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i B BRSPS R R R T I (1 T E AR A Z . PR (Cucurbita spp.) BATHGRI ST 52 8E 775
RN PO BTSSP BRI A = HIRG A, 28 F T s PR A i Tt A B i v g SR 7 R R )
ANEEBE AR o AL ES g SN ERE VP4 7 A 2 o3 SRR e v JICRY R P2 PR A AL e T s PR ) 38 A A
SR 3 R ST T e PR HEAT£50, JFR45 JE AW T 05 FEAT R SR, LASYI e AT g TS 56 P2 L A AL 75 T b 2 ot A R 2 i

2%,
XEE: BN WERTE SREVRT AEBINLE) g SR

TR EI SR LR R L e O LR R R
SR F| g ImAHE, AEwAERKIEREE, HEl
THTEVERHE. EHEIB (BFE 4, 2000). +
BeLh I O A — M SR e, AR R A AR
FER AR IE R R —, AMEBARS T Aok A=
AR IIRRE, FEXHEY A KIS B 1 ™ 1 5 T 5
M, B Eh AR A £ 0K 9 913 7 hm®, 444
[ [H AR 1710 (et 25, 2018). 4k,
BH Tk 2 T AR DL B AN 24 P E R A B 5 P i B Ik
A SR BRI A i = A5 R R AL ) AR A H A
PR Ok 28, 2016). 7EEhBiL IR T,
AR B SR E A T 5 ANE A R i
TEREMHL IR R, ATEE )40 i E AR
fit, EARWAEY)AEK (Liang et al.,, 2018). KH
WIERVE . IKFINERNL 225 A G 07 10 LI T I
R #EmHE 77, HIRROFA AR (s 4%,
2018), JE sk AR i 5 1 A ok ) AR el R 2R im0
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HEWE: Auutih RAHEIWAHRIBAIE (BAICOD), HiEAILF
SR AE TREIH (CAAS-ASTIP-IVFCAAS)

BT IR OB TR GBE &8, 2016).

i NJE (Cucurbita) 45 5 AN 3REG M. H H
B JN (Cucurbita moschata)« E1E 5 )N (Cucurbita
maxima)~ 3 W F JN (Cucurbita pepo) . g
JK (Cucurbita ficifolia) F1 K ¥f ® JX (Cucurbita
mixta); FRIKFrE AL, HRIBEEMHEGRAK
I U RE D5 AN IE B R A s 2 R, RS
YO V2 S (Whitaker, 1974, 5K Bk 2%,
2018)., 4f& i [H [l & 22 2 p BT 7T 70 22 (20150 4t it
R E A P2 AL 110 75 hm?, Hh R (f
FErE R, EIRE R ORI PG # ) A2 P~ A4 80 5
hm® 247, FF P e I CoE A 65 B 32 o JIOR P )
A AR 30 73 hm® 2 A BRAN, IRIEHURIEAG 2
I8 S PU I 5y T AR e AR L, T T B TORA 7 I
SEMAEE AR A EER R CT EM 55, 2019),
il N (A E RO, 28 H A R TS Fh ]
FeAZFhD B RIA T FIFFEZ) 4 800 t (WEHARIEH
FUZ) 130 J5 hm®) . A UL, B A A 5 B 35 5
YEYD, T BAE R ARALE A P i, A B A

