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(1. FERAT BB, FR 4013292, FE O Bl Bk SEAE RIS A, AL 5T 100081 5
3. VR B A K AR RN E BB SR BT, 7T TP 530007)

 OEDUEACH AT BRI E 200 mmol « L7 NaCl 432 T 139 46 Fl 70 T A R R 4 AR 2 R & R A th %
B PP R BT E T AN AR, HEABRFATE RN ERE T B BB T S MR (&P P B S A%
HREMM EHEFTE) LA NE R MHIEE A 11.88% ~43.64% , 2 AR £ 7 B 3w 1.46% , R A& te 3 A0 76.77%
HEMERTHEAHMATH BN ERD N FEARL2T RELN  EREXV.FRAARLEREZHNT
12.03% ~22.42% ;3 N E RS RIF T E N 81.45% , 4 HF AWM ERANEAR A0 L HERE REFEMET
P, A X & BBl R 0.555.,0.685 A1 0.743, 7 1k Jy B Bl 70 F 1 BT 3R MR 0 A £ E AT RE MK 139 M T N
SE BT RN BERAMK(30), ZNEAGHBREMNF(SH), FME LT PR AT 7)), 5NV £
HETW B M FT(S ), 8 VERTHRAMHT(39 ), KRHF R M2 2 & wh 8y 86 B 7 7 & JEIR 5 4 (Ngl-020,
GX100,LJ-13 .GX91 #1 GX156) , 7 h # FH A K F B M EFRESE

KRR AR R R R R T M

hESY S S641.1; S602  THAARERD: A

Evaluation of salt tolerance in the seedling stage of 139
eggplant germplasm resources for rootstock

ZOU Min', TAO Tao', TIAN Shibing', ZHOU Shanshan',
LIU Fuzhong®, WANG Yikui’, YANG Yang', WANG Yongqing'
(1. Chongqing Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Chongqging 401329, China;
2. Institute of Vegetables and Flowers, Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Beijing 100081, China;
3. Institute of Vegetable, Guangxi Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Nanning, Guangxi 530007, China)

Abstract: In this study, 139 eggplant germplasm resources for rootstock were treated with 200 mmol - L™
NaCl (with water as control) at the seedling stage. Seven traits, including plant fresh mass, root-shoot ratio, shoot
length, number of leaves, and the ratio of green leaves, were investigated. Variation analysis of 7 traits showed that
5 traits (the ratio of green leaves, number of leaves, shoot length, plant fresh mass, and shoot fresh mass) were
obviously inhibited by 11.88% to 43.64% under salt stress. Furtherly, the root fresh mass increased by 1.46% and
the root-shoot ratio increased by 76.77%. Correlation analysis, principal component analysis, membership function
analysis and cluster analysis were applied to the salt tolerance coefficients of 7 traits. The results indicated that the
coefficient of variation between different resources ranged from 12.03% to 22.42%. The cumulative rate of the 3
principal components was 81.45%. The shoot fresh mass, root fresh mass and ratio of green leaves showed maximum

load, with the correlation coefficients being 0.555, 0.685 and 0.743, respectively. These factors had implications in
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the evaluation of salt tolerance in eggplant at seedling stage. Cluster analysis divided 139 eggplant germplasm re-

sources into 5 categories; 13 salt-sensitive germplasm resources in Class I, 5 high salt-sensitive germplasm

resources in Class II, 77 medium salt-tolerant germplasm resources in Class III, 5 high salt-tolerant germplasm re-

sources in Class IV and 39 salt-tolerant germplasm resources in Class V. In this study, five highly salt-tolerant egg-
plant germplasm resources were identified: Ngl1-020, GX100, LJ-13, GX91, and GX156. These findings provide both

theoretical and practical guidance for the development of new salt-tolerant rootstock varieties in eggplant cultivation.

