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Tolerant Capacity of Drought Stress and Response Mechanism of
Protective Enzyme of Different Ploidy Isatis indigotica

SUN Qiang, WANG Li-yan, JING Rui-yong, GUO Yong-xia, YIN Kui-de
(Heilongjiang Bayi Agricultural University, Daqing, Heilongjiang 163319, China)

Abstract: To compare tolerant capacity to drought stress of Isatis indigotica with different ploidy and re-
sponse mechanism of protective enzyme in vivo, different concentration mannitol was added into MS medium
to imitate salt stress. For diploid and tetraploid of Isatis indigotica , germination of seed and seeding growth
condition were investigated, and malondialdehyde, proline contents in seedling and protective enzyme in o-
verground part including SOD, POD and CAT were measured. The results showed that tolerant stress of
tetraploid of Isatis indigotica was better than that of diploid by germination, seedling growth and malondial-
dehyde and proline contents. The results showed that SOD, POD and CAT activities of tetraploid and diploid
appeared the trend of increase-decrease with increase of concentration of mannitol by protective enzyme.
SOD, POD and CAT activities of tetraploid were higher than those of diploid under different concentrations
of mannitol. The results mentioned above showed that the ability of removing active oxygen for tetraploid
was higher than that of diploid under salt stress, which can partly explain that toleranct ability to salt stress
of tetraploid was higher that of diploid.

Key words: diploid; tetraploid; Isatis indigotica ; drought stress; protective enzyme

FS Wi (Isatis indigotica Fort.) T FAEFHAA T AW W ERE DUAk PR 3 AR vl e 125 20 56 192 LK ik 2L
JB AR FARKIY, TR AR K A S A BIRROR FERR M S T AR RN W A W] U DU £
WEARFIORE I H 25 h Y . HORTHGE AR IR R i A e 0 38 A 2 S DU AR R P
SR T e o S N IS B N R S O SR o S| S AT 1 G R B AR . R K S e
DO A5 A5 AT A v 5 I L B 4L VR IR Y i Y T3 TR AR AR KRR ORI RO 4 R T B
W8 B #:2013-03-28 &8 B #1:2013-05-03
FEITA B ILA H AR 4 H (QC2012C049)

EE R PhSR (1969—) 3B W LW 5 A, R R RN SR A= BB ALY R I A AF5Y . E-mail: byndsq@163. com
BEEE REMWA964—) 55 BI04 &, 238 N AR W1 BOR J7 T A BFSE LA . E-mail: yinkuide@sohu. com




56 M

PINGIR A5 < AN TR P TR Xk T 5 b 9 60 52 A 7 R A 2 il ) g oz AL o 49

ST RS W 4l B A K R A B R R i T A4 A
G AR A B R AR . A e A AR U 4
AT S 52 68 1 10 L B 9 B AT I R DL 4E

TRERGIEYIEFEL AR EFME2NE
B AT EE R A ) 1 16 T AR T A AR A Y i
7R B AL B U Y A A T R R
ARKRBLGS T TR SeTE . A5 DLAE MS 1 5%
TP ACAS TR e B2 0 H 8 BE LT S aE L A AN TR
+ SRR S [R5 RS S R T 4 AR KR
A PN TR R TR B 11 AR bR B A TR A3 1 A
X 538 1 it 52 B8 77, 38 2 6 B AR R b e il
ALY AL (SOD) | i & AL P il (POD) | it 4 1k &
it CCAT) I P A8 b oK 48 7 L N AE LB, VR AT il
AN RSP RA W 2B K 5 2R B 0 06 R B B R AL 4
LIRS N

1 M55k

1.1 KA

B AR R ZAS AR DA RS B T =M T A
FR2 M Rl A BRSTAE A
1.2 TEBpELEAE

K FAE MS B 3% 3 o AR [R) v B 1 H 8 B A
PIFE Rt . MS 8532 L E i 30 g/L BERE. 8
g/L Y B NG . pH {H Ry 5. 7, 43 B Bk £ 4 0,50,
100,150,200, 250, 300, 350, 400 mmol/L ¥ H & i
HEAT 52 W A B, IS T 28 AR R X R