16 B T 3 14 A 1 v I it A ASAEL AT DLFR v R
Ak g8 B TR B P R 3 S R P B N 22 50 4K
an, AT R IR R R A (T
Ji &, 20065 BAE 4%, 2016). ASCLER T ULER
T JICHRS 6 14 DA D7 V2R 6 b ot SRR e . e I
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R R A B R SR B AR BRI T R, DU AT rE I B U AL
fiif 5 25 DAL 4 5 T A Ak e (3R 1D, FEXT SR 23 LB = G LR 7 P e e
F=1 B RSE
oWt KR 225 ik
PR R PPN AR VPR REEHE, AUET ANIER 5%, 2009; TARIH &%, 2011; 5KiEUE &5, 2011; El-Shraiy etal., 2011; T
J7 V5T E5 A 5 WAHE 45, 2012; B4, 2014; TiEfE %, 2018
BRI MR VEVPAN I SRR, R MR 2%, 2007a; FMITKE 2, 2009; RN 45, 2012; Colla et al., 2012; fhEE) 2%,
ERLE Y IRIRE 2013; Aydinsakiretal., 2013; Lalelouetal., 2013; FjEt 2%, 2018; SkEyy 4%,
2018
it SR PRI I8 SeBe e Mk, PIFE 4%, 2006; FMEAR 2%, 2009; AR E %%, 2010a; El-Shraiy et al., 2011;
FRIE FH ] 65 5 V5 g 4%, 2012; MDY 45, 2013; Aydinsakir et al., 2013; il JL %%, 2015;
EEE L, 2018, skEL &, 2018
T VP A BREAESEL AR WRILE 2%, 2007; fMIHE 25, 2009; FEMRE 2%, 2010a; HISHE 4%, 20125 L0
febr, AEAAL B S, 2012; SKETAIZEFE, 2012; Fhitlh £, 2013; B4, 2014; FET9HK 2%,
=t 2016; SKFERE 5, 2017; Xuetal, 2017, FiEHE 4, 2018
i T RO R JAE %, 2007b; L %, 2015; FKFEEER 4%, 2017
i
NI SRR BB T BB Z= Tk %, 2010a; JERE 4%, 2010b; Ahmed et al., 2010; H =g 45, 2012;
FR A B LR Nounjan & Theerakulpisut, 2012; Kusvuran etal., 2013; #BXEH, 2014; 5k 2%,
2016; Olave & Santander, 2017
BB BRI, B 2K 4%, 2008; JE{RE 4%, 2008a; ZE Tk 4, 2010b; El-Shraiy et al., 2011;
2 4 e James et al., 2011; HZHff &5, 2012; Hasegawa, 2013; Huang et al., 2013; Shen
etal., 2016; Niuetal., 2017
TR WA KW R AGRE %, 2007b, 2008b; 2Tk £, 2010a, 2010b; FRNHE &5, 2011 &X#FH 4k,
(ROS), T = 2014; Wk %, 2016
& (MDA)
BRmIR Eh e % % (PAs),  JHRE 2%, 2008b; Yinetal, 2014; Xieetal., 2015; ZEHk £, 2016; Shuetal,
HE5HiES 7  HO, miRNA 2016; Lietal, 2017; Zarzaetal,, 2017; Huangetal., 2019
NG ER N BALEEE, ThAg  Jiang et al., 2012, 2013; Maetal., 2012; Linetal, 2013; il J| %%, 2015;
AL S AE it £ FH Xing et al., 2015; Z=#ft B &, 2016; Niuetal., 2017, 2018; Chen et al., 2018;
TR HIHE T Sunetal,, 2018; Huangetal., 2019; FKHEST &, 2020

1 R I &L PPN 73 SR RO Eh A B 5%

Rk

| =) NN AR Y

TEVI R ZE MBI R A K Ok B i e
xof ki SUB M i I CEAR LS 55, 20115 5K
e T 5 PR B 7T AR
AEFRET ] B BRI R BP TR AR (F
&, 2018), HAKJEMARK 5~10 mm B FF45
20090, b 1 5 = R ITI Ak
HOGBFHE, 2014), 43 EH AR CERE
AR, 2012) BRYEY)TE EAE G AT /b (El-Shraiy
2011).

R 2%, 2011),

NERIAE

AP CPMNEMR 25,

etal.,

12 R EIEN B T RRE

P JI ERVE VAN R R B AL S AR T 2

A NaCl fil Ca (NO;) ,, {HJ& KCl, CaCl,. NaNO,
F1 Na,SO, W ARA RLH . A 25 85 7] 7 A bk
ISR, fE55952%A4F F, NaCl (90 mmol - L)
S L A A K P 00 R P AR X B P B IR P KT
Ca (NO,) , (60 mmol - L") (FENNH: &5, 2012);
R SR (5dS - m') %MK, CaCl, SHE R
00 151) R B IR B B 22 KT NaCl il KCI (Aydinsakir
etal, 2013); fF % JB /K& & (240 mmol - L)
% FF T, NaNO, X A8 % 15 3 72 B 22 K T NaCl
2013), ﬁ&ﬁﬁ%@KWF(m
mmol - L'/40 mmol - % T, NaCl iy 18 4k
Eﬁﬁ*ﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁﬂ%ﬁMﬁ%ﬁEﬁﬁ? Na,SO, (Colla
etal.,, 2012),
] B JICEAT T R MLV R 22 K AN A B 1k B
BEEEHAT AL BE, ARG RIG AT REA [F) 2R e
— 19

