}’bﬁ% Guihaia Oct. 2018, 38(10); 1277-1285 http://www.guihaia—journal.com

DOI:; 10.11931/ guihaia.gxzw201711012

SIcags: WULDL, XU, (B, 55, VU VDRE S RO G P AR ek ()], 7 VEAEY, 2018, 38(10) : 1277-1285
XU BB, LIU N, REN H, et al. Stress resistance biological characteristics of Scaevola sericea in Paracel Islands [ J]. Guihaia, 2018,
38(10) . 1277-1285

bR B EERN T EY F S
B, A M, fE o, TRV, A A, mEx

(1) RAN Y% E SRS, P EBER AR, TN 5106505
2. fEAL TR B, M 5102255 3. dERFEBEKE, LA 100049 )

B OE PR R TOURR AT R LIRSV ROKARE Ty 22 A A A K BT A
(Scaevola sericea ) J&:—Fit BLY (1Y FA VG AEL A | J2 VU VO FF 5 S0 82 A 0 v 1) 32 B R 8 15 RV 152 4 B
DRIV B e A A 52 55 O T R HE A AR WS X P VDR B B SR IREE T A 1 I8 A R 2R R AE
BUEALRE ) BUE TR T e ROE ST R S AT TRSE . S5 AR RO A B PHAE MR W REAE i R
B b 3R IR ARALEE BN A BLAR KoK A AR R, AR T I i B 5 T SRR s LR P A A Ak
A il R e S S O e A A2 I 3 R R L R T R e R e, R WD A A ) B PR R
AR 3V B T v 5 AR PR SR O i A (H AR R N B FR 00 R % i A, 3 T R A X - 0
TR BRI AR, X U I BV A B A AR A 1 N T R BRI D IR | LA R P 3 G IV g
KGR RUEA, JEASMEIE, PUNE, BIROTR

FESES: Q948  XERFRIZE: A XEHES. 1000-3142(2018) 10-1277-09

Stress resistance biological characteristics of
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Abstract: There are few plants in tropical coral islands because of hard light, obvious seasonal drought, barren soil and
poor water retention capacity of soil. As a typical coastal plant species and the main constructive species of coral island veg-

etation in Paracel Islands, Scaevola sericea plays important roles in sand-fixation, wind resistance and ecological restoration
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on the vegetation of islands and coastal zones. In this study, we analyzed the morphological and anatomical characteristics,

antioxidant capacity, resistant substance contents and nutrient compositions of S. sericea growing in the natural habitat in

Paracel Islands. The results showed that S. sericea was a heliophyte with thick leaf and epicuticle, low stomatal density and

large vessel diameter and hydraulically weighted vessel diameter, which helps S. sericea adapt to the drought, high tempera-

ture and intense light irradiation. The activities of superoxide dismutase and catalase were higher than those of other plants

under stress, and the high content of abscisic acid in the leaves revealed that S. sericea had strong adaptability and resist-

ance. The contents of nutrient elements in the leaves of S. sericea were higher than those in rhizosphere soil, indicating that

S. sericea has strong stress resistance and good adaptability to the arid and barren environment.

Key words: Scaevola sericea, morphological and anatomical characteristics, resistance, nutrient element

Y A ( Scaevola sericea) , X FR MM K B
K B 2B B ( Goodeniceae ) B i Al g
( Scaevola 1..) Zo 47 H: 5 Sk WHE AR AW, 18 R /NI
A R WA B IR Y RO AR A A T H A
(BREk) | Sk mdin AR g | BRI AR
W RS T 7E TR B FE B A TR IR
FREE IS X (3844, 2016) . AR KR
T3 T V) P00 e b T I B b vl AR 25 T S A
B Rch s AR B AR T TR, AL B A
FEAE, MRS R BT, BRI HES , K54
T3 AT s, B A AE, TO AN R AN R 2
BT K 10~22 cm, 56 4 ~8 cm, FEARTE | T v
(B i, P48 B A M, 4 2 B3 Gk BOIR , TE B BT T
AHFEE, BEMLTFHAE, K 1.5~3 em, A K
IR AERE S AE Z ) A 56T B J0 T, fa7 75 2] oP
AR, B ZORBE A, K 2.5 mm 166 O8R5
O, K22 em, RIERANIC  J5 75 TF R L0 AEAE A
SLARA Y AE R S A AN AN 2% B, SRS B
BRI, 6 AR I R R S5 2 L2
B, BEA AT, R 4—12 A (P EEY
22,2004 ) , HOEEA 4G R AT A0 36, AT A AR
BRI AT K, IF AR AV | A B A9 365
P AT AE S 1 2 55 T 5 T By XU 0 A i 1) 4 3t
BRI 1) o B L S 2 R A
BAEER MM E, 7T LAY E N B B e |
AR B JRIEE | T 05 K sl Wy e 4, 3 A 0 R S A0
WL AR BE (25 ,2015) .

