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Collection of Sesuvium portulacastrum Germplasm in Hainan Island
and Salt Tolerance Test

RUAN Xue-yu, DING Guo-hua, CHEN Yu-kai, SI Ting-ting, Ousmane Ahmat Souleymane,

ZHAO Fang, ZHENG Wen-wei, WANG Xu-chu
( College of Life Sciences , Hainan Normal University , Haikou 571158 )

Abstract: In order to collect and evaluate the wild germplasm resource for Sesuvium portulacastrum (L. )
L. in the Hainan Island, we conducted five times of sample investigation in the coastal areas around the Hainan
Island through eastern and western lines. Sixteen wild populations of S. portulacastrum (L. ) L. were found from
11 cities or counties. We further collected information of the geographical distribution, growth environment, and
associated plants for these S. portulacastrum (L. ) L. germplasms. By analyzing their distribution characteristics,
we found that S. portulacastrum (L. ) L. was mainly distributed in beach and coastal areas with an average
elevation about 7.4 m, ranging from north latitude 18°14'-20°05’ N to east longitude 108°39'-110°59" E. 27
associated plants for S. portulacastrum (L. ) L. were observed. We further analyzed the morphological and
physiological characteristics of these plants under different salt conditions, followed by the principal component
analysis to evaluate their salt tolerance ability. The wild germplasms collecting from Jiangnancheng in Haikou City
and Qinglan Port of Wenchang City showed higher salt tolerance, whereas the samples from Yangpu Xinyingwan
in Danzhou City and Yanjin Village in Lingshui Li Autonomous County were more salt-sensitive. Altogether, this

study achieved a systematic investigation of the wild S. portulacastrum (L. ) L. germplasm resource in Hainan
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Island, and found several wild germplasm resource which served as valuable materials to unlock the molecular

mechanism for salt tolerance in S. portulacastrum (L. ) L..

Key words: Sesuvium portulacastrum (L. ) L.; halophytes; Hainan Island; germplasm resources;

geographical distribution; salt-tolerant physiology

1 21k ( Sesuvium portulacastrum (L. ) L. ) &7
5B} ( Aizoaceae ) 1 5515 J& ( Sesuvium L.) #854), F
B KA P I o AT 2 D b KT i AT 11 T
M Al T T — P AR LR Y TR AR
ZEL0r 3 R AR K 20~50 om, XA 2R AR
AT 4B 4-7 A SR IE i R,
TS e 2 U T A AR R A T S, R — Rl
AL R LT R AR A R A

T VG A AR R P TR 306 5 R 7, ok B8 RN i 4
J& & B B A RR AN 2P, HBA X R s g
BRI 4 R B TR O W DY A R OK R
427K (0~600 mmol/L ) [ 45 FPER ik BE AT T AR K
g AR G s U, L A, A AR
B E AR, 38 Y R TR B TR v E U A
K, ol BAE KR ESEFIAE 100~300 mmol/L Z
[, Y4538, 75 900 mmol/L 581k £k vk JiE b
I, 9 4 K B A2 Fm R, 76 1000 mmol/L
SN 0 A v = ER VA VT AT AR RE A T — B[]
(BN R S v I | I 0 X 72 SRy T R
Hb R E 10 A R AT VBRI — o i A2
PEUP YRS, 1 A XA BOR B AE T, ik
AU 32 R R AEAE AR D AN A ST
R IR By R AR 5 (4 T R I A R B AR IR
WeFE (5~10 pmol/L ) (7K 28 1] DU HERE B P A= K
KE L I, U Tk A R A T R TG e R
BV J7, I b B AR AR T 5 W AR R
B AW RS A, TSR AR 25 PR IR AR X 75 G
AT AEIE S AL B SR A
L B E A IR E SRR A e — R AT
R PV 7 9 B A T R SR A O AR B
o T 1R TR 30 58 A R 1Y AR BRAR A R L
RFFERIR A, FUTi 020 T HLER g B i b -7, o
22 1) T Ey 1A i 6 5 PRI D) R 3 o e R PR R A5 31 56
TENS S e ST R 5L P N S5 SRR 4 T
PEUE T TR L R IR

T S 1A FE A T AT R AT T TR VDA X
FE T A K VO R A A AL oA, (H
H AR S 14 i 58 2 2R S — Hb X AR T
HHLUAE R AR LR AR A AR AR 5T, I AR

