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P8 b 2 A A R B0 AR AL BE SR B TR AN R Y SRR B R SR AT AL B A AR RD TR R SR R IR E T 4R
B e TR, 18 NaCl ¥k B 70,140,210,280 F1 420 mmol/L Wi H i M FRIOR HF R R E S T EE 1Y
(P<C0. 05), 4 %] 4 90. 00% ,89. 00%,79. 75%,69. 25%,53. 75% HI 78. 50% . 81. 50%, 74. 00%, 62. 25% F
39.25% . FIZEM/KA 490 mmol/L ) NaCl ¥ 8% 4 A1 1 A0 23 0 1 ) 4 Jb 58 S0 22 ) Fh 7 A0 3 12 b, 37 4 7 1 1%
KR IAR T 245 89 B 4 EZR T AP T Y K %, 490 mmol/L NaCl 4 B AL JLBE 402 A/ T 1.3 1 7 dJ5. & 4 b
Na™ & fit 8 5 3 i (P<C0. 05) . 1 WA A0 B B 2 Al 14 & v 7T LA BF — 30 3 Na™ i 0 IR 9 £ 3% . 8 v X 4 b
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5 8 4R AR AU BE SN AL s NaCl bl s 25 4 s Fh 79 &
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1.2 KBk
1.2.1 R KR LR Wora i (B 2k
1 (B 3D B FP 745 100 FL,4 REHE . B IHKFF
FH 5 26 o R B K T i B S 2R AR K R 2 vk 3
~5 W, RIS 120 mm JRIREA 3 )=
U AR B 55 R T AR i ACAS ) 9 B NaClCo3 7 40D 7%
. NaCl ik BEAR Y My 0,70,140,210,280. 350,
420 #1490 mmol/L, & FMA M A 13 mL 4k
B FRBRURT 9% LY 2 9 il .

85 FE M A LRH-250-G 1 B 5% I8 3% 32 46
25 CHHE, IR, B RICELELLE 7 RIKK
TEE, IR 28 B R (13 R 1 B 50 Y0 B K
R LCE PR Fr K5 50 M2 ) (ISTA1996) |,
KPR E MR K , FOR A 7878 K& 510 7K 43 5 AR
FREb MO AR . R ZFFE AR I W

R F = B OE B/ R T 80< 100 %

KZEFEE :Gi= > (Gt/Dt)
fai LG 18 HL . Vi=Gi X L

X, Ge HTERTE] ¢ H 0 & 2580 De AR 9 & 2
REGi R FHREGL K
1.2.2 RAE KRR TR oK 3 WO AR M2 A R
(1 R 7 4% 50 AL 4 REE . KR F A 90 mm
JEFBEAT 2 JZUBACHY K5 5 WL, ML rp 43 530 A 10 mL
FE 7K (CK) Fi1 490 mmol/L # NaCl % . % 2 h
Ha b IO U8 4RI X il K oy HF AR L R E 6
W A EBIFFP 7 19 55 9% LA LRH-250-G 1T %5
M BEFR46 . 25 CHER, LB,

7 7K 23 = (WK | 19 3 B — WK R Y &
) /WK HI Y R X100 %60,
1.2.3 AP Na® K™ & 8WME 40908 28
RV RL R A R 5 00 i U R B 2K T S 7%
MK R Pk 3~5 W R F LA 90 mm KA
2 JZURACAY BRI )G . In A 490 mmol/L #) NaCl &
W s LLA I NaCl (4 g % BR

B 2 7 R 25 i D 145 150 L4 IRTE A,
R FE ML 4 A 10 mL NaCl ¥ % 1 26 48 K fifi
Fi ¥ 50 0 2 ZEWE W . 5 35 3R LA LRH-250-
Gl BGHRSE 48,25 CHE, OB, & 2 d i —
ARV, LR 5 2RV W VR B AR (S IR sk g
TR A S . BRICSE R RGBS
KR

Bl &hH
Fig. 1 Bract

B2 HFEROFT
Fig.2 Seed with bract

3 XERHMT
Fig. 3 Seed without bract
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1 d J& B30 KL 4 R AR B & B Fh 1o /0o 3 B By 28 IR /K e 3 9k B 4R W 25 2 1 7K 29 o B A F AR
T3 BIHCA 80 CHEAR rfr Bk 2 18 1 5 ML 30 A Ze 4 A W & i b7 B HE I Z8 IRk ik 3 UL AL 80 C AR it e
., Na' K" &8 HKkMIEE T (Model 410 Sherwood Scientific Ltd, )l 52,

