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Optimum treatment scheme for alfalfa seeds primed with PEG
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Abstract: In order to determine the best seed priming scheme for alfalfa, the seeds were primed in different concentrations of
polyethylene glycol (PEG) (5%, 10%, and 15%) with different durations (12 h, 24 h and 36 h) and temperatures (10, 15, and
20 C). The orthogonal design was used to determine the best treatment plan, based on the alfalfa seed germination
conditions and the physiological index. The results show that the best treatment scheme was A,B,C;, which represents
priming with 10% PEG at 20 C for 24 h. The germination speed of seeds improved significantly, and the activity of
superoxide dismutase (SOD), the peroxidase (POD), and catalase (CAT) increased.
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LR T AR IR OK A R, S F T kB AT
AT B UE A5 1 — PR FRE AT UL R . M 75l R
BB P= Az 51 B, ALRE W 4T 1 P 7 AR HIR,
e m R E TS, LIRS AT T4l
s e H RO B R A IE K. £ (NaCl.
KNO;. H,0,%%). PEG. fHH % (GA. ABA %),
AL RUF L, B 75l K e g F 7 1k
F. Y LU RE R, BRI EESES
RS E RT3 RINBE &4, Be4Ed T35l
RAE R WA, 1A [F) B A A IR 5 R Ak A
i) T A o

FlF I 12— N E R EE, E I SRR
ETMAEANEES R B LA, MR
RRARFNF RS T, Bl A K AT R A
(1 7K #4085 52 B R 0 R R Z RS . BRI
WM T A, BAER R RS R
s ™ PEG (3B 2 W) B 3 T ) B A U 2% A
TAE W R AT AR S K 23 [ T8 2R, 98 B AR WU
KAy B R RO R G 52 B 1 A 2 IR R St
s Y, O R N B A AL BL RS (SOD). it
WG (POD) Flid S AL (CAT) S 7E N 1) 2 Bk
PG R 3, (BLEME ] PEG %> ¥ & . PEG K.
Ve IS 1) DA R 95 R, P b B AR A 2 R 2 R

DAL, A A 9008 o IE 22 W iH A4k PEG 5] K %
WEEMTHRARMEE TR, DAL E
T b 0 3B Ak b A SR 5% 5 M R P AR AR T AT
Pl 7 AL HE 7 6 o

1 RS 05 %

1.1 RIEA R

Mo E AR — 5 ELIEE S (Medicago sativa
‘Gongnong No.1%), ¥ 35 W LR B & 44
Iy BE R pr R A, RIS AT T 4 °C R
1.2 REHE
121 5K T

PLPEG M55, WEAF R PEG #E (5%-
10%- 15%) WZIEH A (122 24, 36 h) SRR
(10, 15, 20 C) AIRIH = (K 1), H5gMTEN
TR, $%R 2 S AN PEG ¥R, R
TR EEBRE, SRR LM T 5 PEG %
WS e, DURIER T RE Sl KR, E K

JUEE TR R R IR A AT 51 K. ARSI R,
BERE 2 0K NS SR A T A, BRERESR, U
i RA T RE 05 35 AR oK 3 BIR G HUE,
SR GFHR T, F AR AR AR M 2R T 51 R
YT, CPHIEEAR L, BN (Fi18.7°C,
M FE 38%) Bl T H &2 M WG S KE (5.66%), [
T )5 SLREAT B A R .
& 1 PEG 6000 5| %X 16 E & FKF
Table 1 Factors and levels of PEG 6000 priming test

% Factor
K PEGK R Ak FR G
Level PEG T Mt @ " Treatment
concentration/% reatment time temperature/‘C
1 5 12 10
2 10 24 15
3 15 36 20

2 L3 EXHRLEI
Table2 Lo (33) orthogonal header design

L FIH & PEGIK/E AL IR I‘Eﬂ‘ Lb T R
Treatment PEG Treatment time Treatment
concentration (A) B) temperature (C)

I 1 1 )

II 1 B )

I 1 3 3

IV 2 1 )

