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Abstract ; In order to explore the relationship between the cold resistance of different alfalfa materials and the chan-
ges of antioxidant enzyme activity in alfalfa root crown under low temperature stress,sickle alfalfa (Medicago fal-
cata 1..) and four alfalfa (Medicago sativa 1..) varieties were planted in Horgin sandy land. Overwintering organs
were harvested before winter,and were treated with —10°C , —15°C , —20°C ,—25°C and —30°C. The antioxidant
enzyme activity and relative conductivity of alfalfa root neck were measured with low temperature (4°C) storage as
control (CK). Fitting logistic regression equation with relative conductivity to calculate semi-lethal temperature
(LTs,) of alfalfa. The correlation between LT, and antioxidant enzyme activity was analyzed. The results showed
that the cold resistance of sickle alfalfa was stronger than that of Medicago sativa. Among Medicago sativa s'polar
bear had the strongest cold resistance while ‘Knight T’ had the weakest. L.T;, was negatively correlated with an-
tioxidant enzyme activities at different temperatures. The uperoxide dismutase (SOD) and Catalase (CAT ) activi-
ties in alfalfa root crown under —30°C treatment had significant and extremely significant negative correlation with
LT;,. Conclusion:alfalfa enhanced cold resistance by increasing SOD and CAT activities. SOD activity at —30°C
and CAT activities at —10°C and —30°C can be used as physiological indexes of alfalfa cold resistance.
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[ PN A0 5 T B A BT 2E D7 T Y I 5T R B L A
K5 E 0 A Ak Y 5 Ak B (Superoxide dismutase,
SOD) i3 % 1k ¥ W (Peroxidase, POD) | i % 1k 4L il
(Catalase, CAT) J& M fie B 1) 2% 4t 1) 2 2 0 4 il 2
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B H 18 (Medicago falcata L) 4 NMEHH
15 (Medicago sativa) Sh PP B 28 B, 76 F2 e 20 R
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A T T35 1 AFRE S F - 38 1 A2 A L A1) R AR R F, S 4L
4 Logistic R LTy i LTs 550 A A%
PEAE A AH SEAE 70 B 5 20 B A B0 BT e 22 S I G
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Table 1 Name and source of alfalfa materials
(R ERLIES Ak A P
Material type Material variety source
VK AL A BT AR B
Sickle alfalfa Sickle alfalfa Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences
BIHTE ‘Bt T A U8 & HOI BB R R AT IR 5T AR 2 A
alfalfa ‘Knight T~ Beijing Baigqingyuan Animal Husbandry Technology Development Co. , Ltd
HALH 1 ‘et sg’ bt E R R A R A
alfalfa ‘Polar bear’ Beijing Best Grass Industry Co. , Ltd
P (AK CHE 3 S R NS
alfalfa ‘Caoyuan No. 3’ Inner Mongolia Agricultural University
RALH 15 ‘FfiE 3010”7 At 50 58 97 IR A AT IR 2 F
alfalfa ‘Juneng 3010”7 Beijing Crowe Seed Industry Co. , Ltd

1.2 RIE bR

B M A T B2 RO R A R X i B A
BN 43°30" N, 122°27 E AR50 5. 5°C . >=10C
AEFUR A 3 000~3 200°C , TFEH 140~150 d,4FF
YK B 29 375 mm, 4FEF X 3.0 ~ 4. 4
mes IRV pH E R 8.0, 1A LR
Frik 0,652, Bl A A 36. 37 mg « kg™, HAHE A i
3.81 mg -+ kg ', AP E I 78.51 mg - kg ', A
SH0.037%,

1.3 gt

K BEHL X AR 58 B3 78RR I0 U 3 v 4
FHIA ST . T 2019 4 7 A 15 H M B AL AR A
‘W T VCERE 30107 U EE 3 5 (U AR S A

B . %GME 15 kg » hm 2, &4#6471H6 15 cm, /NX
A2 mX5 m),3 WER, WEERTTT. R
A FE B A TR AE 55 R s — PRt A A BEHR
JitE B &= 45k 45 kg » hm * (4%&() . 200 kg « hm
(P,0,).200 kg * hm (K, O) , iz i A 45 31y R
F (N 46. 3% I BERR 5 (P,O; 44. 6 %) JH1 AL Ny
S5 (K0 60%), 2019 4F 11 A 15 H (H % #T
D BEA/INX BEHLIZ I 50 BRI 51 1 B 78 R A 2%
B ACUKH PG A . B AR B AR B 20 BT
iy A T A B AR R — 10, — 15, — 20, — 25 Al
—30°CHEPUR IR AL B, L 0°C Ryt 5, 4°C « h 'l ikt
R Bk B SRR 6 ho SRS PR 4
C e h " H#RTHEZE 4°C 7 vkFE 4°C T 12 h, DL
IR (4°CO I i A %o BR CCKO) L i 2 70 48 Ak 1 7% 4
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AR LS 38, I 4R I 72 HEAH X g 2 R UGS Logis-
th 75‘*% ’i—f%:iiéﬁ%?ﬂ%go

