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Abstract

Taking nine grape rootstock blades of Fight anvil 3, 3309C, 188-08, 101-14, 5BB, SO4, 5C, 110-R and
beida as materials, the relative conductivity, soluble sugar, soluble protein proline and MDA content are
estimated. The results showed that relative electric conductivity of Fight anvil 3 was the minimum, 188-08
was the highest; as for Soluble sugar content, SO4 was the highest, about 2.27%, Fight anvil 3 the minimum,
for 0.38%; soluble protein content of SBB was the highest, about 33.95 mg/g, 110-R the lowest, 1.81 mg/g;
the content of proline of SC was supreme, Fight anvil 3 the minimum; content of MDA of 188-08 was the
highest, beida the minimum. The comprehensively comparative analysis shows that frost resistances of SC,
5BB and SO4 were stronger than other varieties of stock, and the frost resistance is 5C > SBB > SO4.
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EHMATEIR, THEEE. THEEEAR. BERAF _BNSE, BROMEEHMAH FHREE
Higbr. ERRPDIRES STHXTEIERE, msw% ; AEMRESE, SO4BE, N2.27%, PR3
S&I%, 50.38%; SBBAAMEARSERS., 5%:33.95 mg/g, 110-RRf%, N1.81mg/g; MERS
B, 5CHRR, i3 SR{K; 188-08H_BESERR, JIARK. SFEHEMHr, 5C. SBBFISO4HiE
PR T H AR AR RA, HPiEMS5C>5BB > S04,
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HT, W% ESRMBFMART, X THNE, EERTS E—BEZ2ERENEEZ. AL
Mg R R EERN, HRAEFRFEE . HET MG s S R SR wE T
LR T g, o ml DA A W, SR 7 R[] # 4&0 A R s ML 78— B2 3 AT ORI .
TEFSR B R X, AT IR, MERIGFEM LA H ML, M, BETIE IR, 4~
FRASAENEL S, 0 PR 5 3 B PR 2R 3R A e vy, RS 39 HH O B T A b [X 7 € P 1 26 i A it P 7E S
R, [ N3 0 PR S Pt B A R A AR A 03 I R B S H ARz — o AT LAPLAL 3 5. 3309C. 188-08.
101-14. 5BB. SO4. 5C. 110-R MIVUA%E 9 ANEE RN F ik, Wil AR G2, i rep, wlig
PR ISR A, R O ANIET R A BT IE M, 07 HH 0 BT R AR 2 b X A
(T EI R A S, B E el T B 7 DX 4 A 2R TR VA R &I IE I, A IR LA R 11
HEREAMEWE RS AR, RIS LLS 00560 & GG APTIEVE R T E A RIS K B0k

2. RREE
2.1. M8

RIS ET 2017 B E Brafde B /R 36 XA & R 70T, 2eEkEs, HEE PSR 1.3 CHF
PIREKE 25 2K BRATEEN 1.0 m x 5.0 mo APESAPUAS 3 5. 3309C. 188-08. 101-14. 5BB. SO4. 5C.
110-R F1 DLIESE 9 AN ARG A AP Ao

22. /&

TS 9 AN A REA SRR H F A SR, AR, AR AR . R S E. M
Nof H S R i 2 R VR [2], AR RE S AN s R R H Ry 3], mIAYEER A S R A
TE K 25 D W52 15 (G-250) L (3 [ 3], FTEUIR & & 10 72 R FH B = i bb €322 [ 3 RN P 1 5 &= 1l o SR FH
RE 2B 3],
2.3. BuEAbE
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3. ERESH
3.1. EEMAH FHEMNESERIPEER

Pihli 3 50 AT SRR AL, N 6.67%, SHARIARFEHRMZESR, P <0.05. HIKEKK S C
F13309 C Wy JyAHXS B S RAAEAEZ T i, (HSHAMATARGFIEH BZES . B R 3 MR, HARmiAM
v AR H AR R B R 2 e, MR S P AR 2 SBBL S04, DAL 110-R 1 101-14.
188-08 I fr AN LS 2 i iy, A 11.56% (3 1)

Table 1. Grape rootstock blade relative conductivity

% 1. HERAM H AR B S5

AR B K HE AL (%)
Root stock name Relative electric conductivity
Pk 3 5 Fight anvil 3 6.77 ¢

3309C 7.68 be
188-08 11.56a
101-14 10.20 ab
5BB 8.44 abc
SO4 8.47 abc
5C 8.11 be
110-R 8.92 abc
D% Beida 8.83 abc

Means with the different small letters were significantly different at P < 0.05.
ANE/INEG FRREELE P < 0.05 K EZERIBBEAKT, FHE.

