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Abstract: Two celery varieties (Jingnan and Qinggeng) were treated with different salt contents(0.50.100.150.200mmol/

L NaNO3).Germination of seeds and physiological traits of seedings were studied. The results showed that under salt

stress the malondialdehyde (MDA )content increased and chlorophyll content decreased with the increasing salt concent ra-

tion; the activities of superoxide dismutas(SOD) and proline content increased first and decreased afterwards. Germina-

tion of seeds and the growth of celery were inhibited under salt stress. The higher concentration of salt the more serious

the inhibition was. Base on the physiological traits Jingnan had the better salt resistance than Qinggeng.
Key words: salt stress; NaNOs; celery
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