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Abstract

The effect of salinity stress was studied in some physiological standards of
two plants returning to two different light tracks (C3 pathway, and C4), two
types of plants were adopted in the first study Trigonella Foenum-graecum
type circuit plant returning to the group of C3Plants tricarbonate plants. The
second is Sorghum-bicolor cultivar (ezrah-5) white corn, which returns to
the group of four-carbon plants. three salt concentrations (50,100,150) were
applied to mmol/I, which has been studied at three repeats per transaction,
with the adoption of full random sectors. The results showed that salt stress
caused a decrease in the amount of chlorophyll compared to the control for
both plants, expelling with increased salt, while increasing the concentration
of proline, sugars and phenols compared to the control for both plants. The
results showed that the Sorghum-bicolor plant was more affected than the
Trigonella plant.

The results showed a negative impact of salinity on certain chemical factors
of both plants with a difference in the extent to which the two plants are
affected due to different factors, which opens the door to studying the impact
of salinity stress on different plants and determining the extent to which they
are affected by this stress.

Key words :PROLINE, SORGHUM - BICOLOR, TRIGONELLA, SALT
STRESS.

10 -2



paa ) Al ) sl e s = LAl 0l (D bl daa o) pulaall (axy A dalal) Sl dulpn

:dgaaall Aaally esial) 1Yl

Gl ey gl Copall uila ) dail) cblall Gl b saaa ulee aldie) ) Cisanl) (e sl Cigas) il

gl e bl aa e iy Ly ULl Photosynthetic pathway sl Sl jlue s leatls el

C3 oSl A bl 1 m Ay g1l LD ) LAl s 5 G5 50 iy iy Tumobsiis Tyl A5

Crassulacean Acid metabolism (CAM-Plants) 4ylasll <blally C4 plants o< 4elyy <blss plants

.(André. 2011)

ULl ani GUAL Cll) 4 galy A Lially 4850 a5 Gy L) (35l 3 s SU s AU s 44y, Calias

el A ) gl Sl dlee

e S5e Jgfs DN 3 Gaas Al edlelall 4018 (IS dala C3 ) bl Jexias 1(C3) opseSU A8 cbils — 1
2l Al Jigas C3 1) il o cpuSll @by (D 0SHie say Cluplesiug =3 sa IS 5y 8
Glaiball & cudill 1 Gany (Sang) Sl PSS Gliushom by al danly 38ke Gl
s sial) gl DAY o] puadl)

Hatch )5 C4 J) culils Jantias ¢ 0,SU 480 bl e 2y5ll syl (S5l ity 1(C4) psS) Ay il — 2
sl @by el (She a5 Oxaloacetate s gty e Sye Jf (DUl 8 Caas ) edlelall 448 — Stack
ALY Aol dee WA 8 5 A6l das il el WA ¢ (ipe 058D aul S Jysaly s C4 1) il

Glits dysme (mgen K& o 4 Gy Cus CO, dliae S il CAM ) ity i :(CAM) dplanl) ciilall — 3
Campbell. ) .cAlS s 3 Jeinsiy souall HEG it olam ) dysmall (mgeall e CO,p il el DA il
.(2014

A sl Sl oY) el basl Zypally Lagladl) Slleal) e pall DS e bl sei B oSail

.(Taiz and Zeiger 2010,) syskiis bl sai 8 aalus s dpnlndl) dyleal)

el Sl Alee Jipn AU e phall cilayy iy dallally Ailad) i) Glld 8 Ly sagaall clind) o)

Gy Aleall o3a 8 AS LN lagy) Gl 8 Ly apal) Cilise 38555 el 4ty s Gpb e bl alies

-(Lawlor 2001, Taiz and Zeiger 2010, Dulai et al., 2011) il Jae aidass

O S 815 Cigan g e allall (e ddlall andy ddlall oalY) 3 cDISEA) s aal e Ll ala Al 20

asmgall (e sale SN AY) (SHs clall Jhdl sall lgd e Ayl e S5 sl il dikie b 4813

Pitman and Lauchli ) st sai e ¢y yslly iy s oy msaniigal (pag Ll iy 05 ;o101 o g333aally a sansllS

.(2002

spde Msa Tt dlladl sy callall glaly 8 b3l ohill Adsmal) Gast ) JSLEQN (g0 pualall gl b bl 5iala a3

