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Induced Resistance Physiological on Stem Rot of Soybean by Carbendazim Re-
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Abstract: By measuring the plant enzyme activity changes of soybean after inoculate Sclerotinia sclerotiorum on the soybean
leaves the effects of applying antagonism fungi Trichoderma harzianum and its carbendazim resistant mutant strain to the soil
on plant physiology was studied. Result showed that. The induced SOD enzyme activity occurred earlier in the treatment of 7.

harzianum mutant strain  the increasing occurred after inoculated S. sclerotiorum for 4 hours after inoculated for 36 hours the
SOD enzyme activity increased 67% than control the POD enzyme activity increased 27. 3% than control but the MDA con—
tent was always lower than control. These indicated that T. harzianum and its carbendazim resistant mutant strain could be
used to improve the induced enzyme activity and disease resistance.
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Fig. 2 Effect of leaf inoculation on POD activities in different time
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