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Abstract ; Tonic liquids (ILs) are used as substitutes for traditional organic solvents, its environmental residues have
potential ecological risks. The effects of imidazole nitrate ILs ([C,mim]NO,, [C;mim]NO, and [C,,mim]NO;) on
the growth of Arabidopsis and wheat seedlings were studied. The toxicity differences of three ILs with varying al-
kyl chain lengths and the response effects of different plants were compared in terms of phenotype, leaf weight,
chlorophyll content and chlorophyll fluorescence parameters. The results showed that the three ILs inhibit the
growth of Arabidopsis and wheat seedlings, the chlorophyll content decreased with ILs concentration increasing, F

increased while F, and F,/F, decreased, indicating that the photosystem I and electron transport pathways are af-
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fected; F,/F, and chlorophyll content were correlated with inhibition rate (* was 0.8643 and 0.8117, respectively).
The Y(II) and Y(NPQ) value decreased, which was 25.13% and 81.91% of the control, respectively, in [Cymim]
NO, treatment. While the photosynthetic efficiency of Arabidopsis new leaves increased in [C,, mim]NO, treatment,
and Y(NPQ) was 116.3% of the control. [C,mim]NO, has a smaller photosynthetic effect on wheat than that on

Arabidopsis, so the toxic effects of different plant types should be considered in ILs toxicity.

Keywords: imidazole nitrate ionic liquid; Arabidopsis; wheat; growth inhibition; chlorophyll fluorescence

BT (ionic liquids, ILs)+2&HA #LIH &+
TeHLECA P B A AE KT 100 °C AR BE T DA
AR SFAEMA IR, BT HEAMRZELR K58
PR = KR PR SRR L, A AR 5 R A LR
2 PR N TR o B AR IR B 2 4
G BT ILs AN R R B R B RE A
PR, A SN 32 B 0GHE, X T ILs X R A% |
Byt A R PE RN © 2 UESE T HOB e AR S
Tl BEPEAE IO T A N 32 i A R A
2, ILs %) + 4875 e AR 25 Z2 00, 525 X6 e 45] |
T PR S e A s O H AT C T ILs XA
R e R DR YO RS A @ Il N R B S e
& MR e R A AR S AR Y
M A0S (R F AR R Bl 2= RO A W
o, AUk R I FI/IN 2 2 43 0l 2 BHLARL 7 R AT B
M)

ASCHESE 3 B ILs X400 RE I Fl /N 22 AR KA
(A M) FDGEAE (R & i PO
MR R IOCSEOMIFZ IR, ff T A R A5 B TLs 1Y
B 22 5 DU SO [RIAE ) 16 i) o R0, 52 485 S T ohy
A BT A RS PR BE A Ar 8 TLs $RAIL S S RE,
ILs MY IREE 2 M SR AL BS K E

1 ##57 % (Materials and methods)
1.1 YRR S i

AR T (B2 Lb W B A #Y | Arabidopsis thaliana,
Col)fI/NZ (Triticum aestivum L)Fh FIHFEHEALE T
B OIS R AT, 7 d E o K R
WRHIET I R ILs #E47 15 9%(25.0 °C, 0
A 16 h @ 8 h, JERE 40 ~70 pmol-m™-s7"),
1.2 ILs X R4l i i AR KAl

FE A A I ) 52 56 AR 45 OECD Ak 2 it I i 4
R, EARFACPETS 7 d J5 A 250t i i, B4k
P WE 3 AT,
1.3 AHYM SR B il e

ffi ] SPAD-502 It &5 32 & ) 5 4, AR A AE 4
MR AE 2 Fh K (650 nm 1 940 nm) N ()62 e

