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Abstract: Due to excessive soil acidification, aluminum in soil has become one of the main factors limiting
the growth and yield of rapeseed (Brassica napus L.). Therefore, we investigated chlorophyll content,
chlorophyll fluorescence parameters, gas exchange parameters, carbon assimilation key enzyme activities
and non-structure carbohydrate content in two rapeseed varieties (ZS11 and 10D130). The results showed
that chlorophyll content, PSII photochemistry activities, electron transport rate, gas exchange parameters
and activities of ribulose-1, 5-bisphosphate carboxylase were decreased, and excitation energy distribution,
composition of non-structural carbohydrates were affected in both varieties under aluminum stress. Where-
as, the gas exchange parameters were enhanced at low concentration (800 pmol/L). In addition, ZSI11
maintained the more stable levels of net photosynthetic rate, NADP-glyceraldehyde-3-phosphate dehydro-
genase activity, phosphoribulokinase activity and non-structural carbohydrates content than 10D130, indi-
cating that ZS11 is more tolerant to aluminum toxin than 10D130.
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ol ] % A2 WA B A AR 2R S0 b RE 347 ply i DT Wil S R H R B 53 b 4 £
1.2 LWigit

SLH T 2019 4F 10 A E 2020 4 1 H W78 & KT AL RS IX P8 K 27 AR RO N T A0 = b i AT
(29°30"41"'N, 106°18'14""E). 43l ik B A /N ¥ 57 L (60 31l 460 Wt 19 1 32 R 1. S 75 %0 & B X B T TH
B 30 s, SRJE I ZE KT e, LLUE AR TR F R MK 20 F5 5 Fh 29 00 46 Bl 28 25 0 08 A 19 38 37 5k b i
TR, B EFRENEER 5 R FIFBEK, ARSI F 18 DB, MARA 1/2 B
2B IR FE B DY PR R R A VR R A R T &L R A d R 1B IR S AE 2 0F 1 OB EAT IE)
Hi o, BAEFRENET 2 RKAMEA A E. Fraim A K ES 4 7 B I 46 F 4k BRI 47 40 30 4b
B, LBV AT RN 0, 800, 1 600, 2 400, 3 200 Al 4 000 pmol/L AICL, « 6H,O B 1/2 FEH#E % 3
W. A 3AEL, B4 dES DRI, AR 15 d B EFT AR AR AR 0 D
1.3 XEMEEIERHNNERFE
1.3.1 "t@EREHHK

-4 25 o A B0 E R R TN R £ Bk AT . SR ERCER 3 K b, BEJT R K BTHL 0. 2 g BRI, AT 21
nZERAE A 10 mL N JEK S BEIR AW CNER 5 oK BB 1 D, S B 2R, 48 h 7
HREME A ant, JFeB Lo ielEtR{ (Tecan, Inc. » Swiss)FEIZ K 663 nm 1 645 nm il 52 32 BUK 1Y
WEOGRE , BEASAEE e 3 A EE. RS Arnon AR IR a(Chl as H Sey. #£39), H4EEK b(Chl b,
FH Sewy Frm) K42 (Chl, Sy Fn) B 5205

Sena=12. 7T1A 55, — 2. 59A 4,5) X V/(1 000 X W)

Semy = (22.88A 5,5 — 4. 67A ;) X V/(1 000 X W)

Sem = (8. 04A 455 + 20. 29A 1,5) X V/(1 000 X W)
A, A, IREREWEK 663 nm BHAWIEE, A RTEW K 645 nm BF AR, V AARIERH ., W AR
R
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FHF BB e Y 3o 9 8 % i B 4 B (B
Ex=F,/F,”xXQ—F,//F,»)
PSI # k& fe 5 Bt R AL ()



36 BT HRXFFROA R http://xbbjb. swu. edu. cn % 45 K

a=f/+f)

A, f O R, A0SR PSIT RN o i T R

PSII # k& BB R AL ()

B=1/A+f), f=(F, —F)/(F, —F,)

1.4 ®BREMHHAXBRNER 7T ZE
L4 1 =F B R Atk X A4

FI A LI-6400XT {8 # 5% & R 45 (LI-COR, Inc. . USA)TERS K 2R 9 IF & 12 mHlE 45 4 f Hot
ML EHEARP,),, SALFEG), MR AWK E(COMZBEBERR(T,). ALK E R EN
400 pmol/mol, FIYERIZE N 1 200 pumol/(m” + s). B NLFIYFLE 3 MHE.
1.4.2  BREVACK 4 Bl 7 e B AE 45 MM AR KA &M R o doml &