W BE T B9 B BHE S5 A 18 mL (91048, il 100 mmol/L Y UK ES R 10 mL, LA 90 C /K #8 /K% 2 h, B
HE VR A 8 AR I ZE IR K E A8 2 100 mL A EUPRr I . AR BEES 3 RANES 7 K HE 490 mmol/L iy it

FIAL T ) Na® K™ & & ik b
1.3 HKEam

I SPSS 13. 0 G4 M1 i 44 3547 8 22 (One-way ANOVA) B E WK . B Excel /.

2 HRE5HMH
2.1 NaCl REH TR F %A

W& NaCl i B2 (9 7t e, il 4 5 s 4 v b+
& 5NN N SR W e O e ]
T2 R 1 78 NaCl ¥k EE Ry 70,140,210, 280 Al
420 mmol/L W}, 4 & i b F 19 & 2F R W % (P <
0.05) @ FRA R W, fEX B L8R M7 &
FEWEA KA RE2ZER(P>0.05) (K 4, i
B # e — e R T B RERS RE SR Na ™ gE AR, 2 i
ER RS o K A
2.2 NaCl 3R B 357 1 38 2 A= K3 35 209 % ok

il vl B 14 0 KA R RN AL R Bl Y R 2E 4
BAE D RBE 2ERWHEMBAR R D, RTE
NaCl ¥ £ iy 140 mmol /L i, 47 &5 7 A1~ 1) & 2 48
o T R4 A A0 A A W BT L A
TR A HRBCER B 38 T A (P<<0..05) . K]
FR b B R A A R

- O3 % H Without bract
100, ., b b B+ & H With bract
o = a a b
s 80 & b
g 4 a b
M g 60 a
iR = a
RE 40
é 20
[}
@] (R

0 70 140 210 280 350 420 490
NaCl % & NaCl concentration (mmol/L)

B 4 7R[E NaCl iR B3t # F & 2F B & 00
Fig. 4 Effect of different concentration NaCl solution
on germination percentage of C. arborescens
FATA NaCl ¥ B AE 7 B R/INE 50708 28 5 .35 (P<<0. 05)
Different small letters mean the significant
difference at P<C0. 05 level between

the same NaCl concentration

F 1 FE NaCl iR Ex#F R FEBMENEHHZME

Table 1 Effect of different concentration NaCl solution on germination index and vigor index of C. arborescens

I H Item

NaCl % & NaCl concentration (mmol/L)

70 140 210 280 350 420 490

£ R R0 & 2F 35 %4 Germination index of seed without bract
WAL A b1 & 2E 45 %X Germination index of seed with bract
L85 7 R 1935 J148 %L Vigor index of seed without bract

WAL A Ah 95 S48 %L Vigor index of seed with bract

121.05a 117.26 a 101.82a 95.47a 71.28 a 53.20a 31.16 a 12.65a
108.14 b 111.17 b 102.99 a 69.35b 50.48 b 20.66 b 22.27b 6.69 b
259.39 a 233.13 a 189.46 a 135.36 a 104.68 a 46.61 a 21.57a &8.22a
223.37 a 196.25a 106.55a 62.20b 17.92b 16.91 b 4.70 b

TE S bR A /NG T8 5 FoR P<<0. 05 KF 225 3,

Note: Different small letters in a column indicate significant differences at P<Z0. 05.

1 NaCl ¥ &4 0,280,350,420 F1 490 mmol/L B, 75 A5 F F F 36 138 50 F MK F 28 F f 7 (P<<0. 05)
1E NaCl ¥ & 4 70,140 1 210 mmol/L B, #7 85 F A 2545 7 Fp 700316 R 800 B & 2 5 (P>0.05) (% 1),

2.3 FFHEAKEH T

5 T NaCl YRR 87K CCR o1 Tk S5 45085 45 1 T FL 2 2 T 2 28 80K o 0 K 6
e i R e (P 5) o AEFEABK o 20 H RO R T 2 b AR S AT LA ) 79. 4% 4 OB T 63,02 515
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NaCl . B8 H R 776 2 h B K 3600 66. 3% A58 A I FP 2 43. 9% . 7EZEM/K R 12 h B, 47 45 4 A
J R T B IR KR AR 5 R 151, 6 % F1 160. 4 % 5 78 NaCl VW 12 h BF 47 45 R F1 25 480 F F - 189 W K 2243 51l
99.2%F1105. 6%, 7£ 2~8 h,NaCl F AL HEMY 2 2P T IR K AP . 8~12 h, WK AR, 7E 748K thAb 3 2,
4,6,8 F1 10 h B J 45 B i Fp 7 WK 6 08 25 8 T A R 19 (P<<0. 05) 5 76 NaCl % 2,4.6 1 12 h B 245 R 1Y)

TR K R g T AL B B9 (P<<0. 05) .

