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Comprehensive Evaluation of Salt Tolerance of Oat (Avena sativa L. )
Germplasm during the Germination Stage

CHEN Jia-min"*, XU Shi-rui"*, JIA Bei-bei’, CUI Shuo-zhen*, WEI Guang-zhi*, ZHANG Wei***,
ZHANG Mei-jun®**, JIA Ju-qing***, LIU Long-long"*
(1. Center for Agricultural Genetic, Resources Research, Shanxi Agricultural University, Taiyuan, Shanxi Province 030031, China;
2. College of Agriculture, Shanxi Agricultural University, Taigu, Shanxi Province 030801, China; 3. Houji Laboratory in Shanxi Province,
Taiyuan, Shanxi Province 030031, China; 4. Key Laboratory of Crop Germplasm Innovation and Molecular Breeding (Co-construction by

Ministry and Province), Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Affairs, Taiyuan, Shanxi Province 030031, China)

Abstract: The purpose of this study was to establish an efficient method for identifying the salt tolerance of oats
(Awvena sativa 1.. ) during the germination stage, and to screen our excellent parents for salt-tolerant breeding.
Using the petri dish paper germination method, 332 oat germplasms were subjected to a salt stress treatment
with 0.80% (136.89 mmol-1.~ ! NaCl solution. Eight indicators such as germination potential were mea-
sured. The salt tolerance was comprehensively evaluated and classified by combining the weighted membership
function method with cluster analysis. Salt stress significantly inhibited all eight measured indicators. Correla-
tion analysis revealed that highly significant positive correlations among these indicators. The 332 germplasms
were classified into five salt tolerance grades: 34 highly salt-tolerant, 83 salt-tolerant, 116 moderately salt-tol-
erant, 51 salt-sensitive, and 48 highly salt-sensitive accessions. Regression analysis identified the salt tolerance
index of root length (STI-RL) and the salt tolerance index of bud fresh weight (STI-BFW) as key indicators
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for evaluating salt tolerance during germination. Based on two-year evaluations, six materials demonstrated
stable salt tolerance and can be utilized as parents in salt-tolerant breeding programs. Comparative analysis indi-
cated that a higher proportion of Awvena sativa 1.. accessions exhibited stronger salt tolerance compared to
Awvena nuda 1. accessions. The 34 highly salt-tolerant germplasms provided excellent resources for salt-toler-

ant breeding and gene mining.

Key words: Oats; Germination stage ; Weighted membership function analysis; Salt tolerance index
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Table 1 Names of 332 oat germplasm and their principal component value, membership function value, D value and

