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Abstract

In the aim to elucidate the effect of salt stress on seed germination of quinoa Varieties
(Chenopodium quinoa Willd.), a laboratory study was conducted on five genotypes: Q101
(Amanilla marangare), Q102 (Amanilla sacaca), Q103 (Blanca de junin), Q105 (Salcedo) and
Santa Maria, where seeds of quinoa varieties was subjected to varying levels of sodium
chloride salts (0, 3, 6, 9, 12 (10°mg/l)). In this context, some morphological and physiological
parameters was studied at germination stage: germination percentage (GP (%)), germination
kinetics, relative germination rate (RGR) germination energie (GE (%)),seed vigor index
(SVI), seedling lenght (SL), hypocotyl length (HL), radicle length (RL), hypocotyl length /
radicle length (HL / RL), seedling height reduction (SHR (%)), relative salt injury rate (RSIR)
and salt tolerance (ST (%)). The obtained results confirm the superiority of Q103 variety in
most of the morphological and physiological parameters studied under the influence of saline
stress (NaCl) at the germination stage, followed by Q105, while the other varieties showed
different responses according to the levels of salt (NaCl) stress, and Q102 was more sensitive

to sodium chloride salts in the medium.

Keywords: quinoa (Chenopodium quinoa Willd.), germination, saline stress, salt

tolerance.



Résumé

Dans le but d'élucider I'effet du stress salin sur la germination des graines de variétés de
quinoa (Chenopodium quinoa Willd.), une étude a été réalisée en laboratoire sur cing
génotypes: Q101 (Amanilla marangare), Q102 (Amanilla sacaca), Q103 (Blanca de junin),
Q105(Salcedo) et Santa Maria, ou les grains de variétés de quinoa ont été soumises a des
niveaux differents de sels de chlorure de sodium (0, 3, 6, 9, 12(10°mg/ 1)), dans ce contexte,
certains paramétres morphologiques et physiologiques ont été étudiés au stade de
germination: pourcentage de germination (GP (%)), cinétique de germination, taux de
germination relatif (RGR), énergie de germination (GE (%)), longueur de plantule (SL),
longueur de I'nypocotyle (HL) et de longueur du radicule (RL), longueur de I' hypocotyle /
radicule (HL/ RL), indice de vigueur de la graine (SVI) et la réduction d'hauteur de plantule
(SHR (%)), taux de dommages relative au sel (RSIR) et tolérance a la salinité (ST (%)). Les
résultats obtenus confirment la supériorité de la variété Q103 dans la plupart des paramétres
morphologiques et physiologiques étudiés sous l'influence du stress salin (NaCl) au stade de
la germination, suivis de Q105, tandis que les autres variétés ont montrent des réponses
différentes selon les niveaux de stress salin (NaCl), et Q102 était la variété le plus sensible

aux sels de chlorure de sodium au milieu.

Mots-clés: quinoa (Chenopodium quinoa Willd.), germination, stress salin, tolérance a

la salinité.
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-(Hariadi et al., 2011

ol i (Al (ggiaal) . VII

Jsaall) «(%22-11) @lisigyd) e gis daeS Cum e Adle 38138 dal Jasl g ata

L alles LS o(Wright et al., 2002 ) )52l & oulad IS8 sgmall 138 S5 cos 3 (03
oald IS s Aie i b Olsie 8 Bl LudY) Galeal) IS 0usS e 3yl
Ge s Ll LS gl e @AY a1 e aaadl abe JEE G Caell) ) meally

.(Tapia, 2000) L1y Osaals ¢paleal) cclinalindlly die s oy 512l
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(Chenopodium quinoa Willd.) |5.Sl) cils Laslss Y1 Juadll doaa yal) Ayl

((Tapia, 2000) suSll )53 SbwesSl (sl .(3) Jgaad)

(3&1@1‘ Agal) (e £100/ §)Gsinall Gl g<al)
21.3-11 cilisig
8.4-5.3 Osadl

74.3- 53,5 il Sl
21-49 RN
3,0-36 Salaal)
94-134 3\432)3\

1538 eNlarind . VIIT

Y lasin] a8l Ciat o (Sa WS «(Dini et al., 2004) JSU mlball )l eiall Hoad) Jia

FRRRRY

tAa sl c¥lanialy) —
(Valencia-Chamorro, 2003) (pals€ axdins dua 500 Ja€ 1kl Kb v
zhaony aadind LS A Saally cu Sl 4010 cilatiial) e 2wl & JAS v
.(Bioversity International, FAO, 2013)<lislall 5y gl aliSpa ¢ 13l

Jraadll Glypantiiey AVaually LSl Lcbiall  calaiual) LIPS N v
.(Bioversity International, FAO, 2013)

:Ladlal) YAl Jlaniu) -

o 1kl Slal Byl glall lad daulisy Gubad) (aladl) Cijh e eV

.(Alvarez-Jubete et al., 2010b; Capriles et Areas, 2014) (i slall
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(Chenopodium quinoa Willd.) |58l <l Laglsy :Js¥) Juadl) doaa yal) Ayl

oo BeS S o LY oS paball e w23l aasas v
() (el Zokal axdiis WS (Lamothe et al., 2015; Maradini et al., 2015)<LY!
oalaa¥l e jaan Wjliel Saladll (ayes (@Sl (e clayall ¢oubal) Gl

.(Dini et al., 2004; Hirose et al., 2010; Tang et al., 2015) 44 5.4l
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AL Juad

