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ABSTRACT

Salinity is one of the main reasons of reduction in plant growth and production. One of the most low-cost ways
to use saline soil and water is cultivating resistant plants to salinity. We designed an experiment to evaluate
salinity resistance of 107 genotypes of Lens culinaris under control conditions. The experiment was designed in
completely randomized blocks with three replications in 12dS.m-1 NaCl. The results indicated that four weeks
after salt stress, thirty nine genotypes showed survival rate of 76-100% and nine genotypes had a 100% survival.
Based on factor analysis, four factors explained 72% of changes in data, which first and second factors explained
the most changes in data variants included survival percent, contents of chlorophyll a, contents of chlorophyll b,
carotenoids, chlorophyll a/chlorophyll b, total content of phenol, content of proline, DPPH, Na/K, and dry matter.
Then, we used these two factors to determine distribution and distinguish best genotypes in results which were
MLC250, MLC263, MLC281, MLC285, MLC286, MLC291, MLC292, MLC294, MLC296, MLC299,
MLC300, MLC301, MLC307, MLC311, MLC314, MLC316, MLC323, MLC327, MLC357, MLC362,
MLC363, MLC364 and MLC371. According to the cluster analysis, genotypes were classified into 5 groups. The
third and fifth group showed the best results in survival percent and other traits; therefore, we suggest these
genotypes use for salt tolerance breeding programs in lentil.

Keywords: Carotenoid, chlorophyll, cluster analysis, proline, survival percent.
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Table 1. Lentil genotypes studied

No. See(Iijank Origin No. SeethDbank Origin N.o bfrflf(ljD Origin No. See(I‘JDbank Origin
1 MLC195 ILL7672 28 MLC265 Neyshabur 55  MLC298 Unknown 82 MLC330 Unknown
2 MLC221 ILL6466 29 MLC266 Callsitao 56  MLC299 Unknown 83 MLC332 Unknown
3 MLC237 ILL5562 30 MLC267 Laivd 57 MLC300 Unknown 84 MLC333 Unknown
4 MLC238 ILL5740 31 MLC268 Qaen 58  MLC301 Unknown 85 MLC334 Unknown
5 MLC239 ILL5729 32 MLC269 Gonabad 59  MLC302 Unknown 86 MLC335 Unknown
6 MLC240 ILL5728 33 MLC271 Birjand 60 MLC304 Unknown 87 MLC336 Unknown
7 MLC241 ILL5750 34 MLC272 Ferdows 61 MLC305 Unknown 88 MLC351 Unknown
8 MLC242 1LL5828 35 MLC273 Langar 62  MLC306 Unknown 89 MLC353 Unknown
9 MLC243 ILL20 36 MLC274 Birjand 63 MLC307 Unknown 90 MLC354 Unknown
10 MLC244 ILL5774 37 MLC275 Gilan 64  MLC308 Unknown 91 MLC355 Unknown
11 MLC246 ILL7706 38 MLC276 Sarakhs 65  MLC310 Unknown 92 MLC356 Unknown
12 MLC248 ILL7220 39 MLC281 Neyshabur 66  MLC311 Unknown 93 MLC357 Unknown
13 MLC249 ILL7211 40 MLC282 1LL263 67  MLC312 Unknown 94 MLC358 Unknown
14 MLC250 1LL4400 41 MLC283 1LL482 68  MLC313 Unknown 95 MLC359 Unknown
15 MLC251 Zabol 42 MLC284 1LL533 69 MLC314 Unknown 96 MLC360 Unknown
16 MLC252 Tabas 43 MLC285 1LL1929 70  MLC315 Unknown 97 MLC361 Unknown
17 MLC253 Gonabad 44 MLC287 ILL72 71 MLC318 Unknown 98 MLC362 Unknown
18 MLC254 Ferdows 45 MLC288 1LL1929 72 MLC320 Unknown 99 MLC363 Unknown
19 MLC255 Qaen 46 MLC289 1LL5894 73 MLC321 Unknown 100 MLC364 Unknown
20 MLC256 Kalat 47 MLC290 ILL7795 74 MLC322 Unknown 101 MLC365 Unknown
21 MLC257 Tengger 48 MLC291 Unknown 75 MLC323 Unknown 102 MLC366 Unknown
22 MLC258 Birjand 49 MLC292 Unknown 76 MLC324 Unknown 103 MLC367 Unknown
23 MLC259 Birjand 50 MLC293 Unknown 77 MLC325 Unknown 104 MLC368 Unknown
24 MLC260 Gilan 51 MLC294 Unknown 78  MLC326 Unknown 105 MLC369 Unknown
25 MLC261 Ashkhaneh 52 MLC295 Unknown 79 MLC327 Unknown 106 MLC370 Unknown
26 MLC263 Sarakhs 53 MLC296 Unknown 80 MLC328 Unknown 107 MLC371 Unknown
27 MLC264 Neyshabur 54 MLC297 Unknown 81 MLC329 Unknown
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MLC: Mashhad Lentil Collection (Seed Bank of Research Center for Plant Sciences, Ferdowsi University of Mashhad), ILL: Intrnational

