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ABSTRACT

Sunflower (Helianthus annuus L.) is an important oilseed crop that is
cultivated worldwide because of its high-quality oil and rich in linoleic acid.
The present study is a review of the effects of salinity on morphological and
physiological traits, resistance mechanisms, breeding, and agronomic methods
to deal with salinity tolerance in sunflower. Sunflower is classified as semi-
tolerant species. The negative effects of salt stress on sunflower include
browning of root tips, reduction of cotyledons and root proliferation, leaf
surface, accumulation of dry matter, yield, and seed oil content. Salt stress
also leads to a decrease in CO; absorption, transpiration rate and stomatal
conductance, and photosynthetic capacity in sunflower. The resistance
reactions to salinity stress in sunflower include: modulating the expression of
oubain-sensitive ATPases through calcium, delaying the degradation of
membrane proteins of oil bodies, increasing serotonin and melatonin,
increasing the expression of nitric oxide, increasing S-nitrosylation of
cytosolic proteins, increased content of lipid peroxide, activity of glutathione
peroxidase, and the abundance of heme oxygenase-1 (HO-1) in the cells
around the secretory channels. Among the important breeding approaches to
cope with salinity stress in sunflower are the identification of HT089, HT175,
HT185, HT215, HT216, and HT227 salinity resistance genes, the
identification of H. paradoxus as the most salinity resistant species, the
production of HA429 and HA430 lines tolerant to salinity, the transfer of the
TaNHX2 gene from wheat to sunflower that improved its salinity tolerance
and the identification of genes involved in salinity stress in sunflower by next
generation sequencing technology. The results of this extensive study will be
important in achieving a comprehensive plan for sustainable improvement of
yield and quality of sunflower oil under salt stress conditions.
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5 ol sleady) JSis ials ddy) dis A5, (S8
ol odalie (A5 plinzg) o y20) J5 plinsg; Wl
Moy Fo U (gyeh (0 cov b,k LblS el
(bl 4 gldlp Cpp ol o) UIS cuns Sials
» Jsl sy (Gogna & Bhatla, 2019) cuwl i ssaliw
Ao g b ot (iulsr 1, Sldl S5 482

sl 2lo (VLCFAS) sl jlos 055 b o slotpul b
b (VV:e) 59 JiSits S3giljo8 90 el b (V210) Sdgiljssil
WL A CusBge 4 (AD) bajlygles lhwg al8ed sbanigy
A) Staslgunses Sl (VA A) Silg) daol b L5550 a6L5)
A) Sdgid spl 4y Syl sl imd LS5 1) (VA
& Jeato Sl glos Jos U jiy o dgde i (VA
el ol 358 s (VAN A) Silend apwl 4 sLis
TAG de s sl (S05glnesed joe (mdiz ) jide 02
NO dauwly b £y D—jlstnsd il ER ;3 NOVO
0> (HX) dpd S51350 danly b (155 (sl oo ks
Js (b ((Bhatla & Gogna, 2021) ;| ouis a8,5) x5l
5 oMo Glaslaml ol oyl (oloiiy
€ Rl 3 sd G54 gl odssm
Bgamd gl g 9 Syt duST gMe (glo jiiSan
3 ooll) (Yge e V1) NaCl it eoss > (SOD)
g donl il s e ole (Arora & Bhatla, 2017
L abls Jsho g5 lops 4 NO Lug SOD
©3Bgd 5 Sles cunle S o 0)lsl layl (3,Ses (gjlolis
L 9300 oanlite o] clal 4y atly (HhmsSTi3l 5 9)
JE NO jgas b cov yite jb 4 SOD (slap d3.|
.(Arora & Bhatla, 2017 | ulidl) 3,5 o