FE A A b B LR BOA 4 LB — B0 3 BRI SR, 758 3 R B0k IF KBTI 0. 2 g W AW BE
e, AR A S K R . A = EP &R, A 2 mL PBS IE W (pH {4 7. 0) A7 I Bl UE 1T
20 min B0 (3 000 r/min) . W 1 mL EWBINA EP & o FH T 0 52 A 7] Ak 5 5 i 15 M. R P i K 4 8 0%
(ELISA) M 5 B W8-1, 5- W 2 ¥R (L (Rubisco) , H I - 3- B 92 100 20 ( G APDHD 1A% - 5- i 12 154
i (PREKO i, LARIAE B 5 i FREL 0. 2 g MR, B A0 AT ikt 40 31 I 62 5 b B ] s 4 I 2 0 4.
NP E 3 A EA.
1.5 HESH

K H DPS V9. 50 #E A7 BLR K 7 2540 M Fn i 3 M He A (LSD 36) . 3 K p<<0. 055 R SPSS 22. 0
HEATHE 4007 5 R Excel 2013 #E47 4135 M AR .

2 H#RE5H5MHh

2.1 $ARMBXMIERE IR
2.1.1 4t mEN St G E R 0NN AR
2 AL a(Chl @), 4R EK b(Chl b) K R4 E (ChD ) 5 i 4 K4 Bl AR 038 vk 52 o 2 e s

RS CR D.
F1 BHEMARDETEERES WM

Ab e B/ Chla/(mg-+g ") Chl b/(mg=+g ") Chl/(mg+g

(pmol = 1) 7511 10D130 7511 10D130 7511 10D130
0(CK) 0.191 3¢ 0.191 3¢ 0.051 1c 0.051 5¢ 0.242 4cd 0. 242 8¢
800 0.298 4a 0.207 9b 0.148 3a 0.063 9b 0. 446 7a 0.271 9b

1 600 0.249 7b 0. 208 4b 0.094 6b 0.062 7b 0. 344 3b 0.271 1b

2 400 0.226 2b 0. 251 3a 0. 051 Oc 0.115 5a 0.277 2¢ 0. 366 8a

3 200 0.172 8¢ 0.126 2d 0. 048 3¢ 0.043 7c¢ 0.221 2d 0.169 9d

4 000 0.138 6d 0.114 7e 0.036 8¢ 0.027 2d 0.175 3e 0. 141 9e

W NEFRARRER p<<0.05, ZRALEIHE L.

XFHRCCKO B Y 2 4~ Chl a, Chl b, Chl 516 70 B, IRV BE (800 pmol/L) R AL P ZS11 Y Chl a,
Chl b, Chl &80 ) Fe X BB 56. 0%, 190. 2% A1 84.3%. FR (2 400 pmol/L) A HE R 10D130 (1)
Chl a, Chl b, Chl Btk /r%0 9 o Xt BERG I 31, 4%, 124. 3% F1 51. 1%. E5EE (4 000 pmol/L) R ALFE T ZS11
f) Chl a, Chl b 55 Chl Fif20 %05 % A L R R 27. 5%, 28. 0% F11 27. 7% 3 10D130 4 Chl a, Chl b K Chl 4 i
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RS N IR EE R R 40. 006, A7, 200F1 41, 6 Y0, X Ul ARV BE AR XT ZS11 (0 -2 38 0 6 40 B30 B SR A A2 F A
H, EHBESR XS ZS11 M2 2R BT it 4 R AR AR 4555 , ZS11 %8 10D130 A 5347 i it 45 1.
2.1.2 ‘mBapiastd R E g ERALAKG YR
2.1.2.1 R xR ik e PSIL G Ak 24 850R T 1% 38 1 52

