Exogenous EBR on Tomato Seedlings During Copper

Stress
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Abstracts: Through nutrient solution cultivating, the tomato (Solanum Ilycopersicum) cultivar ‘Gailiang Mao-
fen 802F1°, was selected as the experiment material. The changes of hormones, root exudates, amino acids,
electrolyte leakage rate and biomass were detected to study the alleviating effects and mechanism of 2,4-EBR
on tomato seedlings under copper stress. The results showed that compared with copper stress treatment, spraying
0.1 mg-L" EBR could significantly increase the contents of endogenous ZR and GA in leaves, while the ZR,
ABA and IAA contents were remarkably reduced in roots. The contents of various organic acid in tomato plants
were significantly improved at the same time, especially the citric acid was rised up to 482.2% and the content
of the lactic acid was 0.187 mg-g"'. The total amount of amino acid in tomato plants was increased 11.1% and
the plant biomass was increased 20.9%. These results suggested exogenous EBR could reduce the biological tox-
icity of Cu, alleviate the inhibitory effect on tomato seedlings under superabundant Cu.

Key words: tomato (Solanum lycopersicum); copper stress; EBR; hormone; root exudate; amino acid; electrolyte leakage

Cusg Y IEH A miE s L FiME TR, (Al
Y% Culf) 75 SRARME, AP H AR 2R Cuflid —
SE R UG G, IR, 5l R &
Bl HEEYEK K S (ER 2552010, WEE
£52009; SharmafliDietz 2009; Wojcikfl Tukiendorf
2003). Hl, Aol A& Cufk LG B K &
HSHTIEREFCuUM S EHES T HE =
i Pk, BFFCussEE M2 M HLEE &Rl AR L AT
FREL IR i A5 fiA R 1 ) R

M3 2 P g (brassinosteroid, BR) X ff =2 &
W, & RREYIRER, |2 A T EI L
B M. ZEMMEERE T, W RN EREEY)

A4 P B — B ) JH A J 2 0 i e A 3 5 R O T
& H (B4 74 1995; AdamFlIMarquardt 1986; Manda-
va 1988), XHEW A KK EHA HER/EM, #k
Tt — PR B IR DR (BT A7 2 1983) . 14K,
— LR ST SR B, TR R N IR e e AR it i A K,
P B ME (B R ER 520115 HEA62012), S HE
KA E PR AL f2 43 B (Rao%52002), Z2fifT 2
(Yuan%$2010). 55 (SaygidegerflDeniz 2008)%5
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Z RS e, fEEE . SRS E SR
PE(AbdullahiZ$2003; Alam252007), PG E fiHE bk
R i, SR Cu i 28 0] 3 AR 11 A K ) (T
1AE2014), {HH S 2 A ER 2 5 52 Cufiil S84
W R LI R o ok WARGE .
A5 AT AR I A KL, B TSR 2, 4- 2
3% 3 M TE(2,4-epi-brassinosteroid, EBR)f Cuffpiti
T EIER . R RPN R EE TR A5, A
FLAMEEBRXS 25 it Culbih 1 (1 A N AL -

MREREE

1 #R55

AR A (Solanum lycopersicum L) FN
‘KB 802F1° . Hoagland’& FW A H: Ca
(NO;),"4H,0. KNO,. NH,NO,. KH,PO,.
MgSO,. ##h. WEImER, LAl o at,
FHZETR/K I 0 B FE AT o VERA PR — 5 21
EBR, F/>&T0/K QB fR, FZEMKE R3] —
B, 4 CRESH .
2 IR

Fh¥-2255 “Cl IR P 515 min, 285 7R
IR AR F26 CHEZF . Ridh 15 A e, #&T0d
AIRS A, B K f5 et 1/4Hoagland & 7. 4T
K F3~4 fy BB, Pk 2K — SR BRI R,
B T4 LERHE S, FEEZ N3 emBHEAR BT
USRI 251, 78 o (E R TS . AR ARS ik, H
1/2Hoagland & 735 7%, 1 )5 # il o8 48 779, Itk
JE A3 A — B TR B RIS R H H.5)
A4 WELLIEA, FFE MK 2R 5~6 fr FL
HATCulfpia b TR . KCFR IR, XA R AL B A R 35 5)
21 25 Vi it Ak R VA (LA P TRDR 7K D 1), ol e s 45 B
THK 15 7K A8 9 28 K