9905 (35198080 5 SIgh 1
18 ST & Khos

» b 95 (Helianthus annuus L) s, K3l s

sl sl 5l eolatwl b i o lis (gye 5 4 oo
4 Joiodeg Jpame Sy plywar ()Rl (15 Joos
b Lo (Gogna et al., 2020) 546 0 (snatb (59
Aby p odalie b sl 4 e o,S0LE] 5 g9 )
Oz g iy g 4 iS5 el ol ol Gl sl e
e blS 1 cul bl 3 bady, S ubiclosd
St 3 35 5 3 S b 1alS dacSy (55,50) (S g
NaCl s 1.(Gogna & Bhatla, 2019) 555 0 el 4
25 ol cble 4 anals Bies o, Sl el Jlesls L3, 5
oS sme Jsb 1 wre o225 NACH Yoo oo 1Y+ L Lo
ol eedMe b ssalin ady, o 4 iSO el

g adyy » N&" sae (bgn @ el NaCl s
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slcis) b awlie p olus slacdsy p (5 o)l
Katerji et al., 1994; Flagella ) cusl 034 o 5505 polis
et al., 2004; Di Caterina et al.,, 2007; Jabeen &
ois a4 Jeos b gy Glas Y Jeds 45 (Ahmad, 2012

Gl ly plS LUly Syt 3,5 0 L8 )9 LT
>8hes ialS g 0 Jlae o dom g 4l Ll SB 1O
ol 5l S saxie Gldlles gbs (L et al., 2020) cuw!
oS8 Gl Clio gl gy y50 g IR o
(b b e (Sl ol ged Sy paw dlesl
> 9035 &b €5y line g iy 3 Shas @iy ;5 &by 5 Sles

ub)i:bl 2 g S Jeod by lagye Olaw 39 Jg»

Slaw )
9 g Hussain and Rehman (1993)
i dlg jasls Prakash et al. (1993)
Siles 4y asls Singh (2000)
S o3lo g Ashraf & Harris (2004)
o My F Lexer et al. (2004)
o My als Fernandez-Martinez et al. (2009)
Ay, A5, Seiler (2012)
FERR IR Skoric (2012)
Sy s Sy Li et al. (2020)
G £l (2020 Wenhui et al.)

FAO, ) cuwl osd osaliv juiwsd (e o LidlS wpe
o )10,k eli)l > lyus 50 cladlks 4> (2016
oAl 5igd £ 5 L mes (Y o j3 Sitd ole 9 Sy
3 G 69y a5 olayls S0kl ol LS g ceushy cdlae
ol g b ol 5 Sles ialS dg 038 Wby S s
Wen-Zhi ) 55 bagye (sjimwsd cud b als L el jials
Gk il Ol Gl (S g g0 sla i (et al., 2014
Sbcudgie b Sl jiwsd cplplo g 03,568 ) boady,
<95 (Noreen & Ashraf, 2008) s4i 0 s,k
Jd Soje 9 Sy cwls GLIEIL ) g el
Sy paw ials 0 Ylasl g wmd o ials O o
s 3,5 (Acosta-Motos et al., 2017) .sb awsly s
o bl 53 s, Kolidl cusls’ a8 13,8 gl (1390) il
P b Gl (Verd) Sexje g shise uiiopen
s s Sy el clale Sl Sy b Sl

o 13 ST K 5999 8 (Slagests
Sogw

L bye Jelse 5 chnd a4l SB (Goml Joily tals
(S35 gokaw ) olS 9ei 9 ad) 1 (6)9d GG pie OISl
Rasool etal., ) x,li5 o x5 olS S 5 JsSUge ¢ oliondion
prdgilie (Il (pimen 9 badjgy (i b ()98 (2013
Maia et al., ) sad o (ials |y jiuwsd ¢ op)S 5 (olowignd
Glweid yials 4 e LS 0 (e cplpls (2016
oS by, calie g B (Jdg)ls uiluold
5 Sy e il (o, Kl olS g9, (slanllans 55 (2019
Sagd G5 oAb GRlBl L Sy Jde)ls lgme ials
LS (Anwar-ul-Haq et al., 2013) cool 635)5 ssalie
OO olS (slaS s Jido)lS (dlyime 5 g alls gt
Coul 00 55 55 5% cllllas 3 )98 i Jles! b
» (Hameed et al., 2013; Achakzai et al., 2015)
Sy ol () Cla el Jdsay (6)5d (A5 byl
Jole aw pl 5l S 5 b g (olendsd cudils oo 5 Sl
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pda ) Cunl (S b oSge cpl &5 w2 o i Anled

