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W EHEE N AT E (Cyperus esculeutus L.) Fi IR 39 4-4F 47 iR 36 41 A4, 5k A K3 7 1.2% NaCl i3
Fotr T AT R M AT T 17 NS A KA K AE AR, IR E R AT (PCA) R E ST KRB EHEFF &
GAFM S EARRRR B FRM AR, ERFN . FE P EH R RIRE AN LR R PO E 2 0.128
~0455, 5 % REE RK B EBERE M THEAELFEREEZ R (P<0.01) ;T E XM ERFERF
#7(P<0.05), #ILERS DM 1T AMEATHEER S MIE S LH 55 41547, 54 £ X 2] 80.11%, THRE . =
BER EMMA L 2BEHALEKETEN EEWRITNAT, RELNE OB IHFX 2N 3MER, K
3 CDC B D 88 47 45 B | S 20 o Wt 2 ik 22 b s 98 B A R 3 0. JYD-35 . JYD-40 # JYD-3,
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Identification and evaluation of salt tolerance of Tigernut
germplasm resources at seedling stage

YU Furong"?, LI Yidan®,CHENG Yunqing', YANG Xiangdong”, REN Wei’
(1. School of Life Science, Jilin Normal University, Siping, Jilin 136000, China;
2. Agricultural Biotechnology Institute, Jilin Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Changchun, Jilin 130124, China)

Abstract: The salt tolerance of thirty-nine germplasm resources of Tigernut ( Cyperus esculeutus L.) from
China and abroad were evaluated by measuring 17 physiological indicators using principal component analysis
(PCA), cluster analysis, membership function and other methods under the normal and 1.2% NaCl treatment con-
ditions. The results showed that the coefficient of variation of each indicator ranged from 0.128 to 0.455. All germ-
plasms showed highly significant differences (P<0.01) in leaf width, yellowing rate, root length, fresh weight of
aboveground and underground parts; and significant differences (P<0.05) in chlorophyll content and tiller number
between the NaCl treatment and the normal conditions. According to the result of PCA, 17 variables was trans-
formed into 5 independent comprehensive indicators whose contribution rate reached 80.11%. Dry weight, chloro-
phyll content, stem diameter, root-shoot ratio, tiller number and tissue water content could be the main evaluation
indicators for salt tolerance. All germplasms were clustered into 3 grades. According to the analysis results of CDC
value and D value, three salt-tolerant germplasms of JYD-35, JYD- 40 and JYD-3 were identified.

Keywords: Tigernut; germplasm; seedling stage; salt tolerance; identify
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Table 1 Tigernut germplasm resources collected in this study
Tift B 2 Tl L 445
Tigernut RitE i, K5 Tigernut R ki, Sfe Y,
germplasm Grain shape Grain color Origin germplasm Grain shape Grain color Origin
number number
. KR o PR A P e IR
Long-grained Yellow Hubei, China Oval Yellow Jiangsu, China
b2 il o PEIE | v i e o
Oval Yellow Hubei, China Round grain Yellow Jilin, China
o3 Ko s R . BB et o
Long-grained Yellow Hubei, China Round grain Yellow Jilin, China
T B3 224 W rh L 1 53] 24 W SRE RN
JYD-4 Oval Yellow Hubei, China YD-25 Oval Yellow Jilin, China
¥Dos Ko B R D26 BB s T It
Long-grained Yellow Hubei, China Round grain Yellow Hebei, China
IYD-6 [5E] r A HE b E WAL IYD-27 Kok A HE SHEITE]d
Round grain Yellow Hubei, China Long-grained Yellow Hebei, China
D7 R B PR vboas FRL Bt 3T It
Long-grained Yellow Hubei, China Round grain Yellow Hebei, China
oo e et L I Kok e o
Oval Yellow Hubei, China Long-grained Yellow Jilin, China
oo e e L o PR e 4
Oval Yellow Hubei, China Round grain Yellow Jilin, China
. e 6 o FRL s i st o WL
Oval Yellow Hubei, China Oval Yellow Hubei, China
S | B rh L it 53] 24 B oH
Ut Long-grained Yellow Hubei, China IYD-33 Oval Yellow Mali
T 53] 224 WA rhE WAL (B3] Ao 784 EAREEN W S [
JYD-13 Oval Yellow Hubei, China JYD-34 Round grain Red Cameroon
SRl A b L 154 254 HA W 2 b
TYD-14 Long-grained Yellow Hubei, China IYD-35 Oval Yellow Cameroon
Dot KR e ST . i 0 et v A
Long-grained Yellow Henan, China Oval Yellow Cameroon
Dot Croe B R o P B T It
Round grain Yellow Henan, China Oval Yellow Hebei, China
il #6 o Ko e e
¥p-17 Oval Yellow Henan, China JYD-40 Long-grained Yellow Hebei, China
g8
- i g o [T boat Kok e R
Oval Yellow Henan, China Long-grained Yellow Russia
i % o T i e wHE
JYD-19 Oval Yellow Henan, China Jyb-42 Oval Yellow Spain
JYD-20 KR He T IYD-45 i A # IEE %S
Long-grained Yellow Henan, China Oval Yellow Beijing, China
bt e e T