lentil Lins.
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Figure 1. Number (A) and frequency (B) of lentil genotypes in survival ranges after four weeks of 12dS m* NaCl
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Table 2. Effect of salinity stress (12dS.m™) on studied traits of lentil genotypes in the survival range of 76-100%

MLC A B C D E F G H I J K L M
255 100 0.717 0279 0124 257 1120 243 384 0681 517 1321 393 3.80
256 100 0.906 0.394 0.153 231 1.453 1.76 279 0747 707 1778 548 2.43
267 100 0.799 0328 0.180 244  1.307 131 31.7 1714 207 0073 745 0.37
274 100 0.728 035 0.156 2.04 1240 6.31 386 1392 186 0.09 515 2.58
283 100 0879 0355 0.192 248 1426 519 357 1474 256 0183 393 1.07
325 100 0525 0249 0172 214 0946 578 233 0919 224 0.733 340 0.90
326 100 0583 0.268 0.125 217 0977 4.13 413 0905 222 1798 1083 0.81
334 100 0903 0425 0159 212 1487  3.36 451 0898 356 1441 418 0.63
353 100 0.715 0.305 0.182 237 1203  3.27 420 0904 249 2600 465 0.53
320 95 0.661 0307 0145 214 1114 347 354 0893 243 0842 493 1.07
351 95 0.838 0.337 0.188 249 1364 437 425 358 378 1312 521 0.95
355 95 0.610 0.260 0.155 234 1.025 551 527 1320 431 1584  39.0 0.51
265 94 0581 0297 0121 196 0999 345 316 1422 197 0.082 576 2.20
333 94 0691 0313 0102 221 1.106  4.90 528 0925 162 1.057 63.6 0.54
315 93 0554 0.285 0.113 194 0952 356 431 1292 456 0.768 483 1.09
354 93 0.648 0315 0121 205 1.084 312 39.0 5066 245 1773 48.0 0.48
318 93 0846 0334 0191 253 1372 1.96 625 1019 226 0750 73.1 1.20
241 92 0.713 0.288 0.165 247 1.167 1.04 483 4542 184 1391 1120 215
258 92 0674 0292 019 230 1162 215 135 0823 136 1501 493 3.61
305 92 0.456 0.293 0.076 156 0.825 210 343 1463 219 0727 221 1.17
321 89 0645 0.297 0.140 218 1.083 6.24 446 0747 103 0843 413 1.36
364 88 0220 019 0.005 112 0422 282 340 1130 199 1401 29.0 1.45
252 87 0.643 0.263 0.142 245 1.048 274 139 1099 115 1111 555 171
291 87 0361 0285 0.050 127 0.696 4.16 280 0749 333 009 308 3.04
221 86 0595 0.298 0113 200  1.007 1.66 451 1414 124 0940 286 3.22
239 86 0538 0349 0.069 153 0955 263 619 1559 481 1191 461 451
272 85 0534 0347 0.106 154 0987 6.36 354 1303 133 0.095 58.6 1.00
276 85 0499 0.255 0.104 196 0.858 6.74 494 2874 283 1.024 518 0.75
271 84 0777 0341 0163 229 1281 220 351 1091 244 0078 620 2.04
238 83 0601 0375 0124 162 1101  4.38 39.0 0880 658 1.041 436 9.22
254 83 0815 0339 0146 240 1301 1.67 135 0778 159 1940 69.6 1.68
275 83 0370 0.243 0.061 153 0.674 5097 470 35838 251 1366 506 9.08
266 82 0.458 0273 0.083 170 0814 6.34 370 1201 262 0083 871 3.57
242 81 0552 0268 0121 213 0941 355 406 3402 117 1315 596 8.45
195 80 0.603 0403 0.111 151 1117 2.03 265 1976 417 1321 383 4.24
308 80 0809 0336 0188 240 1333 482 450 1264 187 0813 316 157
288 79 0.770 0337 0.138 229 1.245  3.02 46.2 1112 685 0.096 433 2.10
240 77 0773 0358 0.097 217 1.228 1.85 46.2 0511 137 1600 69.1 8.87
282 76 0448 0346 0.092 130 0.886 5.78 531 1656 179 1024 31.1 3.82
LSDo 05 0.075 0.059 0.033 0377 0122 225 6.47 0423 392 0410 2028 237
P value 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001
CV% 9.06 1217 2041 1393 819 2031 1127 2083 1174 27.08 27.39 31.27
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MLC: Mashhad Lentil Collection, A: Survival (%), B: Chlorophyll a (mg.gfw™), C: Chlorophyll b (mg.gfw?), D: Carotenoieds
(mg.gfw™), E: Cha/Chb, F: Total pigments (mg.gfw™), G: Proline (mg.gfw™), H: Phenol (mg.gfw™), I: Soluble carbohydrates (mg.gfw
1), J: MDA (nm.gfw?), K: DPPH (mg.gfw?), L: Shoot dry matter (mg.plant?), M: Na/K, LSD: Least significant difference, C.V:

