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Fig. 1 Effects of different salt concentrations

stress on seeding height
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Table 1 Effects of different salt concentrations on seeding in height,relative electric conductivity, proline content, MDA content,chlorophyll content
NaCl ¥/ % HiR i/ cm XL SR/ % WERER/ g g IFW MDA £/ pmol « g1 W4 E A /mg « g 1FW
CK(0. 0) 13. 2240. 090 Aa 17.29+0. 231Aa 47.25+0.115Bb 9. 68+0. 081Bc 2. 7940. 221BChc
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0. 40 10. 85+0. 137Bb 21. 7140.174Ce 24.1740. 370Cd 10. 0440. 017Bc 3.8740.077Aa
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Fig. 2 Effects of different salt concentrations on relative electric

conductivity of leaves
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Fig. 3 Effects of different salt concentrations on the content of

proline in the leaf
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Fig. 4 Effects of different salt concentrations on the content of
MDA in the leaf
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Fig. 5 Effects of different salt concentrations on the content of

chlorophyll in the leaf
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Effects of Salt Stress on Growth and Physiological Characteristics of
Sindora glabra Seedlings

LIANG Hui-ping' , LEI Li-tang? ,WANG Ling-hui' , XIE An-de! ,PAN Qi-long' , HUANG Feng-tao
(1. College of Forestry, Guangxi University, Nanning, Guangxi 530005; 2, State-Owned Paiyangshan Forest Centre of Guangxi, Ningming,

Guangxi 532500)

Abstract; Taking one-year-old Sindora glabra seedlings as materials, pot experiment was conducted to investigate the
effects of different concentrations of salt (NaCl 0.0%, 0.2%,0.4%, 0.6%, 0. 8%, 1.0%) stress on growth and

physiological characteristics of Sindora glabra seedlings. The results showed that with the increasing concentrations of

salt(NaCl) stress, height increment decreased, relative electric conductivity increased; MDA content increased, proline

content decreased and then increased slightly with the increase of salt concentration. chlorophyll content increased first

and then decreased.

Key words: Sindora glabra ;salt stress;growth;physiological characteristics

54

PDF SCH# ] "pdfFactory Pro™ X RAG)E www. Fineprint.cn


http://www.fineprint.cn

