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1 EXMFELRER

Table 1 Basic information of maize seeds

FOKREHRY ES ST el 23 7
Maize type Maize cultivars Purchasing company
(EEESPS Jefl 666 L S AL A BR 2 F
Forage maize Xianyou 666 Hebei Xianyou Seed Industry Co. ,Ltd
A 808 b Bt BRAIAIL A BR A
Lianchuang 808 Beijing Lianchuang Seed Industry Co. ,Ltd
AL 958 T R A AL A PR 2S A
Zhengdan 958 Henan Jinboshi Seed Industry Co. ,Ltd
Ji 1% 68 AL 7 Al A BR A
Wansheng 68 Hebei Wansheng Seed Industry Co. ,Ltd
b1 b BB A AL A BR 2 #
Zhongke 11 Beijing Lianchuang Seed Industry Co. ,Ltd

[IESES

Sweet maize

SR 608
Jingketian 608

ZLFIAG 144
Hongtiannuo 144

BAH 8 5
Kebainuo 8

42t 60
Jintian 60

Jemt e BUR B £ F F I LKA BRA A
Beijing Huaao Nongkeyu Breeding Development Co. ,Ltd

T R Bl A R A R
Hebei Dayu Seed Industry Co. ,Ltd

DU 1| el 0 g B Al A R 7
Sichuan Zhongdu Gaoke Seed Industry Co. ,Ltd

T b Al AT FR 4 R
Hebei Dayu Seed Industry Co. ,Ltd

1.2 KWHE

BT )R 353 2 mm 0, R & kg (LA
HEF 3 B HEFEA 0,50,100,150 g B3l (R A
AbFR P S5 35 R — O, FE B FE (N T T 4%
PLKFNR A YA HE 7 d. A 0 S5 A3 e
I il

PRI 80 g £ Ffidk B 1) A Wb 15 e -1, 4 F
B ILCEA 90 mm) H1, 7] — F K & A B A A1 7
TSR B E 3R E R . N ELP R ORI — 3L
HAR W TC B A OK Rl A 5 Fh T AR R
SHECH 4 YR AR BN WR M 20 min 4TI B
Jateee sl BEASEE SR ILRE 20 K, FEFHIEE N 1 cm
it WEIEEE Ky BT HEIE G RAET 25
CREFEOCRBELE N 12 h/d, 5K E WL,
TR R RS - R il Sk KA R R 3 d
TCH 4G 2R Sy & 2F A5 AR R f S B
Fr A AL B R SRR 0 9 d. R EFEES A E
SR AR H AR AR T R RAR R
IR
1.3 EIEHR

D 7 8 B AL 45 W & 48 bn 0 A K A8 AR L
RAGER I3 B R K 28 3 R A8 BURAR X & 28 %5 A
K A8 A5 43 000 Ry Gy vt e e AR HE B ER AR W i AR
B MR R R, W AR TR AT

Gr=2>Gt/T X100%

R ,Gr WEZFHRGe HAERE « Y & 2%
BT A7 S .

Gi=2(Gt/Dv)

KP LGN R FEREGGe HAERT] « Y &
ZEECCA) s Do R AHRL I & 2B ] (DD .

AT & 2F % = Ab B4 & 2F R/ IR &2
K X100%

IR 45 T A R AR AR A P op vk T
FHBY T 43 BURy M b3 A0 b R 8RR FBD L 4R 5
MICROTEK # & # #§ X (# 5. MRS
9600 TFU2L) Il 5 A bk AR K AR R R AR,
RO 52 FE AR P v P R T 0 e i o i (L
5 My AR R AR TR .

1.4 HiEAIE

S Excel 2010 Fil DPSv 14. 10 #F47 (48 &b

R 2081, % H Duncan’s T 2 H 3,

2 HRHH
2.1 FELWA#RSRRENERHFHERY

K — Y RE B 2 A iE e R R AT 5 R %
ol 1A i 75 G i 38 R 2 7 B B0 1 i A RE
T3 R RIE A AL B R RS B R B
I EEAE . AR AN ) A 3k 3 P o 88 1) A BT AN (] i Ao
BT 1 A ZF RGO 2 s AE 50 g/kg
AR .9 A F KA AT R ZF R
XIHECO g/leg) M LU G 22 5 4 O 0 3, Ul AR Ok 2
A8 L A S S X 9 A T K i B G R G
FRWE s B LTS B B B T 9 D K



