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Article Info ABSTRACT
Article type: Background and objectives: Increasing water and soil salinity and the
Research Full Paper damage caused by it on plant products make it necessary to investigate the

effects of salinity on crops. Studying the physiological traits changes under
stress conditions is a suitable method for identifying the factors that affect
crop tolerance to salinity stress and selecting tolerant cultivars.

Materials and methods: A factorial experiment was conducted based on a
Article history: randomized complete block design with three replications in the research
Received: 2023-12-29  greenhouse of the faculty of Plant Production, Gorgan University of
Accepted: 2023-11-11  Agricultural Sciences and Natural. Experiment factors included the applying
four salinity levels with Hoagland solution (no application of salinity as
control, application of 30, 60, and 80 mM NaCl) and different soybean
cultivars (Hill, LBK, BP, Hog, Deer, Gorgan 3, Sahr, Hobbit, Williams, JK,
and LWK). In this experiment, soybean seeds were inoculated with
Rhizobium japonicum bacteria and planted in pots containing sand. The

Keywords: irrigation was done by distilled water from the planting until the appearance
Na*/K*ratio of the main leaf, and after that, Hoagland's solution (without nitrogen)
Nitrogen continued. Seedlings were harvested after 60 days and Na+ and K+
Proline percentage, Na+/K+ ratio, proline, nitrogen percentage, nitrogen yield, and
Salt Stress total dry weight were measured. Analysis of variance and comparison of the
Soybean means (LSD test) was done by the SAS software (version v9).

Results: The results show that with increasing the salinity, sodium
percentage, Na*/K* ratio, and proline amount increased and total dry weight,
potassium percentage, and nitrogen yield decreased. Deer cultivar with the
highest percentage of nitrogen at the levels of 0, 30, 60, and mM NaCl and
the lowest percentage of nitrogen reduction (28%) have the lowest total dry
weight reduction (54%) from the control treatment to the 80 mM treatment.
Hag cultivar have the lowest increase in sodium percentage and the lowest
percentage decrease in potassium absorption and the lowest Na*/K* ratio
compared to other varieties. LWK, LBK, and Sahar cultivars had the lowest
tolerance to salinity with the highest amount of sodium accumulation, the
highest Na+/K+ ratio, and low production of proline, and dry matter. The
results of correlation coefficients showed that there was the most positive
and significant correlation between total dry weight and potassium
percentage (0.904**) and nitrogen percentage (0.902**).
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Conclusion: According to the obtained results, it seems that the tolerant
cultivars deal with salinity stress with mechanisms such as more potassium
absorption and osmotic potential regulation. Among the investigated
cultivars and according to the measured indicators, the Deer cultivar was
recognized as a tolerant cultivar and can be used for cultivation in saline
lands and the Hag cultivar can be used in breeding programs.
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Table 1. Analysis of Variance and mean squares in evaluated traits
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Table 2- Comparison of Means of Varietyx Salinity interaction in evaluated traits

2% eShet) s

. , Oa s 3 Nas
Sos (r-'e) (Ao 3) V—;J—A (Ao y3) m«dbi (K osle D§ (Ao ) O)s % (s R Jf)
Salinity (mM)  Variety Na (%) K (%) li N (%) »°f
Proline er plant
(mg g-1Fw) gperp
" 0.431° 5.644% 0.0017 3.005% 754
LB.K 1.290%¢ 4.308" 0.00069¢" 2.896%% 5.107¢
B.P 1.285%° 5.009° 0.00056" 2.690° 7.309
ER 1.801° 6.704° 0.0007% 3.160° 8.509%
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Culs 2.559° 4.3240c 0.000873¢ 2.209 4,960
s 2.617¢ 3,723 0.000863" 2.53% 4.210°
1K 3.765° 4.475P 0.000793 2.425¢ 4.292¢
LW.K 3.699° 4.408 0.00069" 2.785° 5,124
" 2.924° 2.8005° 0.0013 1.90% 3.209°
LB.K 5.482% 2,169 0.00097¢ 2.29% 2.029¢
B.P 4.116° 2,068 0.00096 1.815 1.3439
1S dpr e St 4.279° 4.094° 0.00098¢ 2,025t 2,554
ke I 4.117¢ 2.292¢ 0.00121° 2.5052 4.686°
60 YOS 5 4.185¢ 2,600t 0.00112¢ 2.445° 3.7400
mh NaCl — 5.529° 2.004%¢ 0.00091¢ 1.92¢ 2.463%
Culs 4.442° 2.79% 0.0011¢ 1.635¢ 2.427°
Sl 4.441° 2.506% 0.001¢ 1.36¢ 1.604¢"

v



EXA N D)Lo.n.:} dY 0,92 “;ﬁl))‘ ulhl; ..\.3,’94

J.K 4.912b¢ 2.746%¢ 0.00091® 1.96°¢ 2.990¢d

LW.K 5.006%° 2.59p¢ 0.000803f 1.795¢ 1.1529

e 4.409¢ 1.363%® 0.00152 1.520¢ 1.6220¢

L.B.K 7.2982 0.891° 0.00119¢ 1.69%¢ 1.054¢f

B.P 6.472% 0.986° 0.00106¢ 1.095¢ 0.3979

Sla 6.198% 2.036% 0.00109¢ 1.54b¢ 1.154¢

Jgo ks Ar 3 5.658° 0.904° 0.00137° 2.20? 3.1002
e Ay IS Yol $ 5.507b¢ 1.400% 0.00119¢ 1.915% 2.030°
80 e 6.548 ® 0.990° 0.00103¢ 1.095de 0.608™
mM NaCl b b c of
Cola 6.691 1.056 0.00117 0.95e 0.796°"

el 5.577%¢ 0.896° 0.00109¢ 0.845¢ 0.646'

J.K 6.262% 1.2502 0.00119¢ 1.48 1.559¢d

LW.K 6.676 ® 0.872° 0.00099¢ 1.090¢% 0.369g

A a5l pme DUt 10 Jlez el 53 LSD a3 ol s S 20 G G 3 o pla 0 S0ls 05 a3
In each column, means with similar letter are not significantly different based on the LSD test at 5% probability
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Table 3. Correlation coefficients of measured traits
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Na e 1
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ns, * and **: Not significant, significant at 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively.
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