IR B4 N B (1) 78 2 E TR I); (2) 50
umol-L™" CuCl, (Cu); (3) 50 pmol-L"' CuCl,+0.1
mg-L"' EBR (Cu+EBR); (4) 0.1 mg-L" EBR (EBR).
TANEFEIRE S, iR = N EALHES, R
KOHE ZHHCHA T pHES5.5+0.2. 48 dj, 73l
R R A RIS, F T3 Al g
3 MERRFRRTFE
3.1 EYNIREHESENE

3 M BT At AR &R 0.5 g, HVR AR AT,

P =80 C T ARAF, FEM. 5 FI80% H (&
0.02% 2,6- U T HEXT H UK IS FR L, FoKER
¥ H (zeatin riboside, ZR). 77%5 2 (gibberellic
acid, GA). Jii 7% & (abscisic acid, ABA)FIAEK &R
(auxins, TAA) I 5E 15K F B K 4 73 W B % (en-
zyme-linked immunosorbent assay, ELISA), 17| &
F HH ] MoK 2 AR 2 5 AR R 2 B A A A i i
B s PR, AR AT3 IR ERIRE S B A4
(FEH T, DG-3022 AT ) BEAT I E o
3.2 REZWIEESNE

Z: [fiRengel 55 (1998) 1) J5 v, 1 HUBHYE 78 2 11
A, Wb EES dfs . AR TR K TR ph e A
AR R min, DLBR 2R IR IS IR, SR 55N
REAH200 mLZETR/K IFIREAR o, DU RE AR R 4 30
RNKAFCNE, WEE4 h, BUHAEAR S RS R
HINNGE B E R, KR W) L e i A
7640 C NIK4E 2S5 mL. T-20 CAERS, HT
I RT A HLER 2 R A B SR FH o RO i
e A HUER & &, FHURTIE0.45 pmiEs, AR 244
Jio G TR : W B A N R A
W, PEEN0.9 mL-min”, KRl K A213 nm, R
JEH0.8, Fa#EFEN10 uLo FRFENERR . WA
R SERER. AR, 48R, HERABEHE, ¥
NS Al (55 [E Sigma A 5] 77 ) o AR AR E IR N
20 min, £ 552 R A 950 min.
3.3 [EBRSEHNE

W A AR O e F B SR K Bk, B B 4K e
Pe2ik, 7 AFREUR . H451.00 glERE T & LR
B RAFEFR H 30 M1 ~Biochrom 3.0 (Amersham
AT,
3.4 BERZRENNE

BOg i Fr, B SRk e, T 28 K k2
W, KAWL T o FTFLAR(=12 mm)FTEL1S 7 i[5
A, BFHRSRIRE D, IA20 mLAERK, FHES
T <30 min, BUH G, E%FEHA30
min, FIFAFRNKF . BH, ZRES h,
Z KBRS, F S H A (ORION conductivityTDS
meter, [ A)ME AL FHS, . E HPHKHE10 min,
A HPEI10 minfg, BRI H S ES,, [FR @ 200
IKHLFES, 0 XS HLF3(%)=100%(S,-S,)/(S,-S))
(R ANZE1998).
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3.5 HEHKEYIERNE

AEFES ), WERHE IR . KRR (1) 3 b B AN 3
TERAYTF, FH B KT g, R K 4R,
FLHEI E 5 EL(FW).
4 HiEALIE

K HIMicrosoft Excel # 4 £ 2k A7 4b BH
221, K FDPSGE i 14 57 ) B LS DA 2 5 33
T2 B

SMUTESE S

1 SMNFEBRXCufiiB FEMM AR AFH RS
=M
1.1 MTRARARZRE EMT L
METEH, A HNZREEHE S TIRA, H

BB AR .. AR RZRG &R T H
B AR CulhiE FAMBEBREIM  ZR & & L
CuliE 38 n 71 3.4%, {Elfiia; 1) 32 2 7K Bk
HEEBRFEAG I FrZR & & . ECulfiil T, MR AZR

