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Table 1. Changes in salinity over the duration of salt stress. Nubers in each box
represent the salinity (mM NaCl) given at each day

Stress duration (days) ]
TRT 1 V2 1 3 1 4 1 5 V6 1 71T 8 ¥ 9 ] 10T 11T 121
1 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40
2 40 40 60 60 60 80 80 80 100 100 100 120
3 40 60 §0 80 80 100 100 120 120 140 140 120
4 40 100 140 140 40 120 120 100 100 80 80 60
5 60 80 100 120 140 120 - 40 40 60 40 140 120
6 40 60 40 60 120 40 80 40 40 40 40 100
7 60 60 60 60 60 60 60 60 60 60 60 60
8 60 60 80 80 80 100 100 100 120 120 120 140
9 60 80 80 100 100 120 120 140 140 120 120 100
10 60 40 40 40 60 60 40 40 80 80 40 40
11 40 60 60 40 100 80 120 60 40 120 60 80
12 60 140 140 60 60 80 40 40 40 100 100 120
13 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80
14 80 80 100 100 40 40 40 120 140 140 140 120
15 80 100 100 120 120 140 140 120 120 100 100 80
16 80 80 60 140 140 100 80 80 80 80 40 40
17 100 100 140 80 80 80 60 60 60 60 40 80
18 80 40 40 80 80 60 60 60 120 140 120 120
19 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
20 100 100 100 120 120 140 140 140 120 120 120 100
21 100 120 120 140 140 120 120 80 80 60 60 40
22 80 §0 650 100 100 140 140 140 140 100 100 60
23 100 40 40 40 120 140 140 140 120 40 40 40
24 140 140 80 80 80 100 100 100 60 60 40 40
25 120 120 120 120 120 120 120 120 120 120 120 120
26 120 120 140 140 140 60 120 120 100 100 100 80
27 120 140 140 120 120 100 100 80 80 60 60 40
28 120 40 40 60 60 60 120 120 120 100 100 120
29 100 100 120 40 40 40 120 120 80 80 140 140
30 120 120 120 60 60 120 60 100 100 120 120 60
31 140 140 140 140 140 140 140 140 140 140 140 140
32 120 120 120 100 100 60 80 80 80 60 60 60
33 140 120 120 120 100 100 100 80 80 80 60 60
34 140 140 100 40 40 80 80 80 100 100 100 120
35 140 80 80 100 40 40 40 60 120 120 100 140
36 140 140 80 140 140 140 100 100 100 60 60 60
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Fig. 1. Relative growth reduction of rice plants as affected by various magnitude of salt

stresses induced under changing salinity conditions.
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