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WA R LA FIZBIT D5 4RG Oryza officinalis Wall ex Watt O pE
B LG RREN

PEEEY - PR —EE? - EARX R TAF R KA 2 - Y - EhiE Y

(Ve R KSR A B ge R, ¥ BRERKSE B0, ¥ R SR

BT | BAM Orvza officinalis Wall ex Watt DT R % 5FHli 3 5 72012, MEEOE W O. latifolia Desv., O. sativa L. cv.
Pokkali 3 & OB AERR D O. rufipogon Griff., O. australiensis Domin % FI\>C, &2 60 H HA 5 32 HE DK
WL (12dSm™ NaCl) %177\, &WAE, GO+ v EFFBLONAHEEZ B L. HA ML ARETO
O. officinalis 3 £ O O. latifolia DIEFWWE O FAEE X, Pokkali & ) Ko7z, 72 O. officinalis & U° O. latifolia
DYEG IR EHES Pokkali & [FAEETH Y, HEHO Na" S 3UE, Pokkali & 1) &0 o7z % 81 HH (F/KLHR
21 HE) @ O. officinalis X O O. latifolia DICERHEE X, Pokkali & DAL L Zad o7z, JGERKHEE & 3EN CO, iE
DOBRYD S, O. officinalis, O. latifolia, O. australiensis 3 X UF Pokkali |25} 5 A MROBE T ERIL, SALBHE O #E
BREVEEZEZ O L L, EREE & FIUZEE OB T, O. officinalis (X HHES, O, latifolia (X FEEE
OMBADED SNz, LLEO#ET, A ML ABREE N O 0. officinalis 1%, Pokkali & ) #512 Na* # % < EET 5120
b5, EHEBHEEL X OEWEEDITIZD W 25, O latifolia L AEOTIELZETHZ LD bhrol:

bOD, FEWEEDHELKIIFNTH S 2 LAvR Iz,
F—0— & CEWEE, SLEROREE, MHHETE, Nat &AE, Na'/K' i, BAER

A & (Oryza sativa L) 1%, RO EBELRMEWDO—2>TH 1),
TIOTHETEEIN TS, —F, ROHEEEIL
9000 X 10°ha & V), 34 200 /5 ha D AR OEE % %
T T2 (Flowers 2004). 4O ANIONEN, HEEH
WAZBIUT 2 EMOINEIL T R BRMGELEE T2 &, it
Ytk A A OVEHIZEE R RETH 5.

A, BEEICK LSS D A EMIZ S, 50
mM P ED NaClERIE T Cid, AEDPHEIND (B
1991). NaCl A M L A FCT#HE L7214 213, FEHBEANO
Na® O L o> THWEELZILT S5 (5 199).
WA O Na' /K Bid, NaCl A ML A% %135 2 &I
LoTHmL, MikhoA 4 NT > 2% F7 (Siringam
52009). F 7z, BN Na® A0S &, M
BUARAHHAELZG I3 Niu 5 1995). FE L DK
G & Na' /KT Mo BIZIZBEOMBEER»H Y, HA ML
A%V T Na' /K e WIREED Y, ZE Bk a& 3k
TL, KAMLA%Z%ZF5 (Arunroj 5 2004). /KA M LA
2T A M, EOMENSIIHI S, WA EIMK TS
L7 EDHE I N TS (Tanguilig & 1987).

A R BE (IR A & RIS BAMR L, A BORE O
TIEWAEOK T2 &RITERE 2L, AN R
B AR, BEHIINaT 2L, A BEE KT
SHDHZEDPHESIN TS (Yeo and Flowers 1983, Yeo
51985). T/, ANV ARZIFEHEOKGEENMET
L72A 21F, SELOPABICHEWSILREEMR T §56 2 &
IZ & o TRFEBEHEDOWD 5 SR T I ERES N

T\ % (Sese and Tobita 2000) .

A A OIFNRT T AW ER 20D 0, TR A %
AR CIE, M EENC Nat ZHmi L 7w X9 AR T $i)
TOMMAET LI EAME SN T WD (Tsuchiya H
1994, Basu 5 2010). L2°L, ¥E& Na' & & iz A
A2 ER (H 5 1996), 25 Na* & & LA O
HEFFREITIC B WY MM =N H 52 20 (HEHE S
2001), MHIEVEA AEICBUT AR EZEL121E, 5612
%< DA X DOMHEUEEBIC OV TH L AN LED D
5.

A% (Oryza) JEIZIE, 2FEOHFHE A & LHy 20 DA
WS 5. SNETIS, Onza BEFEROHIZIE, Wit
2k, MEHEYE, RE R SR LA RIE Y oM
WHEAET S 2 EDHME XN TS (Kobayashi 5 1993,
Xiao © 1998, Nakamura 5 2002). FAf#IE, HEF A 12
INOLOFERGIETEAT L7008 ERE L TR
SNTW5,

P&, EIB MK ESENTZE L >~ 7 — (JIRCAS) i
FATIZT, N BT AEEROIIEEA 7)) — =2 73
BRI 2 X ) R E 7> O. latifolia, O. officinalis, O. australiensis
B XV O. eichingeri ZAED W & Oryza J& ¥ AFE O. latifolia
R, #E8~10%HEIc BT A IEEREZ L 72
(Nakamura 5 2002, fiiF§ & 2005). ZD#EE, O. latifolia 13,
12 dS m™ NaCl O KLEL T b S A RAEI AT L 2w 2
ENL DRI o7, —T, TOMDOTERICBNT, &)
B DA DM E 2 7 L Bl L 72313z & A L,
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B 13 BB Oryza 8 5 WEOZEYy, JEH B L O BRI R L2

(T9H (R 92 H).

