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Physiological responses of different quinoa varieties to salt stress and evaluation of

salt tolerance
YANG Fa-Rong, LIU Wen-Yu* . HUANG Jie, WEI Yu-Ming, JIN Qian

Institute o f Pasture and Green Agriculture , Gansu Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Lanzhou 730070, China

Abstract: The aims of this study were to evaluate the physiological responses of quinoa plants to salt stress and
to compare salt tolerance among different quinoa varieties. Seeds and seedlings of different quinoa varieties
were pretreated with 100, 200, 300, 400, and 500 mmol/L NaCl solutions. The seed germination index, seed-
ling biomass, and other physiological and biochemical characteristics were determined to analyze the mecha-
nisms of salt tolerance in quinoa. The salt tolerance of the different quinoa varieties was evaluated by a mem-
bership function method. As the NaCl concentration increased, the seed germination percentage increased and
then decreased, the germination potential and germination index decreased significantly, and the contents of
chlorophyll and soluble proteins and activities of antioxidant enzymes (superoxide dismutase, peroxidase, cata-
lase, and ascorbate peroxidase) increased and then decreased. The peak in the activities of the antioxidant en-
zymes was at 300 mmol/L NaCl. The contents of soluble sugars, proline, and malondialdehyde increased sig-
nificantly as the NaCl concentration increased. These results suggested that increased contents of soluble sugars

and proline, increased activities of antioxidant enzymes, and decreased malondialdehyde contents in seedlings
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may contribute to adaptation to salt stress and promote seedling growth in the presence of NaCl. In conclusion,
the threshold of salt tolerance in quinoa seedlings was 300 mmol/L. NaCl. Longli No. 1 was the most salt-toler-
ant quinoa variety, and Longli No. 4 was the least salt-tolerant variety.
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#i & (Chenopodium quinoa) =R WAL 8 —F A FHEFARY Y . ZEMEEE T MM LS
ik, E 7 TR E BRI 4EE AE R 2R B A T A 7000 248 7 5, &l AR EN 28 2 AN A% Ge B 10 9 ED i RS FR Sy
WEZEEY . HENREREE S TEAR R AR YR, H AR TR R A EE LR
R IR E TR E RN B R 8 R AT B LA T SE T T SR 6 s AR A A
P BT NN TR TR R AL A T D A R SRR R O AL T . ELE B R AR A A R R+
AR FEFB, NI AR AR Eh R AL PE 3 B Al E R R ZER R K bR A
Vit SRR AT PERE AT PR IR O MDA 5 N A B PSR AR B AR AL AR A . 2 SR8 R BIOE S A
AN [R] gt ol T 2 5o 555 5 B4 2 A T {44 5% B 27 T R AR BRAIL L DA BA A DLJG B 27 Tl sk B R pa A X R
b o 7 B 7 U 1 R S s
1 MBE5FE
L1 BX A

AR Ry HON A R R 2= BE B B R SR S BEEE 15 (1) (PR ZE 3 5 (L-3) MIFEZE 4 5 (L~
4) TR E 4358 3.49,2.72 F12.97 g,

1.2 Xt
12,1 FER 7RI BT A T 2016 4F 4—6 J] 7 H R & Al Bl 22 B & 5 5 2% 0 Ol W 58 I S 5
FIAT . PR DB TR R ER L-1.1-3 & L4 S3ER T, H 0. 2% HgCl, 12 3~5 min, 17 1H
Kk 5~6 WE . 0.100,200,300,400,500 mmol/T NaCl i Ab 1 FF 4 1S 1 Fb 1~ B T 2F BUZ I8 400 55
FRIL (=9 cm) H1, BRI 50 RiFh ¥, B MR EEE A 3 K. LRI B (CKD) L BRI 23 5 A 8 mL FiR %
RS BT B SR ILCE T (254 1) °CL12 hBIR/12 h JAWE IR 80 Yo iy 1E i 6 IR B 2 4 vh R A7 B 3% L 1 55
7 d R RGI R R A
1.2.2 ZEEYHERKLRE BRI FHZER /KA ¥ 30 min JFHEF T3 A 2 kg YIE A (H12 26 cm, g
FREAE 12 cmy 5 8 em) i, B AL RE AP 30 kL, FEFN S AR A HCE TR E P B 20~25 °CLFiE K. B RO,
EHGEK. TFAHRKE 6~8 M-I 17 1 . B 45 B 1 10 A% JF A7 SR P i b 31, 1200 25 5 A 6 Wk 2 B6 A
HL, 73532 100,200,300,400 f 500 mmol/L NaCl, PAZE /K b B (CKO L A b BIE A 5 . B EE P A
DL EAWBEERIA TR 3 L, FALHL S 55 15 K40 AIICA bk Ko it B A7 T8 A5 48 bm S 2k B A f 48 47 0 2 .
1.3 M HARE 7%
1.3.1 W& ] & b B R T EBUIRRVE N i R bR ES . S A 24 h G R AR TR HE R IR
IS ZE LI B Rl F & ZF % (germination percentage,G) |, & 2 # (germination energy, GE) Fll & £ 48 4{ (germination
index,GD ., THEAXUTF .

