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Abstract

To establish a unified evaluation method, which is prerequisite for salt tolerance mechanism research,

reports on the evaluation strategies in cotton salt tolerance since 1990 were summarized. Meanwhile, the evaluation
protocols and corresponding results related to cotton salt tolerance during seed germination, seedling stage and whole
growth stages were analyzed. The results showed that the unified evaluation protocols of salt-tolerance in upland cotton
are: Under laboratory conditions, the cotton seeds germinating ratio is conducted by using the folding filter paper and
keeping it wet at room temperature after treatment with 150 mmol/L NaCl solution at seed germination stage; Under

outdoor conditions, the cotton seedlings survival ratio was determined after treatment with 0.40% NaCl in salt pool at

three leaves seedling stage.

Keywords

R E AL T R A T B X R HAE Y e
KA TR R Z —, M ME R L 3R>
0.40 S/m )+ 48 L R mt + A T 40 mmol/L
NaCl % . AL P S5 &k (it 58 B (E A 0. 77 S/m),
A ER O e MR . B TR D | TR AR AR AR
72 T 1) T R v, 6 FH TR R R | B v A
A6 77 100 ) AR PR S M BRIl — R
Az bR AR SRR R H 4R R,

R AL T P 527 5 ] LN DR e N

1=
5

W H 7 .
HEIH .
LR
it AR

2020-11-26

IRA PRI, 322 FE AR AL T R WL B AT 5T, E-mail .

cotton; salt tolerance; germination stage; seedling stage; evaluation protocol

Fift 22 1) ol e AR AN [] s Ao 22 100 ) i P 2 B o A =
F 50 TR M O R — oy Ry B HE M v ]
PSS TETR (R DY b, BB % 8 TR S WA R
2R E AW R i HE Rk 5 )45 48 58 102 1V ]
L) AR B R WAk o R I o 2 T BB 5T 4k B da
P& S R AR OGN T 89 2 AL L — A s 2 A TR
PR AT B Eh Ve . AR AR Eh 20 bR 0 9 T R
FH AR T M 1 0 B0 R 4 AR A
AT 19 38 5 g SECIRAY IEA o OA) E ER A

[¥ % & S HF & 38 (2018 YFD0100303) 5 [H % H AR K4 (31530053)

suying0425@ cau. edu. cn

LT H %, FEMNEMRERET M S ERNADS, E-mail :jinping_hua@ cau. edu. cn



12 S RS I A N S S

2021 4 25 26 &

FERT G W3 AR S 20 R AW R F R R R K
SEARARAE N S E SR bR T A 0 R HAE XT Bk
IR X I T BR A5 48 B A1 by 28 5 o o 5 B0 A 2R PR AR

LA BRSO BAE A KR B R R R Ay
oM VIR M sl SR R RO 2 M 2 AR B A L 25
A WA AL R

x1 REMBELETERERDE

Table 1 Classification of the identification methods and indexes of cotton salt tolerance

i #1545

Salt tolerance

i % 48]

Germination stage

Seedling stage

) i LEEM
Whole growth period

index
S AN R SN LY N R
L A AU L BN P TS TR R T P R P
S CLEE N N Y R T 2 T N
irect index . Sena, P2 2
K R K . B 2T 4 R
TSR T A B O A RO 4
- ‘}LTTEW i }:N%ENwa BRSBTS R R
* g COTERTR IR D g
4 407D 5 25 1)
H Ak 38 B B S AR 2836 M, n SOD, POD,
il 5 3 b R NI u
A b HIXHE % MRS CAT % B R & e e g = 0 AR

Indirect index

ENCPIiE 3¢

=] ﬁyﬁ%'ﬂﬁ%givﬁﬂ H, O,

A AR AR AR XT3 3 A X A Bk
T 6 77 18 B0 A T 4R B B SRR ek 2R
GhSOSI & H ik K it 3843 FFrid

ABFFELE 45 0T 19902021 4F [ P A1 A 48 it

TRAVEWEFEA S AGE | PUE i L ZR A B A WE S FHCR K ZE RGN 2 R B NaCl 3k & >
AR AR A R B L A R AR E T AR LG — AT LY 0.70% (120 mmol/L) B, 25 5 h & .

