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Abstract; Effects of toxin in Alternaria alternata (Fr.) Keissler on cell membrane permeability, MDA content
and activities of POD, APX and CAT enzymes of Eupatorium adenophorum Spreng. were conducted by the
method of excised leaf test. The results showed that toxin increased permeability of cell membrance, leakage of
K* and Na®, over-oxidation of cell membrane and content of MDA in E. adenophorum leaf tissue, but
activities of POD, APX and CAT in treated leaves were lower than those in control leaves.
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Fig. 2 Influence of toxin of Alternaria alternata on K* leakage of
Eupatorium adenophorum leaf tissue
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Fig. 4 Influence of toxin of Alternaria alternata on MDA amount of

Eupatorium adenophorum fresh leaf in vitro
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Fig. 3 Influence of toxin of Alternaria alternata on Na* leakage of
Eupatorium adenophorum leaf tissue
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Fig. 5 Influence of toxin of Alternaria alternata on CAT activities of

Eupatorium adenophorum fresh leaf in vitro
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