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EFRHEBRERRIE
SEFFMANMHEER L EEmME

EEAMA,  xKiz, #H R, PRI, Aps
W AR B B AT AL % 066600

HWE. D I2ARNHRARSAGEREIFEY A XM, 100 mmol/L NaCl #hit 21 d &, 3 Faes., #HMHKE, vt A
oMLK, RGTFERET, FHHTFEHREF A KIEHF A MDA, Pro, WSS, SOD 7 #5432 35 dr st 470 2. & %
R EMAT, AEANHAERAFHFAREATHRAERABAREZERK, FIHEREREZAHNARO S X THRHEZHR
REEHAME(HP<<0.0D), HHFHEARC, A2 FTHRZARCE L THHKE R F EA % (p<<0.05), R EW ARC 5 #
ERHUEZRFEMEL(P<0.05., AT ProAEL5LFTRUEIRFEMA(P<T0.01); RAHE 101-14 & 2 M=%,
Nk ,110R,8B.5A At & P 4, LA 1 % .5BB,3309..L 7 3 5 ,5C & M 45, SO4 #= 188-08 & 2k M 4% 55,

X 8 W WHAEA; & A®aE; RESMN

FESES: S663.1 XEftRERG: A XEHES: 1673 -9868(2015)07 — 0044 — 08

EF AL A FHEEMYEGFZ —, RAEKS EZR SCHZA (UNESCO) FR K H L (FAO) 2008
gt R ARG E LY 9. 54 12 hm®, 20 Y0 Y AT E IR AR FH AN (W) 2 35 b A2 1) i gl L 3R R B
AR K 2 —, s AR, )Tz, BRSSO A ST 9 913. 3 U7 hm? . 17 HRE AR R ek
AR AL Eh A A e AR W E ), P 3R it o e A5 2y R b T R Y 2 55 2 AL R AR O B & T
R 22—, X 22 B S A B0 B 3 N L I R 0T A A A A R % g P B R A Y R Y TR — 2P
R W5 ARG AT R 6T & R AR R M R A B SO DA PR F O 2 OR K
TR AR, BT KR SRR TR A R AR LR AR RS, AR AR R R AN S s L Ak R
B A SE ), ARBIE S SR FH B 3% 0 T R VT 98 0 0 2 R T R AR E AT S, HOA R VR RS E L b3
R R TR AR AR A AR AR IR HE T PG A £ B A TAE SR AL 4R S R B AR B

1 ME5RE
1.1 kM EEFHF

P 12 1y 75 % b A BB, b 5BB, SO4, 188-08. 5C, 5A, 8B 6 > ik Al 3k H V. Berlandieri X
V. Riparia 2 3¢ 4 &, 101-14, 3309 3k H V. Riparia X V. Rupestis 22 3¢ 4 4, U ik 3k H V. Riparia X
V. labrusca 2% 3¢ #H & . 110R 3¢ H V. Berlandieri X V. Rupetris 2¢ &2 H &, thw 1 5, Whw 3 53k A
V. amurensis X V. Riparia 24384 . 2011 4F 3 A B HE R 6~8 mm (19— 4F A R IR AL 25 W0 25 — B 8y 14
B, £ 26~28 CIIR BAEM, 2011 4F 4 ¥ & ZF ARG R FF 46 BeAF3d A RSF R E AR 5 em X & 13 cm
s SRR, BRERR T AT 8 A BERE s Bkt =2:2:2:1, 2011 4 5 J EFREFFM N

O WHHY. 2014-10-15
BETH . R IACLM =l B AR R L T(CARS - 30).
EZEIA: EMA981 -, B, WEMEEAN, Wi+, BTG . R8N w4 .
WAEIES . B, PR 5, W05 A4 F .
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Kt 7~8 R b el ARSI AL T A SR [ T A6 A R KB 2 B B B SR T 5T T A A A 9% U [
1.2 &EFHE

2011 4E 5 A 31 Hik#k 7~8 A K — B8 FRASFH 4 i M iXA . 25l A K 2 mX 58 2 m X IE
0.2 m YR, BEIREIKHA 3 /ML, FIHEFRER BN EEMm FizkEhk, NaCl ab 85k & oy
100 mmol/L, X Bk B KK, s o T B8 BE PR R AE 4 cm, B RBF WA FE 24 RELKR K3 2 4 om 2L,
3l —WERAK, BRMEE 10 MHE.
1.3 MEIER

EREFRE. RO AL S A 5 d A 1 RERFERER, TR ER R SD. BES YRR 0 %
HERR: 1 R REZF, AWM, SRR 2 %P ERE, ARY 1/2 R, %
fafli; 3 —EEEE, RIS, mEEMSEM: 4 B WEREEE, B, g, REET.

