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B E: LUSA4%E (Tagetes) )6 NFLAR SRR 3 AT A4 i B b, BT 38 'C/21 °C (B
%O ma%'lHJJUJEHim A R TRE R MFSRELL T4 [Chl. (a+ b)] & &ty A HL S

# (REC). W (MDA) F&. M M-S /KE (RWC). HisiiLliF (SOD. POD. CAT. APX) i
PEAEFRPRIOTEI . S5 R FRal 4 d (iR MHE T, 9 ANEFIT A MR AR I AR 1 82 AR
REC il MDA W& LT}, M Jy g & s A S K A R T R [N sl B i $2 5 7 SOD. POD Al
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XEIF: LA A WFh EEpE; mEVWE; srEEl

hESHES: S681 SCHRFRIREG: A XEHS: 0513-353X (2011) 10-1947-08

Effects of Heat Stress on Growth and Physiology of Marigold Cultivars
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Abstract: The effects of high temperature 38 ‘C/21 °C (day/night) on plant growth, leaf chlorophyll
content, relative electric conductivity (REC), malon dialdehyde (MDA) content, relative water content
(RWC), the activities of superoxide dismutase (SOD), peroxidase (POD), catalase (CAT ) and ascorbate
peroxidase (APX) were investigated in 9 marigold cultivars. The results showed that 9 cultivar seedlings
showed different degrees of damage symptom under high temperature for 4 days. MDA contents and REC
increased significantly, whereas leaf chlorophyll content, RWC and APX decreased under high
temperature treatment, which also increased SOD, POD and CAT activities. The path coefficient analysis
showed a significantly positive correlation between REC and heat injury index, but significantly negative
correlations between SOD, POD and CAT activities and heat injury index. The heat tolerance of the tested
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9 cultivars decreased in the order of ‘Discovery’, ‘Chokdee’, ‘Giant’, ‘Gate Gold’, ‘GreatHero’,
‘Janie’, ‘Durango’, °‘Little Hero’ and ‘Bonanza’ .
Key words: french marigold; marigold; cultivar; heat stress; heat tolerance; antioxidant enzyme

B T ALHERE IR, A BR F5E e F 4 T iy o e L R T R ™ i b 52 AL A (1) 2B B
BT R A BRI A . A KA F W EZEA AR T (Gulen & Eris, 2004). H x4 #u ik
D7 RS E AR AR . NEE . . N CBMER] %5, 2005; BREE 4%, 2006; Gao et al.,
2010; Mukeshetal., 2010) Z&RAEY) b, XTI EAPIBF TR D .

Ji75% )@ (Tagetes) FHY) M5 El (Compositae) —4EAHA, feiidE 6—10 A, HZmEimphhia
S PEREMRM R, ek, g, IR . B T 7 A JE A A Y T
PRI Oidert &5, 2007; JuidiZs A%, 20105 sRRAE 4%, 20100, {edv i IEALS
Py CEEN A%, 20100 DAAARBEEOARFI A E LIS 7T, RPuek iy it 5.

AW BRI A B T 356 S8 0 9 AN SR, AT iR a R AN RS . R TR
JRUBLZE M A 3 26 MDA D Ui E (SOD. POD. CAT. APX) LA it FrAH
TR R EN, R SIS R il 0 SRS A L, R AT AR VEAY, B AR A AN LB AN
i 4 Pl SRS SR AL P LR AR

1 MEETHA

1.1 ##

PR H AT 2 N 5 BT Z5 50 JE 1 fLE 5L (Tagetes patula) &hfh RDERE” . P8Iz .
L ‘B NHE . BT R R E%8 (Tagetes erecta) AP BN BT ORI
il NN 52 1t 2RI i 20 A RIS, AR PE IR AR MR K 2% [l 22 Bl = N B i

2010 4 6 A A#EF & i, 3 XT R, AN e 16 cm x 14 cm [EFREH, B
P tEE At (1:2) BT, IR

12 AEBHE

7 A A B I A — BN R RRBEA T BBOEE Jy 38 °CI21 C Y mia it (Ll ifie),
AN BE 50%, YGEH 14 h, JEREEREE 10 000 Ix. AbPERTSE—BE/K, H2 1 1 B R AR
gﬁo

I FEHHRE 24 hin—E 81K, FHEWEMKAZ EE L, LL25 'C/20 'C (&I HEFAEK
PRI AR Ay 5o T

FEALFRVE 3 IR, HEE 6 M. EiRACHE 4 o BURE SRR E T, WA AR 2 d JE i
H DL
1.3 S KIEFRAMMEIRENE

FHUE bR RO S GRS BT AR AR RR 5 DA A AR BE S AR R R AR B 0 J3t) 38 R A L
AR R, B 105 CHUAA AT 16 min 454 60 'C FHLT, I TREE .