KR = CRZEFFEU/ R 750 X< 100 %6
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K 2FEH= (3 d & FF T/ MEHRFFHO X100 %6
KRB =2 (G, /D)™

K .G, S BF ] ¢ KRR ZEFF50: D, g AH I R K.
1.3.2 AKiER EhBIE AL 15 d I R R AR IR e e AR AR L S D AR T AR S B I T K g3 R
3 JSCHEL b R P ER 3 23 0 I oAk ARG (Ml B ER > S R AR B . SR SR R AR AR A 105 C LR
AT 15 min 5,78 70 CRHE 21 E B 43 5100 ot &5 FH T3 T8 . B EinEZNE 5 K.
1.3.3 A#HAEIER I 2 3% 57 o 19 00 S R P TR AT B 3 5 R R o U R B £ R L TR R
AP R A R R S M bkt A R I R PR R =R T S (MDA 1
KR RRAR B L2 R (TBA) Y 5 A Ak 9 57 AL B (SOD) 15 4 I 2 2 1/ Huang 7% B9 05 35 - R VE v 3l s i |k
Y (POD) 1% ML 2 2 B Shi 251 95 1 5 1 S AL AU (CCAT) 6 PRI G 2 IR Abeit™) 1977 85 5 B IR 1M R 1 4804k ) il
(APX) i ¥ 7 2 B8 Nakano % 73k . FEAMEPRE R I E 3 K.
1.4 HpEam

¥ Fl Microsoft Excel 2010 F1 SPSS 17. 0 317 548 B 3 F 43 47, 45 B LL“OSE ¥ £ AR iR ” £k, ] Sigma
Plot 12.5 YA,

2 HBREHH

2.1 NaCl it st 3 Fr3 £ FF 9 L 09w

ANTE] NaCl e 320 A [6] i Fh 22 22 Fl 7 i K 2 AN e (3R 1) BEAE NaCl ¥ B8 Ihm . 3 B3 22 Fh 7 10 & 25 %
SESE TR AR R ZF BRI 2 4 BRI 2 A Y A A B A T RS R U BE AL BN 28 R R (P<C0.05), 5
CK # H - 24 NaCl ¥k £ 2l 100 mmol/L B, £ 32 32 i R Rl & 27 R 35K B B K AH 40 BT 1 1..89%0,10. 8020 il
4.00% 24 NaCl ¥ fF ik 2] 400 mmol/L B, & 5L Bl b7 & 258 B 2 RG24 NaCl e B4k 42 I & 3] 500 mmol/L
I 2 2 52 it R R 2% U ZFE R bn e AR . T W IR SR Ve B2 01 2F 22 22 ol 017 & . v 6 Ve 2 U5 30400 1R T

F1 AERENaClWMBZZFFHENZM

Table 1 Effects of different concentrations of NaCl on seed germination of C. quinoa

e kR R NaCl % iF NaCl concentration (mmol/L)
Indexes Variety CK 100 200 300 400 500

& % % Germination L-1 88.33£7.07a 90.00£0. 00a 86.67+9.43a 85.00%2. 36a 45.00£16. 45a 20.00£5. 69a
percentage L-3 61.67+1.79c¢ 68.3342. 35¢ 33.3349.42¢ 23.33+4.71c 16.67+9.42b 11.67+2.36b
0 L-4 75.00+2. 35b 78.00+7.07b 51.6742.35b 41.6742.35b 23.33+4.71b 8.33+0. 35¢
K % # Germination L-1 72.22+4.71a 69.4440.79a 53.8942. 36a 44, 4440. 00a 19.44+5.50a 9.63+2.85a
energy (%) L-3 48.334+11.78b  46.6744.71b 17.78+9. 42¢ 10.56+0. 79¢ 8.89+0.29b 6.67+0.31b