12 ¥4

LG8 AT R 9 DK (Zea mays L) SRRl & L2 4 2R K1 52 .+ 1779 -

RN R R 2R B T e, K
T EE A HE A TS e B OR BT R EE & A
00 AR 5 8 7 A i Y A TS ek BE (100
g/kg) T, “HEA] 808”7 KR HA 958 thBE 117 A1 5t
Flt 60874 A K fi Bl i Fh 1 e 255 5 BAIRIR BE (O
g/kg F1 50 g/kg) WAL FRYTC b & 2 57, R WX 4
A K b A A A R R R B A T S G B R
A T A

MR 2 AT, EOR BT R ZERZ AR T A B
SRR TS e B R U R . AR A WA
WA ZE T (0 g/kg AEFE) 9 A K K §h Ff i) Bk 7
KEEFN 66. 7% ~100% ;1M < LT FPRG 1447 Fi1° 4
Ft 607 fb Ah A Tl 2F BB, 43 3 R 73, 3% i
66. 7 %0, WL A oAb SR, BT UL 9 AN EOK S
Tt (8 1 76 B A A0S Y S 0 R AT
S AT A R B A B R LR E X
MR (0 g/kg) B K& 23 R 100 %, 45 Ab B A 2% 2F %

550 BR R 2 A0 T 43 b B g R R & 2R 0 B
XD 22 55, M B o A EL B A% R K Bl T X 4
AMTE Y T Z L 3 2 AL FE 50 g/kg
TG Y e BEALEE R L 7 B 687 ChERE KO AU AR
XF & 2F R W T A 607 (R E KD 5100 g/kg
A5 Y e T L B 8087 A AR 117 (2 Ffiml
B KO B A X & 2R S T 4Dk 1447 AN
CFHARE 8 457 (2 B it £ oK) s Wi 7E 150 g/kg A7
V5 YR BE R L B 9587 FlC T % 687 (2 Fh iR B K
KO B AHX & ZF AR T ALk 1447 B RS
8 5 M4t 6073 A B oK, H UL WL FE 45 Fh
BTG YR R L R K B AR X KRR T
IR OK , HoA b Ts gek B i LRI . 7
e B TS Ge vk B (150 g/kg) R L GRDEEE K Fh
T EL SR 2R RATIR ik 6590 ~78. 3%, MMi it &
KALH 8. 3% ~48. 3%, KA R E KB F H A
TG Y 2 i TS e R

x2 AEAAHMSERELEERMFAFEMBENEZFE

Table 2 Germination rate and relative germination rate of maize seeds under different petroleum hydrocarbon concentrations

£ M5 YL ¥ /( g/kg) Petroleum concentration

E N

Maize cultivars

RIFH/ %

Germination rate

AR KRR %

Relative germination rate

0 50

100 150 50 100 150

TR EK S 666 Xianyou 666

Forage A 808 Lianchuang 808

maize

98.3+2.9 aA 95.0%0.0 a
5 958 Zhengdan 958
JiJ% 68 Wansheng 68

F1RL 11 Zhongke 11 100.040.0 aA 98.3+2.9 a

iR N HURHA 608 Jingketian 608 95.04+5.0 aA 95.040.0 a

100.040.0 aA 100.0£0.0 a 50.0439.7 b 66.7412.6 ab 100.0£0.0 AB 50.0439.7 C 66.7412.6 ABC
95.0£5.0a 66.7+5.8b 96.6+0.0 AB 96.6+5.1 A 67.8%5.9 ABC
100.0£0.0 aA 100.040.0 a 83.3+£17.6 ab 78.345.8 b 100.040.0 AB83.3£17.6 ABC 78.3£5.8 A

90.0£10.0 abA 95.0+8.7 a 66.7+14.4 b 65.04+20.0b 105.649.6 A 74.1416.0 ABC72.2422.2 AB
95.0£5.0a 68.3%£14.4b 98.3%£2.9 AB  95.04+5.0 A 68.3+14.4 ABC