comprehensive ranking

4 y
45 BB IR 44 7 6}4\: Principal};ji):o{im value Membefki[ﬁf[cﬁn value Dfit HE4 Ranking
1D. Name of germplasm Classify D-value
F1 F2 ul u2
1 SEAE 25 #f Naked oat —0.90 —3.11 0.26 0.11 0.23 295
2 [UgERS #1 Naked oat —1.10 —0.90 0.23 0.32 0.25 293
3 ¥ 8216-1-16 # Naked oat —1.26 —0.66 0.20 0.34 0.23 297
4 ¥ 83117-6-1-1 # Naked oat 0.32 0.06 0.48 0.41 0.47 127
5 W 8609-1 # Naked oat —1.96 —0.25 0.08 0.38 0.14 325
6 e = #1 Naked oat —1.27 —1.10 0.20 0.30 0.22 301
7 CN 3451 # Naked oat —0.05 —2.30 0.42 0.19 0.37 219
8 PI605617 # Naked oat —0.40 —2.07 0.35 0.21 0.32 246
9 2011621019 # Naked oat —0.66 0.01 0.31 0.41 0.33 245
10 2011621054 # Naked oat —2.38 —0.70 0.00 0.34 0.07 331
11 2011621134 # Naked oat —0.95 —0.64 0.26 0.35 0.27 279
12 2011621162 # Naked oat —1.53 —0.14 0.15 0.39 0.20 308
13 2011621176 # Naked oat —1.69 —0.08 0.12 0.40 0.18 314
14 2011621188 # Naked oat —0.64 —4.27 0.31 0.00 0.25 289
15 2012621300 # Naked oat —1.42 —0.04 0.17 0.40 0.22 302
16 2012621346 # Naked oat —1.63 0.96 0.13 0.50 0.20 307
17 Wik =5 # Naked oat —0.80 —0.92 0.28 0.32 0.29 267
18 K # Naked oat —1.66 —1.93 0.13 0.22 0.15 323
19 FEME 15 # Naked oat 0.05 —1.73 0.43 0.24 0.40 198
20 LR # Naked oat —2.00 —0.14 0.07 0.39 0.13 326
21 H8717-1 # Naked oat —0.72 —2.21 0.30 0.20 0.28 277
22 ZEMETT16 # Naked oat —2.11 —3.25 0.05 0.10 0.06 332
23 23 8201 # Naked oat —1.44 —3.52 0.17 0.07 0.15 322
24 T 15 # Naked oat —1.43 —2.89 0.17 0.13 0.16 317
25 Hh 1617 # Naked oat —1.60 0.31 0.14 0.44 0.20 309
26 i 2 # Naked oat —1.33 0.31 0.19 0.44 0.24 294
27 i 7752-8-2 # Naked oat —1.01 —1.55 0.24 0.26 0.25 291
28 e 1S # Naked oat —0.51 —2.49 0.33 0.17 0.30 257
29 e 2 # Naked oat —0.18 —0.15 0.39 0.39 0.39 202
30 - 008 5 il & # Naked oat —2.18 0.42 0.04 0.45 0.12 329
31 Stk A # Naked oat —0.87 —0.95 0.27 0.32 0.28 275
32 K 22 # Naked oat —0.75 —1.83 0.29 0.23 0.28 274
33 JH123 # Naked oat —1.53 —0.37 0.15 0.37 0.19 310
34 35 # Naked oat —0.97 —0.56 0.25 0.35 0.27 282
35 3 55 # Naked oat —0.22 —0.29 0.38 0.38 0.38 209
36 Wi 15 #f Naked oat —0.62 —0.81 0.31 0.33 0.32 250
37 WA 85 # Naked oat 0.65 —0.87 0.54 0.32 0.50 97
38 Witk 185 # Naked oat —0.16 —1.91 0.40 0.22 0.36 226
39 e # Naked oat —0.13 —2.00 0.40 0.22 0.36 221
40 125 # Naked oat —0.45 —2.09 0.34 0.21 0.32 249
41 e 135 # Naked oat 0.30 —0.04 0.48 0.40 0.46 134
42 HHELT 5 # Naked oat —1.46 —1.28 0.16 0.28 0.19 312
43 e 18 5 # Naked oat —0.82 —0.98 0.28 0.31 0.28 272
44 MRS #f Naked oat —0.40 —1.41 0.35 0.27 0.34 238
45 ZY 001524 # Naked oat —1.73 —0.70 0.12 0.34 0.16 318
46 ZY 001628 # Naked oat —1.78 —0.53 0.11 0.36 0.16 320
47 ZY 000552 # Naked oat —0.65 —0.16 0.31 0.39 0.32 247
48 7Y 000561 # Naked oat —0.96 0.18 0.25 0.42 0.29 271
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49 7Y000621 R Naked oat —0.80 —0.39 0.28 0.37 0.30 259
50 7Y000625 #1 Naked oat —1.97 —0.60 0.07 0.35 0.13 327
51 7Y 000639 # Naked oat 0.10 —1.42 0.44 0.27 0.41 185
52 7Y 000652 R Naked oat —1.46 0.79 0.16 0.48 0.23 299
53 7Y000657 # Naked oat 0.00 —1.75 0.42 0.24 0.39 207
54 7Y 000660 # Naked oat 1.13 —1.35 0.62 0.28 0.56 51
55 7Y 000670 #1 Naked oat 0.61 —0.40 0.53 0.37 0.50 96
56 7ZY000671 # Naked oat —0.07 0.62 0.41 0.47 0.42 175
57 ZY000674 # Naked oat 0.56 —0.57 0.52 0.35 0.49 105
58 ZY000675 R Naked oat —0.95 0.14 0.26 0.42 0.29 270
59 7Y000682 #f Naked oat —0.39 0.58 0.35 0.46 0.38 212
60 7Y 000691 R Naked oat 0.11 —0.60 0.44 0.35 0.42 173
61 7Y 000695 # Naked oat 0.22 —0.28 0.46 0.38 0.45 153
62 7Y 000697 R Naked oat —0.29 —0.79 0.37 0.33 0.36 222
63 7Y 000630 # Naked oat —1.92 0.45 0.08 0.45 0.15 321
64 7Y 000701 # Naked oat —0.71 0.23 0.30 0.43 0.32 248
65 7Y000702 R Naked oat —1.23 0.20 0.21 0.42 0.25 290
66 7Y000703 # Naked oat —1.33 —0.38 0.19 0.37 0.22 300
67 BY2 # Naked oat —0.37 0.36 0.36 0.44 0.37 216
68 BY3 #E Naked oat 0.58 —0.81 0.53 0.33 0.49 106
69 BY4 # Naked oat —0.40 —0.22 0.35 0.39 0.36 231
70 BY6 R Naked oat 0.96 0.11 0.60 0.42 0.56 50
71 BY13 R Naked oat —0.08 0.41 0.41 0.45 0.42 179
72 BY21 # Naked oat 0.12 —0.18 0.45 0.39 0.43 164
73 2011621192 R Naked oat 0.55 —2.27 0.52 0.19 0.46 139
74 Jan-06 R Naked oat —0.73 —1.51 0.29 0.26 0.29 269
75 ot, 195 R Naked oat —0.90 —0.11 0.26 0.40 0.29 266
76 13 11 #f Naked oat —0.29 —0.34 0.37 0.37 0.37 217
77 MF— R Naked oat —0.41 —1.26 0.35 0.29 0.34 237
78 W 83117-1-1-1 R Naked oat —0.59 —0.46 0.32 0.36 0.33 243
79 BY209 # Naked oat —0.64 —1.85 0.31 0.23 0.29 263
80 BY221 # Naked oat —0.58 0.41 0.32 0.44 0.34 234
81 FiaE 25 # Naked oat 0.80 —1.76 0.57 0.24 0.50 91
82 Clav1245 F Hulled oat 0.28 0.68 0.47 0.47 0.47 119
83 Clav1679 B2 Hulled oat —0.19 1.25 0.39 0.52 0.42 180
84 Clav1681 J Hulled oat 0.18 0.96 0.46 0.50 0.46 132
85 Clav1777 J% Hulled oat —0.55 0.97 0.33 0.50 0.36 227
86 Clav1778 J% Hulled oat —0.67 0.39 0.30 0.44 0.33 241
87 Clav1779 J Hulled oat —1.65 —2.24 0.13 0.19 0.14 324
88 Clav2532 J7 Hulled oat —1.78 0.70 0.11 0.47 0.18 313
89 Clav2879 J Hulled oat —1.92 1.08 0.08 0.51 0.17 316
90 Clav3486 J% Hulled oat —1.02 1.16 0.24 0.52 0.30 261
91 Clav3531 J2 Hulled oat —0.17 0.63 0.39 0.47 0.41 187
92 Clav357 B2 Hulled oat —1.55 0.85 0.15 0.49 0.22 304
93 Clav362 J% Hulled oat 0.67 —0.19 0.54 0.39 0.51 84
94 Clav3835 J% Hulled oat —0.37 1.01 0.36 0.50 0.39 208
95 Clav4106 F Hulled oat —1.90 0.40 0.09 0.44 0.16 319
96 Clav4252 J2 Hulled oat —1.71 0.00 0.12 0.41 0.18 315
97 Clav459 J Hulled oat —1.58 0.71 0.14 0.47 0.21 305

