uﬁ) @]_;; > ‘sjaa;.oaé@..ailj

Fnvironmental Stresses in Crop Sciences

160 Ol opilgz o slod (addlg M
<, 1110-11Y0
"7/."&4[’ http://dx.doi.org/10.22077/escs.2020.3412.1856

A ,.««.é 3% lio

O3 4 ls” o 5elgs migd a0 Wlho By 9 (693 9 el Euogud b 3 Hlowd gt ST

294 Bty i (Zea mays L.)

T pSiidgy Al o i (559,98 (e oy (hluan 0 3 (gud aible
Slel Glaal )l ez auged olBiils «(g5,5liS 0uSiils (S pole (6 55 (gemiils )
el Glsal ol ez auged olRiils ((63,5laS 0uSiils « S5 pole 05,5 sl Y
Slsal lgal e s olKiils «(g5,5laS saSliils (S pgle 05,5 JLoliwl ¥
Sl lal ol ez dugud olRisls (53 ,5laS ouSiils «bLs Fllal g el 09,8 JLeisls ¥

AR/ FITY b iy G0 AR/Y/Ye el yo & )6

PR

aalS S0 3olg adgdy90 lbo (B 1 32 (59 yaie § ] Sevogud b 55 334 sloud Gy 3B (omiy 2 GB93 (] plowil 51 Bua
291555 s b (Bolad JolS S sl B )3 ouiba 5 o ;F @ ygos (Sl lojl jolite (s D9 S ()9 T Caxd )3
2 ooz jmd A g V1Y (S iUl ol b i 35 41 50 9 50 e SB) S (659 Jold o)l (slojlad s (2] ailels
Wgoheo ¥ [HA] sl Shogu yid 32 055 oo YO+ o Jslome Jold) gebaws ¥ 55 5ds sloud ey 9 (bl 59556 lgies (o
Olgeds ydy slowd oy pos 3 [HAHZN] (59, Slidgus jUg0 lon P+l Sngad sl 31 055 sloo YO+ Jolxo [ZN] (595 wlidlgun
31 omg 9 o S LSS 50 90y < laio y30 Lot b o ydy (3lwaiidl Joo il any idgs o8 3 55356 lgicas [Co] walis
oo (it gl ok (53503l Loy S 5991 5B 98 y90 lio (B 31 9 Sl 1 (o 1T 0 yp0as LAZBLS S (At i CulsdS
9 UG sl 5T ladio ul331 9D @ Judg IS o5y rdans el ) 9 (2l plil S (359 9 Job I Sixe SIS Casly (g9 o5
Slas ol o Fre Sial38l ey (59 9 dommsl SCragad b 59y jload (hong Lol il 053 azdlS 50 (rg 5 5l 9 3 goant Sk 3 g
955 SB35 0 55 5 azalS by sl as i Sgu 33 1y p3U oyt HATZN jlos omiy 23590 lojloud (ot 30 b
ooliiusl 3 (59 i 313 3 Cradg 3y 5D 5 9 3 gt SbanS 3y guw 3 SUBLS (Sl 5T Cardlxd 500 (o iy il 59 e
o Gty 35 31 i 525 sl Sorogud b 393 o Gl 5T (rimo g b o lien 1o lous 2l 43 Con [HAFZ] s 51

091 59y g 3l eoliswl b 5o

e S SUBTS 30 gy SS90 <5 1 s el 0 05 51 15l 51005y

Ol sl (65)5LES )0 o 5 su JSiie ST )t
Gops S o aes Rals ) ol Wls oo (5,98 GBS
S sba 55 (smml 5 iy S Aol | oS
maiz 5l 6,98 mizee (Munns, 2002) sas o ialS
gousie JI glaslne oz g pudgilio 5 3L o
el s s Jsko olgps bl 5 g)luly o oS

doddlo
iz Elgil b o i 55 (65,9l Slgarme oy
Sool azlge (Si3 5 (69 sl (St SO AS ]
oo Sl i e 5l 6,9s (Qadir et al., 2014)
5 o Slsarms 00,3 Yol oy o wiilion (G
o5 Ol ol 551 65)0aS s Gl slae 3 ¥
oS obxT3l (Schroeder et al., 2013) wlosls 1,3 ,5b