Lfld‘ gl



bl algay) A Juadl) A yal) Ayl

daglall i I

Munns et ) il el sai e a3 Al Aeadl Clhgacall aal aa Al o
calie) Al b Agmulall eV aes (3o dapa A9 ZOY) Sl ol aand s «(Tester, 2008
Adle daws o Aaaldl o)V (giat Cua o(Rueda, 2007) Sleadl sl Jalall g8 (1977
28 2 030 G e Lmanda Dsad LA saly zrand Y Aay Aabeiall Asaed)l 2 (e
JSLaall aaf Zallal slualls Aol Aasle yoads (2000 ¢43L) Loyt s asiyitally asudllls o s suall
oAl el Adlal) glalidl aal Bl cigg pall ddladl 4ady ddlall haliall | dc))3) 4als Al
et (8 Ball LY (e B A it Al (e i Lee ) du ) agall UadY) Al
.(Pitman et Lé&uchli, 2002)Lul)

daglal) jlaw) I

Alall & aidly ZpalaB) Gialill e del)3l adlas Al JSLaR) el e dalall e

Yong et al., ) LGS (sl 8000 sa alladl 8 ALl ‘;a\jjd W) alalidd) o G
A ggenall Gt )l Jalgall aaf Aalal) 4y 3l slaliall 8 B wlal) 55 G G ¢(2011
Y edl ey «(Benidire et al., 2014) del3l dalla ye Ay lebaay Gl Has oo

Mohsen et al., )uasnad asisall 1) =My Losac aggall ~Sl daslall AEAT Gl
(2013

kel dlgay) s TII

e Cm Cun alea Lot Lany Al Aaluall 3asy Ao didadl) 358l e L3 SeaY)

clall Al il adias o) Gk lee (Aol 3saa ) Raliy) e iy aula @ile IS 4
el e gl Jslaa o (A3 Jlaall (8 33 23D sms slalell Giams iins ¢(1997 <ag)
Ll ela 43I ALY WSl e Aaalll Caglll desens i G cclall slgaY) (e g5
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bl algay) A Juadl) A yal) Ayl

Wle ol 52y c(stress salin) Ll lalga] Clall sal iadle e ddle 05 Gl

{(Gupta et Huang, 2014) sl alga¥ls gl algal) cliallS Y GlalgaYl
abill e ald sgayl it IV

S e ple oy cclall olally gaill Jabe cibide Glo € pib ald) alea
a2 g alaslly 4Ll Lpailad gl sl (slaia 0yilis Auaglsadll il

{(Guignard, 1998; Kamh, 1996) lull g 55 «cilisY|
byl Aaje A Al sgay) il 1. IV

Gssals Mohsen labal duhy s @llyy Aaglall il aglod sl Jsl cila)) s
5 clal) A paidn Aagldl 55 saly 4 aa Cus cebiall 53 @l e (2013)
MW el eld) abiaia) (Ao 33l gyl eliil) Sl 5)38 Jamy Al 8 adijall Aol
0350315 Dadach Whal Zul)y & ((Yon-bing et al., 2010) dimca daniy Ciany o byl Giany
Stachys s Marrubium vulgare, Sideritis incana ) 4seall dlilall s (e &\}ﬁ OB Ao (2018)
Baldl e Lalu ¥l dlle ) Gaus okl copelal Jawsiall sl dakaies 5,5 (Ocymastrum
LS el o Lt catlia) A5LaY) 5elSl Lalets) Zaalal) Jalus g1l Laiy U0 glgSU
oeandl OV s ) e bl 315 calide 5l Jea (2018) Kumari lahal Gy cjelil
ol ) Aila] Agadly 5odal) Jola e I dasgll 8 NaCl S5 53l of ¢olailly a5uY)
-l o Sl 4l

M) il el e Gaslall il dale el dale cul€ lgu blall sdy i) &)

(4 Ay o gisand 058 Of Sa Al
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bl algay) A Juadl) A yal) Ayl

Lé'}wig\ J:I"Y‘ "
& Aagdand Ghat Ggas e de G «(Rejili et al,, 2006) D) dalee @BUaty
Mumns et Dawson, ) 5l «aDle e pdall Zo A (gelall Jluay) e aelan el
(1999

gaad) Y

CETDE FPENE EWWREHIY. B o O PP TRCR BN R PO DL AT NP

(Rejili et al., 2006) 52 cilas) a8 AS)Lal) a8 e

— Sisewlll haall plas)] g™
- (Sisawl yili)

H,0

Na*/K*
- Laisl
Na"K'UD '

.(Mehdi, 2008) <Lyl e (NaCl) aldl deay) il .(4) Jead)
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bl algay) A Juadl) A yal) Ayl

salll daye B ald) algay) it 2 IV
i) Lagighi Ao alall slgay) il 1.2 IV

leal b iy Cus danslsiye il Glaaly dlldy il sa e aldl dleaY) i
gl (usSs dilig Gadl)l il w38 o dast Aapldl o) malll il e (2009) bl
GsAT 5Zing om WS g)ally gpadll saill (e IS Cana ) (535 Lae (30U Alalall duilal)
o psisall o Adlad) SN GSI5 G oale il Gapeall Gl @il e Al (8(2012)
el 8 apedlls gabue (mlias] ) (sa5 GsY)

Gl Lagigmd Ao alal slgay) il 2.2 IV

Cind (2005 cgumall dals) dagldl ity dale J5) 8 sl il Slea e
oaliad] ) a5 Aasdand G Aaglall Al SISl (2012) O50Als Zing
opaddl (B pain Ml duse¥) ahat ) g Bl A #OY) WS sl Jhall
o Wl D) ayd gl Alee & 5 ald) sleal) G LS cehuadll claslallg
CO2 Laliaia) o il  Mallis sl ) ) daslall 535 dilaall «(2010 ¢A8L) ATPJSS

.(Torabi, 2014) sl Jazas
clill Alaoud) Ggiaall o alal sgay) 86, 3.2 IV

3 i) Al e 3305 dagall Asall Clleall o gyl el Llee a3

Aeayl 5Ly e V) Gils die Gdgll (g5ime (B aiee (alids) (2013) Rajakumar LY
Ul b bl sie (gsan) bzl e Lliall 0 AlaiulS Gl oSy cpn G e alll
& 3NN Al o wluball (e wael) ciiy LS (Alam et Azmi, 1990) alal) sleadl lgayas
o S ALl (2009 sl Aad) LS e Gl grine pa 535 sell Jauy

Slo Jend Gun Aall ialls el gl e clilall 8 sanSEl algal) esn daglal)
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bl algay) A Juadl) A yal) Ayl

Az00z, 2016; ) lall Gl o maall yum Ally (ROS) sV Ball jsdal) #1w) 50l
.(Acosta-Motos et al., 2017