mE 1, F,/F, HEKCFEE T8, F,/F," 9 PSITRCR RS, Rfd ARG ik, F,/F, N
PSTI W AETE Ve, 435 e 1 PSIT SO HoG 1 HL 4l AR RE 7 . JFBCRR BE L b v e 1906 G VR T i 7 5% AL RGN
PSII H 1 5 38 R DG A TR I B PR bR 2 ARl FL/F, . F,//F,s Rfd, F,/F, KEki%E S
iR 3E o E Y TR R R, AR R A M E R (4 000 pmol/L) ik B e /ME . FH 2 A5 ARG PSIT &R R R,
PSII Sz j HC B T TCRE FEREAR . 1 DG VR RIS 52 4 BB & BRI & 91 (OEO) 1Y 5E B PE R, D&
EHM B FAEE. F,'/F, 4 PSILA RO & F30%, ETR N6A B P # R, 10D130 9 F,'/F, #
ETR A4S W36 e B i 38 i B, 76 B e b 30 Vi B T S8 B e (I . SR ELHF A PSIT 0 o0 SR ) S g i
BRI Ho i 1% 36 R T R

MEE DS B BT . 7E [ — M M AL PR . ZS11 K 2 2 8 M AR 4 I B 4% 10D130 FEAR 1Y
W /N, S R R M (4 000 pmol/L) F &bk IR Sk B, ZS11 W F,'/F, M1 ETR A5 {6 5 %% fd 2%
SGE T2 X, UL AR X ZS11 SRR Y PSIL A R0 k2 & 1808 T i T A& 3 ORI 4L 10D130 /).
2.1.2.2  SRMRIE SR 4 O BE 43 BC 1Y 52

SeEEM T, A R MR RDOERER 3 KA. — B TR N (P), ZR2ERLOR LT
FEHL(D) . = RB DR R LR (Ex). B 2a B8, T2 B ERE (P) 78 ZS11 45 b B 5
Xof HRE) 22 520 Ge v 2% 5 305 W AE 10D130 Hr, SR J5 Y80 IR 2 T I, RUDE & 48 B WUk o g 4 Bid
Tl 2E RN 3 B REAC (R 2b). SEAFER(D) KA , ZS11 MIMAER (D) KZ 5X IR 22 R G 1T 2% 5
1M 10D130 1Y FAER (D) B & 55 30 ¥ B2 (9 35 I g 7k, 3B 10D130 %85 38 BEAS B AURk, BB T PR b )5 3Dl
T4 BAE L. e Ah . 2 AN G R 3 008 Kk B8 (B ) Y4156 2 58 38 ik B 19 336 m i s, 0 4R e S8 2
A SRR D RERE I, XA A 1 R

a Fl B A3 RN 2 4> fh Bl PST AL PSIT ¥R BE M9 40 L R L. I 2 Fl 2d B, fE R R EE R AL BT
(3200, 4 000 pmol/L), 2 /> Fl PST i & fE 53 L 5 £ Ca) 43 ) 508 BB 25 I 8. 006 ~ 9. 196 (ZS11)
9. 7% ~11.5%(10D130); ifii PSII# & g 53 B Z £ (p) 43 Bl A % B 25 880 7. 8 %6 ~9. 0% (ZS11)
8. 8% ~14.0% (10D130), 1 B /&5 ¥ 3 4R 5 BOM A6 3R G2 22 (8] 19 3 & BE 40 B0 )™ o O B - 4, 3 AR
T PSII 145 % .
2.2 $REMIB XYM SRR E L HE XI5 AR R G
2.2.1 st stih 4G R A ARG YA

Hi [ 3 AI 1, ZS11 Fi1 10D130 ¥ 3R (P,) » KALFE (G, Ml bRk BE (C,) FIZE i i %
(T, ) BE A 50 130 e B 38 ¥ R B Se 3 s R AR & #. 10D130 1y P, . G, F1 T, £ 800 pmol/L &b #f
Aof ok 3 e K, A oil) Eb G BRI 9. 6 %0, 80. 7% M1 32. 6% 5 £E 4 000 pmol/L ZbBRASIK B & /N . 431 H X RE
> 40.7%, 23. 5% M 55.8%. ZS11 I P,, G, F1 T, £ 1 600 pmol/L &b FI AR A, Hh G, T, 4351
Fb T R 2 1A T 30, 320 F1 104, 3%. 2 ANEFRE C, a3 54 AR P, AL ZEKV B (800 pmol/L) Ak
PR, HC, S MRAH L RN 7. 2% (ZS1D M 5. 1% (10D130) , fEf W (4 000 pmol/L)AbH R 5 %} i
M TR, 23518 9. 0% (ZS11) 1 11. 8 % (10D130).
2.2.2 Asphiastob K 40k Bl AL K AEBEE M 0 ¥R

