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Abstract
of physiological indexes under salt stress were determine. [ Method]The salt sensitive rice variety of LTH was pretreated by low concentration
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[ Objective ] In order to study the effects of salt injury to rice, based on early rice seedlings after pretreatment of salt, the changes

of salt stress. And H,0, content and catalase activity in the leaves and the roots were studied. [ Result] 50 mmol/L salt stress could signifi-
cantly increase H,0, content in the leaves and the roots, but significantly decrease CAT activity. The rise of H,0, content of rice pretreated by
low concentration of salt stress (20 mmol/L) was low, but that of CAT activity was high. Otherwise, the growth of the rice pretreated by salt
stress under the condition of salt stress was good, and chlorophyll content in the leaves was higher. [ Conclusion] H,0, and CAT were engaged

in the response reaction of rice to salt stress. And the pretreatment could improve the salt stress resistance of rice.
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