98 Clav4996 J% Hulled oat —1.38 0.36 0.18 0.44 0.23 296
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99 Clav5085 F¢ Hulled oat —0.96 0.60 0.25 0.46 0.29 262
100 Clav5087 Jz Hulled oat —0.90 0.51 0.26 0.45 0.30 256
101 Clav511 £ Hulled oat 0.04 —0.53 0.43 0.36 0.42 181
102 Clav5415 H¢ Hulled oat —1.26 0.28 0.20 0.43 0.25 292
103 Clav5640 J¢ Hulled oat —0.10 0.32 0.41 0.44 0.41 184
104 Clav5650 J% Hulled oat 0.22 0.19 0.46 0.42 0.46 141
105 Clav5651 % Hulled oat —0.86 0.76 0.27 0.48 0.31 254
106 Clav5662 Az Hulled oat —1.03 0.97 0.24 0.50 0.29 264
107 Clav5839 F¢ Hulled oat 0.03 —0.47 0.43 0.36 0.42 182
108 Clav6200 J¢ Hulled oat —1.95 —1.03 0.08 0.31 0.12 328
109 Clav6209 % Hulled oat —2.36 0.23 0.00 0.43 0.09 330
110 CTav6390 % Hulled oat —1.02 0.28 0.24 0.43 0.28 273
111 CTav653 F¢ Hulled oat —0.61 1.06 0.31 0.51 0.35 233
112 Clav7800 F¢ Hulled oat —1.16 0.12 0.22 0.42 0.25 285
113 Clav8113 Jz Hulled oat —1.19 0.83 0.21 0.48 0.27 284
114 Clav9323 £ Hulled oat —1.51 0.63 0.16 0.47 0.22 303
115 CTav9389 H¢ Hulled oat —1.71 0.62 0.12 0.46 0.19 311
116 PI1184026 J¢ Hulled oat —0.92 0.87 0.26 0.49 0.31 255
117 PI184033 J% Hulled oat —1.30 0.77 0.19 0.48 0.25 288
118 P1258616 % Hulled oat 0.21 —0.78 0.46 0.33 0.44 162
119 PI1266272 Az Hulled oat —0.50 0.63 0.33 0.47 0.36 229
120 PI273868 F¢ Hulled oat 0.08 0.66 0.44 0.47 0.44 155
121 PI286414 fz Hulled oat —1.38 0.20 0.18 0.43 0.23 298
122 P1374408 2 Hulled oat —0.67 0.79 0.31 0.48 0.34 236
123 PI476854 % Hulled oat —0.93 0.67 0.26 0.47 0.30 258
124 PI546037 J¢ Hulled oat —1.08 0.52 0.23 0.46 0.28 278
125 PI573724 F¢ Hulled oat —0.03 —0.03 0.42 0.40 0.42 183
126 P1584783 Jz Hulled oat —0.48 0.69 0.34 0.47 0.36 223
127 P1584830 % Hulled oat —1.08 0.59 0.23 0.46 0.28 276
128 PI605613 H¢ Hulled oat —1.40 1.60 0.17 0.56 0.25 287
129 001 K e JZ Hulled oat —0.96 0.27 0.25 0.43 0.29 268
130 003 B K J% Hulled oat —0.70 0.68 0.30 0.47 0.33 240
131 006 K e #z Hulled oat —0.42 0.68 0.35 0.47 0.37 215
132 02 B 4 % Hulled oat —0.22 0.69 0.39 0.47 0.40 193
133 2011621044 F¢ Hulled oat —0.11 1.02 0.40 0.50 0.42 174
134 2011621045 Jz Hulled oat 0.38 0.68 0.49 0.47 0.49 107
135 2011621104 % Hulled oat —0.70 0.81 0.30 0.48 0.34 239
136 2011621109 % Hulled oat 1.52 0.31 0.70 0.44 0.64 20
137 2012621365 F¢ Hulled oat 1.63 —0.15 0.71 0.39 0.65 15
138 QA JZ Hulled oat —0.17 0.61 0.39 0.46 0.41 188
139 Bullet % Hulled oat —1.16 0.98 0.22 0.50 0.27 281
140 Nicolas J Hulled oat —0.19 —0.14 0.39 0.39 0.39 205
141 OA1576-4 F¢ Hulled oat —1.87 6.25 0.09 1.00 0.27 283
142 p+w g JZ Hulled oat —0.02 —0.90 0.42 0.32 0.40 194
143 Richmond J% Hulled oat 0.48 —1.12 0.51 0.30 0.47 125
144 Torrent Jz Hulled oat 0.43 —0.47 0.50 0.36 0.47 121
145 H 2 g 22 # Hulled oat 0.06 —2.94 0.44 0.13 0.37 214
146 15 J Hulled oat —0.47 —0.04 0.34 0.40 0.35 232
147 65 J Hulled oat 0.81 —0.36 0.57 0.37 0.53 74
148 75 #z Hulled oat 0.63 —0.70 0.54 0.34 0.50 98
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149 WK1 S JZ Hulled oat —0.67 0.12 0.31 0.42 0.33 244
150 Wik 25 J Hulled oat —0.17 —0.14 0.39 0.39 0.39 201
151 Tkl 35 £ Hulled oat 0.74 —0.97 0.56 0.31 0.51 87
152 E3 B J Hulled oat 1.18 —0.39 0.63 0.37 0.58 37
153 P e 2 5 J Hulled oat 1.72 —0.60 0.73 0.35 0.66 13
154 OA1576-4 J% Hulled oat 2.72 2.16 0.91 0.61 0.85 3
155 7Y 000950 % Hulled oat —0.27 0.09 0.38 0.41 0.38 210
156 ZY 001476 Az Hulled oat 0.89 0.37 0.58 0.44 0.56 53
157 ZY 001728 F¢ Hulled oat —0.46 0.33 0.34 0.44 0.36 230
158 ZY 002498 fz Hulled oat —0.18 0.41 0.39 0.44 0.40 191
159 7Y 000555 % Hulled oat 0.30 —0.92 0.48 0.32 0.45 154
160 ZY 000699 % Hulled oat —0.98 0.48 0.25 0.45 0.29 265
161 ZY 000704 J¢ Hulled oat 0.91 —1.35 0.59 0.28 0.53 76
162 BY9 F¢ Hulled oat 1.27 0.06 0.65 0.41 0.60 31
163 BY10 Sz Hulled oat 0.88 0.40 0.58 0.44 0.55 54
164 BY11 % Hulled oat 0.26 0.35 0.47 0.44 0.46 131
165 BY12 H¢ Hulled oat 0.69 0.58 0.55 0.46 0.53 73
166 BY15 H¢ Hulled oat —0.59 1.27 0.32 0.53 0.36 228
167 BY16 J% Hulled oat —0.25 0.65 0.38 0.47 0.40 197
168 BY17 % Hulled oat 0.33 0.56 0.48 0.46 0.48 116
169 BY18 £z Hulled oat 0.19 0.37 0.46 0.44 0.45 142
170 BY20 F¢ Hulled oat —0.20 0.54 0.39 0.46 0.40 192
171 BY22 Jz Hulled oat —0.05 0.81 0.42 0.48 0.43 169
172 BY23 # Hulled oat 0.10 0.84 0.44 0.49 0.45 146