e

(Lalelou et al.,
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AR ARAR B B AE TR AR I AR AT Z5 G VAN
MRS (2009). TiEHE% (2018) WFF KW,
KFH Ca (NOy) , % B JINEEAT i 35 PR VE A ) 3E B g
FHEH 90~120 mmol - L', #%H NaCl %55 JIC
BHATHRAALEE, JREEA 120~240 mmol - L' I, %
AR AR R B AR AR AR IR A AE AN [RI DR ] 22 57
B3 (JARE %, 2007a; FhEER) &5, 2013; 5kE
I 2018).,
1.3 FNE TN SRS A

T I 7 1 R SRR R 2B K TS R PR VAR 1)
Rk DL = S e v A ) S ek e, R
R 75 125 %65 7 (b AR R AT ES: B )R TR o
Forb, B R BB 2% O v DL BV (AR R
25, 2009; AR 2, 2010a). BEFEMPEAGE (Fh
dy A, 2013; EJEE S, 2018) MEEFUE (T
F5ge &, 2006; Tl 5%, 2015) 2 WLRkiE; fH
PRAEK BI85 72 7 i R A AL IV 55,
2009; JERE 2, 2010a). FEFE (F)L &,
2015; FKEUE &%, 2018). KEHE (HHM 4,
2012; Aydinsakir et al., 2013) A1 [a] &5 7K V% 2
(El-Shraiy et al., 2011) %%,
1.4 FEFER TN ER

T JICF T PR 6 14 TP 6 55 e B AT PR
B IS WS ) B AR KRB ¥ 1) 5240 T AR BE R AT 43
9, SitEFERE M S AR SR,
F KR A K ZIGIFRRRE . T RS IER R
v P IRER 2 RIS RECE . ROk
FEAE R ERIIRFI W A 2 S F R (PN
&5, 2009; JERE £, 2010a; FREEHE 2%, 2012;
TET5k 55, 2016). K #hFHFREE Ay ra Nt &k
PV Fe bR, ARG BRI TN, &S
B RUAGE ) e S 75 126 %5 0 o

A I 6 1 AR AT DA a0 s 0 -5 R 38 S %
A RKAR PRSI B2 0 R /INEEAT VR . R AR KA
PREFER R RFH KRR IRKE. 1
[ 1IN 7 =TI AN o SN o N T AN = 37
AT RS (PMRR 25, 2009; Tk [EHT AL,
2012; XM, 2014; sREEER &5, 2017; EiGtE &,
2018).

BrAE KR brah, — e Eh b iE 2 1F T AR e
FEE A0 B S R AR B A AL R AR A o] DAAE it M PEA

Fabr, IR A I S5 A A A FE AR
AR B BRI, ) B IR i b VR AT VR o 8
AT I b SR HER. TR
FJi. nryEtErE. N % (MDA) & &, &
FA LG (SOD). &L (POD). T4
WEEE (CAT). sk imR it E LY (APX) %
G, AR, M HE SRS (FRIE %,
2007; HEME 55, 2012; ENNAE 55, 2012; 45 1E,
2014; FBTHPK 2, 2016).

BT NSRRI 2 AR A L ESR,
I H B A 5 AR A A K Febn AR AR e i AT REA7-AE
— AN, R — bR LN EFR A BE 5
RFHTH P E A AR AE ., RIE B R 25
GO ITIEX R AR R B BAR AT VR . PNAE BN S
(2013) BF5E 6 AN NaCl e ab AN [5] 5 SR A4
BHNF,  FSRJEBRBE N RS2 REAFH . REFIREL
FEARK ESE 4 NIRRT T 2568V, @
AR HT 4 TR AR I SR R eR EUE P I A AN [
FhEOm R 2, IR RS RIER. KRR,
R HORN R AR K B S W i AR AR AT o PINIR MR S
(200981 Ca(NO,), b BE 22 AR R A KL
DAEEEAEEL (SSD. FARK . MIAR%L. AHXT &K
AT HEL 5 20 Y FR A 5 SR J oR BB RS SR R
B8, e DRI R BUE IR IR AT R i, A
T 0T TR 6 P SRR 3 B RAE H PE . Xu 5§ (2017)
SINT T B IE R MR SRR KA. KR
WERZF Ak 2. SRE. FRESE
KA8F5, KH UPGMA FK 77, ¥ 15
B AT 3 ANEER: i 52 2 | A S 52 RN 5 IR
K S5 A VR VR RO B A TH HL VTR AS R i 2 ]
(it SRR, B T P R AL A E R 1
1.5 Fa/NiE MR &R IHE