T 5 T T 1 B A R IR AT R etk W R R B X
G 7RI R 5 ELAR S A A 6] AR S AL A= 2
Bt = HHIESY . ASBFSEE ik X1 S e R
SV L DX A R GEVE R A A T AR IR R
Wy R S O T LU, AR AR TR [ AR S
kg, Al S oy SR IR R S v R A R T —
WA, Sy i — 25 & R S 3 L T 5 5ty
F s B2 U5
1 MRE5FE
1.1 #RlEE

R ARV P 02 A 3 MO | S R AR R I VA P T T
SCET BT 7T BRK B =T, DA P2k
PN T B B ARARE BT E AR i 11 A4
M EAE R RFEH . FIFH GPS 5Lk T 76 3t ()
ZREBRE AR EE A . X IR S AR AR A R O ik
AFRES A BB 5%, e AR VR S G FEVA L A 20 m Y
I A LA AR R, S IR E A 1 f i
R o et XS IX N R A R T IR
FERAE T A ¥ TV RE &, A2 1 R DT R 2 A A T Y
R BPA CAT A 8, SR FH A AR, X LA o i
TTRAE . HIRHA TR T 2018 29 H & 2019 4 5
H I 5 R38R B PR A SR, J 4 TR T I B IX
(45 BATE, e ZON B 11 AT R 16 X
SR A BIF A U Ey 1, ELACRAE M5 43000 R - T T
(R ER S R R 3R, SC 2 T T R s R AR s, Bl
TFWERS, 5 T i bk, Bk 28005 A G B3RSk
FK I, =T M X A BRI, SRR B FA
BB, R TR A, BVERR AR B
VR R A N T A R A R TS V3 L A A K T
3L,
1.2 #HREMEALE

TE B A K HE B K 338 5 14 1 B O AR AR A
FEA FECE A 1 AT s AT X A i 25 B, 4
4 em K K A FGT i T U5 2R B A Tk AR (IR
M) b, FR R B T BAR T R R IR A i
AWEKEEE 7 d, FE KRG, R0 1 R e 12 %8
WLl SR L W 7 (49 d) IR, PRI
Hh X i 5 5 4 71 & 45 600 mmol/L NaCl 14 1/2 8=
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e 25 FECE SR W IR AT e Ab 3 R W 3 A 3L [E] 15
d, B 5 d K 1 U LURA PR 3E FRAK & b 25 T8 7Rk
FOAE o A A G T T U T R O A ok
FE, 43 B 2R FH 0,200,400, 600, 800, 1000 mmol/L
NaCl O b 5 A Hb D S v R4 7 11 51 A9 1
¥, 38 32 %2 J5 45 HY 600 mmol/L NaCl 4bFfif3a
22 5V I ., PRI 4 600 mmol/L NaCl Ak Hi
VWA SR A () b DX 1A i P 4 5 ) ROV B
DL 172 B A 22 58 FR WAL BRAE g X BR(CK ), I8
TR Ab S R R 1R A B S A 16 Rk T
1.3 NEREHRRTE

SIS RS 16 K WCAR AR, AH [R] Ab 3 1E B
P BRI T RPN Fr, 647 2R BRAR BR 0
TR 3 AEE . SHERRE D 2Nr
ALV R R 7 I AR K I R
i AR S N R S A A R AR
A AR AT B R
1.4 HiEabE

JH Microsoft Excel 2010 347 J5i 4 £ 415 2% 3 I
THANT HEZH S5 A AR 1 -2 (B FbR o 2, SPSS
24.0 #F 17 F 5 43 43 Hr ( PCA, principal component
analysis ),

FR PRI A5 2 ) S e B , 13 S e B 2H B
AR B A E, A () THE SIS bR
fit£h 20 2 STC, salt tolerance coefficient ).

3k pha ~ 4 m E
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S. portulacastrum(L.) L. sampling point

B1 EERTEEIERERER
Fig.1 The collection points of wild-type S. portulacastrum ( L. ) L. around Hainan Island



694 7/

A = 23 %
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U A A A e B e =T S AT R PR A
U5 i b S A5 B R 18°14'N, T RS 5 B AR T T
O3 A I S5 b it 2 TR 1T TR M, 4R 20°05'N,
e e SRS, R 16 S Hl X AT AR SR P
B AR A R [V e VI 2 A 2 el 45— i AT
TAf

VR P 5 S A 9 T D A LR AT SRR (R 1),
T 15 22 40 A T AR s, i R ) AR 4R
REIR ML, T R X, R E
AR Ty TH R A, SR AR M AR R AR R AN K AR
TR TE 24.08~25.62 C Z [A], HR 4 o <R 80
W B 7, SR AR Y 16 4 b X P AR S 343 B A
1o Y R K B iR AR, R 25.62 C, Hik
JE B K B F IR E BB K A B, AT R
25.52 C, AT 387U B S VK 7 b IX Sy SC B T S
ARIYHs , 2 24.08 C, FLUKJ& I 1 T HT L HS , 4F 74
RN 24.20 C, AR ARV HIRE LN 24.85
C, 4T BAE IR E R 24.71 C, RVGLIREE
FHZER /N, WASR AL DU | 1 Tt FLAT Tid