Round grain Yellow Jiangsu, China
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Table 2  Statistical values of various character indexes of the tested Tigernut under different treatment conditions

XtHE CK EAN SIS
WA N N - N o T ufE PH  MHXRH
Project R B/ME A BRAK EKME BME WIEZE BREHE |, value P value r
Max. Min. SD CV/% Max. Min. SD CV/%
Bk Plant height 71.300  47.250  5.491 0.095 48.000  27.900  4.681 0.128 18270 0.940  -0.120

4% Chlorophyll 35.750  24.000 2.684 0.086 18.950 7.350 2.863 0.207 35924 0.012° 0.399

9% Leaf width 6.740 3.420 0.787 0.152 5.890 2.340 0.695 0.158 9.356  0.000"* 0.751
MfJE Leaf thickness 0.420 0.160 0.061 0.210 0.310 0.120 0.047 0.192 4.372  0.115 0.256
ZEH Stem diameter 4.320 1.610 0.627 0.214 2.870 1.190 0.397 0.188 7.197  0.584 0.091

S3BESL Number of tiller  2.500 1.250 0.334 0.188 2.250 1.000 0.302 0.179 1.582  0.030" 0.347
i ¥ % Withering rate 0.700 0.200 0.111 0.283 0.750 0.350 0.97 0.173  -10.160  0.002** 0.483

1 Root length 29.550 10.880 3.299 0.153 23.780 9.780 2.618 0.138 5.602  0.001"* 0.508

AFM 7.783 1.924 1.880 0.300 2.419 0.700 0.353 0.251 14770 0.001** 0.512
ADM 0.918 0.242 0.139 0.280 0.750 0.350 0.097 0.173 2.314  0.001"* 0.497
UFM 1.261 0.085 0.263 0.455 0.809 0.206 0.152 0.331 7.484  0.000"*  0.685
UDM 0.280 0.029 0.029 0.434 0.187 0.032 0.029 0.455 0.074  0.575 0.039
TFM 8.996 2.128 1.401 0.310 3.134 0.944 0.430 0.228 13.219  0.000** 0.554
TDM 1.013 0.271 0.155 0.277 0.617 0.300 0.083 0.195 6.444  0.000" *  0.599
égiﬁ;;ftit 79.840 18.570 1.259 0.318 25.450 5.910 0.371 0.256 13.684  0.002** 0.491
R/T; 0.241 0.038 0.046 0.307 0.648 0.159 0.115 0.309 -12.393  0.960 0.270
R/T, 0.608 0.089 0.084 0.546 1.376 0.106 0.284 1.140  -2.088 0.944 0.012

T AFM 3B 3506 J it ADM 3B 3501 B URM 3t 350 f6f S it UDM ., 3 350 1 5 0 TEM S8 5 o TDM ;B B i R/, i AR
TR/ Ty THOERGE L .+ FR BEMIE(P<0.05), + = FoR BEMIE(P<0.01) . T,

