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Abstract

Graphene oxide (GO), as an emerging material, will inevitably enter the environment during pro-
duction and use with its wide application in the fields of industry, medicine and commerce, and
has a series of effects on plants and ecological environment. In order to clarify the plant effect and
potential ecological risk of GO and its mechanism of action, this experiment takes two main food
crops in China, rice and wheat, as research objects, and observes the growth and physiological
changes of seeds and seedlings under GO stress at different concentrations (100, 200, 300, 400,
500 mg/L-1). The results showed that low concentration (100, 200 mg-L-1) GO stress had no sig-
nificant effect on rice and wheat germination after 5 days of stress treatment. High concentration
of GO stress inhibited rice and wheat germination, and showed dose-effect relationship. At the
stage of stress treatment for 15 days, for rice, low concentration (100 mg-L-1) GO stress promoted
rhizome elongation; high concentration inhibited rhizome elongation, and different concentra-
tions of GO stress inhibited wheat rhizome elongation. But both electrolyte leakage rates increase
with increasing GO concentration. Oxidative stress was observed in both plants after detection of
antioxidant enzymes (CAT, POD, SOD) and malondialdehyde (MDA). It is speculated that the effects
of GO on rice and wheat is achieved mainly through regulating the water content of plants and
oxidative stress, and the results provide experimental data and practical reference for the plant
effect and mechanism of GO.
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FALE BIF (GOMEAF AT, BEERETIL. B2, BWSSRA ) Z A, 4R RS
AT BB NI, MEYRESHBRF=E—RFIEMH. AHRHGONEMB N KB ENES RS
HERANS, AL UREHRHEZEREED—KE. MEARRNR, WEMHFAYEESRKRE
(0. 100. 200. 300. 400. 500 mg-L-1) GOME FHIAEKAETTN. &EERHE, MHELHES dE, KK
FE(100. 200 mg-L-1) GOMMEX KRR/ NERFLEEL M, HKEGOMEMH ABMNERF, BR
BHFIERN KR FELEEKNBE, MhasdE15 dE, WTKRE, 1KKE (100 mg-L-1) GORHAIEHR
K, FREXRZ2AKERMEER, RRKEGOME N X NER MK, B % B R R
REPEGOWFRETIM; LRWHEI RS EE(CAT. POD. SOD)AIK =& (MDA)JE R F A Y
HIL T EALRIEIR , I GOXH /KRR /N Z IR T R F BE R T E MR K 5 & B LR SR
ARSI, Z4ERANGOMBEDB P GERNMBIRME T LR B/ ELERSE.
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1. 518

BRADK B (CNMS) R 44 A S RERL, — LA TR SR U SE RIS S 05 e L
RUF S S, PRSI O R, TR T RPN E TR, Hob, TR A
PPz AR BRARDR L —, KR BRI A RO . 5 B0 A2 o B R0 R
BTN R FE L %%, IR R T bR S M
Bl BRI B2 [3] [4]. HURIS, BRADKHB A MR ERE S, 2a
ST I5H] 201%, Tt 2020 FFA5IF] 56.4 L3 7E[5], TIE SRR ChIELiE 2025) 173
SR 7546 4y KTV HERT PP GERTRHII O, 07 SRS WO TV b R R, ]
AR S A 7 AT P B B0 0

GO etk it S FICIL s S PTG G N E 505 R3S P S 3 8
KPP IR . FL 0 P 9B B 2 BRSNS Rt %48 K B, Carboni A %56]
REBTATAF F1 1k 30 £ R IUR RBL, I SO%REAHH A CNMs Reth, HLAEA TSR, Tk il
AT IR A KB L RE Rl T S8 B3 . Kolosnjaj-Tabi 3 57 RN RBL, FRAh & K
BRAVKHI R, FLIRHT CNMS 7252 Rk SR 22 o L THBGTTURTT.  F A0 P 920 GO W19t 1 B4k
T PRSI T, A T SRR SR, WA RS B, B AR S
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MR e . B A8 KB, GO KIARSHP R Al R (2 #EAE FTAIMBIAE A, AR T &6
R R AR 8] AR ACEF I (I[O] fR Rt AR ZE A [10] (et RN K [11] LA B 3 v il 2 40 70 [12]
S MR ER LR IR, GO AR ™ A Ak E R, RIS B K A (18] B
AR [14] i KA 15155 . B RTHF A3 21 GO AR A FIMLEIAE AL DI #I[16] . AL 17]
WAEHII[18]. MERBN[19]5F, i FFE— P RIRAR R