1.4 MEIEIRRFTE

KA DDS-302 g S Z8 A 7 i Z8 91 1 5 AR
XfHL S R B ONBT Ol i J5 9 & SOD i
PEC SR R A A K B vk I POD 3 N5 R %
Sl s CAT 3 pE

1.5 HiESH

RIS E 4 Microsoft Excel 44 4b 31 | A8 1] 1
il VEFAE . SPSS 17. 0 B4 #E 47 J7 22 W 35 M 0 1 %
U4 Logistic J7 &,

2 BERESDH

2.1 RIEMETEBEENBESENTHER LT,
W 2 o, Bl 25 TP 30 30 5 1) e A1 T A AR 51
AR R RIS, Horp B4 T ERE 30107,
CELJE 3 5 LA RE T A SR AR A i AR A A
HLS 2 ) A — 15°C IR IR Ak B T 4R B 3% 14 i (P <<
0. 05) s {46 5 & (19 AH XT HE S 23 ) E — 20°C 1% if Ak 3
FE UG 3 B (P<<0. 05) . 78 CK A1 —10°CIG iR b #f
TR 8 Z B AR X i S R T 3 22 5, — 15°C1I%
TR AL T A A AR A X R B E AR E AR

30107 Fi“ Jb M BB (P<<0. 05) , —20°C fh PR 8 AL H 15
A AU RE T AH G HL 5 3R B I T B TR E RE
30107 (P<<0.05) , —25°C fI—30°CAR IR AL HE T ¥ 1L H
i AL P ARG F, S 32 0] 4 ) e AR T TR B
fiE 30107 (P<C0.05), ARG E T i S X T 3845 5
Logistic [W[JA 20 H7 » P13 BRI B A6 15 4L
FEVERR T A B A6 . 4 A A0 B S L Rl BT IEE
e AET > B 3 50> HAE 30107 > K+ T,

2.2 RBMME TARERERI SOD FHEMNTL

M1 3% 3 Al AL E R R AL BT B+ T B
fig 30107 FJ5 3 5 B AE MR WY SOD i M 2 ek
InJE BEAR AR fb i #, HL¥ 7 — 25°CARIR AL BE R
fE AR F ) SOD I Pk fe o, 5—30°C b #E 22 S A I
Fo LA R B AR B A AR I SOD I 4 W Bl Ab
TR ) A AV S S DT g s A, o B T R
EH FE W 7E — 20°C 4B JF 4 @ 35 8 m, “ H Rk
30107 FEJF 3 45 U A AE T 7E —25°C Ab LT IR 1
EHIN . —20°CAIR G AL PR B AL H 18 AR S SOD Ji
PERL S T EfE 30107 (P<C0.05), —25°C b3 T
WAEHRI SOD EHEE®m T Wt T (P<
0.05), —30°CAbH T # AL 5 18 19 SOD i 1 i 2 5
TW 4+ T, “E fE 30107, “F 5 3 57, A
—25°C I —30°CAL i 4b B R B 45 MR 811 SOD [iff 1%
PERT DUVE SRy 55 08 8 16 DU IEME 0 A= BRAE 5 .

®2 REDETHERIEXNESRE(%)HELR LT, E(T)

Table 2 Changes of relative conductivity (%) of alfalfa root neck and LT, value (°C) under low temperature stress