LU ARSI B 2. 0 2f, RIMKAERKIER: 140, DT VA RIERE, 2, 14~
12 i RO, 39, 12~ 34 [ A RINE Bk ¥, 4 2%, 3/4 UL L kBl EE
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RV 5 Y FHFEAIE. A TR RGERS. MERE (%) = (UREL x 20050 [
g x Kb RBRED x 100 (S 4&ZMEEE K, 2002).

1.4 HIBIBFRNE

e 4 d 5T LA 8: 00—9: 00 XTI R 3 ~ 4 MIhReEm B TR A HURE, LU R AER
FRFRIGM E -

H2f 3 2 oK 80% N3 492 I A A 7K (RWC) SRR % 1 SR FH ARG
S% (REC) 7%; ANl (MDA) &M E L ZRL, BE Y ELEF (SOD) KA NBT )t
iRk AR (POD) R @ EIARM B thik; WA AR (CAT) iGHRH AN e
%, LA ESRBRIGE B2 s R AL (20000 FSCHR . PLiA iR S CAPXO % 1Ml 2 >R FH Nakano
Fl Asada (1981) [k, WEAECR#).

1.5 REEESH

MR IR G (Rt R, 20000 XF 9 AN EhFRIY) 8 T AL BEARAR AT 255 VP SR iR A 5K
DR AR FR S R EASE, X (u) = (X = Xmin) | Kimax = XminDs W15 5 R H0E 4 70k 56,
X (W) =1- (X=Xnin) | Kinax = Xmin) 2N : XBIE—FHFEARI S IE . Xenin A 9 FIAEPIXS N 45
BRI M, Xinax & 9 FHRE AT N FE AR B KA o WA & AN TR AR I S B 34T B, SR IE
B8, DvEE il P E0BOR, s, Rz, DR 2

1.6 HIESH
K Excel BAFACERE A 2, F SPSS18.0 R AFHEAT J1 2 43 M FIAH G 437 o

2 HiIR50Hr

21 BEMEMILEREASFHATRBIE KRR

P 1 RO 2 WL S WAL MR A i B o v TR AR BE T, SRR SR SRR, R PO T P 5
38 C/21 CrgliPries, “FEE ORI BN M G 4SRRI, TR
ARG 21, SUAGIRAUD, WA COROERET A BT izs fdgisT. R JEkET A
Cf R AR, R A, AR RO R T bR, iR S (R Do di,
PR BRI R A GARTE, RIS BRI R, R AR AR A O R
g’ JEI Mg A i ARRT, OMEARERIS M, NI RS AR R

WER L Prow, midmd] TR, b, miixs dia A G AR R R R
PBIRRAR T 40% UL L, EXIRZER AT (P <0.05) st (P<0.01) A WXt K3
e ARARHN R S, S XT AR T 33%;  SLAl R AR iR AR B S 0 R R I AN B . i
30 JFREAR S AR P TR B AT BT B B, 1 LG AR P40 1 3 v T 250, 9 Al Ak B 0
Ze P BIA RN R . b, MU AR s i 2 BT R s, 34 75%LL I,
ERRIRE RN s BT M CRYEHET, Y4 55%LL I

AL 4 d R E T A TR 2 d KL, KA AR RS B e T IR S P AR
(RIRERE, S AN iz N DEiE A B ER SRR R O DB B W, A
REMRRIEH BRI ES
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Table 1 Effects of heat stress on growth index and heat injury index in marigold cultivars

4 Lyl s Hewilem A Hiom THIRRSG  Dry mass mﬁ”ﬁ:*ﬁ/&/ %
Species Cultivar Treatment Height Root Root e R Heat njury
number length = index
Stem and leaf  Root