AR S8 FH 3] 500 5 B P RO B AR ) —— KR /N ZEAE Ot FExT R, TR R 28 R IRZE R
HUR B R . DUEIL R GEEESE— R FR ORI, $R7T GO XA R /EMIAE K G OL. A B EAT R
PREEAE FIIRE R, 9ERTT GO XTI RE MRS KA 4 it S I Bl AR 2 AR 3

2. MBSRE
2.1, SEHAAHL

GO W T IR N AT s8I AT IR A 7], SN SRR AR, T 3.4~7 nm; J7 /2 HL4% 10~50
um: 2% 6~10 2 LLRMA 100~300 mP/g: LHFE > 95%: KEESAA RS, WWEP)IEFE

BFNVERAR; ANEWmFCN “1h4k 2857, IWHISTEREMFHIRAA; PréEfb #2540 SOD. CAT.
POD 3G M J i S AL P24 MDA 1 5 37 & ) T 7 5 8 bt 52 T o
2.2. GO BISR1E

EAAMIEFER], AFERSE S 45080 GO Tl i e vEAIRKZ2 0, DRILAE S 08 A /5 200 Headk AT
AL HFA T 2B (SEM)MEE GO HITES: # GO M AR He skl sl v, H X S AT 5t (XRD) R AE
7T GO IR S5 -

2.3. GO &2 AVECH

FREL—E & GO, JIA | Hoagland & 7, 4 HIACAAKE 4 0, 100, 200, 300, 400, 500 mg-L™
) GO By, 7 43 HL(100 W, 40 kHz) 30 min.

2.4. KFE, INEMTFENHSRRESTE

241, FFRIFXH

PO ORI . WA R AFIIKES . ANEFIT, 0 IHE 10%X0 UK HIR I 30 min JH 5, &EE T /KK
Spdels, BAEZE 2 ho IEIER O —BKRE . ADNERT& 15 K, 0B THA IR R R,
AAR[FEHE(0, 100, 200, 300, 400, 500 mg-L ™) GO &7k, MMALFLEE 34 F17, MAEFRMEH R ZE,
MAE 25°C £ 1°C, ARSI 70%. 5d J5 MBI K 4, U A KB R K E—FrHA N
FIFoE iR 2E, REFR = W RFEMTFEMEAF T2 x 100%.

242, ERBIES

PO ORI . WA RAFIIKAS . ANEFT, VRS E T A IR FRIL, M Hoagland &
FEM 5 mL, RAE M TR 5 d, BFRFA S R EF SRR AR . 5 6 d FFURIEAT B R IE IR S, KA
R ELARBL Al B AN 355 75 L A Sh 5088 — 8 10 Bk, IRAAAS [RII EE (0, 100, 200, 300, 400, 500 mgL™)
GO EIFM 10 mL, FFMALFEE 3 M PAT. FEFRFMANEHE 16 h, % 25°C £1°C, B 70%:; HiE 8
h, RN 18C + 1°C, MR 75%. NIRFFREIREETEE, &3 d#k—IK GO By, 4k&:iE7% 10 d
JG SERKTE . /INZE (4T S R SR

15 d JG 4 i R R R IR A5 A, DU R4 1 F 25 8 1K bt , WK 4RI fa P 22K 20 B RO 2 4 B ARG
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2K, PRl AR B BN AR R ZUE T 20, I 10 mL 2385 7K, BONEIR#R KR 4 h (25°C,
120 r-min ) fFHUH, FHER S0 e AR H SR AR A, BT R K AR R, 120°C R K 20 min.

