.ﬂ D

Basrah Journal of Date Palm Research \ = smaill ddii Slogd Byl Ao
Volume 25 Issue (1) 2026 55N 1816-0379 orlnglir]?le)RISSN:3005—3722 2020 (1) sl 25 o
ol 450, o) 450N Ay gunsansll bilaia) (b cllunild) Gaslag dxisa) palaal) dila) il
lall algay) cal dauudll Phoenix dactylifera L. i) JAS
Sl Gea ¥l ae s e dge Jlie Jadld alla L
B8 padi by adl dealade 3l A GHhaal) duing Al o
aqgeel.suhaim@uobasrah.edu.iq: Ju) ) Gl
Ladal)

20262025 saill ansse A iyeadl daals — de 3l IS —(Foall Luving Aid) aud 3 Alal) duball Cyal
s oal Jias Jild e ald) slea¥) B Caisd b bl (melag dieY) Galea¥h (il Ll Al g
3SHaL Gl asla g (Max amino) (glad juasiue alasiuly dgne¥) (bl ge zade oo 3805 580 4
plaally (3l B cans Apall) el (s il 48l A8LA dygan pal laall & 17 pale (200 5100 50)
Cmalay Sy L) (mlea¥l 1l aale 200 585 Gl o) Aabal) il cuelal. o ey 10 3855
fasal Jame el slhe) ool Gun sl Giia el Jias Jildl £on geSl) cliall gt ) <l bl
5.446 iy I A9 Gl e 3L gsine el cubel dllds Tae aale 5.318 cualyy S Jig <0
bt s Sile 3.766 iliy ssine J ) oyl (mela Ciligine (e Cumia 8 13 Alalaall ) Jaagd WS oz pale
fha Gpend e GSad) 25 ot ahesSile 2,043 Gsiwe i) alad GLAY 3 ol 3 ydse Jaes et
A8l AALE i i LS LAl bl we dlaall %71 Jane il gl Y & AudeY) 45lE i
Ly (e gene () EDLlaal) Jljil 5 43595 Aajs 43 (585 SDS-PAGE 4y cligis pll AljeSl) Jm il 4y
7 sl 2005 cliledle ' 5 aale 100 dlebeall el um cBlabaall G sl bzl dge e alaieYl

() e ganay Blalaall s jail cn 3 %0.8 A5G ey 53k e sana diisal (e

.SDS PAGE bbbl malaciisal (alaale jaill Jiic alall slea¥) : dalbibal) cilalgl)

67


mailto:%20aqeel.suhaim@uobasrah.edu.iq

Basrah Journal of Date palm Research, 2026, 25(1):67-85 85-67:(1)25.2026 . soill i &lsy¥ 3pagll dlse

Introduction PRl

dalal) bl e aaal) 8 GalaiY) il @ld spnall i) (e Phoenix dactylifera L. el Jsis asy
A1y Aplasl) el e b dagal) 2gSU el e GBhall (& axs daug¥1 3805 Wil Jled 8 Adlall audy
.(Diallo, 2005) (5,8 48l jlasl 4)lae dagll) Loss Zaliall Cagplall Jaad e s 5,08 Lol i il Jiail
e (AW i Al Ad)elly 4 s gaSlly Apaldlly 3y pedaall lpanl) e Alule ) Salinity stress dalall alga) sa%
Lyl dasldl slea) ez WS . (Etesami and Noori, 2019) alily Sl paiy Adadiall Cilleall Caling
oda 5 calilall 4y ga pelly 4ilial)l <l a1y Oxidative stress gmts\ Agayly Galaall alga) Jie 4590 Cilalga)
oalids) Cll aal sl i) Mea¥) ey . (Pariharef al., 2015) <l gy sai e S S8 JI ) EY)
Ll pe Ly lagal 578 oLl pail) A5 (ape® Cum salll (e (JgV) gl 8 daliy cbilall 8 Aldiad) saill
deaVl s ) Jalgall eyt Aaglally Calially sylall Jie dabiaall Al Jabsall o aall N (8%
Lodie g lall L) (e saaly 2ty il l) Alud) Wl o diae) =l o (Suhim ef al., 2023)
Glaa o dexd Ol oda desall Glifigpn Cijpad e Cliggp zl) 8 1ol G algadd SBLall (e
s (Hassan et al., 2020) agsall Ll o Lblay Lo il o) Glill o 080 8 gAY ol
Chag)Slly A Jadg)slSl Jie 4y sl ailiadd) (st (8 2elud ) clall (8 sleal) adadl Lealadiul
lhsan ef) cilall e gaadll slgaV) Cagds & dalid) Gylall aal aad LS A0 4830 culigg s ods ol 5S35
Chlas b dala U a (SA) clilialludl Gaeas iy clasa) (e Jie dolill cilisepedl 23 . (ar, 2019
asal ) Gkl o) Vgl ey Lgall GhlgaY) am bl ge g lall 6 AL dabad) @l )lay)
Glagpy) ddaial Gy & Loy clbilall 3 Aially Ayl 40Laslly Lnglpuadll Cililaal) Calide b oSay elbulld)
e Al ) ALYl 4y palal) iyl jlue clife dlluallul) gaes aly @l e sdle 50,0 saliadl
o Sl 9saS (SA) clluadldl (ass Jaay (War ef al, 2011)clall deslie Lawgs Al gAY bl

SL) e inS Jangs (cally Gabelll) dapsally (ally daslally Ciliall) il Cllgal) s Joadlly e lidl 550

