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OE YR RE S BB AR L D & R AP, A 150 mmol - L7 NaCl K& F 2+ 38 ANk R & £ AP it
ATHF ARG FR ik Fe i, R AR BT 38 A B R BB BRI, A F R A FE K
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BEFER ARG ETENALFENLEETR(CV=39.86%) TH R K, EMiaT AFTLFHEL
MANAFREZLFEMK(R=0.341),m = F 5T K (R=0.214;R=-0.041) Fe AB 2T v+ K (R =
0.041;R=0.205) Z R L R E A0k, Bid RS HTT 2 £ LR, 2 A R BAR A KK LA 3
FR DU B) B AR & 1R F 04 BT 4E 1 T AR ATAR AL Vb A8 xR B S e AR xd KB AT A & Rt Bk ad

K EIA, ERSF A ELJILMNERFEAMA FATUBT 20 F o TaR
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Table 1 Sorghum cultivars and origins

95 i P 3A His b K5
Code Cultivars Origin Code Cultivars Origin
1 Ak 136 A R 20 ERA3S L PEAE AR R4 B
2 w25 AR A AR RHF B 21 Tk 148 AR BB B
3 e 136 AL O A B 22 W 206 P Al k27 B
4 L4 27 ILFE R ARE R 23 K25 PRI A B E B
5 Fedk 11 PR TTAE AR B 24 4 106 g 4l B2 e
6 Wk 137 AR B B 25 1122 P2 Al B2 B
7 Tk 35 P2 AR B2 26 2% 133 ARG LB B
8 WA 137 IR BB 27 EAR VN VU148 MR B
9 35 pg 2 AL B B 28 PR 15 A Al BLE B
10 2% 144 AR LR EBE 29 e 141 WAL O A2 B
11 A 130 AL T B B 30 Bk 107 HM T AR A=
12 W25 b RbREL A B 31 He 142 AR L BB
13 HH 146 HARE RO R B 32 4k 158 EARE RO B
14 %123 AR Ll FBHEBE 33 iz 143 IR AR BE
15 FHk1S AR A MR B 34 i 205 LY AR R B
16 L2 36 LA R RF B 35 L 37 ILTELNAFBE
17 HRH25 L PG4 Al B2 B 36 B3k 204 PG Al FL2E= B
18 KT 15 IR TTAE AR B 37 TR 15 IPg 2 4l B2 e
19 JIKGESRE 15 A Al BLE B 38 T4 109 AR el B B

1.2 Rt

0T 2017 AETEREM T LM B0 58 Be kAT, B
APk IE I 5] K/N—B0 30 RiFP -, SEH 75%
K& 15 min, 2B F/KPPE 3 W, TR KRS A8 7K
YT 5 A B A P2 DR AR A B R L ( AR R 120
mm) 1 ORISR ILE T N T AEAE h b 7 8 5%, A
FE B ER R, LA 4% 136 R 3 5 24 136,
ToZe 11 5582 5 KR 2 5 Z0R/INE IR M R
PEAFHER I, 43 51 50,100, 150,200,250 mmol « L™
NaCl 740 HE, DAZE K AEXT IR (CK) o il b AR 13
TR T RE DRI & 2F 3 R 2R AR R g5 R %R
1,150 mmol - L™' NaCl Z4b¥E T, %4845 CK A2 5
= UEMIAGE 150 mmol - L™ NaCl Ay f i i 15 36 e B
N TSGR % BB 28°C /22°C , MIXHEJE 65%,

BRI 12h/12h, SRR 12 000 Lux, 539il7E
FRFRE 4 FEE 10 REETH4 aFh & 2F % IFFES 10 K
WIS RUK AT F B IR 7 b SR T4
L3 HEAR

PN o3 T R 2 R AR AR R 2R
(relative germination potential, RGP ) | #H X & %f %
(relative germination rate, RGR) FHXJHR K (relative root
length , RRL) | AH X} 4 ( relative leaf length, RLL) | #H
XTAR 5 H (relative root/shoot rate, RRSR) | & ZF#ih 3
K (salt injury rate of germination potential, SIRGP) A&
R R ( salt injury rate of germination rate,
SIRGR) M3 & £F # K ('salt injury rate of root length,
SIRRL) | M4 £h 3 K (salt injury rate of leaf length,
SIRLL) IR L b3 % .
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REFH =55 4 R ZFFFE0 T+ BEL (1)
REFF =55 10 REZERFEU P 2 50x100%
(2)
AT e 25 3 = R 3 R 25 3/ ) BEUR 2 354 100% (3)
AHXT A 25 2% = Rh 3 2 32/ % B 2 58 100% (4)
AHRTARA = A0 FEARAS /X BRAR K x 100% (5)
AT = b B/ X BRI X 100% (6)