&) Al 8 dalad) oY) dalue cilay S5 Salinization @lall Gaws de )3l dallall ol e JUSa bl

.(Munns, 2002) LtSa ¢5le 800 s

iases el glss il s (B Gy JS (sl pad) il 8 Salt — affected soils dalad) al¥1 s

« (3uiad

plaall bl Lagjs deuabily ot ¢ 1Y) s Lo g 0 L)l clalgay) aal ol 4y5ls oluall dasle aa3

sV Gpandl Ll Asaaall B3l PR oSl dlea]) Sl Al Jslae dea abis bayshiis Ll sei & daslall

(Hasegawa et al., 2000; Zhu, 2016;Hanin et Jalsall o8 & sana B (a1l 2eaY) Specific ion effect 4 5l

103



paa ) Al ) sl e s = LAl 0l (D bl daa o) pulaall (axy A dalal) Sl dulpn

Aaglall i Gum el 8 ALl dygally dmslaily TSN liall o paadl b Lle sl 5% al., 2016).
J8 00 Apdall Lsnadl ualially sl (aliaial Jane gl dais 4850 daludly (@ho¥) 2es cclall Jola 3 Taal s 5030
3% WS il 4peS JlEg pfpmdl) cilailiall 2o & (=il daglall s GIXL(2014 ¢ alally Saludl) clal) s
Al Jslae Ljsand 0y P& Go Sl 500 (3 G55 LS (ROS bl sal) AmanSSV) siall JS5 ) aldl slea)
o Al b Aagldl L g i) o LS (Jseand) i aali M5 (Singh et al., 2015) cliad) il b oyl
s Ca o sl QS dlee Aaldy clall degnd) Ayl Calagl s @l clall 8 agngall @il JSIp
sty lall gl (mliasl ) dea) (3w LS ¢(Chiraz et al., 2011) <l 8 dyguiaal) slgall daS (mliad) ) lgualias

(2019 05 ATs Sell) el s eyl Al 8 ey clall L) ggiaad) Galiasls cabal
WA Coad slgay) ey die gzl Aaje fsly iy aldl sleaY) (mjd ed Cig e dyyda il bl gads

ose (e ) ity WA ALl mliasl (g AU ALY (8 sleaY) Jhaind aas «sdally ) sa Jara

Munns, ) clall aladl JSEI & Gaaly DS el el amyy el g 3ad) ol il aulad ey aall 31,590

«(2002

Omend Jal e 2V Aaglie Ay s ) ShuaaVy il e A3 i Auhay i) die cladall aal 13l

(1999 «Plgll) Aalla) cilil) & sl - Ly

séag) Laaf :Lals

e el dasldl Glugpaall GULal)l Jead days ddjpras dgynd)l clbilall Lolady) Lall e cadll dual e

S e Al e i) e daglall ,ah duyy A8l ypn b Gla ) 4B Ge Slmd Ailesl uled)

 Shsal

séagd) dalaf c Bl

Adliae Agun hlad g il e (NACH) daslel) (e diline 5805 il =

SleaYl A Cun e Gpegpaal) Gl Al s -

iy Gl alga cla)

L))l Agalal) Sisanll daladl gl e Adadly 5 ) e el 50l g o Jpaad) @ iclinll juas -1
ER

slally il ED ol Gl aay g LAEEy 5ad 70% JsGYL cleé B hiall s Ll GUlall s clud — 2
aiadly laiall

IS % 15 Janasy edgsludia oy Calpfausifsi Al (ggint ey panal (3 gal) iy riglial) o))l - 3
&5 Wadnys gsml 300 T o Lally bl il (Jaall Cagyla b panal) Caaag bl (e 4818 A0Sy g5 il
300 Jaxay elldg «Jf/Jse e (0,50,100,150) S NaCl asseall 28 mle Jlaninsly dpaldll 38050 (ks
slan 850 o lgi) ia W) Copainls Ao e gl EOB 3 de 500 ) Al B0l il @ Ganal JS e
Ay @ ey ecinay el dagl o Lanll )31 i Lt Cacats ghed Blall @l Bl 850 Capaind Cua il
A0 ulaal)

s elanl) 335 Al Gl e (e 100 Jisn) (sl Ag e e a8 2(ay (s §/icke) sadid) e gsinall =1