@bl aie daglall Laglia .V

G are S)sansd T vie Galaiall o Whioh daglall bl daslae (e el 23
lall i psha ol Al g s el g Cann A glall clail) o slie Caliasy calgaY) Alla 3 i
.(Cherki., 2002)

Laglall lglaat Guus il anuii . 1.V

djd;j\ daia g (XY <(2004) a:%b.tlj dganae :\AM L@J.q;:\ Z\;JJ [ERTWEN C'_atml_ul\ ?-'-“33 ?3
s ul

(2004 ca.}ab.\l 9 gana) Aaglall Lelaan da 0 o il aadl 4J g2l

Jaglall Jaad faka ol

21 20% 2 lgali) (alead] 5 Wea 8 Jls Lo daay Sl s Aulea clils

Phaseolus elsadl <l Jia J [83 =2 @ L3 Aagle e A slall
vulgaris L

lall e 5Shi Jeatiy 1 sad B s JIA L Gasy Al A Al caal il

.Daucus carota Lyl by Jie Jf¢35 lakas daslall

Zeamays L 53l <l Jie J [£10 A dagld) Jaami | Aalall daglae cilils

Jds e Aadlll Gl 8 dals el 8 Gaen] ol il (A 5| Aalall fas daglie il

el e Jf§ 18 (s ey (53 Phoenix dactylifera L Ll
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bl algay) A Juadl) A yal) Ayl

lal) algadd alill daglie wlli . 2.V
:OUY) e el alall algaY) daglie (e clull oK 5 JSEN ania g WS

oSUi Aa (Al (srinall (gypan) ariall g i) 5o (ghpand) doaadl) 1(ggand) Jpaail
a5 Anlall elel) (e (2001 (A daslaall a3ilSee dal o 431 ZOLY) S Y
Las 3oadll Jaly Wjany Jangl) (e Auaeadl i) Dleinl (5)5an) Ldaria Jiaxy
bbbl el Jeas i Y] aans s (LDAN Jah el Jsia ) sak
Lim B g ool caaly Cus (Faouzi et al., 2007) i) dless Glludl olasy)
dase ¥y Clay) dleas g iy o) ot @bl Al WAL (g)san) Larual)
(2002 cana) a Pl gl pH Javag daslall aa

(lelly ) g5 e ddue st ligl) dols e 5)ail §sS s alighl Al agll
Aacae dalaidly ¢ gdall slie (gime o Na'amigal) Cliph Jolal 2l aag Cus
e e lasl balts o s ASIal) aa sl ading Cus (HY 05 )
(Luttage, 1983)lsadll (4 agirgually oDl K asulindl salg Aes ATPases

Na" asasall il Jsia (e 2l clighl slady) o phall O5S telally) o ajhal) =
& LSy palaia)l She g Ao Ll o5 Cua el il ) CF sl
Ll Akl e Ca™ asuallsl) ciligh il Jiady elldg (Luttage, 1983) ysiall s
(2001 i)

Adlsell ehadl ol mlandl N dibeassall LsY1y sarll Adandes bl S8 w3 i LAY
el e @l adieys (DAY B AL b S5 e Blall mes ua el

(Luttage, 1983) <lsadll Auie] (siuser 3aalsiall feuall
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Al slgay) ¢ G Juadl) dona pall Adyal)

Al Jiina Na/?

} ‘} {\N-‘. Cl)
Il

Hanana et )blull xie (NaCl) slall (ssauall Ao daslall daglie T . (5) JS&

@l., 2011
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Lahpall kg dga :J ) Juadll dddatl) dyyall

Lalal salal) I

:s» s (Chenopodium quinoa Willd.) 1sSl (e Calival (uad 3yl 038 6 Cilaxtind
= Q101: Amanilla marangare
= Q102: Amanilla sacaca
= Q103: Blanca de junin
= Q105: Salcedo

= Santa Maria

Lol Laanll @l agaall e cbas yehd) sl Galial sl e Jpasll S
2018/2017 Jsmane ¢(s3lll —Anals dakia; it YL (ITDAS) Lyshyaaall

Ayl Gk T

4l adsa 1.11

¢ —glsl) — pmdldan ng ) Aaalag slall 5 Aanhall asle WIS 6l b Aanl) cual
g oS i Cig)la 82019/2018 s sall

Lalall Jallaal) juiaas . 211

A Aaaldll Jllaall jacasil (NACH %99.8) asasaall 2358 mlay yaiall bl Jasiasd
T(CO): 0 (10° mg/l) 2Lzl -
C1:3(10°mg/l ) NaCl okl (e JS¥) 550 -
C2:6(10°mg/l) NaCl ol e S pSall -
C3:9 (10°mg/l ) NaCl 7okl (e Gl 3850l -

C4: 12 (10°mg/l ) NaCl 3! (e aallll 550 -
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Lahpall kg dga :J ) Juadll dddatl) dyyall

Jod) uaas . 3.0

oeed) 1) Calial (ya (i JSI (S8l anally Calll 6 Ailatiag dale sh ol
o) agasall 2)6l<ona Jslae 3 leakhy Leahad & Cus cAlalaall (el Cilase o5 gyl
el bl il GO s clie G5 (33180 10 saad 120 3850 (J8l)

LM\J‘MJM4II

JS ey chhSs aof Alalee U< (NaCl Zald) 5S15) < leles 5 chnan Gopatl) dudil
ple dpaall cugial by dg paal) Juedl) gl Calial (e Chia

Aanyad sang 100 = Glial 5 (bl 4% CDllas 5)

Gusll G il e cigia) can 9ok i Gkl 8 sl e la) las] gl

Gk [dle 5 Jara Loy a5 i b IS Cia IS 00 )0 20 gy & G cpladll aall
Y WS ol delu 48 JS aal) 3yl Jlaia) e Gy

02/02 ) bl Ans 524l (25 R Byha Aayd (D) Ay Cagph Al cusl
1(2019/02/08 &le 2019/

gl ulaatt . 5 1

D5l et G Al L) Alls Aol 24 e den 13 Leg B3 50 slias) &

Tunslshyall il Calia 327 5 550 G oLl 07 ygpe ms 5 cabe 2 ok il g5 dm Eal

DS IS @lie 05 @iluld 33 &5 G clinall Gaa gl
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Lahpall kg dga :J ) Juadll dddatl) dyyall