K 5 R B SIS AR S, LSRN sem ™, B IR R AN BFIRR =
KT SRR G TE x 100%; A H e F3AL, HEE 7K, BoKgGUWETE, 1%
A SR AT KA 1.9 BN AER K, BREELEF, A%EC 10 min (3500
rmin ), BIECAL 100 M0 513200 K4 4R 5032 VAU B8 0 20 min (4000 r-min V)&, %A R 50 LA 7
G E SOD. POD. CAT FffiE M X MDA & i, & T0 A= BRAR A I 5 ank R 77t KR 46 1 BH 2R AT

2.5. HiEALTE

SR 45 SR AL T A E AR E 2 T SRR « SR spss A, I HX p = 0.05 KXt GO MfE 1k S8
W SR BEAT B IR 3R 5 22 70 W JF ] Duncan VEBEAT B35 MEAGIG . SEIGHE R A Origin B F3EAT 22 K.

3. R
3.1. GO BIFEIE

Bt SEM 4, AEE] GO FRF R PR EE, & 1 Fiar, GO A NN BRLIR, B—
EESMNARGER SN, EH% 6~10 F, HAEZ 10~50 pm, R AT EZR] GO R EIAM
PR, BAERILZ% .

g | 11/28/2018 | dwell

o | 11/28/2018 | dwel | HV HAW esse | meg (| WD - e W
O | 9:21:20 AM | 5ps | 30.00 kv | 109 ym e-4 Pa 900 x | 25.9 mm v 10:11:27 AM | Sps | 30.00 KV | 3.45 mi

Figure 1. GO shape diagram under SEM
1. SEM T°Hj GO 7S E

I X FERATH, BATE R GO 1) X AT, Wl 2 Fior, GO Z7E 20 = 12°Ftiz H I &
FIRFEVE, ZRFEVE R S an e . (K50 S R, TR BONAREE, B AR hig 5 FE 2dsing = nA B 5 H
GO EAIFEZ)N d = 0.925 nm, 54 GO — M4 M AL .

3.2. GO MKFEF/NER F AT

s 3 fon, Pk 5d G, SXTRRZAAELE, RIKIE GO ALFEXT K FEAN/INEE J 2F 26 T W 3 5
MR B GO b3 i 25 B AR KRG AN 2R 711 % 28 % (p < 0.05).300~500 mg-L ™ 1] GO & Z il /K F 2 2
(p < 0.05), F-H3M1| 2% )y 18.18% . 5 /K FGAH L, 400 £ 500 mg-L ™ (1) GO X /NFz % 2E 131 22 43 51 4 23.86%
A1'31.58%, ARFEHIE 100 mg L™ GO th i M /INEE (18 K (p < 0.05), M= A 18.42%. FHILA I,
N LK RERD IO 2 M . eI AR, GO B N AKREAUVNE R K K H B AT sk IR L 5 .
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Figure 2. X-ray diffraction spectrum of GO
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Figure 3. Effect of GO on germination rate of rice and wheat

3. GO X7k FEM/ N & ZF RV RN

3.3. GO MKFEF/NZRKMZ KA

I 4 a7 50, SRR, 215 d ZFS, 100 mg Lt ) GO W /K AE 4 i AR AN 25 K e (e 4
F, PR AR R 2R B2 (p < 0.05), fHIKZN 29.50%. 1 BEWK K TF s, KR4 T AR AT 25 K 5L B
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THFEKES P < 0.05). XT/NLME, AFKER GO X HARMZZM A RKIAMHIEM, WK 300
500 mg L™ i, ANERKAEKZRIRZMH], K5 24.69%7F1 36.63%, =K 22.41%F1
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Figure 4. Effect of GO on root and stem length and ion leakage rate of rice and wheat

4, GO M7KFEFNER . EKENE FRENZM

3.4. GO X7KFEFNZIREFRIF M

mE 4 w0, SR, 2 15d 0B, RIKRE GO AHERE KRG FI /N A i 5 (13 o, Horp
100 mg- L™ ) GO Xt /K AL 2k SR 55 2 (p < 0.05), {23 A 31.03%, /[N 32 B HH s Bl 08 B 0O 0UR
R (p > 0.05), (k3R 2.48%. I i < AL BN — & R/ FH , 7E 4 FE A 500 mg-L ™' Al 300 mg-L™
H 8] 2243 33034 1) 29.119% 41 41.19% (p > 0.05).
3.5. GO XMKFEBFPMERAE FRER N