10 -4



paa ) Al ) sl e s = LAl 0l (D bl daa o) pulaall (axy A dalal) Sl dulpn

da 25 ) asall adly ikl s8] ¢yl el maal O It (e Jlesind pe a0 (e 4l paliiuly
Jiski e Spectrophotometer sl Cadall (ulie aladiuly Galiiuall sl (alaief) (Wil (sl
1Ay Y aleall 385 . (Lichtenthaler, 1987) [scaddl (1o (ssinal 1€ &5 (a5 ¢ jiasili 663,646,470 lagal

Ca= 12.21A663 — 2.81A646
Cb = 20.13A646 - 5.03A663
Ca+b = (1000A470 — 3.27Ca — 104Cb )/198

(Bates ef al., Zipll Wy culssd) (e GhsY) ssime dilad iy 2(day (s g/ale) BhsY) (B el (ssine =2
(3 clbiadlu il (meal Sl Jolaall e Jo 5 8 dajlall 45kl cliedl 3l (e 3o 100 Bany <1a1973)

+ A A pmeat aagi ) Jelall ladiall (yagiall Jslae e da 2 4l Giliayy paliinall (10 Je 2 335.%)
g5 delusaal o 100 “oabe Sl alea 8 o) a5 alill Jall (aes (e Jo 205 (Slyshusdgiygl paea
pladinly jiesils 520 dase Jsb o (Al pabaiall uld &b cpslsill e Ja 4 auiag oy liall clall e 2yl

oS il gl uld Saie e aldie Yl ciliall 8 cplgpll dud 008 5 (a9 Spectrophotometer lea

.(10,20,40,60,80,100) ppm

Aaghl Gy 43 AN Sl e L sgime dilad @ 3(key s £ /ake) DA B Rl shae — 3

&5 80% Uiy (e do 4 Adally cliapll 5,300 Gl (e gle 100 Gaws & Cus .(Dubois ef al., 1956)

5% Jsdl) Aila) & o Jeadl) Galiiual Cany g @8 10 52 2 80 cale Sl sl 8l Ciag

490 dage Jsh o sl palaia¥) ol & Jieal ol g miall ) 96% el CupSll (mesg

OsSslll bl aie o aldieWh Cliell (8 ClpSad) dus 08 25 ey Jlesishy i) Jlea alaatiuly iegls

.(0,10,20,30,40,60,80,100) ppm S5l Gl

Folin-Ciocalteu sl — (gl ailS glay) e Aoyl adiad (day (s §/ale) ¥sudll KU eiaall — 4

oo o 1 pums camapall lig S e gsli Jaws & c¥sudll 50Kl DA (e ellyy ((Singleton et al, 1999)

ailS 200pl 5 2% Sl assall GlinS do 45 lsdll poiia cla do 4.8 ae T0%J SN 320all dial)

Facalidiel i & ey Aelu Baad ARl Bl daps die allia lSe B S5 S s Gade g — ol

G sale lgie Al Vil SN gginall 350 sl 5ok GuSaiy el 760 dase dsh die Jslaall

.(10,20,40,60,80,100) ppm ) L&l (jmesl

B e cynl &) (SPSS One Way Anova) gelin (385 ddlasy) du)al R Ailaay) Al la)

Olal) MUK L paall Jalsalls Aaslall 56 o 35 bl @l of dlelea JSU @) S 3 adless Ay yaall cBleleall

(P<0.05) dysinall (35 cuils s

:ABlially il < Lusald

LY e Al S il ) Akl ahalls dushally Agall 508l ke Bi5all Jalsal) el sl (et
Adhide iy 8 ate))) die andi bl ailad (s e iy Al Jalsall (e by s (Al

SlpSalls saddl o 3hY) ssine Jagia dia 4 (P<0.05) dsiee iy agng Slas)) dlaill miln cay
AUl gl o Ay jaall dalall S8 G Gals alls Y53l

ro Ll 5,40 ey Adal) cily de il Sl ggiaal) o daglall Lili- 1

10 5



paa ) Al ) sl e s = LAl 0l (D bl daa o) pulaall (axy A dalal) Sl dulpn

g Iyh saddl e LY ssine ausie padad) 3 Adall cilg die Laldl G805 GUAY T jsaddl A cilial)
150 mmol ald) 385 ve 0.342 mg/g Lsime 5oV OIS Cua sl g vie Jolaall b ald) 5850 by
.0.628 mg/g aLall Alelee ae dlie
1Ol LS cdaglall 3858 g 1) e slinndl 530 cilis die endil) eS8 alisal (1) Jsaall b syl gl el
e 43lie 150 mmol S5 xie 0.183 mg/g Lsine oY) O Cua La)) Gils pe Ajlie misl Lo e Ll
.0.656 mg/g 2Lall dlilas