68



Basrah Journal of Date palm Research, 2026, 25(1):67-85 85-67:(1)25.2026 . soill i &lsy¥ 3pagll dlse

b ey Les 300V Glaliae Gyt pb e @Sl jal) Jliyy sl Gle alanyg deglall clelinl) bayinl
.(Bari and Jones, 2009) dabuyls 3hs¥ls sl

f ) Al il ) i gl el G5 Sl paill Clia (s aldl dlga¥) el Qi
Aadl) phl) (e 32808 Aol (malag el duadys 3 5ie dplad Cilpantiun aladiul LaseY) (abea) alasiul
At Al Ayl Aypem pell Cliall i DA o dpaldl dlelaall e @ll) sl 2 il Jasd el
el Algay)
Materials and Methods Jaad) &g 3sal)
20262025 saill ausgal cpomil) rala — dedy3l) IS —(3anl Tuaxing Al and it 5 Aubll 02 Cyal
Legie IS (17 pade 2005 100 5 0) 5815 0 Sllodlid) (malag Guise¥) Galea¥l Gl L35 Gy Cioes
aaiinl Ll 3 jenys L geitall sl Chia il Jias Jiled e daglall leaY sjlall BV Cadas b
Loy oWl 3 il %3 Aaghajlls %97 Al (g ps %50 4l (mleal) Max amino glaill jeasiudl)
S5 Aalle ol ud) Byl pe Akl alea il Jias Jiled gy S (i jiial Beaase edadls %100
.1} Yanuny 10
dagpaal) clial)
AL Sy 5
O de 8 A GV e axke 200 padey @lldg (Arnon, 1949)dipl e laldie) JSI Jidg )0kl dasa
Eppendorf ¢ ¢(4a83/3)53 3000) o3Syall Bhall Slea alasinls wdhll Juaiy 53 (sl alasinly (%80) s
Jiase S Cillas lea aladiuly Jiesilh 645 5 663 dumsdl JishY) cuds Lidl sl (5804 R) Jose
06 cNaled) e Taldie] Z80a) Claaall o8 iy Lawll Ll EMCLAB GmbH 48,4 delia UV-1100D
(a2 aale) sang i ye, (Asare-boamah et al., 1986) cuwa

L) (155 X 4uad) aaa X (OD 663)8.02 + (0D 645)20.2 = SN U5 )5

ceasa Ush S die Gpaliaiyl- OD:ua

69



Basrah Journal of Date palm Research, 2026, 25(1):67-85 85-67:(1)25.2026 . soill i &lsy¥ 3pagll dlse

A g gl
GhsY) e a2 0.5 zias iy Kl g SV s & (Watanabe ef al., 2000) & 4 ga sl A5kl gl
74885 550 5000 ey e @Soall Bl Slea aadinly mE Jusd & o333 osle 3 sl %80 we Akl
Sl alaadl A Hlsa¥) cuwlil cudsg Enthrone Reagent ¢y i) callS e Jo 3 43ll canaly . 33y 10 324
e Jsb o dualaiaV) Cud 5 (bl 8 leaumg @llyy ) g o 35 10 5240 2° 100 8l aps e
cegall Galbhall Slea aladinly il 620

3081 A1) iy

& 3 (Bavei et al., 2011) 4 583l diphll e laldie) (333 dansi) (o LI 48 ciliig ) cualain

(7:5 cimsued dlly Moo 0.1 3S5) Tris—HCI (o)l Jolaall sa o 3 an zims GUsY 0 o 0.3 o
13000 4e s 5355 Bkl Llee | cuply ((Phenylmetmanesulfonyl Fluoride) PMSF sale e (g5iadl)
G 5 (Bradford, 1976) 4yl cua K1 4503 cligippll o 8 w8 aadiu) L 38y 10 saals 48833550
el 595 s Jsh e dualiaial)

Ol

e ot 0.5 zie s (Bates et al., 1973) diph e foldie) 45l ciliml) dawsl & clgyd) (gsine 53
e da 2\l Gaals =300 Juady «Sulphosalicylic (3%) gaslal Al Jolaall o Jo 10 3 4 )5l 2
zll Jis 5 Acid Ninhyderine aslall (ayngis Jolaa (0 Ja 2 Glacial acetic acid bl cblal) jaals
520 ase sk Ao dpalaial) se iy @llys Galosll s5ine b 5385 Toluene Gaglsill o da 4 4l apals
(b s e s Sile) sanss Leie e ¢ pmal) Gildadl Slea aladiuly e sils

(MDA) (sgina (g2l 3aus) s

& Ayl e pe 0.5 i &y (Heath and Packer, 1968)4a; k! iy MDA 3ale (30 Aad¥) (ggina i o
4adyfsy50 10000 Zepos WS el b o3 (aaan/0y3s) (%0.1)  Trichloroacetic acid TCA 32l (e Jeo 5

(%0.5) (Thiobaributric acid) TBA 3:k Jdas (w de 4 I =l 00 do 1 Gzl &5 (@lis 5 a4l

70



Basrah Journal of Date palm Research, 2026, 25(1):67-85 85-67:(1)25.2026 . soill i &lsy¥ 3pagll dlse

u»‘..é e.l Sl Az ‘:\.3353 15 EJAl} 4.%\5.3/3)}2 10000 :\.G)-uu LE);\ BJ\A L;)S)A .J)J:a 4::14@5 &_Ll_‘);\ ({..1 (e;;/u)})
ok s e JsassSile sang ) o o5 Siaesili 600 5532 (ase dsk e malll b TacalaiaY]
Y] Adaladdl Cis MDA (g58a0 Clia )

[OD 600 — OD 532]1000
155

.MDA :.Lull Extinction Coefficient ¢lahiy) Jelza =155 3

= MDA ix) sdina

(MsI) LEey) ald ydsa

Lutts and Bouharmont, ) Zipl e slieYL Membrane Stability Indexdsie¥l <l jise Glua o
ASae il Jals clisl) gaiie Shidl sl e de 10 ae LY e a2 0.25 zie @llyy GhY) 3 (1996
A (oY) Beldl) i) Eua AleSl Juagll (uld 8 @lld gl zlay e dele 24 3ad oS5 S Dley)
Bl el 380y ¢2° 25 Bl A o Slimll Cup S il 5 2 90 B Aap Sl (8 8 el pns
Ay Aabed) P e de V) Gl a5 Glaa g Al 36 DAl caytie )y Ayl Juagall

‘;}\J\Ec«bﬂ\
100X | = | = 1 = (%)iiey il i
Al 0 &)