L (g/ W)

HE (g / IF)

R (g / fE1E)

B xit B X FRALFRX it B X FRALER X Xt X FRALER X
O. sativa cv. Pokkali 35.5*0.4 18.7+0.3 (56)ab 87.3*1.9 43.9*1.4 (500b 120.9*2.2 62.6=1.6 (52)b
O. officinalis 6.2+0.2 3.8+0.1(62)ab 9.4%*0.2 6.1+0.1(65a 15.6*0.4 10.0+0.2 (64)a
0. latifolia 9.8%0.3 7.1+0.1(72)a 15.5%0.2 10.4=0.2 (67)a 25.4=0.1 17.5%0.2 (69)a
O. australiensis 9.6*0.5 4.2%+0.2 (43)b 15.2*1.3 7.7+0.3 (51)b 24.7%=1.8 11.9%0.5 (48)b
O. rufipogon 9.0%£0.4 4.7+0.9 (52)ab 29.4%0.6 16.3+1.6 (55)ab 38.5=0.5 21.0=1.0 (54)Db

B PIgME = B SN IR 2 100 & L7236 Oz £
n=3, [[{—3CFIEEHIEIZ OV THEMIZ Tukey 12 & 1) 5%KETHEEDS LW L E2RT.

O. officinalis \%, FF: A R ERLZELEAT 572012,
R LRMEDOM B, T e F VAL OFRRE & SR L,
B2 2825 EOWRICHEH SN T 5 (Watanabe
and Ono 1973, Jena and Khush 1990). L 7L, O. officinalis
DI FEHERBICOVTEHL 2SN TRV, O
officinalis DTFIEHARME 2 RAT 5 2 &1L, IHEMEA A1EH
DI=DO—h &b,

Z ZTARMZE T, B, S 60 HEARBRE L7220
officinalis \ZHEAMIR A AT, WEWARE, A4 Y E, B
L OEE DT A & T % 5 L 72

MR ERE

1. HrEsEs

MEHZIE, FRERRF AR R CTH 5 Oryza officinalis
Wall ex Watt (IRGC Acc. No. 104672), Oryza australiensis
Domin (IRGC Acc. No. 101144), Oryza latifolia Desv. (IRGC
Acc. No. 100965 : i £ EFLEATR) , Oryza rufipogon Griff. (IRGC
Acc. No. 105390 : sz VB A fif) 3B & UF Oryza sativa L. cv.
Pokkali (T #1435 4 ) @ Oryza J& 5 fi% F\ 72, FiETI,
Wi Y BrE, 45C, 3 HE ORI % 4T WARIRFTHE
L7z, 20k, ¥ L — FKHIH 2000 AL, 30T,
24 WEHIR R S & CHETHB X 1T\, KPR 30C T 24 FEH
HITERIFE S 72, B, IR B iy 7 1 — L
FRMEEEMIE L Y ¥ — D = — Uy ANTITo 72, 1%
ffi% 2010 4E 6 H 26 HIZATo 72, Bhl~— Y ML H &
OB (FEE55cm X MH45cm X & 10 cm) 12, 5§
MR ZAT o 72T % Tom MR CHE L2, 563H%, 4%
WNEL 7 (BFEZ 21 H), EEORI-7-H % EY, FHH
Kt (Yoshida & 1976) % M\ ki #4772, BIL
TARIE, AR DITHRA, B 60 LR E RT3 A
FU—VORIZELAL, FHEEE AN TIFAF v o
Ny b (B 73cem X IE42 cm X 3 & 20 cm) (2FE K
¥z AKPREOEINT 7 HEIZfT, pHA5.0~5.5
275 &9 12 H 1N OB L UN 1N oKERLF U
ATHREE L7z HKMLER X, 10 358 (BEMEfR 60 H) 12,
NaCl fgfliK &R 2 FHVESLEED? 12dS m™ 12745 &9
AL - BAMMEREL, BRMEEEST (Twin Cord, i
BEAT) & A CHEIZE L7z, NaCligEE O, KR

DOEFEEIAT o 72, FUHEIXTT I AF v 738y Mo 3
FOMHEL, FIAFv 7Ny b 1HICD & &Hf%E 2
RIS L7z, SFEBE, 1 RIS & S 2 fE 2 e
L3pEE L7

2. ABEMEORE

TR 92 H (GREAMLERBHAGT: 32 H H) 12, BtalE ik 2 4],
W, R IR, SWEOEKELNEL. 0%
80C T 72 W[l JEEz I L, W E AR L7z JeE R
ETPAL O IEMFE IOV, TR (AAM-8 Y, #AET)
FRHGIIE L7, £7o, BEORGEAERE, ELEAEDR
LG EL LW Hr EHEARECE >/ L
7z.

3. 1AVEBEAE

%92 HHE 2, BtREREZGKTHREL, #ED
LKA < UM L, 80°C T 72 BRI DAL R L 72 W
K L7232 (3L 32 49— MR-280, 1L13%) % H
Wilmm® U & %5 F Tl i L7z dnfestklo.25
g 2L, 1N OfilifE% 50 ml fill 2., 80°C T 24 W& L 72
FOBRMBBZILEO. Sum DT 4V —THE#EL, &
BB & AR T 10 BICHR L 725 0% 547 L 72
HI5E 121, ICP-AES (ICP9000, Ei#) # v, Na' B &
UK #E&ELT.

