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Investigation of Plant Adaptability to Saline condition and Prediction
of Flora in Saline Soil,
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Table 1. Physico-chemical properties of the reclaimed soil used for experiment,

Area pH OM. TN AvalP0; Ca Mg

K Na
(cmol (+) /100g

CEC  Sand  Silt Clay Texture

- (%)

A 7.7 0.5 0.04 137 0.8 899
B 8.22 0.6 007 239 057 6.24

0.02 41.98  9.68 4.1 70.5 25,4  SiL
0.02 13.90 12.86 2.2 644 334 SiCL

A less desalinized area, B: more desalinized area.
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Table 2, Classification of dominant plant species in saline regions by life cycle,

Annual

Biennial

Perennial

Bilderdykia convolvulus
Persicaria nodosa
Persicaria hydropiper
Persicaria vulgaris
Chenopodium glaucum”™
Atriplex gmelini®
Salicornia herbacea™
Suaeda japonica™
Suaeda asparagoides™
Panicum dichotomiflorum
Andropogon vimineus
Cyperus globosus
Cyperus difformis
Cyperus microiria
Aeschynomene indica
Solanum nigrum
Portulaca oleracea
Spergularia marina
Setaria viridis

Setaria glauca

Digitaria sanguinalis
Bidens bipinnata
Bidens frondosa

Eclipta prostrata
Sonchus oleraceus
Persicaria senticosa
Erechitites hieracifolia
Diodia teres

Mosla dianthera
Echinochloa crus-galli

Kochia scoparia var. littorea™

Suaeda maritima™
Echinochlora crus-gali
var. oryzicola
Persicaria senticosa

Spergularia marina®
Sonchus oleraceus
Sonchus asper
Erysimum aurantiacum
Leonurus sibiricus
Artemisia aplacea
Carpesium abrotanoides
Erigeron annuus
Erigeron canadensis
Aster tripolia
Oenothera odorata
Limonium tetragonum”™
Meladryum oldhamianum
for. roseum

Lactuca scariola
Lepidium apetalum
Salvia plebela

Arenaria serpyllifolia
Youngia denticulata
Sonchus asper

Elymus mollis

Puccinellia nipponica®

Typha latifolia

Phragmites communis
Arundo donax

Triglochin maritimum
Zoysia sinica var. nipponica®
Paspalum thunbergii
Phacelurus latifolius

Scirpus fluviatilis

Carex pumila

Carex scabrifolia

Cyperus polystachyos
Juncus effusus var. decipiens
Asparagus schoberiodes
Gypsophila oldhamiana
Plantago asiatica

Plantago major var. japonica
Ixeris repens

Sonchus brachyotus
Artemisia princeps

Patrinia scabiosaefolia
Scirpus planiculmis

Salix spp.

Corylus heterophylla var. thunbergii
Vitex rotundifolia
Paulownia coreana

Alnus japonica

Rumex acetocella

Lathyrus japonica

Potentilla oleracea
Duchesnea chrysantha
Bromus japonicus

Juncus haenkei™

salinity, **

* The mark indicates the halophytes occurred on the saline soil, which retains still
indicate the halophyte occurred in more saline region.
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Table 3, Classification of plant species occurred in saline reclaimed land by family and life cycle,

Family No. of species Life cycle
Annu. Bien. Peren.

Asteraceae 17 4 10 3

Brassicaceae 3 3

Caryophyllaceae 4 3 1

Chenopodiaceae 7 7

Cyperaceae 8 3 5

Lamiaceae 3 1 2

Poaceae 15 8 7

Polygonaceae 6 6

Others 23 4 2 17

Total 86 33 27 26
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Table 4, Difference of plant species in saline tolerance on the basis of visual injury and reduction

of shoot growth,

Visual injury®

Shoot Length (cm)

