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To mitigate the detrimental effects of salinity stress on vegetable crops, various
approaches, including the applying of organic inputs during different growth stages,
such as germination, are employed. This study, conducted in 2023, aimed to assess
the influence of humic acid pretreatment on the germination characteristics and
growth parameters of cucumber (Cucumis sativus) under salt stress. Two
experiments, one in the laboratory and the other in a greenhouse, were carried out
using a factorial design based on a completely randomized design with three
replications. The experimental factors included humic acid priming at four
concentrations (0, 50, 100, and 200 mg/I) and salinity at five levels (0, 25, 50, 100,
and 150 mM NaCl). The results in the laboratory and greenhouse environment
showed that humic acid exerted a positive impact on various germination and growth
attributes of cucumber, including germination percentage, germination rate, seedling
length, dry weight, vigor index, and chlorophyll a, b, and total under salt-stressed
conditions compared to the control. In laboratory environment; the treatment with
200 mmol/l humic acid and no salt exhibited the highest germination rate (87%) and
seedling length (12.66 c¢cm). In greenhouse environment; the interaction between
salinity and humic acid revealed that humic acid concentrations exceeding 100 mg/I
! could alleviate the adverse effects of salinity stress on total chlorophyll. However,
at concentrations of 100 and 200 mg/I* humic acid, Salinity up to 50 mM could not
reduce this trait. In conclusion, the cost-effective and easily applicable method of
priming cucumber seeds with humic acid presents a potential strategy to mitigate the
impacts of salinity stress in regions with saline water or soil.
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EXTRACT ABSTRACT

Introduction

Salinity is the most significant environmental stress that
limits plant productivity by affecting morphology,
physiology, and biochemistry of plants, especially in
semi-arid and arid regions. Salinity disrupts and
eventually delays seedling growth by delaying seed
germination and reducing the germination rate. To
mitigate the detrimental effects of salinity stress on
vegetable crops, various approaches, including the
application of organic inputs during different growth
stages, such as germination, are employed. Seed
priming stands out as a quick, easy, low-cost, and
effective strategy for improving germination, seedling
growth parameters, and overall plant defense against
abiotic stresses in many crops. It is defined as the pre-
sowing seed treatment during which seeds are immersed
in water or chemical solutions and are dry until further
use. The aim of this study was to assess the effect of
priming with humic acid on modulating the effect of
salinity stress on the germination and growth indices of
cucumber (Cucumis sativus L. cv. Saba hybrid) seed.

Materials and Methods

This study, conducted in 2023, aimed to assess the
influence of humic acid pretreatment on the germination
characteristics and growth parameters of cucumber
(Cucumis sativus) under salt stress. Two experiments,
one in the laboratory and the other in a greenhouse, were
carried out using a factorial design based on a
completely randomized design with three replications.
The experimental factors included humic acid priming
at four concentrations (0, 50, 100, and 200 mg/I!) and
salinity at five levels (0, 25, 50, 100, and 150 mM
NaCl). The data for all measured parameters were
analysed using the analysis of variance procedure of
Statistical Analysis System (SAS), version 9.1. Means
were compared by Duncan’s multiple range test at the
0.01 probability level for all comparisons.
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Results and Discussion

The results in the laboratory and greenhouse
environment showed that humic acid exerted a positive
impact on various germination and growth attributes of
cucumber, including  germination  percentage,
germination rate, seedling length, dry weight, vigor
index, and chlorophyll a, b, and total under salt-stressed
conditions compared to the control. In laboratory
environment; the treatment with 200 mmol/l humic acid
and no salt exhibited the highest germination percentage
(87%) and seedling length (12.66 cm). In salinity stress,
due to the reduction in the water potential of the
environment around the seed, it took longer for the seed
to provide enough water, thus delaying the germination
time. However, by priming cucumber seeds with humic
acid, the germination rate increased. In greenhouse
environment; it was found that humic acid increased the
survival of photosynthetic tissues and, by affecting the
metabolism of plant cells, increased the chlorophyll of
cucumber leaves. The interaction between salinity and
humic acid revealed that humic acid concentrations
exceeding 100 mg/I* could alleviate the adverse effects
of salinity stress on total chlorophyll. However, at
concentrations of 100 and 200 mg/I"* humic acid,
Salinity up to 50 mM could not reduce this trait.