4. BEEOHEREEDRIE

WsElzi, #FfE% 81 H (EKMIERMAE 21 HE) 1SE
L 7zttt o ERR B e SRS v /2. fEEE
RiZ, WERONSEMEZ R 2 572D ERT H 12, FEBRE
WNABE) L7z, HEORILELE LT, SHHEO A Z VT A
KT v 7 (WE) THIEZEEIZ30 g RBELERE L 72 Wl
EFEDOHRELITOWT, T EDL A S E (SPB-H4,
ADC #E) Z#HWvC, SeARERE, KILEERE, ZEN COo,
TERE R E L7z WESRE, A 2245 & 450 ml min”,
FEEREE 1249 1500 pmol m™ s DEIFIE, 3R 30 = 2C TH -
7z.
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5. #REHERT

TR X OMXHENIC BT M ZEICE L T, =7 &
IVARET 2010 ((BR) #E&1EHRY — € 24) 2 AW, —iC
Bl & 53 BL AT B & O Tukey 12 & 5 % 5 ILIEHRE % 17 -
7o F 7 AR LR X ORE T, t IEE 1T - 72

& e

1. EMESLVKRERE

1#IC, %92 HO Oyza &5 HOH L, Y
BLOEEICBIT AW EL/R L. WHIXE 100% & L
723 OIFMBX O EZ 2 5 &, H FEREZYE T O.
latifolia 3 £ UF O. officinalis TZENZ169% B £ N 64%TH
D, X D EEICE Do 2. S EOMIHE T
i b AR DB % 21T 72 Do 72D O. latifolia T, O.
australiensis £ V) B R\ E 072,

23 HAKWIRAS Oryza J& 5 OB GRS G RATTE (1%
T 92 H).

it XTHEX (%) RALHIX (%)
O. sativa cv. Pokkali 73.2+0.7 72.5*0.3ab
O. officinalis 68.3+3.1 70.2%=0.7b
O. latifolia 74.4%0.8 75.4*0.8a
O. australiensis 75.2%0.9 73.0=0.7ab
O. rufipogon 69.0+1.4 66.2+1.1c

Bt EIE + A
n=3, [A—ELFIIEFHHEICONTEX O/
Tukey 42 X 1) 5% KETHEEN VI L HRT.

H3K  SRAKIA Oryza J& 5 TR Na*

2 RIZ, BEK 2 HI2BIT S Oza )& 5 FEO3E K
’\Aﬁ+’8T L7z YKWE D O. officinalis 3 £ UF O.
latifolia \3F N2 70.2%B L 0°75.4% T 1), Pokkali
EFBEOREG KRG ERERER LIz, —F, KR EZD
O. rufipogon \3ZEG KRG EHZHN66.2% THh H, MlE LD
BRI o7z,

2. 1FEFE

553310, A% 92 H D Onyza & 5 1O K HA7IC
A Na" BHEEZRLE XA 100% & L72%E 0)1*&
HIXOMIEL AL &, G TIX, O. officinalis T 2782%
Thh, ML) EFEIIED-72. EHOMEL O
latifolia T 3020% Td V), WAL D BREICE» 72, RO
HIRMEIL, Pokkali T423% CTHh V), fifE L W HEICE -
7. O. officinalis B £ O O. latifolia DIEF L, MBOFEL D b
Na+ BN EN T

4 2, BT 92 H O Oryza 18 5 T O £ 5B 712

% K* A?ﬁi%T L7z, KHRIX % 100% & L7286 @tmL
X OMIMEE A D &, EHTIX, O. rufipogon T 90% T
HY, MWL Y EEIAD 572, Pokkali, O. officinalis, O.
latifolia 3 & O O. australiensis 1%, 100% 7> 5 150% 2% TdH -
7. TEESOAHRME L, O. rufipogon T 71% L HEICHR b,
Pokkali T 256% & H RIS FmWEEZ R L7z, RO E
1, O. australiensis T 364% TV, ML ) FEICED-
72, O. rufipogon LIV OFEDTE L CTlE, KR SR
HIXTK EHENEN- 7.

AR T (R 92 0).

#=5 (% DW) 4 (% DW) ® (% DW)
B X HRIX YR AL X X HRIX TRALH X X HRIX TRALERX
O. sativa cv. Pokkali 0.44+0.01 0.70*0.01(159) ¢ 2.19%*0.01 3.49%0.25(159) ¢ 1.54*0.04 6.52=0.07 (423) a
O. officinalis 0.13£0.01 3.67+0.63(2787)a 0.88%=0.01 7.13x0.14(811) b 1.75+0.04 5.59=0.14 (320) bc
O. latifolia 0.26+0.12 4.17+0.31 (1574)b  0.36=0.01 10.81+0.61(3020)a 2.17+0.18 7.70=0.03 (355) b
O. australiensis 1.16+0.04 4.98+0.43 (431) ¢ 4.66*0.12 12.55*0.14 (269) ¢ 1.89*0.15 7.04*0.52 (373) b
O. rufipogon 0.70+0.04 4.80+0.18 (683) bc 2.66+0.21 11.33*0.71(426) ¢ 1.99+0.10 5.56+*0.21 (280) ¢

B LM + AR RPN R X % 100 12 L 72
n =3, [FA—¥ELFILEAREI D TR

543 HKIELD Oryza g 5 ORI KT &A IR

WA OMRHEA £ 5
Tukey 12 £ 1) 5% KIETHEEN RV L 2IRT.

