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Abstract
support for functional cultivation of Sedum aizoon L. under different saline alkali soils. [ Method ] The pot experiment was carried out with origi-
nal soil blending. The plant height, yield index per plant, tannin, flavonoid, nitrate, VC and other quality indexes were analyzed by five salt
stress treatments of CK (0.65 g/kg) , T,(2.00 g/kg) , T,(4.00 g/kg), T,(6.00 g/kg) and T,(8.00 g/kg).[ Result]Plant height, stem num-
ber and the yield per plant decreased gradually with the increase of salt content, and there was no significant difference in the yield per plant
between the CK and T, treatment , and the differences with other three treatments reached significant levels;with the increase of salinity, the
tannin content increased gradually. With the increase of salt, the content of flavonoids in Sedum aizoon L. increased at first and then de-
creased, and the content of flavonoids in the four treatments reached a significant level compared with CK, among which T, treatment reached
the maximum, with a range of 1.12-1.36 mg/g. With the increase of salinity, the content of nitrate gradually decreased, and the four treat-
ments reached a significant level compared with the control; except for the T, treatment, which slightly increased compared with the control,
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[ Objective ] The effects of soil salinity on growth, quality and other indicators of Sedum aizoon L.were studied to provide technical

the other treatments gradually decreased and reached a significant level compared with the control. [ Conclusion ] As an edible cultivation in sa-
line-alkali land, it is suitable for mild saline alkali land with salt content of about 2.00 g/kg, and for component extraction and functional de-
velopment and cultivation, soil salt content should not exceed 4.00 g/kg.
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