25, ME AT R AR I 28 5 1
1.4 MY EINSEIE

Y e BE AL FH 20 min J5 , 2% Lefebvre 257
BT, RGO E R R BE 430 0.1 .36 .81 144
256.361 484 625 F1841 wmol-m™>-s™" it FHIH-4¢ 2
YA & e /NP (Fy) e RO 1 (F,,) e K
el e i (F/F,) bRt s i 1 (Y
(ID))Fn PS I #75 ME e fEAE B 1Y i+ 77 2 (Y (NPQ)),
FF 2 il R e 1 i 2k
1.5 Hdlgeit S50

5206 %0 ¥ F Microsoft Excel 2019 Fil Origin
2019 4743, I SPSS 26 k17 51 [H 2 7 22 43 #r
(ANOVA), /| Tukey 7 #4783 A 56, B0 45
2R FHl means+SD FIE IR,

2 R 51718 (Results and discussion)
2.1 ILs XAEYIS T A KA I

16 3 AR R RGEC BE ILs BFE b3 7 d J5, 3RS
Ty BRI KN R AR AR A X R
FHLE, ILs Ab B AT (9 i 3 B W A8 /0 (] 1), #E
[C,mim]NO, FI[C,mim]NO, AbFf£H | 55 7+ 3= fik
FIA, it R Ak Ak (18] 1(a) R 1(b)); 7E 0.5 mg-
L7'[C),mim]NO, AbFEL - J 4 B 1, & v B it
R B (B 1 (c))o 1 #5 B M W38 BRI
[C,mim]NO; &b H/NA AR RN 7 K /Nl ILs ¥
J3E - T 400 o s /N (] 1(d)) o

ILs Xt 4 25 i A W A IR I (R 1), 3%
PRy B A 0 ) B -ROW G R, FR % T [Comim]NO, |
[C,mim]NO, F1[C,mim]NO, # [q] &b F ¥ £ (2 mg -
L&, B/ JF /9 25 i 5T & 43 00 o 4 B2 Y
63.64% 35.82% F19.09% , i ILs %1 IF 45 1k
YER }[C,,mim]NO, >[Cymim]NO, >[C, mim|NO, , H
BEPERERREE R FEHENINTE K, [C,,mim]NO; 4bHHA
XHUEG ST F /N2 1) ECy, 40514 0.167 mg - L™ Al
1.13 mg-L™"', /N2 B R Wi Ll s v 5, B/
FRIRIIFXT ILs A USRMEAF AR 225,
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2.2.1 ILs XIS 2R & B0
Iu&jﬁiﬂﬁﬁwﬁ% HERE TLs e 3

B > (% 1), 2 mg- L™ [C;mim]NO, , [Cgmim]

NO, FI[C,,mim]NO, &b FRLH )2 5 F 54 51 Xt

WEZH A 81.25% 53.13% H115.63% , 1t BB Bl H:

[Cimim]NO; [C,mim]NO,

1.5 2.0 3.0mg'L!

E1 3MEFRE(ILs) REFEYHERSFENTH

MR DAA RIS 2 B R T RN A
F b TLs BRHE R FEAR"
[C,mim]NO, FI[C,mim]NO, Ab¥ T 8 B 7+ 4y i

RS E AN &y
NO, AbFEL , & 04 R &

I R AIG 7E[C ), mim]
TR T A

Zo R R T E 05 mg- L™ [C,,mim]NO, AbHH

[C,,mim]NO,

"

CK 025 05 1.0

H:(a) ~ () IURE ST ; (d)/ N E2

Fig. 1 The morphological changes of plant seedlings after three ionic liquids (ILs) treatments
Note: (a) ~ (¢c) Arabidopsis thaliana; (b) Triticum aestivum L..

#F1 ILs XEMEKRMHEESENHI

[C,,mim]NO,

Table 1 The effect of ILs on plant growth and chlorophyll content

¥
!

