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The increase of salinity tolerance in three turf grass species using trinexapac-ethyl
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Abstract. In most parts of Iran, the presence of water and soil salinity in urban area results in problems for grass
growth. One way to solve this problem is the use of plant growth retardant, such as trinexapac-ethyl (TE), which is
common and routine in turf management. This study was performed to investigate the response of Agrostis stolonifera
L., Agropyron desertorum L. and Festuca ovina L., grown in sandy loam soil, to TE and irrigation water salinity. Resu-
Its showed that spraying turf grass with TE increased most of the vegetative growth characteristics and content of chlo-
rophylls, carotenoids and proline in clipping leaves, whereas increasing the NaCl concentration in irrigation water resu-
Ited in steady reduction in the values of these parameters, except carotenoids and proline content, compared with the co-
ntrol group. Both TE and salinity treatments decreased the plant heights, as well as the fresh and dry weight of clip-
pings. In the species which were studied, Agrostis stolonifera turned out to be the most tolerant turfgrass. Results also
indicated that the application of TE enhances salinity resistance by improving the percentage of green leaf, chlorophyll
concentration and proline content and reduce clipping in the species studied.

Keywords. proline, NaCl, growth, chlorophyll

Loy a5 sl OT jldie 2als cable 4, 2alS o)l s dodde
(Adavi ef al, ol sis otslin 558 A5 Cov alyy 0L 55 )65l Sy &K Olgea (Siaml by

Gl i5 3l S 65520065 Alshammary et al., 2004). S n S ame Gl B 4 Gl 55 T 5 sisT
s 850318 OV pamn A5 5 i) S ol Jamme o) b ladd 5 s 5l IS S5 (e (Slae ST Clablons
U s 58 5 Comar SBIIL LS e spdone Dby STy 53 L 5 pbige dsdeee ey & 1ST) gloe

ol O3 (Sl bl 3 0 e sl2b 5 S 4 55 gadame sla i, 8 (Bajji e al, 1998) Wkl s


http://dx.doi.org/10.21859/acadpub.nbr.4.1.29
https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.24236330.1396.4.1.4.5
https://nbr.khu.ac.ir/article-1-2871-en.html

[ Downloaded from nbr.khu.ac.ir on 2026-06-19 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.24236330.1396.4.1.4.5]

[ DOI: 10.21859/acadpub.nbr.4.1.29 ]

29/v4

Rasouli et al. Increasing the salinity tolerance in grass

0T 5 st & Jexd Gl Ol Sen o (Joe,

Agropyron ) (Wheatgrass) 05,45 §1 «(stolonifera L.
Festuca ) (Sheep fescue) § ss 5 (desertorum L.
Sz Lol 55 6T 6ls Hlse 835w (OVvina L.
boloa Lo 5 e il £ gl 5 fa Sl N0 alas s L
23 JoosSE S son bl ol s il b oS
o plail 51 S5 a b ol Sl - b I
Il SR s
sle= > Aldrich, active ingredient (a.i.): TE= 98 %)
ma (o Vo 3 S e YR 5O B i) Sl
590V 2 5 50y FY Seay 0L (S sl e s
V/F) ald) (6558 b 5l b 655 Sl s Jlos! L
.\.ﬁ:d&.&‘ﬁ.\#)}}f&j\(ﬂﬂﬂjwb\b‘g\' o
Gl g Jpoms Hsba S (LT OT Sl dals Hls )
—cade b ojobe (i eslizal 5,8 o 15 eslinul 5y 5e aen
el e Sl Jols s SOl Do 4 ja le
Siorr e 3 eslimal b clie gl G e 5 23S
Al o5 S
w5555, 5 b Jdg S @ f5s 85 Ol SLe3T o
lle s (5,5 051L1 (1966) Svec ;5 Strain iy, 4 b e
bao 555 5 b 055 8 5 5 3L 51 p S e Ve syl L

F sl oo badladu s mle LS L 5 doyd A O gl b

(Primo Maxx®, Sigma

TlAl O g e b 5 i85 10 Se 4y 00 8 Sl ey

Loasl FVe 5 5RO B9 claz e Jb > ode i

b slaes S, 5 sladaly b Gills 5 ol e gy 2l

amls ALE 3L 5 055 08 a3 08 e e 0l
R

a Jiy i (mg/ml) = 12.25A 663- 2.79A 645

b 5,4 (mg/ml) = 21.50A g5 - 5.10A 63

L5355, (mg/ml) = (1000A 470 -1.8C a - 85.02 C b)