Coefficient value.
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Table 3. Effects of salinity stress (12dS.m) on studied traits of lentil genotypes in the survival range of 51-75%

MLC A B C D E F G H | J K L M
281 75 0315 0315 0.060 1.27 0.623 133 365 1.419 16.0 0084 436 349
289 73 0542 0542 0.110 198 0.925 6.35 353 2.393 258 0127 498 7.68
365 73 0720 0.720 0.075 197 1.222 4.67 55.6 1.726 119 2460 193 227
327 72 0.347 0347 0.051 142 0.643 6.24 273 0.915 242 0799 288 579
249 71 0924 0924 0.188 233 1511 174 497 1.415 112 1768 453  6.63
287 71 0.442 0442 0.055 157 0.779 6.42 450 1.593 149 0095 468 225
310 71 0.662 0.662 0.147 216 1.113 426 387 1.287 146 0612 340 262
285 69 0.207 0207 0.076 1.06 0.472 1701 188 0.952 171 0091 321 815
237 67 0.555 0555 0.145 1.16 1.185 1.87 21.6 1.922 385 1310 278 584
294 67 0309 0309 0058 131 0.603 8.57 39.7 0.613 344 0.089 481 281
322 67 0456 0456 0.101 1.83 0.806 720 306 0.855 223 0.640 496 284
369 67 0.583 0583 0.107 1.36 1121 1.57 25.8 1.064 225 1183 200 274
358 64 0.489 0489 0.103 155 0.908 415 354 1.358 158 1800 435 201
312 63 0.743 0743 0.157 224 1.232 3.86 343 1.750 215 0640 471 291
273 60 0.428 0428 0.073 155 0.778 359 461 0.525 186 0091 658 8.09

264 59 0.327 0327 0.029 097 0.691 444 416 1.509 355 0093 440 712
297 59 0.564 0564 0.095 173 0.986 565 304 1.325 204 0.679 438 1.76
323 59 0.349 0349 0.087 147 0.674 1087 27.0 0.888 381 0571 406 471
299 58 0.471 0471 0058 178 0.794 500 347 1.477 6.64 0518 315 450
244 56 0.668 0668 0.160 198 1.165 562 498 0.484 864 1208 636 884
306 53 0.712 0712 0.153 243 1.158 326  46.0 2.188 353 0778 426  3.96
243 53 0577 0577 0.116 1.69 1.036 526 511 1.760 180 1268 441 1047

LSDo.0s 0.075 0.059 0.033 0377 0.122 2.25 6.47 0.423 392 0410 20.28 237
P value 0.001 0.001 0001 0.001 0.0001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001
C.V% 9.06 1217 2041 13.93 8.19 2031 11.27 20.83 11.74 27.08 2739 31.27
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MLC: Mashhad Lentil Collection, A: Survival (%), B: Chlorophyll a (mg.gfw™), C: Chlorophyll b (mg.gfw?), D: Carotenoieds
(mg.gfw™), E: Cha/Chb, F: Total pigments (mg.gfw?), G: Proline (mg.gfwt), H: Phenol (mg.gfw?), I: Soluble carbohydrates (mg.gfw
1), J: MDA (nm.gfw?), K: DPPH (mg.gfw?), L: Shoot dry matter (mg.plant™?), M: Na/K, LSD: Least significant diffrence, C.V:
Coefficient value.
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Table 4. Effects of salinity stress (12dS.m) on studied traits of lentil genotypes in the survival range of 26-50%

