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Interactive effects of Mo and Se on Mo and Se contents of pakchoi cabbage
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Fig.4 Interactive effects of Mo and Se on activities of SOD,POD,CAT and contents of ASA,CAR and GSH of pakchoi cabbage
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Interactive effects of Mo and Se on soluble sugar,soluble protein and proline contents of pakchoi cabbage
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Fig.6 Interactive effects of Mo and Se on K* ,Na™ ,Ca’" ,Mg”*" contents of pakchoi cabbage
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Abstract

A pot experiment was conducted to investigate effects of applying molybdenum and sele-

nium on antio-xidative defense system and osmotic-adjustment system of pakchoi cabbage under salt

stress. The results showed that both Mo and combination of Mo and Se increased yield of pakchoi cab-

bage. Co-application of Mo and Se increased the capacity of pakchoi cabbage to eliminate active oxygen

and increased the ability of osmotic-adjustment of pakchoi cabbage. Single Mo also increased the capacity

of pakchoi cabbage to eliminate active oxygen and the ability of osmotic-adjustment of pakchoi cabbage.

Single Se had a very small role in enhancing salt stress tolerance of pakchoi cabbage. Mo and Se had syn-

ergistic effects on increasing Mo and Se uptaking of pakchoi cabbage. Co-application of Mo and Se not

only increased salt tolerance but also produced Se-enriched cabbage.

Key words

molybdenum; selenium; pakchoi cabbage; salt stress; osmotic-adjustment

(AR HELS)



