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Study of salinity effect on growth and accumulation of ions in promising wheat

(Triticum aestivum) genotypes
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Table 1. F-Values from analysis of variance for measured characteristic in five wheat genotypes under salinity of sodium chloride

e eob3T ax s Root dry Shootdry  Na'Shoot Na“Root  K'Shoot K* Root P Shoot P root Cl Shoot  CI Root
S.0. V. df weight weight
Genotype 4 0.25™ 2,72 1.71™ 3.56* 3.11* 20.00** 0.97™ 3.76** 89.05** 6.19**
Salinity 5 40.58** 38.41** 176.53**  347.9** 72.45%* 70.76** 39.83** 8.20**  345.94** 61.40**
Genotype x Salinity 20 0.27™ 0.36™ 0.99™ 1.04™ 1.25™ 0.69™ 1.07™ 7.23™ 6.24** 0.89™
*and ** : Significant at the 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively. % rEx
. ns
119


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1383.6.2.2.9
https://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-351-en.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal .ir on 2026-05-20 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1383.6.2.2.9 ]

e Bl 5 Ly ssh S

() -

Table 2. Dry weight (g) of shoot and root in wheat genotypes grown in media with

different salinity concentration for 27 days

ke LI sl kls
b 5 NaCl concentration (mM) oS0l
Genotypes 0 25 50 75 100 150 Means
e 03 Opata/Bow 0.29 0.28 0.28 0.22 0.21 0.18 0.24b
sl i Pgo/Seri 0.32 0.33 0.29 0.22 0.19 0.16 0.25b
Zagros 0.33 0.32 0.31 0.25 0.21 0.18 0.26ab
Shoot dry Tajan 0.33 0.31 0.29 0.25 0.22 0.18 0.26ab
weight (g) Rayon 0.36 0.34 0.32 0.26 0.23 0.17 0.28a
Mean 0.32a 0.31ab 0.29b 0.24c 0.21d 0.17e
e 055 Opata/Bow 0.09 0.09 0.08 0.07 0.05 0.04 0.07a
4%, Pgo/Seri 0.08 0.09 0.07 0.07 0.06 0.04 0.07a
Zagros 0.08 0.08 0.07 0.07 0.06 0.04 0.06a
Root dry Tajan 0.09 0.09 0.08 0.06 0.06 0.04 0.07a
weight (g) Rayon 0.09 0.08 0.08 0.06 0.05 0.04 0.06a
Means 0.08a 0.08ab 0.07b 0.06¢ 0.05d 0.04e

A Sl me s LSD 53T L 70 Jlezs| o 53 wlie By )l sk
Means followed by the same letters are not significantly different at the 5% level of probability using LSD.

aloen (Lo b 511E (slad e 53 Bl iy oS Glac s 5 JS eSKas 055 J2alS A3 Y s
O g0 e i) daldr ) o 65 55
Table 3. Reduction percentage of total dry weight of wheat genotypes grown in media with different salinity

concentration in compared to control (0 mM NacCl)

55 oo S sl bl
Genotypes NaCl concentration (mM)
25 50 75 100 150 Means
Opata/Bow 2.6 5.3 23.7 31.6 421 18.4
Pgo/Seri 5.0* 10.0 30.0 40.0 50.0 225
Zagros 24 7.3 22.0 34.1 46.3 22.0
Tajan 4.8 11.9 26.2 333 47.6 214
Rayon 6.7 11.1 28.9 37.8 53.3 24.4

as e LIS ks 4 S |y St 055 ol ) Ao ys Hldae ot ¥
*: Indicates increment percentage of total dry weight in compared to control.
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Fig. 1. Concentration of Na* in shoots and roots of 5 genotypes of wheat

Means followed by the same letters are not significantly different at the 5% probability level using LSD
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Fig. 2. Concentration of K* in shoots and roots of 5 genotypes of wheat
Means followed by the same letters are not significantly different at the 5% probability level using LSD
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Means followed by the same letters are not significantly different at the 5% probability level using LSD
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Table 4. Results of statistic analysis of ion concentration in shoot and root between genotypes and salinity levels

ke ST ekl
NaCl concentration (mM)

Mineral 0 25 50 75 100 150
Shoot Na* 2.51a 16.85b 18.38b 21.72¢ 25.05d 26.95a
Root Na* 5.71a 42.45b 48.09c 59.94d 64.41e 80.52a
Shoot K* 68.75a 58.48b 53.62¢ 44.17d 37.68e 33.36e
Root K* 58.35a 49.43b 46.87b 41.74c 35.66d 24.58e
Shoot P 3.55a 2.92b 2.82b 2.60c 2.52¢ 2.29d
Root P 2.09a 2.12a 2.11a 2.03a 2.09a 1.80b
Shoot CI 14.65a 26.94b 35.45¢ 40.65d 55.30b 60.50a
Root CI’ 12.76a 21.51b 26.47¢ 31.67d 36.16b 41.59a
Genotypes [

Mineral Opata/Bow Pgo/Seri Zagros Tajan Rayon
Shoot Na* 18.56ab 17.27b 19.37a 18.92ab 18.77ab
Root Na* 46.39b 51.05a 50.11a 50.58a 52.80a
Shoot K* 49.79abc 52.61a 47.09bc 46.53¢c 50.34ab
Root K* 42.70b 47.32a 36.29d 38.09¢ 49.46a
Shoot P 2.88a 2.80a 2.72a 2.73a 2.78a
Root P 2.12a 2.08a 1.92a 2.02ab 2.06b
Shoot CI’ 41.75b 30.13e 38.80c 35.06d 48.84a
Root CI’ 29.54ab 26.39bc 24.62c 28.75ab 32.50a

1 3 e D5l LD 0505T L 70 Jla pedan 53 sy o s sl s (sl (sla S0k
Means within rows followed by the same letters are not significantly different at the 5% level probability

using LSD.
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Study of salinity effect on growth and accumulation ions in promissing wheat
(Triticum aestivum ) genotypes

A. Abdolzadeh' and N. Saffarie?

ABSTRACT

In order to evaluate the tolerance level and identification of tolerance mechanism to salinity, response of five
genotypes of wheat (Zagros, Tajan, Opata/Bow, Pgo/Seri and Rayon ) to six salt treatments including 0, 25, 50,
75, 100 and 150 mM NaCl was studied in hydroponic culture in growth chamber under control condition.
Pgo/Seri and Opata/Bow in comparison to the other genotypes, showed less reduction in growth under salinity.
Pgo/Seri inhibited high Na" accumulation in shoots and absorbed less CI". Opata/Bow accumulated high Na* and
CI" in shoots and roots which probably were compartmented these toxic ions in the vacuole or apoplast to result
a better osmotic adjustment and less toxicity of the ions. Tajan, Zagros and Rayon also accumulated high level
of Na" and CI" that increased toxic effect of the ions. Results also indicated that Opata/Bow, in spite of high Na*
and CI" accumulation, had higher salt tolerance in comparison to the other genotypes. Further field experiments
are necessary for confirmation and application of the result.

Keywords: Salt tolerance, Wheat, lon accumulation, Toxicity, Osmotic adjustment.
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