Saadill S g ginal) B aldl) slgay) il (1) Jsaad

Clf e pmadl il | e jpmadlAuS | e Ak I
Pl sl D3| pleleiialcis | el i
0.656 + 0.05 0.628 + 0.06 Ll
0.323 £ 0.09 0.536 + 0.06 Jfdse S 50
0.245 + 0.06 0.455 + 0.04 Jfdse S 100
0.183  0.06 0.342 + 0.07 Jfdse she 150

3 rdallae JS @) Sl dae tddaadle *
caall cls e aiuln b .(Sabir et al., 2009) g liailis Ciils 85 ¢ gl GaeS 8 ol 3B ds Ll o il S
iy Hpumddl il s ) ol $aS (il iy coaldl dlga) il cant pemd ) B aliss) cuelif
GhsY) & osaddl ssime 8 b Loy ) iyl of LS L(Pinheiro et al., 2008) asosall (s aludl 5 Casy
o0 Aesena o colatl e dludes <l (Eckardt. 2009) seasd) § lual gsluidl Jiaill §f goal) z Y1 Cira Cas
Mgl dmyeall 35V & camiss) 5-amino laevulinic (ALA) Gaess Slbigall gl scasall dagal) DUl o clblal
sine LRl (g WS Lallad e S pmdill (gaall #ly) 8 dasale JSE i dlea) O sl Lee sl
aliall jiall aliaial A Ca elpadll Cilaiball gai dapdi e cilee oLl 38 o ) eal) 585 50l die jseadl)
(Levitt. 1980) Ll &is e Ga Ay il dila (8 J33 (530 (g 5l Liasemds Aioadl
roLaand) 5,4 cildy Adal) cld wie aly Sl S gginall o daglall il - 2
SV G Gun Llall il e alall 5850 Al ae Tkl canla)) LSl 2l o (2) Jsandl sl il cuay
.11.202 mg/g 2 Lall Alelas go 43lis <150 mmol aldl 585 xie 24.378 mg/g Lisias
celimdl 3 s vie sleaY) ded £l g Sl s 5 s g i) (2) Jsaad) L salgl il s LS
45)5e 100 mmol S5l xie 33.758 mg/g Lsiee e S Gum sl s we Al e L cilas Ll Jaadly
.18.382 mg/g 2alill lalas as

Sl Sl ggiaal) B alall slgaY) 50 (2) Jgaad)

il aie Al el ) dpeS LlsAl) Sl G oo ddlid) 50l
§ fide o Limd) 3,30 £ fide Al il e psasaall 20,41
18.382 + 0.15 11.202 + 0.18 Ll
22.600 + 0.94 11.734  0.05 JJsa e 50
33.758 + 1.19 13.100 + 0.49 JJse o 100
26.261 + 0.89 24.378 + 0.65 JfJse S 150

106



paa ) Al ) sl e s = LAl 0l (D bl daa o) pulaall (axy A dalal) Sl dulpn

3 rdallee JSI )y Sall dae ddasdla *
cad o(Cram 1976) dsslall slgay Zaalall WIAN & Zaaliil) 5080 M) (0 %50 ) Jos sty Sl aalis
Oe pe ) e daslll dlea) o Jed S il B olsdll ALEN clpSud) oI5 ) a1 e aaell 8 5L
Jie @Sl Iy L (Murakeozy et al., 2003) dball sl sl Sl Galaid Jaee 3 Sl (aliasy)
ablall 4 LSl S5 agas o(Parida et al., 2002) dasld)l darca cad (sLaall ¢ o Sudl « GgS N ¢ S lall)
oo Ll Caddlgs Sy pall Hedad) muSy sl (ias ¢ eaaliil) diaadlly cApaaldll Llaadl 3 Wyss ) saga)
dasale <8 AN el Kaally A8 il Sl (g 2123 G 5yg0ull il sl e 4l b (Parida et al, 2002)

rp L) 5,400 by Adal) cly die cplgpull SN ggiaall o daglal) Lili- 3

e Alie dlgal) 385 ) die Adall cils vie Gdg ol AuS 8 e gl (3) Jsaadl 8 salsl) il el
1.039 2aLill as 43yl 150 mmol Al 385l xie 3.785 mg/g oyl (e S5 el JATRUIENRT R