173 BY27 % Hulled oat 0.87 0.36 0.58 0.44 0.55 58
174 BY32 J¢ Hulled oat 1.24 —0.26 0.64 0.38 0.59 33
175 BY33 F¢ Hulled oat 1.10 0.78 0.62 0.48 0.59 32
176 BY36 S Hulled oat —0.33 0.98 0.37 0.50 0.39 203
177 BY37 % Hulled oat 0.28 0.42 0.47 0.45 0.47 126
178 BY43 H¢ Hulled oat 1.36 0.90 0.67 0.49 0.63 23
179 BY44 J¢ Hulled oat 1.01 0.71 0.60 0.47 0.58 38
180 BY47 J% Hulled oat 1.61 0.72 0.71 0.47 0.66 11
181 BY49 % Hulled oat 0.64 1.71 0.54 0.57 0.54 62
182 BY50 Az Hulled oat 0.77 0.87 0.56 0.49 0.55 61
183 BY51 F¢ Hulled oat 0.91 0.27 0.59 0.43 0.56 52
184 BY52 Jz Hulled oat —0.37 1.23 0.36 0.52 0.39 204
185 BY54 2 Hulled oat 0.95 0.69 0.59 0.47 0.57 44
186 BY55 £ Hulled oat 1.67 0.80 0.72 0.48 0.67 10
187 BY56 J¢ Hulled oat 0.66 0.44 0.54 0.45 0.52 77
188 BY59 F¢ Hulled oat —0.30 0.96 0.37 0.50 0.39 199
189 BY60 S Hulled oat 0.90 0.92 0.58 0.49 0.57 47
190 BY61 % Hulled oat 0.65 0.43 0.54 0.45 0.52 78
191 BY62 F¢ Hulled oat 0.69 —1.35 0.55 0.28 0.49 102
192 BY63 F¢ Hulled oat 0.35 0.48 0.49 0.45 0.48 115
193 BY65 Sz Hulled oat 0.32 0.31 0.48 0.44 0.47 123
194 BY66 % Hulled oat 0.06 0.53 0.44 0.46 0.44 159
195 BY67 F¢ Hulled oat 0.96 0.60 0.59 0.46 0.57 45
196 BY68 F¢ Hulled oat 0.72 0.11 0.55 0.42 0.53 75
197 BY70 iz Hulled oat 1.69 0.00 0.72 0.41 0.66 12
198 BY72 % Hulled oat 1.03 0.32 0.61 0.44 0.57 41
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199 BY73 J% Hulled oat 0.42 0.17 0.50 0.42 0.48 111
200 BY75 J% Hulled oat 0.84 0.42 0.57 0.45 0.55 60
201 BY76 J% Hulled oat 0.37 0.47 0.49 0.45 0.48 113
202 BY77 J% Hulled oat 0.84 0.65 0.57 0.47 0.55 56
203 BY79 J% Hulled oat 0.79 —2.73 0.56 0.15 0.48 114
204 BYS82 J% Hulled oat 0.33 0.80 0.48 0.48 0.48 112
205 BYS83 J% Hulled oat 0.95 0.58 0.59 0.46 0.57 46
206 BYS85 J Hulled oat 0.42 0.85 0.50 0.49 0.50 99
207 BYS87 J% Hulled oat 1.55 0.47 0.70 0.45 0.65 16
208 BY89 J% Hulled oat 2.40 —0.03 0.85 0.40 0.76 5
209 BY92 J% Hulled oat 0.81 0.86 0.57 0.49 0.55 55
210 BY93 # Hulled oat 0.03 0.82 0.43 0.48 0.44 157
211 BY94 J% Hulled oat —0.34 0.87 0.36 0.49 0.39 206
212 BY96 J% Hulled oat —0.38 0.17 0.36 0.42 0.37 220
213 BY99 J% Hulled oat 1.05 0.16 0.61 0.42 0.57 42
214 BY101 J% Hulled oat 1.39 0.40 0.67 0.44 0.63 27
215 BY102 J% Hulled oat 0.73 0.41 0.55 0.44 0.53 71
216 BY103 J% Hulled oat 1.26 0.54 0.65 0.46 0.61 28
217 BY104 J% Hulled oat 1.22 —1.04 0.64 0.31 0.58 39
218 BY106 J% Hulled oat 0.62 0.43 0.54 0.45 0.52 81
219 BY107 J Hulled oat 1.57 —0.02 0.70 0.40 0.64 19
220 BY108 J% Hulled oat 0.95 0.33 0.59 0.44 0.56 49
221 BY110 J% Hulled oat 0.17 0.19 0.45 0.42 0.45 150
222 BY113 J% Hulled oat 1.07 0.58 0.62 0.46 0.58 36
223 BY114 J% Hulled oat 3.24 —0.86 1.00 0.32 0.87 1
224 BY115 J% Hulled oat 0.56 0.01 0.52 0.41 0.50 94
225 BY117 J% Hulled oat 1.04 0.29 0.61 0.43 0.57 40
226 BY119 J% Hulled oat 2.30 —1.06 0.83 0.31 0.73 6
227 BY120 J Hulled oat 0.88 —0.42 0.58 0.37 0.54 66
228 BY121 J Hulled oat —0.55 3.07 0.33 0.70 0.40 196
229 BY122 J Hulled oat 0.12 0.83 0.45 0.48 0.45 143
230 BY123 J% Hulled oat —0.01 0.70 0.42 0.47 0.43 165
231 BY124 J% Hulled oat 0.73 0.30 0.55 0.43 0.53 72
232 BY125 J Hulled oat 0.27 0.83 0.47 0.49 0.47 118
233 BY126 J Hulled oat 0.16 0.76 0.45 0.48 0.46 136
234 BY128 J% Hulled oat 0.24 0.53 0.47 0.46 0.46 130
235 BY129 J% Hulled oat 0.46 0.40 0.51 0.44 0.49 101
236 BY130 £ Hulled oat —0.30 0.88 0.37 0.49 0.39 200
237 BY135 J% Hulled oat 1.87 —0.54 0.76 0.36 0.68 9
238 BY136 J% Hulled oat 0.12 1.05 0.45 0.51 0.46 137
239 BY137 J% Hulled oat 1.73 —1.05 0.73 0.31 0.65 17
240 BY138 # Hulled oat 2.05 0.50 0.79 0.45 0.72 7
241 BY141 J% Hulled oat 0.04 0.11 0.43 0.42 0.43 170
242 BY142 J Hulled oat 0.63 0.35 0.54 0.44 0.52 82
243 BY143 J% Hulled oat 1.63 —1.08 0.71 0.30 0.63 22
244 BY144 J% Hulled oat 0.20 —1.52 0.46 0.26 0.42 177
245 BY147 J% Hulled oat 0.06 0.26 0.44 0.43 0.43 163
246 BY154 J Hulled oat 2.80 —1.03 0.92 0.31 0.80 4
247 BY155 J% Hulled oat 1.58 —0.95 0.71 0.32 0.63 25
248 BY156 J% Hulled oat 1.74 —1.27 0.73 0.29 0.65 18
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249 BY158 J% Hulled oat 3.22 —1.58 1.00 0.26 0.85 2
250 BY159 J% Hulled oat 0.12 0.60 0.45 0.46 0.45 149
251 BY160 J% Hulled oat 1.05 0.13 0.61 0.42 0.57 43
252 BY161 J% Hulled oat 0.90 0.13 0.58 0.42 0.55 57
253 BY163 J% Hulled oat —0.30 —0.25 0.37 0.38 0.37 218