L0 45 SR Alfalfa cultivars

AT Wit T ‘EfE 30107 SR 35 “Jetn fg’ S A
Processing temperature ‘Knight T’ ‘Grassland 3”7 ‘Grassland 3”7 ‘Polar bear’ Sickle alfalfa
CK 10. 5940, 93¢/= 13.1+0. 629 15.79+5. 412 14.1546. 0742 10. 0470, 8692
—10C 11.48+2. 04 14.414£2.57Y= 18.71+2, 15¢ 18. 4244, 79Y= 12.4741. 692
—15C 26,5742, 4292 36. 8444, 91 28.9245, 229/ 31.1942. 06 16.71+£7. 499"
—20°C 46,0747, 25¢= 40,3844, 57/ 37. 4643, 39¢/be 32.1542.57¢¢ 35,2744, 3¢
—25C 61. 838, 38V 53. 772, 92V 55. 025, 24V 50. 923, 46Y/ 48. 6642, 45/
—30C 72.2545. 01/ 75.1148. 444/ 69. 0244, 774/ 69. 674 1. 624/ 63.9041. 82¢b
LTs0 —16.59°C —17.39°C —17.71°C —18.01°C —18.45C

T/ AN BN S 3R R R — 4 BERHE R RIR IR A #F 22 5 3 M (P<C0. 05) 5 ° /7 G A IR/ING S8 3 7R A8 6] — IR b #2 R R A |
T BRI 22 5 R FE(P<C0.05) . R IH]

Note: Different lowercase letters before ¢/’ indicate that the same variety has significant difference under different low temperature treat-
ments at the 0. 05 level; different lowercase letters after ‘/” indicate the significant difference among different alfalfa varieties under the same

low temperature treatment at the 0. 05 level. The same as below
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Table 3 Changes of SOD activity in alfalfa root neck under low temperature stress/U « g 'FW

LA E T W Ah Alfalfa cultivars

b 7 B2

WAL 1

‘Wi T ‘EfE 30107 SR 35T El1s N
Processing temperature Sickle alfalfa
‘Knight T’ ‘Grassland 3’ ‘Grassland 37 ‘Polar bear’

CK 76. 8448, 40"/ 56. 7042, 66¢¢ 81. 9940, 23b/e 84,4944, 02 74.5943. 68
—10C 74.38+2. 110" 63. 7043, 090/ 89. 6345, 74b/= 78,4749, 48 74,9841, 54/
—15C 85.10+9, 574/« 75. 87420, 83b/= 84. 92413, 47"« 87.11411. 83/# 85. 44430, 20¢/¢
—20°C 100. 2847, 61#/2b 80.16+11. 39"« 85. 7743, 5100 88. 8748.00¢/be 114.13414, 28"
—25C 97.344+10. 59" 111. 38+6. 36/ 110. 1746, 47/ 105. 6544, 18P/ 113. 0645, 70
—30C 102. 14418, 12> 106. 1844, 84 105. 34413. 96> 129. 3144, 99/ 147. 65420, 98/«

2.3 RiEMMETAREERFEIRT POD HEZL

128 A W1, B AR T E N A AN SRR AE S R AEAIR
TEMA T AR H POD I M ¥ 2 56 T 5 FERE AR i
‘T T EE RS POD G 7E —15°C b BT fie e
Ui 2 2 X R — 30°C b 381 (P<C0. 05) , * EL R 30107 &
TEMRHY POD JEPEAE —20°C Zb B F fe i, B 35 & T

b7k B AR BE (P<<0. 05), “ REJ 3 457 AU BE " R 46
TEMR I POD JE M fE — 25°C Ab B0 F i, b 2 0 T
AR B AR R (P<<0. 05), —20°C , —25°C , —30°C AR i ik
PR HAHE RS POD IHE B E S T 4 MERY
i Al (P<<0. 05), F BG U6 B, BT 9% 1 o 1) 1 7 4 et
POD J P38 5 i B2 A ELIE PR

*4 REBEMETHERI POD FHEMNTK

Table 4 Changes of POD activity in alfalfa root neck under low temperature stress/U + g ' « min 'FW

L S R Alfalfa cultivars

SR T ‘Efig 30107 CHLJE 3 45 ‘dem g’ SR
Processing temperature Sickle alfalfa
‘Knight T’ ‘Grassland 3’ ‘Grassland 3’ ‘Polar bear’

CK 260. 10457, 350/be 260. 77410, 28¢/be 247.33+28.279¢ 348.27+13. 74/ 323. 47440, 77¢/2
—10°C 301. 87440, 92>/2 319. 20439, 19be/= 290. 80+ 26. 4692 327.334£5, 22 339. 43424, 309
—15C 367.33448. 277 345.60+32, 510/ 333.03+32. 32b/= 327.33+23. 49 341.20473. 45¢/¢
—20°C 364.87+31. 89+ 453.22+14, 339 310. 60+ 3. 60b/P 336.53+7. 86" 483.82+93. 282
—25C 358. 27438, 454> 356. 27432, 40P 409.20+9. 06> 437.07+24, 0042 650. 40432, 2542
—30°C 242. 53435, 40"« 317.204+62, 29b/b 237.47+6. 84Y¢ 366.80+36. 39 420.00£42, 41be/=