rashidifardatefeh95@gmail.com : s xS cas 0,3 (gand, dible oKl 00 K5 *



VEee lias O F ol el); pole o Jame sl i

\RRT4

iz Galpl e g Glady ) e (8 S Rl
Mahmoudi et al.,) el LS o) 505 olie ol
5 il lawg Ol Cis iolj8l aawlsa ol ol (2014
ST St AP FESRVES PR I CERRI PR PEICI I
g G0 Cael & a>g L .(Moghadam, 2013) aes
@4y kg )9aS )0 Jpame (pl CiS ) e Sl
ol SBaol 6)eh 4 (el oS (nl Comlas 5 Coenl
$9) 9 Sel Seogen 08 r’l’ o Soe b G
Seislsdetise Slie (S p n N ledlin Ojgen

28,3 ol S5 (5,8 5 Il o 0,9 azalS

B g, g dlge

Ay YIV) S 5,08 mhw g0 0 ShlS adlas
Slpdos AlxdS 0 WA o ;0 (oo ey j g
Al pll leal e apd oKy (g5,5liS suSiasls
Vo) e U 5l adlas ol o colaiuls ge S
Oy e o8l (65,9LaS 0uSLiils de jo (5 o sl
2 oy ) VIV (S oSl colan o blB (gl a5 5lgal
SISl gee 5 09,5 S 198 5l g 9 00 s 2 (e
O wlberd 5 (Sojed Shiogas (S ek ¥
Ayt b S ad Sz () o) 08 s pSesll
NaCl oglice polie 00,5 a8lol b (e 5 puies j )
5% SpSoilul g S FokS o 4 Jolne )50
NaCl juie o s dbl, O ol glasl o)las
@ adlhos jse S o gLl ojlac (5,50 g cadadlal
5L50 90 polie coanliwwsds adasly (59, 5l s 9 Sl o
Blal S 4y s g0 (6,50 phaw 4 yoww, sl NaCl
.(Mass and Hoffman,1997) a5,

O LS 50 005 po ST Jolxe slaaid 5 (o
5k ool e ol BransS glid ole ool
Ol 5o S o lalS 5 b e el (55 5 e
Page et ) wil oo 213 olie () 05eS Gl )ls LS
co HlS o Slee deug slo g, 51 S (@l 1990
Martinez-Medina et al.,) col [los i ¢ a5 Lol
sl sl 5T yas b el Hd Jled i (2016
e g Jsle w8 g clil g Slaes| ST L
a1 Sl S Eely o il 5 95500 sl
Sle i H9ds peized Ded o0 (SimS| sladisS I LU
55095 dlsz Sa w353 s ;0 (18,5 )18 Sl e 00
9 09l (S 1y 095 (slady) piawew (5550055 ooy (b
- b S S sl Slse 5 O oslhe i Ly
Nazar) wiw) oo (395551 al> o g 00 Jowgtd s sl
s9d HlesS i slaiy, e (6t al, 2011
@w ~5~»—-‘f “—i*-*-“‘ﬁw‘ ~5--~‘f5)~\»-‘°
Igbal) wslse (So3slsm Sowarln 5 (5092 Sialyy
@n) s, yaie s3l> LS 5 1,51 (and Ashraf, 2005
Slgarms SoeS g CobsS Sgnr Slp (Seege Slge 15 g
ailes 318 oolatwls,ge  gloo s jsbay  (g5,5laS
.(Sheteiwy et al., 2016; Mohamed et al., 2017)
b 035 sl 5 oo e 525t 13 53, e
0309 oRIP sk slad o Sles 5 lonsle L
-5l sl Bl adgs 5 GlalS 659,k 5 o) 0aiS S o0
Bady and Jini, ) oS o Wyl cogee jlwn s SlagST
9 dday W) 50 @yl Bosb I 5 del Siagen (2011
22l Bpas ol Gl cel oS o Gym rals
o8 Cude OISl 0gd o (Sis il cou bl
b 3 G55 G e 51 a0 el Sagen

ousodliiuwl S (ol 9 (K938 s Sig Fp ) 9o

Table 1. Some physical and chemical properties of the used soil
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!Calcium Carbonate Equivalent
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Table 2. Variance analysis of salinity Stress and priming on vegetative, physiological and biochemical traits of maize
seedlings

