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Table 1. Mean comparison of genotype x salinity in levels of salinity for EM S studied genotypes.

Jsb Jsb S 39 SiS 038
agdls  azady, ala ) adlw 0097 Cuunss oy oy o
g} (ragile) (o gile) (55 5 5 iy B U
Shoot Root
length length Root dry Shoot dry Biomass
Genotype (cm) (cm) weight (gr) weight (gr) (an) K (%) Na (%) Na/K Ratio
L;‘;:fr ;’rtm 29.993 10.073 5.567 27.967 33.833 3.325 3.89 1.17
1 28.958™ 10.203®  5.367™ 30.700™ 36.067™ 2466  6.766 2.750"
2 27.167™ 10.250™  4.500™ 20.267™ 24.767™  3.082™ 4601 1.505™
3 29.773™ 9960™  7.300™ 32.767™ 40.067™  3.096™ 4587 1.483"
4 35967 9.787°  15.067" 71.200" 86.267"  3.058° 2447 0.804"
5 29.802™ 10.262™  5.600™ 33.600™ 39.200"° 2924 5755 1.982"
6 351237 11.553"  4.700™ 35.600™ 40.300®  2.867° 4.071™ 1.420”
7 26.083™ 10.875™ 18.300" 23.700™ 42,000 28107 5.161" 1.836"
8 35432" 8145°  8.367™ 44.333" 52,7000  3.440® 5046 1.467"
9 32.267" 11567  6.000™ 33.733™ 39.733"  3325™ 4.186™ 1.255"™
1 31.655™ 12.625°  5.233™ 28.933™ 34.167"  3173® 4817 1.519™
12 38.933" 10.738™  11.867™ 69.300" 81.167°  3.899° 1548~ 0.400”
13 30.657° 12705 7.433™ 36.900™ 44333® 2637 9289 3537”7
NaNo? 32.223™ 12553"  18.033" 68.333" 86.367°  3.325™ 2.203" 0.689"
IR29® 19.214" 10.630™  60.330™ 23.467™ 29.500™  2.727" 6.358" 23317
L s 338 0.837 8.042 11.956 16.885 0.268  0.5086 0.200
L sdoey 5054  1.113 10.700 15.901 22.455 0356  0.676 0.260

1,2,3 Genotypes with no mutagen treatment
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Fig. 1. Cluster analysis dendrogram of mutant lines obtained from EM Sfor sodium per centage.
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Fig. 2. Salinity effects on sodium to potassium ratio in mutant lines obtained from EM Sunder salt stress.
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Table 2. Mean comparison of genotype x salinity in levels of salinity for MNU+AZ studied genotypes.

Job Jsb S iy S s
azadle  azady, ale ) Al Oy ey oy s
i 555 (rogile) (o gile) (5 (5 5 by e b/ o
Shoot Root Root dry
length length weight Shoot dry Biomass
Genotype (cm) (cm) (or) weight (gr) (ar) K (%) Na(%) Na/K Ratio
L;i:‘T ;’rtm 29.993  10.073 5.867 35.342 33.833 3325 3933 1.199

1 28405 113767 35 23.833"™ 27.333"°  344™ 7117 2067

2 31.079™ 13685 ~ 55 3L.7™ 37.2® 29847 6364  2133"

3 28.658™ 11.271°  4.733® 25.033™ 20.767™ 29277 6536 2233

4 29.196™ 11.736°  4.733™ 275" 32233 2982 6135 2057

7 25167 113107  48™ 23™ 27.8™ 3.096™ 3.954™  1.281™

8 28.589™ 12.022" 43 225™ 26.8™ 3.44™ 7.224" 21"

10 26667 10.553®  6.99™ 28.3™ 3529™  3553® 51627  1.454"
IR29% 19.214" 10.630™ 6.033™ 23.467™ 29.5™ 2727 6358  2331°
NoNa® 322237 125537 18.033" 68.333" 86.367°  3.325™ 2293"  0.689"

L sdoes 2861  0.946 1.433 6.778 7.7021 0.255  0.448 0.138
L Sosy 3.826 1.265 1.918 9.082 10.305 0.342 0.6 0.183

360 Hlews Jlasl gy aals sla i VoYY
1,2,3 Genotypes with no mutagen treatment
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