254 BY164 J% Hulled oat —0.76 0.31 0.29 0.44 0.32 251
255 BY165 J% Hulled oat 0.81 0.17 0.57 0.42 0.54 67
256 BY166 J Hulled oat 1.56 —0.40 0.70 0.37 0.64 21
257 BY167 J% Hulled oat 0.14 0.49 0.45 0.45 0.45 147
258 BY168 J% Hulled oat 1.14 0.52 0.63 0.46 0.59 34
259 BY169 J% Hulled oat 0.40 —0.71 0.50 0.34 0.47 129
260 BY170 J% Hulled oat 0.07 —1.24 0.44 0.29 0.41 189
261 BY172 J% Hulled oat —0.04 —0.44 0.42 0.36 0.41 190
262 BY173 J% Hulled oat 0.04 0.21 0.43 0.43 0.43 167
263 BY176 J% Hulled oat 0.09 —0.43 0.44 0.36 0.43 172
264 BY177 J% Hulled oat —0.75 —0.05 0.29 0.40 0.31 253
265 BY179 J% Hulled oat —0.05 0.50 0.42 0.45 0.42 176
266 BY180 J% Hulled oat 0.50 —0.32 0.51 0.38 0.49 109
267 BY182 J% Hulled oat 0.51 —1.15 0.52 0.30 0.47 124
268 BY186 J% Hulled oat 0.52 —0.45 0.52 0.36 0.49 108
269 BY187 J Hulled oat 0.29 —0.71 0.48 0.34 0.45 148
270 BY188 J% Hulled oat 0.35 —0.21 0.49 0.39 0.47 128
271 BY193 J% Hulled oat —0.60 —0.25 0.32 0.38 0.33 242
272 BY194 J% Hulled oat —1.09 0.47 0.23 0.45 0.27 280
273 BY195 J% Hulled oat 0.26 —0.56 0.47 0.35 0.45 152
274 BY197 J% Hulled oat 0.49 0.22 0.51 0.43 0.49 100
275 BY200 J% Hulled oat —0.08 0.44 0.41 0.45 0.42 178
276 BY201 J% Hulled oat —0.22 1.08 0.38 0.51 0.41 186
277 BY202 J Hulled oat 0.58 0.19 0.53 0.42 0.51 88
278 BY203 J Hulled oat 0.23 0.57 0.46 0.46 0.46 133
279 BY207 J Hulled oat 0.86 —0.22 0.58 0.39 0.54 65
280 BY208 J% Hulled oat 0.52 —0.08 0.52 0.40 0.49 103
281 BY211 J% Hulled oat —0.48 0.57 0.34 0.46 0.36 225
282 BY214 J% Hulled oat 0.65 —0.16 0.54 0.39 0.51 86
283 BY215 J Hulled oat 0.37 0.20 0.49 0.43 0.48 117
284 BY216 J% Hulled oat 0.94 —0.75 0.59 0.34 0.54 63
285 BY217 J% Hulled oat 0.08 —0.04 0.44 0.40 0.43 166
286 BY218 J Hulled oat 0.42 0.28 0.50 0.43 0.49 110
287 BY219 J% Hulled oat —0.18 0.28 0.39 0.43 0.40 195
288 BY223 J% Hulled oat 0.56 0.10 0.52 0.42 0.50 92
289 BY224 J% Hulled oat —0.27 —1.02 0.38 0.31 0.36 224
290 BY226 } Hulled oat —1.33 —1.31 0.19 0.28 0.21 306
291 BY227 J% Hulled oat —0.44 —0.78 0.35 0.33 0.34 235
292 BY228 J% Hulled oat 1.02 —0.02 0.60 0.40 0.57 48
293 BY229 J% Hulled oat 0.09 0.40 0.44 0.44 0.44 158
294 BY231 J% Hulled oat 0.84 0.52 0.57 0.46 0.55 59
295 BY233 J Hulled oat —0.36 0.71 0.36 0.47 0.38 211
296 BY236 J Hulled oat 0.03 0.10 0.43 0.42 0.43 171
297 BY238 J% Hulled oat 0.81 —0.01 0.57 0.41 0.54 68
298 BY241 J% Hulled oat 1.26 0.26 0.65 0.43 0.61 30
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299 BY243 J% Hulled oat 0.22 0.48 0.46 0.45 0.46 135
300 BY244 J% Hulled oat 0.75 0.71 0.56 0.47 0.54 64
301 BY246 J Hulled oat —0.09 1.17 0.41 0.52 0.43 168
302 BY247 J% Hulled oat 0.49 0.78 0.51 0.48 0.51 89
303 BY248 J% Hulled oat 0.71 0.65 0.55 0.47 0.53 69
304 BY230 J% Hulled oat —0.84 0.74 0.27 0.48 0.31 252
305 BY251 J% Hulled oat —0.85 —0.08 0.27 0.40 0.30 260
306 BY259 J Hulled oat 0.11 0.61 0.44 0.46 0.45 151
307 BY260 J% Hulled oat 0.21 0.34 0.46 0.44 0.46 140
308 BY261 J% Hulled oat 0.71 —0.41 0.55 0.37 0.51 83
309 BY262 J% Hulled oat 0.20 0.40 0.46 0.44 0.46 138
310 BY263 J% Hulled oat 1.43 0.14 0.68 0.42 0.63 26
311 BY264 J% Hulled oat 0.42 0.63 0.50 0.47 0.49 104
312 BY265 J% Hulled oat 0.60 0.70 0.53 0.47 0.52 80
313 BY266 J% Hulled oat 1.29 0.23 0.65 0.43 0.61 29
314 BY267 J Hulled oat 0.06 0.76 0.44 0.48 0.44 156
315 BY268 J% Hulled oat 1.87 0.21 0.76 0.43 0.69 8
316 BY269 J% Hulled oat —1.38 1.70 0.18 0.57 0.25 286
317 BY270 J% Hulled oat 0.38 —0.13 0.49 0.39 0.47 122
318 BY272 J% Hulled oat 1.43 0.26 0.68 0.43 0.63 24
319 BY273 J Hulled oat 0.06 0.52 0.43 0.46 0.44 161
320 BY275 J% Hulled oat 0.72 —0.66 0.55 0.34 0.51 85
321 BY276 J% Hulled oat 0.48 0.58 0.51 0.46 0.50 95
322 BY277 J% Hulled oat 0.62 0.55 0.54 0.46 0.52 79
323 BY281 J% Hulled oat 0.28 0.70 0.47 0.47 0.47 120
324 BY282 J% Hulled oat 0.15 0.51 0.45 0.45 0.45 144
325 BY285 J% Hulled oat 0.48 0.78 0.51 0.48 0.50 90
326 BY286 J% Hulled oat 0.08 0.38 0.44 0.44 0.44 160
327 BY288 J Hulled oat 0.17 0.35 0.45 0.44 0.45 145
328 BY289 J Hulled oat 0.44 0.92 0.50 0.49 0.50 93
329 BY295 J Hulled oat 0.71 0.52 0.55 0.46 0.53 70
330 BY297 J% Hulled oat 1.10 0.38 0.62 0.44 0.58 35
331 BY298 J% Hulled oat —0.39 0.58 0.35 0.46 0.38 213
332 banner F Hulled oat 1.69 —0.47 0.72 0.36 0.65 14

