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A review of plant morphology and physiological response to spatially heterogeneous
salinity
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Abstract; Salt is a major abiotic stressor.in arid, semi-arid, and irrigated areas. The expansion of irrigated agriculture and
the intensive use of water resources combined with high evaporation rates, leads to increasing salinity in soil and ground
water. Soil salinity is rarely spatially uniform in field conditions. Numerous studies on plant physiological responses to
salinity have been conducted using uniform conditions; however, only a few studies have investigated the physiology of
plants grown in nonuniform root-zone salinity conditions. This paper summarizes domestic and international case studies of
plant response to heterogeneous salinity. Mechanisms of plant growth under heterogeneous salinity were illustrated by plant
shoot growth, root growth, water relations, photosynthesis, and ion regulation. Finally, research prospects for this domain

are presented.
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Ry o3 AR R AR T AR A R A A e R R R P G SE T AR RS 1
AN oA AR A AN RE DT S it ol 4 T T A SRR R B IR M, R AR D R 3 s T 34 5 A 9 AL
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RSO IR TR AN K S ER T30 (g mi REATL R, 3oF [ A A BIF 5 58 B R 47 e 4 A o0 AT, LA AR 122 T 5 4
Y 95T Sk

1 BIXEYHNEE

BRSNS SRS, DEERRERTET 44S/m (H2Y4 T NaCl ¥ FESH 40mmol/L, B 1% £~
0.2Mpa) P B HIEF R R KT 0.19% > i 3, i+ SECRZEURIEDR =R TR, HtPrHETE%
FL4E Na*  Ca®™ A Mg™ BB F 24 C17,S0T .COT Ml HCO; , 7edh 1 Na' i & B i stk Btk
ool WP E R K SRR R G R 3 DI SR, AR A 1B 3 SR A R K
SYRIBH ST, v A A A R S T B S R A, R B Y Nat ] T AR KR 5 =
T R B T35 %, A Na™ A C1 34 RESE W A 4y B2 E BRI 72 S A 6 B 880R Y R
T YIRS ERAE S HR R AE I ST ER M0 251 T AT 10, 6 T AN ) 3 b SHED s i o /b . AN 5] 30 a
ALFE K5 ] (R AN S8 20 R Jolp a0 A0 B ] B ARSI ST ER W38 AE AR KT D7 1) 19 R 24 ) 6 Pl 2 2 3 3 0 R
FRARGESEIRY YT B 1 A Mt R e e K R L SRR FOR R AR R R A - e B AT
P T A e By ) AN 45 R 0 SR EXE LB, BB 430G TN 1 5 ER 8 X7 4 40 ) 5 el 0t 52 R 2 AR K P
D7 AT

2 TEHBSTEAHESHREER

FEI i) 39855 R0 I O 21 TR /KR AV BE LA IVE AL L BFSEIA B LA e AE 2 404 & 1
e A A FER I TR RSN T2 IRk Y e b R S 2K P AR A R T AR A R A
15,2 1 R AR AR SR 2R T LR 7 i BT O
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[B]AFLER T X VAE R G, K AR A3 TE B AN A R 2208 b TS BER A A R TR ALR
i BRI B AR AR AR R TR 2 R EOl T KRG T AT 8GR JE 135 SR BB R R e A ki
BORBYISI ) R B 2 P BRI 5100 A, A AR AR IRSOK 43 I BE A4S 909% LA L 11 Na™ J§
TERRAN, S B YAR PR L 23 A 53 045 20 o SR W] /N ( Triticum aestivum ) AR BR 131 % 35
RSN A SR Y 2 A5

3 BATEAYASHEYERKNZIE

3.1 RIS RIS S AR N b A K A
ATl R A 25 A R AN ) ER il ) B AN T], B TF A5 P B T 3R ( Capsicum: annuum ) 7 A $4%4]
R T HA Y 55 5 e T0 B 2= KA, ZHOE YIRS EE A TR AR Y RIS a1

http ; //www.ecologica.cn



23 1 VB S AT R 432 (B AN YA 50 A0 A W T 285 R0 A B i) o A 5 19t 7793

Ho bAREE DR 2 e UK ) SR 0 RE RS G2 fifp 4% ) ves SR 30 o AR i ) 16

K1 AEARELTESHEFEKFEAOREEF AN
Table 1 Horizontal and vertical variation in soil solution salinity in different environments