LT KL 38/21 C 96.67 40" 22.71 0.19" 0.10" 33.33

Tagetes patula  GreatHero 5| Control 102.63 60 25.87 0.43 0.19 0
Wiz 38/21 C 97.66 66 1157 0.17" 0.05" 64.44
Bonanza %f I Control 94.31 71 20.36 0.43 0.22 0
&1 38/21 C 85.05 38 12.01 0.11 0.04™ 8.89
Gate Gold %} Control 74.49 41 18.17 0.16 0.12 0
B 38/21 C 70.25 41 14.98 0.12" 0.04™ 3111
Janie %} I Control 75.04 43 19.75 0.29 0.22 0
IINDE 38/21 C 7244 65 11.48" 0.17 0.06™ 35.56
Little Hero  x}J# Control 102.04 78 17.39 0.30 0.21 0
b CIRES 38/21 C 88.28 32 18.67" 0.16" 0.05" 44.44
Durango %t Control 102.63 38 32.48 0.32 0.20 0

Ti 7354 EA 38/21 C 103.23 92 18.47" 0.12 0.05" 6.67

Tagetes erecta  Giant %} & Control 114.84 95 24.73 0.22 0.15 0
FE 38/21 C 105.56 72 2422 0.24" 0.09” 2.22
Chokdee % I Control 135.94 74 38.26 0.50 0.27 0
RIN, 38/21 C 110.64 81 20.99 0.21 0117 4.44
Discovery Xt #& Control 119.37 92 33.05 0.44 0.25 0

e FRP s IR B SRR 2E BRI B (P <0.05) A E KT (P<0.01), F.
Note: * and ** indicate the significant difference at 0.05 and 0.01 level, respectively. The same below.

22 mEMBMFLEEAFHERIERINFIE

2 AL, AR RS T RS (B AT EBET A FiMgEE alb, HE T
FEMERYRE

PR S AR EK AR I R R, SR i AR IS ) RS L PRI C/NTERET R ad
Bfep RERmEEER, HSXTHEREE.

9 AN FRIAINT L SRR, HEXEEREE. K, RIS ORI s
B UNGEME . CBge R B ER 3 e s AL A (P <0.01). MDA & ik S Ak
(Wde =1y, Hoaiim, U A A R K

38 “C/21 CriAbH R, 9 NMEhFff) MDA S8, o < ORIEHE . NJERE F < Jdifir R
Sy RN T 1,19, 1.27 F1 1.25 £, ZERak B TR CORDEMED s, LA R s b
X ZE S AL E.

FERAC TR SR T 9 NI SOD. POD Il CAT HiE . Hidh 417, ‘BN “FBFE’
R ORI 7 SOD yEMEIHE A T 13.40%0LL |, S e R, R . ‘. ‘BN M
CRIN I POD 5 3G I B2 T AL Al SR, xRN T 12.38%. 31.26%. 27.61%F1 12.98%, 7%
FWEE AT BB, AR SRR ACBER R ZE A 3R 2 R, miiE s TS
CAT gt (B “pgiz’ 4b), Hp ‘BN F 407 MR ECR, 7 nliem T 35.82%H1 21.81%,
TE SO IR S B

M 2 6T LUEH, mild a7 APX vdtE (B ORI 4, H 9 AN fbhmii A 3 5 )
P Tl AT R
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Table 2 Effects of heat stress on physiological index in marigold cultivars