G 3 63 A5 o5 oSl slaJlaghs 4 5,
plucl gaal oo e cul Son sl azild
Grsd i cod bl yes Jsb Ll el Vi
Pigm 3 oo yide I 45 39 00 sl (pl iy 295 00
Bhatla et al., ) xil oo, Kldl 5 5ot ¢ ifg, pluc]
50058 predplio s b Ylainl (i gMe g (yigig e (2021
o dBesly oy o jl lp gems1 Bl plgiear Jos L L
Ui Joos (RNSY) b 55 slosisS 5 (ROS) o
Zhao et al., 2019; ) auS o Wl LS 4 1) Liwsjps
L owggm wew ot Lilsél (Kaur et al., 2022
D9dte (o yiuwd g Ay Ay 40 e I il lacudgie
F b g @oos Cawl olpon ady) sla ol 4 (s
oo 1y oS! jiwgn Ylaisl ol il > o) e L
adsy (sl oo 53 Baos (5 51 (8L igig e Cogusy 5 on
& ol byl bl gload 29y plual g 4y
hw @wlie jsbay (Mukherjee et al., 2014) sa> .o
S B bbbl G55 bS5 5 ostle
U esbgl silwgen Joas 4 Gl 3 g 5 puS]
035 U5 o, Sl e Jlils el ;5 NaCl s 5
Cogs WS &S Cawl 0 asuie (Kaur et al., 2016) ¢!
(HIOMT?) jlauily Jo-O- Jguil wSgyhn clld p
25 3B gt &5 cyigido Sihungn )3 553 (SIS o5l
3,35 o 55U sl N-acetylserotonin jl sgMe JuSois
b Sl e weMe (Kaur & Bhatla, 2016)
1Sy 5 (OH) JeuSgynn JISGo] ROS s ot
(ONOO") s STy 5T] RNS 5 [(H202) 5950
SRSk b ) [(LOO) JeuSTyy Joly 5 ST Sy
B 2,8 (Pisoschi & Pop, 2015) &S 15 jew maiiane
95 i 3 b a5y lae b gan b Y aut) clizie )
2 doh a2 e «yed A She S e dblie
&S el (6ypd G5 S (0 5118 ady G she CunMians
5 oS an) (Boxe a9 p9l (JSew sp 2 OEFge
NaCl jl (50 (igigpe jmg scnlpli 90 55 (polisisn
Ololyd zezd ciliie jobdy ol A b, Xl ela Jlely y

4. Reactive nitrogen species
5. Hydroxy indole O-methyltransferase

il 6yes a5 s 4 hate 5 o1 (sbaiyel L 5 il
ol 4Bl

ST 9 ol Sl p (Sied i W
RIER I g KW g
blyd Cod o sitn oSl ] pgMe o (pigig e
weals QLS 3 1) (i G5 Joo8 g L o0 Mg S
9 e Fagm ly Slegiy Jelse (lgin a8 o
.(Moustafa-Farag et al., 2020) cuwl LS » ygdle
e g Jhwgn p wgde «)ed OIS Job
A Sy sl 5 Sl sl a8l glagygeyen
oialil 1y dalie lawas) sl Glae ! el o)li8
b (698 G5 by &5 olaef ly rizren g da3 e
Sy (Arora & Bhatla, 2017) sas o Lilidl 1) 04 oo
B Ggeygr Fhws sl addl cladre Blo 5 Ay,
Mukherjee et ) wiws ypbggm ¢ bS] 5l (pas]
pilis (igispe Mg Jges (o3l claals (al., 2014
Bgin 5 Y (ol jsbar miua S il 9 ;) ealil
b omliny & Gbgny s & (TDCY) S8
s o8 (TOHT) M gyam 0 (ool i 5 WS o0 i
<S5 (Kaur et al., 2015) 1S o U pogigpm 4 1y o
S ypuo 5 Oladsl alats G odad i ol
Sl ¥ Jgial g5 4 e (Sly ol ol ol Sl
[(Cellini et al., 2020) 355 0 (pggpe b (IAAT) sl
S 9348 B) (g pe 5009, gaw (ial38l ey ()98 L5
5 (N-acetyl 5-methoxytryptamine) -o5Me g ((pobi 5
il e 5 adyy » bl Colite olad miy
23w 3 b Jsdse cpl 3yl Jlais] g 0 s, S0
O Sl ) b a5l gy98 ) A6 SYebo s
el NaCl i (Gogna & Bhatla, 2019) wusl auily
O] slaledly 5> g g (g Susn i3l
Kaur ) sbee ol ji 4l o Gl L oS 29 oo
sy plual 13U L S0 b Tals ol ST o la Jske
(Gogna & Bhatla, 2019) cuwl bie (s i cov

