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Physiological Analysis for Effect of Bisulfite on Plants
Photosynthetic Characteristics

CHEN Ping-zhao, JIANG Bin, LIU Zhong-rong, LIU Jiar-jun YANG Shurrgiang
(Zhaotong Normal U niversity, Zhao tong Yunnan 657000)

Abstract; The cause that the bisulfite and its ramification affect the photosynthetic characteristics in plants is very compli-

cated. The article pointed the principle of the impact of bisulfite and its ramification on photosynthesis, which was on

the basis of summarizing the obtained results, and uses it to analyze the associated experiment facts phy siologically and

rationally. Meanwhile, it prospected the application of bisulfite as well.
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Photosynthesis and Related Physiodogical
(haracteristica Affected by Waterlogging in Plant

LI De-ming, ZHANG Xiu-juans CHEN Juan
(College of Horticulture and Gardening, Yangize U niversity, Jing zhow Hubei 434025)

Abstract; According to the present domestic and international research results, this paper discussed the harm of waterlog-
ging stress on plant from photosynthetic and other physiological angle. It could be concluded that these waterlogging
harms included in not only the damages which caused just by water itself but also some metabolic disorders (such as pho-
tosynthesis, respiration, absorption of root in water and mineral nutrient, reactive oxygen metabolism disturbance )
which caused by too much water. At the same time, the influences of w aterlogging on plant morphologic or other aspects
were discussed in some degree.
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