TEREEAS, %bnEBRFZRQEE%M&, F
Jiti FHEBRATR RZR & E% A WM. 3 Cully
HF, ARG BAERZRIEHEL T A K, ZFECui
&, SMHEBRIE S H1 2 H, IR RZR S & N %
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Fig.1 Effects of exogenous EBR on ZR content in tomato

leaves and roots under Cu stress
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ME2RT LU H, 1R FIGA S & W & & TR
R, ARG GAS EIE T X . 1, Cu
B GA S EILAT B EMK21.3%, 25 B #;
Cu+EBRACEE 2 2% f2 = i GAS &, JLT Ik E 2|

Oxi @Cu Cu+EBR D EBR

—_ —_ —_
(=} S} B
T T 1
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K2 SMIREBRX Culfiel 2 it i AR R GA T BRI
Fig.2 Effects of exogenous EBR on GA content in tomato

leaves and roots under Cu stress
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HPRAK70.2%; AMiEBRJG, GAF & Hb Culfrid (3
717445, 2R R E,; PAMAMEEBRIIGA S &
5 K. 28 A DL B g5 B, SMNFEEBR AT E T
HnCufin FEMY T P GAS &, BFIKCulti#H
TER
1.3 MR FIRRABAZ EMTEL
B30 LAE tH, F A AR R NABA S &=
A ER—, AP ESTRR. HAA
TR, CufICu+EBR =AML FE [ ABA S 5 FL
EBRACFEH &, HZESWEZE,; Cua i ABAS
B 5 E TS, JNEEBR G, ABAK & &4 T K%, (H
Eﬂcﬂ]ﬁ}#ﬁd\ AR, Culbpie Ab P55 xf B AR L,
ABAM & RIS T 14845, 1AM 2 EKF; st
JREBRJG, iR RHABAN & R T, HAhmE
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Fig.3 Effects of exogenous EBR on ABA content in tomato

leaves and roots under Cu stress
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JEEBRA[ ity FIAR R N ABA S & EIC, 2 71X
Wi K. X, SMFEBRAT FEKCulbhil T
TR HABA &, IMEL T =L HE .
1.4 HEFRRIAASENT L

H 47T LAE H, Cula it i HIAAR & &
BERK. JMBEBRE FI A4 W A IAA S &
k2N FE, 22 A, B A AMEEBR A 2 25
FEAK T R TAAR & & . IRARY, CulfiE FTIAAR
SEBEI R, ST, CulbHER RIAAS &
PLE120.8%, 2253 8 3% Cu+EBR 5 Cukb FEAH b Ad FE
RIAAM S B T I16.7%, JLFRE S0 K.
Ul FIEBRXF IR R WIAAMI & BEMA K, X
Ui, SMEBR 3 22 % | Culfbia X i R HIAA S
AR, BT R s K TR R .

DX  BECu
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Fig.4 Effects of exogenous EBR on IAA content in tomato
leaves and roots under Cu stress

2 SMREBRXSCufifiiB T ZE AR R 53 k4 A0 520
X} R AL B I B A 4 AR R W) LR . SF
BER. BEIIRE N T, HEEMS%L E(FED. i
fECu, Cu+EBR. EBR=ANALHEH, R 014 LA
PR R R B N ., X R A WL 2 &= 2 F 43 i)