Note: AFM: Aboveground fresh mass; ADM; Aboveground dry mass; UFM; Underground fresh mass; UDM ; Underground dry mass; TFM; Total fresh
mass; TDM: Total dry mass; R/T;: Fresh mass root-shoot ratio; R/T, ;Dry mass root-shoot ratio. * represents a significant correlation (P<0.05) , * *

represents a extremely significant correlation ( P<0.01). The same below.
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Table 3 Salt tolerance coefficient of germplasm indexes of the tested Tigernut

. ey " . ” ZHA

RO B . DR UE KL A Btk K I

Gi%  Plant > leaf Leal Stem Number Withering Root AFM ADM UFM UDM TFM TDM ' % R/T, R/T,
., Chlorophyll ™, . . . Water

Number height width thickness diameter of tillers  rate length

content

JYD-1 072 0.33 0.88 0.66 0.68 1.00 2.00 066 031 062 070 092 036 065 032 240 1.57
JYD-2 069 0.34 0.63 0.70 0.78 0.88 093 068 046 064 053 070 047 065 044 1.12 1.17
JYD-3 071 046 1.06 091 1.00 0.80 2.50 1.3 060 094 242 138 072 09 067 407 1.38
JYD-4 056 042 0.89 0.66 0.77 0.83 1.50 0.81 03 076 08 095 040 071 036 220 1.29
JYD-5 058 0.35 1.19 1.38 1.07 1.00 1.73 067 029 0&4 077 102 035 069 031 281 0.51
JYD-6 073 0.39 093 0.69 1.07 0.86 098 1.01 0.61 .02 271 151 0.77 108 072 471 151
JYD-7 075 0.54 1.59 0.81 1.06 0.88 1.57 0.87 1.01 1.80 1.71 1.82 1.12 1.62 1.04 147 1.14
JYD-8 061 0.35 0.79 0.71 040 1.00 1.33 091 027 072 064 097 035 075 030 28 1.38
JYD-9 0.60 0.36 092 1.2 0.9 0.88 1.97 078 068 1.02 L1708 073 .00 069 169 082
JYD-10 050 0.27 041 042 040 1.13 1.38 044 016 040 048 076 019 051 014 205 1.24
JYD-12 072 0.29 0.89 0.70 0.85 0.67 235 0.81 046 091 1.23 100 053 092 047 270 1.07
JYD-13 064 0.30 0.80 0.58 0.70 1.20 1.33 088 050 1.9 249 137 066 112 058 558 1.26
JYD-14 0.72 0.21 095 0.58 0.64 0.89 275 070 026 073 086 100 034 075 028 332 1.44
JYD-15 071 0.33 0.86 0.87 0.55 0.56 1.24 069 018 047 055 046 024 047 020 2% 1.02
JYD-16 0.78 047 0.79 0.1 0.84 0.80 1.58 078 035 066 08 073 042 067 039 277 1.12
JYD-17 0.77 0.38 0.67 046 045 1.17 1.88 08 032 09 1.01 097 037 091 0.35 3.16 1.11
JYD-18 0.60 049 0.54 0.80 0.52 1.50 0.80 080 038 062 075 062 041 062 038 217 1.23
JYD-19 066 044 0.66 044 047 L15 1.08 078 035 064 049 052 037 062 033 154 076
JYD-20 051 041 091 121 051 1.20 247 0.71 027 068 08 091 034 071 0.28 327 1.34
JYD-21 084 051 0.77 124 0.76 1.17 0.84 102 038 08I 0.86 116 04 08 040 234 1.50
JYD-22  0.68 045 0.71 0.72 0.64 0.86 1.17 080 041 057 052 048 042 052 041 128 083
JYD-23 044 0.54 0.79 1.04 0.69 1.00 1.12 1.11 028 058 08 107 036 063 033 345 1.98
JYD-24 076 043 0.66 0.79 0.69 1.14 1.05 095 052 0&4 035 076 049 065 046  0.60 1.03
JYD-25 071 0.37 094 0.84 0.60 1.00 1.26 0.81 030 08 068 107 037 08 03I 1.98 1.26
JYD-26 057 0.36 0.82 0.79 0.61 0.75 1.40 0.81 026  0.69 121 106 032 073 027 231 1.53
JYD-27 056 0.52 1.09 0.9 0.79 1.00 213 094 042 112 098 1.88 050 126 041 242 1.59
JYD-28 067 051 1.26 1.27 1.12 0.75 1.2 128 053 1.40 1.07 1.87 061 145 050 203 132
JYD-29 0.64 0.59 093 0.82 0.60 1.14 270 078 052 083 141 121 058 08 04 284 1.40
JYD-30 057 0.68 0.76 1.08 0.96 1.20 1.18 103 038 094 092 416 045 105 03 211 392
JYD-31 051 045 0.85 091 048 0.71 0.98 067 022 036 031 053 023 038 021 137 421
JYD-33 0.64 0.54 0.78 0.88 0.83 1.15 220 106 032 075 1.18 137 043 081 0.38 3.64 1.86
JYD-34 053 046 097 1.09 1.07 1.00 1.10 131 033 087 1.19 122 041 090 035 3.66 141
JYD-35 067 0.69 1.36 1.44 1.54 1.00 1.63 1% 08 214 383 2.86 115 222 064 410 1.25
JYD-36 0.66 0.52 0.62 1.04 0.86 1.13 138 120 029 064 038 062 030 063 026 1.59 1.03
JYD-39 054 0.52 0.75 0.69 0.62 1.00 1.97 087 034 075 130 075 04 075 039 358 10.19
JYD-40 0.70 0.57 1.10 1.19 0.83 0.78 140 1.01 0.76 110 493 113 079 110 073 655 09
JYD-41 055 048 0.72 092 057 1.14 1.50 106 020 038 046 054 024 040 022 261 1.32
JYD-42 0.63 0.66 0.85 1.20 0.76 0.75 1.28 093 029 075 048 08 035 076 030 233 1.03
JYD-45 043 047 0.89 0.79 0.79 0.75 233 08 026 056 066 079 03] 0.51 028 272 1.89