RO S 4 R 1 3B R 1) b DX I 4 A K By
WEJS . WA i 1 T 16 20 A X K 26 S o B I, 4
R 7K B 7E 719~1895 mm 2 [f], [ 7K 5 i i 1 b [X.
KB R IEAT, S 1895 mm, Hik & SCE T 1Y i
T T AR s, 1 24 1852 mm, T A5 T B P 4E
et 7K R i K ) L XA A M T 6 AR BB B A, A
719 mm,

VA 1A 30 A K A T I BT A YD T, IR
PR T R A O ZE RNV
L 2R R AR AR A TR i BEAR 1
Mol (P 2), B A e B0 et AR, T A
TG YD o 1 Kl 1, MEVR IR M L, B A A 4k
H, RIS AERT MR AR R T R B, i E U AR L
O3A X, B SRR AT A R KRR K Y T
AR, — BRI A KAt RS LR & . ILAh,
W B I 15 22 A T R [ R /N 2R A
BB H LT PO R 78 VD 1 VR YR
M, DA T A AR A S A X A
T HEIRET A UEEAIF 5T 2 B, 16 T 1 X - ok
FEATAE , BT 5 T v L, AR, B PT /e AR IR A
THE A K WEREE Y £ R K

F1 BEEMIESHTEEERE
Table 1 Distribution areas and growth environment of S. portulacastrum ( L. ) L.

8 45 ST AEPIIREE (C) AEREZK A (mm) AR
Position number Locality Annual mean temperature Annual precipitation Habitat

1 EARNIR i 24.20 1569 TEREYD b, |-
2 AN TRANE 24.21 1566 TEMEVD 4 -
3 SCE ST AR YO 24.08 1830 TEREb I T
4 SCE SO T s 24.46 1874 TEREV b
5 BT R Y 24.55 1895 TERE b
6 T i 25.17 1808 TEWE b
7 [V 9 SRR 57V S UL 25.52 1542 TEWE D b
8 B K B A R BRI 25.62 1520 KIEN

9 SR AR 25.28 1455 E
10 P X B 25.45 1381 LA

11 IRZRBEIR IR B U R 25.48 1251 W 31
12 ARJ7 L AR Ty A el 24.97 1014 KYE
13 BVLA R H IR B R 24.70 1016 TEWE b
14 A T TS 24.53 895 HATGE
15 N T AT R A 24.32 719 TEMEVD 4 1
16 L E AR 24.26 1153 TSV I
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2 BEIRHRBER
Fig.2 Typical habitat of S. portulacastrum ( L. ) L.

22 BEESTBREZFEEYE

FR A 22 YR SE Hb o A & B, g B U5 i A K
He A B DR VD O 32, AR ) A K
Bl WA 2l e MR A ) 2
0 i R} ( Verbenaceae ), #f %% B} ( Malvaceae ),
K i B} ( Euphorbiaceae ), & 4% B} ( Gramineae ),
2 F} ( Leguminosae ). % #} ( Compositae ) FlJiE /&
Bl ( Convolvulaceae ) R . T AT IETD
WESZ N AT R s, AR 2200 S U 0 A X AT
BRI, 350 53 oo (SGR) TbAEF & 5 PR A AE ) o

T T 5 BB A M R 43 A A 2R AR ) T A 4
R (F2), S0 EZAEAEY LT 27 Fh,
Horp dge # UL B IR KR W) O KRR B ( Casuarina
equisetifolia L. ), fz i UL 1% R JZ A W) A B J7 B8
3% ( Suaeda australis (R. Br. ) Moq. ) M #F Bf #f
( Clerodendrum inerme (L. ) Gaertn. )o £ 22 [ £ 4=
FEY) h FARE AT 17 B, e w WA AT # i R
( Limonium sinense ( Girard ) Kuntze ). JE# ( Ipomoea
pes-caprae (L. ) R. Br. ). i 2 #& ( Cynodon dactylon
(L.) Pers. ). 25465 ( Wollastonia biflora (L. ) DC. ).+
18 ( Achyranthes aspera L. ) F1/)NJ] 5. ( Canavalia
cathartica Thouars ),
2.3 HEMEXE DA RV RS £ RIS FRR