DL bS5 RS 4 7 B R 7 IOK AR T LR BOFh 1 AR AR L R T AP TR R R —E R R

% IRV ATD TR AR
2.4 BHAEFY Na o K &2 6%

B A R R A L R IR Na©t i
b6 A b 3R I 1 i 2 B L AL B 1.3 RN 7 d S
A R AN R Na© & & 1 3 8 T4 B (P <<0. 05)
(FE 6), 45 v Na©™ £ & 4> %] &y 235. 96, 285. 83 il
299.20 pg/g. W T A AL R IR (83, 09,97, 99 A
143.72 pg/g) M A A F R Na©® & & (121. 33,
145, 14H1 228. 75 pg/g) (P<C0. 05), Z: 4 Fr i H Na™®
H W R T A A IR (P<<0.05) .

B VR R BT IR AR AR B TR KT A
Wit A Ak DK 5 48 T B AR (&1 7D o AR SRV U Ak

180
—— A ——B —&—C —¢-D

—_
W
<
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W K 2
Water uptake rate (%)
o ©
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<
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2 4 6 8 10 12
F [E] Time (h)
B 5 FMFRAEHTKL
Fig.5 Variation of water uptake rate of C. arborescens

A ZE K P 24 R T B9 K 2 Water uptake rate of seed without

bract(CK) ; B:Z€ 487K tfi 45 i Fh 7 i W 7K # Water uptake rate of seed
with bract(CK); C: NaCl 3§ & P 2 &5 B Fh 7 9 1% 7K & Water uptake
rate of seed without bract(NaCl) ; D: NaCl ¥ & HH7 &5 i Fl 1 (1 ok %

Water uptake rate of seed with bract(NaClD)

LdJEa R KT &L ), 5 B Fp 7 I & 4
FRF R K8 e T B AR i b b B 1,3
M7 d g R KT & S TR A
5 Rl F IR (P<<0. 05)

400
350
300 "
250 e
200 i
150
100
50
0 0 : :

1 (CK) 1 3 7 1(CK) 1

K 1 Day (d)

—4— A—8—B—&—C

e
4o

K'concent (1 g/g)

Na'concent (1 g/g)

3
RE Day (d)

E7 BEHERFK EEMNEL

Fig.7 Variation of K™ content in embryo and bract

Be6 BMERFT Na"FENEN
Fig. 6 Variation of Na™ content in embryo and bract

A %3 i Bract; B: w85 B R Embryo with bract; C: 2% i I8 Embryo without bract

3 it

Filv < B I 40 b B A B 86 % ol 1) A% 5 R A B R S T BERMRE A R R TR 2B A A A
SR, MNBEMEE (C. latens) AALIE G FE T R (A, hastata) EBEJE Atriplex mgri [ fithii™ Vb3
(A. polycarpa)™™ VZFEJE Atriplex halimus' 55 R M T H T 38 (Salsola komaroviid) ™ [ Fp 747 Rl . &
IEH A AR . 46 R BEAS 30 3 1R 22 R A= 40 1 Fb 7 15 A ik 2 W) BT VIR B B R0V 1 1 B 3 AL 200G Y IR
SEAERIT L R SR X 1T 2 I 0 R A A A TR 2 LA S Glustd Al Grau® fEgE W L U
28 Arriplex cordobensis WAL & A ABAL RS I HIF T 05 A& . A5 b, AR AU B SUAE (4 40 e %) 0
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RVBAMEER SO TE SRR LR BB ZE i Na© XEIRI 0 % AR TR Tl & .