-1, 5- B R R AL T (Rubisco) » T I % il 1R - 3- W 1% i &0l ( GAPDH) 1A% W8-5-5 iR 3 i ( PRK) J&
RORSCHG I rf (9 T B, 0 45 ) Rk [ 2 5 0 JE R RuBP PR S5 SR 2. & 2 P, 2 AN
Rubisco i PEHI7E 800 pmol/L b 8 X HUA 1 3 T RE, SR 5 Bl 2 Ak 3k B2 9 38 I 2= 900 S 7 )5 B 1
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P, BPEEWREE Hy 4 000 pmol/L B, 43 5T B 2 BEAR 39. 926 (ZS11D) Ml 77. 7% (10D130). 10D130 (Y
GAPDH 1 PRK % P 7E 5 e T 2 THE B, Hf GAPDH [ HE7E 1 600 pmol/L 40 BEF ik B4k K
. 7E 4 000 pmol/L B4 % I8 2 A 21. 8%, 10D130 B PRK 1% HELE 3 200 pmol/L &b BT 3k ) &5 K (H
#£ 800 pmol/L Fl 4 000 pmol/L B G HERAL . S5XFIR2E R L2 L. ZS11 ) GAPDH f1 PRK i £ 7¢
25 Ab R B R ¥ 5 O IR 22 R RS R L

12r OCK [D80 [@1600 1.0 OCK [d800 1600
5l @2 400 @3 200 @4 000 @2 400 @3 200 @4 000
ababa a a b  3apababb ¢ 08 a abpc ¢ bc 4
0.8 | a4 azaa, I T
. N 0.6~
506 S
k2, \
- 04F
0.4 k.
02 F 0.z
0 0
7811 10D130 Z811 10D130
An An
(2) BARUEEF=E(EF,/F,) (b) PSUBRARIAFEEFHEF, IF,)
0.98 OCK [—D80 [@1600 4.0 OCK [—80 [@1600
@2 400 @3 200 @4 000 | @2 400 @3 200 @4 000
a .
0.93
3.0F
a 1 5 a,aa a
- 0ss| T ababa b bey, 251 b
Iz, ab Cc a
= = z 20 abab b b
- & c
0.78 L0
0.5
0.73 0
7811 10D130 7811 10D130
an An
(c) PSIIEEREL(F, /F,) (d) REERENERRD
8- OCK 0800 01600 8 OCK [—D80 @1600
sl a @ 2400 @3 200 @ 4 000 s @2 400 @3 200 @4 000
a a
st T 6
ab a
L b P aba a , gk = b bc ¢ be
5T b abc® pcbe € ab d
It c &
= 4F 4
B &
3k 3
2F 2
1F 1
0 0
7811 10D130 Z811 10D130
A an
(¢) PSIGEBIEEM(F IF) O REBFEBEERETR)

INEERRFER p<0.05, %RHGRIEE L.
B 1 SSBh 0S4 m R PSIL Stk S0 K % B F AL 1 B M
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140 Or 0D M Ex 140 OrP0O DM Ex
120 | 120 b
a a - a a - a b bc c c d
100 100 F — = = = = -
& S 80
5 " 5
fﬂ? 60 E 60 | be b b b a
c LT T —
40 40+ [ | T | LT |
20 r = b b b b a
0 oJi—Ji—Ji—Jl—jl—J-—
CK 800 1600 2400 3200 4000 CK 800 1600 2400 3200 4000
SRE/(kmol - L) SRE/(kmol -L1)
(a) ZS1IRIEZER NEEE S (b) 10D130K U FE R EEEHE
0.8 - Ock [Oso [O1600
08r Ock [Ogo [1600 @ 2400 @ 3200 {4000
a7k @ 2400 @ 3200 @@ 4000 0.7 | a
' a
i a
06F a b b a 0.6 b ab abab a b b b b
o5k &ab ab ab aaabop 0.5 k=
s 04fF @ 04r
03} 03
02F 02
0.1F 0.1F
0 0
7811 10D130 7811 10D130
FR T R
(c) PSIBAREDE AR E(a) (d) PSIDEZBENBLRE L)
INGFRARFE R p<<0.05, ZRALHEE L.
B 2 $REhIE 3T i 3 40 IR U AR 4 BE A9 B2 M
R2 BEENHESHERELLEENRIE
Kb PR R/ Rubisco/(pmol « mZes ) GAPDH/ (pmol « mZes PRK/(pmol - mZesH
(pmol « L) ZS11 10D130 ZS11 10D130 ZS11 10D130
0(CK) 414. 64ab 986. 413a 37.27ab 65. 13bc 307. 00ab 148. 75b
800 125.71d 807. 98b 35. 30ab 71.59b 348. 25a 143. 83b
1600 341. 07be 979. 64a 22.82b 85.72a 172. 00b 212.17a
2 400 523.93a 542. 50¢ 41.57ab 61. 65bed 214. 00ab 218. 33a
3200 273. 21c 320. 71d 56. 856a 52. 23cd 172.50h 246. 00a
4000 249. 29¢ 219. 64e 57.879a 50.91d 260. 02ab 143. 25b

