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In Vitro Salt Tolerance of Plantlets in Dendrobium Sonia ‘Earsakul’
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ABSTRACT: Dendrobium is an important ornamental plant in Thailand. The main cultivation
areas are in Samut Sakhon and Nakhon Pathom provinces that encountered with salinity water
problems during the dry season. This study aims to find out the appropriate NaCl concentration
for salt tolerance selection of Dendrobium Sonia ‘Earsakul’ plantlet which is able to develop
into a complete plant by using tissue cultured techniques. The plantlets that cultured under
50 mM NaCl added on modified Vacin and Went (VW) solid medium were subcultured to
modified VW solid medium supplemented with 0, 50, 75 and 100 mM NaCl and without NaCl
(control; NS) for 4 months. The completely randomized design with 5 treatments was applied.
The results exhibited that high vegetative growth and highest root growth were found in 0 mM
NaCl following by the control (NS) and 50 mM NaCl. Furthermore, the increase in NaCl
concentrations resulted in depletion of chlorophyll a, b, total chlorophyll and carotenoid
contents, but proline accumulation and electrolyte leakage in leaf were increased with NaCl
higher than 50 mM. These results indicated that the damage in plant cells occurred under
excess NaCl. In conclusion, Dendrobium Sonia ‘Earsakul’ was able to culture on modified VW
solid medium supplemented with 50 mM NaCl that approached to produce the salt tolerance

plantlet of Dendrobium Sonia ‘Earsakul’ in vitro culture.
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néelifanannoidulinenlifuszdui
d1rguelng ﬁuﬁﬂqna’auiwm’aq'iu%’awi’m
AUNTAIAT LazuATUT S?fqﬂizauﬂzymﬁmﬁﬂu
Taanguds Mt iFeAnwUTinalnfeunalsd
fnzaufundelifanavne lude Boana’
(Dendrobium Sonia ‘Earsakul) lagltinaiinnis
wnzdsaiade Wedadonduiugitanumsmny
A annsasasyduladusuiianysalls Taeth
fuseuiideduomnsiiuladiounaslse 50 mv
freasuuensudegns Vacin and Went (1949)
Fauvas Malsfeuaaslsdanududu 0 50 75
uaz 100 mM uaziiaauauususeuiilllfides
Tuleieueaslsiunon (NS) deadunan 4 ey
INLHUNITNABBILUY completely randomized
design i 5 vidmuA WU dudeuiiaedum
WU 0 mM dinsiasedulenneau Tu Tuszau
a9 uarsnlussdugefian daududeufidedy
liReumanlsn 50 mM dnsiaseiulngesasun
ngaaruam (NS) InelaRennaelsiigeuyiil
Aaolsilas Lo aaslsilad U raslsiladsu way
walsAiuesaiiAanas widnisazaulnsdu way
Wesdusnshilnavedidalnsladlulufatuile
I#SuamnAugendt 50 mM Sedlsituisande
vganeaudsluaaduduigaiuly agulsdi
néelffanamne lelle “Beana’ anunsnidedly
gmsiinlniennaslsd 50 mM 16 Fadu
wwnslunsudadussundeliiananinenuay
Tuanmuaeatie

Adndgy: losfeunaslsd, ANuLASEARINAILLAY,
nsasAule, nawziaeaileldes

UNiI

ﬂﬁwiﬁaqamw (Dendrobium orchid)
Juliifaneniifirnudfyuetve fiyarinisds
98nNI7 3,200 AU meed laganiyegieda
anave laile “Beana’ \huitusiinunsnsien
qu?ﬁymuasﬁmiﬁfqaaﬂmﬂ‘ﬁqm (Office of
Agricultural Economics, 2020) ‘ﬁuﬁUQﬂﬁﬁﬁm
oglunnianataunuguuaiiivindu Téun Seuda
ANTANAT WAz UATUTH el 1ilet w.e1. 2558 il
fanan Ranansenuanfends tmzanyuds
snlufiufivhia vilvhivsinaindegsds 11.5
nSufedns 3o 196.5 mM (Pollution Control
Department, 2015) %aszé’uammwﬁwﬁmmzau
wnndeldaasiiannisualuddy (EC) e 750 uS
cm™ (Department of Agriculture, 2004) #3503l
USunaundelaiiiu 8.20 mM uazdamadudaymee
\losunaudstiagiuluynd (Royal Irrigation
Department, 2020) dudloinunsnsihifiany
wadevuldsadunalgld viliiAnenslumdes
dduiiouis uwagaeluilan (Department of
Agricultural Extension, 2008) iesinndaels
uiteitldvudy (Yuwaniyom, 2003)