WL 7 & 5784k Salinity variations in the soil solution

E75:5 E= PN
Environment L3R (A (dS/m) J518] BB /m References
Electric conductivity Direction Distance
VP Sandy desert 23—86 K <1 [8]
ELH A HE Dryland shrubland 6—130 K <10 [34]
LA I Trrigated field 0—24 K <10 [21]
LT Salt marsh 51—117 IK 2 [35]
FFEJH Dryland grassland 21—118 ) <1 [14]
B4 [ Dryland farming 18—42 T <1 [14]
[ Floodplain 18—64 S <1 [36]
ZIM K Mangrove forest 9—64 TH ~1 [37]
e EL 4 [X AT 1 Semi-arid floodplain 28—95 EH <4 [38]
LhFIAE Salt marsh 70—214 T 1 [39]
1B HL Wetland 7—37 B 68—250 i <1 [40]
LENFEFTIENT Oasis-desert transition belt 0.39—19.88 VS E <2000 [41]
WMEWR A H Mudflat farmland 0.23—1.13 M <0.2 [42]
R RIX Coastal reclamation area 0.42—7.08 K- <300 [43]
F2 AHEMHEHMETAEEY M EEME R LR
Table 2 Aboveground mass under heterogeneous-and uniform salinity among different species
AN A A
oo e (% oty ELESE
‘ sy AR g ol dgiredi "
GERYEES - PR/ d i Z:7% 30k
Species ( Sall;“L“yN/ o Treatment HIE St References
mmo| aCl) period S OLEN ) W ATER A Aboveground mass
Heterogeneous Uniform of heterogeneous
salinity salinity salinity (% uniform
salinity )
AREIT Arabidopsis thaliana 50 5 87 62 28 [52]
Tl Lycopersicon esculentum 75 8 120 87 38 (9]
LT TE Medicago sativa 75 9 94 82 15 [31]
LAHTE Medicago sativa 150 9 88 71 24 [31]
LT TE Medicagorsativa 225 9 81 68 19 [31]
K Hordeum vulgare 200 10 108 75 44 [53]
ST Bk Neriwm oleander: 200 10 100 58 73 [53]
% Vitisvinifera 80 120 55 5 1000 [10]
it Citrus aurantium 80 120 79 19 316 [54]
KAEWNEZE Atriplex nummularia 670 21 89 39 128 [55]
FI#2 Batis maritima 800 50 200 63 217 [56]
TEHIA Crithmum maritimum 300 50 98 48 104 [56]
1514 Sesuvium portulacastrum 800 45 120 31 287 [57]

KN FE BT 32 AN Y 57 ER Wit A B AP AR Dt AR AR 43 A 10mmol /1. NaCl, FoA ALy (A 15 5 ER Wt Acb B rp (3R e AR R 43k i 34
A Ommol/L NaCl

KPR M T A KRR T A 247 1E 4 B : (1) AXSIER A A A K 5 R ER D AR
AR I BEAT 5% 5 (2) X 2T R E P A AR R SRR ER 20k BE (B AT 5% 5 (3) A o) dh i P K
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EJREAS KR T 32 R 030 S B A O 5 (4) AN EATER M3 HE 4 1 A 4 B T AR T AN R 20 B 48 (8, X
B S 2E AN [ AR TP AR B B0 UE , AR R T R R (B XA 2 A b e e B 22 5, 300 F et B 0 5
PR 77 5 Rk A 5T A — I A A O R A 1 7 e AR AR 43 S 2
A A TN A1 Rt ML 4 b 1 A i 5 K S WSO SR e B S M (A D640 o 3k
WU FE AR AN S 3R a8 T, F5 e W AR A 3 2 e B s TAI A AR Y L IMIBIE X AL B 15 1Y
WFFENN , AN ) ER a0 T A8 B 7 1 A6 A 5 MR R 20V J P B4 (L AR R TS VA 3 - 1 L AR 58 7K 43 I8
WSOHRASER 43 B S A (B AR AT — 2 A AR S | (LS AR K A3 MR SO 6 e S B4 (A AR e e KT
3.2 FhRES A A3 A RAE AR A A 5 MR

KT AR ER M a SRR K it oe 0 . 285 TE AR S8R T | M o b B AR
H4s A 3Z R 38 ol 3 0 i 2 A B AR AARR ., 8 ARS8, A e b A T AN ) Eh i A B, 7 Ak £
3 AR ARR B T AR A M2 K ORI S R 8 T AR AR 2 — DU AR 4 AR 4 E o B2 4R S T 60% , X AR
Ay B RAE MR Y 72% ). 0/150mmol/ L NaCl A4 /N | HAEER 38 —MIAR R T AR A AR %45
W e AR ER 30 X BERE N T 42.1% 21.3%H01 60.9% ") | T A I ER A R 7E AR 38 M 38 R ER W aa AR
JE A5 I A MR R M A A BT o b AR R v B B /N, R AR M) S N TR E 10/670mmol /1. NaCl
4 0 T L AR S A 4t A S AR TR DRt A Y B R B A AR SR M A B> i 224 1 6 o 2 AR
R EE RSN E] 1500mmol /T NaCl B, FCPE I EEZE AR 56 3 AR 36+ B 055 3 T SR AR AR H 0 o/
75mmol/L NaCl AbFF L6 F5 W AR 19 4= 9 i 5 0/0mmol/L NaCl - FRFGMIAR () A= ¥ &0 B % 25 7, Bl 3k
JiIR AR R R A3 BE BB N, S 252248 T 45 0/150 F1 0/225mmol/L NaGlAb 35 45 46 1 7 JE 5 3 — M0 AR 350 1)
R A= 9553 E 0/0mmol/ L NaCl Ab#E— AR AR A= ) el 18 1 15% 1 20% ) (KSR WA MR i A K 2%
1 v b 2 MR AR A3 BE (R R (4 SR TS R Tk — B g, PN S 3R a8 T SR A8 7 AR R A AL 5T
S 9024 25 R WA AR NaCl 6 BEFE 75mmol/L 1 150mmol/L B, A £ Jir 38 — KR &0 4 2 A R B ms 22 1 FR
X HRTC b 2 25 5 AR 0—0.3mm  FL A2 AR T bl A 58 25 /35 50 HR AL 5 X e 3R M3 AR 3 NaCl V& i 28 255mmol/
L A, 2 BRI 6 s — O AR AR K F AR 3 T RR R 3 i >