ﬁ%#‘giﬂsn:1XSI+ZXS2+SXS3+4XS4

4 X R EL
Horb, S AR R R AL

ARAERR . BRI 21 d JFIE S OB AR BE L B R B MR AR L AR T R e L A B
KoM 1 A A K AR A,

A A bR . R 21d JE RGBS AR W A R, — 70 CARAE, T AR AR E . TN
(MDA) % it fZ R (Pro) & . AEMERE (WSS & it . M ALY B AL (SOD) WG PE I 2 2 % 4= £ 5%
(gt
1.4 HESTLE

PUish ZEC CARC) = Wl 36 48 b M IR /56 B8 48 b PR (. F ] Excel 2003 I SPSS 13. 0 $§ 4f 4b 2 4%
o A SRR 43 AT R R 2843 1T

2 FERE55H
2.1 HpBEXMARBHMASHEEHHOZE
& 1A LI . 100 mmol/L NaCl Brift a5 6 d, 2 B0hli AR i it 5 JF b th B AR AR, LI 8B,
5C,SO4 FEAR 1 BLER BL, BlE W38 i (] 9 A4S, SRR TS BORWg m; AbFE)S 21 d. 101-14 ZFK R, #
FHEECHA 26. 3, 1M 188-08,5BB,SO4 Z FHH &, 4353k F] 82.5,78. 8 F1 70. 0, H Bl AR Z FH R 4.
£ 1 FAREEFHHALE 100 mmol/L NaCl B THREEH

X 100%

B

rift 7t 6d 11d 16 d 21d i At 6d 11d 16 d 21 d
101-14 0.0 0.0 12.5 26.3 Wy 3 5 5.0 10.0 22.5 47.5
Dlik 0.0 5.0 15.0 38.8 3309 5.0 17.5 22.5 48.8
110R 5.0 5.0 12.5 41.3 5C 10. 0 15.0 37.5 52.5
8B 10.0 15.0 22.5 42.5 SO4 7.5 15.0 27.5 70. 0
5A 2.5 5.0 17.5 45.0 5BB 2.5 27.5 42.5 78. 8
Wiy 1% 5.0 15.0 32.5 46.3 188-08 0.0 30.0 65. 0 82.5

2.2 HBpEMEEMASEERMTFURESNZNE

ME T R 5 AT H . 100 mmol/L NaCl &b B 5 21 d, A [H] 8 2 fili A B AH AR 28 T fif I a2 e o BEOR
[F] 72 B b B AR, 3L SO4,188-08, LU 1 5 7EFh Wi T B A & B i FREWI &, 203 R RS T 79.4%0,74. 2%
1 73.6%, 1 3309 HFF&T 31. 3% (| 1), 5C, W] 3 578 £5 Wit AR 28 6 Jo B 55 6] HE 20 S FR AR T 53. 8 %
1 60%, ik HEEM T 5% (K 2), i T 188-08, 13 1 S #iAs TR BN B9 KT 66.9% M
69. 9%, i 3309 5xf AR HTFFE T 28. 8% (J& 3), 188-08,5C 7EER il A & T Bk B % BB 43 3 F [ 1
6801 68. 8%, T 101-14 HFFET 9. 1% (& 4>, £h Wit AR5 bb B ou) HE i 25 T w8, 3% B 6 36 53 A5 1)
13 3 HE XA R 1 405 5 1T R (T8 5).
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4 Kk EEEE 100 mmoll NaCl —&— Z{LigEE 100
12 §
-1 80 1
oo 10 joE
~ =
Wy 60 =
i B
®w o gL 140 ]
£ e
w4 &
420
2t =