aANfifiglduilnAnnsavanves
Tooouunawinfidudin Wi Na* wag CU fnavinls
fi1 water potential (¥ ) anas dunalifivgatily
g1nTU (McKersie and Leshem, 1994) LAans
azaulooouludiuvessin du wazlu vilwlulnd
wavUangluwiig (Lutts et al., 1996) wazdsdna
paNTEUIUMTa1AA1N § nelulwaaie Wi n1s

WIAule nIsduATITIAsLEs USunuansd
35 vavesansdidninslas wasnisazaunse
priluvnsvin wWu s WHudu (Fridovich,
1995; Laloknam et al., 2006; Shukla et al., 2012)
mMsenwRafuMsRA LA snde s
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anave wudi dundleliieny 3 Wwew awnsald

dududilen £C laifiu 2 ds m™ saldu 1 e
(Sonsud, 2015) Iummzﬁﬁumq 9-24 iy
annsasadaeiAudilen EC 1-2 ds m? fnsi
Audunan 2 weuldlnglddemanssnurenanan
(Chiewchookul, 2018)

NMINUANVRIIY AD ANUENNTOVDINY
fasaldneldnneiifinsudsundas auda
Gﬁ’uﬁummﬁaaasﬁu Tnefigoradinisusuimlmmng
aﬂusmw‘umﬁ 9 (Yuwaniyom, 2003) N34z
Lamuawamuamﬁwm fannsolinaaauiiionn
Bonfiwflannsanusuanauduls wu nsusu
anwilaensnaaeuliialasuanuaulusesu
i LLazLﬁummﬁwﬁuﬁaé’wﬁa@ja (Subculture)
Sriudanunsaasals duldldin dhvasves
wadtavtheua L leld (Smith, 2013)
11l .6 2015 Teixeira da Silva Anw1AUNULAL
vodluslanaduladued (PLBs) vasndaelifana
Cymbidium ﬁLgﬁlﬂumWﬁwaLgﬁﬂLﬁaL?ja%ﬂLam
Tofeuraslss (NaCl) aududusi (5-10 mM)
waztUdguemsyn 4 1 deu lnsifiuanuidudy
Fuiieuas 5 mM aufls 40 mM wun PLBs 7ifin
lminusolueunaslsmnududumld Fuile
Wisuidleuify PLBs fdedlurmidudugs (20-
200 mM) Taglaidinnsusuaniw vili PLBs uans
9113 necrosis LLasmsﬂuﬁqm yonNiNsEY
Tundeldanamelaitlonuglawng wuii dusau
Adedusmnsinedendedeiifulaiounas
TsfAnududiusi (5-40 mM) Wlwsugouiisns
MM3350aT3R 100 Wesdud uazdnisasaiviag
sy GLusumzﬁmmﬁwﬁuqaﬂdw 100 mM vl
nMaaseAule MINEITINaRaY wardonsing
50AT30RINT 50 Wesidus (Obsuwan et al,
2019)