AT DX AR T A 280 7 0 mmol/L (X8 ) 1
600 mmol/L NaCl V& NAMHE 15 d J& , FoA R 3

MR AN KSR AER 225 (K 3), EX)
MR, 25 A TJ7 PR AR AR AR L, 250 6~9 F 3T,
Pk Va3 2 5 W TS R AT 3 A b IX (A A )
TR AR ARG R4, M B AR K, i 2
K H &40, {E 600 mmol/L NaCl B 15 d )5,
16 /> Hb XA T 5 U AR AR AR 3 T X BRI 34 47
ARSI, GRS, T RS /)N B A b DA ) 1
A BB Y . ISR K ERRR
WV B OVE FAR K s 5 Sk I 113X 6 /> b X ) 1 5
Y, e g S il B, ELAT A s R AR
FE45 K AR T BB 1 I B 2208, Hrh R Rk
TR 5 VR i, DX YA A3 A e A A T 0T T 2 v 25
TG, ERJR Ml DX B 1A b B A o0k REZH 2K 4
B2y 0.44 cm, B oy i DX S A AL FRAH %) IR ZH 25
WYL 0.06 cm, HAEMRZE ARG A, $h)3 A
i X AR B 4 R 2R 0.52 ey, B v b DX T i
HbR A w20 0.97 om, AT 00T £5 M 4
559 (& 3.3 3 ), VLR Ik 51 2R 7 2 el b IX 0 2 v
FEARAE W30 5, FLAE KRB X AT, I i v A
I B R PR YT R s X 2K T IR 4
BN T 29 0.17 om, BER BRI N % T 78.75%,
HRR R BBLH 4500 T 24 1.00 cm, 36K B06) BB 21
TRET 29.63% , AR 5/ Bel b DX 2575 B00] BE 4 4
T 0.08 cm, K RO HRAL FRE T 33.33%, Hibk =
ARHE T 29 0.77 em, K BB AL R T 74.51%
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Table 2 The main plants growth around S. portulacastrum( L. ) L.
fhZ& Companion plant i Species J& Genus £l Family
AAAY) Woody plants AW Casuarina equisetifolia L. A& Casuarina L. NS
Casuarinaceae
2 EM Euphorbia tirucalli L. Kk J& Euphorbia L. KR} Euphorbiaceae
WRRRY Clerodendrum inerme ( L. ) Gaertn. K@ Clerodendrum L. I RO
Verbenaceae
LAY Lantana camara L. PV E Lantana L. LR} Verbenaceae
9B Streblus asper Lour. P\ 44 & Streblus Lour. P} Moraceae
Y Flueggea virosa ( Roxb. ex Willd. ) Royle HRP & Flueggea Willd. K} Euphorbiaceae
P % Suaeda australis (R. Br. ) Mog. % J& Suaeda Forssk. ex J. F. #B} Chenopodiaceae
Gmel.
2136 % Rhizophora stylosa Griff. ZIB )& Rhizophora L. 2R}
Rhizophoraceae
BATH-EE3R) Vitex trifolia L. 37 & Vitex L. LLEETR) Verbenaceae
FEI% Malvastrum coromandelianum ( L. ) Garcke FELEE Malvastrum A. Gray HAEF} Malvaceae
ELARHEY) Herbaceous WA Hibiscus tiliaceus L. KA g Hibiscus L. Hi 28R} Malvaceae
#MALEE Limonium sinense ( Girard ) Kuntze FMMELE Limonium Mill. FIAEFHRF
Plumbaginaceae

SIS R Chloris formosana ( Honda ) Keng ex B. S.

Sun & Z. H. Hu

ZIEEL Rhynchelytrum repens ( Willd. ) C. E. Hubb.

JEHE Ipomoea pes-caprae (L. )R. Br.

YAEI 5L Bidens pilosa L.
2105 Altemanthera ficoidea ( L. ) P. Beauv.
I Dactyloctenium aegyptium (L. ) Willd.
1§ J] 5. Canavalia rosea ( Sw. ) DC.

WK E Passiflora foetida L.

+ 28 Achyranthes aspera L.
S8y Spinifex littoreus ( Burm. f. ) Merr.
A543 Wollastonia biflora (L. ) DC.
CHLE Eupatorium odoratum L.

T FM Cynodon dactylon (L. ) Pers.
/T35, Canavalia cathartica Thouars

JKAT Phyllostachys heteroclada Oliv.

JRJEFE)E Chloris Sw.

21 L 5L)E Rhynchelytrum Nees

& Ipomoea L.

Y515 )E Bidens L.

W3 ® Alternanthera Forssk.