HAT, SHEG Y 0 S EY =R e A —
SEIF S (BT AT, 2017 ), X 500 AR A A 5% &
BT T IIREEEIN 1 A B (R HE 45, 2016) Ab2 Al

O3 B AT G M (2 A0EE,2015) BE KRR 4R
(FHE,2015) RGN E (SEKEE,2016) 57
T, AR, 1 il =2 X 0 A 7E D5 AR B R B
AR A5, R BRI T A R A T & R
F o ABIESE LAVE Vb BF 5 10 B A5 00 A O X 4, %
FOU MR F R U ALRE ) P M T & i
DIBCEFIUR SRS AES AW F 1 T
SERAAT , LA R 51 Fh g4k DL K F & 1 42 43t
— E LR R

1 #HEF*

1.1 7 RIF0HF 33 AT

T RER AV DB R AR S, REALT
KEVGERE MRS AR, AL E
112°43'—112°45" E,16°39'—16°41" N, J& #7 i}
W B BT SO D se R A, RS )R
TR IR M A AR R 26 ~ 27 °C LA
AR, H RO, 28 kK il 4F FE T
H7E 1 500 mm o4y ,6—11 H AT ZE oK £ L2
M B A 3] T 2 MR 87%,12 H &
AR5 H T 5/, il B A 8%, T 2= 40 1,
FRHT 2L (XBEARS,2005) . AREH
- F O 5 I 4 i SR | DL 2O Y R D
38 0% B TR ) S R SR A B A R g R
4 AR A5, 1993)  ROKBE T 2%

R ESRPOVDHE B 58 R, i TR Z B
TGP0, 2TV BE 5 R Bl 5 4 i B 05 A
TR I 90% , FETE ISR MAE ) Fh IS (LA by 7 AR
Fh38) 2 TP 2 FHREFR AL ( Pisonia grandis) |
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TR ¥ A ( Guettarda speciosa) FRTEWT ( Tourne-
fortia argentea) 55 ( R ,2003) , EIE AR A2 K HE
B EEAEAR B b IR b B YR
%, SR ER KA A (Ipomoea tuba ) 55 HE R
Az (KR ARSE,2005) .
1.2 RFE

2016 4F 6 ATEVG VD RFE AR B L T 5 #R A=
BN R RN N E RN R R AR AR R
Y P S o RIS 2 ] 2 50 5 S AT 45 AR AR
A, IR B -1 (0~ 20 em) W #HAL
PERT
1.2.1 B & 3] 5 4 42
1211 Wil gkl SR W BT s AE M 1)
A (CRESE,2007) , 76 205 UL it R JE B2 Al
P2 2R 2 20 20 R B, N <AL Y R/ R
JE PRSI AR R, AL AR B =L x
QENEE ) PR
1.2.1.2 BOARARRIEEH VRSB D) I i 4 T2
h, MR AL NS I BCH AR TR R A
HE SEREMKOSFEER, KOTREHR
( hydraulically weighted vessel diameter) = ( ¥ D'/
NV AP VAR RO, D 1R A HAR.
1.2.1.3 et R (SLA) WP ZE 5B LI-3000
TR ARSI S A ) ot e TR (LA) B (FW) SRS
HETIE T (DW) o IR L AR (SLA) = LA/
DW( Gower et al,1999), 5% I F T ¥ 5t & ¢
(LDMC)=DW/FW ., &M F%E(LD)= 1/[ SLAx
AR EE ] (Zhang et al ,2012) ,
1.2.2 RAAE &M R 3 Y A= 62
1.2.2.1 Hra AL is e mil e 8 A 0 ) B 1k il
(SOD) i 14 5% FH 20 PO i v& 00 5 . PRI 0.5 g B
@EM L A 1.5 mIL BEFR 2% vP i (pH7.8) A/
A IKIE W A e B0 T 10 000 xg
YO URIE L 30 min, B EVE VAT TG PRI A2 . 8
o B R W S Al S I 2R 0 7 A A
+, ADR O DU R (NBT) 348 Ji A= o 5 € 1 FBE , 132
WCH R AE 560 nm ALY WO ME, DLAE SR AR &
M 33K 50% i K —A BT J1 AL (U - g )
(AR ¥ ,2000) .

