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Abstract: S)me indexes, such as the active oxygen protective systan and sme free radicles were measured by the
controlling the water in container sedlings The reaults indicated that the ttal relative water contents and the pro-
tein contents dropped with the increase of stress intensity and the contentsof total chlorophyll, chlorophyll a, chloro-
phyll b and carotinoid had a descending trend The activitiesof the SOD, FOD and CAT descended firstly, then as
cended and descended lastly and the activity of ASP had a descending trend The free radicles shoved different
changing trend: the O-, producing rates increased firstly, and then decreased and increased lately with the water
stress intensity, but the H,O, contents raised firstly and then decreased Both MDA content and membrane relative
pemeability had an ascending trend with the increasing stress The activity of the enzymes such as 0D, CAT and
A SP may evaluate the drought-resistant of the chestnut seedlings as indexes
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