W A R R DU A AR R R R BR AP S 750
) ZBEAL PR 5 min, BEF] 0. 108 TFR AL BE 10 min, f
JE TG K sk 4~5 3l SR J5 #e fh T F R AN [ b B
(55 RS B 20 kL, A 5 T M — AN AL B, A
AR 10 W, A AL BREEFR SO 50 . BT R
JE o (2542) CHYZHAUR; F% % h gk A7 B J% il = K ik
FmE 35 R 5 T3 1 500~2 000 1x, 45 H Ot 18w
B4 h OB T8 3R 8 5% 7 d B RGO R,
K505 10 d B AT AH DG AR A2
1.3 WZEMH
1.3.1 K ¥ FF K5 H

Tl & 28 2 = Bl 1E B K SR8/ Bl b7 20 X
100% 5

Bl 7R 2E S =Fh 755 4 d 1IE % & 20k 8/ ik A
TR X100%,
1.3.2 #HE FRMRERFEGMUE HFFEA
WA 10 d 5, R4 O A Bk, /e B 4
B FHZEE K Ve 3R B M 5 3R 3, FH — -3 W i A o
BHARCKE 4 B i L 545 20 B2 0 b o 1 R TR B A RE

B4 IR 43 0 HL 20 BRAH B EA TR IR SR 5 Image ]
PAFFEAT 07 . 058 B T o 57 200K 2 v )
JI V) B ZE FNAR P 43+ 43 00 o g
1.3.3 WoEBfHARESZHNE MGF M
Regedhrb 10 d J5, BCH & D A R 2K R i T
TS RIS TR 1) 7 i TR R R R I ARAC B H 2
M2 CTBA) e 30 5 il 420 18 5 2t 1 0 2 >R FH ik 36 7k
g ekt
1.3.4 %4748 SOD,POD,CAT ##m < SOD
SR FH U U e (NBT) 35 147 00 s s POD R H i Bl
AR DL 4B I A470 284k 0. 01 g 1 AN 7
BN (DI S CAT 36 1 D 5 R FH 58 A W 0k ik A7
ME , LR8N A240 T 0.1 FEEE A 1 ABES
7 (U
1.4 Zitoth

FI ] Excel #1 SPSS 13. 0 #E475048 105831 2097 .

2 g5 0Pr

2.1 AETFEHMELETARGBHMRENZFR

EFB

B 25 H 78 W e B3 R 88 s R R R DO A AR R o K
TR R R Bl 2 I T B K 2 5 0K
ANCE D S H EEREVR ) 0~ 200 mmol/L B 55 1
KA 25 5 bt 2 e JBE (1 388 Jin i B I ¥R BE K 200
mmol/L B, #F7E5 1 RARRELEZE. N kM
PUREAR ) 22 R B AR AR I A6 T EE BV B2 0,
50 mmol/L B} 5% 7 K & 2F 33k 9020 LA L, 40 51
98 % F1 10020, 4 H % Bk & 2 100,150, 200 mmol/
L i & 28 H % 28 38336 8000 LA B, 43 il 89 %6 .86 %%
A 83 %6 . 1M1 24 H 58 BE Mk B KT 250 mmol /L i & 2F %
W B 600 A2 A, 24 H #8 Bk B A ] 400
mmol/L i}, & ZERFEARE] 50X LA . DU RS i 7
HZEmEYE N 0,50,100,150 mmol/L B} 28 7 R &
FEARBIIR 900 Lh b, 43 5 10026, 99% 95 Al
92% 4 H #E BV B2 S 200,250 mmol/L B & 2 &
ZER IR 800 LA L 43l Ry 89 00 F 8204, T Y H #&
Bk B K F 300 mmol/L B & 2F R T B R 60 %
FeA s M H Bk 35 3] 400 mmol/L B, & 5 R [%
K% 5020 LLF . fi b n] 4 BT 45 Y H R Rk R
100~250 mmol/ L B X W5 F % P 45 B (19 & 25 2852 i)
A 225 URR AR e 25 e 8 m T AR R AR R
SR BT DU RS R T i 1 AR T 0 B 1 5 o 2
FHIFE Y . PR AT LA Y A G v 3 ) H % 1 (100 ~
250 mmol/L) W3 DU A5 44 B8 5 X5 T 52 W 38 7 Tf 52
PEE BT AR .