Species 14DAT 21 DAT Control NaCl**
Persicaria blumei 7 8.5 24.3 13.2
Persicaria orientalis 7 8.5 25.9 21.3
Persicaria nodosa 5 6.5 35.7 14.9
Artemisia princeps var. orientalis 2 4.5 34.8 21.1
Astragalus sinicus 4 8.5 18.6 10.8
Eclipta prostrata 1 2.5 40.7 20.4
Lactuca scariola 1 3 26.5 15.7
Arabis glabra 0.5 1.5 12.4 lii5
Galinsoga parviflora 4 9.5 55.7 25.9
Aeschynomene indica 3 1.5 33.9 16.8
Chenopodium glaucum 0.5 4.5 14.1 15:2
Arenaria serphyllifolia 0.5 3 7.1 3.7
Cyperus polystachyos 0.3 3 18.2 14.2
Bidens bipinnata 1.2 3.5 48.2 21.6
Aster exilis 0.7 2.5 35.2 14.9
Ranunculus sceleratus 5 7.5 15.8 14.6
Trifolium repens 4.5 5 33.3 23.2
Stellaria aquatica 4 5 37.7 11.2
Lysimachia mauritiana 0.3 1.5 7.7 5.4
Eragrostis ferruginea 1 3 30.7 17.3
Erigeron annuus 1 2.5 22.7 12.1
Cyperus sanguinolentus 1.5 3.5 12.8 10.4
Lepidium virginicum 0.3 1.5 14.8 9.2
Cyperus Iria 3 6 17.7 9.7
Sporobolus elongatus 0.1 1.5 34.9 27.1
Taraxacum officinale 1.5 2.5 30.9 17.0
Thlaspi arvense 1.5 2.5 25.9 18.7
Festuca arundinacea 1 2.5 38.4 30.5
Youngia sonchifolia 1 2 17.0 11.2
Chenopodium album var. centrorubrum 0.5 2.5 17.5 8.5
Hemistepta lyrata 0.5 2.5 14.5 9.5
Ixeris polycephala 0.3 2 17.7 13.2
Chenopodium ficifolium 0 0.5 30.0 23.3
Rorippa indica 1 3.5 23.5 13.5
Acalypha australis 5.5 8 44.0 28.5
Leonurus sibiricus 4 6 22.6 16.0
Spergula marina 0.1 0.3 17.1 16.2
Pennisetum alopecuroides 8 9 30.0 15.1
Atriplex subcordata 0 0.2 38.1 34.7
Portulaca oleracea 0.2 5.5 4.2
Potentilla kleiniana 3 7 9.9 5.9
Amaranthus retroflexus 2.5 6 22.2 15.0
Solanum nigrum 5.5 6.5 39.0 16.2
Alopecurus aequalis var. amurensis L5 5 37.8 26.3
Panicum bisulcatum 2 5.5 21.9 11.7
Achyranthes japonica 6 6.5 29.6 9.4
Leptochloa fusca 2 4.5 41.8 18.5
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) Visual injury* Shoot Length (cm)
Species
14 DAT 21 DAT Control NaCl**
Agropyron tsukushiense var. transiens L2 5.5 33.6 22.1
Persicaria thunbergii 9 10 17.1 8.6
Sedum sarmentosum 2.5 5.5 10.7 5.1
Galium spurium 7.5 10 29.6 1.5
Tagetes minuta 4.5 8.5 50.2 22.5
Commelina communis 5 6 59.2 32.2
Coreopsis alternifolia 1 6 20.0 7.3
Bidens frondosa 4.5 8.5 64.9 17.5
Abutilon avicennae L5 6 26.9 11.9
Siegesbeckia glabrescens 6.5 10 23.6 6.9
Ambrosia artemisiifolia var. elatior 2 5 36.3 18.1
Capsella bursa-pastoris 2 5.5 13.6 6.3
Atriplex gmelini 0 0.5 20.3 17.1
Rumex crispus 2 5:5 32.6 12.1
Oenothera odorata 2 6 15.7 7.1
Datura stramonium 5.5 7 36.9 15.8
Echinochloa crus-galli 2:5 5 70.0 32.8
Ambrosia trifida 5.5 9 60. 2 29.7
Digitaria sanguinalis L2 6.5 35.1 19.5
Siegesbeckia pubescens 1.5 9.5 21.8 7.0
Suaeda asparagoides 0.1 0.5 217.0 22.6
Suaeda maritima 0 0 17.4 14.9
Aster tripolium 0.5 L5 31.4 20.3
Ixeris dentata var. albiflora 0.3 1.5 10.5 9.6
Erechitites hieracifolia 5.5 9 26.7 13.7
Juncus effusus var. decipiens 2.3 5.5 49.7 25.1
Arthraxon hispidus 4.5 8.5 24.9 16.9
Erigeron canadensis 4.5 6 1.7 6.1
Potentilla paradoxa 5.2 7 18.6 10.8
Eleusine indica 4 6.5 33.5 14.1
Paspalum thunbergii 5 7 38.8 27.1
Asparagus officinalis 3.2 5.2 55.9 42.8
Digitaria violascens 2.5 7 20.7 15.0
Bidens tripartita 9.5 10 52.0 21.5
Humulus japonicus 6.5 10 63.6 14.5
Glycine soja 3 9 64.8 72.7
Zea mayst 7 8.5 100 60.7
Glycine max 1 9.5 10 72.0 34.6
Hodeum vulgaret 5 7 45.7 35.2
Gossypium indicum t 4.5 5.5 20.3 15.9
Pisum sativumt 9.5 10 17.0 16.2
Triticum aestivumt 3.5 5.5 37.0 33.7
Avena sativat 4 7.5 65.1 50.2
Cucumis melo var. makuwat 1 8 14.1 15.0
Lolium multiflorum?t 5 7 60.4 41.2
Daucus carota var. sativat 4 10 16.4 10.6
Solanum melogena t 4 10 7.3 3.8
Oryza sativat 4 8.5 39.6 27.3
Nicotiana tabacumt 2 4 28.5 8.8
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Visual injury*

Shoot Length (cm)

Species
14 DAT 21 DAT Control NaCI**
Perilla frutescens var. japonica 10 10 1.7 4.2
Phaseolus radiatus 10 10 30.9 231
Citrullus vulgarist 9 10 19.6 8.9
Phaseolus angularist 9 10 23.7 15.6

*) 0:not affected, 10:highly affected (dead)
**) NaCl 200mM, 1) crop species
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Figure 1, Effect of soil salinity on the emergence of crop seedling, The soil salinity
were controlled with tap water through desalinization of reclaimed soil,
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Figure 3, Effect of soil salinity on the five crop species, Symbols are
as follows: rice(®), barley(m), maize(A), mung bean(o),

soybean(O).

Table 5. Effects of soil salinity on the number of leaf at the seedling stage of several crops,

EC(mS)

Crop 10.0 13,2 33.0 41.7

Rice 3.22%+0.19 2.67+0.58 2.44+0. 38 0.67x1.15
Barley 3.00+0.00 3.00+0.00 2.78+0.38 2.17+0.17
Maize 5.00+0. 33 5.00+0. 00 4.44+0. 38 3.33+0.58
Mungbean 2.22+0.38 2.44+0.51 1.00+0. 00 0.00+0.00
Soybean 3.44+1.07 2.78+0.51 2.17+0.17 0.00+0.00
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