FEXT AR IR L = AR AR/ AR X I (7)
REFHER TR = (R B 2R3 - b B 2R 35 /XF
HR K 25 #4x100% (8)
REFRERF R = (XL ZFR - PR 2R 438) /XF
MR 246 100% (9)
R ER TR = (O AR K - b BEAR 4 ) /% BRAR 4 x
100% (10)
R B 8 = (O BRI = b BRI ) /X6 BRI x
100% (11)

HOE HEEh T 3 = (O AR S L -4 BEAR S LG ) /%

HEARE L x100%

1.4 HiEAIE
K H Microsoft Office Excel 2007 ik 47 %% #& 4b P,

SPSS 18. 0FEAT 5 22504 REE T ARSCHE BT AR

<12)O

2 HERESWH

2.1 #HAMEX SR AN

R3S 2 AT, ERIA T, 38 AN 1 3 b P i & A
LA, B 2E S & 2E R R AR B CK A g
I (A RREATR IR BE AN [] 38 1 fen B i A AR G 2 2R 34 A
IR 30. 16~73. 68,748 5 R EH 25. 89% ; FXS K 2F
A A AL Bl R 33.98% ~ 90.10%, 7E S R BN
23. 62% ; AR AR B AR 40 75 Bl R 15. 75% ~ 86. 32% , 7%
FEREHA 4. 55% ; A X K 1 AR A6 7 R 18.23% ~
82. 47% , A% S Z KR 30. 15% ; AN HR 56 Lt % A5 £k 15 Bl
} 25.26~401. 65,25 R HUCH 62. 84% .,

®2 TRERGFEE THIERIER

Table 2 Indicators of different sorghum cultivars under salty stress

\ . Hixt e . ) . Rt
ol FiEDO S EPO 2 WK K AHXFAR R KR mcEh  mkER HER
C E]Itl' s 2 2R RRL RLL HhER HhER ER FR Salt injury rate
s RGP/%  RGR/% o o SIRGP/%  SIRGR/%  SIRRL/% SIRLL/% of root
; ‘ shoot ratio/ %
R 136
! - 33.33 53.47 48. 05 27. 44 175. 12 66. 67 46.53 51.95 72.56 =75.12
Jizal36
e o B
{}.l Jé 7 39. 68 58.95 45. 81 34.12 134. 26 60. 32 41.05 54.19 65. 88 -34.26
Jiliang2
W% 136
a 33.33 47. 60 30. 09 82.47 36.48 66. 67 52.40 69.91 17.53 63.52
Tongzal36
L% 2
L.T ! 36. 11 62. 14 26. 16 43.59 60. 02 63. 89 37.86 73. 84 56. 41 39.98
Liaoza27
JeZe 11
47.37 52.56 31. 84 57.25 55.63 52.63 47. 44 68. 16 42.75 44.37
Longzall
TR 137
o 13 73.68 84.30 54.43 73.72 73.83 26.32 15.70 45.57 26.28 26.17
Jizal37
AR 35
. 42.86 53.05 29.95 32.10 93.29 57.14 46. 95 70. 05 67.90 6.71
Jinza35
i 137
- 60. 26 47.54 42.00 28.13 149. 33 39.74 52.46 58. 00 71.88 -49.33
Tongzal37
G35
. 36. 11 41.91 30. 74 50. 86 60. 43 63. 89 58.09 69. 26 49. 14 39.57
Jinnuo3
Ak 144
. 58.33 71.18 33.48 42.47 78. 82 41.67 28.82 66. 52 57.53 21.18
Jizal44
i 24
AR 130 40. 35 55.56 71.59 48.99 146. 12 59. 65 44. 44 28. 41 51.01 -46. 12
Tongzal30
TR 2 2
%g& 7 33.33 51.80 43.37 36.49 118. 88 66. 67 48.20 56. 63 63.51 -18.88
Jiniang2
v 146
30. 43 54.03 38.97 41.77 93.29 69. 57 45.97 61.03 58.23 6.71