NaCl ¥ & >0. 50 % (85 mmol/L) i, £k

WESETTUE » VIO O Je R WA AR A6 44 4 Tinf 5 1 4 2
Rft=%,

1 MFHEZHERE

A6 B 17 2 S0 i e 65 o P 1) i 28 Ak o
EA WAV Gl AR SR R R KA
NN RCER TR T Y GO VNE R A B = Y DO Y o S

Xof 3 7 2 ORE O BRI 3 A5 AR X 8 BOR VT A AR 1Y T
N
1.1 EEAER

I 2 A R R 1 A T R K 1 A AE
ot~ 7 35 35 0L o 2R A7 T 66 0 B 1 0 25 SR R T L 4
JREEECN0.70% ~1. 10% (BE /R E Ry 120~
188 mmol /L) i NaCl ¥ W i 17 4 46 1 & W Tif 5 1
U TE TN GE . AR AR R RUZ g ARk L T
0.00%~1.00%.1.20% .1. 50 % 4% 13 4~#6 & /K
Vi NaCl s W S it R F B MR 2F R, kKLY

AT 0(CK) L 100,150 F1 200 mmol/L % NaCl
W FE B B AT W &S 5 150 mmol/L NaCl 2y
T £ P 4 R A R R L DA R R R eR AR (E A
SR T R B A RSO A o R I i B0 it
EMRHE . BORELA, AT « LR
A1 6 A NaCl v BE 6 B (0 (CK) L, 50,100,
150,200 F1 300 mmol/L) , lL&HT 88 27 AR AE
B A 25 AR e 2 5 R RS 07 SR R ek B0 AT
i Pk 25 A PR B 22 150 mmol/L NaCl % AE
F AL T R PE 2 W
TR R e 405 1oL R R kR &
2L BEE O 0. 10%,0. 20%,0. 30%,0. 40 % .
0.60%.0.80%.1.00%.1.20% #1 1. 40 % 1Y NaCl
VWAL 3L o A AR R 2 A AR 2 AR AR AR L 4
ORI K ZE ) NaClIlg SR A 1,20 %0, i
S ZE RN 2 8 1Y NaCl G AR N 0. 8020, R4
RAECR BN B MO 0.0.30%.0. 45 % Hl
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0. 60 Y0¥k BE 1) NaCl ¥ W12 18 £ 2 Fh 7 2547 1 A& i
B o XF L4 A AR A i Bl Rl 2 A7 R 4S8 1 8 X
F¥EE B EBR NaCl %Wk R 0. 60%.,

DAY P S e M AE T SR D A R 2 i H .
FIHT 150 mmol/L NaCl ¥ W 2 47 A 46 Fl 1 I8 48 &
R PR K 2SO K 2E R DU R B R
it R A o VHE AR A RE 419 0y il b AR AR 1 TR £ 1
Sun %58 33 #E B # LA i A 0. 40%6.0. 607,
0.80% ,1.00% A1 1. 20 % () NaCl %5, T * B bl 57
177 B 8 57 B 3 5 M T SR M 2 L W e
1..00 % 1) NaCl 5 v i O 38 ‘B i 18 2 1
1.2 WEEER

R A LAY T b ke 2E SR B R NaCl ik
BES 0~1. 00 % By Vb Bs BEAT & 2F . LhAE XS B 1 %
O30 4 AR it E R RS B BT (C>90. 020) (BT
(75.0% ~89. 9%) . i (50. 0% ~ 74. 9 %) Fl A fiif
(0.0%~49.9%), S5F KM 0.40% NaCl ¥ i it
AL B 2% 2R B L B 0. 40 20 1 H 8 & b B4R
AR AR 7 b R 0 O A 0 e AR . R AT RTRL A AR
AR A A R 5 AR VR R VD 8 O ik
HEAT WA I 0 T 3R PR 38 2 NaCl ¥k 22 0 (it
M) .0.10%.0.20%.0. 30% F1 0. 40% (L & /T ¥»
THEX100%) . 45 7 d J5 A AT H 0K AR L
S WP SR R 2 S i (=90, 0%0) (B (70. 0% ~
89. 9%0) .1 (50. 0% ~69. 9%) LA K ATl (<50, 0%),
gER R LY+ 0.30% NaCl ¥ B Sk 52 Wi A 48 3
KIS, v NaClZ=0. 30 %, #1 8 % 52 3|
FEE AL NaCl<<0. 30 %6 B, 42b BEF0XF IR 4 3 %8
WBEER,