TR (PRFEF2 92 H).

i %5 (% DW) WY (% DW) ] (% DW)

it HE X AL X it B [X YEALFR X it HE X B ALF X
O. sativa cv. Pokkali 2.77+0.14 4.20+0.12 (152) a 2.63%0.15 6.75*0.08 (256) a 0.47+0.02 0.90+0.03 (193) b
O. officinalis 3.06+£0.02 4.06+0.06 (133) a 3.89+0.06 6.31=0.09 (162) b 0.84+0.01 1.57+0.17 (187) b
0. latifolia 3.25+0.03 4.35+0.11 (134) a 3.78+0.11 3.24%0.38 (86) cd 0.90+0.02 1.40=0.03 (156) b
O. australiensis 3.27+0.11 3.69%0.27 (113) a 2.26*0.06 2.42%0.07 (107) ¢ 0.48%=0.03 1.73%0.28 (364) a
O. rufipogon 2.61+0.12 2.34%0.06 (90) b 3.03+0.05 2.16=0.02 (71) d 0.48=0.03 0.61+0.01 (126) b
BAE T = B, RPN IRIX % 100 12 L7235 & oA RMi & 265

n=3, [FAl—ZLTUIBARE IOV CREM 12

Tukey 12 £ ) 5% KIETHEEN RV L 2R,
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5553 HAKILAS Oryza J& 5 FEOTBALH) Na¥ /K™ JIC MIZ T2 (FfE% 92 H).
i 1L T i
xf i [X TR AL X K HEIX HEALER X xf i [X HEALHR X

O. sativa cv. Pokkali 0.16 0.17 0.83 0.52% 3.31 7.25%
0. officinalis 0.04 0.90% 0.23 1.13% 2.08 3.55%
0. latifolia 0.08 0.96% 0.09 3.33% 2.42 5. 50%
O. australiensis 0.35 1.35* 2.07 5.19* 3.97 4.07
O. rufipogon 0.27 2.03* 0.88 5. 24% 4.11 9.14%

n=3, MMLFIMs T

o RPRRIX & M ALBE X ORI 5% KIETHIEED 95 2 & 2R

55638 HKMBLDS Oryza )& 5 D TCERGRIL, FEN CO, iRIE DS & LRI )

5 g
R

(e 81 H).

Pn (umolm®s™)

Ci (umolm®s™)

gs (mmol m”s™)

E Y HR X HRALE X xR X HRALER X T HR X HEALER X

O.sativa cv.Pokkali  17.9+0.1 14.9%0.3 (84)bc  290.3+0.3 236.7*4.1 (82)a  365.7*5.8 128.5+3.9 (35)b
O. officinalis 134+0.2 13.2+0.1(98) a 288.6+2.3 225.2+3.7 (78) ab 383.0%8.0 122.7+5.2 (32)b
O. latifolia 13.7+0.1 12.9%0.7 (94)ab  281.1%*2.5 227.4*12.5(81)ab 483.7+5.4 220.2%=5.0 (46) a
O. australiensis 146+0.1 13.1%0.7 (90)abc 275.1*2.3 197.8*6.0 (72)b  361.0*7.7 124.9%+6.5 (35 b
O. rufipogon 214+0.5 16.2%0.1 (76) c 273.5+6.2 238.4*5.6 (87)a 294.7+8.1 88.8+0.8 (30)b
Pn @ MOGABGEEEE, Ci: 32N CO, EEE, gs @ RALRERE.
BT £ BERR . SEIUASRIEIX % 100 & L 7-85 & O HE % 7R
n =3, [@—PTFITEAREIZ DV THER L2 Tukey 12 & 1) 5% KIETHEEDS RN L 2R

5512, R 92 H D Omza & 5 F O ZERALIZ BT 26 x 0. rufipogon (r =0.99%)
% Na'/K" fbA /R L7z, M L ) 3 XRTOFATED & 94 | © 0.sativa ev. Pokkali (r =0.98")
DEALIZBNT S, Na'/K' IS IR0 L s iz R ?22 _; 8: :fl;:j::{llilezzsfoz(;69> x
L7z, Pokkali Tl3, ¥HULHXOM TR EWEEZRL, 3 gzo u 0. latifolia (r =0.48) x
HGCII X EIHMB XTI E AL EDRRO N o g
7. %18 000

2 16 % oo

3. BEOXAREE S .3 . st .

631, BMASLHO Onea B 5 MO LAHGEE, | " °
TN CO, IBEB L ORIUREE LR L2, JRIXEZ 100% 10 . . . . .
& L7 A OB DM A 5 & SEAERHE L, O. 0 100 200 300 400 500

officinalis, O. latifolia 3 & O° O. australiensis 75 90% L -5 1)

O. rufipogon & 0 H =12 O. officinalis B £ O O. latifolia 757
o7z BEN CO, DKL, O. rufipogon T 87% &
b <, WK\ TPokkali ®82% Td - 7. —7Ji, O
australiensis 1Z 72% & 1% b1 <, O. rufipogon 3 & UF Pokkali
& 0. australiensis DS THZ I - 72, SILZEED
ARHEL, T _XTHB50% % Tlhl>7z. ZOFTO.

latiforia 75“ 46%THY, MWLV EZIZE»- 7.

