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WE: [ B8 ] WA KM (SA) F-F 84 Phoebe sheareri 3t R fasme bk, [ Fik] L2 F A %M AHH, A 0. 50,
100, 200, 500 mg-L™' i Z R E SA s 4To B, AR WK T ERER AR (k). "HEB B RE R LLE
Ehort R, KRR BRI AR R T X ROE SRR B A P RIVE R, SRR T Kbt A P TR R G . ALY B ILEE
(SOD). it AAAE (CAT). LAY E: (POD) &4t [ 4R ] RERZIRIE SA %2269 5 Havt i 34 53 58 9% % 5E A 30
FIVER, 100 mg- L' SA &b 32 3% sEdp ) F1% 64.28%, f£ SA G EH R B REmETETRE, "TAOTEREY
Ji. SOD. CAT # POD £ 1~7d WRFt %, & -TialE O R A ck 89 2.57 4, SOD & ck 49 1.21 4, CAT &
M ck 49 2.04 45, POD &t ck 4y 14645, 7d B 2 TFTHAH, 15d REAEREHFHNEEZSH T ke [£#®]SATH
SR A TEREE G, SOD, CAT #= POD # &, AR = ARBHE, B 3 423

XA AR, KpEr; b IRTOBEET; WRES
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Resistance of Phoebe sheareri to anthracnose induced by salicylic acid

HOU Panpan, CHEN Anliang, FEI Libin, MA Liangjin

( National Joint Local Engineering Laboratory of Biopesticide High-efficient Preparation, School of Forestry and
Biotechnology, Zhejiang A&F University, Hangzhou 311300, Zhejiang, China)

Abstract: [Objective] The objective is to investigate the resistance of Phoebe sheareri to anthracnose induced
by salicylic acid (SA). [Method] The 2-year old P. sheareri was used as material, spayed with 100, 200, 500
mg-L™" SA. After 5 days, the leaves were collected and in vitro puncture inoculation method was used to
determine the inhibition of anthracnose lesions, changes in soluble protein, superoxide dismutase (SOD),
catalase (CAT), and peroxidase (POD) in the leaves. [Result] Leaves treated with different concentrations of
SA could inhibit the anthracnose lesions, and the lesion inhibition rate with 100 mg-L™" SA treatment reached
64.28%. After SA spray and inoculation with anthracnose, soluble protein, SOD, CAT and POD in leaves
increased in 1-7 days, and decreased after 7 days. At the peak, the soluble protein was 2.57 times of ck, SOD
was 1.21 times of ck, CAT was 2.04 times of ck, and POD was 1.46 times of ck. All physiological indexes were
higher than those of ck within 15 days. [Conclusion] SA can induce the increase of soluble protein, SOD, CAT
and POD of P. sheareri and produce disease resistance.[Ch, 3 fig. 23 ref.]
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B, T EE A SOWRA R Z TR AR SRIE R T AR R A B AR R E . —, Ryt
Ril% . W, SNBER KA GBI O, BTG B A, RiE R W, AT ETE) VIR T
TR RWT FE ZE AR S A B R T, DL AR 2 BT LI L B2 S A ol e 35 b 1) A
RIZIFE R EE, BET, TR BIEN PG A AR 8D, HACPR T J5t 0 25 o S H: R 9 AR
B, YA FPUEH T RAR FBG AR WARIE . e Bia MOl s F B G T me . AR . R
M, EEMAASRERC B2, Wttt BEisge . b2rak i % mYrdus 2 f M
Y1 B B B R X R R R G, SR AR AT RN o AR 2T R B 1 R AR sk b A R S T
DAY = bu i, #PURIE AR, IR BIPIARCE . KR (SA) E—MINIEERE T, 2F
SR P NEBEANT Sy, S5 LA SRS KR LIS S Y R RS BT
PR R G R AR PE BT IE (SAR)™, FE 1979 4 X B AL 55 8 (TMV) 19 M 5 Nicotiana tabacum #% 35 i
Xanthi-NC #F 58 H e Yk WU, Bl s A58 2k K 52566 /K A R T LA S A 4 e pros M I DASRAIE, il
%% Camellia japonica JKBEIR"", ¥eW Eucalyptus FERGIFS . A C. oleifera IHIF" & . AMWFFE 30T T
SA XA B S FPUE, W R A, e LR (SOD). ALYl (POD). %1k
ZB (CAT) BRI HAE ML, B o F Bhia P4