SDS-PAGE 4 aladiuly 411l A<l culisig pll Al Jaa i)

oo blel; SDS-PAGE iy Jimjill (mpad sl e sils Sile 40 3al5 L33 40 cilisiypll padlatind &
oag LKD) A bl LSl Jasil dlee (o iSidl piall e 8 2y Laemmle (1970) 4k
pe die jias dgjall sy die 1 A8 Jad & Photocapt MW V. 10.01 gy aladiuls sl L)
sl Ll dse Glus 5456 dlaleey diidal)l cDlelee Gp Aulially S5 aall ae 2am cadsag
Al Asleddl s Genetic Similarity Index (GSl)

i %2

= sl ALl yise
cte<

glilly 5V Alebeall 3 winl psane = gt 5 ilelaall G Al ajal) e = rua

71



Basrah Journal of Date palm Research, 2026, 25(1):67-85 85-67:(1)25.2026 . soill i &lsy¥ 3pagll dlse

el Qi) Lalaie auy b Caeddialy o sl 4l a8 e lalae) Binary Matrix 45l ddsiias el
UPGAM) Unweighted pair—group Method with Arithmetic Average 4k lasiuly ellyy <Dendogram
Ll yas 4 Fig Tree v. 1.4.3 zaliy a2iuds (genomes.urv.cat/UPGMA AN adgall alassiuly o
s bl D Byl auyl GG apenl)

ibaay) Jalal

42 Randomized Complete Block Design Jal<ll ddlsiall cileladll apaal aladiuly 4adll aaal &
oaslay dlaleall SGI Jaladl 5 Aie¥) GaleaYh dlaleall :J V) Jaladl cplalay  Factorial Experiments alkile
Glla LS SPSS ilaayl zelipll dands dugnall ciliall o cplill Jiss alasinly bl culla el
(2003¢ j2i) 0.05 Jlia) g5t 2l .S.D (g5ina (38 J8 L) Covny dygimall uyiialy il gial)

Results and Discussion dE8lial)g )
S g sl e Gl ssina (R danllad) (alag disl) (alaa¥ly G A0

il ginnny ABLE e Aol e gl andl Ciia el Jis b Gl Gy of (1) Jsas b il Cael)
DSaily ol sl Clisa o BhY) s b Gt ) ) Sl (ol Aisal) (aleal) o dilias
L) Gala¥) 0o 7 il 200 385 dllad) die JSU Jig sl drsa (e GV ssine 53l b elld
o aale 200 5S5 Gs Jaadly LS AV 380 el e gsine liys | aile 4.963 il 3
S e gpine Blins T pile 4.524 &l Cun JSU gy e ggina o) ellae) B Ll s
oo T ke 200 385 Alelaall ) sash Ll (omalag Bl Galea¥) o Jalul 2l 4l W gAY
Ge A aale 100 dlelaal) L6 gl Tae aale 5.318 cualy IS g y5lSH e ssine o) bl Logie S
o Lsine il ally oz aale 5121 &l Jigysl€h) (gsine calael 3 clludladl (e 7l 2ale 200 go palea!

o)l daleag (5 AN DAl 4,

72



Basrah Journal of Date palm Research, 2026, 25(1):67-85 85-67:(1)25.2026 . soill i &lsy¥ 3pagll dlse

Lapall o) i palll Joid Jilad (3l ssina b dhludladl Gaalag diaad) Galaall Gl 50 1 (1) s

(e aile) S g sl (e daglall dlgaY

cadla s (1A pide )Aipal) Galaal) 58 o) Gasla 58
ol 200 100 0 A e
3.654 3.929 3.430 3.603 0
3.942 4.325 3.868 3.634 100
4.963 5.318 5.121 4.448 200
4.524 4.140 3.895 Ay ! aleaY) e
0.044=Jx)xl 0.018= cllwllll  0.018= ala LSD p> 0.05

F0S 2030 clisig ) (a LY sina b ludladl (anlag disad) (alea¥ly G i

LA gl e GLY) ssine b chladladl mdas ddl) GaleaVl Gl 586 (2) e b gl cay
GhsY) Gsine g dysine 52l ) ) AaY) Galea¥l ge Ul aale 200 5850 Alaaall o 2ay 3 4K
Uaala e T aale 200 SN Gsi Bl LS AY) bl e gsme By | ae il 5.139cly
LS AV S ce ssine (lis et ile 4776 il Cun cilingydl (e ssine Glol ellael b elladl)
200 S5 dlsbaall o ash Shlollal) (sl dpne¥) Galea¥) o Jalal cOlelae b dygine G358 2gas Baadl,
ilalaas (s AY) COAIS Al G ssine iy et sile 5.446 il s5ine ol el Lagia JS e 1 sie

i)

Lapal) (Al dila jadl) Jid Jilad 3hs) e b dhlallud) aalag Ad) palaally GiNl U (2)d s

(T pale) A0l A3 cligig ) e daslall dlgaY

cadla s (1A pile) Lpal) Gbaa) 58 o) Gasla 58
ol 200 100 0 Al pile
3.842 4.029 3.861 3.637 0
4.476 4.852 4.363 4.213 100

73



Basrah Journal of Date palm Research, 2026, 25(1):67-85 85-67:(1)25.2026 . soill i &lsy¥ 3pagll dlse

5.139 5.446 5.115 4.857 200
4.776 4.446 4.235 ) el Jaza
0.148=alxll 0.121= dllll - 0.121= =l LSD p> 0.05

Glad) Gaala e V) s sina b et (anlag Apised) (alea¥ly G G

3 ol ) mala cpa BV (sine (b lballud) Gmalag ) (alaa¥l Gl L35 (3) dson b i) Cinaa

oo wsime (pliy et agsSile 6245 caly Cua Al dlalas v Luel) Gasall gsiae pli) Jag)

saia I ldllly L) galeal) e JS e Tl aale 200 38500 dlaleall <l i 8 @AY cDlalaal

Laagd LS il e Tae alegSile (4.584 53.906 ) il Gum 4l gsine (50 I Gidosl) (e LY ssin

i sina J cihel LS (h0 'l akle 200 S50 vie bllld) (malag dise¥) GalaaY) G Jalsl) dlelea o