1 48 A U (CAT) 36 MR 48 A1 W i i D

JE . FRECO0.5 g BrfErt 7o, A 1.5 mL 4 C HR Y
IR 52 MR (pH7.0) RN/ 8y T RDAIF I B 5] 2%, 25
mlL ZEINERE T 4 CUKFEHFHE 10 min, B
T 10 000 xg B0 10 min, B 35 W SE 47 B 15 P
WsE , 8 S (H,0,) 78 240 nm K A MUK
U, CAT B4t adt S Ak &, T DAAR $i5 S5 07 1 1 g
JEREARAE I AE CAT MG, DAAE 5E 24 214 43 b
AL 1 nmol H, 0, B fi#h — A~ Bi & JJ A7 (U - ¢
fif 75 ) (4R FF,2000)

1 E ALY (POD ) i P4 2R FH A A K By 5 €8k
M, BL0.5 ¢ Bt B inA 1.5 mL B§RZE il T
TR F B AR ATF B 120 9%, 10 000 xg 550> 10 min,
IS 100 mL 2850 e 2, T B PR A
7E . POD fitfb i S Ak S0 S0 A AR 9 2 B 7 )
TE 470 nm AbA e FOCWIL, PAEE A AL, (HAE
0.5 — GG S BRI (U - o iEE) (SRR,
2013)

Y BB B AL fE J1 (T-AOC) R 43 T8
R/ B SE AL S 2 B (FRAP 35 ) %€, HL 0.5 ¢ #
ff it A S mL ZE AR K IS, FE DLUE 5 B 3 mL
TFELET 10 000 xg 4 CE L 10 min, B FIH IR
HFPiEfie i e, BRPE &M, Fe' - = Mk ig
— W& (TPTZ) vl LIBE IR JFE Ky Fe -TPTZ, 5 i (4,
HTE 593 nm &b A e KWl . 1 60 5t iy A i
] R ST EALRE T (2854 ,2013)
1.2.2.2 fHZMR (Pro) Frig SR HIRR MR — i 44 ik
WZE . HL0.5 g Bt B A 5 mL 3% 1Yt KA
TRV, W KA 4R 10 min, ¥ 205 2 08, JH r 9 0
WHEAT Pro S MIIIE . AERR MR Z5 1 T el =
WA LT AL A W AE 520 nm b f5e K W i i
FE—7E 3 FEI N, Pro Wk BE 5 FLUROL BE B GE 1L, T LA
PR 26t Pro F i (#8154 ,2013)
1.2.2.3 BiVEMR (ABA) it SR H & R0 Al 3
(HPLC) &€ , BUgrfrt 0.5 g inA 80% % H
RIS 510 4 °C b 2, 5l s FH PR R B =K, UB R
F 50 C Ul v 4i , 75 & B, K AH R 2= pH K 8
Je , AR RE L, B KA pH & 3, H L BE#E
WEZ& T, HCROERE 5 H #2035 (TLC) 4
Btk gifb s AR S R e AR S AT R
FESLTE 254 nm AL WA, W 45 ABA 7 i
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(Z=FRHEE1992)

123 PR BARAEFLTALERZLBR K
AR ARG B T HLAE 65 C LT, AR5 BE Rt
05, >R FH L A% P 0 — 2 A 12 DN . vl Al - v
(ARl 5 o, W T WA L €8 300 R i SRR B L £
10 5E %5 5 1= ( Cornelissen et al ,2003)