RS BT R W], B R (Puccinellia tenui flora) Bl [ 8 & 2 5 We BE A9 38 It B B . 25468 1 A afy
BT R e B R N K 2R ERRAR (A 4) X GRS I A — B0 B R Rl A e
AL G A [7] Eh e B2 9 Ak B X e 28 R KR AR KOG T 48 BAF AR AR 19 20 M7 A R T I AR AL BE BB M 1 K 2
R FIRBONE AR & TR R T R R X Na™ BAT— & BB 1F . 76— E 2 2 b RE 05 22 i
Na ™ AR 082 I B 52 9 3 5

VA WAL 12 b A AR BT ROK R T LAY A A AR RS TR B ok R TR AR — 5 TR L SE
& T $h WO IS R A R A X IR T o X AT BRI B TSR A AE AR AR T I AR T B R T R
et A LR R IO EOREL I . PRARBE « JR LR T W0 R B A5 24 h I BEGREE T 45 b 1 K 85 25 4
Frl i AR LA XA T A Ak B A )R S B IR A R AR S 1 B AT B WK RE T AT B T R
TAE S A I OK AT

B SE R TS A WY L WA R S SR R 0 N 5 S B0 1 05 00 o B AR T i IR L AT E — 2B 5 i
H(Leymus chinensis) W) HEREY) A S HAAE BRE 2. AR AR IR AR A1 R BE 7E 700 mmol/L ) NaCl w4k
B1L5 10 dJ5 R Na© & iR K & R FREART . W 20 Na' BEIH K A9SEA L 8055 KT 94
BLalRAEA K S m I K 25 50 ZRMEFIIE AL K A28 fE R Na® RagBURm = . A slsm ki,
490 mmol/L NaCl 4L 21 1 d J5 il 4 1 i Ff -1 - 2 7 AL 5 A5 R Ff 7 v Na ™ 35 i 3 09 o H K 5 4 8 25 AR
FAR AR Na© & B 28 T4 B 7R BEWI7E Na ™ g AR A 3 7 v 4 7 o B T — 870 Na© sl >
TR

A X8 Fof B B R B I A P L AR SR R AR TR K ML R AR BRI P . R A
P2 HARE 2 B 5 R Whia AR LR R — E R L RE A G X Se i . — S8 ECER AR AR ) A b 5
R AEF B Na ™ 47 XA AL » LA Na ™ 0 JIR 9 473 55« 100 572 A AR ) 2 AU BE 90 2R 1 4 )7 A B X i DX B fL Y
AEST 5 12 LU ik — 2 9T .

B : Al N R R L K F 0 f AR A L B KA T

SE 3

(1] Zfgd, F4kR, 2215, %, 3 FOEgZE Jm Y Fl 7 o & B s a5 [ 1. R E v EE, 2006, 26(6): 1009-1014.

(2] 3%, Zpur. ORI 2E R AL db 0p o0 28 A S e vk Rl A8 7 R P ). -, 2004, 23(3): 3-6.

[3] WENHEYERTH. AP ECE B M) AR A5 AR, 1978, 180.

(4] b B AR A A 0 8 2 01 & P B AR A6 B — O LML bt ARl ik hidt, 1987, 428-431.

(5] T, WANT, INAN, 4%, SRIR R “RHRID B AR AU SE S 3 BAEROR BT J]. RS B, 2006, (6). 22-25.

(6] BERZE. HLILTEHFEM BEMBEARFITLT] NSE ML E R, 2006, 29(4): 27,

(7] ZhHe. £2400 %k, % Segi3Em B R 7K o0 A B e gl B i A 8L . B 2f k. 2008, 11(2) . 103-109.

(8] Ungar T A. Khan M A. Effect of bracteoles on seed germination and dispersal of two species of at riplex[J]. Annals of Bota-
ny, 2001, 87 233-239.

[9] Gutterman Y. Seed Germination of Desert Plants[ M]. Berlin: Springer Verlag, 1993.

[10] RAS. PR T 5 XOURPER A A R F R4 i Hr B B ST (D], o FE ARl R 2 1 2 018 30, 2005,

[11] Khan M A, Webber D ], Hess W M. Elemental distribution in seeds of the halophytes Salicornia paci fica Var. Utahensis
and Atriplex canescens[]J]. America Journal of Botany, 1985, 72 1672-1675.

(120 BRPBH. OB 86 SR A= A48 4 A0 30 A 253 0y 1 2 il 32 w3 po s AR FH AL A OF 5 LD, HOR ARl 2 W 24 218 30, 2002,

[13] RESC, TR%E, BEEZR, 5. Mg M R PR R L] AEWEAR, 2006, 16(6): 34-37.