1.2 REigit

1. 2.1 s AR 3R W30 ok B2 0 18 Ok W o M 22 i 31
PEPEAN B B A 0 8 Wk 2, AR 3 36 DA 332 73 346 22 b ot
e R v BE Lk H 6 M ORE, R B 0.40% (68.45
mmol-L "), 0.60% (102.67 mmol-L ", 0.80%
(136.89 mmol-L ),1.00% (171. 12 mmol-L ¥
NaCl¥ Wk BE B B, DL ZE AR K g X BEAR B 36 BUKF
LRI H R /N — B #e & Fh - ARk ] 75,002
i) 2 15 T FF 1 min, 2. 00% B9 NaClO % )2 K i
15 min LA K ZE 18K S 52 ik 5~6 1k, & T K U8 4K
LS, AR TE&EH., BEZE15m &4
XUJZ U8 4K 0 85 77 43 B 3 256 40y, 43 5 X6 g 3 43 A []

it I, B (7 359 50 452 20 7 38 2 B 7, 4 03 b 1K Ab
PR A IR 2, A BB & 3k . B AR NaCl
TR ZE 18 K 45 10 mLL Jin A b 2 20 e o) BEC21 A 1% 37
I, 5 FH K B8 B 70 © B T B Ah 7 2 A0 B T
FRILHA, B T N LR IR % N 38 AR
70.00% , 't B/ R W B [E] Ry 16 h/8 h, ik BE Sl (244
2)C/(22£2)C, B H B E 2 2 17 2818 K ok #h 72
IR, PRAIE e 22 B & T T B K 4 o R T
Z WK S S 7 R I s . MR K AR TR
FRE P MK E TR FRKER AR
KL Y 5 48 B IR ALRY 50. 00% B B
FE U A NaCl i fe A W 3 v B2
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1.2.2 wEBEREARAGLE BHERISamSAH TR,

XLJZ U8 AR I 35 55 1043 1 3 58 0%, 43 i 4 g 3 43 AN [
Fft J 003 29 50 #2520 i HE 2 F 7o 3 S 10 mL
9 0.80% (136.89 mmol-L ") NaCl ¥ ¥k 1 2% 18 /K
(CKOAbH, 45 4b H E &2 3 U, 15 97 45 F K ) i 48
[Fi] 1 & 3 56 o

1.3 MikERRIERITE R E

R [ 5 Bh 1 o A G 56 b vfE (GB/T 3543—
1995) , 76 Fp F 8 & J5 55 4 KO a2 6 & 1 Kk 2
(Germination potential, GP) , 2 7 K il i& & # &
(Germination rate, GR) , R J& M 4> &b 2 v 43 51| Fifi
BLEEHC 5 bR 4, B RO 3 % K 28 K (Bud length,
BL) FI 4 K (Root length, RL) ,Kf % HUAY &l v % T
K3 I5 , LU A A B0 1 6 43 Bt b R b 95 35
4y, T R 43 0 FR 2 £ 1 (Bud fresh weight,
BEW) FI R #f & (Root fresh weight, REW) , 114t 46
ML+ 2 6 5 J5 PR ZF T 8 (Bud dry weight, BDW)
HIHR F 5 (Root dry weight, RDW),

REH.G,=G,/T;

RAFER.G,=G,/T,

KA G, HRFH G RARFER, G RHELRIE
ORI TE, G R T RIER KR8, TH
PR 1 S %k

it £k 38 %% (Salt tolerance index, STD : I, =
Py/Pexo

A o R R B, P ok Ak AT ) 6 Y
{8, Py Xt HREH 1y 2 AL 4

b 5 4 5 %L (Salt injury index, SID :Ig=1—
Isro

Ao I AR5 HE 50, I, S 3 48 55

THA 33213 ME 22 A B 25 G 48 b 19 SR I8 pR B A -

p(X)= (X, — X )/ (X — Xoun) s
i=1, 2, 3, ---, n,

KX, BN EEE R0 R, X
Xoin 53 0 R0 565 0 A 22 18043 19 e KB A e /N(E L (X))
s iR TR bR I SRR pR U

R 32105 A A BB RN SRR B HR B Y
FLH

P,
P

K WoRE iSRG TRIR AL, P4 F K

5353 A BT A B 1) 2% AL Fh BTER A SR B R AR 1Y O 22

le ’ Z:1, 27 39 tce, Mo

AN T 346 22 o 0 25 5 46 A 09 SR T8 PR BOME J
FUEE, TR0 S ol o o 5 4 AL s e 1
D=>" [u(X)x W], i=1, 23 - n
AP D g AR JE R B, (X)) R 5 A 25
BARR AR REUE , WS SR HR R AU .

1.4 [EEEEET

W 332 {5y e 2 ol R e I 22 1 1% Lo 491 BB ML 9 i [
UL ZFLFIRG: 36 26, 01 U1 4 221 65 386 22 F 5, L) 8 Tk 4R
FE AR TE 0.80% (136.89 mmol-L ) NaCl ¥ & T 1y
Tt 45 B0 A AR & T R P AR & e EUE (D (ED
Ay DR A B R AT 2 A R [ A o A 20 A (R
7 R G 56 21 111 45y M8 22 5 074 it 1 A
1 7 10T U 7 1 1 12

1.5 HEHH

F F Microsoft Excel 2021 X} %4 45 ¥ 47 9] 25 4%
B, J5 A SPSS 26. 0 8 (R 4. 4. 2 #1 Origin 2024
Xof RS AT FE 8 3 B AR JE bR AR A AT R 2B
I3 M AH G 3 R B BR e A3 A1 3 A

