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BRX, B#E, KEKW, XDF
CERPRWARFBE IR, 2R8I R AR, ARITFE 661600)

=

MR, DIESE Cu T REAR N BRI TR AT KT oL, 4PRRH], R, 2,

it RESkR Cu IR R ) SVAR BN AR > 25> i >3k, T BER- B0 48 Cu & BEBEAMISELIM Co iR N, 5 B
IEMSR. A Co 2 AEHEEN S, (R0 sl o T e A A R RS AN )R . Cu e aond R i B S A R BUAE
ThEeL IR LT Y S RS, & M AE Cu SHEINH R PRI, (0 2 SR R P

KRR M MR PRb R
FESES: $565.201

TIEEESE (Cd. CuflZnZ) Ve 5om 3k H £
S AN A SR BE IR — AN EEE NN, R Curt
RRMPAEKEELHNMETRL —, (HEEE
SEVIRIE, Culiy Cuffil fhAr=. HPERIED Yl ()
R S e A% A5 D DR S5 i e b X B 58 v Cu i it i
AN A IE I E T, e el B G AR R
Bl A se A giih, BRI 5 KRR I TR
1000 £ J7hm?, Forf 30% [ 439838 52 AN A R 15 R 4
JECd. Hg. Pby Cu. ZnZEMfi5 4. thath, TEMH
R FE 4 2435 200 2 Jrhm?, FEA5LL 2.5 Jrhm?/4E ()34
JEREINE A, ] L3 4 TS YA g . T
HAERKY, YR, EEMBG W AE KR 580
BEERAN AR i HATR T H R H RAE 5. Cuis 4411
T WARTE . AR IR E H AT AR
SR HIE St R G 8 22 S ON A R AEANIES I
S JECu, WFFTCuLE H AR A 1R SRR H ™
FORE %, RS E A Curs I TN B
PRtk

1 #MRE7%

1.1 s

A T HER A A Ty, IR R,
HILABEALMEIR JpH 5.90, HHLR 2 g/kg, 4N 5.7
g/kg, 4P 3.2 g/kg, 4=K 9.10 g/kg, Blfi#N 32.32 mg/kg,
AP 2.02 mg/kg, MK 119.55 mg/kg, H%Mn 14.98
mg/kg, HUZn 4.40 mg/kg, HRCu 0.68 mgkg, 4=

Cu %= 12.7 mg/kg.

HEiH i (Saccharum officinarum L.) b ff b &
Wi 22 5, SERNFEW 5 5x69-463, SRS
BT e Cu® brvERI (1000 mg/L) T [ [ S0 Pbs
BRI Lo BRI SRR 25 I iR
B R RN S A 2l R
1.2 R 5%

I T 2008—2009 7Lz 1 4 A MR B H
W RIS N AT B IL 1 5 AN EE: OXF I
(CKD, #MNEHINCu 0 mg/kg, 4 0; @FMEFINCu
50 mg/kg, T4 1; @FMNEHEMNCu 100 mg/kg, 4 2;
@OHMEFINCu 250 mg/kg, 1128 35 @FMNEEMCuU 500
mg/kg, T4 4. FNEFICuLL CuSO,4 SH,OM T A i
FEKH IR GEk 1358, ABETTh H IS Cufs ¥ LL4liCu
ihe RHGEIES 4 . 5T 2008 45 3 H 21 H i,
PR 6 AR AT T, RIRS), TERANRA
SR AR 20 kg ) 138, [RIIFRpARFD T 4 AN BR2ET
(O H R CHERER b i A T K B 50D, B8 koK
R ARA K. R BRI, L RZEARA 38
cm, JRIMEAEHN 28cm, = 30cm. FiAg EWGRILTHiE
JE 2 ¥k, ZrRl{E 2008 4 H 18 HA7 H3 H,
WK Z 5 g/ EWRIRAES 10 g/l BRIERET S g/, 28
TR FR S g/ FN IR AT 2.5 g/H. 2009 4F 2 H
16 FHRESEATHGR, HREWGERE 7 4 5855, 4300k
RE (R, Mt GERINEERIH B #EZE (]
TR Wk (A FETIREM)

ORETH: ~rEARH T RIIE (2008AB005) FHE K H - W H KA REFRSRREHREIH (nycytx-024-01-14) %W,

fEG N BRI (1979—), 5,

mHEEN, BB, R, NS R S RS E-mail: 79jwguo@163.com
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MR AR RO o SO F IR T RERR SR AR
—E, ARG %, R ERR, Hak
KPR R LI IOPE L, FEFZE IR 3 WK, B
T (AR RRHEAA W EMKD), FRPUR REEE,
AEHHH 105°C R 30 min, A 70°C HEEEE, K
BT B o M R AT AR o XHISCER FROAY Sk AIAS I, FRER
fF T S AR D 105°C RTE 30 min, FAE 70°C Hta
PEH, BRI R A R o X REATISCIR (1 1E 2K,
15 4 ANEE PRI BEH TR 5y, B R
R IR RE X PRI 7 5 F S T, AEEAR 105°C %
T 30 min, f7E 70°C ML, FRECT SRR
AIRE o
1.3 MEFHZE