0 0

101-14 )ﬂ\i'}_: 3309 110R 5C IJ_I/—H-; IJ_I/—J?)-; 188-08
1 EhBhE X R [F 7 2 Al K 2R R R O B0

6 C— cK 100 mmol/l NaCl —a&— Z{LIERE 17
s d460 B
20 - 50 FE
W4T S
HE H 40 gy
#o 3 [ 14 i
& dy ™
w | i
B2 =20 ﬁ\
1 H410 ¥

0 - - 0

101-14 X 3309 110R B = SH3E SO4 5BB 188-08

Ll
XA EFE AR RS RENHM

2 fhEhiE
30 [ CK EEEEE 100 mmolL NaCl —a— TALIBEE 7100
-180 §
i
2 E
I =460 X
HE =
& duo W
o I
*® H
420
w®
0.0 . . 0
101-14 X 3309 110R 8B 5A 5C UA1S 15a38  SO4 5BB 188-08
B3 HZMEMAEETFMAFHEHTRENZ N
08 C—JCK HEE 100 mmol/L NaCl —&— T{LIERE 7 80
®
i i
o 60 &
e py
23 K
H- 40 gy
= - 20 W
B
1 m 1 1 0

101-14 TR 3309 110R 8B S5A 5C W5 1WL3a3s S04 5BB 188-08
B4 HBEMARAAMARETFREOEZMN
2.3 MEESHEMASEEKRKERFERBURBEXES
M 2 AT LA H . 100 mmol/L NaCl AbBRJE 21 d. 8RS AR 28 A2 < i 29 55 6 B8 A AS ) R 38 b R A1 i
R 5 b A0 RT HE A AN () R 8 b 1 ) P 3k S b #5 7  li R B 8 B (S D #E AT M G A T n 3R 3 i
NFE 3 AT LLE WL B AN T ARC S8R F 1R 5 B A 56 (p<<0. 01D, MY T it ARC, MR AR T it
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ARC HEEF AR WF IEM K (p<T0. 05) . MR 5 80 F 48 B 52 B3 1B A 52 (p <C0. 05), T AR 2% i Joit & |
HAEREE . Mg, KA ARC 53 0 50 ok ik 1) 1 25 0KF

150 C— Kk EEE 100 mmol/L NaCl —— FE{LIRE 20
-50 i
o 1.0 -100 g
E_;j -150 %
0.5 -200 J['ﬁ
250 B
0.0 =300
101-14 D3k 3309 110R 8B 5A 5¢ WIS W3S S04 5BB 188-08
5 HEMEXAEEBAL ERE KD
%2 AEHEEMA 100 mmol/L NaCl B8 21 d &K H ¥ R ARC
i At i g i %ﬂﬁ AL (SN A wﬁq e
K i 5 T R fif [T T i
101-14 0.567 0.813 0.571 0. 640 0. 814 0. 987 0.778 0. 909 1. 36
157N 0. 582 0. 760 0. 450 0. 527 0. 636 0. 982 0. 950 0. 800 2. 11
3309 0. 450 0. 670 0. 688 0. 710 0. 600 0. 848 0. 857 0. 714 1. 25
110R 0. 505 0.817 0. 484 0.561 0.773 0. 921 0. 643 0.519 1. 33
8B 0.599 0. 745 0. 500 0. 589 0. 843 0. 822 0. 750 0. 750 1.50
5A 0.521 0.778 0.481 0.617 0. 600 0.961 0. 857 0. 870 1.78
5C 0. 474 0. 789 0. 387 0.556 0.495 0.719 0. 462 0.313 1.19
1l 1 % 0.435 0. 664 0. 264 0.301 0. 690 0. 870 0. 625 0. 690 2. 37
iy 3 %5 0.392 0.619 0.375 0. 400 0.712 0. 950 0. 400 0. 488 1.07
SO4 0. 504 0. 802 0. 206 0.536 0. 866 0. 750 0. 741 0. 444 3. 60
5BB 0. 456 0.588 0.375 0.510 0. 659 0. 794 0.726 0.769 1.94
188-08 0.491 0. 744 0.258 0.331 0.763 0.983 0.615 0. 320 2.38
Fx3 HEBBMEHMAEK ARC HHEXMES T
SI AEE R AT MR RE RATRE  MREL O FHKE MR B RmK
SI 1 —0.702* "  —0.522"  —0.257 —0.504"  0.555" —0.369  —0.364 0.127 —0.277
PREERE —0.702" " 1 0.797**  0.440 0.564* —0.710" " 0. 286 0.077 —0.220 0.222
BRETRE  —0.522°  0.797°° 1 0.540°  0.444  —0.348 0. 437 0.358 —0.120—0.153
WABEFHE  —0.257  0.440 0. 540" 1 0.717° " 0.246 0.627" 0.218 0.054 0.225
WEFHEE  —0.504" 0.564° 0. 444 0.717°% 1 —0. 164 0.427  —0.099  0.016 0.336
R L 0.555" —0.710" *  —0.348 0.246  —0.164 1 0.091 0.136  0.392 —0.194
PR —0.369  0.286 0.437 0.627"  0.427 0.091 1 0.658” " 0.346 0.199
IS —0.364  0.077 0. 358 0.218  —0.099 0.136 0.658"* 1 0.239 0.098
% 0.127 —0.220 —0.120 0.054 0.016 0.392 0. 346 0.239 1 0.151
K —0.277  0.222 —0.153 0. 225 0.336  —0.194 0.199 0.098 0.151 1