HE 4 W50, SXTHRZHAREL, GO AFRE/KFELN ER S i8R R T E, HIREDE S, &7 it
K +300,400 F1500 mg-L™" GO % 7 i /K A& 4 8 MR 28 7 VIR 3R 12 35 FH i, 4993 19.83%. 24.88% i1 28.35%:;
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FERRE TN 20X 547 L, 100 me L GO ST /N TG IR, 9 7.11%, JLABIKIE GO SEgE T
HoAS a9 5 KRG — 5. 75 300, 400 Al 500 mgL ™ GO SFEI N A4 i R B T2 B35 71 s, 43
N 14.33%. 24.10%-. 32.70%.

3.6. GO X7KFEF/ MR A WEEME IR

I 5 a5, MAEWZ, KEE. DNEPIEIE SOD. POD. CAT Fgif TR GO W (1 hn %4k 2
FH&s, PUEMEESEGE, BKREMEETEEE NS, /N4 POD. CAT BgdtE5x A Z R AN EE .
H1 4] 5 AT, 48 GO 4b3 15 d J5, SOD & 38 mr T % HR4H, FLBE GO ¥R B py3im 2 Je Tt = g Bk ka3,
JKFELE 200 mg- L™ GO AP 57 BB BaE, Xt HRLLAT 1.67 5% /NEAE 300 mg' L™ GO AbFEI 52 51 1
S, ANTRRAL 1.37 £, HIYRIUH B E M7 (p < 0.05). HIE 5 Ak, & GO WREMIEK, K
TGN POD BgiE 5 ETHE TR G ETr. 24 GO W N 200 mg-L ', 7KH% POD FgiF & & T
(p<0.05), HKFN 70%; FEALFKE K, POD BEiG M S N FAEA LE X IR A, 4 AR B 1 K
F 500 mg'L i}, POD E@iE T L EETHE(p < 0.05). #HELZ R, /NFE POD B ARk a3 B 5K FE
—5, (HEXIRAIA b, FLEEE PR T R TN 2 (p < 0.05), UiBH/KFE POD S GO B M#.
5051, BEE GO IREEMMG K, /N CAT B2 FTH&ss, (HIFARE. 5/AFEMI, GO RiE&lt
T, JKHE CAT il Bl 5305 (p < 0.05), GO A 400 mg-L ', B EikF) 95.15 U-g ™t FW, JyXfiE
4 1.70 fi%.
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Figure 5. Effect of GO on SOD, POD, CAT and MDA in rice and wheat
& 5. GO x}/k#EFn/\E SOD. POD. CAT F1 MDA HI/R
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3.7. GO x}7kFEF/E MDA SE/IF N

I 5 i gl, SR, /NE MDA SEIEEIEIN, SHITEAMREENIL S 2, H1
T FEAN R . FIFE, KRG MDA &I, ANFEFZ/KRE MDA &40 GO KI5 I &
FRUC P A Bl (p < 0.05), B GO WK E ()T, MDA &8 8378, 500 mg-L i femr,  Ex FRAH He i
i 23.64%.

4, Fig
4.1. GO F7kFEM/NEE KIFRAZ I

FhF i R R A K S B, o BRSSO UK . B SRR, TERh Tl R A,
IR GO X/KREEU/NE IR TR E R, =ik fE GO W35 LM H R 2%, R ZFI E JF A&
R EW . TR, R R S N A A R ANE IR B S B . b R B — s R A
PEPEEIBIE RO B R P IRIG I R B B R E . BhAh, GO BA FIE M, (BRIKIE GO BN/ L, fn
R R E R, ARIREE GO X AlF I R IFIEA RBIH R E- . 5—J71H, Ko —RF i &I 2
FAF, Fhrii R L ARUE B 1K 5 . T GO ISR FRE B I T i ARk, Kk GO SRR
BEFERN R R0, FEAS TR R, R RS20, R EEFR K.

