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Abstract
seedlings under salt stress. [ Method ] Wuyue Man seedlings were used as research object and sand culture was used to study the effect of exog-
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[ Objective | To study the effect of exogenous salicylic acid on root growth and physiological characteristics of Brassica chinensis L.

enous salicylic acid on root dry weight, root length, root surface area and the activities of superoxide dismutase (SOD), and peroxidase
(POD) of Brassica chinensis L. seedlings under salt stress. [ Result] During the water soaking of seed, with the increase in salt concentration,
root dry weight, root length, and root surface area decreased. At the 50 mmol/L salt, the activities of SOD and POD firstly rose then dropped.
Without salt stress, with the increase in soaking concentration, all indicators take on low concentration promotion and high concentration inhi-
bition. When the SA soaking concentration is 1.0 mmol/L, the increase amplitude was the greatest and the effect was optimal. Soaking with

different SA concentration under salt stress showed different alleviation effects. [ Conclusion ] The results of this study can provide scientific ba-

sis for Brassica chinensis L. seedling resisting salt stress.
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