Jizal46
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F2(%)
ML
" L it s e s
o XK AEXE K K AHXAR KA KR ViSRS HER
Cu]:‘ R R RRL RLL T HhER R TR FR Salt injury rate
v RGP/%  RGR/% o o RRSR  SIRGP/% SIRGR/% SIRRL/% SIRLL/% of root
¢ ¢ shoot ratio/ %
= Ju
! 123 33.33 87.95 37.71 48.57 77.65 66. 67 12. 05 62.29 51.43 22.35
Jizal23
15
. 45.61 40. 57 36. 26 43.51 83.34 54.39 59.43 63.74 56.49 16. 66
Jiliangl
L% 36
L.—r 68. 33 74.72 24.19 30. 00 80. 65 31.67 25.28 75. 81 70. 00 19. 35
Liaoza36
Wy o
i }{ZE 7? 65.22 80.77 86. 32 54.49 158. 43 34.78 19.23 13. 68 45.51 -58.43
Jinliangbai2
=)
Jb** ,1 7 56. 00 82.56 63.39 42. 66 148. 61 44. 00 17. 44 36. 61 57.34 -48. 61
Longmiliang1
[ | 2
ke 7? 38.10 77.25 17.07 40. 94 41.70 61.90 22.75 82.93 59. 06 58.30
Chuannuoliang]
1 g7 o
E){ZE 3 j? 35.09 46.77 21.52 18.23 118.03 64.91 53.23 78. 48 81.77 -18.03
Jinliangbai3
= Ju
N 148 58.33 59.25 80. 61 51.97 155. 10 41.67 40.75 19. 39 48.03 -55.10
Jizal48
7. 37
%% 206 39.13 65.95 41. 94 33.93 123. 60 60. 87 34.05 58. 06 66. 07 -23.60
Jinliang206
Vo 0 B
iE?Kﬂ]é - 63. 64 55.32 42.28 36. 18 116. 84 36. 36 44. 68 57.72 63. 82 -16. 84
Longmiliang2
a2 7,
i i 106 32.10 82.30 38.75 41.45 93. 49 67.90 17.70 61.25 58.55 6.51
Jinzal06
1122 58.33 83.84 50. 00 58.75 85. 11 41.67 16. 16 50. 00 41.25 14. 89
Tk 133
Jiza 133 30. 16 33.98 62. 89 50. 33 124. 96 69. 84 66. 02 37.11 49. 67 -24.96
iza
Q e
/Iﬁ%/j\@, . 45.33 62. 35 15.75 38.94 40. 44 54. 67 37.65 84.25 61.06 59. 56
Hongnuoxiaoai
YEh 1 2
HL*W){Z 1% 48.72 90. 10 27.43 50. 00 54.87 51.28 9.90 72.57 50. 00 45.13
Jinuoliang 1
A 141
,IEET 54.17 61.28 81.42 20.27 401. 65 45.83 38.72 18.58 79.73 -301. 65
Tongzal41
= AN
%,h* 107 60. 87 85. 65 29. 35 52.87 55.52 39.13 14. 35 70. 65 47.13 44. 48
JinzalQ7
T4k 142
. 59.09 76.38 22.62 40.71 55.56 40.91 23.62 77.38 59.29 44,44
Jizal42
Ak 158
. 51.67 49. 96 39.29 34. 86 112.70 48.33 50. 04 60. 71 65. 14 -12.70
Jizal58
Al
7 143 47.62 72. 16 22.22 47.29 46. 99 52.38 27.84 77.78 52.71 53.01
Tongzal43
Wi 205
b.l% 66. 67 53.13 26.34 42.07 62. 62 33.33 46. 87 73. 66 57.93 37.38
Jinliang205
T2
}T 37 55.07 53.93 36. 17 53.27 67.90 44.93 46.07 63. 83 46.73 32.10
Liaoza37
S Y7
E_! a{e 204 57.58 60. 42 42.74 37.41 114.22 42.42 39.58 57.26 62.59 -14.22
Jinliang204
S Y7 =
% a{e A1 7? 53.33 53.39 50. 48 33.77 149. 49 46. 67 46. 61 49. 52 66. 23 -49. 49
Jinlianghai 1
4oy
N 109 35.00 62.13 16.78 66. 45 25.26 65. 00 37.87 83.22 33.55 74.74
Jizal09
ji% 154. 35 219.97 325.96 175.20 4 096.70 154. 35 219.97 325.96 175.21 4 096. 70
Variance
AR ¥
A5t A 25.89 23.62 44.55 30. 15 62. 84 23. 89 39. 86 30. 36 23. 60 -3 463.13

CV/%
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TEERME T, S AR 0 3 TR R B AN A 1Y
Ak, KSR FE R AR L B A 26.32% ~
69. 84% , 75 S ZHBUN 23. 89% ; KA HRELE R A ALIE
IR 9. 90% ~ 66. 02% , 25 5 R EUH 39. 86% ; MK 46 F
R A AL G B R 13.68% ~ 84.25%, 75 S R KL N
30. 36% ; MK 3h F R E LRI N 17. 53% ~81. 77%,
AR5 ZRBUR 23, 60% 5 AR e b £ R 0 AE 1k 7 Bl N -
301. 65% ~74. 74% , 8 5 R EHM -3 463.13%

2.2 HMETSREMIMEREXMEST

XFERMIE T 3R 9 AN Eh MR AT A Sk 4 BT

HI e 3 AT, B S X K 25 3 S A R 2R 3 OE
A, A R BN 0. 341 FIX & 2R3 5 R 2F R FE
KM & ZERE R R E R R B E U OC G
REE R -0. 341, XA b 55 A X AR R A
IEAHSE(R=0.743 ), S5Ax K B B & A (R=
-0.508 ), GMKIBFRENR B FAMKE(R=
-0.743) , 5 K R 2 I 3 E A (R = 0. 508
) o AERE A ZF A AN K 23 ARG AR AR X K
A AR F R R R E A C(R=-1.000 ),

