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Responses of grape (Vitis vinifera L.) antioxidant system to salinity
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Abstract. Salinity is one of the important environmental factors that limit plant growth and product. Grapes are
classified as salt sensitive plants. This paper attempts to evaluate the salinity effects on membrane lipid peroxidation,
antioxidant components and antioxidative enzymes activity in four grape genotypes (Vitis vinifera L., Gharashani,
LaaleBidaneh, Sachagh and Shahroodi) that commonly grow in the regions around Urmia Salt Lake. We came to the
conclusion that malondialdehyde content and antioxidative enzymes activity increased significantly (P<0.05) in roots
and leaves of all these genotypes. Gharashani and LaaleBidaneh genotypes showed higher antioxidative enzymes
activity and lower membrane lipid peroxidation. Also, salinity had a significant effect on the accumulation of total
phenolics content and phenylalanine ammonia lyase activity in all genotypes. Gharashani genotype showed the highest
total phenols and PAL activity. There was a significant positive correlation among antioxidant enzymes activity, total
phenolics content and PAL activity in leaves of all genotypes. It seems that Gharashani and LaaleBidaneh genotypes
have a better antioxidant system compared with others and show higher efficiency for salinity tolerance.
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Fig. 1. MDA content in leaves (A) and roots (B) of four graps Vitis vinifera L. (Gharashani, LaaleBidaneh, Sachagh and

Shahroodi) at different salinity treatments (Control, 25, 50 and 100 mM NacCl). Bars are the means =+ standard Error.
Different letters indicate significant difference (p<0.05) between treatments in each genotype.
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Fig. 2. Catalase activity in leaves (A) and roots (B) of four grapes Vitis vinifera L. (Gharashani, LaaleBidaneh, Sachagh
and Shahroodi) at different salinity treatments (Control, 25, 50 and 100 mM NaCl). Bars are the means + standard
Error. Different letters indicate significant difference (p<0.05) between treatments in each genotype.
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Fig. 3. Ascorbate peroxidase activity in leaves (A) and roots (B) of four grapes (Vitis vinifera L.; Gharashani,
LaaleBidaneh, Sachagh and Shahroodi) at different salinity treatments (Control, 25, 50 and 100 mM NacCl). Bars are the
means =+ standard Error. Different letters indicate significant difference (p<0.05) between treatments in each genotype.


http://dx.doi.org/10.21859/acadpub.nbr.2.1.64
https://dorl.net/dor/20.1001.1.24236330.1394.2.1.7.4
https://system.khu.ac.ir/nbr/article-1-2518-fa.html

[ Downloaded from system.khu.ac.ir on 2024-04-29 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.24236330.1394.2.1.7.4 ]

[ DOI: 10.21859/acadpub.nbr.2.1.64 |

69/%4

Naser Abbaspour et al. Grape antioxidant & salinity

Gasd 5 3559 (gt (BT s S0 5 p3pslie ol

sedhee 00 5 Y0 oo S8 50 (650 Slasled 3550 53 05

a5 3 gae NaCl

Treatments L las

[ Control sabi 350 mM NaCl
El2s mMNaCl  EB100 mM NaCl

ol 5 L L gal G (18 i

[

(Sl 3 Ouliy

PAL Activity of Leaf (mmol cinnami: _ncidf;ngpl‘n.lpp

28 e s pd Sl | g

) 1w g b TP
Gharashani LaaleBidaneh Sachagh Shahroodi

Genotype «uisl)

GAE/FW)

1

¥4

(5 00 28 Ly el SIE L8 Ly &

(

Total Phenolics Contents of Leaf

& g PAL cidld g J J& Slgomo

dar & 5n b LS 5 Sl 8BTS s
Goss Cou S b gl (AF S2) Cils Lo s
S 5 n e Sl 5 (Slho B Glac 5.8l a5l
Slama 53 sl (Uals 51 i ol s VO 5 VIV i 5 &)
I ARIAE PRt gy Lt

5 Ul &en 53 1) (PAL) SUIL 5T VT b Cdles (5555
so 8y Sl oy i (B JS2) 58 W b g5 den
(als 1 i AF) wsedalin Vo mM NaCl s gl
o2 S 5 US UB Slgme Sl oS sl 0l GLM 6T
S5 (P<0.05) Hls gme aliy fo 5 Olrle oS s)
Sosh Sl aer o Sl 5 el s o sl
oo s s PAL 3T Clle Clys gl gne
(p<0.05) 5 gre Sloo 3 5 Blrle Glacs 55 L (935 ,als

Treatmentst juas
o
B 50 mM MaCi

Bl 100 mM NaCl

40 A

Py Adlaw dabw
Gharashani LaaleBidaneh  Sachagh

Genotype cuisi)

SR
Shahroodi

o ) Vitisvinifera L. ;K1 5 55 e B) &5 1 5L paT 5VT J5 s 5 (A) &5 5 (5 035 p 5y deleSIE 08 o) IS 5 (sl gmea —F IS

Cog o s a Ol 1y Hlae gt - Kle bar (NACl Jga Lo Vor 500 (YO (i) Gop Calies = glaw )3 (6350l 5 Blarle il Jal Gl

Ll Tukey 05057 Gilles w55 2 53 bsles 5w 0<0.05) Hls sre sl Bl O i a5, Calien

Fig. 4. Total phenolics content (A) and phenylalanine ammonia lyase activity (B) in leaves of four grapes (Vitis vinifera
L.; Gharashani, LaaleBidaneh, Sachagh and Shahroodi) at different salinity treatments (Control, 25, 50 and 100 mM
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