283l5AnN ASANYINITNBUALDIVD
flusionnuiAy wagmsfmdonduiusniianuas
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mudalundelianamedmuliten fafu lu
meTeiRsdnwmmaruiiangadlundaels
anavmelngldinadamamedsaiaibe dedn
Fonduiusfidnuasnuiy annsaaioyiiuls
soluaulduiianysal uazlvinenld waziilugns
waauldfuiugndelsnudy Ssazdmadiu
iwnsnagiUgnidesndaelsl iedszautiyminida
FJafunumaunly uazmsdanisiulgwnuama
vil Fsazdulselovinninunsnseely

gUnsaluazIsng

NYINAADY

Augeuvaingdluldananine luiile
“W@uana’ (Dendrobium Sonia ‘Earsakul’) et
91nM59¥nn protocorm like bodies (PLBs) 818
8 Wou uwemsudegns Vacin and Went (VW)
(1949) faudas Ainlaiounaslsd 50 mM (10
ihiifdunauvesndoaymsaududu 50 mm)
Yhaignd1 150 fladanseoans thnansie 20 ndu
fedns Suesy 100 nYusedns e Gellan gum 3
N5uREAAT (50 MM) wazfuseuduAnINNTIAS
UUDIMTGAT VW mmwmammmﬂu e baiLAw
maa‘lsnmamaaiiﬂ (NS) wauLammuaauLUunm
U 3 Lhou ﬁmﬂmaaﬂmwmmmmqﬂ 1.0 loufilung
theluidssuuemnaudegns W dinuas Fadani
uzwdn 150 fadanseans thaansie 20 ndu
fpans Gellan gum 3 n3uredns naluum 100
nSuredans thdusuel$s 100 nSusedns

WHUNISNAADILAZVIIALUUR
INUNUNITNARDIR VT HaNYTal
(Completely randomlzed desngn CRD) mmu
5 ‘mmmum visRLRaL 591 $hay 4 van fail viam
WIWAT 1 muaauwLamuumm'ﬁqmﬂmmm@sm
Aanlsn LLasé’haﬁng&Nwmmiqm VW Aauuag



Faluiuloieunaslsmguti (NS: 0-0) S
7 2 84 5 Judugeudsldanemnsiiuladey
Aaalsn 50 mM mﬂﬁ?uﬁwm,gawummsqm VW
Faudasfiinleiounaslsdainudud usiatuy
Toun v3nmudi 2 anadudy 0 mM (50-0)
VERRIUAT 3 Pradiudi 50 mM (50-50) ViEmus
7 4 pududy 75 mM (50-75) wazviInuAT
5 Ansddu 100 mM (50-100) GannvEmane
Aodluosrmunugungll 25 + 2 ssrwaloa
melduasanuasagesisawudviin cool day
light Aadiuuas 40 pmol m?s™ Wuran 12 2l
so % (06:00-18:00 1) Aeadunan 4 ey a au
naawldsed @1msn AAIVINVEIU AUBINYAT
LTINS LNYATANERS

n1stuiindayanisiaseiiula

Jundns1N19390T30 LaznNI19La58Y
dulandsnndsaduna ¢ weu Tashdusen
UTIATILIUAUBNG ANUAIAY LFURLAUENANS
ady Ymdnandu sruaulu aweily A
n119lU 911U ANNENITIN LAy IRA1AINY
Jenlushelades Chlorophyll meter Ju SPAD
502 vaslufi 2 Tuarnlusenasn

MsAnwIUSHnaEsa Tnsiu waznssalviavas
d15dianinslad

USuauansd (Pigment)

Brlundrelsiifihminan 1 n3u ldasly
@19aga1y N,N’-dimethylformamide (DMF)
USuns 3 fiadans vl luidafigaumniivies ifu
a1 24 F3l09 (Hughes et al, 2007) WAIAENT
aﬂmwlé’lﬂmmimﬂauuaw Ay A, Waz A
LwammmmﬂimmﬂadiWaaLa (ChL a=12*
A664 - 3.11 * A647) Aaplsilaa U (Chl b = 20.78
* A64T — 4.88 * A647) Aaslsiladsiu (Total Chl
= Chla + Chl b) uazualsiiuesd (C__ = (1000

A480 — 1.12 Chl a — 34.07 Chl b)/245) (Porra
et al., 1989; Wellburn, 1994) IneAsEvI3mLILe
ay 4 91

Usualwsau (Proline)