L . Chl.(a+b)/ FEXT 7K AR L W SOD/  POD/ CAT/ APX/
4 b o LbFE 1 o o (mmol - 1 4 R
Species Cultivar Treatment (M9°9"  Chl-ab /% 1% g% U-gn (U min®- (U - minT g*
-1 -1 .
FW) RWC REC VDA FW) g'FW) g'FW) FW)
L I 38/21°C 813 5.01 89.94" 41527 670 222,70  81.94" 131.91 28.80"
Tagetes Great Hero i/ 9.31 5.02 95.91 20.75 5.62 205.96  72.92 130.86 40.80
patula Control N , . N
iz 38/21°C  6.59 4.96 86.51 58.86 5.92 19513  50.51 131.56 16.40
Bonanza Xof 1 7.53 5.12 92.52 18.40 4.86 19041  55.63 234.31 40.80
Control . . . .
417 38/21°C  6.64 5.15 90.51 29.91 452 238.79  50.71 231.64 38.40
Gate Gold  xif i 4.92 5.16 92.68 15.39 3.89 209.34  38.63 191.11 61.20
Control . -
2B 38/21°C  6.89 5.05 88.39 40.99 5.96 21418  90.08 201.42 12.40
Janie X I 8.29 5.06 90.73 19.38 4.85 20517  82.63 186.67 36.00
Control : . . )
N 38/21°C  6.98 4.85 86.09 41,57 5.42 196.41  48.56 162.13 25.20
Little Hero  x g 8.59 4.93 90.89 19.75 4.26 18430  44.77 151.64 36.40
Control . . . .
Jih ] 5 38/21°C 549 463 88.63 41.64 6.87 21353  48.23 198.93 21.60
Durango Pl 7.61 5.05 92.62 15.67 5.51 20456 4242 197.87 40.00
Control . . - -
Ji%% EA 38/21°C  8.64 4.76 84.60 29.58 8.47 33386  96.30 272.36 25.60
Tagetes Giant Xof I 9.45 4.84 90.17 15.20 8.24 261.29 7547 200.53 41.20
erecta Control . -
e 38/21°C  9.78 438 89.07 29.67 7.05 312.84 9520 167.47 30.80
Chokdee it 7.63 4.85 94.85 14.49 6.41 24432  87.27 15449  40.40
Control ) } .
RIN 38/21°C  7.89 451 87.87 30.05 7.49 339.42 104.80 199.64 56.40
Discovery X 9.18 5.09 93.69 15.12 6.17 299.23  92.76 183.29 42.40
Control

23 BEMETIEEMAEFREBEREMTURSAETREZEAHXR
SIS T, AR B AR AN AR A 2 SR EL R AR DS AT R B, 9 AN AT AR L
R R G IER 2 (0] AR B2 TEAHSE (P <0.01), MCEEA 0.841, 1fif SOD Hil CAT Migik
FRIAFRT AR A 2 TR R ) S A B35 ok e, POD ) 52 B3 Uk 5%, A R %2 7)ok - 0.822. - 0.814
F1-0.703. (3D,
# 3 SEBETALENAEREBERNELESAEENENREMR

Table 3 Coefficient analysis between rate of change of physiological index and heat injury index in marigold cultivars under heat stress

ik Chl.(ath) Chla/b  RWC REC MDA SOD POD CAT APX #@*ﬁb H
Index Heat index
Chl.(a+b) 1.000

Chl.a/b 0.031 1.000

RWC 0.229 0.364 1.000

REC -0.358 -0.126  -0.190 1.000

MDA -0.514 -0.024 0.247 0.381 1.000

SOD 0.583 -0230 -0.278 -0551 -0.906" 1.000

POD 0.401 0.180 0.405  -0.720" - 0.505 0.514 1.000

CAT 0.284 0.089 0287 -0872" -0.529 0.634 0.897" 1.000

APX 0.082 - 0.606 0.373  -0.479 -0.049 0.334 0.187 0.287 1.000

EIEH - 0.582 0241  -0.054 0.841" 0.630 -0.822"  -0.703 -0.814™  -0.609  1.000

Heat index
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24 REERHSH
L4 B S E. RWC. REC. MDA. SOD. POD. CAT Fl APX %% 8 T/ FH4EFR Mk 4, it
AL R R EE, S5 WER 40 MR S8 RS 7, (i R B A R B 99K I . R %
TV BN SR ORI Y. lFTE . CNgRME R s, HIEIREUN VR
A—E,
F 4 AEENFERSEBSFRRERE

Table 4 Subordinate function value of physiology index

o) SFME ifi A

LB Ry
. ) Chl.(atb) RWC REC MDA SOD POD CAT  APX  Average e
Species  Cultivar
value Range

FLE® Al GreatHero 071 081 053 057 023 058 006 029 047 5
;Z?j::s ¥53% Bonanza 0.46 043 005 069 009 019 050 016 032 9

41 Gate Gold 0.26 062 08 092 029 005 065 075 055 4

B Janie 0.54 039 055 069 020 073 053 004 046 6

NUEME Little Hero  0.57 030 055 080 007 009 025 018 035 8

it 5 Durango 0.39 053 062 053 019 006 057 020  0.39 7
Ji%4 E Giant 0.75 018 08 011 079 07L 08 027 056 3
Ife(-’;;es % Chokdee 0.69 071 087 042 066 080 028 031 059 2