W E Dactyloctenium Willd.

JJ 5 )& Canavalia Adans.

V973 E Passiflora L.

LI )& Achyranthes L.
HilJE Spinifex L.
125 & Wedelia Jacq.
228 Eupatorium L.
WA ARJE Cynodon Rich.
J15J& Canavalia Adans.

W4T )& Phyllostachys Siebold &

Zucc.

ARAF} Gramineae

AAF} Gramineae
TELERE

Convolvulaceae
4%} Compositae
R} Amaranthaceae
ARAF} Gramineae
| Leguminosae

PR}

Passifloraceae
A Amaranthaceae
ARAE} Gramineae
ZjF} Compositae
4%} Compositae
ARAF} Gramineae
5 F} Leguminosae

ARAE} Gramineae
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0 mimol/L 600 mmol/L 0 mmol/L 600 mmol/L | "0 mmol/L 600 mmol/L | 0 mmol/L 600" mmol/L

0 mmol/L 600 mmol/L 0 mmol/L 600 mmol/L | 0 mmol/L 600 mmol/L. | 0 mmol/L 600 mmol/L

0 mmol/L 600 mmol/L 0 mmol/L 600 mmol/L | 0 mmol/L 600 mmol/L | 0 mmol/L 600 mmol/L

0 mmol/L 600 mmol/L 0 mmol/L 600 mmol/L | 0 mmol/L 600 mmol/L. |0 mmol/L 600 mmol/L

AR B L VR IG C SCE TR BRSO s D2 SCE M SCBBHTE RS s E: B0 FISHS s F. 7 Tiiiisdl: G: Bk BR AR
RERGHUKIYE ; He BB AV BN 1 =X A s T =0T FHIXCE B 7 s K SRR AR BV BRI R L. 407
TSI LB AR 7 20l s M B VLA FA B R B s N AR i PRI B s O« BN DR BURTRERT ; P I H ATKIEI L 1
A': Xinbu Port, Haikou City, B: Jiangnan City, Haikou City, C: Dongpo Port, Wengtian Town, Wenchang City, D: Qinglan Port, Wencheng Town,
Wenchang City, E: Xialing Village, Qionghai City, F: Gangbei, Wanning City, G: Shuigoupo, Li'an Town, Lingshui Li Autonomous County, H:
Yanjin Village, Lingshui Li Autonomous County, I: Shiwei, Haitang District, Sanya City, J: Peninsula Lanwan, Jiyang District, Sanya City, K:
Wanglougang Village, Jiusuo Town, Ledong Li Autonomous County, L: Haidongfang Park, Binhai North Road, Dongfang City, M : Haiwei Town,
Changjiang Li Autonomous County, N: Xinying Bay, Yangpu, Danzhou City, O: Xinlong Village, Guangcun Town, Danzhou City,

P: Dongshui Port Wharf Ferry, Chengmai County
B3 AEMERAEDEXNRSEME 15d ERHERER

Fig.3 Growth of S. portulacastrum ( L. ) L. under control and salt stress in different regions after 15 days
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Table 3 Growth data of S. portulacastrum ( L. ) L. under control and salt stress in different regions after 15 days (cm)
e #f#5 Plant height 5[4 Internode length
. S XA e x4 b
number Locality (0 mmol/L ) (600 mmol/L ) (0 mmol/L ) (600 mmol/L )
Control group Salt treatment group Control group Salt treatment group