Faghogsanvadlundagldtngn 100
fadnsu uvluansazary 3% aqueous
sulfosalicylic acid 5 fiaddns tluduniese
1504 centrifuged ﬁqmmﬁ 4 perwaded Uu
e 15 widt Manudaseu 4,800 ¢ 91ntu
Aaszvilsunadnsdululuienaisnisves Bates
etal. (1973)1m8i’mmi@jmﬂ§uLLmﬁ 520 WluAS
Fafl toluene Wudiusauiiey (blank) el
WIBUBUAUANUINTUANN standard curve 09
Tnsdu 9ty Ausamvsunalnsawdu
Wesdusiminan Tneldaunis (1]

[(ug proline/ml x ml toluene)/(115.5 ug/umol)l/
[(g sample)/5] = umol g FW....ovvvvrcve [1]

Wasidudnissaluavasansdidninslad

(Electrolyte Leakage; %EL)

avanglossusenaniodedionisdns
dwunazurululutinduusirainlosey
(Deionized water) w&antiu 39ihdudiuan
adu waglufitdhainan 50 fiadndu frlvinde
Fuvwn 1 Jadues ldaslunasanaass iy

v
o

Prnauusiaantessu Usuns 10 Jadans Lﬁuﬁ
ammwaﬁummﬂunm 24 4hlua vdanni

9
o

mmmmmammnmm electrical conductivity
(EC) fewedastanisiliiy wazdusiedidly
water bath 100 ssrwaea 1Wuian 15 uil
WumsvhanemegrauavyinliiAinnisuasedian
Tnsladeenun Melldu 91ty Sadn electrical
conductivity (EC ) LLazﬁgmmm 9%EL gn3 [2] lng
AATITAVIAUUARY 4 1

De
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%EL = (EC/ECZ) x100 (Barbara et al,, 2016) ...[2]
nsATeideya

FATIZRANULANANNFDAVDIALRAE
1n835 Duncan’s multiple range test (DMRT) lag
19TUswnsu SPSS asTu 22

NANISNNABILLAZIA5A]

dNIINITTOATIN LATNITIIQYLAULA
INATANBIAUNULALVDIA U BU
ﬂaa8134aﬂamwiezjLuaLaaaﬂaiuaﬂwwﬂaaﬂLsna
ImmwuLamuummmmam VW fiutas Mdos
meldlndsureelsiTuanseiuiuam ¢ dou
(Figure 1) WUI1 8AIN1T99ATINAAAY 20-30
Wosdus Wedulufounaslsd 50-100 mM waz
msSeiulavmeddiu lu wagsinanas deany
Wuduvedaieunaslsiiiui Tnsfinanududu
50 mM dwalviutingn armgedu armely
anad 30-50 Wesidud uavanasunnnin 70-80
Wosdud fienududy 75-100 mM (Table 1)
#onAADINUNISANYIUBY Obsuwan et al. (2019)
fiseauin dundaelifanavane ladly Wudisele
(Dendrobium Sonia ‘Red Jo’) Tuanmuaonide
fi8nsn1530nT30 minan AeTIEULEESIN
anad Wededuewnsiifladouraslssaudy
Fugan 80 mM LHuiian 10 dUansi etiilosan
anufufiielasuilminauedeaainusiu
aealufin (Osmotic stress) A lufivvess1nu1
¥iin (lon toxicity) waglinnsas1auTodzaNans
auUABATY (Chukampaeng, 2012) Filiinay
demeuiinandoruiad (Cell membrane)
Jhlvimuansnsalunsessaiveulneonlen uas
nsdaaTElusAuanas (Wyn Jones et al., 1979)
Lﬂumaslwmimmmuimamaq LAYWUNSANERNTY
Lualmummmmqwu dlofiansanaindasinig
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sontAnvasiudou wuin duilidedduemsi
loReunaslsa 50-100 mM 8n51A1558ATIRARA
a1 20-25 Wasiud WewSeuiieuiulundrels
anagulfvugnua fld@nwin1snevauasse
mmmaﬂusvav PLBs wui diadesluamsiil
lieunanlsAuduINnIT 10 mM J8ms51ns
seATInanasINNn 70 Weasidusd uaglilanunsa
wiydulaldlusgduanudaduiigandi 20 mm
(Teixeira da Silva, 2015) wanalmiiuin naqelsl
anavelafleiudiBeanalivwaldunismuauls
and1 wihndwliis 2 anadiinwazmasiy
Wulakuugusan (Sympodial) nilouriu
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NS 0 mM

