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Abstract

In this paper, drought tolerance at the germination stage of 9 peanut varieties was evaluated by
PEG6000 treatment with index of relative germination energy, germination rate, radicle length,
hypocotyl length, radicle dry weight, hypocotyl dry weight, and seedling dry weight. Based on
subordination function method and the standard classification of tolerant ability in peanut, we
screened 3 drought tolerant varieties (Xianghua2008, Huayu20, Yuanza9307) and 3 mediate tole-
rant varieties (Yuhua9719, Yuhua9326, Baishal1016). The result provided reference for the utili-
zation of peanut varieties in China.
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1. 3]

TR MR PAEAEYE, BEZMEDNAERK S &[] 18 (rachis hypogaea L) F £
Y S E A R E RN, FEREAY TR, JEAMH ROl RS Tk
FREALE 52K h B[2] HEEA = EFHAE—, JWHiHE 70%M 645" X 22 2T 2 hia g, +
B AR A BT 20% A B3] BRI, JFRAEAEM T B IEPT RS S PR ML, —J7m
A DM EE = e B i M BT R, 7 ] DR A DU B R SR AR R

BRI ACAE A K I G J, BERE A H IS R SRS ESE . R IR
FEYE 2R PEG6000 N\ TALPL TR Wi, X Fpoy ik B AEAERE . 00 B SE mi (4], E 5%
[5]H PEG6000 HAL T 53058, LLT3sR)E (e iebs, TEHAEF 255, £ES1 5. {EF 52 5%
i SRR R AR A il o TR A 6] ELAL T AN R EE PEG6000 X AN [F] 464 St Bl & e 71 82mm, 42t b
& B PEG6000 ¥R JE 5444 17.5%. AW FEFIH PEG6000 7E % N ALILH 2 3+ 556 4F, % 9 Ak
TR R (GR) AT I R IAT 5508, JFR SR8 s B0t d b i i R 247 25 5 EA

2. MN57E
2.1. KB
SR O AL SR CGR)IEAT IR, 3l S iR A M u AR, LA AR 4 By, BRI 1

][l

Table 1. Material and origins used in this study

= 1. IR RRIR

FFe ALYLIRRT dt AR KU
1 AL 9719 KRR TR A AL B 2 B e BT TE i
2 B 1E 9326 KRR TR A AL B 2 B e BT TE
3 BAE 47 KRR TR A AL B 22 B e BT TE
4 IR 9102 PHEHNR TR A AL B 22 B e BT TE
5 A% 9307 PRHEHANR TR A AL R 2 B 2 BRI T B
6 HIFE 2008 RRAEL W AR 2
7 HAE 10 R AEA: LG 3 AL B B 22 5 MR S P
8 1£F 20 NRAEAE AR AL T
9 Hb 1016 NRAEAE JTARAEEE A
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2.2. BB

BEAS AP PRE I . KB 180 KL, 43l E TRATEKE 15 cm IR, fEFhFIROK
K, 24 h Ja BCHE KA, TR R K 2 SR, 43 AN 20 mL JE7KEL 17.5% PEG6000 ¥ 7K (6F M.
WK H-0.37 MPa), TIGHRERFRFE N AT K, Fidefi 4 E N B 24 hy 27°C~28C. DIZFKKR
T2 mm NRZFARAE. MBS 3 RITIRRERGiTH R P8, 2400t 5 do [FIRFER 7 RIERR K, IRAHK .
MR E . T E . ST ECRS 7). B0 3 RES, AR PEG6000 Frid ik B I AH 0 Fa e,
KRG 2 d S 1 MRE, X R ) B i K

23. WESSHTEE

2.3.1. EFHXEFTELAR

TWEAR R T 28 FEAEM TR ER. RFEE, ARE, BEK. Bk, WIRTE.
WA TE ., T E, IS N AR R FR A .