1. Tryptophan Decarboxylase
2. Tryptamine 5-hydroxylase
3. Indole 3-acetic acid
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byl 4> (Hasanuzzaman et al., 2013) cul (54
g OSBl GaSy 3 W)l sagn ol s)sd
W Slegs Wk Sy S5 9SS Jgtee 5 NS
LSy 4 Gy by Job ) bies bady; buwy ol Cls
ob,S3l > (Tavakkoli et al.,, 2010) wgi o Jitie
A S sy Bioe (6358 (5 4 Gl 0 Sy ol
» 8" zezs .(Nejadalimoradi et al., 2014) 395 o0 sbox]
5 Siwgd 2l (J8g)lS < 5 e alS s sl
bl See ol amd o ialS ) Lol egilsS 3 Slas

58

Tavakkoli et ) w3L PSH " I 51 s )lislo JMUsI" 5
Ca?* 4 K s, Jslws b Na* oYl ekl (al., 2010
4 b g Frwgld @onilyd S oo Jie |y b Johe (S0 ol
S 55 e Sl o Na™ b 65k b pialS 2959
Ali ) cwl (lS 4 (5598 4 Cuoglio JWs! ;5 gadS S
la Joko jINE* jLay ;> Na*/H' sla 5,0 5T (et al., 2016
Craig plett & Maller, ) x,ls i g 59l S5 4
55 by NaCl 5 35 55 pudS (Slixe (2010
WS (o gl ()3l Yl ) Jobe e ol S (0 i
S cuti g L b by glacewl plop Jslo ) oS
(Ssh i cos (Min et al, 2021) uS o clasbre

& d9de braly i oy by Jsle o)led s
S ool o 3 Do Jsbo (s gis Gl 4 s
S 63055k Gl b )9 Joou Sl (sl oyl
b 5 eendS (Nawaz et al., 2010) wsl o9 39l 5
Ll & plg oSy )3 el 2508”0l (sl gyl
< (Gonzalez-Fontes et al., 2017) s 0 Jito
g olS iz lacnd odgicum) om (e (Sased
a3 o L5 a8 5l 3gmg byl 4 bgyye CI g NA™ (glgime
dgo 39508 (s B Cuon Lt Baes ol 13, ials
Gogna & Bhatla, ) cusl cél ;5 (sjeml (55 5 (giae
Bl Bl s )9d JoS g ste (SKiuwesn (2019
3 vy Kkl g g wb, adgl Jsle > Na
&y 20l )5 @lge aaiy, (Mukherjee & Bhatla, 2014)
P et e olS jwle 0 e sl Jsl
@il ol cbdile 5 bady, asl ol (clacieus
88 el (Sg Cuow plp 3 2lop <l I L el

o g i (g S > 668l opl (Basu et al., 2021)

Ay llpd cod bady) (Bgpe sladiun 9 523 )3 (gl
el 698 loss (Jlocnl b 2980 oaalia (NAC) (25 9
g S adg) sloady) w5 oo o o gezw
ol @y ol HIOMT gdle jrse » Jds wjl
Ay gl NaCl jgas 53 adl (390 sloazals slaad

.(Gogna & Bhatla, 2019)