B, 3% 81 HIZBUT % Orza & 5 O GA K
HEE & & ?Lfﬂ’:r)# DOBRE R L72. O. rufipogon, Pokkali, O.
australiensis 1B £ O O. officinalis D AR T X, T2
0.99 (p<0.01), 0.98 (p<0.01), 0.69 (p>0.05 B
XU0.64 (p>0.05) THY, JoiBOHEE & JAURERE

OMIZEWHEZR L7, —7, O. latifolia D EFREIE
0.48 (p>0.05) THH, HEEOHETH-7-.

#1 FRKRLEL % O Oryza J& 5 FE12

LAUEEREE (mmol m? )

O (%81 H).
LAY O B I ZAHBE AR S, ** 12 1% KETHETHL I L%
R

1. BRMLADNEYMEES S UVESKS

27488

Foa

&% 92 H 2
B L 0. latifolia 13, THYEMETE T % Pokkali & L,
WAV A X B8 FEEZE TR o7z (BB

#). hEITIC

TS B LTS 25 2 LD 501

%

=

BUF DAL & RALEE

EX-ES kS

B 2 EOMHXETIX, O. officinalis

A A x+3Ed 2 NaCl 2850 mM Ll EAF

ST ([



V4% 5 ——O0nyza officinalis DFYHARE L EE R & A 72T HE 53

1991, #5 1995). AWfFETIX12dSm' (£ 100 mM) O
NaClMLH 247> THB D, 50mM £ D 5RWIEA ML ATFT
b, 0. officinalis 3 X OF O. latifolia 13 F555 4 A @ Pokkali &
DATWMEEEZKT S LEho7z. 2O G, O
officinalis B & U° O. latifolia 1%, #F A A L B NaCl 1I2xf
TLERMEEN D, ThRbbi AR SR 5
L, THEEDSECZ ERPL NI 572, FEHTYEDOH
FHETIX, O. officinalis B £ U O. latifolia 1%, ¥E A b L A2
L BEGNDHEEDP VLN ERPS Mot TDT
L, A MLV ATTY O.officinalis B X O O. latifolia 7347
WHEREZECHFTEL—DDERTH L Z LAVRIES L
72,

EHE T 92 HIZB T 5 O. officinalis B X O O. latifolia DI
HIRGEREE, IR X T < 2 B %
Rl (2%, 777 FHoHIZE, ANV AES)
T2 E8ERECL, ZIUTEWEENKG & RS L«
LOoMNH DL (Vos 5 2013). F72, MBEWNICEAHEY
RPNIACF M) T A ERTH T LI Lo THENKG %
REFT LB Z O d H 5 (Matoh © 1986b, Munns
and Tester 2008). AREEFTIL, O. officinalis B XU O. latifolia
& %12 Pokkali [ZH_FEH~Na* 2% { EE L TWw7es,
COZENEHRGERFEE CHFRFTAERE % 5 2012
RHTH 5. 4k, WUIERZIIB 5 EROZL, @
BWE OB L O EREOMD S RS RFFHREC DWW T
T LUEN D 5.

2. BRAMLREDES Na' BEUVK 2FERICRIFS
wE

Yeo © (1985), # 5 (1995) 134 4 2% Na® & AN I
W3 5E, EEPHEIND Z L 2#E LD, RifgeT
IR 92 HICB U 2 £EBAL0 Na* &FFIE, Lo
MRS, PRI I BV TS, ERB L
BIZNa" 2L ER L BB3K). FLWAMN VA%
V7B A RR L, TR E O Pokkali |2, ZEHIZZ L
DO Na* #WIL, BRETLZEDRHLNER -7 (3 5).
HEIZBROE O X, S 2SI A v &
NI BHHIE S, AR AAZZZ LICL > TR
HAF v OFELEEEO EFICH 2 O AHEamEo o
W2 E D (Levitt 1992, Larcher 2003). 125 WEW L,
Tu) sl aRL, MBOREEYRET LI LR,
Na* 2NN~ E DA 2 2 LT, A ML A0 E % |0
WL ENAONT WS (L 2004). T4 fE o
Pokkali (%, 1 F#BIC Na* % BRii & 1 70 W EE 45l #H O T 45
WL A9 52 LM SN TE Y  (Akita and Cabuslay
1990, Lee 5 2003, Anil & 2005), ZARFEERE T 3 Pokkali
DO Na" GHFEL, Gy <FEHMWONEERL, INH 0k
Fr—F L —JF, MRS (2005) 1%, O. latifolia O 10
TERIIIC BT A EVE 2 SR L 7-45 28, WA ey
AAmEL) S EEFAD Na" WINEDTLWIZH DS

T, AEFREIESEIEE L ) @, B A A O
L IR DA AL TWAZ E2HLIC L. K
I BT Y, O. officinalis 13 TEA W %+ 5 FEL B
THHEHIZLCONa #WIN, ERTHICLEDS T,
fif B PE S A A Pokkali & 1) & i - 082 A BE (XK T L
mipols. ZOZEND, O oficinalis (2B T O. latifolia
LR, MEOTEOMIEEREL A T2 2 LML 2L
oz,