(GP (%)) <yl i . 1. 5 11

Gsals Kandil cass 5s0ll JSI ggandd) (e dimiall o0l dygsall Al Lo e
1Al Aaleal) (385 ALl lal) st passl 4aall e aoliall 6l slaie] 35 ¢(2012)
Number of germinated seed

GP (%) = x 100

Total number of seed

abiy) dsa . 2.5 11

all Glus PR e elldy @ls) 4SS e uaill &5 (2016) Sharma et Vimala s
ol AV Ay DU 4 gl

(RGR) (el byl Jira. 3. 5 dI

o bl asdl slie) 5 s ((2008) Yan Li quea (RGR) (ool Y] Jone (s o5
400 Aaleal) 38y calaty) A paanl 4o yanl)

Germination % in NaCl concentration

RGR =

Germination % in control
(GE (%))baiy) &b Losi . 4 . 5 11

pagall Adoleddl 385 (2002) Gssals Ruan causa il 4l daws Gles 2

Number of germinated seed at the 3 day

GE (%) = x 100

Total number of tested seed
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Lahpall kg dga :J ) Juadll dddatl) dyyall

(SVI) usil 368 Jige. 5.5 .10

LU Ay giall Al (& () B30 Jsha pn Bayla e (SVI) sall 38 jdige daas o
e luiny Ajaill e aolull sl slae] &5 ¢(1973) Anderson s Baki s (GP (%))
Al Adaledll (385 )5l

SVI = [Seedling length (cm) x GP(%)]

sl [ Agad) Joh g (RL)piad) Jshag (HL) Aigad) Jgba (SL) 3800 Jsha - 6 . 5 I
(HL / RL)

IS wie Alalee S @ilie 050 (sl (s aladinly Raysudly pudall e US Jlshl (b8

(SHR (%)) 82kl Jgh (aldds) dos . 7 . 5 11

G ggall Apwl) lsia) 235 Apgudly dall Joh sa (g 50l Joba (i) Ausi e
(2010) Karim s Islam ales o
plant height at control - plant height at Saline concentration

SHR (%) = x 100
plant height at Saline concentration

(RSIR) alall jpall udl) Juaall . 8 . 5 g1

G5 ouaat &g (Yl Jama o mll 35 50 pe ald) el el Jaedll e
el 13a Gluad 40paal e bl sl alddie] &5 Eua ¢(2008) Yan Li Alalas

Germination % in control - Germination % in NaCl Treatemnt

RSIR =

Germination % in control

23



Ll 3ok dga 106 Juaidl diaadatt) dal)

(ST (%)) daglall Juad dowi . 9. 5 11

1Al Asledl) (385 (2010)0503)s Khayatnezhad cavs daslall Jass dans los S

Germination in particular treatment
ST (%) = x 100
Germination in control

Lailaay) Auptt . 6 11

(P >0.05) :dy5inall (S5ime liie] ae cualad] & (ANOVA) cplall dalas 42l slaie] o

P <)cdasimall e bl (0.001< P < 0.01) ¢(gsiza (olall (0.01< P <0.05) ¢(gsiza eyl
Slas) malill aladinls Augadl uledl asads dogedl Je 3a cplall (0,001
a)l Excel 2010 gbiy alaie] Wl & LS ccilipal) ( cplall Jass aaadl @llyy MiniTab 17

Al ek )
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Aalially bl



Asblially il : ) Juadl Adndal) Ayl

g I
(GP (%)) ey 4 . 1 I

S i e caling Lalal 580 AN ) A Jawgie of (6) JSE e Laadl

Jassie b o aas Law ¢ L) 350 e dald @l duus Jil Q102 caiall Jas G ¢ AT
Sl s LS A V) 58Il ve (9%100) s Jaw Cua Q103 ciiall (g3l oIS il A
Con bl SN e Lad V) EDB S ve Q105 ciall A cls) daw Jaugie
5alyy Auadliie i) dus il Santa Marias Q101 (piiall (sl Lol (AL Zuwyy (il

ol 8 NaCl 2kl 355

135 Aaslall ale s 153 Calial aled g @ll o 223 ANOVA (bl Jalas 38 o g

(Gakell 1 Jsaal) (P < 0.001)isiaall e a0l <3 LIS sl daslall X Ciiall Jals

120

NaCl(10% mg/l)

Q101 ‘ Q102 ‘ Q103 ‘ Q105 ‘ Santa Maria

L 524l (Chenopodium quinoa Willd.) siSll Calical ysd (sl (%) by daus . (6) JS&)

ol 3 (NaCl) assmall 2)5l =Sl @l gise ANy

(N = 4) (hadl GlatL (s ye Jagial) Jics 15Uanal) il
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Asdlially Gl : ) Juadl Adndal) Ayl

clay) 4 L 2 I

2y O bisinn il it Agynall bkl e als) ASa e (7) JSA e

asdls Tay Aagld) Giligiey laY) gaea e @il o Ladl G il ANV agaseall
Lty «NaCl 35 53L) g oY) AV i) s el Q105 5 Q103 il Jawsy Gam ¢J5Y)
O Velai) 9100 <ol A Maw Q105 5 Q103 (pdiall dnwilly (duws Jil Q102 Ciiall Jas
Y 455l i) caws Santa Maria s Q102 Q101 <alial) cilaws Lty ca Ll Aiall CIEI A5
Ol 1S5 5Ly e byl G J& calall @lill A JE) aall e lelm) %50 e JB
Q103 (ysiuall (%100) Aelill anaill () Jaadli um calal) < ie ALY) ANy 203 seall 2ylS

csdsmall 2ol #5530 e lebans 0y Jaly Q105
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AaBlially il ) Juadl Adal) A}