[
[

\yy
|

N

1.5 20mg L' C 0.1 025 05 10 2.0mgL”’

W (mg L")

EXNis R )

4 3 /%

Chlorophyll content/%

ILs Concentration Stem and leaf mass
/mg-L™") Kg-plant™") e it
Aged leaf New leaf
0 1.15£0.07° 32.8622.14° 32.83+1.14°
2 0.73+0.07° 27.57+3.40° 26.62+1.10°
[C, mim]NO, 10 0.61+0.18° 20.14£5.16° 2148+155¢
15 0.60+0.03° 19.77+2.90° 19.95+191°
20 0.55+0.08° 17.12+1.89% 19.50+0.85¢
30 0.35+0.04° 15.99+4.78¢ 13.58+1.79¢
05 0.53+0.08° 28.18+1.89° 23.13+131°
BIRGIF 10 0.40+0.07% 2737+1.18° 21.98+0.53°
Arabidopsis thaliana [Cymim]NO; 15 039£0.11% 22.08+130° 2151£131°
20 037+0.08% 1926+3.07° 2093+030°
3.0 0.28+0.09° 14.91+4.49¢ 19.53+2.51°
025 029+0.02° 2343+841° 38.14£2.14*
05 027+0.02° 17.58+6.76° 43 88+2 44°
[C1, mim]NO; 10 027+0.00° 15.32+3 46° 37.76+2.56%®
15 0.15+0.04° 6.30+2.40¢ 40.50+2.05°
20 0.10+0.03¢ 5.70+1.05¢ 4020+2.29°
0 027+0.03* 36.75+1.98°
0.1 021£0.05° 3450%329°
INFE ) 025 0.19+0.04% 34.52+1.67°
[C}, mim]NO;
Triticum aestivum L. 05 0.16+0.06 32.04+192%
10 0.17+0.05° 30.56+197°
20 0.09£0.05° 17.85+4.79°

TE : [FFUAN R 7R 2 41 ) 22 57 2. 3 (P<0.05),,

Note: Different letters in the same column indicate significant differences between groups (P<0.05).
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HHF A g R B i X B 140% , T &
- HUA X HR A Y 48.20% . BI[C,,mim]NO, 135 4=
A KRS B TR A X 0] BE R AT W E 2 R
Tak o A BRI A0 B A — o TR B A, R PR
AR SRS A PR A A B, S I
M2 R MR UEAE B AR 3 o A2 E Y, Nz it it
SR T i bH ILs VR BRI BEAR(ER 1),2 mg L7
JERLFRR /N 2 R 5 e IR 1Y 91.43%
PR IFI R AR 1526% 33X i B /NAZ g -4 2R i 20>
/N XS 2R R AR — 3L
2.2.2  ILs XHHYIM SRR SN SE

W 5E 2% R 96T LIS 266 1B A 2 A5
B R ILs 4B i £ 962
Bk 2 s, W e/ NOG(F, , S5 R SRRk

JEAK) SR o= i (F, , Rtz it PS 1T AL+
1L 1 ) M JOGA 2 B 7 7 & (F,/F,, , )Rt PS 11
B G G RESE AR, AN Z YR AR A B Besg
R S5 N AR AR/, ME PREE T RIS,
£ 2 mg - L™ [C;mim]NO, , [Cymim]NO, I
[C,mim]NO; ZbFRZH  E M1 Fy {85357y % HRZH 1)
1.07 i 1.23 F5F1 2.23 A%, 6T B B 4 B2 G ) X i
FOGRERCR K, [C,mim]NO, F1[Cymim]NO,
ACERAE Bt AE R R, YR TLs de R 3G in i o
15, 3K A BB FHTAF) ) H 12 38 3 B e DD W A
Z AL S I, 45 PS T & AR TR, 33
HRbiik a2z 2msimel £ A,
F, YJBE ILs VR EESE NI REAR , RO R G 11 32 3
8, SRR Z B B B R Ik  FEmaAE