SR AEIXF 102 4y A AL B st AT TR R 1 O
e, LA 1,00 %0 ) NaCl i Wi o 30 F 7 & 28 2 O b 1f
HEAT W 439 1 9 CRdi, H, >90. 026) .2 ¢ (i »
R.75.0%~89.9%).3 & (ifif , T.50. 0% ~74.9%)
4 9 (UL, S, 0. 0% ~49. 9%) , 45 5 & WL Ah 7 4
Xof i B A8 AR A T 40 5T o e RRE R R i 2 AR AR
W i ST 6 1 28 R SRR bR . R A S b O KR
JiT, GEE 0. 30 % (BE IR H JEE 51 mmol/L) iy NaCl %
N R R Wi SO ST IENG - i O AR R (i 0] 5
AR F SRR TR BE S 160 {3t £ & AP AD 18 3 Hidh dh
Fpted o ol g g A5 a3 v %5 0 X A 150 mmol/L
NaCl 75 W E 47 20 3. LUK A8 W A 199 45 1> 48 im0 36 5
B0 08 1 R0 A T S5 48 A, AT AR AR T B PR 2
HeA R ST, Lhvb 85 J 28 1k 30 A7 R AR T 6 7k 245 0

Bf, ¥ 4+ NaCl & & Kb W AfF 75 22 5. A 1 DL
“NaCl 5 /T V038”10 I A 58500 b 0547 55 ok 3a
b3 LA LA [a] JBE IR e B BT & ik B 1Y NaCl i
W HEHEYD - 0 J7 PR A7 030 Ab 38, 2 Fh oy i vy SE PR
NaCl & i il H g0 7 28 K 2s
1.3 HMEFER

B b3 AR AR ANV Ay e 2 e Jo 4 5 i 3 1 1)
D5 ¥R AN o R S R B K B kL B 0. 30 %0 ~
1.50 % iy NaCl ¥ B . 76 A3 152 22 A1 7 7K Al
YH 70 o O 1 b, B 0 A AE 1 A 5 U i R
AWFELL 0. 17 % ~0. 23 % i NaCl 3% 3 H B 9811 5
it = 19 ek 25 37 (Rh 2R 4 i 249, IRl 7 1 1
PR Ak 25 Sk 48 b o DR AG I 6 A6 T R vES . O
ot R (A5 S ) H A M L T ) A R
P AH DG PE RS 1 — 2D B IE

2 hEETERtEE

R AL 5 AR S SR 1) B 9 0 o U L b bk aa
AT BE 5] AL 4l v W 7 Ak A Az B TP
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Xif o Fre A AR L TR B A A 0T R o 2
— e EE R e . BRI B LAY
PR gk K A i AR B A AR AR S K W BT £
MY E R AR
2.1 KIBFEXE

Guo ZEWM SR KRS Ik, 43 1L 050,100,150
F1 200 mmol/L NaCl ¥ ¥ 4b B = it — .0 HH A 4L %)
B &P 150 mmol/L NaCl &b Bl S # 4E H F 4 7k 35
Bt ) 2 K WK B 2 150 mmol/L 24 48
20V SO T R 1 S T RO 3 Ak RV B L 3 A R
Jip 38 5 AR AE A i R AR A S Hr A )5S 0.5~72.0 h
FE IR 22 S 00 B 2 B J5 3,12 F1 48 h Dy
i AE ol 36 6 Y R A2 1) S s i) 0 R
ot i M A CRI-127 F1BF AR A6 B AR M E#E1Y F.
PRI TR Eh PR 2 e Y il 2 R IR s R
WL R B ARG L TR AR T ES
FAVEAE o 4 H R AH G QTL,

UEAh Al A 5% g K B A L & 100,
150,200 F11 250 mmol/L ) NaCl ¥ R, T4
IS e AR B 10 d S I E A K S A RN AR B A
T AL SR R KR R 4 805 B B 200 mmol /L
NaCl g 7K 15 £ 4 i 16 38 B e o DA i AR X 285 K o
FG A T AT Sy v 300 T P 7 2 46
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i R A S e R T O R 6 000 A% 13 A AE Fh T
YRR K BLAE 0. 40 % NaCl #e B A 6 fe U A H)
T S T R 1 25 5L B L T 0. 40 26 kB b aE vk
(PR 568 5 1) AR Sy Al 6 P 5T T 6 P 568 2 O i
FEE AT % AR e . IR 0. 40 20 ki 0 A AR
SR A 10 d A RN R R R AR T ER 1
IR A B P (>90. 0%) HL(75. 0% ~89. 9%) |
fif (50. 0% ~74. 9 %) FIANTiH (0. 06 ~49.9%) ,