5 (1996) 1F, $EAMIL L 72 KFRO KA IC BT,
MTIEK BESKTL, EHTIIWMT LI L E2HS 2
{2 L7z, Siringam 5 (2009) &, A ML A% IF724 %
O K" O, MRS TN 2%, stk
FCTIIEIL w2502 L7z KRIFZETIE
Pokkali, O. officinalis 1 &£ O° O. latifolia DEEL T, AU
%IZNa" LI KT SRR EL R AR o7 (B8
43). SALOBMIE, KT igEE SBEMRLTEY, FLaM
FIPIC K 4 L BRSNS & & 4LHF < (Humble and
Raschke 1971). K" 23RZ29 % &, ZEFEHIH R AW LA
IS, KAV ADEEEZ TR T %5 (Tanguilig
5 1987, Nandwal 5 1998). ¥ A b L 2 F T O. officinalis
B L. latifolia |2 BT BEEG KRG EREMUT L 2o
T2l EHK GAEESEMLZ L EBERLTRS
2h Lz,

Pokkali D855 L O 5 0 Na* /K™ [, K X
L BlE AN ol — 7, O officinalis B £ U O.
latifolia DIELTIE, *HFRIXIZ% LHEALEEX C Na™ /K" s
BN L7z (4 5%). Seseand Tobita (2000) 3 X UF Siringam
5 (2009) &, A NLVARZUFA AFEG O Na™ /K" I
EEEINT 5 2 AR, REBREFEBERKERL 2o 70
Matoh & (1986a), IS (1987) 1%, i E @ NaCl B
BT CA R RgEE Lo, EFETMET 2 ERD, # ki
DONa" BEELBRYEH L mme L7z, 72, Na' 7%
WIRN~EBREIIN S LD & SEAROE, MBENOR
FEEOK TR 2l &SR TP MsN TS (Niu
51995). TDZ &5, 0. officinalis B X U O. latifolia T3,
Na* E[RBHIC K #5212 X D), Nat A3 44
FUENANOEE R ST VWL EEZ b

3. BRAMLANEEDKEREEICE KITTHE

—HElZ, WA ML AR EN A AL, AR
THhEMEINTND (Yeo 5 1985). AEERIZBWT,
WA ML A% 52T 72 Pokkali 38 & OF O. rufipogon 1, Yeo and
Flowers (1983) @i & AR IGA B E AT L 72,
—74, O. officinalis B X O O. latifolia |2 BT % YA BHE D
T ZA 7> 72 (5 6 ). Bohra and Doerffling (1993) 12,
WM D A A T L% 5L, )T A%
JEL A S~ EBOH SIS 2 2 L 2R L7z
O. officinalis B £ O O. latifolia 12, FEA ML ZI2L > TNa'
E AR KT ORI E S Tz, 512, O. officinalis 3 X
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O 0. latifolia 753G A LV ATIZBWTESIZK # E/T
HTE, KOEGAEEBLULEREE LT A2 L, &
S QBRMEIZ O W CREICTAE S 2 LED S 5.

i 81 HIZ B 2 RAREE L, $XTOME TR
KK LIRALHIXIZBNTH0% LT E %Y, HA ML A
WKLo CTRILBEDIR TR 5 Z e hbhol: (556
). MEOKWLE 21 H HIZ BT 5 Pokkali, O. officinalis, O.
latifolia 3 X OF O. australiensis DG E& R L, FNEN
16%, 2%, 6% B X 10% KT L7zoiZx L, ZEN CO,
B ZENZEN18%, 22%, 19% B L U 28% KT L 72
—77, O. rufipogon \IICEHEE A 24% T L7223t L,
TEN COIREIZ 13%IET L2 (65K). TNHOREND,
WA BORE DI T ERIZ, O. rufipogon UALOFETIE, ZEA
o OIEREEORT LD &, SILOMEHIC L2 L2
WREVEZEZ 5Nz —F, O. rufipogon TIEESLDOFHEH
W, BERES OIEBIEEOIRTIZ L 2 &2 657

TCA R PE & SRR IXBIRICBER L TB Y, s
KAPLVARIEA ML A% %5 &, [AUZEEOKTIC
PECIEEHGEE S IKT 35 (Wrong & 1979, Brugnoli and
Lauteri 1991). AWFZEIZ BT, O. rufipogon, Pokkali, O.
australiensis B X 1" O. officinalis T\, Jo&NHE & FIL=
RO R ATBIARE DY 0.6 DL EDOE WA A D 5 iz
(% 1X). Brugnoli and Lauteri (1991) (%, &0 A
YU AR, HEA ML RIS & o TRALEERE &b a kR
FET 3225, ZEN CO, EREIZ—oE & 72 5 FEBRE R 2
HLTWA, KIFZRIZB T 0. officinalis 1%, VE/KULEF
DIEN CO, IR A A DT TR OB o722 L2 5,
O. officinalis TIIYEA b L AERHE P2 B W C R BEE 2 e
BEWEEZ 5NL. —HT, O latifolia 1%, [AUEERE
& EA R OFBITR I 0. 48 & RN A A O Cig DK
ol (1K), O latifolia %, SEAIRH ORI UEERE,
BRI EEEPMEMOP TR O &, o 72, K[ALFEIE
LM OIEIZ X > TEEI§ 5. A ML AZZIT: 0.
latifolia %, EBRDEHELZEHIHERFTLILICLNE
LHEZELSTHIENTELREEZONDLY, ZOME
2OV TS HOMETRETH 5.