83.3%£7.6a 48.3%£16.1b 100.0+£0.0 AB 87.748.0 AB 50.9416.9 BC

Sweet L1 WPRG 144 Hongtiannuol44  73.3410.4 aB 70.0+13.2 a 38.3+12.6 b 8.3+£2.9b 95.54£18.0 AB 52.3+17.2 BC 11.4%3.9D

maize

P 8 5 Kebainuo 8

4 if 60 Jintian 60

95.0£5.0 aA 83.3£17.6 a 45.04+18.0b 45.0£5.0b 87.7£18.5 AB 47.4£19.0C 47.4%+5.3C

66.7+£17.6 aB 56.7+£7.6 ab 41.7415.3 bec 31.7%+5.8 ¢  85.0£11.5 B 62.54+22.9 ABC 47.5+8.7 C

T BUE NP LR (e =3) . FATEURE R A R/NG S8 8 R 50 500 S5 AN TR RS 598 3R b B 0] 22 53 2 3% (P <C0. 05), R I,

Note: The data are “mean®SD” (n=3). Different lowercase letters within the same rows or different uppercase letters within the same

columns indicate significant difference between treatments(P<C0. 05), and the same below.

KEZFHEBOUR R YRR T RS AR bR L & 2R AL
ML I k. R S TLUE L BEE A
YV BE B 1L 9 A EOK SR R T R 2R R E0Y
I E TR, RUE A5
T KT IE T3 KOF 32 230, BB & A
Yl B 3G i, HL AR TG KO R R R, (R
FE A IS Yk B R 50 g/kg ZUER L AR
6667 J1B% 687 FI B ARG 8 57 P T & 245 4L
55X 0 g/kg) BT B 2 5, RIS 6667
TR 687 B ARG 8 57X 3 A oK S A RE
A BN 50 g/kg 1 184 TS G 38 X A1

A & A 5]

HiZ 3 AT, 7E 100 g/kg BY A1 {75 4L ¥k &
T AR K LR SE A 6667 BN T & AR LS 4
AR B TG S 2 S AR RE K R T B
687 1Y Tl F & 2F 45 K05 T OK S R T REET 6087
TC 3 25 5 0 3 v T A 3 AN Ok SR
fib 3 ANGEDREE K & b < BRI 8087 KR AL 9587 Fl ¢ R
B 117 M FhF & 2R 46 500 18 35 55 F 4 A oK 5
Tt o AR AT IS YR N 0,50 F1 150 g/kg 45
5 AFERE K S B G R A 2F R RO W
Fa AFE TS AR, H AT DL AR 5 Rl TS Y



+ 1780 -

wode &k

S

30 &

JE R ARDRE B K A Bl D5 TR EOK . A5 AR
BLER S FOR B AEAIE NG 0 g/keg 4B
B HRR 11 AR Bl K 2 R R T A
A TR E K s 7E 50 g/kg AT P BE R L5 A
TRl T K B Ao 3k 2 48 B0E) o I 3 25 S5 AE 100

g/kg F1 150 g/kg A5 YR E T, “ B4 8087
SRR 9587 FN R 117 SRR YRR TR ZEHE B T
BEER, AR &S K. Bk, 5K Aa
8087 BB 9587 A HRE 1173 3 Al T >k i Fil
TE o W BE A i N B B A TS .

x3 TEAHTRARELETERMFLAFEN

Table 3 Germination index of maize seeds under different petroleum hydrocarbon concentrations

FK it b

£1T5 Y B/ g/kg) Petroleum concentration

Maize cultivars 0

50

100

150

Forage maize

Sweet maize

(GRS 5P S Stk 666 Xianyou 666 8.2341.36 aB

A1) 808Lianchuang 808 7.4540.60 aB

B2 958 Zhengdan 958 8.3940. 35 aB

Ji % 68 Wansheng 68 5.7940. 65 aC

FiRl 11 Zhongke 11 10.0840. 22 aA

i1 ISP/ S TR 608 Jingketian 608 4.3840.26 aD

21 ¥k 144 Hongtiannuo 144 2.33%£0.35 aE
BLAKE 8 5 Kebainuo 8
45t 60 Jintian 60

4.3920.39 aD
2.1240.76 aE

.3620. 94 aA

5.59£0.33 bA

1.86=%1.72 bCD

4.8740.68 bA

2.1040.49 bB

2.2940.23 cAB

6.17£0.05 bA 4.4121.26 cAB 2.9240.29 dA
6.1341.31 aA 3.0540. 63 bBC 2.0940. 64 bB
6.2240.63 bA 5.0340.43 cA 2.8140.61 dA
3.3240.17 bB 2.0740.19 ¢CD 0.70%£0. 23 dC
1.282£0.47 bC 0.5540. 25 ¢D 0.0940. 06 cC
3.37+1.27 aB 0.954+0.48 bD 0.7140.09 bC
1.294£0.26 bC 0.82=20. 10 beD 0.3440. 08 cC

