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Table 1. Mean square analysis of variance of data for measured traits in wheat cultivars under salinity stress (40 days

of salt treatment).
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Source of Variation %5 @b ghoot dry weight Shoot Na* Shoot K* Shoot K*/Na* ratio
Salinity (S) g 6.05™ 3372204 156" 237%
Cultivar (C) o5, 0.28m 54290* 18590 2.77"
S$xC 5 3% (5 390 0.03" 44255™ 1629 2.45"
Error s 0.08 3761 618 0.49
CV (%) Ol g g i 11.2 11.4 3.07 15.6
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ns: Non-significant, ** *:significant at 1% and 5% probability level respectively
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Table 2. Mean square analysis of variance of data for measured traits in wheat cultivars under salinity stress (100 days

of salt treatment).
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ns: Non-significant, **,*: significant at 1% and 5% probability level respectively
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Fig. 1. Na* concentration in leaf 3 of wheat cultivars for 40 days after 150 mM NaCl was added. Bars show the standard

error.
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Table 3. Mean comparison of wheat cultivars under salinity stress (40 days of salt treatment).

o A by S

stlop el SUis (159 (2lgp pluil o
Shoot dry weight Shoot Na* e el
Treatment Slesd (g"'plant) (pmol g' DW) Shoot K*/Na* ratio
Salinity (mM) (U0 o) (559
0 0 3.13% 1012 8.12¢
150 150 1.97° 967" 0.85°
Cultivar )
Kavir »e 2.78 640° 3.89°
Mahdavi §9o 2.53 456° 4.33b
Tajan o 2.35 506° 5.232

At o ire BUS gl)ls 0oy 0 Jlist mhaws 10 LSD fyge;l ulsl 5 5t jo 50 S i g > sl sl Sils

Means values within a column followed by the same letter are not significantly different (p=0.05) according to the LSD test
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Table 4. Mean comparison of wheat cultivars under salinity stress (100 days of salt treatment).
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it o ire BB glls 0oy 0 Jlais ! mhans 10 LSD fyge3T olsl 1 g 12 50 S e g > sl ls sl o SKileo
Means values within a column followed by the same letter are not significantly different (p=0.05) according to the LSD test
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Table 5. Mean comparison of wheat cultivars under salinity stress (40 days of salt treatment).
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Means values within a column followed by the same letter are not significantly different (p=0.05) according to the LSD test
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Fig. 2. Chlorophyll content in leaf 3 of wheat cultivras for 40 days after 150 mM NaCl was added. Bars show the

standard error.
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Fig. 3. Chlorophyll content in leaf 6 of wheat cultivras for 56 days after 150 mM NaCl was added. Bars show the

standard error.
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