wpnQl0] Q02 wgeQl03 wmQl0S wse=Santa Maria wpeeQ10] Q102 wgewQl03 wmQlO5 wmemSanta Maria
120 120
v 100 100 -
j 80 3 80
Fa
3 5 o
A0 ; 40 -
=R R
S— 20 A - 20
L 0
1 2 3 4 s 6 7 (s3) O . 3 3 r - . 7 (assd) a3
g Ql0] wgwQl02 wgwQl03 wweQl05 wx=Santa Maria wpeeQ10] Q102 Q103 Q105 wspimSanta Maria
120 120
100 - 100
3‘ SO 3 80
? 60 - ? 60
g€ g
. ¥/
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 (as)oe 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 (o
6 (10°mg/1 ) 9 (10°mg/l )

wpenQl0] =@=Ql02 =wp=Ql03 esw=Ql0S ewe=Santa Maria

120

8

8§ 8 8

(%) byt o

»n
o

o

12 (10°mg/1 )

il s (A yadl (Chenopodium quinoa Willd.) 15l Caliaal sl il A 5a . (7) JS&)

el AN el & (NACH) p s saall 23518 Sl il sine

(N = 4) lad) GhatYl G5 Janssiall Jias t5lanall ail
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AaBlially il ) Juadl Adal) A}

(RGR) (udl) Ciliiy) Jira .3 I

2 G a0l Gl o ciidy aill LY Jae o (8) S8 e i

Coiall Lol @i 1 Zualall 58050 Calide die Q103 Cisal) die Al i) Sl Jans o

i il Sl Jane o alial) L sal ans et YY) 3l vie (il aal i ae Q105
Lol LY Jane ad Ji1 Q102 Ciiall o G <1 (1

Jals Leadeiaslal Jales 1500 Gilial Jale o aa3 ANOVA ol (Jlas 3l Cag

(Galall 2 Jsaall) Aygias iy d ) CulklelS Aalall X Caiall

NaCl(103mg/l)

Q101 ‘ Q102 ‘ Q103 ‘ Q105 ‘ Santa Maria

(Chenopodium quinoa Willd. ) 15S)) Calial 53y (2l (RGR) il Sl Jaae . (8) L&)

ol 3 (NACH) psaseall 2)51< = Dal il sinne Ay Gy 0l

(N = 4) @ladd) GhatYl Gshye Jassiall Jics s3lanall pl
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AaBlially il ) Juadl Adal) A}

(GE (%)) cluy) &8k dui . 4 .1

5jlke Ll SN bl baoywn el clal) Al daws ol Bl (9) JSA o

il doaw el Q1055 Q103 (piiall Jaws Gun g jaall 1l Calical JS wie 13a5 aalally

35 el il cas (51,25%) A Ji Q102 caiall Jas Wiw <100 % carly Gua il
(12.10° mg/l ) #3

Aagldl Jales dugpad) 13S0 Gl Jale ol a3 ANOVA il (s 2l G
l s il cwilS A lall X canall Jalall o cpa B (P < 0.001)4 sixall dddle aa Laladad) el

(Galdl 3 Jsaall) (P> 0.05)0 5000 52

120

100

80

60

EG (%)

40

20

NaCl(103mg/l)

(Chenopodium quinoa Willd.) 15l alical s (sl (GE%) culuiy! 4dla daus . (9) JS&)
ol 3 (NACH) psaseall 2)51< = Dal il sinne Ay Gy 0l

(N = 4) lad) GhatYl G5 Janssiall Jics t5lanal) ail
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Asblially il : ) Juadl Adndal) Ayl

(SVI) s 568 yasa. 5.1

e (NaClydualall STall sbyl el sl 38 sdge ol iy (10) JS& e
o el Q1055 Q103 (piiall daws Cum cdusgyaall 1ol Cilial S aie 13ay 28l il
sl B8 pise af J8 Q102 Ciball Jaws Lai ¢ 5l B8 pi5a

dasld) dale 5 Augynall 1Sl Galial dale of a3 ANOVA ool (Jilas 508 cun
4 Jsall) (P < 0.001)hsieall e an 0uls 3 elS ilS dasldl X canall dale Jals 1S,
(Gl

1000
900
800
700
600
500
400
300
200
100

Svi

NaCl(103mg/l)

Q101 ‘ Q102 ‘ Q103 ‘ Q105 ‘ Santa Maria

(Chenopodium quinoa Willd.) 15l Calical 5ed g2l (SVI) sl 358 yii5e . (10) JS&

ol 3 (NACH) psaseall 2551< = Dal il sinna Ay Gyl

(N =20) haal Gyl (35850 Jass il Jics salanall 2l
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Asdlially Gl : ) Juadl Adndal) Ayl

/ RL) 3l [Akged) Jghay (RL) i) Jshag (HL) Aged) Jgba «(SL) 800 Jgh . 6 I
(HL
GlaY sl Al Joh 50l Joh lawsia paliail (5) dsaall e Lases oy
Aol o pil) udi Laadls IS caggeall 2y6l< AT S5 g i) e Ll g paall 15
& Santa Maria  <isall ¢ 6 (10°mg/l ) S5l 4 Q101 ciiall elitiuls (HL/RL ) sl

12 (10°mg/l ) 5 6 (10°mg/l ) oS Al 6 Q105 auall 5 12 (10°mg/l ) S5l

Jals Load daglall dales 153€0 Calial Jale o 253 ANOVA (plall Jala a3 Casag

(G2l 8 57 6 ¢5Jsaall) Agina iy bl SIS cAaglall X Canal
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Ladatl) Loyl

[ gl Jshg (RL) a3l Jghag (HL) Aguall Jska «(SL) 82W) Jgha . (5) Jgaad)
AV 4 s yaall (Chenopodium quinoa Willd.) 1siSll Calial culyals (sal (HL / RL) sl

dasssl) 8 (NaCl) pssaall 200 ~al il inne

HL/ RL RL HL SL NaCl s calall
(mm) (mm) (Cm) (10°mg/l)

110025  2095%361 2220415 432 +0.64 0 0101
0,95 +0,31 18,75 +3,86 17,10 +3,89 3,59 +0,54 3