(0-0) (50-0)

50 mM
(50-50)

75 mM
(50-75)

100 mM
(50-100)

Figure 1 Plantlet characteristic of Den. Sonia ‘Earsakul’ after treated with NaCl for 4 months

971 Figure 1 wansdnwauedund eldd
Fodluomsiitinrundusydusing 4 w4 ey
Azl dugeuluemsiflufesaaslsda
\udu 50 mM fawsinaziivuadulagsin lwnnan
sudilailasuindelafonnaslsd (NS wag 0 mM
(50-0)) usilpsAInsInaIuITaLRIYLAulaLazi
penUgnls luvaziduseuluemsidlafen
Aaelss 75 wa 100 mM Sdnwadeiiau wuems
Tuwdes uazvanglulvsl Taiamziiluansan 510

wadu aukuy kagluvneduldanuisaiinsinta

wiasnursdunatedudiiaa wazlawamu
Snwarennsitintudenadosiunisidinduse
Fundaolifanamig uazanauaudn denudn
wonINANLLANEYI SISy RUlnanaLal
Fedswananisiisanazsruniesvadludae
(Abdultakasim et al,, 2018 Chlevvchookul
2018) niesansnazuaduas e lednw
anwagndugIuInevesUalesinvenalgly
anauiusn wudn In1sudagadusiaudiuyany
5INanas WA US MmN INTTuITadiana s e
(Chiewchookul, 2018) iesanarudaludiuds
N5L93QYVRITINNY IlinIshnIvesa1suaula
sanlyranas ausiatinAuLduiveaesig
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lolfeu AaasU Lazusnuesdluinnielulgaa
9 (Meekaew et al., 2010) Tufiwitlainufiy 3o
nuAnladesarlifiveuavaunioludy unay
Nanthmnaniensaduvadursiaduniiioiy
anudutuluwaduesn deadldndasuunn
linsasgdulnanas (Glenn, 1987)

nnRaeeiiuli fudeuiiniesly
lghsupanlsnuInou LLﬁzlﬁﬁMﬁ’;&@ﬂmamnz
LgaﬂLﬁaL%QMiﬂﬂa (0 mM (50-0)) in1stasgy
wiulaenedngu Tu lusediugs azlin1siasyni
sngefian (Table 1) WaSouifisufugnaiuny
(NS) Fadonadoaiun1s@nwIwes Chiewchookul
(2018) lundelilanawius wazananing 5189y
1 dlosnsundeliimeidilussesnamil uaz
Hunstulnsnnsliiuan (EC snn 250 s cm)
Wuszezian 1 weu wuln awnsavhlisuiings
LIYHULR LazNITTWOIVRINITALATIZRAY
wasfiAnifivgetu v mstuglFudsemamng
Geaiedeildiludounaslss fuaunsausu
auna water potential (W ) vilfiwanuise
mmmnmiuwaal@ sl iAanszUIUNITS
L;JLmuaa%mlmmu (Hare et al, 1998) 33l



muaauﬂaaalwimumiWquﬂisnmsmaavl,im
fnnsasadulale Wudu dewssuidisusu
fuseuildldiasddulaiennaslsd (NS)