A0l Alelaay (g AY) AN A Ge gpime B)lby —at s Sk 3.766

Rlagmall andl Gl yal) G Jiled (3hs) ssine (b dontladl Gaalag Aisad) Galaa¥ly Gil 56 (3) e

(a8 abBasSile ) ool Gaals daglall dlgay

cadla Jua (17 pile) Apipa¥) (mlaa¥) 58 el (aala 555
ol 200 100 0 " Al il
5.969 5.808 5.853 6.245 0
4.350 4.180 4.293 4.578 100
3.906 3.766 3.808 4.143 200
4.584 4.652 4.989 Aaiae¥) alea¥) Jaxe
0.149=Jalx 0.121= dlludlll  0.121= (aleadl LSD p> 0.05

(MDA (S50 555 ol aus) yd3a b bl (anlag dyisa) palaa¥ly Qi i

o ol 3auS) Hd3a 8 Aludld) omalag dseY) (alaaVh Gl G (4) Jsan 8 Slas) Jilaill il iy

74




Basrah Journal of Date palm Research, 2026, 25(1):67-85 85-67:(1)25.2026 . soill i &lsy¥ 3pagll dlse

ol i Ll aalag Aaa) Galaa¥) e dlad) 5L Aldled) e gsine Bliy e dhes Sl
S Ol 508 Ese Jaee i ) lledlly ) Galeal) 0o OS e 1 il 200 3S5L dlabedl
G o 6AY) CDlelaal (e (syine Gl sl e Tae aheg Sile (25185 2.363) &l ua 4l (g5
B el Ll e 1 aile 200 3850 v bl (malas dueY) galeal) o Jalal) dldes o ang

A)lad) Alalaas AV AN Ay e gine B)liss = ot abe s Kilk2.043 &l Jas

abESL) (MDA GSpa 5:55) costal) 5us) disa b diluntlod) paalag Apipal) Galaa¥ly Qi) LG (4)dss

Aaglall gl Admall ) i el Jaid Jild 3l b (a2

cadla s (1A pile) Lipal) Galaa) 58 o) Gasla 58
ol 200 100 0 Al aale
3.455 2.842 3.343 4.179 0
3.058 2.668 2.840 3.666 100
2.363 2.043 2.182 2.864 200
2.518 2.788 3.570 Aaise¥) aleal) Jane
0.06=Jalxl 0.05= dldldl  0.05= (=l LSD p> 0.05

MSI LuieN) 4d jdisa (b dilutloa) Ganlag dpisad) Galaa¥ly (i) G

i 3l (A Auie V) Aol jhse (B cllallall Gadlay AnaY) (alal¥h GG 56 (5) dsas B el cay
& ) (ala¥l g 1 aake 1005 200 5S0 Alebaal) (358 il Capelal 3 apel) sl Ciia el
Aebeall ) ans LS 43)aal) Alelas (o gsina (3)6 68.22 5 %69.66 il 3 4,52V 45lE ydsd Jae el olac
Alis % 68.005 %68.44 cialy Hisall Jae o) el dllallill Gasls o 7l aale 100 5 200 S5
200 38 vie cbadlad) Gaslag 4] Galead) op Jalsl ddeas o) an g b 406 dldlee Ce (s5ine
@AY Al 4 e syime )iy %69.66 5 %T71.00 &l Jame el cibel LS (o 1 aake 100

A lal) Alalaas

75



Basrah Journal of Date palm Research, 2026, 25(1):67-85 85-67:(1)25.2026 . soill i &lsy¥ 3pagll dlse

AT JAT Jild gl b (%) e LA sdisa B dluslld) Gaslag Aia¥) Galea¥ly (i) LG (5)d s

daglal) algay dapall sl ciia

cadla s (1A pile) Lipal) Galaal) 58 o) Gasla 58
b 200 100 0 Al il

64.00 64.66 64.00 63.33 0

68.22 69.66 69.00 66.00 100

69.66 71.00 71.00 67.00 200

68.44 68.00 65.44 Aiae¥) alea¥) Jane
2.42 =Jalsl 1.99 = dlllll  1.99 = (=l LSD p> 0.05

oid A Ghs¥) b Jg )il Cliaa $aS & 5 G sl oLl lleal cilall Blatial 8 Al i

Munns and ) ;5K saa ol e Ll ceall diall (aliasl J) ga e Ll jualiall abaicl) dllee
Cnd id s g )oll) Clana (e 3hY! ssine () Sluhll ey ciyelal L (Tester, 2008; Sperling et al., 2014
@l aleadl diapeall il o))y (Sperling ef al., 2014; Rahneshan and Moghadam, 2018) sl Lals
sk el Al degal) Aall il Sally saill iydte o (uSaiy Lea Laidie 450 ciliaal) o Ghs¥) (ssine (5
iyl Gyl alall slgal) Cagyl caad Al bl of (Torabi ef al., 2013) sl . (Flowers, 2004) il
) Galall ey . gl (Ul Gl g Alged) 8L Gl ge it lisslly Sl g b
il ddee (3 gsn )5 clsnd) sam Cus (Kishor ef al, 2015) ddldl 235501 e 4810 CUSyall e Gl )
Clalias (e LS ¢ Ayl sl clalea¥) I ol gt die min ) opall psdall AL aghy S 513
Ol ISy A dgegdal) Cagyally A3jlae %80 () Jad slga) () lal) (s die malall 138 A 2 ¢ 528V
s (MDA) gl S ye s (Kumar and Vardhini, 2015)4meY) (alaal) (e Glill ssine 0 %5 (00 8
Syl 13 385 8 Al o)y (Suhim et al., 2017)¢ dasiall s Gsadll Lo aall 50u8) dlee e ity Lol 1S5
Lead) 3 S5l e 438 lall Alla ot Gl aa) 2y il ge paasty gem Y5 L OIS elo alga¥) s

