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Table 2 Two-way ANOVA of parameters related to non-

rhizosphere and rhizosphere soil properties

e P NaCl P X NaCl
AEMRPR 3 pH  <<0.001 <0.001 <0.001
bR+ 3 pH 0.843 0.162 0.029
W A 1R <0.001 <20.001 0.148
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HILTR 1) 43 B 000 22 e BR AN /D 30K & oG T 38 2 1R LT
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SEAG B 1A AR BRI A R 7 1 A2 B - e AT TS AKCF- 1Y i
FER (p<0.001) (£ 3,18 6),

LHEEE AR & &M 20.4~70.3 mmol/g,
40P.80P i1 160P 4k i v i1 & & 5 oP AH Lk 43l ok /b
42.1%,44.3% 1 46.8% . WL AM, 5240 E A5 19T A R 2
FER 3 Y B (p<<0.001) 50.4NaCl, 0.8NaCl 1.6
NaCl &b 3 Hr (930 41 B2 % it 5 ONaCl A1 Lt 43 51 7+ =
38.2%0,46.3%0 K 111.7% . W NE &R 43 1) 28 H AR HIXT
EVIAER R ZERTE S AN
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Table 3 pH of non-rhizosphere and rhizosphere soils

LH AR b 0P 40P 80P 160P

ONaCl 8.20£0.19¢ 8.0320.01b 8.2540.03a 7.42+0.15d

0.4NaCl 7.48-£0.04c¢ 7.88-£0.13b 8.3940.08a 7.4740.05¢

ARAR P £ pH 0.8NaCl 7.4440.09d 7.95-20.06a 7.510.32f 7.020.21f

1.6NaCl 7.4840.15b 8.0840.06a 7.11-40.04d 6.68-0.04f

ONaCl 7.57+40.02d 7.4740.15f 7.48-0.15¢ 7.56=£0.14e

0.4NaCl 7.58-40.18¢ 7.53-40.09¢ 7.47+0.12de 7.36-£0.06e

fiRbr 15 pH 0.8NaCl 7.7620.03b 6.8720.52¢ 7.000.65¢ 7.540.16de

1.6NaCl 6.0240.87be 7.58-£0.05b 7.4940.06¢ 7.224£0.26¢
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