3.2. BEMAHAAAMESENEE

Pibd 3 St A Al E RS E AR, N 0.38%, SHAMAZEGFEPHERNES. B3 5, L
f AR B Al A BV RO B R 2 e, MR B S B AR IR A2 101-14. 188-08. 110-R.3309C.
5BB. DUAMI5C, H SO4 M Al & i, N 2.27% (3 2).

Table 2. Grape rootstock blade soluble sugar content

=2 AEMAMRTIAMESE

AR AL TR AR S (%)
Root stock name Soluble sugar content

Hifili 3 5 Fight anvil 3 0.38b
3309C 1.83 ab
188-08 1.15ab
101-14 1.12 ab
5BB 1.85ab
SO4 227a
5C 2.12 ab
110-R 1.57 ab
JliE Beida 2.07 ab

3.3. HEMAH R ATBNERRIEBOLER
5BB M A Al AR A S s, N 33.95 mg/g. HAE 188-08 A SO4, Wi# 5 SBB Z [AI A HH &

DOI: 10.12677/hjas.2018.811180 1234 gk Bl =


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjas.2018.811180

EEL S

2R HAARIARM B i E M E AR &M MR RITF K E 101-14. DA, ikl 3 5. 5C. 3309C
1 110-R, Hrb, 101-14 A1 DA B ATy 8 A BUS E2 (RIA Z 5%, 3309C A 110-R Z (A% Z 5,
Fifiti 3 58 5C ¥ 5 Lk 4 MEAH BRI 2 R 3),

Table 3. Grape rootstock blade soluble protein content

3. HEMAMRTAELEERRSE

AR A4 TR R A S B (gl
Root stock name Soluble protein content
Pifili 3 5 Fight anvil 3 14.51cde
3309C 3.18e
188-08 29.71ab
101-14 20.87bc
5BB 33.95a
SO4 27.59ab
5C 7.29de
110-R 1.81e
JliE Beida 19.37bed

34. EEWMAH FESERSENEER

5C M RS B, N 32.62ug/g, SHAMARGAEHENZERE. HAMABER S =N
TR F AR G2 110-R. Jlik. 101-14. SO4. 188-08. 5BB. 3309C Fl¥ifii 3 5. B 5C, HAHiAM H
JHRIR & A AR E R ZE R G 4).

Table 4. Grape rootstock leaf proline content

T4 BEMAMEHERSE

WA F TR AR 5 it (ugle)
Root stock name Proline content

Pifiti 3 5 Fight anvil 3 1.68 b
3309C 2.05b
188-08 2240
101-14 42901
5BB 2.24b
SO4 2.61b
5C 32.62a
110-R 5.78b
IliE Beida 4.66b

3.5. EEWMAHFA_BSENEER

DURM N &R m, N 14.83 umol/g, M & BME AN TR K2 SO4. Bkl 3 5 A1 5BB,
HAME 2 [aEA X EH2ZERME. HRKIGE 5C. 3309C. 101-14 F1 110-R, H. 5C A1 3309C 2 |a]
WHZSR, 101-14 f1 110-R Z1A)5A B B 2R . 188-08 M /A & BHRAK, N 4.88 umol/g (£ 5).

4. Fig
BRI A GRTM — 2R HE R H 0. WRRSUIAN RS R, EEEER. WA
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AR B S B REAE N & B PUREVE I E A TR AR, A M s S M RS R L B
PP ARFR . EBUR[SIEE VN SINR . PUREARNERERA T ER. MEK. BERMLEAR. B3,
FIVATERE . HEIR . N R AR DO R R A 1 SRR PR R AT BB 6] ABETTINE 9
AN G R S AR B PR S R TR E AR SR AR S BN RS R, Okt
FHGIEN

Table 5. Grape rootstock blade MDA content
FS5 BEMAMAA—BSE

Tl AR TK N RS R (umol/g)
Root stock name MDA content

Pifili 3 5 Fight anvil 3 12.21 ab
3309C 9.24 be
188-08 4.88d
101-14 7.32cd
5BB 12.18 ab
SO4 12.50 ab
5C 10.08 be
110-R 6.50 cd
JUiE Beida 14.83 a