O18 TLET 38 by Lo 35 Sagd i W
Wile (908 polic MIS (oo (o ()98 5 Lulyd > plals
sl s 5l Jlbope g Byl cuna 1, CaZt 5 K
z>5 (Mansour, 2023) suS” Glaal CI° g Na™ wile o
2 oyl gy lacend 3 0l maw gy
Ebrahimi & Bhatla, ) cul i oil; o izo b dulie
ol ady) 5wl 5 midw ols oS (2012
Uil e &S Jb el Cglite ooy a4 b,k
Ay 3l ey Bk ey )0 el @l Gl ) gl
ol onl b el NaCl i joda > axals
Singh et al., ) 315 3525 puwlts & aodas Connd LS il 58]
slon (b S il e glags YL gske (2015
welS i Slsiee il NS o 55l Jsho 13 S
ooy lad jl juin (a2 LB Hoba podbgiw )
gl o 4 0L andS’ (logig (5y9b GG CO ]
G olS o ol sgeS b ablie (g Bgdie @iy o
(Adams & Shin, 2014) i 0 Jite ole> S,
Wgdieo gox jro pid S oko 3 i (o o5 Jby
oy ol adsy oapin) oo > Bae IS zess
sk 53 1y ms 0p (b S5 s blos el
s QoS 3 1) 5 lalyd Jeod cplply S dgi0xe
» 25 oldles (Ebrahimi & Bhatla, 2012) s .
Na* aS” cuol oal> L o, 9 Arabidopsis thaliana (¢,
2 Jeol bcwl Jsho ) chan dbrl Jotue (Lol g
4 it posde gy05 3 o3 el (0, 5 Lgus
sbadobo 1> 25 (lgime 29d 0 bgye 15 215 slagy
Gl okmd Ui & Canl mad ke Sl Ay,
Gogna & ) cul b, Xlsl ad, bwy 1,8 oolite
s 025 d9ae (Bhatla, 2019; Luo et al., 2005

A & 5l STy elS S laend 4 e
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Sa9% 5 Jlas S0 s
ladaby 13 (5)9 G5 4 o) (ASTy adlllas jolateas
oS 3980 ol (lime sl g, I Cuglie sl ool
il e D 3lge ol

b olel Gk o)l @ygoty Sai ageiadlsl (il
b laplals (s b (i Jlesl plin (bgy cnl )3 19 O
Oljee &S (63lg0 yd i Z) S 1 S b5y dgdue
S Sed S5l Cae bl YU L 0ad Jlosl (5555
Sois D9 Jloel SB @ als o a0 Kb J§ &S canl i
s 2l 3l s 1 g (Gl gy G5 sl el (S
s ol CF g Na™ Glo (el e b ol g 9
.(Morsali Aghajari et al., 2020a)

Sl ol Gk 5l et Spgot Sab (Sl (o
Lolls 5 Sww <l sl SB b (g ool 2 5ss
bglseo jl plgise Sl sl il (293 sl (3S25 Iyl
58 o3lisel 5y 355 g S bigls b oAt o 5 S
soateds (6y9 VL golaw )3 & Cwsl g 5 bgy cnl
g ()N Oyge & (5 Jlesl (el (15 5l 65 gl
DS

S d sy dlp (BB Sengie S (2
8 bl 990 cutS Jab Sl )l olS sl oY o singy
olainl Soggyid 5 A cusS )l plpls 9 5,8
ot Sl poyp Car Gl bbb ol 2 235
w»f e 13 1) ()9 (A5 «(5)9 092 (i 9 (S
S Ygane ooy cnl 3 &S bl a8 sl plalS 4 glo
oS a8yl Y (ale dlge A sl Wil Jolore
dsloee cal )3 1) b 3550 (6)98 Ol I 980 oalatl
Jsloe (3l5n (52 3)lse (Bn cale) a4 Y Ll o) Jlosl
il e St S5

CuiS b 13 1) (6)98 W lF e (R el cuiS (3
CuiS laee a5 3 85 B cpl @ )8 Jlosl 15 badigelsy)
S ) e 95 edlatul (5)98 (5 dbxl (sl NaCl )
sl s 5 PEG2T5 ¢ Jsia g «Jsisle tisle Waculgan]
2,8 o3kl Gl e 5lai )90 (6 jeul HLt

B ()98 ghaw fFoliste (5)9 gslaw jI e Cliios 5
Jiuo (Habibi et al., 2020) (AS/M) yio » wiesjpm A 5
D+ o zolaw (Temme et al., 2020) Yoo Lo Vv