1 T E TR 7.02 £0.37 6.40 £0.35 1.12£0.10 1.11 £ 0.07

2 AR IPANEE 9.66 + 0.22 8.64 +0.72 1.53+0.12 1.71+0.14

3 SCE TR AR s 10.10 + 1.23 8.48 + 0.40 1.96 +0.19 1.51+0.12

4 S T SO T T v 11.24 +0.63 11.24 +0.63 2.39+0.29 2.26+0.10

5 BT R 8.00+0.41 7.30 +0.94 1.28 +0.04 1.470.17

6 Jeriiwdt 9.52+0.76 721+ 1.09 1.59+0.19 1.28+0.16

7 B 7K e 1 ¥ B AR K TR 3 4.93+0.19 4.68 +0.56 1.09 £0.07 0.91 £0.06

8 07 & IR RA NS B} 6.30 £0.12 573 £0.51 1.73 + 0.04 1.28+0.10

9 SR AR 8.84 +0.34 7.71+0.31 1.49 +0.08 1.53 +0.06

10 ST BH I 5 5.49 £0.05 5.69+0.26 1.30 +0.03 1.22 +0.07

11 SRAREE A B U BRI 11.86 +0.79 10.70 + 0.47 2.00 £0.14 1.81 +0.06

12 ARI7 I ERIAL BRI AR A 7.12£0.43 6.34 £ 0.64 1.24 +0.09 1.16 +0.16

13 EVTAE AR H i R 7.21+0.50 6.17 £0.29 1.33+0.07 1.19+0.11

14 W& TP 5.46 +0.48 4.56+0.14 1.11 £0.08 1.07 +0.04

15 fE M DGR U R 4.84 +0.07 4.92+0.29 1.16 +0.07 1.30+0.17

16 T B AR R S T 9.66 = 0.39 7.74+0.71 1.44 £0.10 1.18 £0.11

+ HEEUERA I + drifizz

The values before and after + represent mean + standard deviation

(3% 3). AUGHIREREW, 16 AR 73 o (1Y
T SN AE AT AR IR R a AR B Pir R BRI 245
A —E W25, FEAFUB oL E X i By 14 Ak RS
B A R ROR, R A X g S 1 R A 4
B W A, TR R T AR T e s DX DR A Ak
HUR A RAR DU T HoAd s X R4

A 2 X R A T R T AS P A
P HE PR AR AR . ASBIFTERS 16 4> 73 A1 3 X A g
¥ #E4T 600 mmol/L NaCl 4b 3, I ¢ Tk b 2
JE AR A B AR AR, K AR AL BRIS  N [) 434 b s
g S0 A A BT [R] AELERTIT =, S A B2 S5
T Sy P It RO S KR R R (P AR
SR Fr i W BT, SR R s AR AN
A RE 2 AL FA [A] AT 15 d, B B R, AR AR AN B 2
(K 4),

JCEVE IR S (3 2, S R T
JCERERBII NS B AL S AR TR . AT
FEA B, AN [R] 3 DX T8 B 147 B9 2 2R 5 i AR AR B a
JE AT HEAT I, HTIET 4 TR, 600 mmol/L )R [ Xof

16 AN [] 43 b DX A 1 T U7 2 28 5 1 34 77 4
T—E MR, 5 XL SR R A A L, B
TR YA 6 DX R R T A 0 S b X (1% 96 g
SR T N R VAR A T il DX 4 g P
SGETERESTXRA, A TH 124X
ViDL S 2R S AR R A A A, S XT
MR2E SR 28, o B2 Ky B AE £6 Whan ), it
SRR X R FEAIR T 35.41%, M UL AT UL AR ¢
BRLZK I 3% 1 DX VA U -2 R 5 F AE 600 mmol/L 1)
NaCl Wi FHAK, FLi 555 5 16 AR 752 bl 7 28 iy
e, AR R A X IR T 36.45%, H ] UL
600 mmol/L 11 NaCl {SURHEE 2R 77 2 bel Hl X it Ey 145 -
SR EA TR

FEXT 9 K 2 S A A8 2 e i 7K o3I
LI EEE bR, B E W T A B0 T R SR
YIRPT s AT R I e o N TR b X v Ey
AR B8 J5 A K R B REAIR , BR AR L UK B 3
T BH D 5 WV LAAS , A b DX P ARG 55 7K
XS AP 2 F) 25 5 W . Hohifg R X 5
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BOARFRME S T A2 1o ARVNG T EERR [ — iRk ) 22 53 .25 ( P<0.05)

The position number of the abscissa is the same as Table 1. Different lowercase letters indicate

significant differences between treatments of the same variety ( P<0.05 )
4 FEMEBEDENRSEME 15d FEEBEREL
Fig.4 Changes of physiological indicators of S. portulacastrum ( L. ) L. under control and
salt stress in different regions after 15 days

Ve 5 AR B 7K SRR AIR 41.11%, it n]
2 A DX PR A o T T g Sl X 9 G
JHR 38 IS, AR K i i 2 R AR T 14.40% , H AT D
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IRKVE I VDX A R R FERE LA, At b DX A R X
MR AN HRL 2 [R) 25 SR 3 3 . HorpokasbIX

5 T 4 L A T A R 7.55% , Foh
BT T 505 M D T4 4 4 5 T 95

TR R L i F BN 74.84% , U W T R R R
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R

AN ) b DX )T 5 i e bR AR A A
I, FLER AL IR v A8 S e S R e 2z 8] e
22 5% ATBE S 600 mmol/L Ay Rk BB, %R
VA PR R R /N o R RS 1 DX P 7 1A
PR B ARG T B 8.19% , Hobk s sl Ak, i
LT DL 2 b DX O P 2050 2 5 7T Y R 3k P Vg
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VoS T W B AR AR 38 5 A R A ek, FE PRV L
G K Va3 b DX 15 10 36 J5 10 T A RS A
B BTN 17TV FE AR RUR S M X AR VR
R DXV T 15 30 ) e R, O B A D
T 14.46 mg/g; VT Fg Ik DX 5 145 £ ke f5 Hm]
AR E TR, O IR N T 15.47 mg/g,
P O AT D, YR At X Y v I 1A 2 PR M AR5
i o