1A

1.1 ke

4510 Phoebe sheareri X458 40 . & 225, MBI IR 55 o 4248, S 2 4R A Akt .
PRI A I Colletotrichum gloeosporioides HIHTTTARM R BRI 2R B i A7 2 $241E
1.2 AERERE SA FSHENE
121 RBE R THRE SAH F T4 R FABmBE Ko Hoh B H Sk E N 500, 200, 100,
50 mg- L' K R IA T (pH 6.8) HEATWIZ 0, 2930 mL-#k', 1 dJ5 EE BN, IF& & TR KX IE,
5dJEREM R, EELH T2 RIFWIIEEr F, K5 JJBORE, FE 5 G R4 — 3. Ak 3
3k, 4RER .. RAMTFRIFRE TR ARG M, DIARIZE RS E. F25°C F 12h)6M 12h
WREPRIBEE IR, 7 dIEGit it B & oL, SR A RS e B A, A 3 IO 344, 115300 B/
o RBER/ N = O IR AL ST B 187 FR 175 S A S B 1T )Xo e Ak B9 B 17T FH < 100%
122 RERFHRE SAFFEHARAERIRTNT  ERK R IR/ D200 2 4 it ik, i
B OSA MR AR WREE N 500, 200, 100, 50 mg-L', AW FAERE [, LUAWAA M A AT A
o UITCHEKBEIERNT IR, 1 dEEEWNG, AR, 5daRERBIY—M AN 74
PN AE , A4SV PEE IR, SOD, POD. CAT, HRRACHE 3 i . AR 1 R I S0 /Mo e
B 05 g, M 19 MR LI A 9f5 KT 0.1 mol-L™" #§ #2 2Z b ¥ (pH 7), 5 000 r*min™'
B0 10 min, FIEBCHEAFREOR . BUE AR 0.5 mL # B2 S mL, FIH 4N Y6 B I B
280 nm & 260 nm At Y63 E D(280) A1 D(260), LA pH=7.0 iz 28 iR #4725 FAVH 0, 25 A o o & vk J i
(gL ™)=1.45xD(280)—0.74xD(260), H:H1 1.45 F1 0.74 IFZIE(E . SOD {GPEMIAE « A 573 o B NS Ky %
WS SR AL S N R Ge A B I T H i 3, SRR B2 25 iR L, 7E AR SO R B
grfn, MR R s AR Y TR A S 2D SR AT I , AT DO o e e BT I O R .
SOD i J15E . BT 4U7E | mL R SOD #2535 509% T X 1 (19 SOD 2k 1 AN 1 B
(1 U=16.67 nkat), SOD i JJ (16.67 nkat- g ")=[ (%] HE 2 B —l 5 Y2 B8 )% BEOB285 BF 1+-50% < 5 o YR e Ak
F(mL)=HUFE i (mL)~5) M B (kg L) CAT IWHMEIIE : CAT F3fifat A AL (H,0,) AN AT i i
NGRRRE R R, FIR I H0, SRR E R & — PR E A4S, HIEE @l E Y TR
FE TR & AL BRZE T AE 405 nm A2 HARfb i, W HEH CAT 9IS f1. CAT G i . B!
M AR R4 1 pmol B9 H,O, YR 1 ANTE T, CAT {6 /1 (16.67 nkat- g ")y=(kF BEO 25 B - 52 Y 2%
FE)x271+60-HURE i (mL)+=2) e (kg- L"), POD JEEINE . it Ak S nl ki S AL & v, AR Y
B AR ) T AR S T I S A 420 nm b ] WG AR RO TR TR M . 4140 POD i e
SC: AR 37 C /T, B2 AGUE R 1 g IRYI R ELE SCh—NT5 J1 5007 (1 U=16.67 nkat).
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POD i 71 (16.67 nkat- g ")=[(X} B 25 B I 2 Y625 8 )+(12x1 em LA 648 ] s B YRR (mL)+ IOk i
(mL)=S W I E] (30 min)=+2) R E (kg- L™)x1 000,
123 RREAZRE SA AT H ARG an e e SA XTI EREAZM, BE S SA ik
AW B R 0. 50, 100, 200, 500 mg- L' (14 4 A fi¢ JH 96 o I TR A BRI, SR M3 A B R
B, P pH & 6.8 #F4T 25 C ARSI SR, B3 RER , 12 h EWEM TG, A
T AR, BT AR = Ol kM TFE/MEH T 5 50<100%;
1.3 SA B EREMSHEARERIERTHNE