=AM PR S 5 176.1%. 85.7%74170.3%.
Culfpit i 25 R & AR 2R - WA I A HLER RS AN
o XM, CulHEaiR R oW A HLR A&
TNPE34.7%, ARG SERER AR 7500 T B
60.8%. 48.1%FN171.8%, M RTF=4.156%, H
ANEFEI AR AMEEBR S5 AE S I S A
BHHR S &, 5CulbFM L, RARSWAIIREE
FE2.505, KA., WA BRITRAF SR
AT T 115.7% 154.8%. 95.1%F1482.2%, 3f
HZRMH IR, 55 A, . pHEBRAR &
5 AN 3% FA R 23 0| A 56.6% M3 1.5%, 3% BB A4
B M T 516.4%F11158.5%. LA I 45 B i B,
CulpafEF MM AT W ARG ' LSRR
(P& T =), SMFEBRAE 2 252 M Culfhie AL
AR AR S &, RHEFERN S E
WG . D, AP RR AT REAE T AR RHLHTCu
B RIEMEH, TEBRA XHE S HE IR R G WL
PR 110 3
3 SMNEEBRXFCuffiE THEMBER S 2/
REREHIAED N E SR LEEER,
XY R I E RS 2 — (T R
H4x172007) MGR2VTLAE H, 7504 i % A 21
FRAZDR . BEAR. HERNZZTR AR
B2 . Culfpia A A 7 A R B B P 10%,
HHER. 2R, AR, SRR RR
(8 B2 MK 62.3% . 20.0%. 31.7%. 20.0%F1
20.2%, TP R IN39.3%. 5 Cuffhit A L,
Cu+EBRACHH 2 FE IR s Tt =, J LTk & 21 % e
AP, R RAER . HAR. BRRIE R
S TEE T 33.1%. 60.7%. 47.4%7F149.3%, i fifi
AR EZ IR 755 N T 72.5%F185%., K3
N, IRAN, 5% RACEEA L, Culrid N R

1 ANFEEBRXS Cullhia 2 i AR 2 70 ) b A LR ZH 1k J% 5 B RO R

Table 1 Effects of exogenous EBR on the contents and composition of organic acid in tomato root exudates under Cu stress

o Eﬁﬁé‘;%/ ive) Eﬁ@li/ ﬁ%‘%ﬁﬁ@l%/ IEIEIE?E%:‘%/ ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%\li/ %Lﬁﬁé.‘%/ Zﬁa‘éé\ji/ AR A
mg-g mg-g mg-g mg-g mg-g mg-g mg-g fi/mg-g’
oGt 2925403471  — 0.575+0.1067"  0.912+0.0520"  0.224+0.1224° — — 4.636°
Cu 1.14740.2181°  0.168+0.0994°  0.298+0.0812° 0.258+0.1017° 1.154+0.4214° — — 3.025°
CutEBR  2.474+1.0331°  0.429+0.0436"  0.420+0.0915" 0.503+0.1613" 6.720+£1.7558" 0.187+0.0426" — 10.733*
EBR 1.27140.2429" 0.669+0.0102*  0.625+0.1972" 2.819+0.0210° 0.130+0.0248*  0.308 5.822°

[ F 7 5 A NG 5 B ROR 22 Rk 5% 0 2 KT — Al
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K2 HNHEBRXT Cufii 3 i F 2 S IR 5 & (1 5

Table 2 Effects of exogenous EBR on amino acid contents of tomato leaves under Cu stress

e REAR S HERY 2%y BERY  MERE  HERS WERY ERERYS SERY
H/mgg'  HE/mgg’ H/mg-g' H/mg'g H/mgg' H/mgg' HE/mgg'  H/mgg' H/mgg'
X HE 15.10 7.00 5.30 23.30 10.60 9.00 11.80 5.60 15.00
Cu 13.60 6.10 4.80 20.30 4.00 8.70 11.30 7.80 15.20
Cut+EBR 18.10 7.70 5.70 25.80 1.10 9.80 12.30 6.70 15.70
EBR 14.10 6.10 4.70 20.10 5.20 7.80 10.10 5.10 13.30
e HERE mrmRE  mERE REARSY FANERE HERS O BERRS MERE REE
‘ H/mgg'  /mgg’ H/mgg'  /mgg'  HE/mgg' /mgyg'  FE/mgg'  W/mgg'  f/mgyg’
X HE 5.00 12.10 20.70 8.90 11.20 4.10 9.50 8.90 183.10
Cu 4.00 12.00 19.60 9.30 10.70 2.80 7.60 7.10 164.90
Cu+EBR 0.60 11.20 19.70 9.10 11.40 4.50 11.20 10.60 181.20
EBR 1.70 10.30 18.40 9.50 10.30 3.10 8.50 7.30 155.60