G B Anie ) aill jine S (aleasl 380 MDA Sy 5S35 8 salyll of .(Brengi et al., 2022)clal) e 45510

76



Basrah Journal of Date palm Research, 2026, 25(1):67-85 85-67:(1)25.2026 . soill i &lsy¥ 3pagll dlse

Al dad yige (alindl I il clul a5 e il o3a i s MDA (Spal anlad) JEY1 ) pall 136 o
Sz gb clall b saaie Dygs blsd) i) alaal) Caaliy (2017 cgplall)alea¥) cand el Jids 3ly) b Lase )
AV saill alsas A5l e pell Akl SlSHall o Aiel] aleal) (s olifig yll Lpulu¥) oLl Clasg L35S oo
8aLys ) Balys lall b oty SIa) A ddee 3ol puad o Jead LS cdgsaill Galeal) sy A Ja
iy, . (Goossens ef al., 2016)lealadinlg ety clbiadl Galaie Jigust o Jand L) LS Slalgadd ) Jaas
385 SA dglal)l sall cilabic (Bartomouda) caia all Jis Jiludl de)lall dllad)l o (Darwesh, 2013)
gradll sall Glaa Guad ) cal NaCl 14000ppm aldl slea¥) cias 4l 30ppm - 385 1AA 5 400ppm
2ot o3a i .Cl™ yNa" Sl Juliss ((POD 5 CAT) 53U sabiadll cilagiV) dlled Jilis e Db (3)00 alall 3l
Gllaall Gl 5 Lay eggslal) Al Y] adas A e Dgpall Gp3an e (SA) cliludlll (aeal dd gl 5,080 as
Carillo et al., 2011; Dogan, )Wall dndl Aol e Llially GuieVl iy o ghsand) adatilly 32U saladl)
(2012
AU cal Al sl A dila el JAS Jilud o dlleallud) Gaalag Al palaa¥l il sl
(SDS-PAGE 4.3 aladdialy 413l 408 euligig pull (Al gs Jaa il )45 6 A5LEN cliaa b daslal)
L gyl Sl il pise e Aol clalaall ANy 4Ll 4 (6) s b Ll mag
D86 it iy Aalall AV del)) e il ol el Jas caual SDS-PAGE 4 ol 4
Sl iall Adgiall V1 e alae Y alil) dapn b O llaall o R gag Baadl Eim ald) slga!
Gl daja 43 ladae Anidgp los EOlbaall ci Eua (1) JRAN (8 Aximge LSy clalaall (g dgaliiall
Fy (llatle '™ 221200) C cDlaladll 3 aia eyl dinash g gsilly S8 (7.381- 375.00) gyl Lyl
axle 100) Bs (A)aall) A cDlalaall b aja duseds ( dgise) mbeal ' i aale 100 + bt '™ 530 2ale 100)
Gl (mleal 7l pale 200 + bl il 3l 100) G5 (el paleal ' 0 pile 100) Dy (il 1 3
17 ) aale 200) E alabadl) o LDl n b (i) aleal ' pale 200 + cldudle ' aale 200)1 5 (
el Aad 8 (6)dsand) A Call sl il phne (o)Ll L Aads s ads A Cilaas S (Ll Gales)

77



Basrah Journal of Date palm Research, 2026, 25(1):67-85 85-67:(1)25.2026 . soill i &lsy¥ 3pagll dlse

dlasinl v Cagaill cDlalaay daslall o Sl Gae 3my Gle Jy L . % 0.18- 0.8 Gu <l
Aie¥) (mbea¥l dllad) de dmidie ddia o) @ s s gl Cua bl Galay i) (aleaY)
(2) Jsa) & UPGAM zalsys aladinly Dendogram oaseail) Julail) Jabadall (e Jaadl LS bl Giaala
Aty Oficsena () Claleall Clieil Cam lpdany o 655 3asad) ajall (an (580 s COalaall (s Whadl 25as
EOlaall byl Cum (6)dsandl (8 Gl (Shl) alill ji5e e sliieYU Clusters ddaly Gile saane S0,
Ay 52jke desenay ((Agiel aleal 1 aale 200 + clledle 'l il 100) G dAlledlly desenes lemsen
o A ke 100580 Ll padla pe ' pile 200 S Aaised) alead Jladl) gl e 13,
il el Jm sl aey Cam L il adl s el s il e aldl sleaY1 ) Caas
Aea¥) iyl it Aol wall ayys baai maasi il degal) dygall ikl 50 SDS PAGE diph alasil;
il ) (EI Rabey ef al., 2015) Ll .(Kapardar ef al., 2010) sleadd dcaya e oyal 4lie dabiad))
saad 5 AN Jawy Al aiall g€l s il Ay daglall alas Zl) cilalga¥) e daalill jhuaY) jasi
E1) aSly . pusiall lall i) (sgimal) byl llat Baan i e 2 1 G e il daliy il Joad
i) 3y Baas disis p Laja ()5S 4dl Jaagd dalall algal (ajedl) aill Juas of (Rabey and Abulnaja, 2016
Aadle @lifiyy el LS el Jaayy (585 kbl olys¥) @l Gl ll o Gns ) 385 e alae Y Ll
G ol L@ Galedl gl Bad) Al sea¥! o) (2017)eilsll gl (2017 lail)aleal) sl
sada daja sels ) SDS-PAGE gyl clisisyll ilyeS)) s i) il <yl 3 e Jadll ey 4050 claall
Genetic  Jhll aliall ja5e e aladeWh gglls IS 33 dajall clialy gally S 18 &by Anall ¢y
Alea¥) g5 dal oy ity Sl ) aayg Jaas o) (Shareef and Al-Khayri, 2021) ¢ -Similarity Index
sl bl jaes dgadll g5 s o aldieYWl ()a) Ty Baaa Ao n i el Cua Al Al el
LYl a8 ) el Gigan e Algpae Aadiadly 203l il clilga¥) o) (Resan ef al., 2026)