Conclusion

Considering the results of this experiment and the fact
that cucumber cultivation is not recommended in areas
where irrigation water is saline, it is possible that the
effects of salinity can be mitigated by using a cheaper
and easier method of priming cucumber seeds with
humic acid, especially at concentrations of 100 and 200
mg/L. However, to definitively recommend this
strategy, it is necessary to investigate biochemical traits
such as defense enzymes, repeat studies, and determine
more accurate levels of humic acid. Therefore, if these
results are finally confirmed in additional experiments,
this method can be suggested to farmers so that they can
increase the production conditions of this product in
greenhouses and fields.
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CV (%)

ns, * and ** are non-significant, significant at the five percent and one percent probability levels, respectively
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Table 2- Comparative analysis of mean measured traits of Cucumis sativus under the influence of Humic acid and
salinity treatment in a laboratory setting

3 3 3 h 3 5 2 3 o
2% B ) 1555 4 ®o by % 188
1 S 3 & 3 e - O = £ 5 3 o =
ajles 3—/‘\ L @D~ Xn%é\m _?__}EO ‘3 = A\m%
: o £ ¥ o g ¥ g € J 85 2 35S 4 283 5 £ 8
Treatments 3 =2 3 2° 3 2% E2oE y 2 &2 3 3 E£o A EE
y 3 y § Y S $888 3 gE& J3Eg g8
i3 & R 3°7° 3 8 ge 2°38
E TR
Humic acid
(mg/ LY
0 8.89¢ 2.65° 6.240 0.522 52.22¢8 6.40% 73.66°
50 10.34b 3.210 7.132 0.432 43.922 5.67° 78.000¢
100 10.98? 3.78¢2 7.202 0.518 51.812 8.062 83.33%
200 11178 3.702 7.462 0.442 44402 8.222 87.002
Cose
Salinity (mM)
0 (Control) 12.15% 3.828 8.332 0.578 57.692 10.362 91.66%
25 11.33° 3.50° 7.83° 0.41bc 41.95b¢ 6.99° 82.5°
50 10.64° 3.390 7.25°¢ 0.582 58.80°2 8.142 80.83°
100 9.474 3.08°¢ 6.384 0.48% 48.58% 6.55° 75.830¢
150 8.13¢ 2.88¢ 5.24¢ 0.33¢ 33.42° 3.13¢ 71.66°

LSl e gl gae D BB s s foa) Sola s c!a..:).s ;,Ql: Q)‘)T sl dfj;.ﬁ.ﬁ 29 slls 6\.::&:&\.:‘
Means with common letters according to Duncan test at a significant level of 5% have no significant difference.

Continued table 2 Y Jgde 4sls
3 > > 35 3 < 3 = . 3 5
168 238 2738 28z ~8s ~gs Ygg | =
boles 4 2z 7 k2 7 b2 Vo JeE Hez JES L2a 433
=5 S o2 A2 BES .82 1+3> = 5& 4 }#E b 2o
Treatments w23 YWE YUS o583 ¥YsSz YEs 12% Y5
o83 & 2 & & ‘;53; G g G235 93 g i3
& » & & D
o gep Aol
Humic acid
(mg/ L™
0 0.017c 0.008b 0.008b 0.125c 0.025¢ 0.10b 0.43b 2.34a 6.72¢c
50 0.018bc 0.009b 0.009ab 0.144b 0.031b 0.11ab 0.45b 2.21b 8.13b
100 0.019ab 0.01ab 0.009ab 0.161ab 0.036ab 0.12a 0.54a 1.89c 9.22a
200 0.020a 0.01a 0.009a 0.165a 0.039a 0.12a 0.50a 2.00c 9.80a
Soss
Salinity (mM)
0 (Control) 0.024a 0.01a 0.01a 0.197a 0.046a 0.15a 0.45b 2.18ab 11.15a
25 0.020b 0.01b 0.009b 0.162b 0.036b 0.12b 0.44b 2.26a 9.39b
50 0.018c 0.009hc 0.008bc 0.147bc 0.032bc 0.11bc 0.46b 2.17ab 8.65b
100 0.017c 0.009c 0.007cd 0.131c 0.027cd 0.10cd 0.48b 2.10b 7.24c
150 0.014d 0.008d 0.006d 0.107d 0.021d 0.08d 0.55a 1.85¢c 5.90d