o
Average

R ELZE
Kg;/‘/%f& 0151 0250 0254 0292 0315 0200 0343 0273 0461 0427 083 061 0457 0417 04 0435 0957
0

0637 0446 0871 0878 0758  0.969 1568 0906 0402 0818 1.147 1123 0470 084 0409 2729 1638
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Table 5 Principal component analysis and contribution rate of germplasm indexes of the tested Tigernut

FEFR N F# 77 Factor Loading

Index F1 F2 F3 F4 F5
Pk Plant height 6.521 0.661 3.090 1.115 0.206
42 Chlorophyll 5.964 0.766 1.276 0.834 0.316
9 Leaf width 11.298 0.308 4.921 1.640 -0.999
IJEE Leaf thickness 7.071 0.830 2.631 0.999 -0.026
ZEH Stem diameter 7.827 0.849 2.740 0.490 -0.764
Y BEEL Number of tillers 11.769 0.497 4.545 2.404 -1.754
Hi# R Withering rate 12.693 0.429 2.061 1.050 0.746
M Root length 6.650 0.960 2.883 1.400 -0.350
AFM 8.936 0.434 2.268 0.589 0.066
ADM 4.314 0.739 2.383 1.349 0.039
UFM 8.438 0.151 3.432 0.935 -0.177
UDM 11.042 0.274 5.201 2.847 -2.118
TFM 7.218 0.250 4.221 1.162 -0.094
TDM 5.740 0.533 2.826 0.756 -0.836
ALK Water content 7.258 0.580 2.872 1.049 -0.525
R/T; 7.403 0.439 3.331 1.745 -0.477
R/T, 6.074 1.146 1.933 1.703 -0.378
FFAFAR Characteristic oot 7.719 2.054 1.498 1.321 1.026
BTk Contribution rate/% 45.407 12.085 8.811 7.770 6.036

R [l =S

Cumnlaﬁfjnjt;iﬁin e/ % 45.407 57.491 66.302 74.072 80.107
FFALE Factor weight 0.567 0.151 0.110 0.097 0.075

