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Table 1 Results of Ipomoeae aquaticae Forsk
cultivated in different solutions
415 VIR /g WA R/ g HiFRATE TR 2
Group Initial weight Final weight ~ Weight difference
SR
REK 9.58+0.59 12.60+0. 68 3.02+0.13 a
Natural water
1% 12.7242.59 16.12£2.55  3.40+0.09 b
[ 2% 12.28+2.06 14.58+2.05 2.3040.09 ¢
ARy 12.88+2.17  10.6242.09 -
Urine
6% 11.88+1.47 10.17+1.47 —
8% 11.02+1. 87 FET™ Dead —
B 9.68+0.61 12.05+0. 64 2.3740.05 ¢
Popular type
pUY
A)L t 11.48+1.52 15.02+1. 46 3.53+0.15 b
Foliage type
oyl
i PiRia
W CK 10.93+1.29 13.67+1.27 2.73+0.08 d
Flower type
Ao
Andraecanum 11,7541, 87 15.62+1.72 3.87+0.37 e
type
+#% Soil culture 11.5240.92 14.18+0. 95 2.67+0.05 d

1)4% 6% ,8% =50 41K bk 55 37 J5 2555 s30T, HEBR 7 48 314K
i 2 4k, Plant of 4% ,6%,8% three groups wilted or died, so
the data was not used in statistics; 2) & " [f 51 B4 A 7l /N5
FRRIRAEP<0. 05K F 1A WEM 25, F XM, Data in

the same column with different lowercase letters mean signifi-

cant difference at 0. 05 level. The same as below.
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Table 2 Catalase activity of each group

R R A i/ mL IR/
21 5 Potassium (pg/ (g * min))

Group permanganate Enzymic

titration activity
PR 1% 0.620+0.028 a  5.10040. 200 a
Urine 2% 0.750£0.071 ac 4. 25044. 002 ac
KHRIK Natural water 0.825+0. 035 be  3.825=+0. 201 be
Ay WY Foliage type  0.82540.035 be  3.82540. 201 be
CK B U Popular type  0.8102£0.014 be 3. 96720. 200 be

+ 4% Soil culture

0.95040.141 b

3.11740.801 b
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Table 3 Root activity of each group
i ERE SR RERTE S
- PO MR SR /g (mg/(g » h))
Group

TTF reduction Root activity

KHRIK Natural water 42.17+1.81 a 54,3+2.14 a

i v 1% 42.07£1.59 2  54.8+1.79 a
Urine 2% 41,80+1.89 a 53.6+2.07 a
+ 3% Soil culture 57.18%+3.26 b 72.643.27b
%ty 8% Popular type 39.42+1.18 ¢ 50.4742.30 ¢
CK WLIH-# Foliage type 39.93+0. 81 ac 50.4+2.28 ¢
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