RIEH (%) = RS 3 RIEH KRR E/BELRF 75 % 100;

RHER%) = RIEH T RIEH R ZERBUBERFFH % 1005

FHXTFEFRE (%) = ALFRFRFR/ AT IEFEFR < 100,
2.3.2. RBEBETEEFNGZE

K 38 SR BOE A SR HEAT R TR R AT, SIRZE 71 i SRR . A

UX;) :(Xij =X jimin )/(X.fmax —ijin),XiZZU(X”)/n

Xy NH— SRR AR A SEIE s X NIZIEARIIIR KA, Xiin NIZIRIRAIECIME, UGN i fFh )
MOIREIF B . XN i SR RF R EREUE, n NIERRRE. XAEHOK, FUHZARHT R s
3. RS
3.1. iFFTEXNAREE SAFEE & 5200

WiEk 2 fras, 1E 17.5% PEG6000 Ab3E T, FEAEF i R S UifeAny sz 21406 . SxTieAa, 5
AN G, RIERSZFCANEN, HADTEARSZ I HIRE R E, RAFH. KRR, ARE BIRK. 1T
i, AR MR . 2070 F 550 50 L XS BRBFAK 17 32.4%- 14.5%. 59.9%- 54.6%- 66.7%- 68.2%-
66.7%-+ 62.5%.

Table 2. Effect of 17.5% PEG water stress on germination parameters of peanut varieties

5% 2. 17.5% PEG 1Bl T 2B 24 Mt A FS BN
it REEH)  RAEE%) EWRE%)  HRKEem)  HHkem) ERTHEE BHTEQ T E
CK 925+78 964+73 79.1+179 465+120 195+032  022+006  0.06+002  0.08+0.02

17.5% PEG  62.5+20.2 824+59 192+11.1 2.11+0.59 0.65+0.20 0.07 £0.03 0.02+0.01 0.03+0.01

3.2. AT EME TS REXHE

3.2.1. BT ENEN A FESEN L FENF N
T R R Z R AR SR E RSO, AR 2E 2 AT DU 25 0 b s b 1 1 & 1 ) P S PR B 5,
AN & 2RO U B P R s . (36 3 OTAN, 7E 17.5% PEG TR %&4HT, 9 MSREE BFhrk
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SRR TGS, HIEF 20 5. AV 10164 BAEL 47, 2% 9307 KR HFFHAE 17.5% PEG TFHHa sk
PR R BRSNS, FEX R ZE AT RFETE 85% .« 54K 9719 HIAHNT K 2F 2 5K 0.70. FEX K 2 Z7E 0.70~0.85,
FEIME N 0.81.

Table 3. The relative traits of eight germination parameters under drought stress

% 3. 8 MR GFIEIRRIMENTHE
Al AR MIXREER MDAEIRE MXERK AR AXIRRTE MXERTE AT E

1L 2008 0.76 0.80 0.41 0.53 0.33 0.61 0.35 0.40
%% 9719 0.49 0.70 0.20 0.74 0.22 0.60 0.58 0.58
AL 10 0.53 0.73 0.08 0.34 0.27 0.32 0.28 0.29
4% 9326 0.59 0.82 0.29 0.48 0.35 0.29 0.37 0.40
1EH 20 0.95 0.85 0.22 0.36 0.36 0.46 0.44 0.45
A 1016 0.79 0.85 0.28 0.35 0.44 0.28 0.30 0.29
BAL 47 0.43 0.85 0.39 0.36 0.30 0.27 0.38 0.35
T4 9102 0.63 0.80 0.19 0.56 0.37 0.39 0.31 0.32
2% 9307 0.80 0.85 0.29 0.5 0.31 0.50 0.34 0.39
SFEHE 0.66 0.81 0.26 0.47 0.33 0.41 0.36 0.37

PEG il N AEA PP TR 2 AR 2R e R INAURR, ARG R ZE AR I & A E R E R .
FHXT R 2 3AAE 0.43~0.95, “FIIMEN 0.66. TZAE 47 AN K EEH /AN A 043, TEE 20 FIFX R HmN
N 095, — UL, FHAEIRPRARRER, HIZEA SRR 2 . (ARG S BRI, KAeEM
FRAE & T bn (B RIS A —2 S BT R A R fUR I o —fabaskdt T e, &2l
FIEAR R LR B

3.2.2. AT EXERERE, ExEHKSHENERKHZ0

PEG Wl N e M T AR R R IR F UK, PIEMREM 79.1% FFEH] 19.2% (£ 2). H1E 10 5
(AR A AR ZE BN 9 0.08, AL 2008 FIAHXS AR e =i 0.41. AHRTIRARKE K/ R 0.34~0.74, 5
KAE AL 9719 19 0.74, F/MENEAL 10 51 0.34; X IRHKE K/NA 0.22~0.44, B RTEER/N,

