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Abstract

The seedlings of Brazilian banana tissue culture bags with 5 leaves and 1 heart were sprayed with
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ethanolamine solution, and after water stress treatment with a concentration of 10% PEG-6000
for 24 hours, the effect of ethanolamine (Ea) on the stress resistance of banana seedlings was stu-
died. The results showed that ethanolamine pretreatment increased the activities of superoxide
dismutase (SOD) and peroxidase (POD), while reducing the accumulation of malondialdehyde

(MDA) and superoxide radicals (O} ) in the leaves, thereby increasing the drought resistance of
banana seedlings. The treatment with 32.0 mmol/L-1 ethanolamine (Ea) has the best effect.
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Figure 1. Effects of different pharmaceutical treatment on banana leaves O, of a rate. Note: “lower-

case letters,” said compared with the control group in the p < 0.05 level significantly, “Capital letters”
that compared with the control group in the p < 0.01 level significantly, The picture below is the same
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Figure 2. Effects of different chemical treatments on malondialdehyde (MDA) of banana seedling leaves
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Figure 3. Effects of different chemical treatments on the POD activity of banana seedling leaves
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Figure 4. Effects of Different Chemical Treatments on SOD Activity of Banana Seedling Leaves
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