® % £ 0.01 K EBEMIE. * 7F 0.05 KF L BEHK.
2.4 AEFFALEM Xt Eh e 5 2 = i A

MFE 4 AT LLE H, 100 mmol/L NaCl i 21 d J5 A A& A 4G il R b o ih & A B8 R i B F 22 5%
2% B AN [) 41 25 i A 0T 5 38 9 28 B WA 3K 25 5. M b MDA il 1 5 s, O 3,06 pg/g dh s



A

%7 KEMH, F

)

Ik ARz R E S TR AR R MR A e 5

M 188-08 & HE %, 4 0.35 pg/g; Pro & 5BB M A &, A 19.25 pg/g, Mi 101-14 &K, K
6.06 pg/g: WSS & & AN [A] 5 Fh 22 6] 22 5% R 35 i orh SOD W& PEIL W 1 5 & . o 225. 64 1U/g,
SO4 £ &, & 120. 14 1U/g.

% 4 100 mmol/L NaCl B8 21 d FEEMEAM K & E£IBIER

MDA/ Pro/ wss/ SOD/ MDA/ Pro/ WSS/ SOD/
i i ~ ~ B s i _ - _
(pgeg ™ (pgegH % (IU+g™H (pgeg ) (pgeghH % (IU<g™H

101-14 0.76 6. 06 2.52 143. 88 5C 0. 80 7.36 3.52 143.52
157 0.78 8.31 3.50 182.98 Wi 145 3.06 14. 40 2.96 225. 64
3309 0.75 10. 59 3.08 206. 79 1 3 %5 0. 69 14. 80 2.38 211. 61
110R 0.53 10. 03 2.78 172. 54 5BB 1.33 19. 25 3.18 161. 52
8B 1. 08 8.22 3. 69 172. 35 SO4 0. 94 12.59 3. 46 120. 14
5A 1.21 11.18 2.94 165. 87 188-08 0. 35 13.06 2.97 183. 66

2.5 HEMETEERERAEHREREHMNEXES T
MK 5 LA . 100 mmol/L NaCl 38 21 d J5 #Z9 fl A R b Pro & i 5 H IR B EH X
(p<<0.05), ULEAM: 5 Pro & &t o] LAAE S 4 4 fifi A i 32 R PP AN 9 B 248 45 . MDA & . SOD i % .
WSS & it 53 F RO C REOY R X B B E K, 7TUAE RS Z 5.
£ 5 100 mmol/L NaCl il 21 d EREEHMAM F SAEERNETRERHNBEXELIN

SI MDA Pro WSS SOD
SI 1 —0.053 0. 660" " 0.197 —0.177
MDA —0.053 1 0. 346 0. 053 0. 381
Pro 0.660" " 0. 346 1 —0.195 0.299
WSS 0.197 0.053 —0.195 1 —0. 346
SOD —0.177 0. 381 0.299 —0. 346 1

