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2.3 NaCl #1 HAs W E &= X8 # # F 85 & 80 %
XF NaCl fil HAs 520 T BB M 7 & 28 k4
B 2R R R SRR B AT SR R T £ 40T
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Table 3 Two-factor ANOVA analysis of NaCl, HAs and their interaction on

percentage of germination indicators of H. ammodendron

2% T i KRN RS % V- e 2 AR RAFHREL

F P F P F P F P
NaCl 5 160.819 0.000 60.815 0.000 87.148 0.000 57.684 0.000
HAs 4 17.206 0.000 5.71 0.001 11.715 0.000 4.011 0.006
NaCl X HAs 20 1.176 0.036 0.873 0.026 1.105 0.039 1.086 0.038
w® % 60
B 90

NaCl 5 HAs B Z %t 42 42 F ] & 1 52 i 4
K1 PR,

M T a5, it 100~700 mg/kg HAs ¥Jfigdi
R R AT &R, H P AE 0.1,0.3 F1 1.0 mol/L

a

100 [ abT
S
J
80-_1_
\ 7 T
= \
= 601 [N
# (1IN
\
iR \
o 40 §
N
\
\
20 §
\
\
o LLIN | |

0.1 0.3 0.5 0.7 1.0
NaCli f&/(mol « L)

TR

N\
0.5

NaClik &/(mol « L™)

) NaCl ¥ BT it FHAS [5) 5 52 19 HAs Y86 35 2 55
BRI B & K 4E 0.5 Al 0.7 mol/L NaCl ¥ Ji&
T HAS Jiti o BB 2 &5 #8248 Bl 1 W & 2L (I W 3
P (p=>0.05),

100 [ HAsHE Fi &
(] 0 mg/kg
[ 100 mg/kg
80 r 400 mg/kg

Il 700 mg/kg

S 60t B3 1000 mg/kg

R

iR

X 40}

20+

0.1 0.3 0.5 0.7
NaCli f&/(mol » L)

—
(=]

50

40

$
N
\

& L

B w0 §
= \
i \
o 20} \

N
§
\
\
\
\
\

0.1 0.3 0.5 i 1.0
NaClik &/(mol « L)

10 +

77zz7zz222222222222%%

B 1 AEEEDR(HAs) S EX NaCl JyE TREM FRF R AFE FTHLFEXRMLFHEHNZI

Fig.1 Effects of different humic acid (HAs) treatments on germination rate, germination potential, mean

germination rate and germination index of H. ammodendron seeds under NaCl stress
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Fig.2 Effect of humic acid (HAs) on young seed roots of

H. ammodendron under NaCl stress
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Fig.3 Effects of different humic acid (HAs) treatments on
biomass of H. ammodendron seedlings under
NaCl stress
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