MLC A B C D E F G H | J K L M
259 50 0.388 0.244 0.097 1.60 0.729 331 30.8 0536 1376 0.771 683 7.85
269 50 0.275 0179 0.078 153 0.532 4.28 47.1 0.752 1490 0.094 69.1 3.96
328 50 0912 0347 0.183 2.63 1442  3.89 46.7 0921 2313 0966 725 3.32
246 47 0386 0326 0.115 1.18 0.827  3.56 61.4 0.655 0.88 1.013  69.5 12.36
290 47 0.269 0231 0.042 116 0.542 6.36 42.0 0.736  10.43 0.093 48.0 7.87
336 47 0377 0260 0.090 1.46 0.727 1580 56.5 0.857 1131 2264 29.1 5.46
307 46 0.347 0237 0.078 1.46 0.662 1.99 43.0 1155 18,65 0506 40.5 3.92
359 46 0384 0219 0072 178 0.674 3.20 50.1 1.098 5373 1661 311 3.95
253 45 0.744 0392 0160 191 1296 341 25.1 0.842 7.72 1562 43.0 6.87
257 45 0361 0259 0.114 140 0.734 496 324 0.515 7.90 1419 446 10.38
268 43 0564 0284 0107 1.99 0.955 4.65 23.9 0.752 1761 0.081 60.0 5.85
367 40 0.796 0.410 0.089 1.94 1295 6.20 46.1 2946 3055 1219 211 3.57
330 38 0.848 0347 0220 244 1415 6.89 53.6 0529 1751 1223 436 4.75
332 38 0471 0235 0102 201 0.808 10.62 36.2 0.397 1499 0.739 77.6 5.25
250 35 0458 0200 0.112 229 0.769  5.09 14.9 0.253 1840 0.831 785 6.77
248 33 0.608 0341 0122 179 1.070 2.35 44.8 1.060 7.98 0.899 391 7.14
284 33 0521 0357 0.070 1.46 0949 1157 422 1470 1985 0.076 451 4.67
357 33 0471 0279 0.093 1.69 0.843 391 36.2 0.897 2778 1794 40.8 4.92
360 29 0710 0371 0.079 2.06 1160 3.20 44.2 1378 2161 2080 2038 3.98
261 27 0534 0304 0115 176 0.953 533 38.4 0543 284 1316 76.1 5.10
313 27 0653 0335 0230 1.98 1.218 5.46 46.1 1569 1771 0677 450 5.83
370 27 0732 0326 0.119 2.27 1177 0.78 40.2 0992 1374 1119 305 4.46
LSDo.0s 0.075 0.059 0.033 0377 0122 225 6.47 0.423 392 0.410 20.2 2.37
P value 0001 0001 0.001 0.001 0001 0001 0001 0001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001
CV% 9.06 1217 2041 1393 8.19 2031 1127 2083 11.74 27.08 27.3 31.27
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MLC: Mashhad Lentil Collection, A: Survival (%), B: Chlorophyll a (mg.gfw), C: Chlorophyll b (mg.gfw?), D: Carotenoieds
(mg.gfw™), E: Cha/Chb, F: Total pigments (mg.gfw™), G: Proline (mg.gfw™), H: Phenol (mg.gfw™), I: Soluble carbohydrates (mg.gfw
1), J: MDA (nm.gfw?), K: DPPH (mg.gfw?), L: Shoot dry matter (mg.plant?), M: Na/K, LSD: Least significant difference, C.V:

Coefficient value.

Cudled Jlee Gl (O 5 ¥ la Jgux) ol comlin
doy Y8-0+ sl awls ;o DPPH ofj1 IS,
ki 2o, YT o ,0 0V-V0 ol aels a4 cucs
sy adllas )90 lacis) Gl o g
Ol cxpLie MLC357 MLC360 MLC336
Jsaz) wivgs Lls 1, DPPH ofj1 JISsa], codlad lge

K4
C S5 5 gy o] s ol gl E ST
S Sley S ol YS!, adgs 5 eselye (5955
ST ol & alise)s 09UISS & jp0; (5]
G b o Ap,IS (Pitta, 2000) wiysS o Jlad
2 PS5 glanST wad coml 4 yzmie (gjem
;o (Hossain et al., 2017) 548 o0 Jg0 jLwsen
o5 il 4l Gl wgyet 5 Ll

oS g adg A5 WS e e o glanS]

