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Effects of the Low Temperature on Snap Beans Seedling

YUAN Cheng-zhi , GAO Met ling GUO Jing
(College of Life Science and Engineering: Qiqihaer University, Qighaer Heilongjiang 161006, China)

Abstract; The chilling tolerance of 7 varieties of snap beans was identified by the indexes including root activity, protine
content, MDA content, chlorophy Il content and POD activity, through the snap beans were treated under the low temper-
ature at 5°Cfor 7days. The results were as follows:7 varieties of snap beans were different in the indexes. “Takong” had
a better chilling tolerance than that of others under 5 ‘C.“Chaochun” low temperature of the resistance was the weakest
the remaining varieties range was between them.
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Research on the Cold Resistance of Different Varietal Jujubes

GAO Metxiu
(Department of Horticulture Tianjin Agricultural College, Tianjin 300384, China)

Abstract; The cold resistance of eight kinds of jujubes was determined by means of electrical conductivity method. The re-
sults showed that the electrolyte leakage rate changed observably under the temperature —35 ‘Cto—40 G, which indica-
ted the issue cells were seriously damaged. Therefore, the critical temperature of jujube should be between —35°C and
—40 °C. According to the analysis of the electroly te leakage rate, the results showed that the order of cold resistance for
the 8 kinds of jujubes was; Jinsi 4> Jinsixiaozao™ Dongzao™ Dawangzao™ Zaocuiwang=> Jinsi 3> Xinyangdazao™ Yuan-
L o - L : \ . ) .
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