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The Changes of Root Vigor and CAT Activity in Non-affinity Interaction
between Tobacco and TMV

MA Xueping, LIU Kaiquan, HE Yun, LIU Yongqiong

(College of Biological Resources and Environment Science, Qujing Normal University, Qujing, Yunnan 655011, China)

Abstract: The root vigor and CAT activity of Nicotiana tabacum cv. ‘Samsun NN ’ inoculated TMV were investigated in different
time. The result showed that within one month, CAT activity value of its root system and sampling time had a strong negative
correlation (r = -0.9, p <0.01). The root vigor of its root system were abruptly increased first, and later decreased to the trend of
smooth.
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Fig.1 The CAT activity of tobacco root in different sampling
time
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