R S R TR, TS INHE RN W fea) Golssme c]a.w)} Oﬁ;l: Q}AJ‘T bl SS he oy gyls Lgbs&:ij\_.a
Means with common letters according to Duncan test at a significant level of 5% have no significant difference.
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Figure 1- Comparison of means illustrating the interaction effect of humic acid x salinity on the mean germination time
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Figure 2- Comparative analysis of means depicting the interaction effect of humic acid x salinity on the Coefficient of
Germination Rate
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Table 3- Analysis of variance for the measured traits of Cucumis sativus under the influence of Humic acid and salinity
treatment in a greenhouse environment

< = Y ex | E £ £ s
. cr 3%z 38z S8z S 2“ Jf 3% 2E
@315 N =3 ~ =0 =] 5 SE Y S8 = 3 = 2=
S.0.V & 3 9 3 3 2 B . £ £ S]
op 8% 48% =g 128 38 rs T2 738
oo gon ol . - o " "
T 3 0.0001" 0.00002 0.00009" 0.09 0.09** 7.19 3.16 1.17
Humic acid
‘5”'" 4 0.0013™  0.00013"  0.00068"™ 0.02" 0.03ns 8.75" 1.51™ 3.18™
Salinity
S | x W
_”_”h = “_s”“_ 12 0.0002""  0.000008™  0.00024"" 0.02" 0.03* 1.15" 0.22™ 0.67™
Salinity x Humic acid
(1
30 0.0007 0.000006 0.00006 0.01 0.01 1.07 0.21 0.47
Error
(VARG o v
e - 5.36 13.25 5.53 13.77 10.74 11.28 10.71 14.00

CV (%)

Continued table 3

.v\.-é):&}M)b@dkb‘éﬂ)})b&ﬂ;)b&»ﬁb%jQﬁéﬁgikuns
ns, * and ** are non-significant, significant at the five percent and one percent probability levels, respectively

s J}A:- 4nls|

—_ o @ o % o = :CE;,
> = = A= PAIIES N 8
i = R g8 9l 4 2 R P 8x ) g
S <1 388 3% 48 Jz JE g 94z
. . i , © — S
DF w e a 2 w 2 u o 303 7?5
o o <] &
S p A - " - - - -
= 3 0.042 0.004 0.051 0.000006 0.000001 0.000002
Humic acid
s 4 0.061™ 0.014™ 0.016™ 0.000023" 0.000003" 0.000010™
Salinity
dﬁm | % 3
R e S0 12 0.0017" 0.001" 0.001™ 0.000002" 0.000001  0.0000007*
Salinity x Humic acid
U
c 30 0.0004 0.0005 0.0003 0.000006 0.000002 0.0000003
rror
(1) Ol puis s o
S - 4.16 18.86 4.95 5.23 4.86 10.56

CV (%)

ns, * and ** are non-significant, significant at the five percent and one percent probability levels, respectively

Iranian Journal of Seed Science and Technology

)3 K 5 o3 g Jleil b )3 s s )l as b o e g % NS

Ol ok 65 5 psle 4,2

Vol.: xx, NO.: X, XXXXXX

XXXXXX X o ylads XX U



AR Q‘)&m&}d‘y)