®3 HMETESRJMEROBEXESH

Table 3 Correlation analysis of all traits of sorghum under salt stress

ZH FAXTRZES MXTRZR  OHRE XK AXHRELL RFREER RFRIER O RKEHER
Parameter RGP RGR RRL RLL RRSR SIRGP SIRGR SIRRL
FART % 234 RGP 1. 000
HAXT & 2F % RGR 0.341* 1. 000
AHXTARE RRL 0.214 -0.008 1. 000
AHXS I RLL 0.041 0.205 0. 005 1. 000
AHXTHR 6 . RRSR 0.103 -0. 147 0.743*  -0.508* 1. 000
REFHERFER SIRGP -1.000** -0.341* -0.214 -0. 041 -0.103 1. 000
KR FER SIRGR -0.341" -1.000* 0. 008 -0. 205 0. 147 0.341* 1. 000
KL F 4 SIRRL -0.214 0. 008 -1.000*  =0.005 -0.743 " 0.214 -0. 008 1. 000
KR E SR SIRLL -0. 041 -0.205 -0. 005 ~1.000 " 0. 508 ** 0. 041 0. 205 0. 005
T M EERAE 0. 05 F10. 01 KA B 2 A .3,
Note: * and ™ indicate significant and extremely significant correlation at 0. 05 and 0. 01 level, respectively.
2.3 HETSREERIERNES T IT 3= 043 B SRk R A 29. 10% ,2 A~ F i3 1 BRL BTk

HA L 1 AT, 38 /1 i S it ol (4 R X & 28 34 3 A
He Ao, E AR AE 30% ~ 40% 45% ~ 50% Fl 55%
~60% , #B 1t 50% WA A 17 4>, X & ZF 3000 T
VY FEAETTE 40% ~90% , 8 5 50% B S A A 31
Ao AEXTAR A FIAR T i i 43 A B A v 435 o0 A
T 10% ~60% Fl1 20% ~60% , # 1 509% 4 it Fh 4351 7 8
ANFN 23 4,

TP 2 FIAT, i S 45 MR AR AR 3R R A S5 M
XHERI A By, H | R ZFHREE TR F L5
AHE 25% ~T0% , K& 2 350 5 R0 A LW ), E2 47
AATE 10% ~ 60% . MRS NI ) 6 3% 00 A L 4R
W, FEM R TE 30% ~90% 1 40% ~ 80% .,

2.4 SREMBERERD ST

F LG 3 TR R AN AETE HAZAR DR IR A Rl i1 7
RAEALFR T B 25 A PR TR B AR B v, Ak
55 A 10 ANERAEAR H , BT RRAE AR A 5T kR 5 ) 2
ANEMI(F4), BT ERSHTTRCR R 39. 03%, 26

R 68. 118% , BEA &3 S W4 i 8t 3, 147 &
FERIT T ESR
x4 2T EMSHEERERTEHE
Table 4 Eigen values of two principal components

and their contributions

FI p . ST TR
G Te ik i
Principal . i Cumulative
Eigen value Contribution/ % 0
component contribution/ %
I 3.903 39.03 39. 027
I 2.909 29.10 68.118

FHE 5 AT, 2 AN 32 B 435 i bR 1 28 A 2
R T Z B AR M, 5 T F R R AR (R
3.903, GTHRER K 39. 03% (% 4) , 5 AHXHHE K FAR X HL
g L SRR M, AH e R B350 0. 797 F10. 968
ERRA T AORIR 5 Lk 3 R 5 W 3 AR G A OC R
Bl R -0. 797 F1-0.968 , RILE T F a5 FE T
WOAR BB A KR, T AR AR SR A K R 7, 88 T AR
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Fig.1 Frequency distribution diagram of relative salt tolerance indexes of different sorghum cultivars
x5 BEFHEER
Table 5 Loading matrix of each component
MR L
F AEXT & AEXT & AEXT AHXT AHXS AR R R AR R HER
Principal 2 2R A LSS T FINE RS EINC S AR EES Salt injury
component RGP RGR RRL RLL RRSR SIRGP SIRGR SIRRL SIRLL rate of root
shoot ratio
I 0. 186 -0.208 0.797 -0. 549 0. 968 -0. 186 0.208 -0.797" 0. 549 -0.968 "
I} 0.762" 0.762" 0. 330 0.428* -0.012 -0.762" -0.762" -0.330 -0.428" 0.012

Sy BRREAR A 2. 909, BTk F R 29.10% (£ 4), 5
FHXT & 24 R A2 25 R AR X K 2 5 W 35 TR AR G
FHE RS 1R 0. 762 .0. 762 F1 0. 4283 5 3 MR G
bk R W M G, M OC R B B -0.762
—0. 762H1-0. 428 , 3= % Jiz Wt 1= S W 2 A L
U AT LAFK Ay e S & A A K 7
2.5 SREMBERERSESBHF

HRAE AT AT A 5 R (£ 6) , A5
I =i A R .

