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Effect of Ca?t on the Correlative Physiological and Biochemical
Index of Citrus Detached Leafs under Cold Stress
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Abstract: The effect of different Ca?* concentration on cold-resistance of the detached leafs of cit-
rus was studied. The result showed that the treatment of 10—20 mmol/L Ca** could increase the
soluble sugar and protein content, enhance the activities of SOD and POD and reduce the MDA
accumulation. The results indicated that Ca®* would increase the cold resistance of citrus leaves.
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Fig. 1 Effect of Ca*" treatment on content of
soluble sugar in citrus leaves under low temperature
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Fig. 2 Effect of Ca®" treatment on content of soluble
protein in citrus leaves under low temperature
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Fig 3 Effect of Ca*" on the activity of SOD in citrus
leaves under low temperature
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Table 1 The relation between the activity of SOD
and POD with their increasing rate
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POD in citrus leaves with low temperature stress
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