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Semi-lethal high temperature and heat tolerance
of nine Tagetes erecta L. cultivars

TIAN Zhi-guo, YANG Yan
(College of Art, Chang Zhou University, Changzhou 213164, China)

Abstract:In order to determine the heat tolerance of nine Tagetes erecta L. cultivars, their semi-lethal high temperatures
(LTy,) were gained, in combination with Logistic equation, by measuring relative electrical conductivity (REC) of their
leaves. It was shown that their heat tolerance decreased in such an order as ‘ Gate Gold’ , ‘ Chokdee’ , ‘Discovery’ , ‘Gi-
ant’, ‘ Janie’, ‘ Little Hero’, * Durango’, °Bonanza’ and * Great Hero’, which was consistent with the field
observation. So LT, could be used as an important indicator in heat tolerance evaluation of T. erecta.
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