2 ER54HMH

2.1 mEHPEIRERIL

I I E 6 1y FHE 22 M BT Y K 2F S 4 45 48 AL
(Salt injury index of germination potential, SII-GP) ,
I 2F R 45 05 48 £ (Salt injury index of germination
rate, SII-GR) , ZF £ 5 45 31 73 48 $ (Salt injury index
of bud fresh weight, SII-BFW) , # fif 5 £h i 15 15 4%
(Salt injury index of root fresh weight, SII-RFW) , 2§
T @ & i 5 8 B (Salt injury index of bud dry
weight, SII-BDW) , #i -+ 5 b 5 175 5 %k (Salt injury
index of root dry weight, SII-RDW) , 2§ £ £ it 14 45
% (Salt injury index of bud length, SII-BL) Fl i £ £
5t 473 $8 % (Salt injury index of root length, SII-RL) ,
S 24 STI-GP [ 20 ALY 50. 0024 I, NaClik B2
H0.79% (135.18 mmol-L D (F 1A) ; 24 SII-GR
[ 2 X5 B 41 1) 50.00% B, NaCl ¥ & 4 1.10%
(188.23 mmol-L D (K 1B) ; t 4h , SII-BFW, SII-
RFW,SII-BDW , SII-RDW , SII-BL #1 SII-RL [#% £
X RZLAY 50. 00 26 I, X LAY NaC LR BE 73500 4 0. 84 24
(143.74 mmol-1.- D , 0.79% (135.18 mmol-L.”- " ,
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0.90% (154.00 mmol-L 1 ,0.92% (157. 43 mmol-L 1,
0.76%(130.05 mmol+L " ,0.68% (116. 36 mmol-L ")
(F1C,D,E,F,G,H) . S5 hn il 7 34 & it 14 15
B 2 50k BB 41 19 50. 00 % i, SR WM JE R 0. 84 %
(143.74 mmol-L D (I 1D . KL, ¥ £ 0.80%
(136.89 mmol-L ") NaCl 1E & 4b B ¥ & | [A] w5}
0.80%(136.89 mmol-L DNaCl ¥ , 6 £ i [a]

) GP Ml GR 22 7 2 &4 K, 8609-1 FliE 14 2 % 1
GRTFEZE60.00% LT, R # & 83117-6-1-1 1
=51 GR [ £ 60.00%~80.00% , 76 1% He Ji
T, 6y HE 7 Bl ST M4 ORE A R PR R B 2 R
(P<C0.05) , 3% Bz vk B BB A 280 IX 4 AN [] 25k PR 7Y 1Y
it $h6e Iy (K 2) o Fe T AR, 2F — 20 X 332y e 22
Tl o % VR EAT 2R G 1 T R PR TR
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1 T Eh & NaClLiRk B B9 i i%

Fig. 1

Screening of the optimal NaCl concentration for salt tolerance

T (A)SI-GP, & ZE R R i 75 48 (B) SIT-GR, & 28 1405 75 4 (C) SII-BFEW , 25 fef 5 £E 351 45 15 4 ; (D) SII-RFW , 1 ff 51 £5 451 17 5 455
(E)SII-BDW, 2f T 3 #h 4 i 48 %45 (F) SII-RDW , A T 5 3h 31 475 46 415 (G) SII-BL, 2K AR 450405 48 %55 (H) STI-RL, AR K #h B 45 46 50 (D 8 1w 48
PRI 3548 0345 5. NaClI#eFE 0. 40%,0.60%,0.80% F1 1. 00% (gsmL ") 43 5l %t i F- 68. 45,102. 67,136. 89,171. 12 mmol-L ™', (&l rf1

B S ER 0 2 B AR T4 ()

Note: (A) SII-GP, salt injury index of germination potential; (B) SII-GR, salt injury index of germination rate; (C) SII-BFW, salt injury index
of bud fresh weight; (D) SII-RFW, salt injury index of root fresh weight; (E) SII-BDW, salt injury index of bud dry weight; (F) SII-RDW,

salt injury index of root dry weight; (G) SII-BL, salt injury index of bud length; (H) SII-RL, salt injury index of root length; (1) the average
salt injury index of 8 indicators. NaCl concentrations of 0.40%, 0.60%, 0.80% and 1.00% (gsmL ") correspond to 68.45, 102.67, 136.89

and 171. 12 mmolsL ', respectively. (The data in the figure are the average values of each index under salt stress)
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Fig. 2 Changes in germination indexes of 6 oat germplasms under different salt concentrations
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Note: A, the trend of germination potential of 6 germplasms; B, the trend of germination rate of 6 germplasms. Different letters of the same con-

centration indicate significant difference between treatments at P<<0. 05
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Table 2 Statistical analysis growth indicators of 332 oat germplasms

%f B 41 Control group

a1 4b HE Salt stress treatment

i
Inj?jzor B PN T/ ME ¥ bR B R I RAH IR /ME ¥l bR SRR
Max. Min. Average SD CV/% Max. Min. Average SD CV/%
GP/% 100.00 28.33 91.09 12.29 13.50 100.00 0.00 75.83 21.76 28.70
GR/% 100.00 38.33 96.33 7.02 7.29 100.00 28.33 88.89 13.93 15.67
BFW/g 1.48 0.50 0.96 0.17 17.43 1.23 0.18 0.67 0.20 30.48
RFW/g 0.99 0.13 0.53 0.14 25.96 0.76 0.07 0.37 0.13 36.21
BDW/g 0.15 0.04 0.10 0.02 15.64 0.12 0.02 0.07 0.02 28.10
RDW/g 0.11 0.03 0.06 0.01 19.14 0.08 0.02 0.04 0.01 23.44
BL/cm 12.11 4.43 9.00 1.22 13.58 9.13 1.07 5.37 1.64 30.57
RL/cm 11.51 3.91 7.83 1.31 16.66 7.00 1.63 4.10 0.98 24.00

TE:GP, R HFH G GR, & H 2 BEW, 28 6 i REW  AREFH  BDW, 2F T RDW MR BL, 2F KGRL R . R
Note: GP, germination potential; GR, germination rate; BEW, bud fresh weight; REW, root fresh weight; BDW, bud dry weight;