GLsY Aol Al Jagale IS8 5 25aDU) cilalea) of g UsmaY) (I a5y . AlyeSl) dem il 4y Jss i

78



Basrah Journal of Date palm Research, 2026, 25(1):67-85 85-67:(1)25.2026 . soill i &lsy¥ 3pagll dlse

Aea¥) oo Aule Bl wiil Bsise dygn ke B0 32 il el Canasl) of e Uil S5 ¢ el Jias
) Qi (e Alall AalaBY) Aall 53 aeill syl Qi i
«lisdiy plt Genetic Similarity Index (GSI) Al 40ldal) jdse quua cBlalaal) fp 40L8N b :(6)J g2

SDS-PAGE i a)adiul; 4yilll) 4y<)

A B C D E F G H |

A 0 0.6 0.4 0.6 0.18 0.6 0.6 0.4 0.6
B 0.6 0 0.6 0.6 0.5 0.2 0.6 0.6 0.4
Cc 0.4 0.6 0 0.3 0.6 0.2 0.6 0.5 0.4
D 0.6 0.6 0.3 0 0.5 0.4 0.8 0.6 0.4
E 0.18 0.5 0.6 0.5 0 0.4 0.7 0.6 0.5
F 0.6 0.2 0.2 0.4 0.4 0 0.6 0.5 0.6
G 0.6 0.6 0.6 0.8 0.7 0.6 0 0.6 0.6
H 0.4 0.6 0.5 0.6 0.6 0.5 0.6 0 0.6
I 0.6 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.6 0.6 0

Ualeal 17l 2ale 200) Ee(disel Galea) ' i axle 100) De (hlatle 7 530 22l200) Ce(hbdles '™ 5l 2ale 100) Be (aslaall) A
Ll aleal 7l il 200 + bl ' ale 100)Ge( dsisel (mleal Tl ik 100 + bl ' 5 aale 100) F ool

(i) aleal 'l 2ale 200 + bl Tl cale 200)1¢( Lisel Gmbeal ' aale 100 + cliladle ' sl 200)H(

79



Basrah Journal of Date palm Research, 2026, 25(1):67-85

8567 :(1)25 2026 . aill alsi &l pagl dlae

E] 4 5 E 7 E] E] 10
=
2
2 2 2 z
=]
4
El 4 4
5 4
4
4
e

[T
L1 L2 L3 L4 L5 LE LY L& LS L10
1| 225000) 212.333| 218.6566| 225.000) 230.769| 375.000| 242.308| 248.077| 253.846] 259615
2 | 150000) 102.639] 113.011| 110.763] 104.529| 236.538]| 96.934 | 109.669| 141.566] 138.780
3| 100000 75653 | 59765 | 28133 | 73537 | 138.780| 29193 | F5.E53 | 29933 | H4.0z27
4| Fo.000 | 27450 | 27788 | 15718 | 28483 | B0473 | 7.381 29564 | 17.825 ] 20,307
I | 5| 50.000] 8.095 17.718 10782 | 28.838 1232 9.524

B | 35.000 17.433

7| 25.000

8| 15.000

9| 10000

Photocapt MW V. galiy aladialy Aadieall Liall ¥y oS Jeasill gitisd Lisig ) ajad) :

>PMIOTOO0O-Q

Unweighted pair-group Method with 44,k alaiiuly Dendogram asexill Julail) hbial) :(2)Js

(UPGAM) Arithmetic Average

saleal 7 i) aale 200) Ec(isel gmbea) ' il aale 100) De (bbb '™ i 221:200) C ¢(lildls '™ i 2ale 100) B (4nEal) A

Gl (aleal T il 200 + iladls 1 aale 100)Ge( Aisel paleal T aile 100 + el T eile 100) Foe(inal

(el Galeal 7l aale 200 + bl ' aale 200)e( Lisal alea) ' ple 100 + il 1l aale 200)He(

80



Basrah Journal of Date palm Research, 2026, 25(1):67-85 85-67:(1)25.2026 . soill i &lsy¥ 3pagll dlse

Conclusions Glalisnay)

7 aade 200 S50 die Laps cclibiallid) Gmalas AaeY) paleallh sl i)l o Y Al Al cuald

Ol s5ima mid e cdgslall BuseY) Al Bals AKH AAI lisigully S g glSH (gginal) Gpand ) s

SDS—zil cjedl LS L aldll slga) cind dpalill gl ol Coiia il Jias Jilad 3 (ysaal) 3auST e

oaslas AandY) alaal) 5o i€ <5 Lae cdaglall el dylaialy Aagiyal) Ass ol BlaY) 3 st &1 0aPAGE

CJaal Bl gl gl o109 Gty alall aleal) dead e 3 clilualll)

References laal)

CGigadlly capall pad) dgaall L il laay) SPSS lasy) zalind) ) cllls (2003)J585 saw ¢ gady
o= 170-159 .aglasy)

&b oabals a5l dleles by al@l obeadly Eglill awsdll il L(2017) dlge uga 4} i cgmlad)
dagyhl . oanll Caia (Phoenix dactylifera L ) )l Jadl adilyslly apagydilly 4pm el Cliiall (e
0= 206 = Gl = syadl daala— aslall 408 o)) 5iS0

(Phoenix dactylifera <l i 3 gyl laaillh Al slea¥l ddle (2017 )omn pa¥) 28 dana ¢ ladll
8-1:(2)18 ¢ Apbailly Zpslu¥) aglall Jomd llal) Laalad Lpalal) dlad) pldly o Dla) dia L)

Arnon D.1.(1949). Copper enzymes in isolated chloroplasts, polyphenoxidase in Beta vulgaris.
Plant Physiol. 24:1-15.

Asare-Boamah N. K., Hofstra G., Fletcher R. A. and Dumbroff E. B. (1986). Triadimefon
protects bean plants from water stress through its effects on abscisic acid. Plant Cell
Physiol. 27:383-390.

Bari, R., & Jones, J. D. G. (2009). Role of plant hormones in plant defence responses. Plant
Molecular Biology, 69(4): 473-488. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11103-008-9435-0

Bates L. S., Waldren R. P. and Teare I. D. (1973). Rapid determination of free proline for
water stress studies. J. Plant and Soil. 39:205-207.