22 AETEAMSERENERDGEERKNE
KE#m

I TR LR I, B A TS G B A T
9 A K B A T R R M S A A RAR B
A NMERSRY R E TR B (R 1-A
B.C.D) ;T “BRA 808 < Ji k% 68" ‘BlHAKk 8 57
4Tl 607 LLAN HAl 5 A F K 5 A B9 AR R 36 1
TR 137 B o A vt T G vk B 1) T v T 2 0 4
R (R 1-E) . 7R 8AR A A il 75 G % B (50
g/ k) WbHLT L BR T LU RRR 1447 LIS HA 8 A~
Kt Fpy 1 A2 A A4 KA bR 500 g/kg) TE
B E 25 (B 1-A B .C.D.E) ;s {H & 76 8¢ 5 19 A1 7
V5 YL BE (100 g/kg #1150 g/kg) 4bFE R, 9 A E
Kl A T R ARG b b A e RIAR R A A 4
A A K AR bR T X R OILE 1-AB.C.D)
TR 9 A F KSR AT 8 A b b X ARk B
(50 g/kg) [ 1 A7 ¥ Y B A 72 B AN ) A o
T3¢ e 1 58 A T 5 YL vk B (100 g/kg AT 150
g/ke) I i ZZ 00 O A FoR AL AR K.
2.3 A—1EAMSERETABERSDEE
RNl

) A A PR G e AR R A W i 55 2 18
AT g R AR AR, — A, [l — A
AR A MR A R4 WHE AR A

& 2-AB.C.D.E 1] A1, 7 [f] — 3 i 15 44
WS (LG XTIR 0 g/kg) b BE TR, 9 A oK 5 Ay

B AR M 1A R AR T AR R R R
G5 WARMRYERE R EERNINL, L
PTG G R BE R, 5 A RE R OK A Rl C e AR
6667 < HK A 8087 < B 9587 < Ji % 687 il < vh B
117) AR BT & 1 28 5 T 4 AN ROk C ot R
6087 £L T 144”7 “FL KR 8 5 F1° & 607) (J&]
2-D) s K HAh A= K 8 AR 35 2 R K B i
Tl B KRR (E 2-AB.C.E) , £ WHTE&Fb + 31
W5 YLk BE (A5 X IR 0 g/ke) F L Fl RE K i1 4
KRBT/ Bk 5 AR K S AR E
(B2 fERABIMAMO ¢/kg) WEMFT, H
BE117 AP B 9587 Fn“ SE L 6667 43 Bl A 3 T (A
KRR AR AR R R L2 TR A M L A
W) 1 IR R 2 1 B A KR AR AL T R K
- 3 A AR BIA T TG D L2 IO BT S AR 3R
FMED M 2 TR A RTR 5 8 A2 KR AR b Tk
K. FEAIITS YR EE N 50 g/kg ARBRTR, <5k
I 6667 F KB HL 9587 Bl 43 AT 4 I Bk M - &
AW AT I (b AR D A KA AR A
B E K, AN B 1 IO AR ) 2
TR e AR T ) A= K F8 A Ak Uk K 5 i
B 1T SR 3 TGRS AR BT AR R R W AD 4
KA Ab T K AHA 2 T0 R b 3 A
Y KA PR A T AR (5 A1 R K S
B . FEAMTG YR E R 100 g/kg bF R, <
BELI1F B RI808 7 43 il A 5 I Fl 4 70 (R AR K
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O 561666 Xianyou 666 O B£ 6808 Lianchuang 808 B #8 B.958 Zhengdan 958
B 77 268 Wansheng 68 8 th#11 Zhongke 11 O 5 7} #1608 Jingketian 608
B4 #t #7144 Hongtiannuo 144 B £} [ %£85 Kebainuo 8 O 4 #{60 Jintian 60
= 30r A
=
.20
& 24t b § ab
o0
g =l
= 18} =
s | AIFET 408
n 12 2IRE Q aab ,
5 PTAFEEAEN b
| AIFETEN 2
a ST AIFEEN
SN ] /
0 50 100 150
5 Y23 BE/(g/kg) Petroleum concentration
£ 200 P
=3 ab
§ 16} bcbc d cde a b
= e
g 12l UHTE T e Seh  Tdgfg Tabe
L |IEEH ZNESZHPraL bbb b abcababe 2
g f = :::j§ ﬁ =N m==Ed ¢ ¢ ac S d cdbed
3 4t AIEEEN ZIESZHEN ZIIEE AR, o
2 PN | AN | AR | A N
B o LAICEEEN | ANEEEEN | AIEEEEN | FAIIEEE BN