Gl a5l 2alS L plaasT o b S
S a8 asallgonglle sl iuljdl 5 L
PR O RIO F-X VUL BV KVOWL J VRRELA VP
yol> adllas o .(Firoozeh et al., 2019) o4 oo
alisaoglle (slgme Yo (sl aels b oo adsss
5o gl YL ol samsylas aS aiils (6 S
Shared iz Lol pis (g9 4 Jood
asallgsgglle slgime b by soje con sl e
Gleoe b i (Suon Lol solilas 0429 oLS

(7 Jgaz) ol plas g
Slien sz DPPH ol5T JISyol, codled g
3550 Saraisis 55 DPPH SljT o), clled g
g do,0 Y00 ola als o aS olo las asdllas
RS gy s o A duo,0 DV -YO la asels
Cppdon DPPH o1 JISGol, cdld lgs oyl5me



B3 a0y S 9 (6)9d & Jeodi bl ol Se 5 SLS AAR4

sl als o Sler slaplail Sas 459 (O 5 ¥
FY s, o -V0 lay aels b Cod 2o 0 VPN - ¢
adllas 5y50 slacaisl Gl )0 g i So)d
MLC266 MLC326 MLC241 slausigss
(Y Jgaz) Sog Llo |, Sis oole )lim0 (o yiin
Oliee Y Glas aielo b plocedsiy yol> aalllae o
aS anily e 2l sleplul S 5
UVOE (6,9 A J.o.?u 5o LQQ] YL Q|5.T omodl..i‘.i
O LS)‘%;‘-’-“ PR M Oz ol
S99 (M=—+/OY**) ol s e b &) 2oy
3 Oden w4 sl els eaumolis a5 il
Sopd 5 ll 8 50 St sl Gle b alaces s
aly o wae slacassly o Na/K cos :Na/lK
B sleaol Ko b awlie 0 asy +-Y0 sla
RS doyo V-V e ola als o og i
B glaaisls plo b awslie 0 Na/K cas ol
asoly o NalK e (F 9 ) lo Jga) o svmlice
VoV Gla dls @ Cas wsyo -YO sl
)30 Sie) Ole 4o S i pln VIA ws)s
MLC304 MLC366 MLC302 slacuisy aslllas
(Y Jouz) Qg Llo 1) Na/K s o 5 s

SV sl Jsere jsbar (LS Gl sk Jeogi
e o9 Yoe V) g el e Ve dee Vo
oo Sl 5l (gl sl Na/Kces ol o]
L sl Joho Jomgiom )3 NATKS S b o

Sl G9re ot 5 lald e olS
.(Zhang et al., 2018)

5 LopSyn oS 4 (Jub o gla i),
e Jobo S o ity 5 oo (sl (slaned
.(Molassiotis et al., 2006) wig o

Jolis alS slaJsbe )5 SlansT ool glis ailabs
STy SyaSl wiile gou 5T sl 31
0359lS g oSy Glgennd ST s YL
o wiile o3l é SlaplamsT ST g LS,
5 laJsid gy DPPH ol JISGol, colled
GGl ) Bis 4 45 Wed e bogsis,lS
(Gunes et al., 2007) wg3 oo oo Jlad

Fae Sedib Gl (Joxie slacaSes S b
GRS plp yd 0 cblis jglateds JlanST il
Bandeoglu et al., ) &)l (5,55 3l iU gulonns]
oaliiul a5 Canl 03l LiS iy sla tagss (2004
slaaly> o1, L § gulonnsST con (o liwl
Shahadathossein et al.,) ows o ials eae
Odon Sl b glacais) pol> aalllas 552019
22l (g a8 DPPH ofjT JIsol, colled les Y
el ey gt 5 S samonlis aS
e bl soys o )3 (Ko (aizmen
L Lol ceuilas 9925 oS DPPH of1 JISiol, colles
(Ladssg)ls b g @ Jdg)lS) laails S5, (slyione
(F Jaaz) o edalive Cuio (Ko

S s s iler splal S (59
g aS sl las eae slacasels jo olse slaplu]
S0 baslie 0 aeye VPV Gla adls
VO i aials 309 ion Sy ool b slaasals
@l slaplal Sas 0359 Gl S 0o ¢
S Jsaz) wi ssalie iy gloaals plo b awylic



Qo) e =V0 Gl anels jo uae aalllas 0590 Dlas 5 (o (uicenjswd VY) (5y00 (5 510 Jgo

Table 5. Effects of salinity stress (12dS.m™) on studied traits of lentil genotypes in the survival range of 0-25%