% T Discovery 0.68 057 08 041 096 092 051 06l  0.70 1

A \/\

3 g

TEEEE AN, MYIESFE AR B ELH S WA 52 A% 5 IR, 2 VPN A0 1 e Bk
SR5G I HALFENR (AT 4%, 20100, AP RILIELE 4d 38 C/21 'C (/D il AL BRI
T AL RERI T AE A PR R AR AR B, SRR € R i R AR SR AN AR B s . o,
MR TFE I AR S L 2Kt 52 21 T S sm M f],  wd  FLAR ZO0) il AU . AN, R AN
JESRIMA . ARI T, i Pk 22 1) A AR R R (R Sk s R 258, JudL “I8is” . iy
B ONBERE AR ARARA A AR A, AR AC I S A R, AR

G55 3% %5 (2008) Al Wang %5 (2009) A i #AHE S AR/ 2 B il e 5, MR RS R
8¢ (1) 0T P55 IR P LU AN TR R /D o ASHIE T &5 SR 2R O v JE B A 77 2 35 5 s R 4 3% alb, JLrp /)
MET R TR SRR RS E N RE O, AT, R RS K R R S 1Y
AETRBE, JUHGE CORTEME . PSIET . CNOEHE A CGEBTER . Xu 5 (2006) 7 i a2
PR S A AR 45 R

Martineau FI Specht (1979) 7T, FHMAH MMSEAE mi WhiE T, B EEER N, g s
B, AP BUE SR T m, AR B R, SRR A E ] . MDA AR N TG
AR AL R B 28 Py o T RS I AR IS, R B A ()R M S IR ) Ak N 2 R AR M B 0 T PR . AR
T, AR 9 AN SR E S E R, R AR B TR MDA s AN R R (3 0, Ferh
Baf” U CNBERE AN MR AZ B0 T, A B SRR MDA A AR R . X
525155 (2004) F1 Zhang &5 (2009) 43 AIAERIF T it A B 35 S AN /KRG I 24 g ANTiR SR8 ot Ao 5 35
PEFT MDA & BRI 45 R — 3. ARFFUE RIS B R AR 528 5 AE RS R A B 3 1
FHORPE (P <0.01), MHCHREGE 0.841, Fr LA v AT HL T 23 0] 15 S FL A BRI T 77 S i FA T 5 52 1) 9
PRz
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S RIS PRI 2, R e M A I R B A e HA K S SR A . R R
TETEA B R G im S b2 Kk AEA8 4L (Tibor et al., 2003). SOD. POD. CAT fl APX A4k
PR BRVE P AU RS, AT DA I e S P2, IRFRIE R G da et . AT ST il s 4
5 7 SOD. POD Fl CAT 3 AMMGIHITE 2k, 1y FL#4 s Fl 3 vty M PRy 3 oo T AN S s b o b
SOD #1 POD I3 It AR Ak 3% 3k v T~ CAT, W WAL ST 73 5 /5 it W38 T, SOD Al POD 7R3 i
TETEETTIE T FREAEH . 9 N an R P BR T ORI APXIETESE N, AR R APX IS TES LR
Rlt, AN S Ff SOD. POD. CAT Fl APX b X} sk i i 77 sUAN [ . 734h, SOD. POD. CAT 4
PEIEHCE M B O, IR A N SOD. POD HI CAT FIAHMAS AL AT 4E Jy AR B FyEHr FL 48
RT3 5 d R B 1) TR AR

AARI R FHIAFH IR B A R E RO, KL T L8 BRI A3 5 R i Sk (M 2550
HRATEEMAEA Y. 25 LT, 9 MRS RO ETE o ORIV CFETE. BN A ‘4
1 WA CORSERET R B Wz WPTER . ONEERE R wiE miHEZE. Rk, 4
S v it b DXL B R T 2 i RIS RIIE B LA T AR TR e B, i i80de R Bt i 1) < R | %
SRS S NS 1 -1 W o 8

AAH T FUR AR S AL SR A N AT B AR ST, ARAESERR A e, AR T S v U
WA TR . BTl A G B DU B S RO LB 9 ok B0 ), 3E— Dk & 28 &4t
T B )
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