Vv 2 B 3

VI 2 3 |

VI 3 1 3

VI B |

IX 3 3 5

122 KFRE

3 2 R HEAT AL ER, A B 5R IS0 K,
ARER, ARG R NNE . BT 10~15TC
CE =R T 80E B N T A% b kAT R 7%,
18 W6 hOL R /HE I ). B RiF B ZF 5, IR R
Rl 2 mm AR ZE, 7 RMESTRKSHK,
BEILBE HLEL 10 BREEAT I &, FEohE-FIE. 7558
14 KRB Ge it 25 55 77 LA (9 16 5 fLAS IE % 1 . SEFh
T HEERR T SR R S

W OR ZE R = RS A0 1E R T /(R
Tl £ — P 7 B AE 5L 5 < 100%:
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KA (timson index) = ZG/tc
X GHEBREBEIRFR, ik RH, H£AX
RIS R S R A KAE N 100, i E(E R, 1A
Tt 1) i 2 T R R

nj—n;
A NARE - RIORFH, ¢ HBIR, WE
JRs mg R DRIV, np NGRS

P73 iR E = (IR + B K) /Tsg, 1/Tso A
R, RURp R 2F HIA B e 4R R0 50% AT
T L 1) B I £
123 A B (MDA) ¥ & & SOD. POD. CAT [i§
T T TR ARG

W EAZ W T R E & R bR, BTk
HILME R H G, 2853 — 0 & il H MDA(N —
) & & K SOD. POD. CAT BgiEtE, Iff &k
H PEG 5l KK ACE & Pl e R AL 37 %
124 AR5

R 56 # 5 SK ] SPSS Statistics 19.0 % 44 x4 Fr il
SE BBYE AT 70 M Lo e, P 3508 A bR e iR R R
BRI R e 2 R, R [E) — Ak B R FE AN [R] A 3 I ]
AV R — &b BRI [A) AN [ Ak B P AR L [
— Rk R AN [R) Ak 2 R [R] DA B 4 A R A
AT BRI R T Z 4001, 3 %1056 204 K H Duncan
ERAT Z B R BRI E K A Excel 2010,

2 HR50H

21 MFRFRERFESHER

WFRH A T (AB,C)) MR FEE (B 1A),
T A 95.12%, i AbHEZH 4 VI(A;B,Cy) FIF38 &
HREE, TRk 98.17%. fEik B i & Kk % %
50% FIT 5 B[] Tso o, ARG IV~VILE F KT
Hof 5 A ab FE4H A (P <0.05 (& 1B). 5l K Ja % 4b
HR MK ES S T R AT, JF H R AL FEZH A VI
AR A ER IS B 2 T (P < 0.05) (K] 10). 1R
FhET S 14850, WFEA S IV~ VIE T HA 5 &k
GhER, ARFRIV. VAIVIE ZE & T X R4 (P <0.05)
(B 1D). Bk 4h, 51 RER T 4H 46 IV~ VI &
HHEE, MHEAANVEES TR (B 1E). %
b, gl RmR T R E RS, R TR
fa M ARG, G0 TR AR E 1S B S R EL

MTTZ 4 BT AT 5, A R &K B PEG WK FE Xt 48
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Figure 1 Germination index of alfalfa seeds after PEG priming
NG 5 B 2 7 A B0 1) 2 5 535 (P> 0.05). &b FLAL & 1) 1 75
[Fl#% 2.
Different lowercase letters indicate significant difference between the

different treatment at the 0.05 level. The codes of treatments are same as
those in Table 2.
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TEE A M R ZF AR B2 520 (P < 0.05) (3K 3),
T Ak 35 ) R0 Ak B U P P KA E S M TR SR
MG 2 W (P> 0.05) . PEGIKE AW ZE AN
27.806, Ak FEEF[A] B @) M) 20 12.927, Ak BEE FE
C I 7 M 10.617 (K 4). % Ly HrarHlr, 3 Fos
95 IR 2R 0] 55 4K B AE K5 T RE I S e AR R ORI IR
AR RE . ALERE R AP .

=3 AENRE
Table3 RANOVA table

BRRE .