BRI AA A T b i s e, A A
FE 5 Cudy B 1990 52 K FTHNO 5 ~HC10 4 314 4k - 5 73 52
W g SR R IO e R, BT S R
YIRE S ERE, FREX 1 g BT 100 mI=FAHEM T, 1%Vino:
Vi Vioos = 441 MR WIEE, HCELHR, FH
PR EsE A, MR e, HHARHAAG6300 J5i
TRV, CL R ER 3 W, HE
JERE A IO E K ] ke eid, HIEer sy vt =
FUEEVT IR 5O . S 4l . figli e 2 CH S
B R BGE— oM k) B i

2 FER5SH

2.1 AEHEARNRESHHE

ML T ITEUEH, HRER . 250 At f43k6Cu
AR B A ) SRR IR > 22 > Hhmk >Rk . A0FSR
WA TEE & 8 S, AR E Je Bl ot e E 4
J& M2 P RE A AT R R B AT AT R T LA B I [ e
FRJE BT RN A AR 23 WA 1) — AT LA otk mT
PLE Cu™ 454 B ke e A AL &4, T B 1E 2 4>
JeE B ) 2R i, T R T A R R 2
CulIIL %P, 4 ANCufg AL AR Z P () Cudy i 835

F-CK, AL H AR 2 Cufy & (1) S 3 4 2
AbEE 4 FIALHE 3> A3 1 FIALEE 2>CK, HRFEFCu
()5 5 BB Cudfe B 5 038 IE ARG, AHSCRErA
0.9167", [FIHJ7FE Ay =54.4927+0.252 6.86 x. 4
Jt Cutb BRIR) H 25 b Culf) & & W3 5 TCK, & Ab B
HEEZE P Cuty B SR AR IO : AP 4> 4bFE 3
> AP 1 FIALEE 2>CK, B Cudtk B 1R 38 n,
HREEZE P Cuty |G I, =3 & & BN EA
K, MIFERF N 0.9608, [HIHJTFE Ny =22.5956+
0.012 033x. A&y, BEH BT Cud G, K
W Cuty fE A B M4 5, 3 ADIA ) 18 257K U,
AL RERS R ACEE 1 4b, 3 AN EEAR S CKOA 2 i
FAKOF, BEAE BB Cudfk B3, HRE A v (1
Cufr s, —3& &R B E EMC, XA
r40.961 17, [HIHJ5FE Ay =12.241 6 +0.028 749 X.
A Sk o Cufr it Bl 3 Cufs S 19 0 i 38 w5 1)
e AEABF Cu EE R AR E, AT EIEML,
HAMK R A 0.576 0, FTHE IR KL TR S/ 70 H RE
BRI A K BT 2R ALY, X Culfy R 58 i ) A AT 45
Fii, H-3Erh i Cun] geblAg A HER 21k,
ZALFRIS I E LI PR KB ECu, EARARYE . AR
etk o AR R R T i T [ S K T 22 1 B AR 1 i
FEUOBT Cute HREAAR A R 2 B AN RS ¥ Cult)
EI L, LA ECu ) AL E Cu ) S =3
HCKkB| BEMER, —HEREFEMX, HX
RHrky 0.8886, A7 Ny =16.010 1+0.013 648
Xo HREAR P Cuty & bl 148 5 4 8 & =k i 24k,
S EFIEMX. HESZREZ DR 5 4
H DL A ) s DO DL R Y A R T LA
e RETTIOGR (b bR 2 X Culf & SR RE ) AN,
L H R 0 T R B A B o s A 1 2 2 L g RN
g, 4 Cudpe Jo 2 N S RE IR o] REVEARE AN,
BEAECuis Je ity 38 EAMA A P RS ARG 22 40 o

F1 CuEHEEAMS RS (71D

Table 1 Distributive characteristics of Cu in sugarcane

A B WA (mg/kg) 25 (mg/kg) Fi (mg/kg) Rk (mg/kg) SRR BRI (mg)
0 30.0+2.0¢c 21.6+0.5d 102+0.7d 6.0+04a 13.8+24¢
1 65.0+4.8b 235+05¢ 13.4+3.6cd 6.8+09a 179+0.7b
2 955+4.5b 246+04c¢c 17.5+3.0 be 7.0+1.0a 183+0.6b
3 146.5+25.6a 260+0.5b 203+32b 6.5+0.1a 20.2+0.7 ab
4 163.8+414a 283=+1.8a 258+2.7a 7.1+10a 222+1.0a

e AN ERARR R ERBE (p<0.05), RHEHE N 4 WELNFY, TR
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2.2 {EAMHEFEMRREMEN