1,03 £0,41 13,10 £2,57 12,80 £3,75 2,59 +0,42 6

0,85 +0,35 11,25 +£3,18 8,55 +1,73 1,98 £0,29 9

0,58 +0,27 10,40 £2,30 5,55 +1,85 1,60 +0,25 12

1,34 +0,56 19,10 +4,05 23,90 +5,78 4,30 +0,66 0 Q102
0,55 +0,19 21,75 +5,60 11,50 +3,82 3,38 £0,71 3

0,42 +0,27 20,70 +4,86 7,65 +2,82 2,84 +0,41 6

0,64 +0,66 14,50 +6,23 6,90 £3,51 2,01 +0,47 9

0,25 +0,09 13,05 +4,07 2,98 0,73 1,60 +0,41 12

1,15 +0,48 37,15+11,82 37,90 £7,72 7,51 +1,17 0 Q103
0,10 +0,38 34,90 £12,86 30,55 +4,98 6,55 +1,25 3

0,87 +0,55 35,40 13,32 24,75 5,34 6,02 +1,28 6

0,82 +0,46 30,25+9,88 20,95 +5,10 5,12 +0,86 9

0,64 +0,19 26,20 + 6,75 15,70 2,76 4,19 +0,73 12

1,15 +0,63 30,30 £10,51 30,10 +5,23 6,04 +1,25 0 Q105
0,95 +0,37 24,30 +6,49 21,65 +5,98 4,60 +0,99 3

1,17 0,65 20,80 +9,58 18,75 +5,85 3,96 +0,79 6

0,93 +0,37 16,25 +6,07 13,75 +4,48 3,00 +0,77 9

1,32 +0,58 8,55 +3,94 9,70 £2,60 1,83 +0,47 12

1,42 +0,36 18,25 +4,97 25,00 5,74 4,33 +0,95 0 Santa Maria
1,29 +0,40 15,15 +4,49 18,30 £3,85 3,35 +0,64 3

0,73 £0,34 15,70 +4,78 10,35 +3,77 2,60 +0,45 6

0,66 0,27 12,50 +3,38 7,70 £3,08 2,02 +0,44 9

0,99 +0,44 8,45 £3,85 7,50 £3,25 1,60 +0,60 12
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Asblially il : ) Juadl Adndal) Ayl

(SHR (%)) 8,0k Jgh (aledl) dswi . 7 .1

A3)lae (NaCl) Zaalal) Sl abosls i 8)sll) oo (alias) s o Gt (1) JS80 (e
Al Y 3<Hl ve Q105 Caiall Aald gyl 15l Glial JS xie 1aas aalall
(10°mg/l ) pS5l (i 53l a3l Jshal (alias) J Q103 ciiall Jaww cpa & «(NaCl)

12

135 Aaslall Jale 5 g paall 153l Calial Jale o 223 ANOVA lal) (it il G

9 Jsall) (P < 0.001)hssiall Je an cpls il Ll cul€ dasldl X caall Jile il
(alall
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Chenopodium ) 1Sl Calial 53 (g2l (SHR (%)) 80kl Jola (mleas] e . (11) JS&Y

danisll 3 (NACH) p g suall 2551< el dss jaall (quinoa Willd.

(N =20) haal CahaiYl 35850 Jass il Jics salanall 2l
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Asblially il : ) Juadl Adndal) Ayl

(RSIR) (alall jpiall auidll Jural) . 8 I

Q102 (piinall die dala € S ald) )l i) Jaaddl of (12) IS8 (e gy

33U e oalall ) all il Jaeall Logas alady Gus calgadld oY) 35 vie Santa Maria

>l Jpd dd pe pgine aldl ) Jaee (S8 Q1055 Q103 pptuall lae Lad ¢ 3:S 5l
Q105 Ciaiall xie 12 (10°mg/l) eI <5l (0.01) casiha

Jals Load ddaslall daley 1530 Gl dale o 253 ANOVA (plall Jala a3l Casag

(G 10 Jsaall) Gt il il LS il dialal) X Caneall

E -
S o01s I |,

3
005 |3 69123 691236 912/3 6912369 12|Na°'(10"‘9/')

Q101 Q102 Q103 Q105 Santa Maria

Chenopodium ) 152l Cilial 53 (53l (RSIR) ealall ) puall ol Jaeall .+ (12) &)
asssl) 8 (NaCl) asmsall 20)5iS =Dl @il sicse ANy Ay yadll (quinoa Willd.

(N=4) Gl GhatYl Gsiye e giall Jias 15lanall 4l
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Ladlally glidl) : SEY Juadl) dadadatl) 4yl

(ST (%)) daglall Jaai dows . 9 .1

@ Lalall 30l Al a2y (96100 ) At CulS Aaskall Jaad das of (13) JSa (e cpaily
OBl Aaslall Jeat Laid Clial) L L bl S50 bl Q105 Cially Q103 Caiall
Jead Auws Ji Santa Maria ciiall daw s caalall Aijlae Lald)l 350 2yl Laoys

danll 8 NaCl #3LY

Jaln Load cdaglall dale s 1538l Galial Jale of an3 ANOVA plall Jalas 3l Casa g

(Gl 11 Jsaall) Gt il il LIS il daglll X Cainal

NaCl(103mg/I1)

3 6 9 12(3 6 9 123 6 9 12(3 6 9 123 6 9 12

Santa Maria

(Chenopodium quinoa Willd.) 1s:S) Calical 553 (sal (ST (%)) Zaskall Jaad duns . (13) JS&

danisll 3 (NACH) psaaseall 2551< = Dal il sinea AV G g2l

.(n = 4) L_?)\:"-‘“M g_q\);_a}“_\ Bsdy Jasisiall Jaas taUanal) e:ﬁ\
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Asdlially Gl : ) Juadl Aot Al

-

PRSI 1 |
PYRSEPRRUARCAYE PR G U |

NaCl 3Sl5 de dadiye 068 @byl daw of lele deaniall milil) DA e ey

Oe Al SR de ymiss «Q1025 Santa Maria «Q101 <ilia¥) Alla 4 LS dinididll
Lo pe 35 Al 025 ¢Q105 5 Q103 (pdicall Alla & LS (%100) 4ali (1555 5l Lagas Anslall
85 «Jsusll cla xie (Arshadullah et al., 2016) 5 «(2014) O3ATs Panuccio (e JS 4d) Juass
Attrietal .,) bl zaill xies (2018) 05,31 Kalhorilahal us 3 LS 55¥) alial (s

