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Abstract The effect of Cd.Pb stress on scarenging system of activated oxygen indicated that
content of chlorophyll.chlorophy!l a/b ratic and activity of CAT gradually decrease .the activity
of SOD ihcrease first and devrease afterwards.the activity of POD gradually increase with the
consistency of Cd,Pb treatment. Bevween Cd and Ph,there is a synergistical action on effect of
scarenging system of activated oxygen. The results indicated that Cd .Pb stress atfect scarenging

system of activated oxygen and result in imbalance of activated oxygen metabolism
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