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Abstracts: To investigate the salt tolerance of different rootstocks of eggplant, Solanum torvum, Solanum in-
teggriflium, Solanum texanum and Solanum sisymbriiflium were chosen for testing the relationships of salt tol-
erance with salt injury index, Na” and K contents, Na'/K" ratio and the Sg_ y, of iansport i T0Ot and shoot. The re-
sults showed that the salt injury index of different rootstocks increased with the increasing salt concentration, in
the order of Solanum sisymbriiflium>Solanum integgrifolium>Solanum texanum>Solanum torvum at the same

salt concentration. Shoot K™ content, root Na” content, Na'/K " ratio and S . were in the order of Sola-

, Na of transpo
num torvum>Solanum texanum>Solanum integgrifolium>Solanum sisymbriiflium at each corresponding salt
concentration; shoot Na” content, Na”/K ratio, and root K" content were in the order of Solanum torvum<Sola-
num texanum<Solarium integgrifolium<Solanum sisymbriiflium at each corresponding salt concentration. A
positive correlation was observed between salt-tolerance of eggplant rootstocks and root Na" content, Na'/K"
ratio and Sy, of wanspors While a negative correlation was observed between the salt-tolerance of eggplant root-
stocks and leaf Na' content, Na'/K" ratio and root K" content. The results indicated that the rootstock with high
salt tolerance increased its plant resistance to salt by restricting Na" translocation to leaf, increasing K content
in shoot, and decreasing Na'/ K ratio under the salt stress.
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