TV PR EAE B2, A MRS AE R M S B IS R G (AR e 1 . MADTEMIRIRER G, R T A
ZAREMEIN, FIEMESIER, [FIR & Aol IR 2 AN FIFR B B0 [ 7] PLEEVESR I SRl L S,
TMHTFENEGS ) i M 2K [8] VREZE[OPA 11 ANHIERE A BT 7 HIFEVERI S E, NN ERE AT
FEME SR B 55 (1 FE 4K VR 2 5BB > 110-R > 3309C > SO4. @ 25 [41iA N 5BB HIFiFEME KT SO4. &
WS R R, 9 AN & Ak A HL 5 238 MIRE IBUFAR 2 Bihili 3 5 < 5C <3309C < 5BB < S04 < Nk
< 110-R < 101-14 < 188-08, SV Z%5[9], BHEARE4IM AR —, N0y SBB hisEttiRT So4, (H
MBS 20, 7] e R A b IR AN [

PUIEME SR MR WA 2 I RTIEVERE, SRACISE, BERPR 12 /D 5P E VI G R
B0 A YCNTEMGIRINE T, SRRy, ArEvERE S B ne HikEm, I, arigfs =
AT DA PR B R L IENE . EWEREE[ 111N, EPITEIKER T, Hl A RN AT LA BRI R
[ By 34 T ASR B R IR S Y R B my BT IE M . PUIEM RIS, TIVETERE S RS . AP AL R, TR
PERES B B AR VG SO4 > 5C > Ilis > 5BB > 3309C > 110-R > 188-08 > 101-14 > $ififi 3 5.
SO4 WS B E, N 2.27%, PiFEME. Pibb 3 SAIEERES ERAK N 0.38%, PIFEMRE.

AT B T AN AT ARSI A0 B KRR K g, T FLRT AR AR 22 1K oy, b JRUAE SR EUE R . AT
TPEEE A A BRI SR K A o ZEARIGLIT, FE A A P9 14 B (0 AT DA o 1 2 R e e g ey L e Mk
KEHFERH, EIAEET, EYENEGRRERNEAR, JCHZEMEEDR, w03 & R
SPUIEPEA AN [4]. AHEFLEE RR M, vl TR S & s BUR AT AR IR /2 SBB > 188-08 > SO4 >
101-14 > Dlik > $ifii 3 5 > 5C > 3309C > 110-R. 5BB [ At EA R S &K e, N 33.95mg/g, 110-R
B, 7 1.81 mg/g.

QAR R MR B R B A AL . EMRIRMNA T, &R M ERA R E S, HEER
EANS5] o Ui 2 PR R TE R A Ak P RS B A R B i e R VE D PRI B R, AT DURS e 40 A N R
P AR, B RFAEE, RN IR & A e, B S5 MR N . SBR[ 12 A NTER )
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PUIEHBA T, BT A B B A A MR B AR s, R BB KR B SR R A 2 R .
TEMNESESEYPUIEEA . AR, EMRERMSE TN, s I R A T8 A0 G RE 251 J5 A i
SIERNEIE T, Bk BURSEER, W DMEE G R Al N, I BT R i R 0 S
PP IE M R IFE — B[ 13].

ARFFEERELH, RS =N &S 2R 5C > 110-R > DA > 101-14 > SO4 > 188-08 >
5BB >3309C > #ifii 3 5. 5C &M & & fm, Pubil 3 551K,

VA O EE R S A i T SRV E R KT, ARIR R R, R R A R, e
JEFEEAR, B RGN, (R A E R IR 14]. H& RPN 2, MDA & &5, it
FEPERE, MDA & &AK[15] AWFFLEREH, N EES 8 AIKE] S 00T K2 188-08 < 110-R < 101-14
<3309C<5C<5BB< ¥ifii 35 <SO4< Jlik, 188-08 T W& &, ik,

TV HFEVEA 2 BB AG IR0, 3052 Hob kL B S AR KL A, 2 — R 2R i A
AR . VREE . E ST R AR S R A 3 (RIS BRI fE [ 15]-[20]. FTHL, R—IHiIE AR BER bR
e I, FTELGEGHE. R HE AR P ZE LS VY, A R s T .

5. &g

AL REH, Prhk 3 SHN S RERAC, 188-08 Fm; AlAETEMES &, SO4 HiH, N 2.27%,
ik 3 SEfK, 7 0.38%; 5SBB Al E A S B, /N 33.95 mg/g, 110-R &K, 4 1.81 mg/g; i
RIR TR, 5C Iy, il 3 TiiK; 188-08 N W& &, JIARIK. &M, 5C. 5BB M
SO4 HFEMER IR T HAhAG A A A, HAi%EM: 5C > 5BB > SO4.

£ E&WA

AR A MY 77 b B AR AR 2 5 33 %% 42 10 H (CARS-29-26);  H IR X 2 25 M BHIF B T S AR LY 25 48 9%
T H (KY2018117).
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