H AR sh =85 ARKIER L RS0
%, ORIk T — e 3h 558 1) 5 A R
PR, FEARELZE (2007b) M 69 4 T [ N 24 A8
FhAN 4 43 7 oAb, O HH i R A R T 2 A8 b
6 £y, Ho 360-3x112-2 ffif & P & 9. F il L%
(2015) M\ 27 IR E A A& MR, fdE i #5
P B 50 B R4 R NMO83 FIAN TR 25 A A4 K XBZM, 5K
HIREE (2017) M\ 86 1 A IR K AL rg A L1, i
16 i R PR B TR A HM14 25 7 3 ENEE R ICRD 1 73
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[E 7 /R P63; IthAh, &k 1 6 fri #h 1 ar B
& EAENRARI R A RL,  HorpadE 2 4 E R R
48 LN089 A1 HFHF2. 2 {7 [l FF 5 JR A1 Bl KR8 Al
LXDI12, 1 4 Pa#i AR KR6 A1 1 473 5 it A 52 B it
kA 4 5 o AHH A IR A it b 3 IR AE AR B AL 1 5
WA S e, DR SRV RR T SR PRI I AT,
AR A VPN R RIS AL S TAE I RN
SER7I8

2 FaAITEL MRS A RO S B A

AR, X AR 7L H 23RN, 3K
6 ol () AR BEA LR IEAE B DA TR, B AR AL
HIELFRSE W THLE] . X B (R B PR R ORA B =g
G511 IR = ] 3 b U ey 7 STER S ) RS R e e
H5E (M5, 2016),

2.1 BEAH

FRZ R RV M B ORI AT R AR AR
RN B E R A EE R T, R R
e R s K E AR R,k P AT 4E N A2
75 BH 1A A 5T 2k 7K B S AE D i e R I R A
V5 FBR J5 25 /F B (Ahmedet al., 2010; Nounjan &
Theerakulpisut, 2012; ZEHk 45, 2016).

MRNZ 2 EE, WEiR. iEtEEa
AR S EEY RIS EHES, I AR
ERPERR IR NP Y, SRS E R S B
JEE S 25 R T B MR 55 B0 N RR s (ZF PR 4%,
2010a; Ji 12 [ %%, 2010b; H 5§ 2%, 2012;
Kusvuran et al.,, 2013; #& 5 4&, 2014; Olave &
Santander, 2017), [FIW} i £h VLR PRI AL S Z T
PR BE AR AN, VBT RE S AHGT 5 (SRR
S, 2010b), FRHIIZE T AL rg I & 1 — i 22
B
22 BFiRFMRIEE SR

TEER B, HEY) 9 4ERR IR A KR
A, RS RIS B s S R R E
M 2SR AERF A N BOm BE R, DUA I A A
HNBST-F45 (Shen et al., 2016). 4l P 4 #5738 &
[ Na'/K" W FE LRI Y Na' IR FEEAERE 4 RF IR 5
A HROPRAS AR £R ol i #2 o B OB E A (James
etal., 2011; Hasegawa, 2013),

RGN AL SR e b B s, &AW Fh e %)