L-4 57.78+0.00b 47.78+4.71b 32.7847.07b 24.4443. 14b 13.3343. 14ab 5.00+0. 35¢
K 338 % Germina- L-1 55.21+4.09a 51.844+0. 24a 42.83+3.21a 38.1240. 42a 17.6744. 82a 8.78+3.03a
tion index L-3 37.474+8.46b 35.08+3.73b 15.76+3. 33c 9.23+0.72c 7.29+0.97b 5.33+0.28b

L-4 43.8440.29b 37.40+2.76b 26.7844.54b 20.0841.47b 11.324+1.04b 3.98-+0. 83c

T RS NG FRFR 2R B EKTIE 5% T,

Note: Different lowercase letters in the same column indicate significant differences at 5% level, the same below.

2.2 NaCl phid st 3 #38 £ 4% A K 9% R

HH 2% 2 TS0, B G ER VR B 1 T e o AN TR il B A2 22 & AR K 2SR RS e AR Ak R . 24 NaCl ik 2 200
mmol /L i, A [f] i Ff 22 22 (09 AR K 24938 21 B KA 43 90 Fe 3 B8 CK 38 59. 6 %6 .10, 4 %0 A1 17. 6 %6, 5 5 Fh 18] 2 1
KA 2T AR (P>0.05), 15 HEE NaCl ¥ B 9 7 m & 87 T . 24 NaCl B2 500 mmol/L B}, 3 FliZE
FHRE B CK BT 1.9%.38. 8% M1 51.5% . 7 4h, & 2 a1, B & NaCl ¥ B 19 Fh i K [ 5 il 32 32
PR e 2 BT AR B B, Y NaCl ok 32 Jg R, 3 P2 22 #k s 43 33l L CKORRAIR T 48.806.43. 700 1 62.6 %0,
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Hi 2% 3 AT, Bl SRk BE 0 T R o AN T) 5 R 2 32 &0y 1 b S 0 i E RN T Y SR TR R A AR ALt B, B4 Ak
PR AR 22 57 .35 (P<<0. 05) . 24 NaCl ¥ &l 500 mmol/L I}, 3 Ff 22 32 s |- 38 45 ff 50 A0 T 5 L CK 23531 B AR
T 62.200.87. 7%\ T0. 40 F 42. 7% .84, 406\ T1. 1%, T &)y B b 355 3 6k 5 R0 T 5 2 il 5 46 VR B2 1 B T 2 56 T
5 I WA 0 28 A B 3 S ] 5 b A () Ak B8 ) 25 5 B 35 (P<<0. 05) ., 24 NaCl ¥ B 2l 200 mmol/L i, 3 4> i3 4
40 1 T B4 T A T4 B CK #4741, 1% .67. 7% .88. 1% Ml 41.5%.,125. 7% .197. 5%,

g5 b Rk BE R THE I AN ] R R 2 A bR O A A S A R R HAR HE TR [ R A A 4
R A A K S A R AR o & SRR BE AL BT AN [R) 22 22 it ) AR R AR L B AR o0 R TR o3 A ) S
22 57 1.3 (P<C0. 05) o 2% i P RS 3 ¥ B8 B Bz i) S50 P o o 3 595 MK L4 > 1-3> 11, U] L-1 i #h ko T
FoA A it A

R2 NaCLREX 3 MEZHEKSMRKHP M

Table 2 Effects of different concentrations of NaCl on plant height and root length of C. quinoa seedlings cm
EEERaY fih A NaCl #¢ & NaCl concentration

Indexes Variety CK 100 mmol/L 200 mmol/L 300 mmol/L 400 mmol/L 500 mmol/L

R K Root length L-1 5.241.0b 6.340.7a 8.34+1.1a 7.7+1. 3a 7.34+0. 3a 5.140.4a
L-3 6.7+0. 4a 7.0£0.9a 7.4+£0.4a 6.3£0.9b 5.5£1.1b 4.140.5b