B E13.6%, HBE K. AR, Ha A
AT 5136.6%. 23.8%. 61.9%H123.5%, %
IR 5 R 4 1522.0%F127.8% . #MtEEBRJG, &5
R MBI 12.4%, KA AR . MR ERR
(4 B THE28. 7% 219.6%H115.4%, 4H % 1 A1t
AR B E23.5%H19.5%., 2 FAfULEH, 5
CukbFAHEL, 4t EBR AT B S48 hi 3 7 iy A AR
RALRM G E, IR R EE 2 CulIRe ], B
I AV, AR MECulib.
4 SMNEEBRYTCuffiiB NE A B R R
Al

MEISTT LA H, 55X REAE L, Cufiis db 2]
A58 75 4 40 P W RO RER H AR V2 TR R 3 110.5%,
Rk BB K, SMHEBRJE, (AR R HL AR

W

HEES:Y)

BIR L Culbhid Ah 2 2 25 T F511.04%, 1k %)
FEKF; Sl i EBR R A i I By AF X HEL A BT 72
TR BB, RIISMFEEBRAEHS 2 35 ZZ AR Culy
SEROIL Wil ViE: =
5 SMNFEEBRXTCufiiB T EAREME YIRS
HEL A 1 A i T DA R s I 8 5 Pl A o) A
IRIsZm . El63R B, Cullhia &, T4l b &
At R AR Y B8 B PR, Hh BRI AR E L
X HE T [426.8%, 4MiEEBR G H b #6447 & 5 2 F
AR AR BN HRKST . 5 REAH LG, Cukt 3
i T B AEY) B R [418.8%, 2 S8 2, 4t
EBRWL A &L E LT, HMBiEBR 1M
2 HH 4 T B AR B 2 PR . BB EBRAE Culff)
B SRR R

3 HNEEBRX Culflpit T 7 i A A AL IR & B RE

Table 3 Effects of exogenous EBR on amino acid contents of tomato roots under Cu stress

e REE “‘/a‘ 77%@3‘2’57 %’iﬁﬁé‘] %ﬁﬁﬁ‘/a‘l Hﬁ?\ﬁ&‘/a‘] H%Eﬁ‘i’a‘] ITJ’E?LEQ/E;‘ *Hﬁ’iﬁ&lﬁ %ﬁ?\ﬁ&‘é‘]
B/mgg B/mgg E/mgg BE/mgg E/mgg E/mgg B/mgg E/mgg H/mg-g
X FE 11.70 4.80 4.70 18.60 5.90 6.50 8.00 6.40 12.40
Cu 12.60 4.80 4.70 25.40 4.60 7.40 8.80 6.70 13.50
Cut+EBR 13.20 4.80 4.70 32.70 14.70 7.20 8.50 7.30 14.00
EBR 12.40 4.50 4.30 19.70 4.30 7.60 9.30 9.50 15.10
s HARY RRARET =EARYT BARY KREARS AARYT  MERS O FRERS MEA
H/mgg'  H/mgg' H/mgg'  H/mgg'  Emge' H/mgg' H/mgg'  Eimgg H/mgg'
X FE 1.80 9.20 14.80 6.30 7.50 2.10 6.80 4.80 132.30
Cu 1.30 10.50 16.50 7.80 8.10 3.40 8.40 5.80 150.30
Cut+EBR 1.50 10.40 17.40 8.20 8.80 2.60 7.60 5.30 168.90
EBR 4.10 12.80 17.70 7.30 8.40 2.50 8.00 5.40 152.90
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Fig.5 Effects of exogenous EBR on electrolytic leakage
of tomato leaves under Cu stress
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Fig.6 Effects of exogenous EBR on the plant weight
of tomato under Cu stress

15 i

W 2 (B B R A BAEH, XA BAR
M54SR EAE S & B & KBTI ERERT
VAT, (R4 ROk 4H AN 5T 2 1R I % Y 24 (Wolters 7
Jirgens 2009). FF TR, TEIHISEF N BRERFA T 5
T, 224K RIHT IR RIEKF K Nem-
hauser$2004, 2006); A=K 2 5BRI TR FI/EH AT HE
T8 3 5 e [ T R U L R S (Nemhauser 55
2006). Culpa X HEDE R MA —E M.
Coombes &5 (1976) 4 7t % W i & Cufis Wi K 22 4
TAA-S AR T o