Bavei V., Shiran B., Khodambashi M. and Ranjbar A. (2011). Protein electrophoretic profiles

and physiochemical indicators of salinity tolerance in sorghum (Sorghum bicolor L.) Afr. J.
Biotechnol. 10(14):2683-2697.
81


https://doi.org/10.1007/s11103-008-9435-0

Basrah Journal of Date palm Research, 2026, 25(1):67-85 85-67:(1)25.2026 . soill i &lsy¥ 3pagll dlse

Bradford M. M. (1976). A rapid and sensitive method for the quantitation of microgram
quantities of protein utilizing the principle of protein-dye binding. Anal Biochem. 38:248-
252.

Brengi, S.H., Khedr, A.A.E.M. and Abouelsaad, 1.A. (2022). Effect of melatonin or cobalt on
growth, yield and physiological responses of cucumber (Cucumis sativus L.) plants under
salt stress. Journal of the Saudi Society of Agricultural Sciences, 21(1), pp. 51-60.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jssas.2021.06.012

Carillo, P., Grazia, M., Pontecorvo, G., Fuggi, A., & Woodrow, P. (2011). Salinity Stress and
Salt Tolerance. In Abiotic Stress in Plants-Mechanisms and Adaptations. InTech.
https://doi.org/10.5772/22331

Darwesh, R.S.S. (2013). Improving growth of date palm plantlets grown under salt stress with

yeast and amino acids applications. Annals of Agricultural Sciences, 58(2): 247-256.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.a0as.2013.07.014
Diallo, H. (2005). The role of date palm in combat desertification. In: The Date Palm: From

Traditional Resource to Green Wealth. and Strategy Researches (pp. 13-19.). UAE Center
of Studies Abu Dhabi, UAE.

Dogan, M. (2012). Investigation of the effect of salt stress on the antioxidant enzyme activities
on the young and old leaves of Salsola (Stenoptera) and tomato (Lycopersicon esculentum
L.). African Journal of Plant Science, 6(2). https://doi.org/10.5897/ajps11.116

El Rabey, H. A., Al-Malki, A. L., Abulnaja, K. O., & Rohde, W. (2015). Proteome analysis
for understanding abiotic stress (salinity and drought) tolerance in date palm (Phoenix

dactylifera  L.). International ~ Journal  of  Genomics, 2015,  407165.
https://doi.org/10.1155/2015/407165

El Rabey, H. A., Al-Malki, A. L., & Abulnaja, K. O. (2016). Proteome analysis of date palm
(Phoenix dactylifera L.) under severe drought and salt stress. International Journal of
Genomics, 2016, 7840759. https://doi.org/10.1155/2016/7840759

Etesami, H., Noori, F. (2019). Soil Salinity as a Challenge for Sustainable Agriculture and

Bacterial-Mediated Alleviation of Salinity Stress in Crop Plants. In: Kumar, M., Etesami,
H., Kumar, V. (eds) Saline Soil-based Agriculture by Halotolerant Microorganisms.
Springer, Singapore. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-13-8335-9 1

Flowers, T.J. (2004). Improving crop salt tolerance’, Journal of Experimental Botany, 55(396),
pp. 307-319. https://doi.org/10.1093/jxb/erh003.

82


https://doi.org/10.5772/22331
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aoas.2013.07.014
https://doi.org/10.5897/ajps11.116
https://doi.org/10.1155/2015/407165
https://doi.org/10.1155/2016/7840759

Basrah Journal of Date palm Research, 2026, 25(1):67-85 85-67:(1)25.2026 . soill i &lsy¥ 3pagll dlse

Goossens, J., Fernandez-Calvo, P., Schweizer, F., & Goossens, A. (2016). Jasmonates: signal
transduction components and their roles in environmental stress responses. Plant molecular
biology, 91(6): 673-689. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11103-016-0480-9

Hassan, M. U., Chattha, M. U., Khan, I., Chattha, M. B., Barbanti, L., Aamer, M., ...
Aslam, M. T. (2021). Heat stress in cultivated plants: nature, impact, mechanisms, and
mitigation strategies—a review. Plant Biosystems - An International Journal Dealing with
All Aspects of Plant Biology, 155(2): 211-234.
https://doi.org/10.1080/11263504.2020.1727987

Heath R. L. and Packer L. (1968). Photoperoxidation in isolated chloroplasts. I. Kinetics and
stoichiometry of fatty acid peroxidation. Arch Biochem. Biophys. 125:189-198.

Ihsan, M. Z., Daur, |., Alghabari, F., Alzamanan, S., Rizwan, S., Ahmad, M., ... Shafqat,
W. (2019). Heat stress and plant development: role of sulphur metabolites and management
strategies. Acta Agriculturae Scandinavica, Section B — Soil & Plant Science, 69(4): 332—
342. https://doi.org/10.1080/09064710.2019.1569715

Kapardar, R. K., Ranjan, R., Grover, A., Puri, M., & Sharma, R. (2010). Identification and

characterization of genes conferring salt tolerance to Escherichia coli from pond water

metagenome. Bioresource Technology, 101(11): 3917-3924.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2010.01.017

Kumar, I., Rao, S. and Vardhini, B. (2015). Role of Phytohormones during Salt Stress
Tolerance in Plants. Current Trends in Biotechnology and Pharmacy, 9(4): 334-343.

