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The Harm of Saline-Alkali Stress on Vitis Amurensis Rupr

WANG Liam-jun WANG Ming FENG Yuca
(Faculty of Horticulture Jilin Agriculture University, Changchun 130118 China)

Abstract; Studied survival rates of plant.harm ratio.appear time and grade of harm of 3 cultivars of Vitis Amurensis Rupr

under saline-alkali stress, then the tolerance to salt and alkaline of different cultivars w ere concluded. The results indica-

ted that: “Gong-Ning I” cultivar, which has the highest tolerance to salt and alkaline, “Zuo Shan I”was secondarys

“Hong Bao Shi” was the lowest.

Key words: Saline-A lkali Stress; Vitis Amurensis; Harm; Rupr

ARV LY BE 2008 AEAESRE A M 3] I

/_jt:‘?h\:&lll{ (E&F))—F MK 2008 F4H 4
FENFEE ATHEL FREOME . 24000, B
Rk RAT - ROR E A, A BRI S R b HEH K R
R A S iR A G AR IAZ B0 RAF T & AR S
2-87, A AFA 4 T, A 48 T, A B &b B (T ) A
e EBALF TITH,

bR (v —Hrns sHFEE

7, BAkG) Fe EALZATHITH \

EFERN (Faa)—atmiex B kR
FHE A AR AT X80 F &, A4,
6 £ EALZATHGTI
2008 EH B HFEFRILFINE RFRIL T

FIRER, EEEITR—0, WFE -5
USRI/ SUR S IESUELR el 3

Q%Wrik RAEH ATRAFE RS, FAEM 4

Mtk AL FEHAEMERRPEE6 S
E-mail:bjny-mag @263.net(3E A R)

Hp 4% : 100029
bjnyzydt@163.com(FkZh7A%) bjnyxsb@163.com(FHZiE3Z)

1% : 62044255 82078183

18