BRI Na' 2 58 2% 38 I, A Ca™ th G AN
FEEE 3G 0 S 3 Mk 55 AR AE L, T 3R P 5
(A B4 1 H B3 Na™ 2 &, Na/K'. Na'/Ca™.
Swax TH BN - Sk £ R, R
Z A TR Na's K B9 R 1) 38 ik
BE T H RN, S ™Na gy iz K gy ppiz ) M
Snaco [ CHN - F5 IS HEBEVE R, R0 M
B T RYES Na'y Ca® (W fiof [a) Hig ik
BERE ST RN, Sawco™Na g 1y iz /Ca gy Ly gD
B REE AR KT, 1 K Ca™ fil Mg™ 255 B
m (FF R &, 2008 JE AR IE &%, 2008a; 2T
fik %%, 2010b; El-Shraiy etal., 2011; HZH %%,
2012). IXUeZE BLERHY, LSt v 55 A R B,
T £ P 5 R B ST R B AR 0 Na™ i i B A 55
HE R RE 7T, AT RE 0% 8/ Jo X Na™ [l lie; ik
A, TR ERPE SR AR TRR R Na™ i A B 1 ]
FrRe /1, Aefd Na' FRErEMR R, Jk> Na' [ b
Iz, Mg XA AR 155 (Huang
etal., 2013; Niuetal.,, 2017),

2.3 GEMEIEE

MAEY) 2 B SR E R, AR S TR R R
(ROS) My 51KV R4 52 2520, ROS K
BN RE R AR, Ekid A, SOD. POD Al
CAT Mg iEbRis M A R A B EEAEH (E£Hk
& 2016).

% (MDA) 185 & ] DL B4 i o A i
FAVER5RES . 25 P RkEE (2010a, 2010b) HFFT
FW, BEESEME A 3G N, R4 N MDA
TEE LIHES, UL T A B IR AR R
o 0T ER R SR I S AR, 7R R iE S
MDA &5 5 43 4 5 75 A AR SO 3 R (17K
UL YIAR RAEPUEA B A B E A B E R T
TP B SR AR RE R B R T AR
2 2007b).,

AT, FAEMH SOD. POD. CAT
A APX RGNS A AN FRE R, B
PR ARG IE Ty R (AR E &, 2007b).
HR L (2014) FEWFFLH I, it SR ks 1 FE I
PPEHE L 38 5 POD i 1 ANH 38 A 38 hn B ifi H B
FeARmass, RIS R A m A RHE TR #h AL mT
REAPTEZESR . SIS, T Eh P 9 e R TR AR P9 AR

ERE5IE
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PEEEPERG SR, MBI T O, B Al A
H,0, & &, W 7 HEKRESRMERE T 221
1 AR E %,2008b; EREH 55,2011 XH4E,
2014).
24 FEERE B ESEES T

Z e (PAs) etk N k474 K7 T &
PG R & 0. EEY RN O & K IAFAE 2
2, HAPsE LR B (Pud). =%
(Spm) A1 DU iz SV e (Spd). % i 7K T 1A 4 il
5t £ A O ARAKCE ) Put . &K
Spm 1 Spd &5 &A7 | T H& im i An Eh 1938 (i 52
(ZEWE 2%, 2016). Zarza %% (2017) @i FEK ik
T, RKINZ RERERE TR LA C 0] LASE i 35 1
(1) H AR R 3 KPS 2 2 5 AR JA)
A E RIS SRR R SOdE I 22 G e AL
(PAO) {7 HE R SRR 9, E B LE Y Eh A5 )
 PAs I8 AT AR OGN S o R, (2 gk 7 A
IR (ABA) FITA &G AR FERE. A
iR e =R (TCA) IR ] =55 v 1152 1
FIVIE, AT R A A (P

J R E 45 (2008b) LRI, ERbiEfE, B
JAR % o Put. Spd. Spm. PAs 7 & f Put/PAs %J
WIS B b T R o B A RE Put & B A Put/PAs 1
& 4% 71y, Spd. Spm. PAs & & fll (Spd+Spm) /Put
MR . HED E 18 fo m AR R b 2 e & &1
fan X b BT BR A 2 N5 P A R AR

H,0, ¥\ A N5V 2 A4 B N 1Y) B A 5
ST, AEEATAR & Na' il K Wit fE b il R Bl
HEMEH . Huang 55 (2019) W50, Rt #h
PEEE S B B Y = 2R RIAE T’ AR 2 NADPH
Al (RBOH) 7t #Wrid T =4 H,0, {55, il
ik it 5 H'-ATPase 1 #% Na™ 1 K™ Wi, Hid i 28
J AR R B - g b iE e, AT R I R AR 2R
ST M 3 3 R s T I K RS2 B B 4 )
A, Li%% (2017) A 80 mmol - L' Ca (NO,) ,
&b PR B )N (Cucurbita maximaxC. moschata) U5 12
BONA T, 45 F Wil AR 4% ] DAYk AR 3 T4
Ca (NOy) , e 5] R A b 1, X AT RER i
TNO 25 1 H,0, it iy A Q. Shu &5
(2016) MRFFER, BN S0 ABA &R
37 HO, AR, F8 Ca (NOy) , JiHE N ryrt