[14] SRR, IR, BRF, 55 A UCHE SR 1 0 & R KR e OB SRR AELT ], T LB M 24 e 2% 4l » 2005, 19(4) . 24-
27.



517 B 6 W B 24 2008 4F 65

[15] sk, BEEK, MEZE, % H0PHEAE TR T L FRWII] RIEMlK%24R, 2003, 31(3): 79-80.

[16] Flowers T J, Hajibagher M A, Clipson N ] W. Halophytes[J]. The Quarterly Review of Biology, 1986, 61. 313-337.

[17] #2F, XER, E¥R. BRI U 7G5 5 A A Y i K R AELT ], Bl 24k, 2006, 15(1): 22-28.

[18] Sankary M N, Barbour M G. Autecology of Atriplex polycarpa from California[J]. Ecology, 1972, 53;: 1155-1162.

[19] Osman A E, Ghassali F. Effects of storage conditions and presence of fruiting bracts on the germination of Atriplex halimus
and Salsola vermiculataJ]. Experimental Agriculture, 1997, 33: 149-155.

[20] Takeno K, Yamaguchi H. Diversity in seed germination behavior in relation to heterocarpy in Salsola komarovii 1ljin[J]. The
Botanical Magazine, 1991, 104. 207-215.

[21] YoungJ A, Kay B L, George A, etal. Germination of three species of Atriplex[J]. Agronomy Journal, 1980, 72; 705-709.

[22] Cresswell E G, Grime J P. Induction of a light requirement during seed development and its ecological consequences[J]. Na-
ture, 1981, 291. 583-585.

[23] Giusti L, Grau A. Inhibidores de la germination en Atriplex cordobensis gand et Stucker (Chenopodiaceae)[J]. Lilloa, 1983,
36 143-149.

[24] Aiazzi M T, ArgueEllo ] A. Dormancy and germination studies on dispersal units of Atriplex cordobensis (Gandoger and
Stucker) (Chenopodiaceae)[J]. Seed Science and Technology, 1992, 20: 401-407.

[25] £95. 8. MR BRI ECRE X R R 7 8 247 L] TR IXBESE, 2006, 23(4) . 558-561.

[26] #&E, £ REIBRKRIE (Haloxylon) ®F 8 KAT R ETEELT]. EEBEMR, 2006, 12: 4014-4018.

[27] #HFR, HEK - BT, AER, % SR1BEEMXERRMFIH RMZmMI]. B, 2006, 15(5): 45-51.

(28] JE/RFE « JRALAKT. BEHZEFD ¥ 28 i Mok BRI R 58 (0], Bt lb % 240, 2006, 29(2) . 54-57.

[29] BiZ, &, Frm%s, & LR R R GE iy A 3w () ] Bl 224k, 2006, 15(6): 49-55.

Effects of bracts on seed germination of Ceratoides arborescens in sodium chloride
XUE Jian-guo' *, HAN Jian-guo', LIU Xiao-ni’*, DENG Bo', WANG Xian-guo', ZHANG Tie-jun'
(1. Institute of Grassland Science, China Agricultural University, Beijing 100193, China; 2. College of
the Grassland Science, Gansu Agricultural University, Lanzhou 730070, China)
Abstract: In this study, two treatments (with and without bracts) were evaluated on seeds treated with differ-
ent NaCl solutions. Seeds with bracts had higher germination percentage, germination index, and vigour index
than seeds without bracts. The germination percentage of bracteolate seeds was significantly (P<C0. 05) higher
than that of seeds without bracts at salinities of 70, 140, 210, 280, and 420 mmol/L, with germination per-
centages of 90. 00%, 89. 00%, 79. 75%, 69. 25%, 53. 75% (bracts) and 78. 50%, 81. 50%, 74. 00%,
62.25%, 39.25% (no bracts), respectively. The rate of water uptake of seeds with bracts was higher than that
of those without bracts in both distilled water and NaCl solutions. After treating seeds with or without bracts
in 490 mmol/L NaCl solution for 1, 3, or 7 d, the Na® contents significantly increased in the bracts. The
bracts absorbed Na' and reduced the damage to the embryo. Therefore the presence of bracts is of great impor-
tance when Ceratoides arborescens is planted in saline desert environments.

Key words: Ceratoides arborescens; sodium chloride stress; bracts; seed germination



