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Tablel. Changes of leaf photosynthetic rate of the kenaf grown under different NaCl

treatment.
Date NaCl A Gs Ci

treatment (umol m” s'l) (mol m* s") (ppm)

14 days 0 mM 21.79+1.80(100)* 0.38+0.03 271.1£36.3
50 mM 19.91+1.64(91) 0.34+0.08 245.9+25.9
100mM 12.62+1.58(58) 0.22+0.03 243.1+21.4

21 days 0 mM 18.95+0.88(100) 0.67+0.14 277.9£15.1
50 mM 17.59+0.99(93) 0.70+0.26 281.5+15.4
100mM 12.91+0.78(68) 0.43+0.08 290.5+33.3

A; Leaf photosynthetic rate, Gs; Stomatal conductance, Ci; Intercellular CO; concentration

*. Figures in the parentheses are percentage ratio to control

Table 2. Changes of fresh weight of the kenaf grown under different NaCl treatment.

Date NaCl Root Stem Leaf Total
treatment (8) (8) (8) (8)

7 days 0 mM 1.50+0.13 2.83+0.49 2.3740.14 6.69+0.76
50 mM 1.43+0.15 1.57+0.17 1.80+0.16 4.80+0.48
100mM 1.10+0.13 1.33£0.12 1.69+0.28 4.12+0.53

14 days 0 mM 2.45+0.26 3.94+0.06 3.97+0.21 10.36+0.53
50 mM 2.37+0.23 3.07+0.14 3.41+0.20 8.86+0.56
100mM 1.64+0.78 2.06£0.17 2.35+0.30 6.05+0.64

21 days 0 mM 3.95+0.16 8.43+0.57 - 8.15+0.94 20.52+1.66
50 mM 5.07+0.72 7.27+£0.16 7.45+0.63 19.80+1.53
100mM 3.44+0.56 5.22+0.38 5.58+0.57 14.23+1.50
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Fig.1. Changes of free proline contents of Fig.2. Changes of water potential of kenaf
kenaf leaf after 7, 14 and 21 days leaf after 7, 14 and 21 days under
under different NaCl treatment. different NaCl treatment.
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