SIS 3 608 5 $SCngen ol 31 o Lt ot (6,8 010 Slis S0k 4y lie —F J g

Table 4- Comparative analysis of mean measured traits of Cucumis sativus under the influence of Humic acid and
salinity treatment in a greenhouse environment

a2 3 22 3 3 5 = - _ —
{2 4E o4& af  }E 35 38 38
we 9% 4% 4§ 0B 35 25 iz 1%
Treatments 2 3 g 3 2 T E v 8 9‘3 = 9‘9 - 9‘9 %
S YE a3 “E =% 15 i85 a8
= § > 5 = 8 = x o n o
<
S g L
Humic acid
(mg/ L)
0 0.014c 0.0094b 0.0053c 0.81b 1.22a 8.32b 3.72¢c 4.60b
50 0.015b 0.010a 0.0056bc 0.87b 1.14a 8.90b 4.14b 4.76ab
100 0.016a 0.010a 0.0062a 0.85b 1.18a 9.70a 4.45b 5.24a
200 0.015b 0.009ab 0.0059ab 1.00a 1.03b 9.78a 4.80a 4.97ab
S5t

Salinity (mM)
0 (Control) 0.017a 0.010a 0.0071a 0.84a 1.19a 10.47a 4.78a 5.69a
25 0.016b 0.010a 0.0063b 0.92a 1.10a 9.51b 451a 4.99b
50 0.014c 0.009b 0.0054c 0.89a 1.17a 8.38c 3.91b 4.47b
100 0.014c 0.009b 0.0053c 0.84a 1.19a 9.03bc 4.12b 4.91b
150 0.014c 0.009b 0.0047d 0.93a 1.08a 8.48¢c 4.07b 4.40b

RN NS R TR, T INHE RN W o Sold e éa.a:)) ngl: Q}A)'T ol SS ha oy gyls ‘sla&:ij\._.»
Means with common letters according to Duncan test at a significant level of 5% have no significant difference.

Continued table 4 F Jgd aels!
SES Seo b=l 38 2 5 A5
S = = 2D DD Do
oles b ;9% 9, :.EE 9, :EE o 3 N =
’ 35\\4,(335’ '-‘:%\\,,\%O’ A\, 52 G T 53 3 33
Treatments w £GP o L6 4 w8 o~ £ ~ 2 P =
3 = E 3 EE 3 EE M 2 A W e
5 8= 20> 2 0> & 8 ] < o
o2 > > 2 2 &
o gt !
Humic acid (mg/ L)
0 0.41d 0.12a 0.28c 0.156b 0.017b 0.138a
50 0.48c 0.13a 0.34b 0.161ab 0.018ab 0.142a
100 0.51b 0.10b 0.40a 0.162ab 0.020a 0.142a
200 0.53a 0.13a 0.40a 0.164a 0.020a 0.144a
Soss
Salinity (mM)
0 (Control) 0.56a 0.15a 0.41a 0.178a 0.024a 0.154a
25 0.52b 0.15a 0.37b 0.165b 0.021b 0.144b
50 0.49c 0.13b 0.36b 0.157c 0.018c 0.139bc
100 0.44d 0.11b 0.33c 0.154c 0.017cd 0.136¢
150 0.38e 0.06¢c 0.31d 0.151c 0.015d 0.135¢

Bl a5l e SV BB oy iy (613 e e 53 Sl B30T bl S e g (61l (sl S0k
Means with common letters according to Duncan test at a significant level of 5% have no significant difference.
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Table 5. Comparative mean analysis depicting the interaction effect of humic acid and salinity on the measured traits of
Cucumis sativus in a greenhouse environment