2.4 RIEMETABEERFERT CATHZTK

HH 3R 5 AIHL, BOAE AR D 4 A5 A A R R 35
CAT 375 e i Jolp 360 Yk 2 194 I A1 52 5 e 1P T v 10 28 A
e, —10°CRRALFE T “ FJ5 3 5 AR 3 CAT i 4
B A T R B Kb B (P<C0. 05) . 8 A6 1 75 A A
3AERAEEAE AP E —20°CARIR AL B S AR BT CAT 1%
A i KT — 30 CARIRAL #E (P<C0. 05), —15°C Al

—20°CAIRIR AL H T < HE R 3 55 MRS CAT 16 1 2 %
TG E S FHA 3 S 284K B A S AR (P<<0. 05), —
25 CAIRIRLAL R BB T A AR By CAT MR E® T
‘Il T AR 30107 LR AE T, —30°C AR AL HE R
WAL E AR CAT 16 M 2 T 4 AN SR 1 Sl
(P<C0..05). VLW “ 50 3 57 A3 26 B 76 4 5o 1 o
CAT Ve = B 15 T IERE ) .

x5 MEMETERBERD CAT FHEMNTH
Table 5 Changes of CAT activity in alfalfa root neck under low temperature stress/U + g~ « min ' FW
N HLAEHTE A Alfalfa cultivars R
Ak 7 3 E 2 = — = P = T WAL E AE
i+ T Fifg 30107 R 3 457 ek fg’
Processing temperature ) Sickle alfalfa
‘Knight T’ ‘Grassland 3”7 ‘Grassland 3”7 ‘Polar bear’

CK 93, 7842, 144/ab 104, 44=£7. 70%2 72.2245.98¢¢ 72. 6744, 16b/¢ 80. 89412, 81¢/be
—10°C 64.44-+10. 86"/ 62.22417. 14 67. 1144, 29 71. 5645, 39b/= 75.3344. 67
—15C 59,1149, 83¢/¢ 51.5645. 05%¢ 89,5648, 01/ 77.1141. 39" 76,1142, 87¢P
—20°C 42.67+10. 679 46,2245, 39¢ 90. 1142, 59/ 43.1149. 08¢ 68.8941. 68"
—25C 56. 0049, 33¢d/b 56.44+14, 874/ 94,2242, 042 53. 78421, 6<d/b 98.22411. 65"/«
—30C 76.6741. 764 105. 33425, 33%/¢ 122, 2247, 34%/b¢ 132. 4448, 88+/b 168. 8946, 84#/=

2.5 REMETEERIFNEMEFES LT 0
BXES
HIZE 6 Al A [ M ie B A

T 9 L A K

i
p=

WS LT, 2%, —30°CLIEAE T & iER
# SOD F1 CAT 7% M5 H LTs, 9 A ¢ 115 31 g 3
(P<C0. 05) fk i 2K (P<<0.01), i Bl —30°C %
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Table 6 Correlation between semi-lethal temperature and antioxidant enzyme activity in alfalfa root and neck

PrE AL Antioxidase CK —10C —15C —20°C —25C —30C
HE Y AL SOD —0.21 —0.22 —0. 26 —0.28 —0.77 —0.85"
o &1L Y POD —0.67 —0.65 —0.79 —0.29 —0.70 —0.76

o E AL A B CAT —0.58 —0.83* —0.59 —0.42 —0.58 —0.98"

T FORAFMR IR AL BT BT SIS P S L Tso 35 HEAH 5E (P<T0. 05) 5 % IR ARG IR AL 38 BT 0 b B G 1 5 LTso i 8 35 M A 56 (P

<<0.0D)

Note: * indicates that the antioxidant enzyme activity under different temperature treatments is significanl. Ty related to LT, at the 0. 05

level; %% indicates that the antioxidant enzyme activity content under different temperature treatments is extremely significanl.Ty related to