Soil:ce of A% FIEI 71 F P
.. CFJrAESS df MS

variation
A 1 164.437 2 582.218 3854  0.025
B 186.634 2 93317  6.177 0.139
C 118.573 2 59286  3.924 0.203

%% Brror 30214 2 15.107

EH5 I R =K, PEGIKE AN A, (10%)
XA TE P B RO R AF, KRFEEIA
F)91.603; ALFRIS[A] B, (12 h) ISR &I, KZFE
FE Ik 3 84.527; ALHRIRFE C5 (20 C) B R R & 4TS
2 T A ) 82.637 (£ 4). {H T PEG W JE 4
16 15 B0 28 3 B R S5 2, g A R AR ) R0 Ak EE
BELEZERmW, HFik, EEFELEHAEF 10%
PEG W FEAE AH & fatrthit 2 —, 543 i () A
A HE L RS A A S 3 A H A bR D R — P ik
REHE .

22 PEGA I ¥ MDA,
B E M A S2 1

Nt — 0 At R4l &, W E PEG iR & Xt 48
CEEMTFH AW R, fWeEds IV, V.,
VI #17 MDA & & % SOD. POD Fl CAT i i £ ()
MsEt, R, ALV (A,B,Cy) ST E RS b T
MDA & &% /> (£ 5), SOD Ml POD )% 1 % =i
H SOD 5 POD ff i 3% 1 & 2% & T 4 & IV(A,B,Cy)
FI4H 4 VI(A,B;Cy) (P < 0.05), CAT M ()75 Mt B
BRERIKT . BRIV SRR IR, AF VA
%o Bk, WHEAESVARMRAE.

3 pHe S

TEMT B RT3 I, EE BT RR RS
YW AEKAEEE R, FF I3 J1KF] L
FANE 748 Bk ™, BT SRR T A A itk
HE . B A& S5 R g, mlidd 5l R EEARAS 3
™ R T8 R AE R B R T % AT A B
A, HETEEDRE R, G dE T
IR T35 1, oo R AT

— kYL, 5l RIREE 15~25 'C N K ZH A
(1) F 3@ W 2 T TR ASHIE 7S BT A5 H R e A 51 R T &
H, BIRIRE 20 CESH—8. FAKMW, 78
il B & B R T R AT I R S, 5Kk
FORERAE BRI, IR
TR TN S == P =F L O]

SOD. POD. CAT

R4 ZUREBEEXRHABLERE
Table 4 Results of orthogonal test

95% &5 [X [A]

e RIS K Y% Wz 95% confidence interval
Serial number Test factor Level Mean Range TRR FRR
Lower limit Upper limit
1 63.797 61.329 66.264
1 A 2 91.603 27.806 76.298 106.909
3 79.22 47.704 110.736
1 84.527 41.681 127.373
2 B 2 78.493 12.927 41.352 115.634
3 71.6 42.675 100.525
1 72.02 44.131 99.909
3 C 2 79.963 10.617 37.459 122.468
3 82.637 41.68 123.594
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%5 PEG LB ELEERFEMTF MDA £ 2. SOD. POD & CAT Eg#YEM AR M
Table 5 Effects of PEG treatment on the content of MDA, the activity of SOD, POD and CAT in alfalfa seeds

7' Serial number  ZbPEZH 4 Treatment SOD/(U'mg ")

POD/(U'mg ') CAT/(U'mg ) MDA/(nmol'mg ')

X H& Control %+ 1# Control 535.45 + 49.96¢

v A,B,C, 1 767.83 = 609.30b
\% A,B,C, 251592 +531.31a
VI A,B,C, 1 526.98 + 658.40b

284.65 +36.71c 3434+ 11.85¢ 445.97 £200.13a

1457.11 +163.30b 621.07 £ 152.55a 153.46 +20.31b

1787.10+191.09a  420.83 = 160.84ab 147.39 + 25.45b

1426.97 +132.32b 177.54 + 98.40b 126.17 £ 29.18b

[E) B AN [ /NG 7 R R 7 AN [ b 3L ) 22 557 S 35 (P < 0.05) 6

Different lowercase letters in the same column indicate significant difference between different treatments at the 0.05 level.

