uﬁ) @]_;; > ‘sjaa;.oaé@..ailj

Fnvironmental Stresses in Crop Sciences

V6o Ol opilez oslod (add sl M
<, 1+14-1-¥4
"7{’&4[’ http://dx.doi.org/10.22077/escs.2020.3670.1889

A ,.m.é" 9 ! o

L 5ol 0387 Can 3 § yolis CAle S B (Seime g O (6398 Liliceo z-glaw i

(Salicornia bigelovii Torr.)

ro|,:'&,} doxo ‘r‘s;‘.ﬁ.'i Oy G0 ‘\4..’1’:55| il yuy g0l fﬂ).’qd) O lLe
Ol 03 53,9188 sy 5 Ghisel «lieins Glojls sypd Sk Lo 55 50 ylobinl )

Ol 05 455,9L8S g5 5 byl «lindon Glojle (598 Sliniod (o 3 5o Gl Y

Q9/41 /%Y 5 ey dea,b QAN tedl s b

onSe

als adgle augi yo (gobauBl )l (uiols 5 ygusbemn ST a5 0§ Joxs Juloas (Salicornia bigelovii Torr.) Ui yeSulu
g Aliso 5o los ) 4igS ()l STy alllao jeliio 42 .ol 0092 7yl Giduael obS G plgiedr (5595 03U B pan 9 (9,
IV A DY ol yoid o (5l ylous s ool (659 lining Lo 35 30 53 1S5 F L g (Bl Wols 25k I o (bl oo
AL g o5 oo lid gl ad and w)lgals sbyd o (o908 Gud) 5l ooliciasl b 45 g1 yiay (ks jgwd WV 9 VY
Foig B oo 392 ol yod LS 9 F 059 ST L (5)eh Sl (Jg esls (Aulpdlly SUAS g g poliie oy (s jows
YOIA g¥ele AV/e Q1D P/ b s yioy uios juowd A Sl b dunns o 53 yiop (i jsmwd W 3 F N B Y (gl ylod yo
ool o5 ol G381 b 091 o )3 FIIY gFA/A YV Yo /Y FY/F b iy SUis ()59 950 53 S (ylime o2l g3 sy
¥V 6gd 50 o Far o )lus L S Glime (2 5 e 9 (0 %S Sl (6513 Sxo 9 (59910 Wig) oLS 0 Lus L S S (seime
1331 oleS o)LL 55 s 9 IS CALE (T (5550 (ol 391 b 090 w0 pd FAIY 9 YFIA Jluio s g oy (ks 50 WV 9
ol il 50 Sad a2 b L ysSllis 50 (350 &1 Joox (ol ol s (sl 1l oS sy g S polis clild
3l (Jg nalod oo Casli 1) L yeSdliv (aULelS (ylgi aSSul cpoud « polic oand Culsld 09 g0 plomsl (g ol i 3230 51 g
3L el ygam 30 (o Sy95 5IUT g Lo 595l (glag it ()] (i I g Al (oo 13l oL (gladgle (o))l » ywSS )0
010 Pl (s 4

ULl cdgle (unm 359b (g ol il (b0 ST i gudS (slooly

oS S plgisa S Dpgen 6 550l b pa
Glenn et al., ) cusl 009 7 ke die) cpl ;o Liduaal
ol e 15 oL (nl meb Oyson 4z 51 (1998
Ayala )aiS o o, (Bys3) ol pl g Lo J>lges o Sas
Glaal b oS oyl cslS b=yl b «(and O’Leary, 1995
el oS35 w0y ) wile Lis blis 5y, (goladl
ol &b sloslainl b wis g (gogmw (ylius ye ¢ g1 ye ouie

doddlo
OBlS (598 4 ol g CoaSh Of wlie 0geS
s oo i swesnj ysd slow! gl jloslinul (sl
oLlS Sl esliul b (g5,5lis lgame adgs o laly o
Ranjbar and ) coul ooged plibolos! 1) Cuw ;g
Ls,s5Jls .(Anagholi, 2018; Ranjbar et al., 2016
S S el Cnsyen LS I S (Salicornia spp.)
3 s apile ool @ sl Jes sty GbS
5 by, als wdsle 0y ale coladl i3, ,Siocs b