50 P o R %20 %
120 120
100} 100}
® 80t & 80f
g 60 g 60
® 401 & 4017
20 e 20 i
0 0

R A/
00 E50mmol/L E100mmol/L El 150 mmol/L E] 200 mmol/L 250 mmol/L [0 300 mmol/L B¥ 350 mmol/L E 400 mmol/L

B1 RERE

WA TR R 22 AR B AR AR 25 R B 3, P<<0. 05,
YRG5 20 09 & 28 %, 1345 2R [ A5 P A8 15
R FH G RWME 2 i, NSRS ckEE, 4%
AN O A5 AR W 1Y) e 248 A BE A T R Tk R % 3 i 1
BB TR, SRR E R 0~ 250
mmol/L(150 mmol/L BE4M) , AEIR ) & ZE & T
AR U R H R EE R S 250 mmol/L B, PO

PRI T A%, TR T 300 mmol/L i, — A5 K %

TR F PR AR

2.2 TEBHELEBTARBUEMRENRK . FK R
E.FE

ASTa) e i H B o SR 34 5% 10 d Je Al 85 1 B9 AR
KFER MWE FEFITERNE 3 iR, HFHH
FEWEU KT 250 mmol/L B}, ZEFhF3F0 10 K5,

6 a
a b
5 2¢
: g
31\5 3 €
13 5 ¢ d
1 Eel-li—lf
0 M " " "
0 50 100 150 200 250
H 5% B ¥k B/(mmol » L)
5 -
a 4 a
st g 2
: |
1l
0 L J
0 50 100 150 250

H 58 B 9K B/ (mmol * L )
— R

R B/

HERAEX L L S RPN

A 2 2 T AR BE TR B R » A 310 B B R EL A A

T 7 SO 1 315 o 2 o e
1207
ad O =4 0ONFEeE

100 2 b Lo

& 5 b LA

ik 60f

* 40|
20} ’Eﬁ .
olLLLL HE.

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400
H BB R B/(mmol + L)

B2 AAREEHEELETHRENEFE
R — R Z B A W7 R 2 5N B 3%, M F 7
RELFBE,P<0.05, FH.

6 =
5t
o 4F
NI
d
® 2F
1t Fﬁe :
0 L J
0 100 250
‘H‘@E‘:mgl(mmol L)
407
2 a
301 J-E
o0
g
i§ 20}
iR d
0 . L ;
0 50 100 150 250
H B Bk E/(mmol ¢ L)
O VY i e

B3 ARREHFELEMNBERK .FK.RE.FENZM

AT AR O A A B A AR R RN AR R 3 B R T R
VI REE P 1 T 2 S B R AR A B, R R R
W A AR AN AL 5 34 O T B8 BE 50 mmol/L B % &,
FERAR A 5% BTC 3 1k 22 S AR B 5 X% e 22 55

B ARIE TR B 2 S DA 4

BT 5 HL s AT VB 47 B 322 52 OF EL

BBV Iy 50,100 mmol /L I (I 3975 T4 1L
P47 S 5 2 K1 52 5 8 66 880



56 M

PINGER A < AN T A M 0 X T 5 R A0 ) TS 52 A S B R A A o) AL o

51

7 52 B0 5 4 A 14 5 B AR R B, S H R B 50
mmol /L i 25 4 F 27 5 fie o (B N7 22 23 A il LA
50 HETG 8 S M 25 5 T A AR W B R
(A3 i 22 B0 T AR R 3, AT 22 40 BT W] LR I
#EWE 50 mmol/L if 5XF R C W FH 22 7. 5 Hpk
EZ AR 2R,