®2 3 ILs METHEYUMFHRAESH

Table 2  Fluorescence parameters of plant leaves under three ILs treatments

1 FO En F\'/Fm
ILs W (mg-L™")
; i 1 Bt Zn Bt Znt Bt Znt
LiES Concentration/(mg-L™")
New leaf  Aged leaf  New leaf  Aged leaf New leaf  Aged leaf
0 0.090 0.086 0293 0313 0.693 0.725
2 0.091 0.092 0288 0313 0.684 0.706
. 10 0.110 0.103 0272 0306 0.596 0.663
[Csmim]NO;
15 0.155 0.109 0266 0304 0417 0.641
20 0.172 0.116 0262 0283 0344 0.590
30 0.195 0.127 0259 0253 0247 0498
0 0.083 0.089 0350 0302 0.763 0.705
0.5 0.098 0.090 0280 0311 0.650 0711
RERA 1.0 0.100 0.091 0269 0303 0.628 0.700
ey [Cgmim]NO,
Arabidopsis thaliana 15 0.153 0.102 0255 0282 0400 0.638
20 0.159 0.109 0245 0281 0351 0612
30 0205 0.133 0242 0273 0.153 0513
0 0.106 0.089 0310 0295 0.658 0.698
025 0.103 0.093 0283 0265 0.636 0.649
. 0.5 0.090 0.114 0295 0234 0.695 0513
[C}, mim]NO;
10 0.090 0.114 0258 0229 0.651 0.502
15 0.078 0.116 0247 0219 0.684 0470
20 0.074 0.198 0235 0216 0.685 0.083
0 0.116 0316 0.588
0.1 0.122 0293 0.581
INFE ) 025 0.131 0287 0.547
[C}, mim]NO;
Triticum aestivum L. 05 0.135 0285 0.531
10 0.142 0279 0.531
20 0.145 0262 0417

I Fy FRBR/NIO; Fyy R BRI 1 F IF,, Fmio R 1774,

Note: F, means minimum fluorescence; F,, means maximum fluorescence; F,/F, means maximal quantum efficiency.
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FESE I T B, R BI  Aeam l LL K i PS T
HUTEYE TR, T [C,, mim]NO, &b T 48w J7 i
WIS ERAIR] 0 F, Bifi ILs ¥ B2 3% fin i 384
T F, B ILs W& EERS IR B B FL/F,
AR /N, T AE 2 R R, A X R
11.89% , 156 B 2 it A7 21 A5 e, 5 b i R i
JCRERCR MG N, X S 4R SR AR —3.

W ILs Wk EEXS I/ NAZ e | Fy Jhis (F,, BEARL F,/
F,, BEAK, UL /N2 G AE F # Az 2 i . 7EA
[ REAL B R (2 mg- L"), /NEE I F AL R I I A
() Fy {853 51 0 X B2 (9 125.00% F1 222.47% , F,,
{53590 0 5 BEZE 1Y 82.91% A1 73.22% , Ui W ILs Xf
NS AR RZ /NI ST

FHOCHE AT R W, 6 GV IS 85 R K A %
A BT AR | [ComimINO, Ab38 R LR IF 4l i
AT It R I I 2 2R 1 5 TR SRR R OC R ()
43519 0.9496 F1 0.8906, [Cymim]NO, F1[C,,mim]
NO, ZbHE T Bt 5 2 nh b4 R & w5 HR 1 2
43510 0.9965 F10.6365 .0.6476 F1 0.7418 ; [C,,mim]
NO, ZbBF/NZ M 4R S i M F/F, 5363
B 7 435914 0.8117 F110.8643 , Ui B ILs 1] figid 1 1)
A A AR FH T R e g AR
2.3 ILs XA AL 5 )

Sea RS @K T F/F, WE, BT E
i NS (B @RI @) F/F, Ak,
F,/F,, WW{EE/ NS AEY) 52 30 1 rad B (E 2),

FE[Comim]NO, AbHEZL o, B TLs ¥ & T 5 (10
mg- L™ DL b)), BRI R 1826 5 20 DA 4l i (i
AR R F A B AR G TLs X 40 I 1 O A
il ; 7E[Comim[NO, AZbHHZH | Bl ILs ¥ B FH = (1 mg