TERE N REHLBEAL VR 4 ~ 5 S RAEA, REE 0~
20 ecm KZ T RGN — DM IF R AR B LR
FE o KRR S 0] 5258 = 5 FH 50 o0 A 0 3% A AR 3R
G5, 2 mm LR, TEET HRRA, #17
PRARE A I
1.3 H\FEIT 5SS

B RN 4R H Excel 2016 #4817,

2 SR 5

2.1 ISR A 41T

B A ()T A5 A 0 SRR AN 1B 2 R 1 TR
M 2 BT L H I PR R 4 2R — i Y
LM 2 ik, A B B 41, JB T S
W= ZH 4 AR A 2 LA R 0.252, B A it )&
B 3R IR B e T AR 43 51 R 316. 868 pum
30.128 wm 138.723 cm® - g M F B SALE 40
Ji 4 R L% B 43 5 o 26,382 um  215.556 n -
mm? SILKI D, B AT SEHE SEEE S
K 46.177 wm . 37.548 n » mm”>, 4 K HAK I &
B HARIL 29.728 pum  BAK T FEEHEK,
22 MENBEERRAYFEYREE

TG I R B T T G P DA S A R e
JRR F R anER 2 s, MFR 2 AT LLE Y B AR 1Y
SOD ¥ CAT % % L K2 T-AOC ¥ 45 &, 43 5l R
326.474 236.338 328.186 U - ¢, 1fj POD {ifPE%1—
W AUHE 6.127 U - ¢! ABA &5 25, h 153.994
pg - g, Pro S EAHXIE R, 109.506 pg - g,
23IMRKEFRYRESERTEERUMER

B (75 IR R A NS 3 iR, MR 3 AT
DVAE W, i R A BURR & R, 18 8 T 467.878
g - kg AR AT R 19.556.2.197 ¢ -
kg™ O AR R ORR A LG OB B LL K #1) 23.925
212.962, AW LA 8.901

EORAAARPR B AR 4 Bk, K 4
AT LLE N, SRR, (CH 7.08% , A PR 20 4
9N 3.277% . 1.178 mg - kg .0.118 mg -
kg AHLBR SR, pH (4 8.017, L ibsirt, +
s B S s ACHAMOT R S, 40 0 72.447 ,8.430
g - kg, MR SRR, 4 24.396 mg - kg,

3 Wik 5 4k

3.1 FASREI T

YT FIEE 2 i T2 B E S 2005
FHoK gy ok, BRI R AT DAAE — o R B b e
SHOGTE B4, BEAR K 3 Bk, I 2 AR K fig
J1o TEF T 5 XA WS B a6 54
INBE W 7 i W0 BAH D TE AS E65 4, L R
T EITE 107.63~323.00 um, M 135 2 -2 5L B
1474 wm (FEITFEE 2015) B 38 3 A KA
VRV TCIE P ) 2S WY L G RRaR 2 R, &
S REAL, B 5 U EREAEYEES
R RN e i SR A TR N S
( Hippophae rhamnoides ) 1 FC 225 | 15 B #0702 AF
RAFRYPT 5P, BB 98 38 W Py i B 5 i T 5 09 35
5, A R AR .

TR AR P R PR S, P P AR 2 SR T A
ZHEUBA B oAb, LV 45 4 SU bR 2 40k 3k, At i
HEZ G AL , ML) B, B AR 5 R Y VR, RE 8 fif i
KK A3, A R 1k 586 S TS 2500 A 3 i
K, ELA WL iR A AR R AN

SALSE M R AR S R 2R T ) 2
AL, X 52 T R M X 25 FpE R B T 5 1
R R (TS5, 2015) , FE i 4838 ( Caryopteris tan-
gutica ) 55 E AR 1 S AL % BEYE [ R 57.27 ~ 360..05
n - mm”, TR S FLE R ACH 215.556 0+ mm”,
WIERUN . AT 5 Bk (Quercus mongolica ) 55 JL
T ] A (R ARG A5 2009 ) |, BT AR Y AL AR T
Y — e, BRI RR (AR SL RN H%
FERUIN SRR R S5 H A ) T R 3T O A AR TR
(7] i/ PR 22 I 4 S 3R 7K o ik