Lutts, S., Kinet, J.M. and Bouharmont, J. (1996). NaCl-induced senescence in leaves of rice
(Oryza sativa L.) cultivars differing in salinity resistance’, Annals of Botany, 78(3): 389—
398. https://doi.org/10.1006/anbo.1996.0134

Munns, R. and Tester, M. (2008). Mechanisms of Salinity Tolerance. Annual Review of Plant
Biology, 59(1): 651-681. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.arplant.59.032607.092911

Parihar, P., Singh, S., Singh, R., Singh, V. P., & Prasad, S. M. (2015). Effect of salinity stress
on plants and its tolerance strategies: a review. Environmental Science and Pollution
Research International, 22(6): 4056-4075. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-014-3739-1

Polavarapu, B. K. K. (2015). Role of proline in cell wall synthesis and plant development and

its implications in  plant ontogeny. Frontiers in  Plant  Science, 6.
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2015.00544

83


https://doi.org/10.1080/09064710.2019.1569715
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2010.01.017
https://doi.org/10.1006/anbo.1996.0134
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.arplant.59.032607.092911
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-014-3739-1
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2015.00544

Basrah Journal of Date palm Research, 2026, 25(1):67-85 85-67:(1)25.2026 . soill i &lsy¥ 3pagll dlse

Rahneshan, Z., Nasibi, F. and Moghadam, A.A. (2018). Effects of salinity stress on some
growth, physiological, biochemical parameters and nutrients in two pistachio (Pistacia vera
L.) rootstocks. Journal of Plant Interactions, 13(1): 73-82.
https://doi.org/10.1080/17429145.2018.1424355

Resan, A. Z., Gabash, H. M., Lafta, A. Y., & Al-Tamimi, H. M. A. (2026). Proteomic
responses of tissue-cultured date palm (Phoenix dactylifera L. cv. Barhi) to salinity,

drought, and heavy metal stress. Pakistan Journal of Agricultural Research, 39(1):179-186.
https://doi.org/10.17582/journal.pjar/2026/39.1.179.186
Shareef, H. J., & Al-Khayri, J. M. (2021). Salt and drought stress exhibits oxidative stress and

modulated protein patterns in roots and leaves of date palm (Phoenix dactylifera L.). Acta
Agriculturae Slovenica, 117(1): 1-10. https://doi.org/10.14720/aas.2021.117.1.1829
Sperling, O., Lazarovitch, N., Schwartz, A., & Shapira, O. (2014). Effects of high salinity

irrigation on growth, gas-exchange, and photoprotection in date palms (Phoenix dactylifera

L., cv. Medjool). Environmental and Experimental Botany, 99: 100-1009.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.2013.10.014

Suhim, A. A., Awad, K. M., Jaffer, O. N., & Abass, M. H. (2023). Impact of salicylic and
jasmonic acid in mitigating salinity stress on date palm Phoenix dactylifera L. Barhi CV.
Basrah Journal of Agricultural Sciences, 36(1): 120-130.
https://doi.org/10.37077/25200860.2023.36.1.10

Suhim, A.A., Abbas, K.F. and Al-Jabary, K.M.A. (2017). Oxidative responses and genetic
stability of date palm Phoenix dactylifera L. Barhi cv. under salinity stress. Journal of
Biology, Agriculture and Healthcare, 7(8): 70-80.

Torabi, M., Ridzwan, A.H., Aliakbar, M. and Miri, Y. (2013) Physiological and biochemical

responses of plants in saline environment. In: Crop Biology and Agriculture in Harsh

Environments. Lambert Academic Publishing, Saarbrucken, Germany, pp. 47-80. ISBN
9783659376917

War, A. R, Paulraj, M. G., War, M. Y., & Ignacimuthu, S. (2011). Role of salicylic acid in
induction of plant defense system in chickpea (Cicer arietinum L.). Plant Signaling &
Behavior, 6(11): 1787-1792. https://doi.org/10.4161/psb.6.11.1768

Watanabe S., Kojima K., Ide Y. and Sasakii S. (2000). Effect of saline and osmotic stress on

proline and sugar accumulation in Populus euphratica in vitro. Plant Cell Tissue Organ
Cult. 63:199-206.

84


https://doi.org/10.1080/17429145.2018.1424355
https://doi.org/10.17582/journal.pjar/2026/39.1.179.186
https://doi.org/10.14720/aas.2021.117.1.1829
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.2013.10.014
https://doi.org/10.37077/25200860.2023.36.1.10
https://doi.org/10.4161/psb.6.11.1768

Basrah Journal of Date palm Research, 2026, 25(1):67-85 85-67:(1)25.2026 . soill i &lsy¥ 3pagll dlse

Effects of Amino Acids and Salicylic Acid on Biochemical Responses and
Genetic Stability of Tissue-Cultured Date Palm Offshoots Under Salt Stress

Rasha H. Shanshol Ageel A. Suhim™ Mohammed A. H. Alnajjar

Department of Horticulture and Landscape, College of Agriculture, University of Basrah, Basrah, Iraq.

*Corresponding author: ageel.suhaim@uobasrah.edu.iq

Abstract

The present study was conducted at the Department of Horticulture and Landscape, College of
Agriculture, University of Basrah, on three-year-old tissue culture-derived date palm offshoots
(Phoenix dactylifera L., cv. Barhee). It aimed to evaluate the effects of amino acid and salicylic
acid foliar application on alleviating salinity stress during the 2025-2026 growing season. Plants
were irrigated with saline water at 10 dS m™* (100 mM), and treated with amino acid mixture (0,
100, 200 mg L ™) and salicylic acid (0, 100, 200 mg L ™). Results showed that the combined
application of 200 mg L™ amino acids and 200 mg L™ salicylic acid significantly improved
biochemical traits. This treatment produced the highest total chlorophyll content (5.318 mg g%
and soluble protein content (5.446 mg g—1), while reducing proline to 3.766 mg g - and lipid
peroxidation to 2.043 mg g%, and enhancing membrane stability index to 71%. SDS-PAGE
analysis revealed 43 protein bands, indicating changes in protein expression under salinity and
treatments. Cluster analysis grouped treatments into two main clusters; notably, the combination
of 100 mg L™* salicylic acid and 200 mg L™* amino acids formed a distinct group with a genetic
stability index of 0.8%. Overall, salinity induced noticeable biochemical and genetic alterations,
whereas amino acids and salicylic acid effectively mitigated stress effects and improved plant

performance and genetic stability.

Keywords: Salinity stress, Date palm, Amino acids, Salicylic acid, SDS-PAGE.
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