( ,mim]NO,

£59 08

AXK N
TIINY

K 0.5 1.0 15 2.0

[Cmim]NO,

2L CK

<L DA ), S A B B €2l S £ % A S it R
JE I B gkt LR O 32 B A W ia, H [Cymim]
NO, XF #l g 7+ 19 )6 A W38 b [Cymim]NO, B 5 ;
[C,,mim]NO, AbFRAL | Fifi TLs ¥R T+ (1 mg-L™
PLb), i R 2 0 i R ) Akt e s B
EZEWAR . FER—WEAL PR R 2 mg-L™"), [C,,mim]
NO, & BHDEA WA (7 5 ) F [Cymim INO, (4% 1)
FN[C, mim]NO,(# o) 55, PN b itk — 25 Ui B 3 A it
ik ILs AEETE R /NN . [C,mim]NO, >[C4mim ]NO, >
[C,mim]NO, (& 2(a)),

f£0.5 mg-L" Ml 1 mg-L™"'[C,,mim]NO, ¥
TN R B S, 2 mg- LT AbEE A /b
R AL 2(b)), M7E [ — ¥ B2 A 480 R o7 it
R e Rk, X UL ILs X/NEAEELE
Jolp3tr (R i AR B /N TR T
2.4 ILs XHEY Y(II)FI YONPQ)IIF

T 2B ILs e~ PSR S ARk,
THYIM A YA YONPQ)', YISz meLft & i A
SERRCRE ALK, FoR PSS PR A #CRM™ Y
(NPQ)EFEAE NG A4 K T 7= %, F5 PSTIA T M A
%i%j*&(lznhi_%‘t““ﬁﬂwﬁﬂ)E’J%%F‘ﬁfé il

B TLs B3 &7 , U Fg JF it Y(H)TB“(EE] 3
(a)),ﬁé%ﬂﬁ‘iﬁﬁ’];&ﬁj‘ﬁ R IX AT S PS
1 IR E GRS A G, ik E SRR
ge 1 OGRS | Z B E5 e, HAE 2 4EHr 2 46
RGN R T A B4 BT S B R X AP, DT
A VERRY, e RS %36 wmol-m™-s™' 2
mg-L™")F,[C,mim]NO, FI[C,mim]NO, ZbFRL ) Y
(1) 8 53 500 S %o BB 20 1 98.96% Fil 25.13% , 1t W]
[Cymim]NO, Il 7 (1% 38 B 5% . [C,,mim]NO,
AFRA AT Y (1D (E 22 5K UL AR YA 5 A2 2]

[C,,mim]NO, [C,,mim]NO,

5.9
0
- -

025 05 1.0 1.5 207 =L CK 0.1 0.25

B2 ILs 32/EEWHFHEREREE
I ()R I (b
Fig. 2 Chlorophyll fluorescence of plant leaves treated with three ILs

Note: (a) Arabidopsis thaliana; (b) Triticum aestivum L..
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0.5) ——0.25 mg-L"
0.4- s ——0.5mgL"!
o = 0.4r —— 1.0 mg'L"!
— 0.3t = 03 ——1.5mgL"!
= = 0. —+2.0mgL"'
0.2r 0.2f
0.1+ 0.1F
0.0 0.0
-0.1L— : : - : 0.1 o1 . . . .
0 200 400 600 800 0 200 400 600 800 . 0 200 400 600 300
PAR/(umol'm=-s7") PAR/(umol-m=-s7") PAR/(umol-m™s~')
CK S L
() *4 = Img L [CmimINO, 0t
—— 10 mg'L"! 0.6r
0.5F
0.4+
o4 .
% 03l [C;mim[NO,
—CK
0.2 —-0.5mg L'
0.1L —— 1.0 mg-L"! %
’ —»—1.5mgL"! g
0.0f —+2.0mgL"! g
0.1 01 ——3(0 mg'L" g
e 0 200 400 600 800 ' 0 200 400 600 800 0 200 400 600 800
PAR/(umol-m2s™") PAR/(umol-m2s™") PAR/(umol-m's")
0.7 0.7
(© 0.6 [C,,mim]NO, ) o6l
—— CK
0.5¢ +8'£5mg‘L]j | 0.5+
L —— (). mg-L- .
o 0.4 = 05mgL! | 504 [C,,mim|NO,
= 03f - 1omgl | £ 03 ’ ’
> —+2.0mg-L" >Zv- ’ - Oul< .
0.2} 2 ——0.1 mg-L~
0 ——025mgL"
0.1F 0.1 —0.5mgL"!
—— 1.0 mgL"!
0.0p 0.0f —+-2.0mg-L"'
0.1 0 200 400 600 800 0.1 0 200 400 600 800