100 150
Petroleum concentration

2ap 2
C e be ab
C, a
; c cab?::_ agg abg g; IE_bc
100 150

Petroleum concentration

o EEHAEY R/ g
Aboveground biomass

R i &/g Root mass

¢ bb

! [[E=
50 100 150
0I5 Ye ik B/ (g/kg) Petroleum concentration

BRI/ cm’
Root surface area

a
&0
3
o
o0
H=}=3

(] — A1 10 75 G v 2 R [R] /N T 5% B 2 7 Ak B ) 22 57 2 3 (P <C0. 05)
Different lowercase letter after the same petroleum concentration indicate significant difference between treatments(P < 0. 05)
B2 A—AHSHERELETRARERERKIEROLEE
Fig. 2 Comparison of different maize growth indexes under same petroleum concentration

A A K AR R AL T o R K F L BB 9587 4 I AISEAET o AR R PR R P B ) K il A2 < TP R
(BRARR AN B R AR bR A TR KT, EAIE T 117 L2 #5958 F Sl 66675 7E 1k i Oy
W 150 g/kg ALFRR L S ARF 117/ 5 TiAE K48 50 g/kg BTN TG B 0 R, A KRR B A0 A 4R
PREJAE T fe g K. BT WL FEBA B A REEOR RO S 6667, LU SR S ER 9587 51l
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LG8 AT R 9 DK (Zea mays L) SRRl & L2 4 2R K1 52 . 1783 -

TEWSE 7 100~ 150 g/kg (41375 G bria . 28
AR e I Y TR K AR AR 117,

3 it it
ARBF g 2 B [ 99 R AE M6 9K B (50
g/ k) WO W5 e 2K 1T B F 80 5 2 4 55 0t

M0 g/kg) WA 3 25 5 . 3% 5 25 /NFI S5 1
FELE IR — B0, X T fE R B T ARVE B 0 A s g
FE A -1 &I TG % 9 9 2% B 400 Bl -, T LK AR
TH LR R, AT ST IE & BUAE 5 T (150
g/ke) WA 3HT5 G 38 R, K 22 880 K K Bl
TRERGHIEO ¢/k)MHFHEREFE LT, X &
PR g b o 1L ) B S v A R Y A R OB
J S B -, (5 b 1 TG 3k 1E R IR IR R T K
43, NI 52 W b 7 19 5 &0 i B 4B i e
RIAEA TS Y W B2 40~60 g/kg 510 T, &
KA T & ZEZ N 81, 67 % ~ 85 % . 1 B K Fif
FAEA TS Qe i M R A BRI kR ). A
W R IAE A i 75 Y Wk Bl 50 g/kg 5 F.5
AR K R B R R ZE R 95 %0~ 10055
117 A7 3075 Ye e BE ol 150 g/kg 461FF .5 AR E
KA Tl 2R AT SR 3k 65. 006 ~T78. 3%
CHHRT R 2E R 66. 7% ~78. 3%), 2 4 g L)
SR W i S N | P R B e we T
YR FE Sl 60 g/kg B, H P & 2 R 4 5 A
52. 5% 57. 5% (A X & ZE R 43 514 65. 6% I
63.3%) ¥ TREEMEMLE R, HULnr i,
ARBF IR 5 AR T K R R R R Y A S
W38 R AT AR LA R A