W B HE 4 250 mmol/L NaCl £ i o 4b
PRV I — O AR AE 2 7 AR B A 5 (i IR 4R & ED |
TR RIFRIA A ST 2 FH RO — B
Mgk R i 9 RN bk = SO 2R L AR
M2 R 3 gt A R SR . K
AT R X 4 R . 0L 1.00% . 1.50%
2.00% .2. 50 % F1 3. 00 % () NaCl ¥ # &b 3 g i —
DA AE BRI 3.5 A1 7 d P AR T E R AL
BAMZEREGLT RS S0 G AR L1 %,
T RFMARB 29,2 i ML 3 %1 FFit
ZEWVE A G2 T E B VE . R AR AR 2
HH9,1.50% ~2. 00% (257 ~ 342 mmol/L) NaCl
W BEAL PR 7 d, AT H] T O A A A R 0T 3
Mo XUHERE S5 SR A dh &R 0. 40 %6 1 IR
T, A AR 0. 10% R HA LR
By o T oS Y N R TER NP A = e R S R L VAR
A6 BT C 00D i R PR DA A o

3 2EFHMEGERE

i 30 5 5 W A AR 7 R 4 B TR A
st PR BT U AE 42 A T AG AR R B0 R AT
8y 5 8 MR AL T R M 1 Oy 3000

FE 45 U5 o 43 A - M R X AR AR R
AIAh T S0 L 45 2R B, e B R e R
PRA RS AR MR R B O C. RIS
<0, 24 06 XA AL bk B AR ) PR R EAE 5
IR0, 2400 TR AR RS2 2 B >
0. 50 V0 I AR A2 3 B W . (5 -3 Eh o 5 47 4k
At TR 35 AR CPE . Guo S8 38 2o 4% i LA
TR 0. 5001y A SR T R K Ak BEBE L ] A 1 0
00T il R T4 A 5SRO AT 4 B R R T 45
R B A S ER I3 B v AT A5 B 0F At £ 4 L S
WRIEHFm

PN T AR R A A AR A A R B

B E 0.0, 15%.0. 30%.0. 45% H1 0. 60% HY
NaCl ¥ BB B, P 13 A Bli i A o B 0% Tif 25 2
SER A, % M AL T AR R B BOR E O 0. 452
(77 mmol /L) , AH XS ¥F A 7 1 7] A Sy 45 58 A AL T 38
HE 7 ) AT SE 18] By TR r

4, EREEEN R pH 8. 50~8. 60, 7] %
PEERUR N 0. 5420 9 5 A bl = 6F 119 4y [ Py 4k
i b A4S gt A 9% AT I R PR 8, AR T W 3A 6
A3 S H I I S 2R 5 0 /0 L TR SR T L 8 R
I T L) R I K

4 HibEERE

Ik 1) ol 1 5 2 3000 0 4l 1 00 68 A AR O Rl SR
PEAL AR S R AR A LU R H AR K AR AR
IFi) 8 57 200 20 b 40 355 75 A R b 3 S v s AP
SEMTERE . Long & TERRIE SN 3~4 R E i,
R FEL e 892 0 A 7 R AR 68 5 BBOAH )4 057 1 - 18
A1 em BY 3L TE R 43391 S 0 AT 400 mmol/ L A9
NaClIEHE W E 4 d, 38 i W0t R 206 48 1k 25
i b M. Pk B AR O 85 7% R Csitting
drop culture) , 3@ 13 Go it A 6] e & NaCl 7 W& i 5%
I AR & 3R, R WA AL T £ KT

AR 475 ) 2R 0 26 o it b T M A —
A B BF. B & 150 mmol/L NaCl # 3 W &b 3
24 b, IR 05 S0 2R S8 A AR AR Na™ il K°
B AMHE L Na' /K AhHER 3 1 . Na /K 4h
HE B M, i R R R DU AR = e
0.30% NaCl fyvb 85 2 raf 9 d, 3% T3 45 il
RYME Na* BFU L 0456 GhSOSI HeH 3 351
0, 6 5 W AL i Pl R

TiAk s B ER S 5 A= AN A5 A
AT i R AR O Ak, 2= P9 R R 4 vk
0.40% 4 NaCl #F47 SUZIE AL MY B ik & 25, =
AR 5 R F £t % 5 (NaCl ¥ BE 0. 00% ~0. 50%)
J it 300 T AR B A (AT 1 R i 0. 4096 ~0. 80%0)
Xof A A6l R A 22 st 300 L 22 Hb A5 [ K 1 T R
YA,