)les

= ~ =) — = > —_

Treatments = 3 2 2 2 g 2 - 3
JE oo 35 35 3EF .8 .5 S5 v S
5 T = 5 B 38 48 4 g 4D 52 52 {ggu_ Y ez
187 E 1@ 58 4 \*%E‘ ng = > e o2 F=E2
o= YV e 15 = o> 38 W g c > CB
Yes 23> 3 = 15 QO 3 © w oS ? = L © =g \L‘j—g
. EE v = 3 O ) £ “} — e — b bl s 8 &

\% ERS £ S S S 5] S 1S < O S)

0T = e = @ &n = 2z 5 =

[92] < [} =

0 0 1.29ab 0.77de 0.0068abcd 0.010abc 0.017ab 0.16a 0.18a 0.37e 0.53cd
0 25 1.23abc 0.81cde 0.0060cdef  0.010abcde 0.016bcde  0.14bcd  0.16bcde 0.31hi 0.46fgh
0 50 1.22abcd 0.82cde 0.0052fgh 0.008f 0.013gh 0.13cde 0.15def 0.28i 0.41ij
0 100 1.27abc 0.78de 0.0054efgh 0.009e 0.014def 0.12e 0.14fg 0.23j 0.341
0 150 1.11bcde 0.89bcde 0.0034i 0.009e 0.012h 0.12e 0.13g 0.21j 0.29m
50 0 1.17abcde  0.85bcde 0.0073ab 0.011a 0.018a 0.16a 0.18a 0.39bcde 0.55bc
50 25 1.03cdef 0.98bcd 0.0065abcd  0.010abcde 0.016bc 0.14abc  0.16abcd 0.33gh 0.49ef
50 50 1.21abcd 0.82cde 0.0050fgh 0.009cde 0.014def  0.13cde 0.15def 0.34fg 0.48efg
50 100 1.14abcde  0.87bcde 0.0047fgh 0.010bcde 0.014efg  0.14bcde  0.15def 0.32gh 0.45gh
50 150 1.17abcde  0.84bcde 0.0046h 0.009de 0.014fgh 0.13de 0.14fg 0.29i 0.40jk
100 0 1.20abcde  0.84bcde 0.0075a 0.010abcde 0.017ab 0.14bcd  0.16abcd 0.43a 0.59%
100 25 1.19abcde  0.83bcde 0.0068abcd 0.010ab 0.017ab 0.15abc 0.17abc 0.42ab 0.56ab
100 50 1.37a 0.73e 0.0057defgh 0.009de 0.015cdef  0.13de 0.14efg 0.42abc 0.53cd
100 100 1.10bcde 0.90bcde 0.0053fgh 0.0098cde  0.015cdef  0.13cde 0.15def 0.39cde 0.47fgh
100 150 1.06bcdef  0.94bcde 0.0061cdef 0.010abc 0.016bc 0.15abc  0.17abcd 0.37¢f 0.38k
200 0 1.11bcde 0.90bcde 0.007abc 0.010abc 0.017ab 0.15ab 0.17ab 0.43a 0.59a
200 25 0.96ef 1.06ab 0.0062bcdef  0.010bcde  0.016bcde  0.13cde  0.15cdef 0.41abc 0.56abc
200 50 0.87f 1.21a 0.0059cdef 0.010abcd 0.016bcd 0.15ab 0.17abc 0.40abcd 0.55bc
200 100 1.25abc 0.80cde 0.0058cdefg 0.008f 0.014fgh  0.14bcd  0.16bcde 0.38de 0.51de
200 150 0.99def 1.03abc 0.005fgh 0.009cde 0.014def  0.13cde 0.15def 0.36¢ef 0.44hi

AL o Gyl ame Ml U8l BT (g 4l5 sme c!a,.: BH) &le Q)‘)T ol dfj;.ﬁ.ﬁ oy shyls éhaii\.:‘
Means with common letters according to Duncan test at a significant level of 5% have no significant difference.
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Figure 3- Comparative analysis of means illustrating the interaction effect of humic acid and salinity on Plumule length
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Figure 4- Comparative analysis of means depicting the interaction effect of humic acid x salinity on Seedling length
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