S (BedgSl (IS jgba) Glals atyy o ol bl
5 o slacdl | cladlrs (gl (6)90 Jood pre puilSes
Bl el 0 B e gl ol s
O zos> &l ATPases K g Na* asle P g4 ATPases
g olRiolofl j3 oo, Solisl Joli cilises yalS 13 gates
5 Sobpngas Wl QLSS I elitel Ll
Keisham et al., ) cool o awyy wiloysld ewcab
sl g awn > LATPase .(2018; David et al., 2010
Gpd i ot Sl slaazalS claady) olowdl
5 Jojgim ol > NT/K® (LolS bis p3 9 ) )8
de ) e g elS b B ds
Keisham et ) .S’ o (s p55l> gl & ol sATPase
Gub 3l o JB 5 Je mebas S plateas (al., 2018
S5 G35 S ol Kol claJleih adyy slo sk
Guie glacwdhgisyn ) » (Voltage clamp) 5Ws o5
KBSH- 14 y0) (5)95 4 pglio oo, S0l (slaaty) I ond
&S wi odmlie J(Hryvusevich et al., 2021) . plool (53
aly) sl Gl glis julw > G cole
S U 5 K Sy 048 90y sl JUS Lawgs s, 5oLl
b Jlegls 15, 9 s walas (NSCCSY) lswsilé sasls
2 (Al 4y B8 5 JSsSsn B Ysb) b Sl
L & il 29 (CACl2 Yoo Jio ¥) (2)1 Ca*" >
4 wles 15l Na* (ltNSCC dawlsa; Na* pea yials
Comlen Jobo 2,6 CaZ" () o .ol g ye Cal*
Silsdl 1y (KORS?) K* gy oaiSeMal sl JUIS Na*
e gl 1 K'Y cpb cans o amspy was e
il g Jnl sy oo Jlas 4 J(Hryvusevich et al., 2021)
OISl 3 (6598 4 Jood bl ) (gere R 93 ol
olE o (YVi) awl SglisSl sy o ey )b
it d2lge (655 T b oS (5)eh 4 eles bSO
4 poles LS ) ol (VL gl )l (e JiSw i
Sl 235 b Lid el p sl (Sn (59
syt g JiS /,S0L25 lgises Vlazs! 35 (1811 A) s

(Gogna et al., 2020) xS’ o Jos (555 4 Coplus

1. Nonselective cation channels
2. K+ outwardly rectifying channels
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«layj (Skoric, 2009, 2012, 2016) Wy pslie (sygu
Jisl & beye H. paradoxus lS > (gysi & Joxcio
L 55 cnl B3l sy b ol ple ol S 5 puoliy
> H. petiolaris 4 H. annuus ..ol o iol38l (69
il ool 1y e 5 olsy Jil o attn a3
WS S L ed 4 @l bas cal e g
H. blS & cul os asin (Edelist et al., 2009)
H. 5 H.annuus slaassS jl yiin plpes paradoxus
Welch & Rieseberg, ) swa gpslie ()5 4 fetiolaris
i oY 93 (USDA) sascie &Y (55,5li8” o)lj9 (2002
sl L H. annuus 4 H. paradoxus lags oo (S0
SUSiid g 690 & Josio a5 5,8 511 HA430 4 HA429
5l i (Miller & Seiler, 2003; Singh, 2006) s
o oyl )3 (6)98 (5 4 Jertie sloaip [slacyY
0 d)?jé“?' Y Jos o Llodds Eyre Aisee pdiste bawgd
H. argophyllus (¢)sé Jooo (Y411) o) Ken § Koy s
gyl awyp cpl ) 23,8 awslie H. @NNUUS b g (owyp 1,
& e Cudgin) Su g Joob (093] Sline yire S
Ausle 150-Seq (gy5ls 5l eolazwl L H. argophyllus
Gogd G5 4 598 STy 90 b ady) o Sy il o]
&S obyi g Cul P wlus (D 4 Cand didyy g Bl lis
Sl (g g plete C8L 93 (pl G Wlodd las
gl jiw g ded JWl 5 jiw 4 bgape S )3 oddiplass
5 (MSLTP) ad olaidlyd JWsl 5uigy) sis il
593 g ((MSMO1) Y jbgeslsie Joyl Jute
OnlSgen o)) Weboe mlal adyy & by
wile %03 badye wulyd (pdiz 5 239 (NSHD) s jon o
o5 bl Cod 5 oo 5 S (JUES Sl slaanlyb
aS 13,8 dlpddus (Yo) o)) e g lg il 08 ol (55945
Gy e uulE S sl o Homollis asslys dluiis 4655
GBS Ml a3l (5)98 5 & polie Slay] (ludilan
iy oass alolid ly 350 6 b)e sahs, jl b
il gy lpa cas Mbe oy sl & saiSlal
Sly S50 ojlul gl (Mol (sl g, g Mt (Sl j
A8 oolawl ¢ £y ob)i)‘[’;éi slcwss 4 by opl k!
Ol &5 2838 pllid |y o5 i (V++0) o)l 5 oY
S 3 S o e maS Jgts 1) g
HT185 HT175 HT089 :ouis olols sy .l