B Ak o 55 MR AL Bl -1 W 2 30T 6 7 310 1% 25 By
EARM A 2R, BhE LSRR R, ik
Yy £ R AR RRR R R AT L 7 TR AR Tk 0 R L ok il
FH e pE . 40 NaCl f1 Na,SO, . {H 5% 25, 4o
NaHCO, Fll Na, CO; , £ £ 5t fb 4 3 it KR A7 75

25 X0 B 4500 3 335 B NaCl, Na, SO, 1 NaHCO, +
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Na, CO; 3 FftJpip 361 2 7, J3 A7 A [7) 2 B 6T A5 A 7 1
R . 45 KB, LR Na, SO, % NaCl %4
A6 A & 2 B B 00 B0 AR L B A pH
8. 60 BfAE#E W % ,pH 9. 03 B #I I #5 % , pH 10. 47
IO 58 S AN . SR T HE DY AR Bl A i 5. 902
RV K B B R A il 0. 35 Y VE Ak B, L 4l
KA R HEAT VD RS & 2R L 5 10 KRG R it
A A R RS AR ST S A
M K NaCl i R 3 66 1 3 A~ #E 4718
By, I8 S 2 L a5 R R L NaCl ¥ 8
16 R 25 3 A w8 b T SR S AN e a2
I . FH NaCl 58 v W F 47 W & 09 Tt 6 ¢ %
FE LS E W E N 0,50 % (JEEJR ¥ 86 mmol/L) %
& A s F b RO RN AR 6 AT M AT i M AR
TEN 0. A0 IE A HIA T oK b1 & 2k
S

5 FHEHNERRE

BT A [ B 9 48 v, O¢ T NaCl ok B2 3 53 45
WEAR—BR 2), B kB Bofdi Y NaCl Jiz & vk i
LEIZ R 0.30% ~1.50% 3@ i L& A il B 1
i 3 e BE R 0. 40 % ~1. 00 % 5 177 SR JH JBE JR Vi B (14 7%
#E A A998 B2 100~ 300 mmol/L, H 2 B 5
KB, & CH W B BE VR E 8 150 mmol/L B NaCl
B

FRAE D1 & 5 1 02 H TR B A OC 5, £ b
0 AN [ 5 DR B AR A8 S R R 2E R RN R AE
PRSI T A W e R 4 B RT BT
WrARAE T $h k. 275 CAA BFSE 7R & R B .
TN BRI E K 2R E A T R A A
BoPER b LLUE A0 K 2 BE B Oy vk R
B PR ECE A AT AR Ay S A AR R T R R Y 3
BE HXZUEAGE G R M ES R . A
ZRAFHEAT AR AL T I SRR A e, 2 DI L R ek
B 0 oA K 2F 5, T 0 %k i NaCl vk B2 i [l oy
0.30% ~1.20%"* , k&) 2. 00%°7 (H B4R
AR T B R 2E R R S O T OR — B, Y R
Y ai R, LA s v S S R AN HE DL S
— AR M@, S Eh &2 3T,
L= N R IR 4CE L, L 150 mmol/L (i & 43 4%
R 0.87% .2 2)NaCl Jhy3& B W38 ¥R , 0 2k 48 b Ry
KRR X R R A E R R DL T iR
MY E R E TR, BN T RS

%2 AR NaCliRE+EXFLE
Table 2 Comparison of different standards

of NaCl concentration

J L A R/ 6 JEE SR ¥ E / (mmol /1)
Mass percentage concentration Molar concentration
0.00 a 0a
0.10 a 17
0.15 a 26
0.20 a 34
0.24 a 41
0.30 a 51
0.40 a 68
0.45 a 77
0.50 a 86
0.58 100 a
0.60 a 103
0.70 a 120
0.80 a 137
0.88 150 a
1.00 a 171
1.10 a 188
1. 17 200 a
1.20 a 205
1.40 a 240
1. 46 250 a
1.50 a 257
1.75 300 a
2.00 a 342

 ca, Fom SCHE T A B9 NaCl 3 v B bR
Note: a, the measurement concentration standards of NaCl used

in the reference.

0. 40 %0 B £k v b FRAR AL = -1 4 i 10 dL Geit i
VL M A AE B SR

AR A AR 0 - 20 A A A8 42 28 7 00 0 ot 6 1 22
E A M TR S A S B (H % M T Uk = RGEE
VAo M 8] B AR B E R AT M E A AR
A AR O - HL 38 5 R B 52 48 0 A B2
BOR . T A ARERET I 3R B9 A B 5 P 0 % 7
RS S 5200 SR Hh st 10 1 38 2k T 3 IR AF £y ) 48
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