F, = 0.048X, — 0.053X, + 0.204X, — 0. 141X, +

0. 248X, - 0. 048X, + 0. 053X, - 0.204X, + 0. 141X, -
0.204X,, (13),

55 1 TR AR

F, = 0.262X, - 0.262X, + 0. 114X, + 0. 147X, -
0. 004X, - 0. 262X, - 0.262X, - 0. 114X, - 0. 147X, +
0. 04X, (14)

TR ILEE TS ME : F=0.390 3F,+0.291 OF,,
MRS F oA A A & SRR Y F A, IR
FTHEY o 3R 7 RN TR P e i (4 i Rl A B 2% 141
TR 2 52, #4109 MY ER PR 22
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Fig.2 Frequency distribution diagram of salt injury rates of different sorghum cultivars
K6 HMOBTRFEEME
Table 6 System matrix of composition scoring
HE b
F AHXS & AHXS & AHXT AHXT AHXFAR & &S MRACE: N HhER
Principal e R (SN RN & HhER HhEx EES FR Salt injury
component RGP RGR RRL RLL RRSR SIRGP SIRGR SIRRL SIRLL rate of root
shoot ratio
I 0.048 -0. 053 0.204 -0. 141 0. 248 -0.048 0. 053 -0. 204 0. 141 -0.248
I 0.262 0.262 0.114 0. 147 -0. 004 -0.262 -0.262 -0.114 -0. 147 0. 004

2.6 SREMIBIEREMRERBZITMN

BRI SR 8 PR AU — M B ST PR O ik
SR PSSR SR R KO0T 2% Tt 6 158 AR 2R AT 275 P
B SR RT3 A

X=X =X,/ (X = Xii) (15)

Ao, X SRR B — IO 48 AR 19 I 2 (6, X, AN
X 73 00 BT A i ol G VAR 415 A £ 540 B /) 1 D e R
{EL, AR BE PP R br 55 B AR PIR L2 AR SC 0 e s e
SR BRECHEAT I TR