TR B AR ZE K AR 2R T A
AT E T il R I 4 A O A 1 S v A
AL T 5 30 A A R R R K B B
BT DU A B R DO A A AR T 5 3 14 T A7 fiE
J158
2.3 AETEMELETARGEHEMRENT B

HEBS=E

N TR) e i H 5% B A B R O R I A B T
TR S BB 4 BEas o A AORT IO A R RS i
Bl 8 v BB 184 o T o R L T
e Ty 2253 MRl LA Y A MRS I H R vk
950 mmol/LIf N [ HRSMMERARE. 5
HE &R 2 8] 22 50K 8 2K DUAR IR R B H R

S PN 2 UL AR H BRI 50 mmol/L
R, DO H 38 B e B 35 100 mmol /L i, i 58 4 3 A4
AT 32 BN H407 - BB H 5 e ol 32 0 39 B R 4 52 4
FEFEINE . A AR R T TR A R AR A T
FEPRFS W H BR B O 250 mmol /L if Py 88 3% &
B A R AR I AR MR T R O IR T 2. 89
F L DUAE AR T 2. 37 A% . UL T RE A H 8 Bk Y
S o0 VA (AR A ) R A2 40 R B AR T AR R
W AR T RE b UE DU AR RS i A AT AR
Xof 5 kA8 i 52 BE 7 5

M 4 T LU L B A H o v B 0 . —
AP T LA A S W P 2R 5 Ak 50 2 3 O Ay
MT5 22 50 ol LA HH 8 B2 8 50 mmol/L i,
R & i S5 R Z [ 22 R AN 3 S e H R
e JiE 2 ) il R 2 S A B A R OKCE . DA
P25 T B2 T T 2 R 5 B I AT AR L B T R
JEE B 384 00 DU AP AR B AR I ] L A A e R (E R
X R R 4. 38 A L DOP R B R AR X G 5. 23 %, X
T —E AR L 1 W DU A AR S R A AR T R

A"
L

BV B2 R 50,100 mmol/L B 5% BUZ ] WS i JPhaB i 52 58 7 S0
S 30¢ 600 .
o 25p 3 2 500} F
2 20 b JJEa ™ 400 -
Q B 00 r c
E a a 2 b
2 15t b i 300¢ c
g d 41 d
4t 10l e, e ¢ & 2001 d
%ﬁ M e © € ¢
B o : : : : ; 0 : - : s : -
0 50 100 150 200 250 0 50 100 150 200 250
H & B IR F/(mmol « L) H % B Kk F/(mmol « L)
O 54 O M &4
4 AEAKEHEELAENAER_BNHESRSENZE
~ 7001 50001 ~ 500
2 ool b S % .
g a = 4000} i o 400f T 2
‘g 500f 2 a oo a E a
=, 400}p3 3 D 3000F . o} < 300f b b
~ b
. ﬁ d .
2 300f 8 gz 2000f <% . 2 200f o .
# 00} o2 = .. = a 2
d L B
hg | g 1000 100
) 2 <
=] 0 N N . , 0 L O 0 1 L L 1 L )
0 50 100 150 200 250 0 50 100 150 200 250 0 50 100 150 200 250

H & B iR &/ (mmol » L™)
O =&k

H B R &/ (mmol » L)