2.2.1 Cu JpaxH B~ ER= ER R
F2ATLUEH, Cu MHEOMBE m A HIA 2, A Rk
AR B K A KB 1 Al R T 22
e, HHAUAAEZEREE, FNE CK &l
31.27%. L] LLE B Cu #7E 0~ 50 mg/kg N,
HIER =R Rk MR AR AW B4R i Cu
SR . 4P Ccu SR 50

mg/kg, AP A] &5 (1) A4 7= e AR A ) e e 2
FEAE Kt Cu ()AL PEH EEBOGRFEEE 0.69 ~ 0.72.
] DU BT Cu iR E /N T 500 mg/kg BGH TE )
A AR I A ROL A Ry, )RR A
ETHREMRRE TR R, WG aER, 2k
ZUIR)E, FTIA R R AR P H A AR
KONG5y, MR H AT, TR H Rt
Cu V5 4 A7 B TN

#2 CufMBEMHERSMEZREEYNENZM (B

Table 2  Effects of Cu stress on sugarcane height and biomass of organs

hib 3 B (em) YR (BEE, @) LVEIR =
= % AT AR s
0 145.3+109a 1599 +154b 392+46a 151+ 18b 141+ 16b 2283+ 163 b 0.70
1 157.4+20.1a 2099+479a 360+26a 270+92a 224+57a 2951+537a 0.71
2 1574+ 1.7a 1735+53 ab 358+6a 192+ 12 ab 116+38b 2401+61b 0.72
3 151.2+3.6a 1573£152b 340+ 14a 193 41 ab 121£26b 2228+ 176 b 0.71
4 150.6+2.2a 161 0£198 b 345+37a 213+27ab 149+ 17b 2318+ 199 b 0.69

2.2.2  Cufipdb sy H e 5 1) 52 i M 3 mLL
F i, 4 MAMERINCulf) b BEH VT R AL CK iy, it
Cufie W32 i H BE I T3 . Cudd 22 6] 8B 40 A JiE
(LM AN W 5 o AN I Cuse HE 1 (1) £F 4k 5 A B AR
MIVERT, 4 AN Cu ) A FE 2T 4 43 1) 5 541 Hb CKAR .
Cuid 22 5% H JRE 1R 34 JsO8E A7 14 I vy ka6 ] 4l A
AR A . SR 3T LG, A3 1

AL 2 435 LLCKIEBE 25.8% Al 9.4%, 7] ULiE ™Y
Hiy 1 it Cued 4 iy HRE R P R KA ik, HCuid 2
SREEH R R AR ES JEi5HEX
B SR (R RH 2T 4 R4 TR 25 & W) S AIC T3 HE X1 #% I
fabr, XH AR Cud B4 FECH LT 47 1 FRAIK
() 45 Ve ARARL,  EURE 34 T R 110 3532 W) D) 407 AH S o

F3 CulBMHERRMEENZE

Table 3  Effects of Cu stress on sugarcane quality and sugar yield

A TR (%) FERE S (%) Y5y (%) HERE (%) A (%) EHAE (%) R (%) FebE (g
0 58.4 15.3 14.5 21.8 86.5 86.4 0.4 2453
1 62.7 14.7 11.7 204 84.6 84.8 0.5 308.6
2 64.6 15.5 124 21.2 86.3 86.6 0.5 268.4
3 63.6 15.1 11.9 20.6 85.4 85.9 0.6 2374
4 65.1 15.9 12.4 22.2 84.9 85.0 0.4 235.8
3 itig

Cuft T3 & B 100 mg/kght & /NS
N EL, IRAE A PO AT WA B k=, {H AR A ST
HCud B HEIAF] 500 mg/kg, X HREM LM B E
X IRAH R 2 22 e AN B, n] L H BREXT Culf i 8 4F
(TP o )5 R AT B AE T H RE AR R LA AR 4 AR
REABORMTE R ). HIEMRRE AN
SR, AU PR 2 PR W ST 8 ) ke 4 R e 1) AR

KA. CurdeieH e IR R, SHCEMRER
THRE, KIS e IORERR (R AR AR A HUB IR AR 22
WRRBAEF I . HIRERATIEARYE CHrff— 4 n]3%
L) gt W H REFAR R B A BRI A A )
MR Hh_EES ) B AR R A 10 DA Btk
A LA HH R OB 2 SR I AR AR R DA
WS I — AR, EEOEH Tl H X Cu g 53 k38
i ZERA IR o
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Cu Uptake by Sugarcane and Its Effects on Sugarcane Yield and Quality

GUO Jia-wen, CUI Xiong-wei, ZHANG Yue-bin, LIU Shao-chun
(Sugarcane Research Institute, Yunnan Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Yunnan Key Laboratory of Sugarcane Genetic Improvement,

Kaiyuan, Yunnan 661600, China)

Abstract: The pot experiment was conducted to study Cu uptake and accumulation in sugarcane and its effects on sugarcane yield and
sucrose. The results showed that the ability of different organs in accumulating Cu was in an order of root > stem > dead leaves > top plant. Cu
contents in different organs of sugarcane showed significant positive correlations with the increase of exogenous Cu. Low content of Cu increased
sugarcane yield, however, there are not obvious effects on sugarcane growth and biomass on the conditions of Cu stress or excessive Cu. The effects
of excessive Cu on sugarcane quality mainly expressed in the increases of the rate of juice and reducing sugar and the decrease of fiber content,
appropriate Cu fertilizer could increase sugar yield.

Key words: Copper, Sugarcane, Yield, Quality