Keywords: eggplant for rootstock ; germplasm; seedling stage; salt tolerance
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Table 1  Phenotypic traits of 139 eggplant germplasm resources under salt stress

LS B8 FRREE R M R e AR R M5 L SR Edied 73]
Treatment Parameter PFM/g SFM/ ¢ RFM/g RSR LN RGL SL/mm
B RAH Max. 7.947 7.484 0.800 0.218 6.700 1.000 299.200
- 5/MH Min. 1.930 1.780 0.150 0.029 3.100 0.839 63.400
Conlt;;)l I Average 5.001 4.656 0.345 0.078 4.234 0.985 131.796
brifEZE SD 1.238 1.197 0.107 0.030 0.557 0.021 39.499
ARRE CV/% 24.76 25.71 31.09 38.20 13.16 2.16 29.97
B RAH Max. 4.890 4.580 0.674 0.331 4.467 1.000 179.200
EOY OB I/MH Min. 1.165 1.010 0.155 0.049 2.033 0.200 39.600
Salt I Average 2.974 2.624 0.350 0.138 3.362 0.868 83.266
treatment brifEZE SD 0.610 0.571 0.103 0.044 0.466 0.134 21.613
BRERE CV/ % 20.50 21.78 29.37 31.67 13.85 15.48 25.96
BXTIRARAL B4Rl Variation -2.027 -2.032 0.005 0.060 -0.873 -0.117 -48.529
Comparison
witIl)1 the AL IT L/ % -40.52 -43.64 1.46 76.77 -20.61 -11.88 -36.82

Percentage variation
control
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Table 2  Relative salt tolerance coefficient of eggplant traits

eIty FERREE T M R ARG HE 4L gt P
Index PFM SFM RFM RSR LN RGL SL
B KAE Max. 0.932 0.904 1.533 3.361 1.027 1.041 0.971
H/IME Min. 0.373 0.333 0.592 0.921 0.559 0.238 0.305
B Average 0.608 0.578 1.031 1.828 0.798 0.881 0.649
FrifE2E SD 0.101 0.102 0.180 0.410 0.096 0.136 0.116
ARRE CV/ % 16.55 17.69 17.49 22.42 12.03 15.46 17.86
F3 MFHERTERBAEXES R
Table 3 Correlation analysis of salt tolerance coefficient of eggplant traits
LE2N AR o 6 Hb - T i S i 3 e LRy i
Trait PFM SFM RFM RSR LN RGL
b b AREE TR SFM 0.992* *
M bt i te RFM 0.300* * 0.215"
M RSR -0.533** -0.601** 0.610* *
4 LN 0.443 " * 0.440 " * 0.203* -0.202*
£t It RGL 0.039 0.031 0.215* 0.139 0.282"*
PRis SL 0.431** 0.427* " 0.142 -0.235" " 0.303" " -0.071

o Fl s 3BIFRIRTE P<0.05 F1 P<0.01 ERKSEAH S 2

Note: # and * * indicate significance correlations at the P<0.05 and P<0.01 probability levels, respectively.

x4 MTFRMERTERBHERS ST

Table 4  Principal component analysis of salt tolerance

TEME R 1.020, /7 Z 5T Hk RN 14.57% , 5 L&t kb
(0.743) MASEMERK, F R L 30 R B e

&AL coefficient of eggplant traits

2.4 THEHMESETENREESHT Jeki A i Figen vector
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{5 R BRI, AR 5 5 B 07 22 TR 50 HUHRBIT it PEV 0551 0.048  ~0.102
— b 1 FBfeE B SPM 0.555 -0.010 -0.063

; A2 I ) AN

# HARUE, 3 4 Q/TE' bR AL E_ﬂ 325 0. :5,20‘ WLt RFM 0.098  0.685 -0.345
0.301F10.179(F 4) , HRNZE A F5hr 00 & R EUE WAL RSR ~0363 0555 -0.238
FAE G, PR ML A ENE D (R 1) 1R n L LV 0355 0236  0.363
5 D (RGN 139 8l P R0 R Y 48 SHITEC RoL 004 0404 0743
BeEs SL 0.345  0.036 -0.355

PESEATPEA . R R IR 85 2 ] A R BE R ik, 2R

N w N N N N HFE{E Eigen value
FBNEK R 5, L5 G VEME D EH TR IE % 139

Tk Contribution ratio/ %

2.965 1.717 1.020
42.35 24.53 14.57

PFBTS A 5 S 1) 55 T 25R0 13y, i ik 2Tk % 35 coss 8145
*;:Fﬁ‘ E/‘J 9.35% , }%’ :J:%ﬁﬁ&@ ﬂ , D {E}H@ [%] 0.377 ~ Cumulative contribution ratio
L Weight 0.520 0301  0.179