/198

o S50 5SS Ol Kb S s sla, d s

D 3 B e Sl S 50T sl D) Sl

Ll eslizal b o ja Solas dbais Ve 31 018 a5 oS,

0T a5 55 o301 fin e S35 b o S5 S

ol slesl ss olsn il Sas g 5 O oAb Al

A 3G e s bl Gy OBLS e sl
315 A o p e 255 0 o eime Ol (S DS
3,03 0dge » (5 b Sladama 53 1pa (ST alS 5 wias
5ol sl 3 J xS 55 b s (Beard & Green, 1994)
138 0581 ialihl 5 &S 558 Gl oo 5 dijige ST
a5 Ol 53287 &5 )5 gl el 51 S 53 s 8 s
sy o Sl sl bbbl d s e gl
3508w (GL2S drw 5 3 0S5 guous Jelse dhaz 51l
b 136K S pite 4 by je S0 5 T mlio Lyt
S oI5 Lo YU ST 5L b ea oS T 51l
&l ok slaa o T Goul o i) & 4o 5 L bagar 53
Srs b oglosle 5,08 S b Jeams O s S,
Loy el a5 sk 4 Jao sl CB s o SE s
3gdoen Jalse J RS 51 051 Kl 5 on LBl 4Bl 1) glsa o
(Bian ef 555 5o bau e 2l Cel b pea 53 Lij oS
Jst SR 5 al., 2009; Arghavan er al., 2012)
Gl Al day goiS (b5 (Trinexapac-ethyl (TE))
5 kS D 53 5 038 oS 1) oplutlh Gases Al &
Sloetolajl S s eKIRL 5 Cal fse 5 x2S
35,03 ST wlin o)lstle 457 Conl dnl S o
dasg SRS L e 0us b S Hsba il
.(Rademacher, 2000)

2SR5 Gl sl s sl ey
gl daraz (glpn iou Ad) Rl 5 (605 Jeo 1B
o3 Sosh 5 Ll s e B8 4w sl Slagel
S5 ol b o) s 1 SR 508 clie el
"y plal s e

lhu’;‘ag)géb.o
L) isn — sl Sl 55 VAP Jl js tags oyl
S Sl i3 10 E Y Gy gles o5 sle iy YO E Y
05,8 SLol&isliT 5 (Ao s VO i Zugby 5 b sles
33 A el OUS oKils (65,5la8" 6uSusls SLeb pske

Agrostis ) (Creeping bentgrass) wiws ST o 455 4w


http://dx.doi.org/10.21859/acadpub.nbr.4.1.29
https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.24236330.1396.4.1.4.5
https://nbr.khu.ac.ir/article-1-2871-en.html

[ Downloaded from nbr.khu.ac.ir on 2026-06-19 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.24236330.1396.4.1.4.5]

[ DOI: 10.21859/acadpub.nbr.4.1.29 ]

30/v.

Nova Biologica Reperta 4 (1): 28-37 (2017)

TASPY 1) 5L F alo e psle 55 o slaazily

S g e PRSP~ I ~ RG]
B Sosh a5 S e gl pll S 5 5 055
&&ﬁjbbﬁwﬁaﬁ\cﬁw;-’%ﬁ%éﬁ@*ﬁ
5 o () ) Sudls Caliee glaai S 55 oln ol
bl (23l 28l glsn pltl i g 5 Oy ldie (s
SURL S o o Vrr 3 0 8 e YE Bl s asoles
Pl i 5 5 05 Sl Bl 5 by Conds 55 ol ]
(l,ulei':}'};o)‘, O USE) dsos (A5 S ges olsn
Olen oty 3L IS (658 35 Lo 65 4w e
Gopd A5 Os Lol b 53 05245 ST e 53 Cdo 53
(F Jsd) As odalive
Ay g