TP E (R 2N 5 55) 2 B B A KA R Y B P ) B iR . AR S IR 25 SRR 0, Bl
GO JREEHE I, /K FaLh v AR AN 28 1K AR A R I e (2 S5k B RRAE, TN AR . 25 A KR 252 340
i, FL35) PR B AR . 1X 5 Zhang %5 [20] W8 51 (1) 2 56 IR I A — 5L, Zhang %5 & BRI (250 mg L ™)
FBIER RN R, ZFNEFT ARG SE A BREROERAAEGZR S8, ARE
Yo%t GO i AR, 41 Chen ZE[21 454l T 5 T 0~100 mg-L™ GO H, £5d 10 KA 5 K B,
KK FE GO (<25 mg L)W R KA W 5o, (HERIREE (225 mg L )IIHIIR RAEK, GO HIZMIK
PG T AR S, (LRI (5 w34 5 20 S8 rhoKRE AR AR R, 3R I TR (e gk A=
KR g R A K ke, R WARSLIRZE IR, KRETE R IR T AR 25K A4 R I 52 3 AR &
], T /0N 2R 25 B DU ZEARVR P R B 2 BRI RT DR B, KFEXT GO i 52 ML ZE 58 /)N
2, 1E GO MR FE A i (K AR KK 7 B8 43 31 R AT (R FR s

B GO IREEHEIN, ZKFEAN /N MR 5 AR A S ok 2 >, 3 1) PELAR R TR 2R 5 % B2 A L 38 7
1, X5 Begum PSR B (1 45 FAH— B[ 14], FEAREAT HE . ot LSRN S 1 0 SR R R s,
PURH I AE 500 mg/L ™ A7 SR bl IR B AR RN 25 K B g/ B 5, RNl L e o R R R B, T
G 230 A TR S BORE D E R SR SR IR T IR AL, A SR I A B I 5, S EAIRAET . ASEA
SR AT A ZKORE R/ 22 1 6 26 448 0 - S 200 B 28 U 11 45 T, FRATTHE I GO HE N 41 5 R 0t A 5 1
S AN AL REFET T, (BRI AT RSSO T A BRI I 1, AT (3 7K 3 (R IR A, M T 2 B 5 g 48
X i 2 I AN IR fERE . GO MIEEMEAE AR A 2k 25 T X K oy IR RE gk — 2B sl 7 4
Uniksz 2| EEEE F , Khodakovskaya M 25 [8]H U0 2 AU 5, FEAhIEAT I8 H i oK B R B RE 7P,
K E MK RIL, RGR A T A Z R T 19.7%197K 55, UEB T BAUKA R R 7 17K 5
WS LA (R A

4.2. IKFEFNZFT GO e B TR M

HAT, AN N Z CNMs R3O 1 ZRILHIZ — o T TEA(ROS)XHE 5% IR,
IEFAR LT AR A P R G (BAR TR ST A L) B KIS BRI N £ R ROS, JFF4ERrI
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HAFA7[22]: CNMs BEf8 % S ROS 19774E, 24 ROS K& BAGE I A WA AE /I, ROS JoiEik M i
THER, BRI AR R AE BRI N, SRR R AR S A K TAEME[23] [24]. ZRRLRAR
i E AR T [17].

A AW T H SOD. POD #il CAT &St R @ iy R4, F DR A i ol
BIEATEE; MDA SRS AL 270, (6 A A AE B 70 b i SR & MDA & A L5497 1O AR
JZ. it SOD. POD 1 CAT By VE N AEPI A 5% bl 3 T W L F i A o