®o6 M EMRAFRRBEEREESITM

Table 6 Comprehensive evaluation of phenotypic 0 5 10 15 20 25
JYD-17 7
traits of germplasm resources of Tigernut JYD-20
JYD-14 H
figs  HEA "oy | FMEHmS HEA (Goin JYD-16
i . 1YD-4 H
Number  Ranking Score Number  Ranking Score TYD-26 H
YD-25
JYD-1 24 11.593 || IYD-22 14 8.462 o K
JYD-2 35 9.155 || JYD-23 34 13.627 o]
IYD-3 7 17.160 | JYD-24 28 9.170 oot
JYD-4 26 11506 || JYD-25 23 11.212 s "
JYD-5 29 11.143 || JYD-26 9 11.833 vols |
JYD-6 5 17.462 || JYD-27 10 15.585 oo
JYD-7 8 16.979 || JYD-28 12 15.517 o
JYD-8 25 11.544 || JYD-29 3 14.685 J}Q{Dgg T
JYD-9 22 12.294 || JYD-30 21 21.193 1YD-22
JYD-10 37 8.824 || JYD-31 11 12.306 JYD-10 |
JYD-27 |+
JYD-12 16 12.779 || JYD-33 13 15.435 JYD-34
JYD-39 [
JYD-13 6 17.247 | JYD-34 2 14.455 D291 | 11
JYD-33 |H
JYD-14 17 12.757 || JYD-35 33 24.760 JYD-9 [
JYD-28 |
JYD-15 36 9.019 || IYD-36 1 9.923 JYD-30
1YD-6 [
JYD-16 27 11.233 || JYD-39 4 26.081 JYD-7
JYD-3 [H
JYD-17 19 12.441 || JYD-40 32 20.221 oz
TYD-35
JYD-18 31 10.479 || JYD-41 30 10.231 JYD-40
JYD-19 38 8.632 | JYD-42 20 10.884 S
1 D B8l Z MR R R S R R EE
YD=20 s 12.893 || 7D " 12374 B 1 EF D EMNMTEMRETIERRERFELE
Fig.1 Systematic cluster map of salt-tolerance of Tigernut
JYD-21 18 12.515