95 Hagen-Poiseuille & fH, HoAth £ —50T
TR N A B K Sy e T E S ELAR R KN
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K1 RiEfE(A) bk (B) KRS (C)

Fig. 1 Flowers(A), whole plant(B)and community in coastal zone(C) of Scaevola sericea

®1 EBREOEEEIZRHE

Tablel ~ Morphological and anatomical characteristics
of Scaevola sericea

EiEgan Kl
Index Value
-4 i AR 86.800+9.935
Mean leaf area (cm?)
et TR (SLA) 138.723+6.107
Specific leaf area (em® - g')
R T 18.903x1.157
Leaf dry matter content (% )
R 316.868+38.960
Leaf thickness ( um)
HIVRS 20 2L 50.40813.576
Thickness of palisade tissue ( pm)
A SR 200.768+22.293
Thickness of spongy tissue ( um)
WA/ 163 40 0.252+0.072
Palisade tissue/Spongy tissue
R R 30.128+3.727
Epicuticle thickness (pm)
R R 0.143+0.017
Leaf density (g + cm™)
SE{RENEE )83 26.382+2.171
Length of stoma guard cell ( wm)
SALERE 215.556+14.907
Stomatal density (n - mm~)
FHEHR 46.177+18.993
Vessel diameter ( um)
FEEE 37.548+8.039
Vessel density (n + mm™)
KT REHRZ 29.728

Hydraulically weighted vessel diameter ( um)

BER (IR ,2014) , S5 R BoR |, BolE A S48
HAE KK S R4 AR R 46.177 wm 1 29.728

m, VP ( Hippophae rhamnoides ) %5 H W) 5 & K/
H12.5~62.5 um, KT FEHEN 26.04 pm (2

x2 MANMEXLBEERIIEEYREE
Table 2 Antioxidant enzyme activities and
resistant substance contents

Sz i
Index Value

ALY S AEE (SOD) T 4
Superoxide dismutase activity
(U-g")

LA (CAT) # 1
Catalase activity

(U-g")

if ALY (POD) T 1L
Peroxidase activity

(U-g")

SITELRE

Total antioxidant capacity
(U-g")

IR (Pro) & i

Proline content

(pg-g")

BT TR (ABA) & it
Abscisic acid content
(ng-g")

326.474+38.854

236.338+7.073

6.127+0.387

328.186+12.364

109.506+3.002

153.994+7.455

M,2013) , FHERIN &, BT HARECR, KT
FEHREK,, FOME A K2 VR A TR
TS K AR HARKARE ) 22 R R E Y
P17 i R N = E U w2 N R U S TTR K7/ RN
KoM, SR80, 48 B KA 5 5 80
FE(Cai & Tyree,2010) , Rl 1 5 ek sl 188 1 i 4 3505
Tiif 5 8 ) AR UE I K 7 R

TR AR A5 i ) 2R RRAE R WY T DLAR
TRAKBE ST DI 53 Bk it 8K 2 K 4 LA 3k 2
PR K e B A R SO B FH AR A, R AR
b b3S R TR R R AP TR
32 MR R R EFEE RS EY R

Pro EAHYI & AR EZLAL AR, BB
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T 198 20 ML 3. iamdgl; 4. AL 5. LR LA,

Note: 1. Vessel; 2. Palisade tissue; 3. Spongy tissue; 4. Stoma; 5. Stoma guard cell.

Bl 2w A R i A e 25

Fig. 2 Anatomical structure of Scaevola sericea

P T A R Ay 2 — . AH A B A
BF R 2B 8 K 13 B8 Pro, BAE— & R -
S WAE ) 52 A 35 1 380 ) 155 60, DL B A 0 % A B Ty
LT RE JT (SRZL M4 ,2008) . ABA EHE LY
MY EZ— B T o] LA A 2 %
TR ) A A R b -1 & =2 A 3 X AR ) B
HAREEE L, Y22 PhiE e, ABA & &4

WEERIN, B B LT R
KA A 15 Pro MR AR S P AL G 1Y
TS T T A A A AT B i 4 T (5K A 45, 2015,
SR 25 FIGHIE 2006 ; YRR LS, 2008) . MK
Srian R OB H REAR NOABA AR (2K T A,
2010) , R A ABA 75 i X 2 O 5
BEYIE I 5 A HEEE (2017) MK+ R 35 (Ma-
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x3 EHEEMHAANERYRSE