AR, Culhits 52 FRAK 7 M ZR,
GA. IAASEUMIBAGAS R, BERE TRA
WZRFIAAT . ZR&EARAE, 7] 782 H
TZREEHRE G R, @I AR R M) Fig %, 1 Cu
oty 60 2 B TR 3 0 P 2R B A5 M, SR ZR [ B 1

R, AR R, ABASEINTHE TR
T & An4h T 2 2 Culh it i, 2 K EABAE S
FLR ek, 1640 M 9 ABA 2 B R G 1 A0 (Bueno
1998). I AR R NIAAS ERWIAIE, o] 58
& TIAATERE AR IR & R, [ gk, ik
YEYD K GRAT 45 1998), 1 Culflr il 7] DL FE AR
[AAaseift, HIHIIAAM R PEIZ i, i FEUEK
TR AR R IAA ) R D) Re T HIAA &1
TR, Culp 64 F, 4MiteEBRATH2 = A I ZR
A WAHNGAS &, B . IRAEN
ABA. IAAEEULIRARZRE &, WA ARAN
FA R AR NE A A F T2 T BRs 5 A H
PR A - AL AR AE 22 7] (Hardtke552007), B2 H
T AR MEAAAEE R AH EAE R . EBRAYJE
FAAE T ARSI T AR 3 YR R R AR B R,
YHIEBRZ 5 Culiliel '~ 50 4 i ik b AR =
RN LS EKTIEE T — T
fiir o DRHEAEEBR AT e 2 i o A8 Culie 26 4 7
FAAFHL NSRS 2, W NEBEN
BRI FIL, SRR MR Culbh 3 (i, M 22 Cu
o L 2% Tt AL AR (R AN R 52 o

A A7) AT 3 T AR 2R T T LR SO AR B R
¥ (pH). AL R AL (Eh). & KE . B LA
IR oA R, SRR PR 38 b B R 1k 2R R
AR AN E &R . E&EBA T, MR
RENW—RIVAIIR, WERE. FER. PR
PR WA R AN BRI R 45 (TR TL4L452006) . A LR
RESHESBEERRENESE, BFETENEE
HORKERLHENEAS L, REdES)E
SRR FE RN . KEMTER, B4
T, R, EEJRTRMAE, Y5 EEY)
M2 P 0 W G HL IR B b 28 R 4 B (f R o 5%
2010). ZengZ5:(2008) K F, Hile. SERMRAFTE
P 2 B (138 Jn o] DA gk /K R ) B 4 SR S AR 2R
Yang%5(2005) ik i 3 3¢ 75 52 1) H 4 J& W id J5 30
min PN T 73 W06 B R AT OR3P AR 2% 52 B 43 (1)
#5E ., NianZs(2002) % B Cu i v BUE K & F/N
F e K ETE RS R, tAh, Cufpidit ir
HREMERATERGKE W . THBE
(2010) FIAFF 72 25 S A1 7 B AR AT 58 R 6 A 47 il 23
= BT BRI . AR, Cufhia R, &
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BT WA AT I R 25 B LL sk BRI T 41545, HFHZ
RO AR . X 5 Murphy5(1999) 438 1) Cu®*
A5 FAEYR R0 TR R 245 1 — 3. (HAGK
BRIAMANRSEN TR, X5UEEESRS
TN R E 7 WA VLR BB A 45 A —#E, W]
RE 2 Cudth L Ji5 75 AH AR 230 I 9> A LR (1 7 =
S0 AR B R 858 DA% AR 4 B 5, 1T R AR AR A
MK EE WL 5 CuE 4, FHECuf & 5E
TP, AT S BT AR DU 3 1R A HLIR & B R . bt
EBR/G W SERIR . JRHIR .. Frig iRl il % 1
IR, A G R Tk M e K o R b T HE AT AR
B ] e 5 Cu” T 8 SN Cu-Frig IR E & itk
1T IR sk, R A SO R AL RS
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