0.447 ;55 L 2EM0 5T 5 1, S ALXAN B 3.60% , )& T
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Fig.1 Cluster analysis of salt tolerance of

139 eggplant germplasms for rootstock
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Table S1  Tested germplasm resources, D value and rank
55 AP i 4 D ¥
Code Germplasm name Origin Scientific name D value Rank
S001 1015# "HEREPY Shaanxi ,China S. melongena L. 0572 41
S002 1020# FEHLET Beijing, China S. melongena L. 0517 85
5003 1033# EHEET Beijing, China S. melongena L. 0.638 15
S004 1034# HEHEET Beijing, China S. integrifolium Poir. 0.307 138
S005 1035# FREJLET Beijing, China S. melongena 1. 0.531 73
S006 ACO13 FPFERER Shaanxi , China S. melongena 1. 0.554 50
S007 BW10 F1[E 57 Taiwan,China S. melongena 1. 0510 91
S008 BW2 Hi[E 575 Taiwan ,China S. melongena 1. 0497 101
S009 BW21 H1[E 575 Taiwan ,China S. melongena 1.. 0.562 45
S010 BW4 AE 5725 Taiwan , China S. melongena L. 0525 77
So11 BWS5 H[E 4725 Taiwan , China S. melongena L. 0.536 6
S012 BW6 RE 492 Taiwan , China S. melongena L. 0420 127
S013 BW3 hE 59 Taiwan, China S. melongena 1. 0543 61
S014 BW9 Hi[E 575 Taiwan ,China S. melongena L. 0.542 4
S015 CQOo4 HEPY)I| Sichuan ,China S. melongena L. 0.529 75
S016 CQ114 HREFEFK Chongging, China S. melongena 1. 0519 84
S017 CQ143 EE LK Chongging, China S. melongena 1. 0519 82
S018 CQI180 HIEEEK Chongging, China S. melongena L. 0.561 47
S019 CQ185 PRk Shaanxi , China S. melongena 1. 0456 121
S020 CQ210 "PEJLE Beijing, China S. melongena 1. 0.541 6
S021 GX100 FE)Z Guangdong,China S. melongena L. 0.707 2
S022 GX104 1 [E_3#F Shanghai , China S. melongena L. 0.541 65
S023 GX105 FIE AR Guangdong, China S. melongena L. 0.535 72
S024 GX11 R Vietnam S. melongena L. 0322 136
S025 GX110 HA Y Guangxi ,China S. melongena L. 0.600 30
8026 GX120 HHEJTZ Guangdong, China S. melongena L. 0.665 8
S027 GX124 #ERS Vietnam S. melongena L. 0519 81
S028 GX125 #ERS Vietnam S. melongena L. 0482 112
S029 GX126 #ERS Vietnam S. melongena 1. 0.535 70
S030 GX129 *HEZFE Yunnan,China S. melongena 1.. 0465 117
S031 GX13 &4 Laos S. melongena 1. 0.504 98
S032 GX135 15 France S. melongena L. 0480 114
S033 GX14 )P Guangi, China S. melongena 1. 0543 60
S034 GX156 *HE)" P Guangxi ,China S. melongena L. 0.677 5
8035 GX157 *FE 2P Yunnan,China S. melongena L. 0512 89
S036 GX169 FRE SN Guizhou , China S. melongena L. 0570 43
S037 GX17 rPEERS Hainan , China S. melongena L. 0614 23
S038 GX171 THE 7 Taiwan,China S. melongena L. 0.5% 35
S039 GX173 1) P Guangi, China S. melongena 1. 0.3%4 132
S040 GX179 P1E)" P Guangi, China S. melongena 1. 0.660 10
S041 GX18 R Vietnam S. melongena L. 0441 124
S042 GX180 FREWIL. Zhejiang , China S. melongena L. 0.667 7
So43 X184 P4 Guangxi , China S. melongena 1. 0.545 59
S044 GX186 HE Py Guangxi ,China S. melongena L. 0.545 57
SO45 GX2 HRIAZE Cambodia S. melongena 1. 0.550 53
S046 GX26 *HE)"PY Guangxi ,China S. melongena L. 0491 106
So47 GX3 ") PY Guangxi ,China S. melongena L. 0412 129
S48 GX30 "FE)"PY Guangxi ,China S. melongena L. 0484 110
S049 GX32 &4 Laos S. melongena L. 0.573 40
S050 GX33 "HE)"PY Guangxi ,China S. melongena L. 0.509 92