(2018

ZOLY Al &jsan) il ) g L) s palias) of ol (e 2aall 508

) Y Lage cdaliaia) dlayy Hoall elall Jsas (ghsan] dariall piey Cum casiigeall a0l

DRIV slse igas Aipe Mallis ¢ g lly DaYIS cila) dlaye ol dagall oyl Lol

Ladl sl o ) (2013) 0saly Zehra colil Wiy o(Rajpar et al.,2014) 50l cpia sl

) Vi) A gy )2 b Lgmaaty lisdl) Joddd dais (16 @ila) o agaseall 251C ]
el o aleds] Ml Lallsindy WA aluds) Jadisi ) Ao3ge oyl

Cua (NaCl) lall 5805 50l ae (s 153l Calial i) 3Sa of gl el LS
Qi)ib Camara ubai :\.mb.l cdq L'éﬁ\_g:ﬁ c_“a\lﬂ\ a.JAj “_ql_\m{zf\ O Q\_u}“ :\:SJ; CADB &;Ja &"_1_5\.533

Al @l Al Glical ey e (2018)

die g smygeall 2ol =Ml 35 53L) pe iy el L) Jane o ) @S] Laf

5 Kumari duhy ae bl s 55 Q1055 Q103 caiall la Lad clual) e
5wy Gaa o(Paspalum scrobiculatum) gaall e gl G sie (2015) Vishnuvardhan
Adal) dagydl) st pe Al A8 UKL ) GlaY) G (RGR) ool Y] Jane

(Al Harbi et al., 2008) da slall by giue il pad pa aopuall Sl
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5 asmgall 0)l< CN\.J 3555 830) e QBN a gl B (midn lay) ddla o ol
Gt ae (381550 il o328 Q1055 Q103 (péiall (53l 3 (10°mg/l ) 5 wlall 35l die AWl ()5
Gs)Als Hakim s ¢(2014) 03315 Ologundudu Whal dubal &adlse gl LS (GP (%)) <iblay)

) als e (2010)

s Aalladl (GP (%)) byl caws ey Gl (o (2001) Wopereis s Folkard i
A 13 GliaY) G WS bl o gal) das L ysdy alies couti 28 daididll (GE (%)) <laY) d3la

L3 GE% o Lol Al Gl (e ol dndls Uy et dulle GE%

Dselal) Jlany 85y eyl ol B Lalds (giad sanaS oA 58 sdge e

sl 58 Ld5e of Sl PR e sl WS (Mondo et al.,2013) bl Loy apud)
g yall 15l Calioal JS (oal 15 caaLill cilisalls 35 e (NaCI) Zaaldd)l 38050 abajly bl
GsAls Ouerghi 5 301 xe (2018)05,als Kalhori el deas ) ilill ae i 13

LS5 xie (2016)

Q103 (pinnall v L] Juagiall Angill (SVI) sl 858 ydige gilis (ualin ) jadi WS
e (2017) Bostani s Bina Whal &l ae 3815 1385 (GP (%)) claY) cauw 36 ae Q105
oo Jie eS8 o ald) sleaY) lbisine il lie) (S adl Ly Gus (gl
Al e Sl s G syg el G Y sl B8 jd5e ailig (i) G
RL) sdal [ Al gad) Jshay (RL)pia Jshag (HL) digesdl Jsba o(SLYSM Jbs - 2 . 1T
(HL/

Ll 5ol ek g pad) 15l Galial @bl o2 udally Asadl Jsla mliss) of
1€l s e Ay ol dalse o) s3ag (NaCl) Aaslall 3805 3005 ae Jaussll (g55an)
Jsb el Jlay Cum (2016 «pasall) Lseall Jsb @il Aoy (2014) 03815 Brakez sl
Kaymakanova s ae (@155 3l o3 Liad cchslll JlaaY) Jshall ol jdally da gl
(NaClalall sl 52135 ae sodall [ Agsd) Jsha jd5e (el of LS cWlsaldl e (2009)

go bl ey Ay Hadiy sl Jsh e ST Asglalls Aagall Jsla il e ale IS
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ade Joasi Lo ae @8lgn Aagmill odag celall e Ban pdall Joha dlajs Zoalall Sl g i)
Gsals Aflaki s a8l Akl Calial sy xie (2014) Julkowska s (2018) (s yals Camara

el 2ie (2017)

45,24l (Chenopodium quinoa Willd.) 15l alual Gaey die o) bl cujell WS

ans pile Agdl e (e dabia ST 3all sai 05S0 «(NaCI) doaldd) 58050 any il can

Al b Cun il iy B (2012) O9sAls Chen @it aa Giule 1day clay) Asja
Auydall AN DY) Jais alidsl

JS die (NaCl) mlall 55 30b) ae auliy 5pld) Jsh paaleas) da of bl ekl
SN <o (2018) s Als Kalhori s (2010) Karim s Islam .y ae gl o8 aémg caliay)
oaling WA Galia ) im0 500 Joha dge Lmleds) of (2007) Grattan 5 Lauchli jaé LS
@33 @y oY) LB Glels s LAY Laas ol Lei€a LS calall (il e leana
Ghabll G Suall ) lall (8 505 Lae lealusily Al Al & aleas) ) oy IS5
Bagaal) e (9AY)s Aleadll A jadl)

(RSIR) alall ycall pdll Janal) . 3 . I

g 2 5 Q1055Q103 (piiall die pdaiy oalall ) pall o) Jaeal) o giial) <yl
5 Tsegay 4wl xe il oda (s (AYl Gl xie (NaCly clall S5 8l
Pentarrhinum.s Pisum sativum var <Lathyrus sativus «:cabls e (2014) Gebreslassie
(1993) Bowman s Cramer < (RSIR) alall ) jall owdll Jasall 25 0 ¢ abyssinicum
alamialy il Cldeall 3ok e e oSaall g g Al aa ddee b blamy) )
Adall Hlaa aadg (gslal) el
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(ST (%)) 4aglal) Jaad duws . 4 . 11