MLC A B C D E F G H | J K L M
263 20 0211 0215 0.003 080 0.688  3.33 39.77 0982 5271 0.091 56.2 6.60
292 19 0180 0333 0.051 0.82 0540 20.61 1541 1571 39.09 0.081 45.0 6.29
335 18 0322 0525 0.059 1.47 1392 1631 4823 1589 6577 1.033 223 8.63
361 17 0586 0394 0.082 1.96 1240 2393 1471 1062 3046 1906 355 2.96
260 13 0238 0.264 0.053 114 0477 404 4168 1586 1091 1425 597 6.00
356 11 0506 0.217 0.087 143 0448 581 4195 1126 3450 2776  40.2 5.50
293 10 0217 0219 0010 073 0.600 2898 26.70 0973 17.00 0.083 575 9.92
366 10 0541 0321 0.063 121 0989  6.43 3345 0.639 2542 1.152 16.2 14.89
304 9 0191 0.210 0.034 0.82 0501 23.69 36.38 0564 26.14 0464 772 11.33
363 7 0273 0359 0.014 106 0952 1025 1033 2426 4526 1849  20.7 4.45
295 0 0432 0309 0.054 115 0536 2823 1851 0.754 1257 0.807 333 6.96
298 0 009 0448 0072 0.39 1.052 2285 3229 1696 25.64 0.622 242 5.87
300 0 0199 0233 0.057 065 0458 26.58 0.00 2.158  0.00 0721 278 7.21
301 0 0160 0.258 0.036 0.65 0544 775 0.00 0.745 1030 0.356 19.0 8.40
302 0 0188 0376 0050 0.64 0863 1599 0.00 3.470 2886 0571 6038 16.27
311 0 0160 0.250 0.021 0.67 0.418  0.00 20.65 0.000 0.00 0.000  39.0 5.47
314 0 0152 0324 0045 052 0.579  0.00 1765 0.000 15.00 0551  30.5 1.48
329 0 019 0244 0016 074 0440 2001 4531 0.000 6495 0.680 333 7.88
362 0 0150 0302 0.053 047 0540 17.30  0.00 0.000  0.00 2.906 19.0 6.34
371 0O 0105 0.238 0030 048 0420 0.0 0.00 1.801  0.00 0592 422 2.73

LSDo o5 0075 0.059 0.033 0377 0122 225 6.47 0.423  3.92 0.410 2028 237
P value 0001 0.001 0001 0001 0.001 0001 0001 0.001 0001 0.001 0.001 0.001
CV% 9.06 1217 2041 1393  8.19 2031 1127 2083 1174 27.08 2739 31.27
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MLC: Mashhad Lentil Collection, A: Survival (%), B: Chlorophyll a (mg.gfw?), C: Chlorophyll b (mg.gfw?), D: Carotenoieds
(mg.gfw™), E: Cha/Chb, F: Total pigments (mg.gfw?), G: Proline (mg.gfw?), H: Phenol (mg.gfw?), I: Soluble carbohydrates (mg.gfw
1), J: MDA (nm.gfw), K: DPPH (mg.gfw™), L: Shoot dry matter (mg.plant®), M: Na/K, LSD: Least significant difference, C.V:

Coefficient value.
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Table 6. Correlation matrix of lentil genotypes properties in 12 dS.m*

A B C D E F G H I 10 J K L
A 1
B 058" 1
c 011" 061" 1
D 053" 083" 038" 1
E 066™ 089" 021* 081" 1
F 052" 099" 071" 084" 082" 1
G -053" -047" -0.14™ -041" -0.49" -0.43" 1
H 037" 041" 045" 028" 042" 037" -0.30™ 1
| 027" 025 0200 012® 022" 024" -0.10° 031" 1
J  -0.07™ -0.08™ -0.11" -0.17" -0.03" -0.11" 023" 0.5 0.16™ 1
K 002" 028" 028" 020" 022° 029" -0.12" 0.10" 0.09™ -0.06™ 1
L 028" 019" -0.22° 027" 036" 014™ -0.20° 025" 010" -0.07" -0.15™ 1
M -058" -0.42™ -0.03® -0.36™ -0.49" -0.36" 0.39" -0.13"™ -0.13" -0.05™ -0.07" -0.09" 1
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A: Survival, B: Chlorophyll a, C: Chlorophyll b, D: Carotenoieds, E: Cha/Chb, F: Total pigments, G: Proline, H: Phenol, I: Soluble
carbohydrates, J: MDA, K: DPPH, L: Dry matter, M: Na/K, ns, * and **: non-significant and significant in the probability levels of