G celianl) 5 s e daglall Lo ) LS gyl A0S 8 Jagale g il (3) Jsand) L salsl) bl sl
el go 43ylia 150 mmol 3850 xe 9.780 mg/g Lsiee e S Cum cddall cils po d3jlae e Log il
.1.572 mg/g ol A cualy Cua 2 L)

Olaall AL sginall (B alal) algay) il (3) Jsead

e (ol AgeS asgia e ol S augia Wl e Adliaall S5
¢ /ide s liand) )3 il glide Al cils a3 saal
1.572 £ 0.22 1.039 + 0.06 Ll
2.892 £ 0.10 1.355 £ 0.26 Jfdse e 50
3.785 + 0.20 1.844 +0.13 Jfdse S 100
9.780 + 0.20 3.785 + 0.47 Jfdse A 150

3 rdallae JS8 )y KAl aae tddaadla *

Abraham ) A 4l (i seally £)lhe Gaslall slgal Llaiul 3508 SlaaSy €15 clg sl o cluball (e pael) cuiy
b anls Lonalil) Lalill e Lall ladii iy LS cpmgjill 315 oSI5 ailati & cplgyall aaly Cus (et al., 2003
slall Jsan dne &8)0 LA Slall agal) dad (il PR e ldy cCaliall Lgiaslia Jully (golall cLiall ) jain)
dmses dayd danag Al il ges ey LS Akl daa) G sasY) Gllae aal e e LS gl
& 3ol st Aagldl 5805 5alyy oL (Shtereva et al., 2015) ae Ladls sy (Tan et al., 2008) awdlsisd)
Sl B3 il Glsl (A gl S

rpLdad) 5,4 il Adad) il wie cgidll Sl ggiaal) o daglall ik - 4

lsine LeY) IS Con Blal) @l vie Jolaall & ald) 550 331 WS el a8 b gl (4) dsaad) ony
.5.019 mg/g aLall dleles ae 43,lia <150 mmol aldl 35 xie 7.224 mg/g

el L clanss coliand) 530 il die Jolaall & ald) 3850 g i) e il 1S ¢ &5l Laf (4) Jpnll cpn WS
:9.465 mg/g 2Ll Alalae e 43l 150 mmol 1S5 xie 16.355 mg/g Lsine SV o8 Gua Al el e A)lia

10 =7



paa ) Al ) sl e s = LAl 0l (D bl daa o) pulaall (axy A dalal) Sl dulpn

sl S ggiaall B alall algay) il (4) Jeaad
Gl die C¥eal) 4 Jie Yl dS O Aabinall 3Shll

£ /ida e Ll 530 £ [ade dulal) aspseall 351
9.465 + 0.70 5.019 + 0.71 N
11.303 + 0.13 6.086 + 0.83 Jfdse b 50

14.074 + 0.44 6.539 + 0.48 Jfdse e 100

16.355 + 0.67 7.224£0.09 | Jfdse e 150
3 rdallee JSI )y Sall dae ddasdla *

b (JanS gy auelae 3aay Aadipe SISl Aphe Ala dgag Daulad) Lo et Aol Gl Glliiee sl s
k) £ 15U dypadl claleadld Leliall Lanll) J ala s Loy cblall 8 Ga gl cillenl) sl 8 il
garn i laylinil aie of ROS ZluY bl Jayilly L) clll e 50088 cilaliasS Jas LS ¢(Pasala et al., 2016)
cealdl slgay) 5l et eVl sgiae 3133 Cua Lseall Jsb e atul) & (Sadak. 2015) gl ae Ll cuil g
CAl clils ) sle aif (e a2 )l e Dlal) il e slgaYl Uil ST o Loanl) 5,30 el o Jaadls plall 43l
e Lianl) 530 il Blas 550 iy G Alall il Blm 8390 e sl S e liandl 8,3 @il sl 8300 o () asm i3
el (3e) iy e 4l 850 Caady Adall @il Wi +(1/9/2021 b N 15/4/2021 &)l () Ciuaiy sl 4
Al T el Lae Jshal algadl e liandl 5,3 culs et 558 <l ks (17/5/2021 &l ) 1/3/2021