30 TR X AR WS H43 %
gk 1
Continued table S1

%' FBAAFR HUE g2 DA HEF
Code Germplasm name Origin Scientific name D value Rank
S051 GX35 FREJLET Beijing, China S. melongena 1. 0.629 21
S052 GX37 *HE)" P Guangxi ,China S. melongena L. 0.610 26
S053 GX38 Z&[H Thailand S. melongena 1. 0.545 58
S054 GX4 #&RS Vietnam S. melongena 1. 0.551 52
S055 GX40 FE)" P Guangi, China S. melongena 1. 0519 83
S056 GX41 RS Vietnam S. melongena 1. 0.663 9
S057 GX43 RE 4725 Taiwan, China S. melongena L. 0.546 56
S058 GX44 R[E 4725 Taiwan , China S. melongena L. 0612 24
S059 GX45 FE)” P Guangi, China S. melongena 1. 0410 130
S060 GX5 B Vietham S. melongena L. 0.581 37
So61 GX53 HA Japan S. melongena L. 0461 118
S062 GX56 HZ Japan S. melongena 1. 0.524 79
S063 GX57 HZ Japan S. melongena 1. 0447 12
S04 GX6 1) P Guangi, China S. melongena 1. 0585 36
8065 GX60 ") PY Guangxi ,China S. melongena L. 0315 137
S066 GX61 FEIL T Liaoning, China S. melongena L. 0.657 11
S067 GX63 ENATL Hebei ,China S. melongena L. 0.505 X
S068 GX75 FEPU)I| Sichuan , China S. melongena L. 0.624 2
S069 GX9 R Vietnam S. melongena L. 0.652 13
S070 GX91 FPEL T Liaoning, China S. melongena L. 0.686 4
S071 -1 HZR Japan S. melongena L. 0.636 17
S072 LJ-1 HA Japan S. melongena 1.. 0.609 27
S073 LJ-12 HZ Japan S. melongena 1.. 0.672 6
S074 LJ-13 HA Japan S. melongena 1.. 0.702

S075 LJ-14 HZ Japan S. melongena 1.. 0.643 14
S076 Lj-16 HZ Japan S. melongena L. 0.593 33
So77 LJ-18 HZR Japan S. melongena 1.. 0.506 93
S078 LJ-19 HZ Japan S. melongena 1.. 0.612 25
S079 LJj-2 HZ Japan S. melongena 1. 0.560 48
S080 Lj-4 HZ Japan S. melongena 1.. 0.631 20
S8l L-5 HZ Japan S. melongena 1. 0488 108
S082 LI-6 HZR Japan S. melongena 1. 0631 19
S083 -7 HZ Japan S. melongena 1. 0.531 74
S084 LJ-8 HA Japan S. melongena 1. 0.591 34
S085 LI-9 HZ Japan S. melongena 1. 0.632 18
S086 Ngl-001 *FEH7R Gansu,China S. integrifolium Poir. 0.515 88
S087 Ngl1-003 "FEHIN Gansu,China S. integrifolium Poir. 0479 115
S088 Ngl-004 FEHIN Gansu,China S. integrifolium Poir. 0445 123
S089 Ngl-006 FFEHIN Gansu,China S. integrifolium Poir. 0416 128
S090 Ngl1-007 "PEHIN Gansu,China S. integrifolium Poir. 0377 134
S091 Ng1-008 FEJTZ Guangdong,China S. melongena L. 0.594 2
S092 Ng1-010 *HEZFE Yunnan,China Solanum nivalo—montanum C. Y. Wu et S. C. Huang 0493 104
8093 Ngl1-011 FFEILZA Shandong,China S. integrifolium Poir. 0.502 O
S09%4 Ngl-012 FFEHIH Gansu,China S. integrifolium Poir. 0430 126
8095 Ng1-013 "HE)"PY Guangxi ,China S. melongena L. 0.004 29
S096 Ngl-014 FFE 7R Shandong, China S. integrifolium Poir. 0.524 78
S097 Ngl1-015 HFEILIZAR Shandong , China S. melongena 1. 0.608 28
S098 Ngl1-017 HZ Japan S. melongena 1.. 0.548 55
S099 Ngl-018 HEPUI] Sichuan , China S. melongena L. 0.569 “
S100 Ngl-019 "FE LA Shandong,China S. integrifolium Poir. 0488 107
s101 Ngl-020 "PE 575 Taiwan,China S. melongena 1. 0.750 1