5%, & 1%, respectively.
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Table 7. Factor analysis for lentil genotypes under salinity stress

Traits Factor 1  Factor2  Factor 3  Factor 4
Survival -0.734 0.391 0.044 0.221
Cha -0.952 -0.195 -0.016 -0.062
Chb -0.486 -0.728 -0.098 -0.119
Carotenoids -0.855 -0.071 0.176 -0.121
Cha/Chb -0.909 0.152 0.020 -0.015
Total pigment -0.929 -0.307 -0.003 -0.090
Proline 0.607 -0.227 -0.279 -0.147
Phenol -0.496 0.222 -0.455 -0.269
Soluble carbohydrates -0.318 0.059 -0.635 -0.071
MDA 0.112 0.154 -0.766 0.242
DPPH -0.283 -0.495 -0.072 0.197
Dry matter -0.293 0.620 0.091 -0.540
Na/K 0.537 -0.317 -0.059 -0.654
Eigen value 5.285 1.702 1.335 1.006
Cumulative variance (%)  40.651 53.739 64.005 71.745
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Figure 2. Distribution of lentil genotypes on the basis of the first and the second components.
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Figure 3. Classifying dendrogram in lentil genotype based on studied traits.
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Table 8. Analysis varation of multi variables based on unbalanced completely randomized design (CRD) Wilks'
Lambda in lentil genotype under salinity stress

Function df Wilks' Lambda Chi-square Probability level

1 48 0.022 370 0.000

2 33 0.182 166 0.000

3 20 0.368 975 0.000

4 9 0.694 35.7 0.000
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Table 9. The results of discriminant function for clustering validity of lentil genotypes under salinity stress

Group Membership

Group 1 > 3 1 5 Total
1 18 0 0 1 0 19
2 0 5 0 0 0 5

Total 3 0 0 2 0 0 2
4 0 0 0 25 0 25
5 0 0 0 1 55 56
1 95 0 0 5 0 100
2 0 100 0 0 0 100

Percent 3 0 0 100 0 0 100
4 0 0 0 100 O 100
5 0 0 0 2 98 100
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Table 10. Standardized canonical discriminant function coefficients measured groups in lentil genotypes under
salinity stress

Canonical Function

Traits 1 > 3 7
Survival 0.989* -0.307 0.155 0.005
Cha -0.442*  -0.843 -0.031 -0.445
Chb 0.270 0.310 0.372 0.275*
Carotenoids -0.140 0.075* -0.218 0.107
Cha/Chb 0.325 0.836* -0.303 -0.167
Proline -0.165 -0.475* -0.063 0.239
Phenol 0.003 0.661* -0.053 -0.395
Soluble carbohydrates 0.145 -0.260 -0.019 0.470*
MDA -0.174 0.122 1.015* -0.114
DPPH -0.146 0.108 0.111 0.523*
Dry matter -0.047 0.567 0.223 0.855*
Na/K -0.099* 0.188 -0.069 -0.331
Eigenvalue 7.098 1.027 0.885 0.442
Cumulative % 75.1 86.0 95.3 100

Canonical Correlation  0.936**

0.712**  0.685**  0.554**

éywwjmﬁwoMaﬂwwwfyb*

*: Largest absolute correlation between each variable and any discriminant function
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Figure 4. Cluster grouping of lentil genotypes based on significant canonical variable under controlled conditions.
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Table 11. Analysis of variance (mean square) based on measured groups in lentil genotypes under salinity stress

Traits

Between Groups

Within Groups

df

Survival

Cha

Chb
Carotenoids
Cha/Chb
Total pigment
Proline
Phenol
Soluble carbohydrates
MDA

DPPH

Dry matter
Na/K

4 102
23985™ 148"
0.387" 0.034™
0.002™ 0.004™
0.019™ 0.002™

3.847 0.197™
0.612™ 0.071™
443~ 26.37
1808™ 126™
273" 0.715™
2054 106™
0.257™ 0.455™
3242 222”
88.2" 7.24”

Qo 30 Jleiz | mlas jls sme g dus jopy Jloisl pda )8 ls e i oS Say sk g NS
" *and **: No significant at probability level of 5% and probability level of 1%, respectively.
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Table 12. Cluster analysis in lentil genotypes in salin condition