Usunaansa

dlefnsanUsuaansdliulu wuh ewns
ansiifslmfeunaelsirududugatuAunt 75
mM vilvimaslsilad 1o aaelsiaa U Aaslsilag
sudiranas luvasfiduseuildsunisusuanm
Trmudulnedeuulaieunaslsdanandudu 50
wag 75 mM lildwwanauSununaslsilad o uay
aaelsiladsan diowSoudlouturdmnuudildiu
loieumaslsa (NS) (Table 2) @ennaseiu Yasar
et al. (2008) wu USunaunaslsiladludaien
fugilimudy fuualifuanaasonnuidugsnin
50 mM Lﬁaﬂmﬂﬁﬁmiimauaﬂ%ﬁ ascorbate
peroxidase (APX), catalase (CAT) wae glutathione

reductase (GR) Bafumidelunsiuasouya
daszanas dawalviouuadase superoxide anion
(0%), hydrogen peroxide (HO) uag hydroxyl
radicle (OH) wvihUfisenivanstaluanasing
ﬁﬂﬁlﬁmmsamséfwmﬂaaisﬂaé Fawmneineiu
Sderiudnui wui ﬂf\mismamﬂ%mwma
Guumﬂwﬂimzuﬂaaiiwaa“lu“luiuLLmﬂmNﬂ‘uw
AuA wazdsdennesiunsfnylundield veq
Sonsud (2015) waz Chiewchookul (2018) finu
ﬂm&ﬂ,uaﬂamw Tfm,usl ‘wuﬁLasJaﬂa USuuans
Famaailenruduiinanndy Fsenadunaunain
audufivres Na® fidnluazaulumadisauds
seeufifufivrowad T Na* fazanludSua
WnvliiAnen1se Ca®, K ag Mg® dinane
nsaatsfvesnaslsiiad duavililulul wag
Weidousnamaulume (FAO, 1976; Apse
and Blumwald, 2007)

Table 2 Effect of NaCl on chlorophyll a, chlorophyll b, total chlorophyll and carotenoid of Den. Sonia
‘Earsakul’ after treated with NaCl for 4 months

Total

NaCl Concentration Chloroph)gll a Chlorophyzll b Chlorophyll Carotenozid

(mM) (mg/cm?) (mg/cm?) (mg/cm?) (mg/cm®)
NS (0-0) 13.37 + 1.63% 554 + 0.71% 18.91 + 2.34% 1.28 + 0.03
0 (50-0) 17.29 + 1.55° 7.89 + 1.04° 25.19 + 2.56° 1.24 + 0.10
50 (50-50) 13.75 £ 1.25% 5.24 + 0.47* 18.99 + 1.72® 1.37 £ 0.02
75 (50-75) 13.89 + 1.40% 4.2% + 0.48° 18.12 + 0.95% 1.46 + 0.73
100 (50-100) 8.66 = 0.60" 3.60 + 0.28° 12.26 + 0.88° 1.29 + 0.06

F-Test

**

*%

*%

ns

ns=not significant, ** = significantly different at 0.01 probability level

** Means with different letters within column indicate significant difference according to DMRT
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Usunaulnsau
Vnansaunelulundag it ile
Igsulmieunaslsaiiniy (Figure 2A) Tnawamny
Tulufideduluifeunaolsanaududy 75
weg 100 mM fvSinalnsaululudduinnniy
40 Wosidud (4.33-4.80 pmol ¢! FW)
(Fieure 2A) FslnsAwduansonalulnsinaunus
(Osmoprotectant) (Ueda et al., 2007) e
anussueoaluAn mi@jmﬂfw wagussumenely
wadiietestuilademneaisingrvesiiv (Blum,
1989) fls1891uin wavesmsavaLlnsALTAiNTY
Tufigurseda 1Junautannninzfinale$u

anaeden uslslgvilrivasnsanudildiumu
(Moftah and Michel, 1987) danaldandugoud
Aosuuenududy 50 mM fusinadnsaululy
3.53 pmol ¢ FW dslduansnsfunisadnie
Wiguimguivgaaiuau (NS) (3.08 pmol g™ FW)
Sefnnunisazaulnsauuinduilefiaiia
AULASINANUSINUODALUAN dOAARDINUIIY
NAAIUDY Pakdeevaraporn (2000) l@#Anwn1g
avannsAuludundes wui USunalnsaufidiiy
Fuluddenfudnvarenmsilasumuidene
Pnenufusnnnindunalnnismudy esan
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