LTso at the 0. 01 level

3 itie

KT HAE PUIEME R AF 5 2R A (A B SR A% TR
i 360 A2 (T A A I S AR A i A R A e Y
T DUFEVE Y 5R 55 L DT JE AL BRE AR U SR FH 4% 309 )
AV 8 A 38 s U BBUAE 000 A 3o 9k AR ) A2 A RSB
H R R ), A R IORE IR A T S8 A R UR R
i 2R SR A N TS ULER 3 Ak By k1L ) P A B
U B A 1 A 1 T IE M L SRR 5 v RE Akt Al
B DR 22 52 ), JBORE I 2 e 9 A AR AR T S AT
ASAIF 5T 0 38 A K R 75 6 AE MR R N A UG
T Ak B 7 % AR AT P B TR ) A U R
SRRV EALHE MPUEN R TR 4 D
TEE TS R R PrIEdE b e > FR 3 57 >
‘EHE 3010°>‘H+ T,

FEAR IR B 38 A 0 F 2 AR R R 2 e A
R A PR R B AR E Y R AR 5 3 SOD I M Y 3
i, SOD 75 4 A £ 47 i 52 42 v i 4V T2 7 R 8 40
Hi3E Oy [l = AR B A = 9 H, O3, 6 FIK
T e T TE RS SOD % A8k, 90 T BRI 57 %
B I U A0 B S AR 2R b SOD 3 45 ) I8 40 A5 BT 184
s U8 B AE AR A PR T L SR T A R R A R R
L AL BTG MR PR A A Y BB R
W, B A AR W 38 B ] ) 28 K, SOD 3 1 2 55 3
I B ARK 11 228 Ak 4, Bt € P 5 1) A o b 4 45 A
B SOD 3&PEVY . AR B 9T 3 B L Bl 25 1K TRV R
SRR B BRAR, L fE 30107 f1 ¢ B JE 3 B 2 qp 1S
Al A SOD 6 P 52 583 i J5 BEAR 1 A8 ka3, 515
BT L5 T — B0 A U RE 7 R E AR T )
TS Ak g 3, SRR [W) 45 AR Z 18] SOD i 14 22 5
B B R AH DG HERR S R BT PUIEME S T AR 3
() SOD M3 M 52 IE A5G, 35X 590 T8 B e =&
WEFEas R — 2, BAE —30°CARIR M A 4 B SOD i

PESE A A PUIENE 2 2 IEAE G, Rt —30°C b B
T E ARSI SOD B 16 M T UVE Jy %652 8 18 b JE
P A BAR A

POD 7EfR il 7 4 b 2202 B | Ak i
YEHN O6F POD 3 PE ZEAR IR W38 1 28 fL R
HH IDE B 5% HE ) 1 SRR a8 POD 16 #2481k
FABERE SR T R LT 3 AR T, 2847
FBRSRET G, XA BT B A SRR F
POD 7 M 45 3% B0 Ay B 2 kR I B2 0% T 8 i 184 o B
A FEV B ) TR R P B A 2R AR R R Y e T
1M1 22 1% 38 0, {1 POD 3 14 5 B PT2E 1 R 5 IE A ¢
KRV, BRI S Bl 2 IR B 38 N [R] ) 4E
K POD 35 M 55 2 386 0 Ji5 B AR i) 22 fb i 3, o 96 1%
SR A P AR A B POD B DT AR BRSE
SR N T ASS SR Ak B 7 326 AF 52 8 7 AR 39 POD
AR AR L 45 SR 2 B L B U 30 R I A R AR
) POD T 1 52 Se 38 0 s B 28 f ke 3, 55 i ime
BUUEESC g BB R R — L H S
B SCHF 98 S TR (002 B A5 AR LAY POD 16 2 5 8 15 1
PUIFEME R IE ARG, 3 g i L T R &
BV B 98 245 R — B0, 8 3 5 A B JE Tk AR DG
AT, B E RS POD WM 5 1 15 B 28 Mk i AH
KRR S 2, Btk POD 36 PR BEAE 45 78 B 75 b %€
P A0 A FRAE AR

CAT HAMACHE W8 T =4 m H O, 43 i
KEIVER . TR A T B fE R CAT 36 7%
(A5 fb I 59X 3 /0 4 75 08 SR R EL ) 1 8R40 T
ALY, R 2 SRR H RS B R I CAT
T 1 5 I A I R ) B AT 2 B TR T R
B ) A I I8 B B RAE  E A TRA A AN [] 7 2
R I = R i ol N 2 T AR N 0 v 22 b VA
36 A B, BFSE B TE AR CAT 16 M As 4k, 5 Hi g
AR B A5 V% VR o 36 R B I B AIG . T AE Y CAT 3%
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PS8 0 28 Ak s H L 7E—30°CAIR B i F B E
TEH A A ERAEE 75 SR AR S0 CAT 15 % e 5, A+
FVE BRI L AE — 10°C Fl—30°C AR IR AL R & A5
MRS CAT 36 M 5 B & 1) o 26 % 2 35 15 A G,
UL —10°CH—30°CRIR AL BE T B #E AR B CAT
T P AT LAVE Ry A BT IEVE I S8 e TR r