PEDZ En 5, O officinalis 1%, ¥EA ML A% ZTTH,
M3k AR D Pokkali & 0, 3EHIZNa" 2% (UL, #E
THICLEADLT, EYWEE EQKGERR, LEHHE
FEOR T I3 o7z, U, MBF S (2005) OB
L ORI A I L A% 2T 72 O. latifolia & FEEORER
THY, O.officinalia X O. latifolia & [RIFEE DM~ A9
HZEDPHOENNIR o720 LarL, O. officinalis & O. latifolia
TIEEA bV ABE T IZB 2008 R OIS IR 254
LN HRiE, ANV R EZ R AR
B D ERERSOHERBIEED W TN L LD
5.

51 A X &K

FLHE 2004, 7 A 27T ¥ N & H 72 ZIERIE A O 0T REVE. 2 i
S 48: 294-298.

Akita, S. and Cabuslay, G.S. 1990. Physiological basis of differential
response to salinity in rice cultivars. Plant Soil 123: 277-294.

Anil, V.S., Krishnamurthy, P, Kuruvilla, S., Sucharitha, K., Thomas, G.
and Marhew, M.K. 2005. Regulation of the uptake and distribution of
Na" in shoots of rice (Oryza sativa) variety Pokkali: role of Ca®" in
salt tolerance response. Physiol. Plant. 124: 451-464.

Arunroj, D.S, Supapoj, N., Toojinda, T. and Vanavichit, A. 2004. Relative
leaf water content as an efficient method for evaluating rice cultivars
for tolerance to salt stress. SienceAsia 30: 411-415.

Basu, S., Roychoudhury, A., Saha, P.P. and Sengupta, D.N. 2010.
Comparative analysis of some biochemical responses of three indica
rice varieties during polyethylene glycol-mediated water stress
exhibits distinct varietal differences. Acta Physiol. Plant 32: 551-563.

Bohra, ].S. and Doerffling, K. 1993. Potassium nutrition of rice (Oryza
sativa L.) varieties under NaCl salinity. Plant Soil 152: 299-303.

Brugnoli, E. and Lauteri, M. 1991. Effects of salinity on stomatal
conductance, photosynthetic capacity, and carbon isotope
discrimination of salt-tolerant (Gossypium hirsutum L.) and salt-
sensitive (Phaseolus vulgaris L.) C, non-halophytes. Plant Physiol. 95:
628-635.

FHHE - 2 RGN - B — 1995, 8 EE ARG G FE o i 1R 1412 B
T AW L A LRSS E I BT IR OB, H R
64: 475-482.

R - FHEsE— - A IRRE— 1996. i EE ANE G O i K 2 B
HHTE 45 2 # NaCl JLFRAS £ 2 DIELy, %Wy, DO Na B LUK 1
F VIREEIC KT HAER 65: 1-7.

Flowers, T.J. 2004. Improving crop salt tolerance. J. Exp. Bot. 55: 307-
319.

Humble, G.D. and Raschke K. 1971. Stomatal opening quantitatively
related to Potassium transport. Plant Physiol. 48: 447-453.

Jena, K.K. and Khush, G.S. 1990. Introgression of genes from Oryza
officinalis Well ex Watt to cultivated rice, O. sativa L. Theor. Appl.
Genet. 80: 737-745.

Kobayashi, N., Ikeda, R., Domingo I.T. and Vaughan D.A. 1993.
Resistance to infection of rice Tungro viruses and vector resistance in
wild species of rice (Oryza spp.). Japan. J. Breed. 43: 377-387.

Larcher; W. 2003. Physiological plant ecology. Fourth edition. Springer-
Verlag Berlin Heidelberg New York. 416-428.

Lee, K.S., Choi, WY., Ko, ]J.C., Kim, T.S. and Gregorio, G.B. 2003.
Salinity tolerance of japonica and indica rice (Oryza sativa L.) at the
seedling stage. Planta 216: 1043-1046.

Levitt, J. 1992. Responses of plants to environmental stress. Academic
press, New York.

HEE KA - SPIHAERE - I - ARG 2001 7 Y oA A4 &
FRAIZx 4 2 A A YW DG GBS 2 & A 72l 1k O FFAffl. H AF
#2. 70: 78-83.

Matoh, T., Kairusmee, P. and Takahashi, E. 1986a. Salt-induced damage
to rice plants and alleviation effect of silicate. Soil Sci. Plant Nutr. 32:
295-304.

Matoh, T., Watanabe, ]. and Takahashi, E. 1986b. Effects of sodium and



P4 5 ——O0ryza officinalis DFCYHTE & GE B 5 A 72T HENE 55

potassium salts on the growth of a halophyte. Soil Sci. Plant Nutr. 32:
451-459.

IR 1991, SRl OO T ¥R 1 B Al o 3: 268-272.

Munns, R. and Tester, M. 2008. Mechanisms of salinity tolerance. Ann.
Rev. Plant Biol. 59: 651-681.

Nakamura, I., Murayama, S., Tobita, S., Bong, B.B., Yanagihara, S.,
Ishimine, Y. and Kawamitsu, Y. 2002. Effect of NaCl on the
photosynthesis, water relations and free proline accumulation in the
wild Oryza species. Plant Prod. Sci. 5: 305-310.

T —BB - BRILSE - AR — - AR - MIEGEE - 5 - A
2005, AR - LR RED © A 2B AR Oryza latifolia Desv. O
MR 1. 27 B3 49: 70-76.