AR R Y EE A TE Y+ AR
b AE AR KTE B AR W) 1 K R & AR Y &
AT e T R R R R A A
TG JVREE ) T, EOR A AE Y 3 R T R
B, Tran 50 BF 5 & BUAE BT A5 A Y5 G 1 HEAL
B, &AW LG W N, L% LS
TR0, S E 0 A K S B R R T
Jo e ¥ 2 A i AR O 0 2 SR I A I R
(50 g/kg) A IMT5 e S5 40 T X K 4TI AR KR
AR AR E L e R B (100~150 g/kg) A1 i
15 Y WG K & v A A T AR T Y AR
M. EAESRGE Y AR WA R R
TR AT 2w, Y 4537 ) 4 s
Y, 4 e A R S R A AR R 3 T R
THRSE B TR - M1 ) BR 25 A L (AR A TGk I A2 15 G

F1% - 198 r IR WS A7 7K 73 i B AR B 5L AT
A A Ehs g R i
T o PR GR A IR A B AR B R 2
or T R R R 2 AL B A b SR S A )
R AR A 2 T AN AN 23 [ AR 1 S ) 38 UM A SR K
A0 2 (AL ) O IR D 26 S A 52 400 ) AT 88
TR RS2 B 50— il 4 o b o 1 BNV
07— M AT i R A L i W 5T LA G A
Py 2 R DTG X A A 7 A R A 1 A
AR

4 5w

(1) Bt 5 4338 A0 i s e v B iy s 1 L (B30 9
A TR SR BR B R 48 bR R4 B AR R AR
PR 25T R 4 B s T A v ) I TS vk
(100 g/kg f1 150 g/kg) W] & 3 Hl 9 4> £ K&
FRah i K

(2) P24k B 0 38 A s e i ia R i
RE R K B ol 1 2 R RN 4 7 A PR B O
FoK. FEREHIE (150 g/ke) T A 0TE G 1
SUE SN I SO/ N R Rl S N iy % B L B P
65% ~78. 3%, MH LKA N 8. 3% ~48. 3%, %
HH )k K B EL A T i 0 2L T A s e
BE T,

(3) FERAR Y L 38 A vh V5 YL vk B (50 g/kg)
38 T AR Y 9 A K SRR RSB AR 6667
AT P e e JEE A W R PR R &Iy ol AR R R AR 3
e fIE 5 T A6 3¢ 1 1) 8 Il T G Wk B (100 g/kg
1150 g/kg) Wpift T, RE 117 K A A U B A
R AT PE . PR, S 6667 F0rpRE 117 £ 2K
st AT o S A Sy A6 A2 AN Uk R s AR A I g
IR Y .
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Effect of Soil Petroleum Pollution on Seed Germination and
Seedling Growth of Nine Maize Cultivars(Zea mays L.)

LUO Qiao' ,DUAN Lei',ZHAO Xianlin', YANG Ting',
LI Yaxin',JIA Hanzhong® and ZHOU Jianli'

(1. College of Agriculture, Yangtze University, Jingzhou Hubei 434025 China;
2. College of Natural Resources and Environment, Northwest A&F University, Yangling Shaanxi 712100, China)

Abstract To understand the effect of soil oil contamination on the germination and growth of differ-
ent maize cultivars, soil contaminated by crude oil was artificially simulated to investigate the re-
sponse characteristics of seed germination and seedling growth of 9 maize cultivars (5 forage maize
cultivars and 4 sweet maize cultivars) at four concentrations (0, 50, 100 and 150 g/kg) . The results
indicated that the seed germination index and seedling growth index (seedling height, root length,
aboveground biomass and root mass) decreased significantly under the treatment of different pollution
concentrations. Meanwhile, forage maize showed stronger tolerance to the oil contamination compared
with sweet maize. Optimal seed germination rate and seedling growth of ‘Xianyou 666 were observed
with the oil concentration of 50 g/kg, and ‘Zhongke 11”7 was observed with the oil concentration of
100 and 150 g/kg. Therefore, ‘Xianyou 666 and ‘Zhongke 11’ have the potential to remediate low-
concentration and medium-high-concentration oil-contaminated soils, respectively.

Key words Maize; Oil pollution; Soil; Seed germination
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