L-4 6.8+0.8a 7.2%+1. 3a 8.0£0.8a 5.5+1.0b 4.5%0.9b 3.3£0.7b

#k15 Plant height L-1 21.7+1.5a 17.5+1. 1a 17.0+1. 4a 16.7+0.7a 13.7+1. 6a 11.1+0. 8a
L-3 18.34+0.9b 17.140.5a 15.8+0. 8a 14.8+0.6b 12.340. 8a 10.340. 8a

L-4 17.9+1.4b 16.5+0. 5a 16.34+0.7a 13.840.8b 7.8%+1.5b 6.7+0.8b

R3 NaCliREXNIMEZHNHEYMENHM

Table 3 Effects of different concentrations of NaCl on biomasses of C. quinoa seedlings g/ Plant
EE D A NaCl %)% NaCl concentration
Indexes Variety CK 100 mmol/L 200 mmol/L 300 mmol/L 400 mmol/L 500 mmol/L
Hhy - 4 fif T L1 3.509540. 4131a 2.452540. 2453a 2.38010. 2858a 2.2637+0.5646a 1.597140.2371a 1.327120.2078a
Aboveground fresh L-3 2.653240.1266b 1.49514-0.3897b 1.4499-40.4106b 0.7796--0. 1427b 0. 3909+0. 0643¢ 0. 3256+0. 1055b
weight 4 1.75327420.1042¢  1.200320. 2250b 0. 979870, 1585b 0. 89924-0. 0206b 0. 79032-0. 0329b 0. 519320. 1902b
H - E A+ E L1 0.334840.0403a 0.3008=0.0075a 0.294974-0.0037a 0.267124-0.0226a 0.20594-0.0509a 0.19184-0. 0416a
Aboveground dry L-3 0.2474+0.0229b 0.15514+0.0331b 0.14364-0.0374b 0.0864=40.0254b 0. 0473-+0.0018b 0. 0373+0. 0045b
weight L4 0.162020. 0074c 0.128820. 0350c 0.118820. 0204b 0.094020.0110b 0. 084120. 0076b 0. 046920. 0172b
Hi T #6436k T L1 0.0853740.0199a 0.0800=0.0127a 0.12032-0.0231a 0.10192=0.0207a 0.06072=0. 0058a 0. 053720, 0022a
Underground fresh L-3 0.045740.0039b 0.0682740.0177a 0.0766=-0.0145ab 0.021430.0017¢ 0.0149740. 0059¢ 0. 00990. 0050b
weight L4 0.0296=+0.0051b 0.0347=40.0031b 0.0557=0.0123b 0.0504=0.0086b 0.0341=40.0007b 0.0152=0.0019b
R ESSr T L-1 0.01322420.0023a 0.01592-0. 0025a 0.0190==0. 0042a 0.01862=0.0036a 0.01382=0.0019a 0.01224-0. 0023a
Underground dry L-3 0.0058=40.0029b 0.012740.0018a 0.0132-0.0029ab 0. 0085-0. 0007b 0.0035=40.0015b 0.0021=0. 0014b
weight 14 0.0027=0.0002b 0.0065=0.0002b 0.0079=0.0007b 0.0034=0.0019¢ 0.0029=40. 0008b 0.0015=0. 0007b

2.3 NaCl it s} 3 LWt Aot R F 0 Ha

H &1 AT BEE NaClok B2 (9 H & AS [ il P2 22 4 i v e 4 R & i 5200 B TR TR @3, Hrp, CK,
100,200 F1 500 mmol/L Kb 3T £ i B ] i 28 26 % 4 A8 b 25 57 10 3 (P<<0. 05), 4 NaCl ¥ &5 200 mmol/L
BF o A5 SR I R S B s B B R AE L 400 e CKOAR S R 3% in T 66. 820,136, 00 A1 116. 7%, HJ5 ki NaCl
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WREM TR, Sl R S R S R BT R, 24 NaCl
W& 500 mmol/L B, 3 A5 B gy i ok Bk g K
G, HP B SR L1 A L4 b g R R s
S CK AL BRI T 8. 8% Fll 5. 6% . 1hd HAIG £ 1k /&
PR 7 2 32 I AR 2R e o 3 UL 3 9 iV
2.4 NaCl ppiast 3#HE LN BLERATHREEH
EAC)