H BB R F/(mmol » L)
O VY 1% 44

5 AEREHBELEIFAIE SOD.POD,CAT iF 14 # # i

2.4 ARETEEATETAEFERER RS
SOD.POD .CAT &
AN TR e i 5 Ak 3R S [ A 1 o P AR
TR P P 000 5 SR AN 5 o, Bl H R I R R 1 4

T AR DU A AR A B H SODL.POD il CAT = Ff
PR il 2 52 B B 5 B AR Y #a #4, Horp SOD
POD ¥ 7% H #8 B W & 2 100 mmol/ L B 44 P il 1% 1
R, I B A R A R A ). T CAT Y48 4k —



52 N o & 0/

%20 &

R RN DU AR RS AT 25 5 AR R 0 H @R i vk B hy
100 mmol/ L s {4 Py i 5 P 45 K i O A5 M ) 2 H 2%
P iy 50 mmol/ L B4 N B I Pk e K, 2 H SR e
WRE M 0 3 im #) 250 mmol/L B, U A% 4K 1) SOD,
POD Fl CAT = Fj & 1 Big 1% 1 35 & F A% k. X
W8 B AE T 52 30 R A5 A RS W T e A1 T R AR
T T AR URAR WG . XU A0 il R T DA A R AR
TR RS X TR 3 Y T A2 BE T

3 gHwhHiw

Foft 7 A SR AR MR A 3 S P SR B B LR
W 1) R0 A s 30 40 20K A T AR 2 A i DT 2 (1) 4
SR A I B DR b B 8 R R S Y i A 2
AT AR MR L K S SR A ks
S AT TP A H B vk R R 3 R A B
AR K 2 AR A H # B O 50 mmol /L i ik F]
B Z e B H BRI R B R R 2R BT
WS . UG AR R 1 R 28 56 AR PR DO A IR R
) A 2 S I A R A ) A 2 B i R
R X — S5 R 5 JR A A ST H R AR — B R AR
SR PEG-6000 B4 1 528 F 58 AN 6] 1 52 B 3a
XA A AR R B SR HG R 2 R R ZF BRI R 2
TR BER PEG-6000 ¥ J8& /9 39 i 52 B2 8 T K 19
Fadh, SRR R O B S B RN TEUK
3 IR0 SR ATE 5 0 R o B A I 0 R 2 R R 2 R
KFIRBG AR R X = FH R R £ W 13
i B T R A R AT B kR B PEG-
6000 i1 b B T 4 e il 2 9 K 28 3 Rk 2 4
HIBEE PEG-6000 ¥ 3 B9 58 I 52 B i K /Y
P KRB RRT R R W B 2 B0 4k 217 3
FR Al T A IR ) 2 20 SR R 2 4 e 2 48 A B
RO ERE HTINE BE T B e, ABER
SER R G e A H 82 B (100 ~ 250 mmol/L)
WA T PR AR B T - R A TR 52 M B T A
LSS

N S R A A B SR ) JE IR R S 1
Y E AR 2 —, A AT DLROR R i A AR
(R ) AT i) 4 S WA ) A P AR RE D 1 R/ L T
T S AL A T R A A R A R A
WE 2 H 50 T e 58 A9 394 9 R e B B I Y
B I 2R G0 A2 A1 R A I R DA AR T
T RAB O IR A 34 0 B A T AR X e —E R L
U T DU A A S W AP A 0 R A T 52 BB D 5

P 22 R 2 L 0 S 9 2 A B A SRR s
Yy 32 ) 1 5L S5 1 30 I A 9 T S B AR R

WG AEAE Y B E T TR E AR . RS
K 2t ARG A 240 M D o R R v AT e Ik R 1Y F il
IR UAHERF IE B 1 A= 06 2. AR W0 1R N Uit S T R
TR R b TR A N K I 6 BT AT
DAV S}y Hl 0 SRR AT D0 1 2 2 P A BRAE AR  . A A
LG A S A i T o T R ) e il R B e
BT TN R . DU AR A v BT I R B i A
AR L B S R B R % 3 0 O A A A A A
T B S, G0 B DA AR A T A A RS W RE T A2 T A
TR Wra .