Nandwal, A.S., Hooda, A. and Datta, D. 1998. Effect of substrate
moisture and potassium on water relations and C, N and K distribution
in Vigna radiata. Biol. Plant. 41: 149-153.

Niu, X., Bressan, R.A., Hsegawa, PM. and Pardo, J.M. 1995. Ion
homeostasis in NaCl stress Environments. Plant Physiol. 109: 735-
742.

Sese, M.L.D. and Tobita, S. 2000. Effects of salinity on sodium content
and photosynthetic responses of rice seedlings differing in salt
tolerance. J. Plant Physiol. 157: 54-58.

Siringam, K., Juntawong, N., Um, S.C. and Kirdmanee, C. 2009.
Relationships between sodium ion accumulation and physiological
characteristics in rice (Oryza sativa L. spp. Indica) seedling grown
under iso-osmotic salinity stress. Pak. J. Bot. 41: 1837-1850.

Tanguilig, V.C., Yambao, E.B., O’toole, ].C. and Datta, S.K.D. 1987. Water
stress effects on leaf elongation, leaf water potential, transpiration,

and nutrient uptake of rice, maize, and soybean. Plant Soil 103: 155-

168.

Tsuchiya, M., Miyake, M. and Naito, H. 1994. Physiological response to
salinity in rice plant: IIl. A possible mechanism for Na* exclusion in
rice root under NaCl-stress condition. Jpn. J. Crop Sci. 63: 326-332.

Vos, A.C., Broekman, R., Guerra, C.C.D.A., Rijsselberghe, M.C. and
Rozema, J. 2013. Developing and testing new halophyte crops: A case
study of salt tolerance of two species of the brassicaceae, Diplotaxis
tenuifolia and Cochlearia officinalis. Environ. Exp. Bot. 92: 154-164.

Watanabe, Y. and Ono, S., 1973. Cytogenetic studies on the artificial
polyploids in the genus Oryza. V. Sterile amphiploids, sativa-officinalis
(AACC). Japan. J. Breed. 23: 67-70.

Wrong, S.C., Cowan, L.R. and Farquhar, G.D. 1979. Stomatal conductance
correlates with photosynthetic capacity. Nature 282: 424-426.

Xiao, J.H., Li, J.M., Grandillo, S., Ahn, S.N., Yuan, L.P, Tanksley, S.D.
and McCouch, S.R. 1998. Identification of trait-improving quantitative
trait loci alleles from a wild rice relative, Oryza rufipogon. Genetics
150: 899-909.

AR - BT IR - £ 1987, MR O M2 L - M)
7 L O - BATFEE OB (1) A 4. HIERE 58: 591-594.

Yeo, A.R. and Flowers, T.J. 1983. Varietal differences in the toxicity of
sodium ions in rice leaves. Physiol. Plant. 59: 189-195.

Yeo, A.R., Caporn, S.J.M. and Flowers, T.J. 1985. The effect of salinity
upon photosynthesis in rice (Oryza sativa L.): Gas exchange by
individual leaves in relation to their salt content. J. Exp. Bot. 36: 1240-
1248.

Yoshida, S., Forno, D.A., Cook, J.H. and Gomez, K.A. 1976. Laboratory
Manual for Physiological Studies of Rice. International Rice Research
Institute, Manila. 61-65.

Dry Matter Production and Photosynthetic Ability of Oryza officinalis Wall ex Watt under Salinity Stress Condition : Yu NisHizawa",
Ichiro Nakamura”, Md. Amzad Hossa”, Hikaru Akavine” and Shao-Hui Zuenc” (Y The United Grad. School of Agr:. Sci., Kagoshima
Univ.; ? Fac. of Agr, Univ. of the Ryukyus, Okinawa 903-0213, Japan; * Fac. of Agr, Saga Univ.)

Abstract : This experiment was conducted to evaluate the salt tolerance level of the wild Oryza species, Oryza officinalis Wall ex
Watt. Dry matter weight, ion content and photosynthetic rate of O. officinalis were compared with those of two salt-sensitive wild
specis, O. rufipogon Grift. and O. australiensis Domin, the salt-tolerant cultivar O. sativa L. cv. Pokkali and the salt-tolerant wild
species O. latifolia Desv. under a 12 dS m" NaClstressed condition. O. officinalis and O. latifolia subjected to salt stress had heavier
leaf dry matter than Pokkali, and similar leaf water content (%) to that of Pokkali. O. officinalis and O. latifolia had more
accumulated Na” in the leaves than Pokkali. The photosynthetic rate of O. officinalis and O. latifolia was not decreased by a salt-
stressed condition as compared with that of Pokkali. The main factor of the decreased photosynthetic rate was stomatal closure
in all species. Furthermore, photosynthetic rate of O. rufipogon was related to non-stomatal limitations. Photosynthetic rate
showed a positive correlation with stomatal conductance in O. officinalis, but a clear correlation was not found in O. latifolia.
These results indicated that the salt tolerance mechanism of O. officinalis was similar to that of O. latifolia. However, the coefficient
of correlation between photosynthetic rate and stomatal conductance showed a difference between O. officinalis and O. latifolia in
the response of photosynthetic rate to salinity stress.

Key words : Dry matter production, Na"/ K’ ratio, Photosynthetic rate, Salt tolerance, Sodium content, Wild Oryza species.