X=1-(X-X,)/(X,.-X,..) (16),
38 NS AR 10 AN R IR A S R R

min

max

8 7, SRRy, b B i R i, 3 o AR SR
J& PRECE- A, B0 8 T 45 b A e i R e R A HETT
M2 9 WA R 2 5 1SR E R B A e, M i
U2 137 2, B8 3 SRR R AR, it
R,
2.7 AESRMESRMHENESETENRERI W
FE LT3 T RSO SK 8 pR AR 2 R I
2 PP A SR 15 R S A, T BT A B B IE
&l 3 AT 382k 3 B4 43 B B A5 43 (B RSO SR T R
BUESEATH B, 5 Z B2 B & EA (R =
0.38;P<0.01) , Kt 2 FhIFA J5 2 2 0] 47T 1 Fl 58—
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x7 SREMMTBETEBESENHF
Table 7 Scores and order of salt tolerance of all sorghum cultivars
s A FAA H¥ st FAiA Heoy
Cultivars F value Order Cultivars F value Order
| B =)
i 136 2.1 6 FERELS 0.4 21
Jizal36 Jinliangbai3
B2 5 % 148
é?ﬁé = Ls 9 R 3.0 3
Jiliang2 Jizal48
WA 1 k2
R 136 1.1 37 Fivi 206 1.2 13
Tongzal36 Jinliang206
\Tih: N N =)
1R 2] -0.5 £ A2 5 1.5 10
Liaoza27 Longmiliang2
- I
= 11 FroR 106
-0.3 .
Longzall 0 3 Jinzal06 0.6 19
= Ju
i o 137
Jizal37 1.3 12 1122 1.2 14
S Iy
% 35 riae 133
23 1.2 1
Jinza35 0.3 Jiza 133 >
JUIRZS 2kR N
2% 137 Lo g i l\%i. . ~0.9 36
Tongzal37 Hongnuoxiaoai
Iy =) e =)
Pk 3 5 0.6 34 PLARE 1 5 0.0 29
Jinnuo3 Jinuoliangl
== Ju YH 2
i e 144 W2 141
0.6 20 7.7 1
Jizal44 Tongzal41
A4 130 ik 107
2.2 .2 2.
Tongzal30 > Jinzal07 0 >
R 2 5 He 142
0.9 17 0.0 30
Jiniang2 Jizal42
=+ Ju —+Ju
i o 146 i o2 158
24 1 1
Jizal46 0.3 Jizal58 0 6
—+Ju W 2L
A 123 W74 143
. -0. 3
Jizal23 0.4 22 Tongzal43 0.3 3
PR Iy
v 0.2 27 Pk 205 0.1 28
Jiliangl Jinliang205
T2 36 T2k 37
Liaoza36 0.7 18 Liaoza37 0.2 2
NI 375 = NI 375
R 2 5 3.5 2 Fii 204 1.4 1
Jinliangbai2 Jinliang204
o | B ="
JORSE 15 2.7 4 FEREL L 2.1 7
Longmiliang] Jinliangbai 1
JIkESE 15 HA 109
-0.8 35 -1.4 38
Chuannuoliang] Jizal09
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Table 8 Membership values of salt tolerance indexes of all sorghum cultivars
O L
o xR AR AHXS AHXF XA REFR kIR MK MR HhER fIRHE
1 . e . . - . . . . e .
Cl;l‘:ivar% ZEH R [i:8S RIS 56 H HELRE HEX FER FR Salt injury ~ Membership
) RGP RGR RRL RLL RRSR SIRGP SIRGR SIRRL SIRLL rate of root value
ratio shoot
A 136
Jizal36 0.073 0. 347 0.458 0. 143 0.398 0.073 0. 347 0.458 0.143 0.398 0.284
1za
e o 2
‘ﬁﬁé 2? 0.219 0. 445 0.426 0.247 0.290 0.219 0. 445 0.426 0.247 0. 290 0.325
iliang
P
MR 136 0.073 0.243 0.203 1. 000 0. 030 0.073 0.243 0.203 1. 000 0.030 0.310
Tongzal36
e 27
. 0. 137 0. 502 0. 148 0. 395 0.092 0. 137 0.502 0.148 0. 395 0.092 0. 255
Liaoza27
ek 11
0.395 0.331 0.228 0. 607 0. 081 0.395 0.331 0.228 0. 607 0. 081 0.329
Longzall
A 137
Jizal37 1. 000 0.897 0. 548 0. 864 0. 129 1. 000 0. 897 0. 548 0. 864 0. 129 0. 688
1za
Ak 35
. 0.292 0. 340 0.201 0.216 0. 181 0.292 0. 340 0.201 0.216 0. 181 0. 246
Jinza35
2% 137
R 0. 692 0.242 0.372 0. 154 0.330 0. 692 0.242 0.372 0. 154 0.330 0. 358
Tongzal37
I (=)
;lﬁpm 337 0. 137 0. 141 0.212 0.508 0. 093 0. 137 0. 141 0.212 0. 508 0.093 0.218
1nnuo.
R 144
Jizaldd 0. 647 0. 663 0.251 0.377 0. 142 0. 647 0. 663 0.251 0.377 0. 142 0.416
1za
Ak 130
0.234 0.384 0.791 0.479 0.321 0.234 0.384 0. 791 0.479 0.321 0. 442
Tongzal30
A ge, =
%‘?@E S 0.073 0.317 0.391 0.284 0. 249 0.073 0.317 0.391 0.284 0. 249 0.263
Jiniang2
Ak 146
Jizald6 0. 006 0.357 0.329 0. 366 0. 181 0. 006 0. 357 0.329 0. 366 0. 181 0.248
1za
k123
Jizal23 0.073 0. 962 0.311 0.472 0. 139 0.073 0. 962 0.311 0.472 0. 139 0.391
1za
e | B2
‘ﬁﬁé lj; 0.355 0.117 0.291 0.393 0. 154 0. 355 0.117 0.291 0.393 0. 154 0.262
iliang
T2
L,T 36 0.877 0.726 0. 120 0.183 0. 147 0. 877 0.726 0. 120 0.183 0. 147 0.411
Liaoza36
Sy B
E.l%il ! j; 0. 806 0. 834 1. 000 0.564 0.354 0. 806 0.834 1. 000 0. 564 0.354 0.712
Jinliangbai2
o en L
iE?K;é .1 ’ 0. 5% 0. 866 0. 675 0.380 0.328 0. 5% 0. 866 0.675 0.380 0.328 0. 568
Longmiliang]l
e 1 2
I j? 0. 182 0.771 0.019 0.354 0. 044 0. 182 0.771 0.019 0.354 0. 044 0.274
Chuannuoliangl
S 370 =)
o Jé 3 ,J 0.113 0.228 0. 082 0. 000 0.246 0.113 0.228 0. 082 0. 000 0. 246 0.134
Jinliangbai3
W 148
Jizal48 0. 647 0.450 0.919 0.525 0.345 0. 647 0.450 0.919 0.525 0. 345 0.577
1za
S o
o Jé 06 0. 206 0.570 0.371 0.244 0.261 0. 206 0.570 0.371 0.244 0.261 0.331
Jinliang206
RN T =]
Jb*ﬁk2 -~ 0. 769 0. 380 0.376 0.279 0.243 0. 769 0.380 0.376 0.279 0.243 0.410
Longmiliang2
o o 106 0. 045 0. 861 0.326 0.361 0. 181 0. 045 0. 861 0.326 0.361 0. 181 0.355
Jinzal06
1122 0. 647 0. 888 0. 485 0. 631 0. 159 0. 647 0. 888 0. 485 0.631 0. 159 0.562
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Lisyensd
-~ XL A AN AR MR RS REHR O RKE RER iheR 513
Cthivar 2R R [iESN IR T HER HEXR FER R Salt injury ~ Membership