FRIE T v 5 P2 R, eI B R R M SA AT AL, 1 dJ5 AW, XIS R
Ko ARLIGILUEE 4 NAbFE: 7E5 2 IR SA LB 2 h J5IGIREERN (A); SA LbBEAREEFN (B); Jowi/KAb#IH:
A (C); TRKAEBEARTER (ck)o AFACFE 3 FR, 4 REE . R FEIFREATER, BIsH# R A
i, ARRIACHIAESS 2 ¥k SA SCH/KBERS 1. 2. 3. 5. 7. 10, 15d REARRM—FMF, F-80 C
VKRBT, AT 5 Sk B AR AR AL 5E

2 HEREAM

2.1 AEREIRE SA WEHPNIFSHE

211 sbmzEkohegFea BIE L ATRIE W ASFEBTE R EA SA XM EA S RVER, X BE 6
BOR 22 B E (P<0.05). 5 CH/K WAL AT SA B o0 100 mg L 5 S M -9 BE/ N R B
5, ik 64.28%, HKJE 50 Al 200 mg L', BRI N 59.8% . 56.72%, 500 mg-L ' iFSRURRZE, H
A T VR S AR B N R

212 s ARRERIAT ARG Ha FREI (& 1) KFEEERE SA BT I &R 5% WA T
WEES, R & O B HIE A, 24 SA R N 200, 500 mge L7 B0 AE H B
(P<<0.05), %14 69.58% F 34.75%, [R5 oo B A HE 22 S0k

127 a 100
10 T S 2 a a
NE ‘Q\\ 80 I —L T T b
L 8t L) T
= b & 60 -
= 6 d c — = c
&, | S 40 :
B = &
2 L 20 N
0 0
0 50 100 200 500 0 50 100 200 500
K ¥/ (mg-L™) K ¥/ (mg - L™)

ANFV/NE 7B R R A 2 A 2 7 B #(P<<0.05)
A1 RERERE SA LI 3T5m 58 K D BI0T 5] X 0% R
Figure 1 Effect of different concentrations of SA treatment on lesion size and spore germination
213 A TEEERG RGP a E 20T LIE W AN FE TR R SA 0T 5 S ] M 1A B
(P<<0.05), 100 mg:L ™" Frifs S A9 26 11000 i Ik B SR X IR 2,11 %, 50 1200 mg- L' AOIE SR 22 7 R
WE, SXEML2ZEREE, WX BAY 1.77 A1 1.69 %, 500mg- L' SAES)E, AliEvEE A R FEE
We B HA AR FRAG, H 35 T4 R (P<<0.05).
2.1.4 *FSOD #9%+a SOD EAHMIRNEEMPLALEE, SA MG S MK SOD iEH:TH&E (& 2). H
H1 500 A1 200 mg- L™ S5 X IR Z M JC W% 25 5, SA Bk Bk 100 mg- L™ B S P =5 F 50 mg- L™ B
s, 22583 (P<0.05). KUIAFRFTEKE SA XHEY T SOD B M52 A
2.1.5 *F CAT #9%m CAT iGVERE SA vk B 1Y L TRt A T Je ARk % (1 2), 500 mg- L™
Jo R e BE AL R S X R CAT AL E WL 25 %, 200, 100, 50 mg- L' Zb¥ 2% & 3 (P<<0.05), HJREfd
CAT WEPERG . b 100 mg- L' A9 SA AEFEXHR AR CAT IGMESRRCR LS, BN IRAY 2.03 £,
2.1.6 % POD #) % AS[a] i 8 W B SA AL FEXT POD 1% M AU 5 CAT #a AL (K 2), ¥ M B
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2.0 700
= ;i_ a
.Ll b b B~ L
W 1.5T T - 5 650 b
N : X ls @ £
g 10F d | 600 f L
B = S
#0.5Ff WS 550
pas 5:\) X
=0 500
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T xI
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K A% B/ (mg - L) K ¥ #/ (mg - L)

AR/ o B R b H 1] % 5 . 35 (P<0.05)
B2 RERERESA KA THEMEG R, SOD, CAT F» POD # %

Figure 2 Effect of different concentrations of SA treatment on soluble protein, SOD, CAT and POD

SA JTi v B R N R BN SE EIHE TRE. 100 mg- L7'SA 5 51 POD W P e i, &/ IR I 1.3 /%,
200 A1 50 mg-L™" 5 3 CAT WG LB F 25, HEE ST 500 mg- L™ FIXT RN FE . KN [R] 5 i ik
SA Hu 5[ POD WG MG . LiRAFSR R . AN TR SA XA FBCRIFAAEZER, 500 mg- L™
WSRO 2%, 100 mg- L™ i ACR 7, Pk $E 100 mg- L' A9 SA #f47 T —2 52450 .