4 HEYWNESZERHN S HH LRI

4.1 HEPIXF K A3 IR M1 T

KT S ER A AR RTIR G W BOK BB AR A IR . F58IA 385158 W30 T B0 P %7K 53 W)
L) T B 1000 00T TR L AN B ST I T A A X K 43 B R AT B s T A A) AR A R AR X K AR R, TR
S TARER 0 MR RE RS0 40 b 1250055071 Bl 4 ol 10> ez 1R R i A AR S X K A IR Bk, 075
0/150,0/225mmol/L NaCl ZbFEE AL B 15 , & IR LR Wipae — Ml AR 38 7K 43 W Wi 53591 Lt 0/0mmol /1. NaCl Ab 2 — il
HEFRH 5 17018% 20% 27% 375/150 . 75/225mmol/L NaCl ZbFEEEAEE f5 75 mmol/ L NaCl — AR HB i 7K 43 W iie
435 L 75/ 75 mmel /T NaCl — AR K W e 8 1 36% A1 16% ",

REJER AR | 227K 355 32 28 W 30 B AR A9 AR S /K A 56 b 26 AR Al W K 7 I i 32 3k 47 10/230-
670mmol/L NaCl 45 ER e b B | 7 I AR B i 25 /K 45 55568 B (442019 10mmol/L NaCl Zb3) J6 1 3% 25 5%
T T 25K B2 AR Wt AR R R A3 W PR R A, T AN 52 18 R P 3 AR R R 4 e B R ) X A A AR
KT R I T AR ,0/80mmol/ L NaCl AbHEFRFE (257K #oh 0.2MPa 5 3EER 38 X B Y 257K 454 [H]
1M1%4] 80mmol/ T, NaCl 4b B HZE /K SR 5] - 2. 7Mpa" ™ ; 76 L AL B 18 (A 55 HH & 3L, 0/75 .0/150 ,0/225mmol/
L NaCl A FRELHFij it oK e SR 3R ban X AR 3400 B 35 25 55, B4 e 50 19 75,150 225 mmol/L NaCl 4b# 42
BT 15% 31% 50% . A E 75/150 F175/225mmol/ L NaCl AbFE 46 E 45 i /K #5147 75mmol /L
NaCl ZbBEJC 525 5 43 3 H 357 150 Fi 225mmol/L NaCl 2L BREE 25 1 28% 137%™, Wl RE S A M AE IS A
R TP 38 AR EB I S 22 (R 7K A G FEIXSERIF 5 T R B850 R e S AW K 43 71—91% 5K A TR W ia
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4.2 APLIER A X RE Y G A RRAE ) R

ANB S ER T3 BB S G2 A 1 ST ER it 5 S AR A SFL T B ] — S A ek B RN 28 S 3 1) R, X4/
G &I ,0/150mmol/ L NaCl Ab¥AC /N4 14 KIDGA HOR S 5] 75 Fl 150mmol/L NaCl b #H2 &
T 8.5%F143.8% %A A /N B RFL S B EL 5] 75 A1 150mmol /L NaCl AbBEEE & T 8.0% F1 119.8%
e E) SR A RR B A B R T 52.1% 11 30.1% &M R A IR R T 22.1% A1 121.5% ), 8 16 75 AT
FEH R, 0/225mmol/ L NaCl ZbFREEAE B 15 (11506 5 3 S AL T B FZE 1 R4 B2 1 5] 225mmol /1 NaCl
AEERAY 1.4 F5 17 BERT 17 A5 RS A T S AR AL T S AR WA i R AL S R O 2