germplasm resources based on D value



552 TR VS SRR BT IR R SR % 5V 9
x 7 HHkib I E AR IO RE R D E
Table 7 Membership function and D value of salt-tolerance evaluation of germplasm of the tested Tigernut
R 2 B Rk Membership function CDC 14 D1{a
Number nl u2 u3 ua us BUHE Value HEF Ranking BUE Value HE/F Ranking
JYD-1 6.202 0.707 2.983 0.951 0.720 0.868 24 4.097 29
JYD-2 5.645 0.811 1.169 0.671 0.830 0.695 36 3.578 34
JYD-3 10.980 0.353 4.814 1.477 1.485 1.273 5 7.062 6
JYD-4 6.753 0.875 2.524 0.164 0.487 0.843 26 4.290 24
JYD-5 7.509 0.894 2.633 0.327 1.250 0.905 21 4.807 18
JYD-6 11.451 0.542 4.438 2.241 2.240 1.253 6 7.447 4
JYD-7 12.375 0.526 1.954 0.886 1.260 1.222 8 7.490 3
JYD-8 6.332 1.006 2.776 1.237 0.164 0.842 27 4.178 27
JYD-9 8.617 0.520 2.161 0.426 0.580 0.960 17 5.286 14
JYD-10 3.996 0.215 2.276 1.185 0.552 0.639 39 2.704 39
JYD-12 8.120 0.196 3.325 0.229 0.336 0.974 15 5.045 15
JYD-13 10.723 0.319 5.094 2.684 2.604 1.240 7 7.143 5
JYD-14 6.900 0.295 4.114 0.999 0.581 0.965 16 4.549 21
JYD-15 5.421 0.578 2.719 0.593 1.322 0.727 34 3.616 32
JYD-16 6.940 0.625 2.765 0.885 1.012 0.874 23 4.494 22
JYD-17 7.084 0.515 3.224 1.582 0.037 0.925 20 4.604 19
JYD-18 5.756 1.192 1.826 1.540 0.864 0.778 32 3.858 30
JYD-19 5.126 0.653 1.360 0.995 0.468 0.666 38 3.285 37
JYD-20 6.926 0.962 3.839 0.996 0.140 0.976 14 4.600 20
JYD-21 7.538 1.572 2.015 1.202 0.842 0.933 19 4.911 17
JYD-22 5.395 0.672 1.276 0.534 0.445 0.674 37 3.385 36
JYD-23 7.150 1.748 3.436 1.405 1.142 0.958 18 4.917 16
JYD-24 5.684 1.051 0.677 0.680 1.048 0.709 35 3.600 33
JYD-25 6.641 1.041 2.062 0.876 0.438 0.834 29 4.266 26
JYD-26 6.686 1.028 2.808 0.052 0.332 0.851 25 4.284 25
JYD-27 9.044 1.370 3.133 1.012 0.996 1.089 11 5.851 11
JYD-28 10.495 1.651 2.088 0.380 0.634 1.110 9 6.512 8
JYD-29 8.426 0.619 3.783 1.257 0.570 1.083 12 5.450 13
JYD-30 9.650 3.804 3.304 2.042 2.363 1.277 4 6.783 7
JYD-31 4.077 2.254 2.923 0.951 2.070 0.786 30 3.221 38
JYD-33 8.272 1.306 4.138 1.553 0.135 1.108 10 5.502 12
JYD-34 8.860 1.558 3.306 1.281 1.581 1.051 13 5.864 10
JYD-35 17.530 1.680 4.379 2.043 1.903 1.724 1 11.013 1
JYD-36 5.879 1.410 1.550 0.627 0.427 0.773 33 3.808 31
JYD-39 6.717 3.969 8.002 3.332 4.030 1.497 3 5.913 9
JYD-40 14.284 1.141 6.489 2.757 4.199 1.509 2 9.566 2
JYD-41 5.269 1.286 2.632 0.039 0.053 0.782 31 3.478 35
JYD-42 6.789 1.319 2.128 0.488 0.130 0.834 28 4.338 23
JYD-45 6.219 1.062 3.685 0.315 0.693 0.898 22 4.173 28
SEI(E Average 0.977 5.102
AR5 R
V% 0.255 0.342

3.2 IS ERR R RS SN

RIIIHTEER—E, R, %) 39 fi b Tk b IR

FE AR ER 30 0% o 10 — R AN &G B R AE
fh S R 245 55 A TG 5E I AT 2R e B
BRIt , ) 22 R A 53k A B A 4 T 2 Bt 114 ¥y
VORI ER M A S0 SR R i Ak B 95
I It A B NS (= T SR Al N 1 S N DR
RIS SR, A OGP A g R R ], b 9
NFEPR BB A, 2 NP R WE S, Ak,
CDC {HA T 0.639 ~ 1.724 , F-H{E K 0.977, 28 R &
Bh 0.255; D {H AT 2.704 ~ 11. 103, E ¥ {H K
5.102, 28 % 2 BN 0.342, #R4E CDC H5 D R/
X YHI Y S P R A AT P HE T v e e A
SRAVAN BT IR JYD-35 . JYD-40 F1 JYD-3; fif &5
PR GRS JYD-10 . JYD-19 . JYD-22, 5

BOTR ER P AT 4T B9 255 VR, I A iP5 SR
%S JYD-35 . JYD—-40 F1 JYD -3 ifif £h PR 5
JYD-10 .JYD-19 F1 JYD-22 ifif Eh 155

4 75 B

Eh a0 e AR I TS S RO Rk R R
M2 B LM T A FRARAE T i AR 250,
MRIEE HE A BERIORIZH 23 45 /K i mT A SRy 3 B 2R PF A
FabR, T I R 1 o T v T R R 3
33 JYD-35 JYD-40 #1 JYD-3,

5 % X Hk.
(1] B, sk, i, Haes2 o & I S6 28 5 PP S Sh 5 i
ELT]. ThEgRERIE, 2014, 47(10) ; 2038-2046.
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