Vi 1 1 S — v B R I R AT , 38 A R I
SR B R B 5 A R W 35 R 1 R 1A G, il R
4 358 110 2 (R 400 %o 95 325 T 30 PO 7 Pk 338 5 . AS I
FER IR, BT AT Hb DX v 1 T3 il R 1
FT 300 B0, 53 v A6 RN K YA 3 LA A, At il DX AR A 0T
HRZH 5 Ab PR 2 ) 22 S5 33k B g 2K 7. Horfok
T35 1 DX A T 1 R Pl 5 R R B i AR,
0.57 mg/g, HH I AT L3223t DX o 1A it 4 55 5 1 A1
2 b DX T s R 30 S AR R e 2 T, R
8.83 mg/g, HIH &M K B £, Ui B 600 mmol/L

&4 BDIERMNE T RIERNE R EH R 5t

(A ER I X 12 b DX A i 220 R 1 it R B A i
fEH

24 AEHREEEMHEETEN

24.1 HSEIERMERRE  THE S A BRI
R R B0 B Eh 0 T U 5 i R R S K
SRE S N R WA S TR
Tt FIURR w1 T R 2R 250 L 43 901 o 0.4510~0.9023
0.6459~1.3645.1.0816~3.9741,0.7159~2.8125 .
0.6305~2.1039 F1 0.9141~1.0298 (£ 4 ), H v, A
X B 7K AR R B R o AT £ R BCE A (E Y
ANF L UL SR I8 A5 T, 3k BB A8 B AH X X
PR MR o T 202 & ft 0 S R RN AT
PERE S B T RECEE R T 1, R E
XA 8 bR B 52 M AR AN R, 38 b i 3 2R 50
SRR, Horh bk = 8 S R AR /N (3.72% ), T
il i AR S R B K (37.60% )o A8 S R BRI
T J S P i > R O i > IR M Y i
> MER R S > XS KE > . RiRE R
A0 1 X 14 454 A BREE bR 14 5 i A P R[]
B —FE R AN BB 4 T S AN 5] 43 A Hb DXV T U 1) it
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Table 4 Descriptive statistics of salt tolerance coefficient of each index under salt stress in S. portulacastrum ( L. ) L.

$&4% Index /M Min. e KAH Max. 414 Mean FrifEZE SD BRFEE(%)CV
AR K 0.4510 0.9023 0.6804 0.13 19.60
Relative water content

HERSEC 0.6459 1.3645 0.9822 0.22 2228
hlorophyll content

[t 1.0816 3.9741 2.1163 0.80 37.60
Malondialdehyde content

Jifi U2 & Proline content 0.7159 2.8125 1.5035 0.48 31.83
Tl 0.6305 2.1039 1.1360 0.35 31.00
Soluble sugar content

Wk Plant height 0.9141 1.0298 0.9727 0.04 372

242 ERSHSH RHISPSS 24.0 #AF, LL 6 4
A= SR BR i £ R B AR i, SR 3 A4 B X
BOAREAT O (25), DA EREREE R T 1 4E
SRR BURR A, FEHEE 2 A F A4 I, Heop 3 sy
1 77 22 BTk R h 45.706% , F L4Y 2 77 22 BTk %
4 26.063%, i 2 A 32143 P 19 2B BTk 3k #
71.769% , K AT $EH0GX 2 4 R IR, 3R H
AR R BB R IR 1 M4l R HAR .
R 2 DA RA R 6 A bR X 1 5

AN ER A T 2R G P . SRl R A
B 6 A BRFR PRI ER R BN 2 AL LR G 1
b, LUHT R —B B R 28 5 V- i

243 WEMEEITMR IREH 16 DHIXTED
1 b BT R 2R B 2545 20 (E D, JE X BT HE P
(36 ). MR IEHEAF e Sk R AR DX 96 11 YT
3 S 2 T SRR TR A T A P T P 2 S
B2 /K B 116 B RN A v 1A R A i R 2
HoAt s DX b e SR R
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Table 5 Eigenvalues of factor correlation matrix