Olyedd g @Ol azys algp el Job  (alss il SS 5y ey SS9 S 5 b

S.0.V df Shoot Length Shoot Dry-Weight Root Dry Weight Leaf Area
-l 2 12.43 0.001 0.006 250.87
Replication (R)
o 1 1765.93" 16.17" 2.57" 13737.73*
Salinity (S)
S x 415 2 0.072 0.013 0.008 56.12
Rx S
Sl Gy 3 309.97" 1.6 0.152™ 2003.47"
Priming (P)
o et X 298 3 13.72" 0.2612" 0.0120 11.03
SxP
i 12 0.33 0.025 0.0019 12.98
Error
Oyt g 1.27 5.81 4.87 2.61
CV (%)
Table 2. Continued alol .Y Jgus
LS

Slpti e @351 Chlorophyll  Chlorophyll  UUE <edld SOD colled ondgn

S.0.V df a b CAT Activity SOD Activity Proline
S 0.005 0.00006 0.0003 137 0.0009
Replication (R)
O 1.062" 0.114" 0.2762"" 66234  13.11"
Salinity (S)
SOl 0.006 0.0001 0.00009 0.489 0.0009
Rx S
e 4 0.1994" 0016~ 0.0247"" 16523 0.4084™
Priming (P)
rp St Ot 0.0004™  0.0009™ 0.0092** 0.1776™  0.1368™
X
(1228
12 0.0027 0.0007 0.0003 1.006 0.0048
Error
Oyt ot 5.95 10.06 10.25 3.08 5.6
CV (%)

TN oy lo gime g lo gime pé s 5 a4 ¥ gns

ns and **: Non-significant and significant at 1% probability level, respectively
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Table 3. Mean comparison of the seed priming on vegetative, physiological and biochemical traits of maize seedlings in

non-saline and saline soils (slice by salinity)

g2 plail Jgb - (algp pluil Sis 53 ady) SS9 Sy g
Shoot Length Shoot Dry-Weight Root Dry Weight Leaf Area
cm g pot’! cm?
o S Co 473354 2.596° 0.945¢ 135.290 ¢
HA 59.335°% 3.837® 1.326® 170.133°
,,..». Zn 52.366 ° 3.503° 1.236° 160.068 ¢
NonSaline  ga+zn 62270 4227° 1390 ¢ 179.773 ¢
Co 27.144 ¢ 1.582°¢ 0.416° 89.31°¢
o S HA 40.651° 1.950° 0.580° 119.033"
Saline Soil Zn 39.136°¢ 1.666 © 0.566° 115.401°
HA +Zn 45.770 2 2.392 0.723 2 130.754 @
Table 3. Continued alol.¥ Jgos
Chlorophyll  Chlorophyll SUBL culled SOD collas odey
a b CAT Activity SOD Activity Proline
g g 'FW- U.mg"' protein-mm---m-n-- mg g'FW
o SB C, 0.854 ¢ 0.27° 0.037 ¢ 19.665 °© 0.356 ¢
HA 1.966 * 0.376 ° 0.084° 27.653° 0.543°
)9..»' Zn 1.061° 0.286° 0.085° 29.4799 © 0.483 ¢
NonS-(S;iz:lme HA +Zn 1.256 ® 0.396 ® 0.093 @ 32.076 0.623 #
Co 0.413° 0.146 © 0.140 © 30.5414 1.396 ¢
o S HA 0.773 # 0.213 % 0.326" 37.774 ¢© 2.156°
Saline Soil Zn 0.663° 0.176 ®¢ 0.306° 40.195° 2.101°
HA +Zn 0.831° 0.240 ® 0.386 ® 42.407* 2.346°

Al (P S 10 0) syl g Bllis (STl gl asls wiz gel ell (608 a8 50 g et B 40 S e By > sl sl Kl
Means with similar letter(s) in each column and each level of salinity are not significantly different (P < 0.05), according to the

Duncan's multiple range test at 5% probability level
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Fig. 2. Effect of soil salinity and seed priming of maize on (a) leaf area, (b) chlorophyll a and (c)
chlorophyll b (slice by salinity). Means with similar letter(s) in each each level of salinity are not
significantly different, according to the Duncan’s -test at 5% probability level.
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