Jilize 31515 0L esls uilsly 455 3l ol gl
O Jlal w55 olsimn SU 558 5 ! S 5
- sre Dl 5 e S Sl e b Pl A s
] ) Jsds) s odalive Loy Y Jla| c]a.u 35 &ols
L) Ol Gosh g I sl 0L b S0le awlie
Sosh N5 Caw dald ladisel A, syl 3L Sals
bl dase o)l oS Iy gz JB el
2 Ay gyl s S el i gl S 5 Caltbes
S8 (0 S8 ws s 4 S B Cou cbawises
s ST 38 gd g S |y Ly Ol 0 YL 05245 ST
.(YJg.i):l.s;)LiJ
L SNC S T)

S sl Ol beesls uibsly 4 G Jeol= @L‘J
035 2 Sol3sme A dos3 ) bzl mlaw s L] S 5
Sopb Do iomad (b1 ) 34 Gas g 4y, SUS 4 5
5 i, SUS g 5 05s g desn ) e 53 (solagae LSE
Shal L i) iy Calien sladi S 55 4y 35 Gos
558 Gas g a5 5 055 Olge ) SR 5 ke
95055 0l o a8 S (Y o) Siils il 53l al
558 My SRl Wald 4 S Ak 358 Ges 5 oSS
(”Jﬂi‘ﬁﬁ}\f}wgr%ﬁ@)&éﬁjdj)aﬁﬁ
(F Jsder) b odaline (6558 5

(& ) S pcdl

S35 L dlags sl 3l el by 55T mex 5 Gioer
s 31 8 Sl amy3 Ve gles 43 5 AB O rfu‘“&
hloen Lads gos &S 055 g 3 5 288 15 el FA
S 5 A ol OIS I b e tlesT pladl 3l gy
o3lizal b ady ) 38 Gas A SSSE o) ) Ui 3l glse
Wadly ¢ 5 035 S ol 31 e ks (6 S o3Ikl 28" Las
03T Jobs Colo FA St Q;\;L;“JL“ a5 Ve gles ys s
4 & kg s Ol Kld O35 e 5 85 13
(Bates et al., 1973) & ¢, o310 Oan 5 i 53,
gsglcTJ.:.bﬁ

SAS ,lT 5505, 5! o5 L s besls uilly 4
sm3T 51 ealizal b o S0le aglie 5 b il (1) 450)
U )13 505 oty g oL plonil o 53 0 lecla.wﬁTukey
& eslial Bxcell 2007 130 6 5 51

@l:;'
) CadeS”

Jlize 31487 505 0las baosls uibols 4525 31 ol s
S dos ) Jlat mlaa s 8l SIS 5 L 6o Jles
23 ol gme Sl 6558 Hlad (Lls b e CulS (g )ls gme
Sl Caltes el £ 3 65 i Ao ) sl
S ra SokS ($os5 Olgm Rl L sl Ol s () )
Jhel g,5é c}GAN AL Cals (ghlslas oS b e
CLa s e CoiS 4 SOl o i Sl odd
Fo o) o0 10 (os Slad 53 S b 5 ey ST
3368 53 pl Ll Ol 1) Ao ys Fr 5l 2aS e 5y oy
Lol Azl (gl gme gl oy wies) w3 O (S8 Llass
CoiS fo s 53 W0 5V (558 sl 53 05245 8T
Chle 2l L (P Jada) sls Olis s 51T Ao o Ve o &8
iar s 53 VO (G h v 5 iSOl ot &SRS 5
e 53 SR op fh 5 35 Iy S OLL a5 e
Ao odalin e e Voo 3 p 8 e YF s Ll &SUISG 5
O S
s 9§ 039

— 85 e 13 LS basls bl 4 o S ol il


http://dx.doi.org/10.21859/acadpub.nbr.4.1.29
https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.24236330.1396.4.1.4.5
https://nbr.khu.ac.ir/article-1-2871-en.html

[ Downloaded from nbr.khu.ac.ir on 2026-06-19 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.24236330.1396.4.1.4.5]

[ DOI: 10.21859/acadpub.nbr.4.1.29 ]