WE 2 FroR . bE# NaCl ¥ /9 TH s A W 32 32 0
T &0y B I R T W R R R W T R A
EESEETHEG TR AR BET 2 G F e R
Febr e AR L 25 5 2 (P<C0. 05)., 4 NaCl ¥k fif i
# 500 mmol/L I, 3 A>ZE 2 i Bh &)y 5 M R Al % R b
gy A CK AL ¥R T/ T 127, 1%, 119, 6% Al
160. 500 s AR Eh ik B AL R L B2 32 D L-1 & i ot v
AR R B E ST L3 M L-4(P<<0.05),L-3 %)
WM RS ERS T L4 HERARE (B
2A),

AR NaCl e B Ab 38R, A [7) 22 22 5 F 4 15 v
AEEEA S REEAT S ERIMM 2GR, 4
NaCl ¥ & 300 mmol/L B, 3 223 R4 it A
A EAS RS9 CK 23Tl & T 292. 9%,
292. 2% FN 48. 1%, 4 NaCl ¥ BF 4 500 mmol/L K,
NGRS A NN e al REay o - S el g O S N - SR
T CKALFE, H A S A 4 f i al i vh s B & i 22
S (P<<0.05), Hop B2 i Rh -1 g gt v & &
WS T L-3 A L-4(& 2B),

AN TR ER VR FE AR BT L 3 AN FE A i B 4 i i A
PR o ik Y Bt R MR BE Y T R 2 B T T AR
24 NaCl ¥ B/ 500 mmol/L B}, 24 R L-1.1L-3 F
L4 %im Rl E iR &tk CK B FF&E T 2.9,
2. 0L, 3F% . 4% fb Fh B G B Il 2 R % AL 25 S
3% (P<<0.05) , Horpr, L1 4 ity il 2 R 5 i o %
B L3 LAE 20),

2.5 NaCl phia s} 3 # R & 4% MDA & F 0% »

WK 3 i . B NaCl ¥ B2 (19 7+ &, AS A 5 22
WM b MDA R EZ#H TR %, 4
NaCl ¥ & 500 mmol/L B,3 N2EE R 2h i A
MDA % & It CK 43 F 3 in 17 55. 3% . 26. 3% #il
21.9%, L-1 ghffint i MDA & it 8 315 F 3 i w4
SRR (P<0.05),L-3 41 B MDA & & BAET L4,
L5t R R) 22 5 AN B
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2.6 NaCl it 3§ 3 A 3 & 4 ¥ 40 A AL B & M 49 % v ’“?3 [ OL-1 BL-3 BHL-4 a
— < \ SN = j ab
AP 4 TR CK AR L - B % NaCl o JE 19 16 ¢ w an S iR
— an 2
Jhi5 .3 FAZ LY H 0 b SOD,POD,CAT A APX .3 13[ o7 2T ~& b=N PN
T L T 3 g AN PON TN AN
I P A2 T R R AR R Z 10T oPN g’-% A §§ ?%
v - st N |
NaCl % JE &y 200 mmol/L i}, 3 4% 5 Fh 4 i ég_;§ g% g§ gE g%
; S L Er s : g AN | P Z
b soD e OfsE e ok 2 H N N TN TN | DN
2 N 2 F AR % & )
BT 7T18% 45, 5% A 200 9%, ARkt 2 o [LAN AN LIAN TIZN T IZIN LA,

%’%@itﬁ'ﬂﬁ@ﬁj [H‘H‘ SOD {ﬁ‘l‘i@f’fh%ﬁﬁ% (P< CK 100 200 300 400 500
" . NaCl if¢ £ NaCl concentration (mmol/L)
0.05), A[EIAbHF & Fh 4l i it 7 SOD 3 14 B i 31 B3 RERE NaClAER 3 HEED
3 N [E] i FE Na Q B
SRR L-1.1-3 fil L4, M

Wby B K 300 mmol/L B, L-1.1-3 Fl L-4 %} . M.DAQEEI‘]%HM .
Fig.3 Effects of different concentrations of NaCl on

—Eﬁlﬂ‘H“ H POD {ﬁ‘ﬁﬁ%ﬂ%jﬁﬁ, ﬁ%lj% CK 4EF 1Yy MDA contents of C. quinoa seedlings
474 AT 3.3 M. AN NaCl e BEAR BT , B2 52 i if
L-1 4 & M i POD 3% 1% 8 2% & T ah Fl 1-3 F1 L4
(P<<0.05),