MLC251, MLC292, MLC293, MLC295, MLC296, MLC298, MLC300, MLC301, MLC302, MLC304, MLC311,

Groupl 11 .C314, MLC324, MLC356, MLC361. MLC362. MLC363, MLC366, MLC371

Group 2 MLC263, MLC329, MLC335, MLC359, MLC368

Group 3 MLC241, MLC326

MLC243, MLC244, MLC246, MLC248, MLC250, MLC253, MLC257, MLC259, MLC260, MLC261, MLC268,
Group 4 MLC269, MLC273, MLC284, MLC290, MLC307, MLC313, MLC328, MLC330, MLC332, MLC336, MLC357,
MLC360, MLC367, MLC370

MLC195, MLC221, MLC237, MLC238, MLC239, MLC240, MLC242, MLC249, MLC252, MLC254, MLC255,
MLC256, MLC258, MLC264, MLC265, MLC266, MLC267, MLC271, MLC272, MLC274, MLC275, MLC276,
Group 5 MLC281, MLC282, MLC283, MLC285, MLC287, MLC288, MLC289, MLC291, MLC294, MLC297, MLC299,
MLC305, MLC306, MLC308, MLC310, MLC312, MLC315, MLC318, MLC320, MLC321, MLC322, MLC323,
MLC325, MLC327, MLC333, MLC334, MLC351, MLC353, MLC354, MLC355, MLC358, MLC364, MLC365

Group

Number Group 1 Group 2 Group 3 Group 4 Group 5
Number of 19 5 2 25 56
Traits Group Deviation Group Deviation Group Def\:ioar:on Group Deviation Group Deviation ;22:1
mean from mean mean from mean mean mean mean from mean mean from mean
A 8.004 -48.5 21,59 -35.0 96.2° 39.7 40.6° -15.9 81.7° 25.2 56.4
B 0.283¢ -0.235 0.377° -0.141 0.648° 0.131 0.533% 0.016 0.59 0.080 0.517
C 0.297% -0.008 0.298% -0.007 0.278*  -0.027 0.297% -0.008 0.31 0.008 0.306
D 0.055° -0.048 0.049° -0.054 0.145° 0.042 0.1132 0.009 0.11 0.015 0.103
E 0.939° -0.745 1.25¢ -0.430 2.328 0.640 1.78° 0.09 1.91¢ 0.227 1.68
F 0.635° -0.290 0.724° -0.201 1.0722 0.146 0.943* 0.018 1.03¢ 0.103 0.926
G 15.1° 8.19 11.42 4.48 2.59° -4.29 5.28° -1.59 4.56° -2.31 6.87
H 18.6° -17.1 44.8% 9.11 44.9% 9.20 4177 5.99 37.6% 1.97 35.7
| 0.970° -0.293 1.29° 0.023 2,728 1.46 0.924° -0.340 1.46° 0.197 1.26
J 20.0° -0.734 59.1% 38.4 20.3° -0.416 15.0° -5.74 20.2°  -0.601b 20.8
K 0.942¢ 0.002 0.8842 -0.056 1.5942 0.654 0.989° 0.049 0.89 -0.041 0.940
L 32.2° -13.8 44,7 -1.30 110.22 64.2 52.6° 6.58 45.6° -0.421 46.0
M 7.17° 2.43 6.65% 1.91 1.48° -3.26 6.31% 1.57 3.16° -1.58 4.74

2 Sk aisis 5 D (3 03 p05 n eSS D 855 C G s o5 2 e S he) @ Bs)lS B (D) i A wagte Guds (5SS MLC
2 eS ke IS U5 H (G5 039 05 2 05 o) 0don B (5 L9 05 05 o) ails S5, JSF D J8g)l5 408 89 )1 s E (5 039 05
£S5 ee) DPPH ol3T IS5l codlad Jlee K 035 055 2 J3osil) adllsooslle 3 (3 035 .5 2 005 she) Jolomo slolyoupn, Sl (5 g 05
il (sloog 5 (s Jlo i Diglis oipolis Diglitte By > easliy 4 s Sernd M (i 50 05 o) 2l plail a3 59 L (5 B9 05 2

o]

MLC: Mashhad Lentil Collection, A: Survival (%), B: Chlorophyll a (mg.gfw™), C: Chlorophyll b (mg.gfw?), D: Carotenoieds
(mg.gfw™), E: Cha/Chb, F: Total pigments (mg.gfw™), G: Proline (mg.gfw™), H: Phenol (mg.gfw™), I: Soluble carbohydrates (mg.gfw
1), J: MDA (nm.gfw?), K: DPPH (mg.gfw?), L: Dry matter (mg.plant™), M: Na/K. Means with the same letters are significantly
differences.
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