Table 3  Nutrient contents in the leaf of Scaevola sericea

Ei=82 ol
Index Value
SRR 467.878
Total organic carbon content (g - kg™)

ERGHE 19.556
Total nitrogen content (g - kg")

T 2.197
Total phosphorus content (g « kg™")

BRA L 23.925
C/N ratio

BRI 212.962
C/P ratio

AL 8.901
N/P ratio

x4 TEBUAMR
Table 4 Physical and chemical properties of soil

LD B fE
Index Value
oK 7.080+5.160
Water content (% )

F LR 3.277+0.390
Oganic carbon (%)

pH {4 8.017+0.083
pH value

e 1.178+0.246
Total phosphorus (mg - kg™)

A, 0.118+0.017
Total nitrogen (mg + kg™)

Gl 526.851+71.149
Potassium (mg - kg™ )

5 72.447+6.658
Calcium (g - kg')

il 266.080+53.145
Sodium (mg - kg")

B 8.430+0.691
Magnesium (g « kg™)

B 742.734+99.882
Iron (mg - kg™)

i 104.141+8.665
Manganese (mg - kg")

B 46.453+21.703
Zinc (mg « kg")

il 24.396+40.806

Copper (mg - kg™)

honia duclouxiana) #4712 Wrid AL FE | & 81 B By
14 d A RIS R Pro % ik 79.39

wg - g, R RN TR G 3.5 4% T A R A 9 T
Pro &3k 109.506 pg « ¢, B AE . Xl g
F T ) VA I 306 35 2% P A9 0 3 O {6F A P 1
P Pro 7 H &, A B T HE Wy B A 20 I 05 33 3, 2
FRA MR, 32 A b R, D SR P 8 A%
- By 1 2 e AR 38 B S 6 Pro B FE R (¥ 2
35,1984 4F SCHE 4, 2000) , 5i 3 Pro Fl ABA 7E/E
PRGN - 1 BRSOV A 56 ( F & ,2013)

HEYITE 2 2 B0 85 30 i, 40 i P9 4 oK 2
TS, DA 5 1R 40 B A58 A 2o 4201k, SOD | CAT Al
POD A LIV BRIGE M4, IR IR R R 2 b,
POK - P F155(2004) XF ] A % F ( Pistacia vera ) B
LR W], M i SOD | CAT , POD i 25 il Ji 38 19 fin
T TR . XU 4 (2016) HFSE £ M, w2
W36 B9 F i ( Solanum lycopersicum ) Pt 58 Ak B 16 1
XA A B, 5A T E TR
FeMiAH EE , B B SOD | CAT 1% & H Wi, it
FIFY ) T L3R o 9 AR PN e G A il O A 3 R T
PEE LR 20 2R GE A 2 B4, B 7 o A X
T 52 300 35 110 3 IO P B 0l v 38 4
33MAEFRYRESER TIEELMER

CRMBAYRKESR N P REWEKER
iR E TR, B YA & 2 CHEN
YER, 2BRBGE APt 7 i C NP B i 2 il
464 20.6 #11.99 g - kg (Elser et al,2000) , ZA<HF
FEIM AT FEAR i R b S HLR S 2= R P A
Jy 467.878 F1 2.197 g - kg, W = T2 BRIKE, N
T 19.556 ¢ - ke LA ERAKOEREAK . VA
R ER A L (C/N) BBl bb (C/P) 5 2 3kKF
MZERK, YA (N/P) <14 B, N BEH TR
B AR (R FTAE  2014) , FOEA A N/P LA R
8.901 , Uk B B A (1) £ K 32 B N A FR i, 3X J2&
B HRAR B - N S B SR , SR T
A C NP & B FAE R IR BT, 156 BH 56 A
XS5 R AR 858 0, 1T LAAE 335 1 I 8 P AR
ARG,

g L RTIb, B AR A R AR R Y, 6 R R
5 PR B A 5 0 1 35 VL BB T, A 5 R R Al B XL
[ 07 T B A R ) JF & IS, BT AR R #RGE
3 5 AR PR A A T EL A
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