£ ABA/H,0, 15 5 18 i H = A B A B A B
AW R W, Y40 K miRNA t1 2 2
5 U R A R ) AR B R B A R 4 AR H
(Yin et al., 2014)., Xie 2§ (2015) #f 7 & B,
7£ 100 mmol - L' NaCl & P F, N12 (Cucurbita
maxima Duch.)  Fl1 N15 (Cucurbita moschata
Duch.) ) miRNA 5 xf # 20 (R 28 #h Wy aa 4k 72
I N12 R N15) M LA W] B34k, e s 74
E A miRNA (55 6 A £/ 57 miRNA F1 1 A5
miRNA), Jf H 7 5 1K 18 miRNA 5 R 3 2
S R A ER B E SO B B L, BAERKS S
HH. BT /H R¥%izHEA 18 f15 CBL HAEM
2 FZ R AR EE B, U] miRNA 7E # 8
M) S 3 4 Hh kS 38 B 24 P

3 BN &L M AR ADISE AR K AR oK i
eS|l

H AU ¢ F I 6 M 188 % 7 T i F s 2
Chen &5 (2018) FHH IR LB (EMS) #HAFH
ERER, JHIEIRTE T 2 AN R oAk, kA3
AEFRARIHEAT T D S BE BT Rt 3h
RAFRF A Z QTL £l 5SS (20200 FIFH
it ERPEASF 1) 6 4 BN E A8 R SR 58 X 448
VEBCHI A JE AR, WEAE T R I 1 T A LA s
SERR, PN SR B AE T & 2 Xt R -
AR ¢ - B A, BN
o HEARR 6 11 32 2 PR 18 4% R AE 34.62%~62.08% 2
], DL R B S, 1& & 70 AR T 4%

AR, FAEVFEMEGEAR WA, %
S B R AR T 2 2 T VA AE AR SR AL B
Fb s mEAER, N AR i ik K i £ EE
PLl B RS2 it T TR SR (e 4%,
2016). WFFLE B, NADPH 4 {1k i 4 AT 3 [F] 98 4%
25| AR R MRS 5 R DU RE B IG, Sha R
PR T RAS A Ik 2 i T 2R DA A o [ b
& Na' Mge il e T8 AR, R HF Na/K P
i DA K AR Ca” (55 2 B, SRR
A NaCl B £ 7 (Jiang et al., 2012; Ma et al.,
2012), iZidFE2Z %) SnRK2.4/2.10 /-5 /) ABA 155
& 12 VA N ETOI (ethylene overproducerl) #1 EIN3
(Ethylene-Insensitive3) /31 L If15 5 @ 1E L [H
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4% (Jiang etal., 2012, 2013; Linetal., 2013),

