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Fig. 1 Effect of different Zn stress on Zn accumulation in
different organs of Medikago sativa L.
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Fig. 2 Effect of different Zn stress on MDA content in
different organs of Medikago sativa L.
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Fig. 3 Effect of different Zn stress on the soluble protein content, proline content and soluble sugar content in

different organs of Medikago sativa L.
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Abstract: Taking Medikago sativa L. as material,the effect of Zinc (Zn) on the proline content, malondialdehyde(MDA)

content,soluble protein content and soluble sugar content of Medikago sativa L. and its accumulation abilities of Zn were

measured and analyzed using the soil potted culture experiment methods. The results showed that the contents of MDA,

proline, soluble protein and soluble sugar significantly increased when the Zn stress increased to 900 1M, compared to

control (non-Zn) ,after 23 days Zn exposure,the accumulation contents of Zn in leaves were significantly higher than root

and stem. Taken together,these results indicated that the Medikago sativa L. was a promising remedial potential for the

high level of Zn contamination soil,it was the absorbing and accumulation function for Zn from the contaminated soil.
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