* % FE 0.01 K bW EAK.
2.6 AEFEFMAME LS SITFNER

SRR PR AT IR S A L TR SRR L BTSRRI, R B R B ARC A
A 5 i Pro Ak AT R AR . FIH SPSS BAFHEAT 32 4 3 R S 0 B, A4 BIOK [W) A 4 bR 1Y
T L TR TR (G 6) AN [R] 4 2 Tl A Tt 4 3R 6 70 M AR B (1T 60 A 6 ATIET 6 T LI i 101-14
Foh—, THERER, DAL 110R,8B,5A Bl —3, Mit#htE 4, (i 1 5 .5BB, 3309, 117 3 %5 ,5C R4
—2, M ERPESS . SO4.188-08 A —2, Tif £h MMk 55.

%6 TREIRSA B R B HE

i i F1 F2 F3 F4 Ft it $hHEF iR oy 28
101-14 1. 416 369 0. 409 853 0. 681 037 0. 147 691 0.989 227 1 Gt
Il 3k 1.173 464 0.451 614 —1.721 4 —0.115 52 0. 560 34 2 i
110R 0.559 133 0.278 676 1. 614 635 —0.444 75 0.516 41 3 i
8B 0.537 614 1.088 61 —0.148 61 0.299 625 0.491 022 4 i
5A 0.679 642 0.058 08 0.186 178 —0.107 38 0.422 998 5 i
1y 145 0.343 26 —0.685 93 —0.664 76 0. 008 676 0.026 182 6 5
5BB —0.460 8 0. 737 468 —0.2355 0.291 575 —0.163 52 7 55
3309 —0.810 1 0.048 266 1. 719 451 1.321 747 —0.168 24 8 59
1y 3 % 0.278 577 —2.155 54 0.272 79 —1.656 28 —0. 269 08 9 5
5C —0.4727 —0.939 87 —1.063 73 1. 904 075 —0.379 94 10 55
SO4 —1.6084 2 1. 485 382 —0.477 01 —1.565 69 —0.914 25 11 % 55

188-08 —1.636 03 —0.776 6 —0.163 11 —0.083 79 —1.111 15 12 e 559
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0 5 10 15 20 25
Label 4eecemcaeea e -+ -——t -t -—t

3309
SBB
w3 5
5C
Wl =
110R

8B

AbvS

SA
101-14

SO4 |
188-08

Blo6 ARBEHMAMELRESHRRE

3 i

D. Belew. ALIZADEH M, UPRETI K K “5#F 58 2 B, #0055 040 T . 0 45 6k AR ) i 28 4 B 18 Az )40
il FRA BB, R R R T W BT R B AR AN [ R R AR, (B R DR RO [ 3 22
SRS 25 RS, BT RS B B ARC 5 iR E R BCE AN B AU E (p<<0. 0D, Bl TR ARC. R
ZTHiHE ARC 5 FH R B EMHE(p<C0.05), HIE 5 F B R B E IEH X (p<<0.05) . KHH
R BT e . AR AR T BT I AR T R RPN AR AR . TR R T AR . AR BTG M BUR AR
A —E B AH M (AR IR B B K, /T LEN S H 6 hR.

Pro Je i A A B BT 2 — . G 8 R 00 mF i ERR Y A R T 5 5 A e ) AR BT s
WAHEFE R, H®ba FIHER KRR, AARRMEAEZRY, WERERP GG T, W R R Y
fiif £ 5 Ff Pro & S /N, T AEUR Rl Pro KRN, B2 Pro YA B R W30 14 5 5L J2 M A it 5 IR
BTSR[] R, AR o8t % B 20 R e A R, L AR fb it 55 T R 1k 4 0 3 RAH O, U I i (R
SRR R 3R E A —Fh R B, T AR b A T R B P R AR . RS I K A R B ST A SRR — 8, T
A A0 By vk AR RE R )3 Y . X Pro 78 1 £ % 58 v B4 FHAE 75 ZR A BESE. SR R
JHH SOD W PE . MDA % 5 fl WSS & i 5 i S PR AR OGP 1 2, A3E FOAE O 4 2 it 3h PE PP i 4 A, X 5
B A 25 25 I 98 AR — 3