SRR E MRS R, A A 18d HA AL BE AR R B, iR A R A 27d B, K S AL T
ﬁﬂiéﬁ%&%ﬂ?ﬁﬂ,%ﬁﬁ TARY S MAZEH T REM A BEEE™ . 0/200,50/150mmol /1, NaCl AN¥47 £k e
7d, B AE I R 3 W HE 2] 100mmol/L NaCl ACFRER R T 41.19% 1 18.4% FEIE H R 4y BT T 49.1%
M133.5% MBS R MRS T 21.2%M 10.9% SALSES DR E T 97.7%H 60.2%

4.3 A¥L)ERIE RIS Na®F KT B4

T A5 R P A BL AR 2 — e S AR e T REAE 25 P Na® MR BE4ERFTERAMCAK - WF 58 Ay 26 o
Y ZEARK SRR Na™ W2 B FAASE, SRMha F Y 2SR E N Na St 5 m kg m K &
HARRE  BFFE 5t TR 22 M 40 0 B % 4k 3540 7 1 K/ Na* B B — A9 4E FF IR FE A Na IR0 Na® 2
T A 7 2 A0 ) S A - B A KRR T Nat 7EAR Y b TR B Nat Bk 3h i A5 T 8h i H 7
iy, Na® i HREBHEH R ZHE Y 0 EZ AL 2 —"

AEIAIE 30 F A 22 B0 B Na® & &0 0 L IR ER B an i IR g1 0% ok 32 5 ( Phaseolus
vulgaris) FIIATHEAEA 2] 19 0/100mmol/L NaCl 3T, - Na™ 5 & 43 il & % BREH 1Y 58 1% 34 £5F1 57
f57 . 0/200,50/150 , 100/100mmol/I. NaCl 4b B 46 7d, Hivb - Na®™ & 5 40 5 8 X 4119 4 £5.5 5.6
5190 10/670,230/670 ,450/670mmol/L NaGl L34 21d R PEVHIEZEM: F Na® & 520 9o 6 FRZA Y 1.5 /% 1.8
£ 1.7 /55 W5 55 4E 0/800mmol/ 1, NaGl R, Hint F Na® & 2 B4Ry 20 507 SR, A3 20ER it
TAHPIZEH Y Na® & 5 R T2 5180 Wi b 314 . 10/670mmol/L NaCl A4 AT ERMif 21d, Ve 5 28 i
A Na* &8 280mmol/L, i 4] #9:670mmol/L NaCl ;38 Hm A Na* % & 4 830mmol/L™>', 0/75.0/150
1 0/225mmol/L NaCl b P48 46 55 FLnT - Na® ¥k B2 73 51 EL 357 5 75 . 150mmol/ L Al 225mmol/ L NaCl Ab B[
KT 42% 43%F1 439" o ULIIREY 55 Wit REAE S22 50 Eh Wt X HE 4 15 B AY Na™ (975 %, SHARAE ) Fn
LT M A SR Mt A B % B AR e — 0 A AR Na® 9 3 i, W TR M x BR A 2Y
Fep AR W ae — AR ) K AR, A AR R ER ol — AR &8 Na™ 7 i 8 35 RRAR, AR T ik e Na™ 38 20 ) B2 R
RSB ER A AR R . SRR A5 0 F AR X ARAEAR TR A TR |, e AR 5) 3 e N ARAE AR ER W ae — AR 35
Na" ZMe s i > B AR VT e M 3 R0 Na ™ [ AR SR M3t MRS AHE . 3@ A i Na™ 10 ] 77 BT A 7% )
LR ER)S , e B Na* SN B FEAG, BRI ) 3R e R Na* A9 4N T BE S 3 006 BB Na*/H* 3 [m1 % 42
RS,

FERAF MR Na® & i 02, A 5T ER 30 B 80 Svh  RVEINIERE MAE S MY M K& i
JREs>s%61 - 0,/800mmol/L NaCl 4b ¥ 45d, ¥ T 4 it J K*é‘%ﬁiﬁ’jihﬂﬂ:ﬁﬁtﬁ (¥ 7 £%5") 5 50/150mmol/ L
Nacuuﬂff%ﬂe 7d, Hi A K& I A) B 100mmol/L NaCl 340 T 1290, SR A A £ a0 3 %A S
R E T A K S in Y RS R R AR AL AR K S R A A3 i R K
NEERE PR TR A K I8 52 S AS [7] ) 8 2l 0 5 i , 26 B0y A ARS A8 K e 8 Gt 3 25 5 1%
WFFE R AN ST ER 0 T S840 B s 2528 KR G Fr K B8 T I 35 A O | SR T 5 M AR 38 K ik B2 34
WA SO R 1M HL5 w2 Wi AR K vk B f A SC R 2 T 5 R B AR &R K VR B2 A AH S, SR BB m
A ER W AE AR BT K W A B s/ h Folp 3 AR K A AL, R Sl B v v R e AR AR KRR R R ), TR
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