Ranjbar71@gmail.com :sg xS Gy .z Cpmmmallé 1655uly 003,55



\fe. . Qb““)“\f‘)‘h?‘gsc'l)}f}]&)é . LSL“’W

VeV

Glenn et al., Attia etal., 1997) 5,.5 1,8 solals y50
(1991

oo55 Sy u...mlf (e ‘5)5..» oW ‘QL..A 4.‘701
poe b G ohy Comms oSy ol Jeuily (2alS Jdoay
L .(Flowers and Colmer, 2008) ssi 0 (So3 oy3le
e sl lS5l (5,50 55 blis 8 HLS Syl
Los o i Ol 2o L s (S wipoe )G
Coos ilie 13 1) 093 wo,lels 4y ] Jiil 5l coslas
pebas g5l S0 (o895 5 008 Clallons masuny IS
(FsSly 3o of o g oy i b aS 00 50 1 (g
S9d plml (Bgy 93 2 4 b g (Sgenl SlLS 5 e
.(Ranjbar and Anagholi, 2018)

plxl Canyed OLLS 51 g)keas )3 Sreml eulas
053 Ol Juily ppols zals blay o] aS> el oo
polie (asin Soiele s Bosle o 50wt jgumms
Siled @oz 993 8L 53 s 5 5 wiile alagg oL
&z (Meng et al., 2018) ol avsls Ol G Ll i
Coled o (65 ylime ial38l Jdods o)l jo Sad ol
gl o s olulis xS g wliEl
51 e oolaul Wlgs oo a5 «(Grattan et al., 2008)
Ll axlge i Lol o> o |y laseS ol adgle
Cansj dunslie s oglle ialejl opl 5l Baa .(Abdal, 2009)
wilizee slacs,58 b )] Ll pd o ol (sadgs 005
9 peedS 5 L i el jolie gex (i (o) 2
Lyls opl cod olS o)lsls puSE ez pizen

.09.3

o sogy 9 Sl
& S. bigelovii Torr. 455 1Sl asdlas jelaie a
30 S 5o abesl cnl (ol (590 calise sl les
50 Ombesl ol plsl VYAV Ll jo (5590 Olagon e
oo Lawgie o ol S5 F L g dolas WelS & b LG
Olaess b oS (Blo a2 )3 VA 9 V7 o gy &l 5 4l
MDY Jols joi O sl L g o 5 oile £ Sleo
G, 5 ooliiul L aS gy yie sy etoysews VY s V)Y
A5 Al el ol poged

558 loalags LVYUANno.1 559) )4 cuils
Sl s plosl VYAVeLe,3T VY b s (G

Hodges et al., ) el oaisplosl aisds glaJlw jo by
(1993

59 LyeSdle cnls b bls )l jo iz milie gy
Lyl b 4y as olS opl aS aes o lis Lo e bl
SB ol 5 Sl Sk 2o g Ol (5,58 ol
Aoz 0)93 Sy gl WS oo alg (Sglite uloges e
3ls i S8 Gblie (B2 50 Ly Sl ()l anmnys
e FY B YA cdale ULy of 5l eolitul Lol i cos a8
Siad elege (5 YO BT o el 0B olS (2 5o
Abdal,) Jloe aslllas (Glenn et al., 1991) wles odgs
asS 5 LSl Gl Glacaist s, » 2009
oz 50 olsS adgle sl oolitl g gudsi pologm (5 55|
o> o o 5l eoliiwl Lyl s jo olS plas ols ylas plo
5,Skos Wilgi oo eyid )3 p 5 heatF e v BYFL e sl
wled adgr LS o (B VY vga> 0 Sis oole