31/¢

Rasouli et al. Increasing the salinity tolerance in grass

0T 5 st & Jexd Gl Ol Sen o (Joe,

Ji.:)m\,uowayy3)}»@1);6,|;@”¢,w@,,:‘
A

Mgl gl (Slgime

1SS 5 6 515 0l baesls Syl 4 il
6 4555555 g deo s ) Jlez| mhow 53 (6515 Sine
MJA\lecb.u)>6)|:@uQ)u3}§h4;&i.@lb
bosls ke amglie i & ar g L) Jsda) A5 oalis
Sl el ot oSO 5 cbile iy YU & ds jasie
Sonzr 53 AT, Oljee e 5 okl L5 55958 Ol
b odalie mpe e Vo 53 e 8 e YE CBIE Lods s
33 4 S Sihn T Ol s ST e §8
(e csls Ks 6 S

P95 Sl

s &S sy olis laesls J..}L:)I} 4 Bl J,.ab- @Lﬁ
S5 Shagne Sl doys )l b 3 31 &SI 5
33 Sl gne 56 6o sh e Bl Wy <5 5 s Ol
Calien s S 55 8 sy Olen o3 ) Jlaz| o
Aon 2 Golsgre M SIS e () Jpde) Sl
Ol s Olge 635 OT 1 S0le amlie 5 Sl La ae
b Bl s Ol o ol SIS 5 ke a1 sl
M e e Ve o (’;L;L‘ Ao Zhle s &S (g, 5ba
Sl )3 Jlie ol 530 5 055 8 Jpes S VYA sy
2305 Sn YINS) Ol o s pan o Vov 53 p 8 e Y
S sl Ol s cpes (O i) sy (5 055 p 8
GPn Ol (n ey 5 8 Gl Ll gme RISl 6055
4 e geiar) o3 V0 Soph e 53 ey ST 68 5o
28 b 68 3 blsg 505508 5 dsms S VP8 Olje
F 05308 25 Sa VI @ e uiar) (g3 10 (5558

(F Jpd) e

Jol SO 5 sy ol 5 el Consas il 4 a5 L
e o o db‘éfj Ao )3 5 iS5 Guls gme il o
SIS 5 e 1 T i 53 Aals Ly lis

-}i;“;)u::Jmowuuuwgw,«,ﬁmyu@u
Loys ) }aclu,;@u@”;lﬁ;ﬂw};}yl&?\
Q,L&g;ﬂsﬁéuaﬁw.wuuﬁ dfjuéf‘_;;)
(Y Jsde) s odalie do s Y Jlaxd CE‘N BERTRIEREEY
oS (sl ool olas ot S 5 oSl s
GRIF Py A Al 4 Sl e 3L s e )
Sopsba b E, oo Sl Lol osh pan Ol
sdalin fo e w3 VO (Sop8 03 Sy o p S
88 5 S g 48 ol Ol mls ires Ll
Y JK) La g yls 1y 65, o8 cp i 05 2L s ST
29 PINT & 4l ) KUS O39 Sl

IRy 5 4 5ls 0L Laesls el 4 i ) ol s
ol 4 ) S 055 Camd gy o3 ) Jlaz ! mla s S
Sl3sme U So 5 pomen (A I3 gae Sl ez glsn
Pl & adyy S 0y S p )3 ) Jlel mhan s
&5—;}}5:@.(\ J).\g-)c,.&lsq.l:éu‘_;l.ad;);@\ﬁ
Chle B L ol ssba gl el 4k
bosls Ol gl (Y ) sls Ol a3l ot eS8 5
23 &l plll 4 TEVPRG CENS PRGN RSP gt i ]
G5 A5 53 Tk (pl 1 Olss o e (DS Rl BT s e
(F Jads) ds odalive iws ST 53 g0 p uies) o 10
Jd9 5 (slgime

—@M;“_;,,;,L‘.::4§>|>owua>\;wgb|,@_;;@u
ilsb sa 35 IS sl A3 ) e e 3 6l
2oy ) mha 3 olsae U s eSS 5 ks
L) i) oils Calibes bt 5o b 58 by IS (6l gies
Golssme ssk S, 55 IS Ol (gysh s 5
dals 5ob ya Jos I Olse o i & Sosba 8L Al
Abodalie o e (o3 10 Sosd 3 Oljer (S
s ST 03 Joh SR 552008 b bl ol (¥ i)
Looks Llad OLLS sy e 5 054 8T 51 iy
TP IALESCI S-S VIR L GRS ) SR 5
s ST 53 Wsles Kos 4 Cami 1y JB5 IS O p 22