E: NEFRARFEFRR p<<0.05, ZRHGIHFE L.
2.2.3 ABAME T K )W AF A B KA S W R B S B R e

P4 rp, ZSTT B 3E by S0 ek 23 506 57 1 300 ik B2 0% 369 o i AT T e ARG R M O R A o T Y
g, ARZE R PEROK AL G W) R RS M IR 2 S T ge A S, R WA AR 0 R 1 B 1 R dE R R
Bomp R AOAE R, RBU W R PE. 10D130 By 3 by 5T i o0 B R e BTH R T R e, AT TR
SBCRSE TR TR R e, AR S PR K 1 & W B o RO S AT i?b%”’rﬂséiu I 72 AR e
(800, 1600 pmol/L) irill T 55 %% HEAR L 2 25 FEAR 2 W I A s 1) i A AS E 006 2 G AR B0 75 5K T i Bt ik
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JEE F18 584 g SN A A B T8

15r- O cK O 800 [O1600 10 0O cx 0O g0 [O1600
a ~ 08F
~ ab i a
% 10 L g
k ap®a®apb  IMp B
i Ccd 4 g
=] =3
g =
X 5F &
g
0
7511 10D130 7511 10D130
P P
(a) FHREREP) (b SHLSEG)
800 - Ock [O800 [O1600 It
@ 2400 @ 3200 @@ 4000 Ock [0Oso [@O1600
@ 2400 @ 3200 @ 4000
600 |- bc&‘_abbc e I &
a a 2
g bc ap C ¢ -T— d o
= T g
=] .
g 400 F S
) =
< =
O <
iyt
200
0 0
7511 10D130 7511 10D130
P P
(©) BiE] | hBREC) (d) BEEET)
ING FHRARFE R p<<0.05, ZRALITFEE L.
B3 SEphEMBXSESEIHRSHENZN
3 g

S ERR R WY E = R R, Bt R R REEY A RN R EET MR ",
T 36 A 6% 1 7O AV P R B A BRSO R S BOSO A MURBRIRD Y. BRI R, R A TR AL
FERAL M BRI e AR, WP, G, M C, B — SRR HOE AR MY 2 AL N E R
TN AR, 2 AR C, R TR, HS P, G, BB MR 3, UL AT A
FERR I T SALOCHT, [T CO, WREEREAR, WA CO, R8T R, A SE P, TR i A8 it
AL IR R B R P B S R AR, AR T RO R e B S kB, P, T
BEUA FAAL RS S, AR h, BT EE T 2 A S B P, AR T X R BT AR . T RE 2
BT AP AR T b 38 A K T 3R 3 (O B AR R MO SR, R T A A E B T (i FetT R/ HD)
(52 TR BE T IS (O A R AT RF T R AR BRI (1. 25, 2.0 mol/L) Rl A%
P, MG, 1338 T 427,
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12 Ock O so 1600 bir Ock [Osoo [O1600
@ 2400 @ 3200 @@ 4000 @ 2400 @ 3200 [@4000
10 - a
_ - B
w8 oo
£ ab £
~= L. ~
ﬁ 6 ﬁ 10
WLl P% n
HEC HEC
5
2 —
0
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