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Effect of Na(Q Stress on Salt-toerance Physiological Indicators of Snap Bean Seedlings

GAO Metling YUAN Cheng-zhi, YANG Junling ZHOU Chang-lin
(College of Life Science and Engineering: Qiqihaer University, Qighaer Heilongjiang 161006, China)

Abstract; Seven snap bean varieties were selected, which usually were used on the production, under concentrations of
NaCl (0,0.1, 0.2 mmol/ L), to determinate chlorophyll, root activity, proline, MDA, and other physiological indicators
and assess the effects of salt-stress on snap bean. The results showed that the physiological indicators contents were dif-

ferent in varieties, the amount of increase or decrease was so under salt-stress. The TAIKONG was better in salt-toler-

ant than other species. The decline of its chlorophyll content was minimum, the increase of proline content was maxi-

mum, root activity, MDA cntent didn’ t change.
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