Voo s (,)fwl,. Yo Cble 53 odd Hles glapen isls OLi


http://dx.doi.org/10.21859/acadpub.nbr.4.1.29
https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.24236330.1396.4.1.4.5
https://nbr.khu.ac.ir/article-1-2871-en.html

[ Downloaded from nbr.khu.ac.ir on 2026-06-19 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.24236330.1396.4.1.4.5 ]

[ DOI: 10.21859/acadpub.nbr.4.1.29 ]

32/vy

Y95

Yoy

AY*

Y/.0"

ofegn

AL

<IYA

ofopm

1Y

Nova Biologica Reperta 4 (1): 28-37 (2017)

TASPY 1) 5L F alo e psle 55 o slaazily

Y =
2,
PO
¥ 3
e M
AN v
ey (T
o AN
A s
VR i V0 o
V0 il
WE 4y
A
100
90 -
80
70 +
60 -
‘3' 50 -
'l;
M40 A
= 30
20 -
10 +
0 -
C

(&
I

—
A
I

e
)
.

(OIS 0 5D ol plubl S 03

S5t 5 Jalh 3 e il $ad S Sleerdi 5 555 S S i S ISR 1 el a =Y J9ue
Table 1. Analysis of the variance effect of TE on a number of growth and biochemical characteristics of various turf grass species
under salinity stress.

R

R

AN

s

AAZAls

by 3

Y )

Y 3
vt Frv
Vil WA
ISZA0 Yoy w
R AT
A & \/F8
ey LA
SN < IVA™
VY VeN0

R

VY/AQ

2 ¥ 039

L)

ov/es™
WEATT
AFINT
Y/PA™
/38
Wiy

VNS

AArANY

lagae M pde NS s p3 ) 50 Jlaz! @y 03 )13 e ek w3

%, »x Statistical significance at 0.05 and 0.01 probability level, ns non significant.

Curaie Voo 2 p 8 L) st G158 5

O OpdSm™! Byv.dSm™! BypdSm™!
a a
2 abc abcabe abc ab
cd bed
de e e
£ f
f
0 60 120 240
(s Voe s 8 e U SG1580 5
a
abc ab abc abc bed
bede cde
def def def
ef £ ¢ f ef
0 60 120 240

B

—
(5]

(OIS 2 p 5 algn pladl 5 03

D s

14

12

10

(i i) 3 i)

—
(=]

=]

BN
= 2 ?J\‘ \% 3\
3 ‘3 3 -3 =
‘i‘ 5 Y 3 K . 2
3 T g 9
a
[V Gy */v4 Aoy 3
AV AT a3 77V T ¥
#1408 A5 AN reovr ¥
£ il N worfy q
Y/ay™ /ey VAP YA #
YA i Voo vevs 5
VAR SN /00" £A/VY™ A
V58 W5 %% Vofog -
Oz OpdSm™! Eh.dSm™! BpdSm!
o be bed
bede
defg cdef
fgh fg cfg
ij ij hij
T T T
0 60 120 240
(e V0e 52 08 en) 51 3158 5
Ous: OpdSm™! Hy.dSm™! EypdSm!
=] o [+
< o =
=) = L
3 =25 2 e 3
- 3 =53 2 5o
=] E t&““a
2 © =
on L0 50
T
0 60 120 240

Crase Voo 2 p 8 ) 51 o1& 5

a5 S 5 5 6o il sk s s gl D 5 sl gl eSCas 055 10 (pls pll 5 055 1B 8 LS IA ppslie Dl i 0L Y UKD
Ll PO.05 Szl a3l e D 5 g5 Koy oglize
Fig. 1. The average of changes in the amount of A: quality of green leaf, B: fresh shoot weight, C: dry shoot weight and D: shoot
length at different levels of salinity and TE treatments. Different letters indicate significant differences among treatments according

to Tukey's test with p<0.05
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Fig. 3. Average of changes in the amount of A: chlorophyll a and B: chlorophyll b of three turf grass species in different TE treatments.
Different letters indicate significant differences among treatments according to Tukey's test with p<0.05.
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