2.2 SA RBEFZEFEMSENMAEEBERTN

221 sTEEERGRG Y WK 3 ITLEH . ARSI G m Rl i B R Y
B, SA AbFRJE HER U EVREAE 1~5 d RREEHIN, 5 d BFIkUR(E, AbEE A EES 7 KIRIE(E, BT
R, AT I B T VR W TR 4 SA b FE AT AR HE C A ok ADER A BUREAS, HH7 KRR
ck 1 2.57 1%, 4 SA AbFEI AEARES 15 Kl M8 1 0 i vk A 0 3 i X HR L, b C RS 13 K
FrrbafE T, BT A AR B A B - S2 . 15 d B SA b B AAR PR AT M AR 5o A
W W TR, DRI SA FTLA S AR nT VA e 2R S

222 *F SOD #9%wh  AMF5E SA ALFRI AT 5 R 2 AR - SOD I M3 in (181 3), Fifi SA 1E B[] e
Wit e SR8 R R, 24 SAYEHIRIRIN 7 d i, AbEE A B9 SOD JEMEIA R RME, J2& ck Y 1.21 £, ZJAJF
U TR, AbFE A FILLER B Y SOD il MGG 2 &7 TALFE C Al ck.

223 * CAT #9%h SAESIE I EEMIAN CAT iGN (14 3), A TR RDURTE . 24
M 28 SA AbFR AL B , CAT GPETESS 5 RINFIWE(E, AbHE A J& ck 19 2.04 £, AbFE B J& ck 1)
1.63 1%, 5dJ5 CAT Wit TR, AbFE C 1Y CAT it EAIMEREIS ck ML EFARE .,

224 *POD &% 100 mg-L™' [ SA 5T )5, HEEE POD I PRI TH & (51 3), AbPE A 540FE B 1Y
POD ¥ P AT A MBI AR fb a5, Ab 3 A AHEC T A0 B IR — 203k 8 e KfE, H POD M /& ck Y
1.46 %, SA S 15 d J5Hukitk POD EPEA B 3 5 T R 15 SR

3 itk
VBB A 2O OB AR NG, 8 Sl 57 TR 42 . Rl 7 TS A

XD o K7 SR B TRl SE Al A R R BB, SRR AR IR IR S AR A G ] kB B A
R 2 SA TR R AR T 500 mge L™ I3 467 K o2, n] LI AR o vk R S UL SA 1Y
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N[N B R OR ] — KBRS [ 4k () 2 5 8 3 (P<<0.05)
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Figure 3  Effect of different treatments on soluble protein, SOD, CAT and POD
it IR S PR A6 JC B ) o ARFSEIESE . RIR] BT R B SA XHEAH I R A S HirEE/ . 100 mg- L™
hSA i BRI, BREMESAER R, 2R EE. SAHEEHEEAREERE, SOD,
CAT. POD WfEP5E TR G TR RRE K-, SERHe2 17 15d, Fril g R m TIE# K, H
CAT B b MR, 28 SA ST ISR sl BEA b B, A= PRAR RIS MY 1o 2 i XTI, H gt
I Hevea brasiliensis " 241 1A S 45 - —2
SA JEFEE TR N R N IEPEAE K, TS RPN H0, BT+ &, R HyO, i ik
G, 755 SAR AHICHR I KB A5 15 PR R 3E 0, fESEAHOCIE I Y RIR 2, SN SA AT LA A AR ) firk
R OCHER F R M FRIR . 7S AR A Ut Y [l B R AR SRR AR G ER 1. AN SA B9 AT
AP N IETE CAT #1 POD {EPERIIN, DAKAHCERMERIE, fen| KAyl sy, POD kT H
ARGREAESL, I ZAEYR N 2R A= Y E Y & R R R . —, MY AER =25 T
FE XTI AR B B A S N, SOD 7ETH b =g st A AR 1o AU iR R 2E/E A, CAT. POD #il SOD #¢iA
R PR A e 7 AR A 0 BB R S, RIS B T T BRI P AR T, BB
PR . L, SA AT LA FRAT R AR =ik, Biia ik
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