RGP RGR RRL RLL RRSR SIRGP SIRGR SIRRL SIRLL rate of root value

shoot ratio

AR 133

Jiza 133 0. 000 0. 000 0. 668 0. 500 0. 265 0. 000 0. 000 0. 668 0. 500 0. 265 0. 287
iza
EAR VN
H ol @ . 0. 349 0. 505 0. 000 0.322 0. 040 0. 349 0. 505 0. 000 0.322 0. 040 0.243
ongnuoxiaoai
)
?Lﬁ%ﬁg T 0. 426 1. 000 0. 166 0. 495 0.079 0. 426 1. 000 0. 166 0. 495 0.079 0. 433
inuoliang
7% 141
fﬂ* 141 0.552 0. 486 0.931 0.032 1. 000 0.552 0. 486 0.931 0.032 1. 000 0. 600
ongza
S AY
?_%*110077 0. 706 0.921 0. 193 0.539 0. 080 0.706 0.921 0.193 0.539 0. 080 0. 488
inza
FHae 142
Jizald2 0. 665 0. 756 0. 097 0. 350 0. 081 0. 665 0. 756 0.097 0. 350 0. 081 0. 390
iza
IR 158
Jizal58 0. 494 0. 285 0.334 0.259 0.232 0. 494 0. 285 0.334 0. 259 0.232 0.321
iza
7Y 143
T 143 0. 401 0. 680 0. 092 0.452 0. 058 0. 401 0. 680 0.092 0.452 0.058 0.337
ongza
H 205
F?% 205 0. 839 0.341 0. 150 0.371 0. 099 0. 839 0. 341 0.150 0.371 0.099 0. 360
inliang’
% 37
Liaoza37 0.572 0.355 0.289 0.545 0.113 0.572 0.355 0.289 0.545 0.113 0.375
iaoza
ik 204
JETWQ 204 0. 630 0.471 0.382 0.299 0. 236 0. 630 0.471 0.382 0.299 0.236 0. 404
inliang’
Wy B
]b.' f%l ]b j?l 0.532 0. 346 0. 492 0.242 0. 330 0.532 0. 346 0.492 0.242 0.330 0.388
inliangbai
= 109
Jizal09 0.111 0.502 0.015 0.751 0. 000 0.111 0.502 0.015 0.751 0. 000 0.276
iza
x99 SRERWMHNEERHERHERF
Table 9 Membership values and order of all sorghum cultivars
s fIRE Eil35g A fIRE HEF
Cultivars Membership value Order Cultivars Membership value Order
=+ Ju SIZ 71 =)
s 136 HRA3 5
. 284 2 . 134
Jizal36 0.28 8 Jinlianghai3 013 38
T2 5 AR 148
Jiliang2 0.325 24 Jizal48 0.577 4
B 136 P 206
0.310 26 0.331 22
Tongzal36 3 Jinliang206
T2 27 bl o B
R 0.255 33 JORSE 2 5 0.410 12
Liaoza27 Longmiliang2
Jezk 11 7R 106
0. 32! 23 0. 355 20
Longzall ) Jinzal06
A 137
i o 0. 688 2 1122 0.562 6
iza
Iy =y
Fra< 35 mia< 133
0. 246 35 0. 287 27
Jinza35 Jiza 133
Ak 137 0.358 19 BRI/ 0.243 36
Tongzal37 ’ Hongnuoxiaoai ’
e 3 2 K =
ki 0.218 37 PR 15 0.433 9
Jinnuo3 Jinuoliang 1
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F9(E)
st A StEE Herw st A StE(E Heryp
Cultivars Membership value Order Cultivars Membership value Order
Wk 144 i 2% 141
Jizald4 0.416 10 Tongzald1 0.600 3
WAk 130 2L 107
Tongzal30 0442 5 Jinzal07 0. 488 7
HER2 5 A% 142
Jiniang2 0-263 31 Jizal42 0.390 15
WAk 146 Ak 158
Jizal46 0.248 34 Jizal58 0.321 25
o123 W7k 143
Jizal23 0-391 14 Tongzal43 0.337 21
RS B 205
Jiliang] 0202 32 Jinliang205 0. 360 18
1% 36 L%k 37
Liaoza36 0. 411 i Liaoza37 0.375 17
HRH2S WY 204
Jinliangbai2 0.712 ! Jinliang204 0.404 13
TR 15 B
Longmiliangl 0. 568 5 Jinliangbai 1 0. 388 16
NGS5 4% 109
Chuannuoliangl 0.274 30 Jizal09 0.276 29
[, DA X RIS LAY 2% S5 e K (CV=62. 84% ) , AHXT
8.001 ° o3 REIRZ(CV=44.55%) , R W Prif T AR5 L AR
i KRS iR, AN A S A & R R 3 R 22 =
6.004 T VI g H
RIS AR (R AR W BRAR S LU R 35 A0 LLUR ZF 311
2 4,00 EhFE AT R K (CV=139.86%) , M K FRHLE R
2 JLIEE/N(CV'=23.60%) , 7 W1 8 I if) 3 2 2F 2 1 3
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-2.007 S N e N
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Fig.3 Correlation analysis between membership