s laliingy)

bl DS die il 30 e e 530 Al sl sleaY) - 1

Lol MS e alal aleadl A paall Gl 4 cVnally il Sally Gl sl 385 50k — 2

.C3 saall Hlusall silad) Blad) il (e ST OS5 MleaYl C4 saal) lusall dilal) oLyl 5,30 il il — 3
leaay) 13 bl 5B sae Jo aleal) Cag Al (el 38 ik — 4

raluagill

L) 8 dagld) e gpal 580 pbaun - 1

(oal daalas 83kl b aun -2

108



paa ) Al ) sl e s = LAl 0l (D bl daa o) pulaall (axy A dalal) Sl dulpn

saalal)

Jestl (Triticum Spp.) ceadl) Cilical (ae; Gylaind i 22019 (oosell ¢ U callalall cadiya e ¢ Sad) .1
Sl 230 = (35) Alaall — Al aslall (3 dmala Alae crladll b sl ulee aladiul aldl slaY)
2019

aghall G ))3l) astel) Aaa. daglal) i) bl Jeas 4301 2014, Jles Lilaas, alially dae ciade, (Ssalull 2
.~ 2014 ,430 - 438 (:5) 45

ALl drals . ashell 3 MYy Ciliall galea) cand clall Laglgid (1999) Guus sl 2w ¢ DU L3

cdadly alall i) dadas .3 gau

4. Abraham E., Rigo G., Szekely G., Nagy R., Koncz C., Szabados L. (2003): Light-dependent induction of
proline biosynthesis by abscisic acid and salt stress is inhibited by brassinosteroid in Arabidopsis. Plant
Mol. Biol., 51: 363-372.

5. André , M. (2011) . Photosynthesis and Photorespiration — Il . C4 Plants: Advantages and Paradoxes.
IJBSM 2(2) : 191 — 202.

6. Bates, L.S.; R.P. Waldren; and 1.D. Tear (1973). Rapid determination of free proline for water-stress
studies. Plant and Soil. 39: 205-207.

7. Campbell, N.A & Reece J.B & others. (2014). Campbell Biology, Peason Education, UNC, Benjamin
Cummings (10 th ed), Puplishings. USA.

8. Chiraz D.G., Rajia K., Fatma G., Saloua R., Larbi K. et Mohamed N. R. (2011). Euro. Journal. Sci.
Resrarch. 50(2), p208-217.

9. Cram W.J. (1976): Negative feedback regulation of transport in cells. The maintenance of turgor, volume
and nutrient supply. In: Luttge U., Pitman M.G. (eds.):Encyclopaedia of Plant Physiology, New Series,
Vol. 2. Springer-Verlag, Berlin.

10.Dubois, M.; K.A. Gilles; J.K. Hamilton; P.A. Rebers; and F. Smith (1956). Colorimetric method for
determination of sugars and related substances. Analytical Chemistry. 28: 350-356.

11.Dulai, S., Molnér, I, Molnar-Lang, M.: Changes of photosynthetic parameters in wheat/barley
introgression lines during salt stress. — Acta Biol. Szeged 55: 73-75, 2011.

12.Eckardt, N.A.: A new chlorophyll degradation pathway. — Plant Cell 21: 700, 20009.

13.Hanin, M., Ebel, C., Ngom, M., Laplaze, L., andMasmoudi, K. (2016). New insights on plant salt
tolerance mechanisms and their potential use for breeding. Front.Plant Sci. 7:1787. doi:
10.3389/fpls.2016.01787

14.Hasegawa, P. M., Bressan, R. A., Zhu, J. K., and Bohnert, H. J. (2000). Plant cellular and molecular
responses to high salinity. Annu. Rev. Plant Physiol. Plant Mol. Biol. 51, 463-499. doi:
10.1146/annurev.arplant.51.1.463)()

15.Lawlor, D.W.: Photosynthesis. 3rd Ed. — Scientific Publishers Limited, Oxford, 2001.

16.Munns, R. 2002a. Comparative physiology of salt and water stress. Plant Cell Environ. 25:239-250.