Y NaCl ¥ A F] 200 mmol/L .3 FEE & Lyt v CAT {6 #h ik Bl e R ME . 20 9 b CK JhR 1 98. 824
180. 8201 184.3%0 . A AL i i 28 A [ NaCl We LA B, FLA it A vp CAT (& MRS (L 22 5 0 3%, o 32 22
anFb L-1 8 35w T HoAh i Bl (P<<0. 05)

HERWE M 0 TR F 200 mmol/L i, % 2 bl B &)y i 1A APX I P 8 2 TR 2 2 CKOAR BRI 2.0,
2.5 M 2.0 5. ASIA]bn A B8 A 22 AN Ta] h e B A B L&l i v b APXOTE PR AR A 22 5 B (P<20. 05) . L2
A fn L1 APX P fie s L-3 I . L4 fefik.

80 r a OL-1 EL-3 EL-4
70 F
60 a
50 F
40 F
30 |
20 F
10 F
0
r ¢

6 F a

(=

- gFW)]

=

SODiE {4
SOD activity (U/g FW)
POD activity

L/ (min

S = b W 4 th OV =) OO
— T T T T

PODjF 1

[ A,

T ]

Ak

(= IS |
T 1

* g FW)]

o/(min = g FW))

CAT it
=

CAT activity [A
/(min

(S P S
T T T T

[4,,

b
S
\
N
\
\
AR

0

400 500
NaCl # f NaCl concentration (mmol/L)

Bl 4 FERE NaClREX 3 MBEZHERENEFTENR N
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2.7.2 SRIBRBUMTRGAIEN RIS AP ANE T R R SRR I SR R X = (X — XD/
(X e ™ Xin) o U X OB BRI — SRR A I 7E (E 3 X AR R I 7E (B B /IMEL 3 X oo F A8 A1 0 7E (B9 B K
{H o CREA R B 54K 10 SR ok BB AR 0 SR 3 4L BRI SR BE L R/ AT R W A R g Al k. SRR
JEEH R 5 52 S B TR R R A

1% 5 AT, 25 38 22 il Pl SRR P B LU 0. 50450, 500 F10. 496, i B 4 (R K P - #2242 Al L-1 52 5 i
o M ER R g L T L4 52 SR I ER PR R 2

3 itig

3.1 AWM 5REIFTHAAHGEK

77 & 5 5 10 4 A K B B A ) B B BE A5 7R SR 0 PR B AR A 1 S e T e R R e
S I BRI B R VR A A R R i ORI R a0 W R AR R R R R RS R IR BONTE
F& AT LAE Ry 20 WV W S M A AR AR .k B AR BIE ST R B Y NaCl ¥k £ K F 150 mmol/L i, M 4EF
W RS2 B AR S R A, 5 CK M E . 24 56 40 B A ¥k BE R 100 mmol/L i, A [H] iy Fh 22 22 Fh 7 & 2 R 2%
A& 3G, {H G ER Y B2 T 100 mmol /L IF AN [] i b 2 22 b5 1 32 B ] b 1 R 28 3 R F G R AR B 2
BN B R,

Az KA R AR Y AE R B T A £5 A AR B, — O T A 38 A 0 2 A K RO T A R AR TR A AR ) R 3 T
K JR R Yl FLAE S 58 R B ARG 5 o5 — O 1D AR W 0 A R BT BE CUnHE Na ™ & 02 3% IR 1 ) 3 458D TH FE T 2 1 ik
i AR KA AR R R B TR R AN BRI R B R 8 N IS A (Carpinus turzaninowii) T 5 Hl
Mo AR 0 A e B 2 MR . O TR SR RS M L FR WA R /NEE (Triticum aestivum) %)) 1 MR 7 6 55 AT 5 3
W . ABETE R SR S0 T A ] R R 2 A R A AR SO A R A AR R X AR AR A K 0 5 e 3R B R R Uk
JEAK T 200 mmol/ L A AR 28 AR 1 K H A Wy g AR L 2 2R ik B2 200 mmol /L I A [a] it R 2 22 4y i A &%
AR e A A
3.2 M5 REENG TSR