AN, [ P A2 2 R R S [ O 32 0 46 46 Al A S R R AT T R A S e, W EEARORI A — ik vk
BTG A R BAR bR IR AN A S5BB B A A i SRk 1 &R L SO4 B R TR L R 5 BRI R v
550005 JE AR SO AR S0 50 4 A T A5 X A B R 1 SR A K S B 1103, T kM 55 0 A I AR LB
A20A ., FEAE, MERMEP SRS 5BB. SO4. W E# % . LEY ; ALPER DARDENIZ %5 i ¥ 85 i 50 45 &
AR ERPRIAH 41B Tt skt AR . 140R, 1103P Hk, 5BB & 55, DLAHE 9T £ LU/ BOLA 3 24 il K 5 Fh
R, AR ORI AEROIRAS L ERA Tk PR AR AR AR 22 . DI ER M e A R AR IR 2 e, UM
Wtk . AT A 2% ACHIF ST SR B 3R 3L R Eh VTR IR 12 A A 7 b HLA AR 3 M 1 A A R R b AT
G, BATE MR E | AR R TR B A KA RS A R R F IR AR KRR R P R AL
MR AR TS AN, B S EMER A AL, 101-14 it ER kR, DIiK, 110R, 8B, 5A Mif #h Pk
5, 103 15 ,5BB,3309, Il 3 5, 5C M Eh 755, SO4,188-08 Mt Eh b 55, X5 th H % [ 5] NaCl Ay ,
T AR 7 52 B v R A 800 OB S A% S S Rk A 2 Y 5 i A R i — D TR ATT

4 & i

D AROFFEXTERMEE T 9 A RKAEAR 4 A LEBRAE bR 5 £ 5 8 BOEAT OG0 M, 7 2 1 4 R A 2 i AR T
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AR PEAH GRS A PE M P br . ERF AR R, BIRSEE ST R L BRSO E . AR R TR R P R ARC
ot H A Pro & &

2) YEE T WA RGO R M. 101-14 it £R PR SR, DLIK, 110R, 8B, 5A Wi #h M A, 1w 1 45, 5BB,
3309, thimf 3 % ,5C M $h ¥ 55, SO4,188-08 Tiif £h 4k 55.

3) AR R E R AR TR, AR E ., R, BERRER L. S5a8hFHEE.
A0S NG B 1 25 I 5 W 3 IR o i 1 i e 2 S R < 1= R A IS 6 e B 12 B =
) A R D 2R, PR 245 SR B T

S % 3k
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Evaluating the Salt Tolerance of Grape Rootstocks by
Base Soaking of the Plants with Salt Solution

YUAN Jun-wei, LIU Chang-jiang, HAN Bin,
GUO Zi-juan, ZHAO Sheng-jian

Changli Research Institute of Fruit Trees; Hebei Academy of Agricultural and

Forestry Sciences, Changli Hebei 066600 , China

Abstract: Twelve grape rootstock varieties cultured in nutrition pots were treated with NaCl at 100 mM by
base soaking for 21 days, and growth indicators (salt injury index, shoot length, leal number, root num-
ber, root length, and fresh and dry weight of the roots and shoots) and physiological indicator (MDA,
Pro, WSS and SOD) were recorded. Based on adversity resistance coefficient (ARC) and cluster analysis,
the salt tolerance of these varieties were comprehensively evaluated. Compared with the untreated control,
the dry and fresh weight of the shoots and roots of all varieties significantly declined under salt stress. Salt
injury index (SI) was in a highly significant negative correlation with ARC of shoot fresh weight (p <<
0.01), in significant positive correlation with ARC of dry weight of shoots and roots and of root/shoot ra-
tion (p<C0.05), and in a highly significant positive correlation with proline content in the leaves (p <<
0.01). The variety 101-14 showed high tolerance to salt stress, Beta, 110R, 8B and 5A showed medium
tolerance to salt stress, AR1# , 5BB, 3309, AR3# and 5C were shown to be sensitive to salt stress, and
SO4 and 188-08 were highly sensitive to salt stress.

Key words: grape rootstock; salt tolerance; physiological response; cluster analysis
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