L codsolll oy Gide jo aS ol olis Slibsd
5 oy ped C8L L S G 0 S, bigelovii a8 cuils
Sl s s ol il Jdsa S Cgllas Lozl
Ol ey oeiariiems YAss sl (2825 ST L
Sebley S (335 JLSe )0 (5 V0 sgas o (60 Shee
abgl atwlyn 9 20, (Benes et al, 2005) o403
o515 (Ranjbar and Pirasteh-Anosheh, 2020)
&bl Lulyd 50 L )sSlle jpdigr qodsSlaz 5145 is S
Jeeily o Guien s PY (6558 b oo bmds ST L
Gy )l ) Sas pj BSe pe 5 WYY oy
S omoises W oss Ol L olS (b a8 500
S 0 Sas 59 9 Shee (5 ¥ U Wilgi g w5 s)b!
el adg

S. bigelovii Torr. 45 L5 ,sSle sladiss oy
by weys Aozl auke Sl Shy (Fp Rl Jdoa
5 SOS-T sy 99 5 08 (Hllal slaasliyy o)y 9,
Oy e By ol ol ol 8 ee 5 aisS ol 5ISOS-10
Selgh g5 lins e 9 38 3 1, 0 Sdes 5 89, (e
0,99 2 ;S 455 onl (IS jebay woges
ysbas (Glenn et al., 1999) il o als o5 ¥V adgs

4 jol8 oje, Yoo

Ve g 08, o 1P G olaie ol las o Ve lhugie
alus 4 (Hodges et al., 1993) sog aluS )] a0

plo i ;o Wlg oo a5 (g LTVl aiss (ol



Yoy L ys5dlo 0395 oy g polic clale S soime ol (69 cilisue polaw b 1) Ses 5z,

SAR = Na [\]

\/(Ca2++Mg2+)
2

ey Mg? 5 Ca*" Na® glayg cdale UL Jgo 3,0

2o S gl ojlas 1o miite 5 eelS uai il
i il 5o (Uly (Sldes

o Ve Do w g Jlelolog0 0,0 58 ol sla,les

4 oS sl G2iSTy 5 UL o 5L @ ax gl Bl aalol

«Ranjbar et. al., 2017; Glenn et al., 1998) 54,55

bloss sl sl Oliee 42 5 LS 59y 4w o (k]
Y8 Lialesl 0,90 Job j0 laylals S sbay .0u0 )5 8 e
Slals Gialejl )90 Jsb jo Guizmen a5l cog
1X8) 0,90 3 eolaiwl b 39550 5150 40 90 Jelxe b L g0
J ool sl onl s wiad gilel (5
Slade 235 plnil ) Sy ) )5S0 095 5l e S FIT s S
B0+ 5 V0« ol ST bolyor Jolmo ol 51 2 e V -+
3 Ceg 90 0 (S ebay ol colaiul cllS 5l ey 5,
O 2 sl Al sy 05 AR aie dags L]
Aol g ctlsy S b 5 LS oot G e
039 xS o3l sl e OlalS b (65505l 55
oS ile az o Ve les o el FA Gow 4 (Sl
ladiged 3 035 & S5 Gy Samd ol S gl

el Cavots S oole dojo

Wb el (6598 A G dl e 50 LSSl
Ranjbar et al., 2019; Ranjbar and Pirasteh-)
F,b b Sen baaig obx! jslais 4 (Anosheh, 2018
Yool o ialel s pll il OT L syl
ORISR JER SO AR Y AP N
SIS o o ol (FAYS 5 FUAY JAY Cod sy o0
uLA.;..Q.?u Ql.i.um.\)‘ )l ooLEz;'..wlo)j.o S o LS)LLQK’ 4.:5.) Y
Slaize b jeds oluwl Hles jon Jobo o &bl ()50
25,5 4y OV -F' YAFQ'E o YA® FY' -Y/Y-"N
V sz o eolituljse ol 5 S Gl sl S
S oloss slo Sg s mSeslil gl ol 0 03]
Al 03ls Hee e doe ¥ SNl idiged uls St 1 e
Oliee 3,5 sl Sy ) & S él
Ol 3l 65 ojlas 5 el IS g 5l Gy (PH) e
Sl S o olpe b 5Sejlwl Richards, 1954)
4 Mg™) majeie 5 (C) IS «(Ca®") pends” (HCO3)
B b (SO4”) Sl ol e -0 (5 S0l Y gins alns
S Ole g el Cewdty lagygil ez g L5l goz
W) ambre nj Jsed wlul  GAR) o ol