values and F values of different sorghum varieties
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Table 10 Comprehensive scores and order of all sorghum cultivars

s A LRETY H¥ st LREAY Heoy
Cultivars Comprehensive Scores Order Cultivars Comprehensive Scores Order
. S 78 =)
A% 136 HRA3S
0.02 15 -1.08 37
Jizal36 Jinliangbai3
HR2 5 K 148
Jiliang2 0.01 16 Jizal48 1.43 3
ik 136 W 206
Tongzal36 ~0.87 32 Jinliang206 ~0.08 18
121 BRI 5
-0.90 33 0.32
Liaoza27 ? Longmiliang2 ?
Jezk 11 2k 106
Longzall 0.5 27 Jinzal06 017 20
WAk 137
;. 7137 1.32 4 1122 0.81 6
iza
S 4y
% 35 riae 133
Jinza35 0-69 3 Jiza 133 0.25 24
iz 137 0.24 " LLNR /N 107 35
Tongzal37 ’ Hongnuoxiaoai ’
3 5 o .y BURE R 1 5 oo ;
Jinnuo3 : Jinuoliang 1 :
== Ju Al
i e 144 A% 141
0. 06 14 2.97 1
Jizal44 Tongzal41
A4 130 HiZe 107
. .21 12
Tongzal30 0.66 7 Jinzal07 0
R 2 5 He 142
-0.43 26 -0.22 23
Jiniang2 Jizal42
=+ Ju = Ju
i o 146 i o2 158
-0. -0.1 21
Jizal46 0.68 30 Jizal58 0-18
—+Ju S| Zu
iR 123 7% 143
Jizal23 0.10 19 Tongzal43 0.38 28
WS 5 205
-0. 2 -0.31 2
Jiliangl 0-65 ? Jinliang205 0.3 >
1% 36 L7437
Liaoza36 0.07 13 Liaoza37 0.22 2
WHRE2 Y 5 10 5 B 204 0.6 0
Jinliangbai2 : Jinliang204 :
Tk 15 30 p HRE L 0.42 8
Longmiliang] : Jinliangbai 1 :
NIKESE 1 5 A 109
-0.92 34 -1.10 38
Chuannuoliang] ? Jizal09

23 N(60. 5% ) , R BIH TH 0 AR 2 310 52 e R T
FHRS A 2523 XA R AR A2 8 O T AR I, AR
T 2 ARVRE X AR R A A s B S M S 5 ) B4
o
3.3 #ETARRMESREWREKOERS S
r
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Fig.4 Dendrogram of cluster analysis of 38 sorghum cultivars
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Comprehensive Identification and Evaluation of 38 Grain Sorghum
Cultivars for Tolerance During Germination

GAO Chunhua' ZHU Jinying' ZHANG Huawen® TIAN Yixin' GAO Fengju" "
('Institute of Biotechnology , Dezhou Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Dezhou, Shandong 253000;
2Crop Research Institute , Shandong Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Jinan, Shandong 250100)

Abstract ;38 grain sorghum cultivars were assessed and screened under 150 mmol-L™" NaCl in order to get salt tolerant
cultivars which would be grown in saline and alkaline soil. The result showed that germination potential, germination
rate, root length and shoot length of 38 grain sorghums were differently inhibited by saline expect root shoot ratio;
Variation coefficients of relative root shoot ratio (CV=62.84% ) and relative root length (CV=44.55%) were higher
than other relative values of all the traits, while variation coefficients of salt injury rate of germination potential ( CV=
39.86% ) was the highest in salt injury rates of all traits. Relative germination potential and relative germination rate had
significant positive correlation ( R=0.341), while they had no correlation with relative root length (R=0.214;R =
-0.041) and relative shoot length (R=0.041;R=0.205). Two principal components were ascertained by principal
component analysis, which reflected root growth and germination situation, respectively; Relative ratio of root versus
shoot, relative germination potential and relative germination rate were ascertained as salt tolerance identification index
by loading matrix of each component. There was significant positive correlation between principal component score and
membership values, which indicated that comprehensive score for both would be adapted in evaluation and classification
for salt tolerance of sorghum. The research also screened strong salt tolerant cultivars, such as Tongzal41, Jinliangbai2 ,
Jizal37, Longmiliangl, Jizal48 and so on. The findings supplied theoretical basis and identification method for salt
tolerant screening of sorghum at germination stage.

Keywords : grain sorghum, NaCl stress, principal component analysis, membership function, comprehensive evaluation