3.23. BT EMNEMNERTE, AxEHTFESHENETENTN

AIXHEAR T8 K/ A 0.27~0.61, e KAE NHAAE 2008 111 0.61, f/MENTRAE 47 19 0.27 (3 3); MIXF
RSB K /NA 0.28~0.58, S RAENTEAE 9719 19 0.58, He/MENTEAE 10 51 0.28; FHXT B T8 K/ A
0.29~0.58, KA ATEAE 9719 [ 0.58, H/IMENTELE 10 517 0.29,

3.3. FRIEE mMAAFHIN RS S TN

Fh 78 A SARI DU 2 8 A% 5 IR 02 MR, 38 FH —FhAE b S R A (] it Pk 398 58 PR it 52 R ) 72
R, JFHENMERR RIS B8, Wik, FEZIRRETSEEHY, UREEY
FURPEVEOT B HERAVEAN AT SE 1L . A 7012 F S8 s B0200 9 AMEAE AR T IR ZF 3 R AR
AR IREhK . AR T EAE T EHAT LB (R 4). SR ERH, EMTIRM, 9 MEE MM
31 JE R BB R I ONIAE 2008 > fEF 20 5 > gk 9307 > 448 9719 > #44E 9326 > HIY 1016 > 1Lk
9102 > K6 47 > B|AL 10 T(£ 4), LRETVHMERKR, RUIHHTRREBGR, KL 2008, £F 20,
4% 9307 WY A IAPTFPEEE .
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Table 4. The subordinate function values of eight germination parameters

4. 8 MRFIRIRHIR B R BUE

i} SR A B o
I \ — — — PHRBEN HF
RIEW ORFEERE  WRK  EMK  BRTE  EHMTE TR

M€ 2008 0.63 0.67 1.00 0.48 0.50 1.00 0.23 0.38 0.61 1
#4¢ 9719 0.12 0.00 0.36 1.00 0.00 0.97 1.00 1.00 0.56 4
H1E 10 0.19 0.20 0.00 0.00 0.23 0.15 0.00 0.00 0.10 9
#4¢ 9326 0.31 0.80 0.64 0.35 0.59 0.06 0.30 0.38 043 5
E 20 1.00 1.00 0.42 0.05 0.64 0.56 0.53 0.55 0.59 2
Hib 1016 0.69 1.00 0.61 0.02 1.00 0.03 0.07 0.00 0.43 6
%t 47 0.00 1.00 0.94 0.05 0.36 0.00 0.33 0.21 0.36 8
4% 9102 0.38 0.67 0.33 0.55 0.68 0.35 0.10 0.10 0.40 7
4% 9307 0.71 1.00 0.64 0.40 0.41 0.68 0.20 0.34 0.55 3
SEIME 0.45 0.70 0.55 0.32 0.49 0.42 0.31 0.33 0.45

4. R E5LER

Bt A BRAZ IR A 0] 9K BEIR B AN TR, T R A A e B 2 A R R R T . B
PUT R I A O SOV 2 AR L o R IV E 2 A AR . JEAEPT TR U P BeHE,  BlAE fE Rl I

At RS RRD 05, WA R P R R AR S B R M K T R AR T IR R G111

AU ER 8 M AIAMER T, MARTEZ T RMERE R E, RICAEMNBEEMT, BRT
HIE T 0.22 g, T 17.5% PEG6000 ALFEFF- 2B N 0.07 g, FEIK T 68.2%; AMRFE. IRAH. IRH+
H, T E 4 NRERZIMEIFRRER K, DHBEIKT 59.9%. 66.7%- 66.7%- 62.5%, IX5iKEHH[12]%
MRS IR —8G KRR, KFEBW MRV ZIGIFRERN, —FH DRI T 14.5% 32.4%. Fit, 4
REE, MK, WRRTE, AT 2 5] DUE A 2 PR I IR 48 br o

TEVIPT R SR IS VAN 7 v R B B R EGE . BN KEREETE. BRI E. AR
PSR IE R EGE, X5 9 B A6AE Pl B0 ZF BHPT ST VRO, IRk B 3 B R SRR GIAE 2008 FEH 20 5.
5% 9307), 3 4P EHIRAE 9719 AL 9326, 4k 9102), PLREMERZEMSFAEYD 10164 AL 47,
AL 10 5. ZHF AR SRS R BUEEH T RN RS E, T —Ma & JaREH I %€ ik,
PLIE— 5 BRI I S A S R (R B R 1

HE&mHE
E R4 re AR R H (CARS-14); T & B = 3 AR R H (S2012-5).
SEEk
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