AW ER, GO MHAT, KIEM/NEH SOD. POD 1 CAT BEy#isa®, HFE GO WEH N, SOD
BRI EFHE TR, POD BRI Je S TR S B, CAT & kb, =M=t
ZRIERE, TS H& HHERNLEA . SOD. POD T LUK ROS it Jf licke, 7EfAbitfer
(11 H,O, Wl CAT 70 fif, RS, ARG LK, NENBUERE ARG, CAT MkE
RN H AR . SOD. POD = i 8l A0 1) Ji R v] B A TE HHIRIKFE GO bt . HiAR GO #E 415 18
IR SEE 51 S ROS T, HET GO WRERUK, FraRIl mEE(E M A 351, SOD. POD mILL
IEFEBE AN, RO RIGFIIFE - BN KR, UEETEKE GO F, GO C™HEmAM, T
BN IE 5 A Arigsh, #1530 SOD. POD H#% s AIFRIASFESZ 4], SOD. POD A& LAHEAH S AL A
%R, SRR AEILT:, Ershova E S Z5E[251H M0 S 2k KAk X DNA s f{Ef, 7E3E47 C60
T A0 NV Jits F 24 440 P F 25 1 AR SR ) R B, C60 1T 548k % S5k IR - NIF-KB (3% 14 386 0, 5 & P40 il DNA
I AL 5. Ghosh M 25[26]7EEAT PE A BR 221 MWCNTS a8t R I, 20038 5 (10 36 28 40 Ffa P 30
2251 DNA 1 )7 FAZ & DNA B, Fdd BELY 1 2 451 DNA Fric ik St I & 5 R 4 2 e M e 15
A5% IR 51 R I B AR e 1, DI RATATLUR I, GO 75 3 BUR Y4 e = A= S8 Ak LI 1 [ B
EFTRER I T s e 8%

[FIf A28 MDA. CAT BARHLH ETF#4%s, POD. CAT KEEARLIX R W PR YIZE GO il
NP T RO R, JERILH R - BN R. B GO KR, EYAEA ROS FERF
LTt MMTEESEEZM CAT AR = H,0,, (HBEAE GO Bl ik [ 52 R I H kR
SRR, 4UM0Z SRR EE AN I, LA RAA A BUE BRI & ROS, i A b=
MDA 753 7 AR 2, 2 B ik 2 38 i TH & . Jing Chen S5 [27]AFF 58 Bk 44K 00 F K 1 S AR F U R
L, BROVKSAE IR T T R E R ERIR 0 E, RILE RN H0, & B AfE i AL BBk
6.5 f5 1 1.65 s, SOD. CAT &t KlEFEE, RINHEMPIINS; Begum [18] % #H1Tid— &5 CNMs
TP e 5250 FH DLER 5T CNMs FIBCEEMLAE, T8I 0L I A S e R 9%, R IUA S8 0% il R 40U pg I i
P ROS & SO0 FEZHAH L3 In 3.3 £, PR AL R FEABLT 28 2 BERR YK B a2 R I, 15 d
PWALFEZH ROS & i BFb AR KA AL T EIMAR, M AmAPIR MRS, ROS & & f A K4l
IR RN RAS RN AR, MIMTIED] CNMs X R4 I SCEEHLER A S Ak B B [28].

5. &g

1) fRIKE GO Wria =X KR A/NZSE B FEEE A, BARR DU e AR 2 (e e S
PARARBEREIOK ;s miRE GO il — & RIUAIMHIVE, HARILH B & - RN, RIDNA
ZFRFEAR BRI DL AR (40 i SE T 5

2) GO fiaxt THa ekl /E RPN SRR, B GO IRETHm, GO SIE4ANIN ROS & & AT
ETF, F R BRI A F TR RS, A IR GO B MMM REMEPAIR, ROS
KEMR, RAFEUMILT.

3) ARFERIEYINT GO i A% A R 2k, fEASLIR T, KIFE GO il T iR I T/
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2, HRGEERS BN R SRR IR IR L BN TN, KRS GO e N R B H R T 52
73, IR W BATE H G R TEAE GO T Yedip MU e i i 52 1490 sl P vea i SZ A A HEAT o SRS it 1O ) S8R

ZE&UWH
IZRAE AR 7 42 (ZR2016DMO9): I 5% R~ 2 QI3 VIl 2Kl 5 H (201810445087): 1L 7R 4 A Aot
I H (J15LHO6) .
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