. EHS 1 EH 2

FabR L. .
Principal Principal
Index
component 1 component 2

AR 7K ik -0.527 0.713
Relative water content
R 0.785 0.277
Chlorophyll content
[Eis 0.821 0.185
Malondialdehyde content
2% & &t Proline content 0.909 -0.302
AT 0.052 0.83
Soluble sugar content
Pk Plant height 0.588 0.404
FHEAR Eigenvalue 2.742 1.564
TR (% ) 45.706 26.063
Contribution rate
BHTHE (%) 45.706 71.769

Cumulative contribution rate

xo6 BLEMRAMHEESH/I LR
Table 6 The comprehensive scores and rankings of the salt
tolerance of S. portulacastrum ( L. ) L. germplasm

(ACE a5

Position S A A, LAy Hery
number Locality Opverall ratings Sort
1 T FU AT B 0.833145293 3
2 AR PR 1561136540 1
3 SCE TS I AR DL s -0.042431007 8
4 SCE T SO T 0.959578121 2
5 B NI -0.364962400 11
6 Ty 0.175719566 7
7 WK B VAR R ~0.731501269 13
IR
8 BKEE HIR EERSAT -0.858046877 15
9 AT X A R -0.544820101 12
10 ST B K 5 0.259159726 5
11 SRAEREAHR I -0326014917 10
el N
12 RATTEGALBREAR /AR 0.775283761 4
13 EVTEGR G EIRE -0.734120740 14
14 A T AT -0.924583780 16
15 s T BUR A -0.249744875 9
16 BV B AR K U S 11 0.212192959 6

3 itig
3.1 BERBEESENRELSHER

VR Th UK A TR P S TR X — LA R, K
TR Gk B A1 e U A A S H i SR b e —
K UAGE o I R 518 S v oA FLARNT B AN IX
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37 T b XS 11 98 5 ) 1) A e 1 AR
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PHAY R RV R S5 T 1 T B R A A TR B U
W DX, 5 LT ARG A0 A R 2 Ak AR
5 R AR T E AT RN 7.4 m (1)
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K 719~1895 mm Ml X ¥ KA K X — 5t 4%
AR A0 AT B A RS v
WA Bt T G R AR B TR T D A ARy
0, B TR VDM L MR I T R, R
DL REA A, 2006 220 BT RS , 5 RIS B
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=21

M2 A TE R S (6 R, B R 541
J LN A ) 5 VR e A 48 114 B LAy, LB
FR YDA VE AR I/N Y, Peng 21
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R4 1 AWMt fEm e fbad O e, 1
R EE ST, R A E NP A e Y 2500
FH 600 mmol/L () NaCl &b B, Him-E IR B 25 % A4
T—mA e RS A e R S A A
AR, AN TR] G R e JEE X I R A RT A0 R S 4 e A
VERRREA 5B R—RERR . A IR I, 78Ik
IKZE AMEKTE BN (ERHR R 0~600 mmol/L ), 5
RNl S N iRg oA TP 1 7 Ny NI N 3| S5 N
[F5) #l1 X 114 3 55 15 7F 600 mmol/L [ NaCl £h 8 T,
ot R R ) S A A I BERHAIR ST
R 16 A M DX BF AR T T 15 0 7 v B SR 3R
X4 600 mmol/L 1) NaCl ZbFRANEHURE

I R X 5 7K s AR A R PR AR bR O ) o
FHERR L whukEEN O BESE R, 1 Sk 1 600 mmol/L
A NaCl 4b PR 25 7K & HeXT R ZH 0 mmol/L ik, HLKE
EHIL R BT AR R, YD pRg
3], R 2EER R (300 mmol/L NaCl) Hr, i Bk =
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A FR TR e AR, EL A K S R K e
2 I VU it 2 e B TR T R, AR SR R T
Hb DX (45 U5 7E 600 mmol/L () NaCl e, HiAf
X K I R AR T IR, DA B i bhaa e A
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P SR RS R 2o SR A P B R IR
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1) it SR T = o AR ST T A M DX T S 1 A
600 mmol/L NaCl Wrf T, PN (1 % s34 5 TXF I
X — WP SE R S5 s 0 Rk, i,
N ] IR Rl Ty U A e T it T R R
i B R

A=A YT R 0 R bR, Hotb B4
o B A e T A R G R i AR K R B PR
FebR L Yi PR SR, 1 S 7E 300 mmol/L Y
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)L i 7 =0 8773 4 G 701 2t 1| ke a3
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3 B TG A 56, R TT BB ST AR REAR I B

ity 2 P AL AT L PR B )98 TR Y 0 TR,
308 5 A D 2 R 145 7 A [ )t B
A £ 30 A 30 358 2 0 B BRI R — P A
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