TRE-MEENAEEY WG B R A
20 B 1 52 30495 5 T) st DI 0 4 S P T T SR Y
77 5 R 2 R SF A DA T SR ) 2 L 7 A Ak
7B I 1 e 3 Sl Y 7 A R B s a e R TR =)
5595 B R G AR R 2 A A5 0 K 4 T A
YJe  re A B R R T BR & G I B e T B
HE 4 5| 2 20 N I T SRR B 7 R Ak Y M
YIRS TRNE IR S =R A Ve 1 0 e = i DVA K
LAY R S5, 11 SOD,POD,CAT 28120 | A5 v
(SIS S W - i e N | ISR NNl
SOD.POD F1 CAT =Fi {45 1V ig 1 12 91 S 38 I J= %
TR, G T =22 BT DA AR B A — 2 T 52
TE Y0 PR P o 3 4 o e 9 M R Bt v 3 T 5 A Y e
T3 o H Y Joir 30 R R T Y F DR A T U 2 R
X5 ARG A R B A R — B, M H R
Fist vl B AN O 341 3 250 mmol/L B, PUAEAA B SOD,
POD F1 CAT =Fh & 47 M WG s M & T k. X
Ui B AE 1 5 38 T DU A% A RS R X I 1 4R Y Y BR BB
BT AR

5% STk -

(1] e AR LA 2582 5 & pae N REEFIE 25, —
M. db 5t . op [ BE 25 B A, 2010,

(2] FRfbsi 8w 5. 408 B 25, B R A% Ik KO 8 iy A 25 2
WFFE[)]. 24 ,1995,26(8) :423-428.
[3] BREES, B BT, AR B DA% AR 7 0

EHTLI]. 2G5 ,2011,34(4) :506-508.

(4] Brow g, B il — A% 44 B T[] 95 U A% 14 5it 1% 2% 55 19 ISSR
S Hr)]. PHACAE Y 4% . 2012,32(8) 1 1534-4538

(5] BREA, S Wid, & A, 5. RIS 8RB
AT (3 M A A LT, 8 LU 908 2% B 2% . 2008, 30(2)
44-47.

(6] EHH. REH.EHE. S KOO HEEERRKR LT M
AR FR B sg L], o [ b 24 42 7, 2008, 33 (1)
19-22.

(7] FEAR G, TR Ko W 5t 75 35 40 v 2k K Ak
FEEM R g L], vE At Aol 4, 2010,19(12) 1 98-103.

2l Rl



56 M

PINGIR A5 < AN TR PR TR Xk T 5 Bl Y i

52 RE 3 B AR AP i B4 i 2 AL ) 53

(8]

[9]

[10]

[11]

(12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

Francois C, Genevieve C, Jean-christophe B. Molecular
and physiological response to water deficit in drought-
tolerant and drought-sensitive lines of sunflower [ ]].
Plant Physiol,1998,116(1) ;319-328.

R 5 4 &F DOS2. A8 W T T 5 0 300 2R ) 2 ML B R
R TR R[], 2238 4] . 199916 (5) : 555-560.
TR ER, R MR IT AT2G14260 SN I fig
HRRF S L] MY %4 .2011,37(11) :1984-1990.
Verslues P E, Agarwal M, Katiyar-Agarwal S, et al.
Methods and concepts in quantifying resistance to
drought, salt and freezing, abiotic stresses that affect
plant water status[J]. The Plant Journal,2006,45(4):

523-539.

Turk M A, Shatnawi M K, Tawaha A M. Inhibitory
effects of aqueous extracts of black mustard on germi-
nation and growth of alfalfa[ J]. Weed Biology and
Management, 2003,3(1) ;37-40.

BEE YA A AL SR R B AR IM L dE 5
SFHCE AL 2000.