PAR/(umol-m=s7")

PAR/(pmol-m=s7")

B3 ILs xH#&% Y( ) F0 Y (NPQ) Kyl
T < ()M T ; () fl(d)/NAZ s PAR FORMEEARARAT, Y(IDFRIEPREEHCR, YINPQZ R I AT A 775,
Fig. 3 The effect of ILs on plant Y (II) and Y(NPQ)
Note: (a) and (b) Arabidopsis thaliana; (c) and (d) Triticum aestivum L.; PAR means photosynthetically active radiation;

Y(II) means effective photosynthetic efficiency; Y(NPQ) means non photochemical quenching quantum yield.

JRE AN X TT RE AR 37 R B RS Y i a
SRR F R B AR

IR ITIY Y(NPQ)E Fifi[C,mim]NO, F1[Cymim]
NO, ¥ B T = i FAR (& 3 (b)), Y(NPQ) N [ it HH -
DR a XTI SRR, m PS I IE# a1k,
TS AR (4 1E 3 6 A AE P 7 36 umol - m™
s JGER A 2 mg- L7 WKE T, [C,mim]NO, ,[Cymim]
NO, FI[C,,mim]NO, &bFEZH ) Y (NPQ)43 il J2& it i
Y 95.37% 81.91% H1116.30% , [Cymim]NO, kb
FRZAY Y (NPQ) M HE [Comim]NO, I, 156 B [Cymim]
NO, #PETE 5 ;117 [C,,mim]NO, ZbFRZH A Y(NPQ)Z
LT BRZH 5, BRI R I A2 20 A A /0N, AT RS2 A
I TN i B R TS YL s 7 2k o S [ TR B4

TE[C,,mim]NO, AbFH T /A2 i Y (I fE A
Y(NPQ) 5 X} R A I 2 25 5 (] 3 () 1 3(d)), UM
[C,,mim]NO, XJ /N Jr 52 BRol & RBCR N 11 1%
FREMAK

ARSCHEGE T 3 FIAS [ Bl 4 B2 DR IR R 46 ILs
X UL I AN 22 B A A SRR T, e /N
[C,,mim]NO, >[C,mim]NO,>[C,mim|NO, , 3 Fhfitix
ILs X 40U ST FH/INE I g it 3R 38 ) B 52
ma , 2R 2R A 2 B I, H ILs ABREE I B
K R4 2 B 1O6 A A BRGR . [Comim]NO;,
FI[Cymim]NO, AbBEZH K [C,,mim]NO, Ab#Z #nf
AU RITT I A 2O SR F, BE TLs e B2 RN T,
F, \F,/F, Y Y(NPQ)Ff ILs ¥ 3T~ R, 6
B TLs AT LAE i BER PSIOEAi sk 2 A IR RAO G A
A FH L1255 3850 52 T Y g 2 A 53 Fn PSTTRY I #
BE I A E# A EM . 10 [C,mim]NO;,
GBS NEEB IS T ML = o o ol s U DO 0 0 S 2
F, Y(A)F1 Y(NPQ) T} , b FHAE Y 57 3] i 2 P15 G
JE I 2 R Al B, [C,mim]NO, Xf/N&
MG EVE RIS Z /N TR I, R SE ILs P
2% FEAN R 2R B A R8O
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