4 Hig

PR I0 VD Ak B FloAs 0 15 DU IEE s AE B T
SRT S 4 D SALE TE SR BT IEME S A i
BE >CHH 35 > HAE 30107 > B+ T’, LT,
EOR R IR B 38 R B S AL Bl IS AR OC M A A 3R
B, —30°C R AL R SOD 3% M il CAT & ¥ LA K%
—10°CARIRALHE T (1) CAT 15 AT LAVE Ry A 75 P J€
Y78 W BURAR 5 .

&% ik

(1] PR, AR R, RIA B 18 SRl s M f 2 A N B o i
A K S B EE R L], b E AR SR,
2008,10(S1) :56-60

(2] KRER.KEHE.TRE.S. BORXE VML # & 2R B
ST BEG P S R i g [ ], B 244z, 2018,26 (1)
222-230

(3] BRXUEE .UM AL, ESCHR . 45, = AMUFEEAEE T W R TR
F5E R L] HOR AR ML K242 4], 2016.51(6) : 95-101

(4] INTBE AR MG S R SR E T 32 S P98 Ak AR
B XA W g me 2 [T . 2k PR ARl K 2 2% 4, 2017, 48 (5) £ 591-
596

(5] HIMEER, 2. Mg, 25, /i 000 B 7 1 o 98 M IX P 98 74 B
PSRBT ]. B4R . 2016,24(5) :1131-1133

(6] HIEER, 2. v MG, 45, 6 B 45 46 B 7 M & B 5 JLAS B0 98 2 7
HePRAEARFIEL]]. R 2015,5(12):94-98

(7] B, Ln 1M, %, JEX 6 MEEEH 1 AR 2 b MDA &%

[8]

9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

(18]

[19]

[20]

it Ry ARG R LR L)), AR 245, 2015(4) :88-91
WAl FLE 5 B 75, 10 AN E AP 40 9 1R L (POD)
S3Mel)]. AR 2 ,2007(1) :150-152

TR GG B ZE. 6 A3 A & AR IR A T SOD,
POD 36 P A8 LT 1. 5% 55 W R DA 3 56 % BL 2 K 2 4, 2006
(3):101-102

JRANGE TV WR A2 DO A SR AR A R e B A IR &5 1
A9 A B R A R 24, 2008, 30(3) 148751

AREF. AW AR SR AR S (ML db At m A HCE WA,
2009,163-173

FEZE. YA LEFREAEAIM]. b SSEHEF
AR AL . 2005 ,282-283

RERKER. ERE, S 8 DEME RSN )]
PYACAARB F R 224 CH AR B0 . 2019, 47 (1) :45-52
Leipner J, Fracheboud Y, Stamp P. Effect of growing season
on the photosynthetic apparatus and leaf antioxidative defenses
in two maize genotypes of different chilling tolerance[ J]. Envi-
ronmental and Experimental Botany,1999,42(2):129-139
FEEISC. SEAE A BB A TP 2 A BRI ST [T ). w2 4
2009,17(2) :145-150

87 B b A AL ARR B 38 X AE R 4 SOD.
POD {5 15 A0l 2 BR &t A2 ik LT . Bk 24, 2005(6) - 29-32
T U AL R Y. A T AR R A AR R A TR B a6 9 e
N R HBUFEMEEM [T, o B A R 2= 4. 2011, 19(3) 1 619-
625

RBR KT, TWE, & Wl T e 4 3 A b
IR Y B K ST FE M O R LT ] B R4, 2019, 36 (10) -
2556-2568

Ping X A,Zhong G L,Dong M F,et al. Involvement of antiox-
idant defense system in chill hardening-induced chilling toler-
ance in Jatropha curcas seedlings[ J]. Acta Physiologiae Plan-
tarum,2013,35(1) :153-160

W5 iH. 5 A6 A5 YT FE PR IT A B H X Bk A 2 4 I IR A O
[DJ. Jtxt. JLuikill K2 2006 :30-54

(HHEHRE HZH)