IR A N G R R, dE— PR 7
R IEE 5 i SRR I — R T i I DR o 5 I e 1
EhVE S E . NCED3s 525 (4ifi% 1 4~ ABA
AWE R R BRIE D (RIS N 2 (g it
WAL ABA 5 5 (1) FLOCH, M 32 & R I
Mif £ 1 (2455 %, 2016; Niuetal., 2018). 7£
75 mmol - L' NaCl £l kB, 58K H AR 5
B, BCRE AR S NADPH E AL i3 K]
RbohD 11 RbohF %55 /K"V-Ft 75, RN E R AERR SR 2
JfUfSE - 1¥) H'-ATPase FIEH B T4 ia 4% HAKS BG4
g A, HyO, (5 516 2 50 S <AL,
FRARZE G T 2, DTSl 2 2 vy 4 L o 1900 85 Ik FEE T
KA REA R EE ) FESHERTE—E
WRE, 2B a2 (Xing et al., 2015;
Niu et al., 2017, 2018; Huang et al., 2019), I
Ab, W FCIE R B s R A A 18 B (HKTs) 75
TP N K B B s Na' 5 T A5 EEEH . Sun
& (2018) @A R VAR [ o3 50 P2 E 40 T
HKTI1, I T 24w P[RR B JICHKT Zhs e A,
FF 5053 Ht KRB CmHKTL; 1 J& T [E 7 JX o HKT
FER G NaCl e 24T, CmHKTIL; 1R
K RN BERE TR AR B IR R IE R
W] CmHKTI; 17— Na &#HicEH, 3K
FIRRIE CmHKTI; 1 W] ARFARAE AR B35 Na™ ()
R, XUesE BEW], CmHKTI; 1@ R %] Na'
AR R H Bt AR AR SR e . 2R AE R R
i £5 PR B3R PE N BRI H — 2 13 /7. Niu
& (2018) it gRT-PCR 234t K3, hihid 5
HKT1 FIZ4Hffipy Na'/H (NHX4/6) %158 [ MERIA
B, FET M Na® B>, RS B
ke, ke Na® S & hn. TimJLEE (2015) LA
i & AAN T 2500 2 40 B RAL KL, # % T F, BRI
BT BSA F 58, &3 RAPD 5|4 P597 7] R 51t £
FHRAL AUE B ES . (HH AN T2 5 3B alE 55
SR AR 0 BB R Y b B S DO RE AR AT 55 AR M A
NG

4 [EIESRKRE

TR SR L i) U™ R RS R AN
DrRlat, g NAEAL BT SRR R AR B EL AT 5T

Ha 2B AT EM. LR T (B i
EhAEFEHLH O BONRAM R G IEFT, 1005 I
SR ARRE IR T —EMERR S E, HA
A TBAE AN 3 - PR L WA 58 A B, AE SR AR
TR IR T

© BT 6000 % 58 5 VPN 751 B o b
AT e —05e 3 . il ShAHUTE 0 % VRN 2 T S
EhE AR E RSEEREAIRTHE . H B0 R I S5 1 ) 4
ERVEN TAE, RRERREER AN, &
SE HOZAEAA AR XS ER R, H4E R PR A A
2K PP R 4, L B ok A £
PERIFHICHE ANTE 2 . 76 /KRS 2R % 8 SR 77
RAT T, R E T A . 2R
FA A F WA SR % 1 B iE Bhik g, SRt —b
P T OREL sz + N T ahil + iRt 1
“AgyrENE”, CLCmEie S PP KRS
I CEAR &, 2019), B IAEE (2019) @i
W7 KRG 426 8 I 2k vk % e vk, 1R T KRR A
A2 BRI R VRS e W B R, R e A
K BHEREAS TV EIX 3 AR E MR 5
REL KKFER BT 4 A2 B I 3 PR A PROE %
5. KR £ K TR R T R, KN
I VRS e AR L E )25 ik, fERR
N A7 R I iRy AN v L o P T 0 =K v Y
FF $h 35000 B fr] Fob P2 P 11 398 5 v 8, I TR L —
HIRAN RS BAI SO 7T T AR, R s
Tirf 6 14 5 52 FPPAN At
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High throughput sequencing of small RNAs in the two Cucurbita

Research Progress on Salt Tolerance in Cucurbita
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Ying”', WANG Chang-lin®"

('College of Biological Sciences and Technology, Beijing Forestry University, Beijing 100083, China; Institute of Vegetables
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Abstract: Soil salinization is one of the main abiotic stresses in vegetable production. Pumpkin

(Cucurbita spp.) displayed strong tolerance to salt stress and was used as rootstock in grafting cultivation of
cucumber, melon and watermelon. Selection of pumpkin varieties with salt tolerance is helpful to improve
the yield and economic benefits of pumpkin and Cucurbitaceae grafted vegetables. This paper summarized the
research progress on evaluation methods for salt tolerance of Cucurbita and salt-tolerant Cucurbita germplasm
screening, physiological mechanism in forming Cucurbita salt tolerance, inheritance of Cucurbita salt
tolerance traits and related salt tolerance genes in Cucurbita. Furthermore, the paper also prospected the future
research direction, hoping to provide more theoretical references for understanding the regulatory mechanism
of pumpkin salt tolerance, and selection of salt tolerant varieties.

Key words: Cucurbita; Salt tolerance; Comprehensive evaluation; Physiological mechanism;

Heredity; Review