&t NaCl 3l 5.5 30l ga padlin (ST (%)) Anslall Jaad A o il cuelal
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Gl () dlse
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dalal) LAY

dalad) dadal)

23 Aulial Dl ¢ ol il e € <8 555al) Apaadl) alsal) ST e Aaglall s
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Gl cad bl GlaYl el ) Gl Jon Glaglan g 8 6 daaal g3 clay)
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aaslgiye Clubd il Jeall 13 gacad Cun caugdl 8 (NaClasigall 20 =S

Adlide Aanglguadg

LS ale <o 10l Gilual ey i) e dagldl b lole Joanial gl kil

Slea3 Q1055 Q103 piinall cufil Lald (<iys calgadld Calual) oda Alain) 6 Luls lila
Mg ST dulin Q102 Citall el (3 g yadll L) AL ae A3)lke Aaslall Wlle
Ll il dassgll 3 (NACH) pgsageal) 2yl #Oal (e Baliiall 5800 o S uaally ¢ oalal
eyl Al Ao b awl) Jasall clo¥) Aa (o) A rala)) pailad S e
Aoy pdall Joba [ Agdl Joba ¢ pudadl 5 Ay gl Jola€ Do jiasdyall (ailaddl ¢ Hoddll 348 yS5e
Adle At O e s S B paal) Auleal) 1Sl Cilical () 135 50l Jsha aliss)

addes ccalu) Aaye ol ald) aleadd sl Saad Gy yaal) 15l Calical e Lagac
Jualadl) 7 tly Aaslally 3 psiall Glaliall & oY) Dlai) maln A balaicly el oas
(NCI) asasaall 2)5lS ~ Y Llle Jand 5)38 (pe 153l bl Wl (g
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caalal)

gl Hulaal ANOVA bl Jalas Jslaa 1 Gadal)

(GP (%)) Ay giall Gl (bl Judas £(1) Jgaa

Source DF Adj SS Adj MS F-Value P-Value
Var 4 10437 2609,21 137,98 0,000
Salt (NaCl) 4 1694 423,59 22,40 0,000
Var*Salt (NaCl) 16 1240 77,52 4,10 0,000
Error 75 1418 18,91
Total 99 14790
(RGR) susl) Y] Jamal (ol (b £(2) g
Source DF Adj SS Adj MS F-Value P-Value
Var 4 0,27369 0,068423 25,59 0,000
Salt (NaCl) 3 0,12852 0,042840 16,02 0,000
Var*Salt (NaCl) 12 0,09092 0,007577 2,83 0,004
Error 60 0,16042 0,002674
Total 79 0,65355
(GE% )uluy!) 43Ua duual cplil) s 1(3) Jgaad)
Source DF Adj SS Adj MS F-Value P-Value
Var, 4 17883,0 4470,74 107,45 0,000
Salt (NacCl) 4 4964,5 1241,11 29,83 0,000
Var, *Salt (NaCl) 16 417,8 26,11 0,63 0,852
Error 75 3120,5 41,01
Total 99 26385,8
(SVI) sl 5 jdigal (bl s :(4) Jgaad)
Source DF Adj SS Adj MS F-Value P-Value
Var 4 9412068 2353017 443,79 0,000
Salt (NaCl) 4 6202501 1550625 292,45 0,000
Var*Salt (NaCl) 16 216692 13543 2,55 0,001
Error 475 2518509 5302
Total 499 18349770




caalal)

(SL) bl gkl culall Jubas £(5) Jgead

Source DF Adj SS Adj MS F-Value P-Value
Var 4 714,79 178,697 310, 38 0,000
Salt (NaCl) 4 601,85 150,462 261,34 0,000
Var*Salt (NaCl) 16 21,34 1,334 2,32 0,003
Error 475 273,48 0,576
Total 499 1611,45
(HL) sl Jslal (ol Juls 2(6) Jsaad
Source DF Adj SS Adj MS F-Value P-Value
Var 4 14798,9 3699,71 194,98 0,000
Salt (NaCl) 4 23364,1 5841,03 307,83 0,000
Var*Salt (NaCl) 16 812,2 50,76 2,68 0,000
Error 475 9013,1 18,98
Total 499 47988,3
(RL) Ll Jskal cilall Jalas £(7) Jgaad)
Source DF Adj SS Adj MS F-Value P-Value
Var 4 23003 5750,81 120,50 0,000
Salt (NacCl) 4 9039 2259,80 47,35 0,000
Var*Salt (NaCl) 16 2026 126,061 2,65 0,001
Error 475 22670 47,73
Total 499 567
(HLRL) il Jska [ &gl J5al colall s £(8) Jsaad)
Source DF Adj SS Adj MS F-Value P-Value
Var 4 12,34 3,0849 17,47 0,000
Salt (NaCl) 4 14,90 3,7256 21,10 0,000
Var*Salt (NaCl) 16 16,32 1,0202 5,78 0,000
Error 475 83,87 00,1766
Total 499 127,44




caalal)

(SHR (%)) 831 Jsha (i) Gl olal) Jdas 1(9) Jsaad

Source DF Adj SS Adj MS F-Value P-Value
Var 4 301289 75322 31,91 0,000
Salt (NaCl) 3 1379324 459775 194,77 0,000
Var*Salt (NaCl) 12 186471 15539 6,58 0,000
Error 380 897030 2361
Total 399 2764114

Source DF Adj SS Adj MS F-Value P-Value
Var 4 0,27369 0,068423 25,59 0,000
Salt (NaCl) 3 0,12852 0,042840 16,02 0,000
Var*Salt (NaCl) 12 0,09092 0,007577 2,83 0,004

Error 60 0,16042 0,002674

Total 79 0,65355

(ST (%)) Aasball Jan3 anaid ol Qs 2(11) Jgaad

Source DF Adj SS Adj MS F-Value P-Value
Var, 4 2736,9 684,23 25,59 0,000
Salt (NacCl) 3 1285,2 428,40 16,02 0,000
Var, *Salt (NaCl) 12 909, 2 75,77 2,83 0,004

Error 60 1604,2 26,74

Total 79 6535,5