Ko TG RE i ) 4> S 3 Tk A AR, IR
52 (Cyamopsis tetragonoloba) I i AL BE J5 K 25 AN
2%, I PEG-1000 3| & K &G Fh TAER S IR (17 °C)
v b s 5 R .

AN TR P 1) B 3 51 R B TR) R ERAN [ o 491 an 7
KT HIR (Cuminum cyminum) F1 W54, H PEG
3l % 48 h 5 B w7 AURF TR 2 1 Ae Y
T AE A F s 1 22 W vk A 4 P g v e %) s 0l e
i 16 th ok 1) e UL 4 A 1 51 R IS TR A 24 he 5] & B[R]
W [R] #F 2 P8 51 R UM R B . R Sl R YD AT IE
(Astragalus adsurgens) W FLHH R, 51 KA K
FEIE 72 h A RS, ik ORI B, A
PEG 5| & H =W (Trifolium repens) W, 5l K& I E] A
RKT2hE, BEGHET T

2 1 AR A 1 A T ORI B R G ) A R
43 7& SOD. POD Fl CAT, Xii# ki F A& Al BH 1k 5
P 9 T 1 7 T B AR . RN B T
JIIF, 38 AT DL A P R 6 A B E T B
e SRV . EX—I BT, HHRASGS T2
41 SOD. POD I CAT <5 {r 4 g 5 DIAH % . K&
R, BIRESIERESM TR EE, kM1
R ZEEE, G P, B5% SOD il CAT
Mg R A AE M, AW IE =&, B ALE
e it A T BOM 73R 7T B R BELAS AT R
T2 B R 22— 2 T o S A B e AR S R
JB 5T i A AR R 32 272 )02 MDA, & &1
T A e H I et S A1 P R Y, 7 B e
2290 56 1|1 AR (Sophora tonkinensis) Fi ¥ £ BF 52
R B, fE—ERIVEH N SOD. POD 1 CAT i )
PR, A M AU R R Uk R . AT
FEERRW, FIRMR T I 78K ZF B, WK

TERETER N SOD. POD Fl CAT £ {4 4 i 1) )
g, Mo TIERIEEEM A RERRE S, WET
BRI E RS S AEH, ARty 7R E
i A BRI R g0, WD T RS Bl B K R Al
KAFEE, $m T MFRET. EXK (Zea
mays) M1 &5l KIGRe B RET &K, BEEEH
HE e, R WS IR EBCRY S 1, IF
Hiss TIRK. BKURgrostEmTE, [,
FIRAEH B I &R Ha &R ab, WG
SOD il APX Mg P . A ame . & sem & &0
INFEFP T £-0.9 MPa PEG 5| k)5, HEbkiE ST 5
Joip 38 B A HE AR 38 R os AR TR SR R AR, o
MXAEKR, 2|, xR ab. HHREHEE. X
LS B PR FEFE BN, CAT. APX M1 GR B i&
A e

ARG RAE, BIEIRE N 20 C K
%M, WE N 10% ) PEG-6000 ¥ 21 24 h
EREERSELEHEMNHRLER, REMHTF
A

PEG 5| & i & 38 ik AN [F] ¥k £ 1) PEG 1 15 ¥
35 3% R Rk B 5] KA F BB 8, B BL5] R UK
1) B AE T3k F0E B IR FE 1) PEG.  50&E R FE 1) PEG
J R A K T M K B T A Lk R 2 AT LR i
WFFLR W, AN[E PEG [ FE T 51 K 1 280 R A7 7E
SN N BUR P T FU R I, H 7% PEG 5l K
1) b - 1) B 28 R 3 % .35 s T 9% PEG 51 R Fl
TRAAS KR, #£15°C FH 7%PEG 3l k& 2d
SR Tl 3G 5 T BT O 2% 7E 9% PEG 51 K
F) 50 4R 1 U 2% UL HE 6F % 2 3 A0 R S 4 R 4 v s
F PEG 5| & 3 Fl 24 K E R HFH, 20% F1 30% )
PEG f#15] & 2% R B & T 10% I PEG™,
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