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Selection of Relative Index of the Salt-tolerance of Tomato at Seedling Stage

LI Yé', JIANG Jing-bin 11U Hong lan’, XU Xiang yang’> ZHANG He’ LI Jing-fu®
(1. Harbin A cademy of Agricultural Sciences Haibin Heilongjiang 150070, Chinag 2. Northeast Agricultural University, Harbin, Heilongjiang

150030 China)

Abstract; The relative index of the salt-tolerance of tomato at seedling stage was studied. Salt injury ndex, relative rate of
electroly tics free praline content, POD activity, CAT activity, chlorophy concent, soluble suger concent, MDA concent,
by using two different salt-tolerant tomato cultivars. The results indicated that salt injury index, relative rate of electro-
lytic, free praline content, POD activity, CAT activity, can be used as indexes to salt-tolerance of tomato ailtivars.
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Comparasion of Different Treatment on Explants Disinfection

LIU Ltjuan LI Hong-mei, LIU Xue-lian
(Department of Biology, Tonghua Nomal University, Tonghua, Jilin 134002, China)

Abstract; There were different extent problems about cntamination, and culd cause huge loss in plant tissue culture. This ar-
ticle mainly studied the control method of explants Contamination in tissue culture by six different methods.It showed that
through comparison that under immersed 5 ~10 min with mercuric diloride ©. 1 %9)first, then immersed 30 min with penicillin
and streptomycin 2 million units, the contamination rate was 13.3%, so this method can be used in practical production.
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