.(Richards, 1954)

Shelosl 5o eoliuls ya0 o 9 (eluidl o)lae) SB oland sl S ) Jou
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Table 2. Mean of squres for the effect of salinity on fresh weight (FW), dry weight (DW), dry matter percentage (DMp),
ash content, calcium (Ca), chloride (Cl), sodium (Na) and potasium (K)of pickleweed (Salicornia bigelovii) shoot

a0 09 odlowsy
Source of H sl 039 Sl Sl A S & o el
variation =% Df FW DW DMp Ash Ca* Cr Na* K*
® (%)
Salinity S 5 47.318™ 1.277 9.870™ 133.026™ 0.041™ 29.472" 21.008" 0.113™
Error s 18 8.436 0.279 3.656 3.150 0.005 1.589 0.721 0.085
CV. (%)  Olped o po 13.065 18779 15.051 5.087 18.772 9.164 10.696 21.314

ns: non-significant; ** significant at 1% probability level.
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Fig. 1. Comparison of mean fresh weight (A) and dry weight (B) of pickleweed (Salicornia bigelovii) under different
saline water treatments. The column with similar letter had no significant difference based on LSD 0.05.
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Fig. 2. Response cure for trend of changes in fresh weight (A) and dry weight (B) of pickleweed (Salicornia bigelovii) in

different saline water levels
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Fig. 3. Comparison of ash percent of pickleweed (Salicornia bigelovii) under different saline water
treatments. The column with similar letter had no significant difference based on LSD 0.05.
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Fig. 4. The response of concentration of CI- (A), Na*(B), Ca?*(C) and K*(D) ions in pickleweed (Salicornia bigelovii)

shoot to different saline water levels
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Table 3. The results of correlation of the traits with fresh and dry weight of pickleweed (Salicornia bigelovii)
oolo duo 0
Fojy Sy Sas Fus el A 2w
FW DW DMp Ash Ca* Cr Na*
DW ShS o9 0.836™
DMp s oole  -0.101M 0.786™
Ash yS 0.010™ -0.194" -0.374"s
Ca? S’ 0.563" 0.602" 0.741* -0.716™
Cr A 0.060™ -0.085" -0.285"™ 0.961* -0.702*
Na* mow  -0.019™ -0.18™ -0.330™ 0.978" -0.685™ 0.961*"
K* pewly  -0.074 0.621" 0.237" -0.359" 0.082" -0.418" -0.470"

ns: non-significant; * significant at 5% probability level.
FW: Fresh weight, DW: dry weight, DMp: dry matter percentage.
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Table 4. The results of stepwise regression analysis for determining the most effective traits on fresh weigh

and dry weight of pickleweed (Salicornia bigelovii)

Partial R?§
g Model R2§
Step o Trait céuwo § 5 SJaw o pvalue
1 eSSBS 0801 09801  0.003"
Fresh 5 059 Ca?" concentration
weight © o edale
8 2 ey SBLE 0080 09881  0.043"
K* concentration
Dr .t e
weight & 1 2 o oeelSBE G900 09752 0.001"
s Ca?*" concentration
2 ey SBLE ) 0153 09855  0.027"

K* concentration

aoy0 ) 50 Jiol ol (o o pay o pme ® g ®

* and ** significant at 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively

§ The partial R? relates to the trait in each step and the model R? relates to all traits until that step.
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