5 2 3

af BAF 139 b

v

S IR S R AN

AN

SEEtR 1
Continued table Sl
Hi's T2 FR S 24 DE Hoy
Code Germplasm name Origin Scientific name D value Rank
S102 Ngl-024 HIEZFS Yunnan,China S. indicum L. var. indicum 0.5% 31
S103 Ngl-028 FREPUJI Sichuan , China S. melongena 1. 0.578 38
S104 Ngl-033 )P4 Guangi , China S. melongena 1. 0486 109
S105 Ngl-034 1) P Guangi, China S. melongena 1. 0570 ¥)
S106 Ngl-035 F1FE)” P Guangi, China S. melongena 1. 0515 87
S107 Ngl-036 FPES" 7Y Guangsi ,China S. melongena L. 0535 71
S108 Ngl1-037 PE)" P Guangxi , China S. melongena L. 0480 113
S109 Ngl-038 )P Guangi, China S. melongena 1. 0.307 139
S110 Ngl1-039 "HE)"PY Guangxi ,China S. melongena L. 0.397 131
S111 Ngl-041 rF1E)” P Guangi, China S. melongena 1. 0460 119
S112 Ngl-042 VY Guangxi , China S. melongena 1. 0493 103
S113 Ngl-043 *HE)" P Guangxi ,China S. melongena L. 0.637 16
S114 Ngl-044 rF1E)" P Guangi, China S. melongena 1. 0.505 9%
S115 Ngl-061 FFETZR Guangdong, China S. melongena 1. 0.548 54
S116 78131 FRELAT Beijing, China S. melongena 1. 0483 111
s117 78140 FELIZ Shandong, China S. melongena L. 0492 105
S118 75159 *FE 7R Shandong, China S. melongena 1. 0494 102
S119 78167 FREZEAPIT Heilongjiang , China S. melongena L. 0539 67
S120 75169 AR Jilin, China S. melongena 1. 0.523 80
S121 7817 FREIJLIT Beijing, China S. melongena 1. 0.561 46
S122 75170 FE)"4 Guangdong,China S. melongena 1. 0.559 49
S123 7S1% "FEIEE Beijing, China S. integrifolium Poir. 0329 135
S124 75199 P Russia S. melongena 1. 0.526 76
S125 78204 HZ T Russia S. melongena L. 0.542 62
S126 75208 "PEJLE Beijing, China S. melongena 1. 0498 100
S127 75218 T Russia S. melongena 1. 0.577 39
S128 78227 FREJLIT Beijing, China S. integrifolium Poir. 0.394 133
S129 75230 [ France S. melongena 1. 0432 125
S130 7835 FFEEYTH5 Jiangsu, China S. melongena 1. 0.553 51
S131 7338 FREJLET Beijing, China S. melongena 1. 0.539 68
S132 7565 THEHEET Beijing, China S. melongena 1. 0.504 97
S133 7390 HHEJLEL Beijing, China S. melongena 1. 0.542 63
S134 7592 HElFAR Jilin, China S. melongena 1. 0.505 %
S135 7598 r}1[E & Ningxia,China S. melongena L. 0511 €0
S136 Afﬁcjfﬂjlizplam TEE LK Chongging, China S. integrifolium Poir. 0.655 12
S137 Eggplaniﬁiiik Nosl HE)" 75 Guangxi ,China S. integrifolium Poir. 0516 86
S138 K ﬁﬁ, "FE 7 Yunnan,China S. torvum Swartz 0458 120
Root of water nightshade
S139 i FEZR Yunnan,China S. sisymbriifolium Lam. 0472 116

Garlic mustard eggplant