RDW, root dry weight; BL, bud length; RL, root length. The same as following
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Fig. 3 Frequency distribution of 8 indexes of salt tolerance of 332 oat germplasms
H:(A)STI-GP, & MR IEH (B)STI-GR, & 2F R b 5 80; (C)STI-BF W, 2f 6 T it $h 1540 (D)STI-REW , HR f it 2h 45 %0 (E)STI-
BDW, 2 T H it EE 35 4 (F)STI-RDW 4R T H i $h 35 45 (G)STI-BL, ZE K i ER 45 %0 ; (H)STI-RL, AR K it Eh 35 4. FIA
Note: (A) STI-GP, salt tolerance index of germination potential; (B) STI-GR, salt tolerance index of germination rate; (C) STI-BFW, salt
tolerance index of bud fresh weight; (D) STI-RFW, salt tolerance index of root fresh weight; (E) STI-BDW, salt tolerance index of bud dry
weight; (F) STI-RDW, salt tolerance index of root dry weight; (G) STI-BL, salt tolerance index of bud length; (H) STI-RL, salt tolerance
index of root length. The same as following
2.3 MERSA HEAMT R M A EN value, D-value) #EA7AH & MEHr . S5 R B T &
2.3.1 AR MES AT AR A B ST AR X BE R EL WS FE A 2 R 3 2 B A B S R IE A OC(E 3, B
2R BY K& 2 Bt L 35 £ (Salt tolerance index of A IEFR T hFE B S D (E 22 (7]t 28 30 T 2E Y
germination potential, STI-GP) , & # & fif £h 46 kA, i STI-BL 5 STI-BFW 2 [i] ) A ¢
(Salt tolerance index of germination rate, STI-GR) , Mook CAH 96 280 0.92) , 1 STI-GR 5 STI-
2 i M £ 38 %% (Salt tolerance index of bud fresh RFW Z [0 i) A0 e P B 55 (AH S R B0 0.22) . DA
weight, STI-BFW) , # fif 5 i #h 5 % (Salt toler- S ZE A VE MY JHE 22 0 R B R M B A BFE A, STI-
ance index of root fresh weight, STI-RFW) , 2 T & GP,STI-GR 5 DA Z [i] /) A G P 45 55 CHH OC R 8K
i £5 #8 2% (Salt tolerance index of bud dry weight, S 0.30 F10.25), 1 STI-BFW, STI-BL, STI-RL
STI-BDW) , # - T it £ 45 %0 (Salt tolerance index 5 D (B 22 [A] 77 76 2 58 19 1F AH & CHH O 22 %0h 0. 80 LA
of root dry weight, STI-RDW ) , 2 | ifi £k 45 % ( Salt O HokE RECGRY], X = AR PR 6% % R D (H
tolerance index of bud length, STI-BL) , /R £ i £k 5 i3 64.00% mAE R, Wi, STI-BFW, STI-BL I
#4 (Salt tolerance index of root length, STI-RL) K& il STI-RL n] #F Ky % 5 FE 2 05 & ) Mt £5 v 19 56 ft
KR J® PR OB (Weighted membership function 18¥5 .
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F3 #mEEIEIRMERIEE0E A Pearson 13X & S 17
Table 3 Analysis of Pearson correlation between salt tolerance index of oat
STI-GP STI-GR STI-BFW  STI-RFW  STI-BDW  STI-RDW STI-BL STI-RL D-value
STI-GP 1.00
STI-GR 0.77" 1.00
STI-BFW 0.52"" 0.48" 1.00
STI-RFW 0.23" 0.22" 0.48" 1.00
STI-BDW 0.53" 0.47" 0.89" 0.417 1.00
STI-RDW 0.38" 0.37" 0.57" 0.51" 0.60" 1.00
STI-BL 0.58" 0.53" 0.92" 0.47" 0.91" 0.62" 1.00
STI-RL 0.34" 0.317 0.58" 0.56™ 0.56™ 0.57" 0.66™ 1.00
D-value 0.30" 0.25" 0.80" 0.77" 0.78" 0.77" 0.82" 0.83™ 1.00

T : D-value 7R3 AL JE pREUHE ; ++ 3278 B4 5K F R 0. 013U )

Note: D-value represents the weighted membership function value; ** indicates a significant correlation level of 0. 01 (two-tailed)

2.3.2 ERS M X332 HeF BT GEIRY S
IO A i 5 78 B AT 3 4 4 A, KMO £ 56 Fn
Bartlett 3k JE #6 5 4% 2] KMO=0. 85, P<C0. 01, §}i ¥
K bR Z A SRR B, A T AT AR . ARAE M
KF 100 #EBE WA £ R4y, BRT ZTHRE N
75.46 % (F 4, A 8 — F o TR FRAE{H 4. 85,
fift BE 60. 64 %0 19 F AR S 5 55 = F2 40 o1 R RE AR (H
119, ff B 14. 820 MR UAR 7 21 F o0 1 R
Z TR T 75. 00 % B, 8 T % 48 b 1Y K E
WA RO e Sk . STI-RFW A STI-RL &4 —
F AT Y EEAR bR, Ho RS 0.35,0. 315K
5,58 — FE 4T, STI-GP #l STI-GR 1Y #% fif 2 %4

B 0.49,0.50, BEEA B IR AR TE SR — F o K
FE BB IE M AE L, AT DA B 1 1 R 2RI B . R
P 4% B 1 ST R HARE L 2 A A R AR
CE L) AL 43 51 4 80. 36 % F119. 64 % (F 4) .
FEZEAVEH T, R A S5 T R 30 XoF JHE 22 o 1)
it Pk AT PR A AN . D (RO i R
SR, R Z IR AR . AE 332 )y ME A& Fh b, BY 114,
BY158 F1 OA1576-4 %5 34 i Fh i 09 D {8 %% &
(0.59~0. 87>, T > i & WA TS £h B ) #h ok o 5% e
7716.2011621054 Fl Clav6209 %5 48 iy Fft i it D {8
AL (0.06~0.26) , ¥ fir 0 B & A Tif 45 B8 1
(R D,

R4 BEFREMEBEARMERERST S

Table 4 Principal component analysis of salt tolerance-related traits at the germination stage of oats

WA FEAE A Initial eigenvalue LU 7 F 5 A1 Extract square sum load

B
Y 22 Tk R ; N BT 2 R
Principal A (i T JRBUPESE gy AT ARSI
. . Cumulative variance . . Cumulative variance
component Eigenvalue Variance percentage/ % Eigenvalue Variance percentage/ %
percentage/ % percentage/ %
1 4.85 60.64 60.64 4.85 60.64 60.64
2 1.19 14.82 75.46 1.19 14.82 75.46
3 0.70 8.77 84.23
4 0.46 5.76 89.99
5 0.41 5.06 95.05
6 0.23 2.85 97.90
7 0.10 1.30 99.20
8 0.06 0.80 100.00
£S5 EHRSEFHEAERE
Table 5 Principal component factor loading matrix
By e e . . . . . .
- STI-GP STI-GR STI-BFW STI-RFW STI-BDW STI-RDW STI-BL STI-RL
Principal component
1 —0.20 —0.21 0.17 0.35 0.15 0.25 0.16 0.31
2 0.49 0.50 0.09 —0.26 0.11 —0.10 0.11 —0.16
2.3.3 RESA FHNRGRIMITE X 33240y B ward kAT RGERE M, 530 1Y WK B

MEAZ Bl A D AT I . HE TR,

B 5 BF K 332 173 JHe 22 i it B 4] 43 5 A AT
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Fig.4 Evaluation of the salt tolerance of 332 oat germplasms using cluster analysis
TE 1A g 0 2 280 5 T A 66 280 5 TUL Sy v 5 30 28 5 TV O SR80S 5 VO s SR UL B B — A 2 S B AR — A i & i s
Note: I, highly salt-tolerant type; II, salt-tolerant type; III, moderately salt-tolerant type; IV, salt-sensitive type; V, highly salt-sensitive type.

Each Roman numeral in the figure represents a oat variety
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Fig. 6 Correlation diagram of salt tolerance index of each
index of 6 oat germplasms under two years of environment
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Note: y refers to the salt tolerance index of 8 indicators in 6 germ-

plasms in 2023, x refers to the salt tolerance index of 8 indicators in 6

germplasms in 2024
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Fig.7 Distribution of salt tolerant Avena sativa 1.. and Avena nuda 1.. in 332 oat germplasm resources
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