- PR ER -

wF @ ¥ 2012024):31~35

AL X S R 3E mn A EL B 08

w R R, R 4, E RN, &

;KA

CREAO K2 W2, %8 A AR 230036)

B EoATAERR R2ALBREMAGESHE ERE UL EFHAFRAT T IFEK
oot AT, A F AR ES TR BBNR R R, EREAN VY 257FFY 8
FUEARNFA, A KPR MRB LN EREF K E 25, ETAITERRAAERE)

KW SR AR AR &
B4 ES S 634. 4

B I3RS A R 9 — AR R
LB G 2  t S AR L
e NN e S P S
SRR R RS TIR. F NI S MR
B AR T A O 5 A T
A 530 85 2 VM DR B3 f BE S5 HS0 A
A,

1 HRE T
L1 Bk

B M 4548 1R 5 R RV R
KSR BB 12 /0 B R BB 7 A
AT SR 657 ML 187 TEE " S
8 B XBM S HRAE" M 2 57 YIRS
T AT 3 BRI ST,

F—IEER N R ZR(1989), 4, B AL, Bt R F @A E LM
M -F F #F, E-mail:binling1 27@163. com.

FEEE Rz 40980,k . L, 818K . AL ZNFEHLHY
5F % #F T4, E-mail:jhsong@ahau. edu. cn.

E®WE 248 5% 6 KAFA L E LT8R A (KJ2012A109),
W B #A:2012—09—17

SCRRFRIRAD: B 34 :1001—0009(2012)24—0034—02

L2 KEITE

A TE L RUR I KGR F X 47, T
2011 48 9 A 2 HITUR & B U S ARG T 75 L
B RT AR, 10 A 2 H2HE, #REE 30 cm,
F7HE 30 cm, fF A FEAE 3 /DX, B/NXEH 60 A,/
XTEFA 5. 4 m A BR R L. A ] R IR 4% i
FRRGEEARTEAR , H e HIE 4615, 2012 4F 2 A 5 HIF
SR RO HEA T 7 B RE
2 HBREHSWH
2.1 IR SR I S HHE LA

BERA 12 A S IR R LE i ] R BRI 5 4
FETEIRSHED EMHFEEFGE D, AHEXE,
IR =R H— KRN BEA, KROS5
#1556 57 pR AV ELTR FE VBT 5 “H M/ it R B
MW E R ERA, B RENBEER, HIHFLL
I PR B8 R — 80, AP “ XS 5 345 337 R 250 A L T S
B, 0 BEREA NI 2 SRS 8 Sk
HEVEEHM RS, FERELEAQ,“GFRE
EHA,

The Effect of Garlic Seed Germination for Different Water Quality Under Salt Stress

SONG Kai, LU Zhi-bin, FENG Dong-fang
(College of Life Science,Changchun Normal University,Changchun,Jilin 130032)

Abstract: Garlic seeds were used as materials, the effect of NaCl stress on garlic seed germination was studied for pure

water,tap water and distilled water under NaCl with concentration of 0,0.3,0.6,0.9,1.2 mol/L. The results showed

that quality on vitality index system (root activity, root growth and germination rate) were different in the same

concentration of NaCl stress under three kinds of water. Under different concentrations of NaCl stress, vitality index

system rate were not the same in the same water.
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Comparative Test of Savoy Varieties in Changjiang and Huaihe River Basin

ZHANG Ling-feng, SONG Jiang-hua, WANG Cheng-gang,ZHAQO Ying,ZHANG Hui
(College of Horticulture, Anhui Agricultural University, Hefei, Anhui 230036)

Abstract: The morphological characteristics and yields of 12 savoy varieties in Changjiang and Huaihe river basin were
observed and analyzed. The results showed that ‘Tadi Savoy No. 2’ and ‘Tadi Savoy No. 8’ had the best comprehensive
performances, with strong growth potential , beautiful plant type, high yield and more resistant to bolting or cold. So the
two varieties were suitable for planting in Changjiang and Huaihe River.
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