JeAVE R R A K & SR AL BT T 1 T R RE R R A A KR T R Y B S A . R a5 B
YA DL Z B0 % O A i 1A% 38 52 B 6 A Bk ) A RCR FRAIG, AR T ™ R A ) A K R B R
SEUS S R I NaCl 3 BEAK 7 i i 28 5 . AW S0 45 SRR W1 R [R] il R 22 22 4y 1 iy ik ¢ 38 5 it B
ARV B T) R B SN S FEAR A .l RE 2 b T AR B2 1 NaCl b BEA B 1 2l # 0 v AL P EERS i, CO,
[E 72 B8 73 5 L SR 3R B T i AEUAR S R 0 38 103 1V BE 0 1G9 5 J5 0 e VR BE A G R AR K S R T 1 3
SR 5 DTS B0 ¢ 3R e e bR o AR AR G 32 B
3.3 Amaa 5 XSG M RARB

) T8 B R 08 3B VAT ) O DA R 30 0 45 5 0 L AT W — P T Y 78 3 A Y 0 B a2 1
B X A R R A A — s R AP P R R A PN T L S R B e R R B 2 AR T AR R
B NaCl JHp38 2548 = 7 AR T F o mT i M S i o ARG b A [ R RE 22 Gy i v R R b
Qb FHR R B ) T v 1 T

AEEEARRE -MEEZNEEN Y. HYENTEEEARZEZES 58 MR, & a e
TRAE Y S KT 1 — A EE RS bR L A AT LI Sk B0 R R 0B A TR B 0, DA Y 5 X R 18 1 3
NEREF o 5 3 B e R o ol R A P T A R R S o A 5 3 A AN DT DR R 0 A L Y R
KIS A 5 R B — SO A &y v RT3 VR R R I R AR . ARG v B R
AR 1RG0, AN [ it P 22 22 4y v b R b R I P e S NS B AR A e A, D IR U B NaCl 4b PR 9E 22 52 &) iy
W 3 P ] P A A R SR DE A S R B A X AR R 4 e 0 L S B kB NaCl b BRI T 2 B R AE R
20 32 451
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Il 2 R SR AE W IR N A BB B TR ] B R AR R IR v I iR i e 1 2 R R L 2 A0 o o E 08
B K ) o B R A 40 Ff 1 2 3 34 4R A A AL U Rk Y . 2R R AR Y B R R AR TR S5 46 B 18 (Medicago sa-
tiva) BRI I 2R 5 e B A SRR BE I AL 2R . Kumar %““ﬁﬁ“ﬁﬂi%ﬂﬂd\iaaﬂ%ﬁmﬂfﬁﬂﬁﬁ@&
T bl NaCl Ak 3y BE A 50 i o Al 45 2R R W] L b6 25 A PR ER v B2 1) T i o AN [R) 22 22 0l )y e b i 2R
28 e RO R LIE & S I BTN R A RS ST EN ) SER AR Sl AL Tk
3.4 A5 REH G TR RAAETEEA

IER 7/ RA SR 7 S5 Sl A SN N S e D D | R P S e PO S (T T T K 7/b - vk A SR e L IR R S AR
552 BN R AR IR A R A BRI S A AR L B R A . MDA 2 R IR o Ak
Yy L0 BB R S 0 A W I 5 s R S  A  RAZ  RRRE R R I B A AR AR RN
UL 9T PR B R R 1 T e AL B R Y AE K L 3 AT (Monstera deliciosa) BE i MDA & BE3 . AR
BB #E NaCl ik B2 i 7 . MDA KR .

PUA LT 7 G0 2 A YL 3 BT 30 T B 48 ) el B AR e B A R4 . SOD,POD.CAT,APX %
S ) P TR P T BR AL SOD JE MR T B O, "~ R SCEERES ™, POD W] i B 28 bz & sl i 2% 7= 4= 1 H O,
CAT 20 A 76 20 S AW WK v o o8 25 4 T AR s Wk B 1 HL O, W B . JE g 450 WF X 32 B AR S8 (Stellaria
dichotoma) M Jr SOD . POD,CAT & ¥ lE % NaCl P8 F2 3 2e T @5 TR @ H . AR a5 R L . b
# NaCl i #e B (3800, AS [ b Fh 22 22 2l i it B SOD.POD . CAT #1 APX §if ¥ 2 52 56 7H 8 J5 B AR 1 AR AL e 3
Wi T 38 0300 0 A R O T 9 T DA R RR R P A 0 B R U B AR R B R R L
15T 5 18052 B » 6 P PR AT
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