R R AE W A B2 SR B R [M]L 78 %2 - i SRR
R 7 52000,

Levitt J. Response of plants to environmental stress
[M]. New York:Aedemic Press,1980.
KA, T35, fa/NE. PEG Wil %)t 8 4R 0 87 & F1
g BRI ] A ,2011,30(11) : 11-14.

SKH A AR PR, A b T X AR 4B K 3 i Y

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

Wi R[], K AR FE 5T, 2011,18(1) ; 188-191.

B DR S0k, A5 T B 38 X R 4 e F 5
REHEARNEZm ], V60 Y ). 2009,29(2)
344-349.

RECH 2N R B L R LK 43 o 30 )
ThHRE A W S A 5T LD L AR A
2005,16(5) :801-804.

R AR, RN R A O R H R4 AL R MDA
8 B AR PODLCAT &M m s ma [J]. T F i X 4
AV 5%, 2006,24(3) : 108-110.

XUIEZR o 8 AR £, 3. P B B ol 48 b b o T 5 0 38 1
Az g B [J ], AR AE MOl K222 4. 2012, 40(9) 1 22-24.
A E R, JE A A T B WL K 43 T 38 ek AR AR 4 i A K
A AP [T, 2Ol B2 . 2010, 38(4) . 2107-
2109.

INE. 5 A 70 A e A B NAS (R 18 2 B R b R
A K B AR R LT ] AW HOR T8 4, 2008 (4) 1 122-
129.

Sergi M B, Lenonor A. Drought-induced changes in the
redox state of alpha-tocopherol, ascorbate and the
diterpene carnosic acid in chloropasts of labiatae species
differing in carnosic acidcontents[J]. Plant Physiology,
2003,131(4).1816-1825.

YNGR LI L S T R 3E X KN AR AR P A
MR bR A 5 [T ], RE T AR 25 2% 4, 2011, 22 (3) : 651-
657.

RO O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O N O O O O O O O O O O O OO

(&% 31 1)

[35]

[36]

[37]

[38]

[39]

Behera N, Sahani U. Soil microbial biomass and activi-
ty in response to Eucalyptus plantation and natural re-
generation on tropical soil [ J]. Forest Ecology and
Management,2003,174(1/3) :1-11.

Araujo A S F, SilvaE F L, Nunes L, et al. The effect
of converting tropical native savanna to eucalyptus
grandis forest on soil microbial biomass[J]. Land Deg-
radation & Development,2010,21(6) :540-545.

Agnelli A, Ugolini F C, Corti G, et al. Microbial bio-
mass-C and basal respiration of fine earth and highly al-
tered rock fragments of two forest soils[J]. Soil Biolo-
gy & Biochemistry,2001,33(4/5):613-620.

Ruiz-Jaen M C, Aide T M. Restoration success: How
is it being measured[J]. Restoration Ecology,2005,13
(3):569-577.

Muys B, Lust N. Inventory of the Earthworm Commu-
nities and the State of Litter Decomposition in the For-
ests of Flanders. Belgium, and Its Implications for For-

est Management [ J]. Soil Biology &. Biochemistry,

[40]

[41]

[42]

[43]

1992,24(12):1677-1681.

Menyailo O V, Hungate B A, Zech W. The effect of
single tree species on soil microbial activities related to
C and N cycling in the Siberian artificial afforestation
experiment-Tree species and soil microbial activities
[J]. Plant and Soil,2002,242(2) :183-196.

Grayston S, Prescott C. Microbial communities in for-
est floors under four tree species in coastal British Co-
lumbial[ J]. Soil Bioloby and Biochemistry,2005,37(6) ;
1157-1167.

Smolander A, Kitunen V. Comparison of tree species
effects on microbial C and N transformations and dis-
solved organic matter properties in the organic layer of
boreal forests[J]. Applied Soil Ecology,2011,49;224-
233.

Bais H P, Weir T L., Perry L G, et al. The role of root
exudates in rhizosphere interations with plants and oth-
er organisms [ J |. Annual Review of Plant Biology,

2006,57:233-266.