zokw {Temme et al., 2019) ;Yoo Lo Yoo o VO« Ve
\Y (Taher et al., 2018) ,Ygo Lo YO+ 5 VO b
Yo o V¥ (Rauf et al., 2012) oy (puiosj owd
Cubd g b ol d ao (Aslam et al., 2021)
9 + (Morsali Aghajari et al., 2020D) o p  juiosj owd

@/vedSm?t g /oY EC L plp yud 5 p)S lee Oee-
2 e jowd ME o ¥IA /0 o (Ramadan et al., 2019)

Cawl 00 oalésw! O‘.))i{lf.éi @ i Jlesl caa o

S99 5 4 Cuglie Sl (el SB35
OIS ST 5o
PGl b g b (gypd & awgte Jood ol Sl
b (15305) soicd oSl gy sble 51l
5 oSl 3 il 5 Slae ity (6y9 S 0 15 bawsgo
slgoee (ol @S (S (g0 lgizme il Sl I (S
Syewlp plal 09 wSuts oole goosi ((Jobo (sl oy
Al 5 )d (S8l Lopd iy Ay Sy 9, Sy sy b
dlsed lye ) walS 5 iy g Job 28 e 48 Lk
dlsyo 3 oh294 0,1 ) (6y98 Joos (slp B Jlins
Edelist et al., 2009; Hussain & ) 3,5 eslitwl axals
» Pl S (Rehman, 1993; Lisanti et al., 2012
iy sbass Ju «yed 4 Jootie pB)l sl o
Abe clays wlgs o el b o, sl o Ssl5a ol
WS plolid s olpar laacky cln ) )9d 4 Joos
sobdy g woille 4555 pais (Miller & Fick, 1997)
Hoo e plyisar S0 wid) )98 oS > (anb
GV Sy i 0ls 9 Sy Sbls gl a5 paradoxus
OIS s g 5N sSens yed sl ML 53 (o3bj d> bl
Byl (s plply S o iy K 50l sdoxie YU 5
H. H. paradoxus ..ol awsl 1) (gyes Joos sl sl
Bble () SB) e iy H. annuus 4 debilis
Seiler et al., 1983; Chandler & Jan, 1984; ) ,si Sbls

Miller 1995; Edelist et al., 2009; Hajjar & Hodgkin,
L1y e Jooo cppyYL H. paradoxus sy (2007

5 Helianthus debilis s> oLz 1300 MM > uleons
clale b faile o5 b 1y 63V Joou 3 o9 H. @nnuus
SW 5l ol s b lis NaCl [Yee (Jwo A--

@ 3¢5 opdlly 5l i plpes H. paradoxus b ol Skl
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HB-12 a5 ob i dasess Jdso 5 s )8
5 wsjomw Vgamme HB-12 L o5 bls)l s, 5kl
obe & ol ol Real-time PCR 3JUT )l (558455
ol b g (ABA) Sl dsl ()98 bawg HB-12
wile caliseo (slapliil )3 o] olo g 98 0 Wl (PEG) JsSulS
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