17.Levitt, J. (1980). Responses of plants to Environmental stresses, water, radiation, salt and other stresses,
Second ed., vol. I, Academic press, New York.

18.Lichtenthaler, H.K. (1987). Chlorophylls and carotenoids pigments of photosynthesis biomebranes. In:
Colowick, S.P.; Kaplan, N.O. (eds). Methods in Enzymology. Academic Press, New York, pp 350-382.

19.Munns, R. (2002). Comparative Physiology of salt and water stress Plant Cell Environ.,25:239- Nounjan,
N., Theerakulpisut, P., 2012. Effects of exogenous proline and trehalose on physiological responses in
rice seedlings during salt-stress and after recovery. Plant, Soiland Environment 58 (7), 309-315.

20.Murakeozy E.P., Nagy Z., Duhaze C., Bouchereau A.,

21.Tuba Z. (2003): Seasonal changes in the levels of compatible osmolytes in three halophytic species of
inland saline vegetation in Hungary. J. Plant Physiol., 160: 395-401.

22.Parida A.K., Das A.B., Das P. (2002): NaCl stress causes changes in photosynthetic pigments, proteins
and other metabolic components in the leaves of a true mangrove, Bruguiera parviflora, in hydroponic
cultures. J. Plant Biol., 45: 28-36.

109



paa ) Al ) sl e s = LAl 0l (D bl daa o) pulaall (axy A dalal) Sl dulpn

23.Pasala, R.K., Khan, M.L.R., Minhas, P.S., Faroog, M.A., Sultana, R., Per, T.S., Deokate, P.P., Khan, N.A.,
Rane, J., 2016: Can plant bio-regulators minimize crop productivity losses caused by drought, heat and
salinity stress? An integrated review. J. Appl. Bot. Food Qual. 89, 113-125.

24.Pinheiro, H.A., Silva, J.V., Endres, L. et al.: Leaf gas exchange, chloroplastic pigments and dry matter
accumulation in castor bean (Ricinus communis L.) seedlings subjected to salt stress conditions. — Ind.
Crop. Prod. 27: 385-392, 2008.

25.Pitman, M.G.; and A. L&uchli (2002). Global impact of salinity and agricultural ecosystems. In: Salinity:
Environment-Plants Molecules. Eds. Lauchli, A.; and V. Luttge. Kluwer, The Netherlands, 3—20.

26.Sabir, P., Ashraf, M., Hussain, M., Jamil, A.: Relationship of photosynthetic pigments and water relations
with salt tolerance of proso millet (Panicum miliaceum L.) accessions. — Pak. J. Bot. 41: 2957-2964,
2009.

27.Sadak M.S., 2015 - Pre-sowing SeedTreatment with Proline Improves some Growth, Biochemical
aspects,yield quantity and quantity of two sunflower cultivars grown under seawater salinity stress.
Scientia Agriculturae, 9 (1): 60-69.

28.Shtereva, L.A.; R. Vassilevska-lvanova; and T. Karceva (2015). Effect of salt stress on some sweet corn
(Zea mays var. saccharata) genotypes. Archives of Biological Sciences. 67: 993-1000.

29.Singh,P.K., Shahi,S.K., and Singh,A.P,. (2015). Effect of salt stress on physic-chemical changes in
Maize (Zea Mays L.) plants in response to salicylic acid,” Vol. 4, 1, pp. 69-77.

30.Singleton, L., Orthofer, R., and Lamuela-Ravents, R., 1999. Analysis of Total Phenols and Other
Oxidation substrates and antioxidants by means of folin- ciocalteu reagent. Methods in enzymology.
299: 152-178.stability, and agronomic performance of soybean withaltered fatty acid profiles, Crop Sci.,
2002, vol. 42,pp. 37-44

31.Taiz, L., Zeiger, E.: Plant Physiology. 5th Ed. Sinauer Associates, Sunderland 2010.

32.Tan, J.; Zhao, H.; Hon, J.; Han, Y.; Li, H.; Zhao, W. (2008). Effected of exogenous nitric oxide on
photosynthesis, antioxidant capacity and proline accumulation in wheat seedling subjected to osmotic
stress world. J. Agric. Sci., 4(3), 307-313.

33.Zhu, J. K. (2016). Abiotic stress signaling and responses in plants. Cell 167, 313-324.doi:
10.1016/j.cell.2016.08.029

10 10



