Supplementary Materials

Title: “Effect of NaCl on Moprho-Physiological and Biochemical Responses in Gossypium hirsutum L.”
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Supplementary Figure S1: Comparison of different treatments on the shoot length of 50 cotton genotypes. Where TO=control, T1=
150 mM, T2= 200 mM NaCl.
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Supplementary Figure S2: Comparison of different treatments on the root length of 50 cotton genotypes. Where TO=control, T1=
150 mM, T2= 200 mM NacCl.
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Fresh Shoot Weight (g)
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Supplementary Figure S3: Comparison of different treatments on the fresh shoot weight of 50 cotton genotypes. Where TO=control,
T1= 150 mM, T2= 200 mM NaCl.
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Supplementary Figure S4: Comparison of different treatments on the fresh root weight of 50 cotton genotypes. Where TO=control,
T1= 150 mM, T2= 200 mM NaCl.
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Supplementary Figure S5: Comparison of different treatments on the dry shoot weight of 50 cotton genotypes. Where TO=control,
T1= 150 mM, T2=200 mM NacCl.



0.25

0.2

n 1_
1_ o

(8) 1319 100y A

0.05
0

0S5
679
85
LVD
EIO)
S5
4L
€VD
44
5
ovoS
6€9
8€H
LED
9€5
S€9
€D
€€D
[439)
€9
0€9
6¢5
8¢9
LTS
9¢5
S¢O
7Zo
€79
[445)]
1X49)
075
619
819
L1D
919
S19
4%
€19
[4%]
T19
015
69

89

LS

99

SO

9

€9

9

9

EHTO mT1 mT2

control,

=200 mM NacCl.

150 mM, T2

Supplementary Figure S6: Comparison of different treatments on the dry root weight of 50 cotton genotypes. Where TO

T1
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Supplementary Figure S7: Comparison of different treatments on the chlorophyll content of 50 cotton genotypes. Where TO=control,

T1= 150 mM, T2= 200 mM NaCl.
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Supplementary Figure S8: Comparison of different treatments on the Na*/K* ratio of 50 cotton genotypes. Where TO=control, T1=
150 mM, T2= 200 mM NacCl.
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Supplementary Figure S9: Comparison of different treatments on the proline content of 50 cotton genotypes. Where TO=control,
T1= 150 mM, T2= 200 mM NaCl.
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Supplementary Figure S10: Comparison of different treatments on the catalase activity of 50 cotton genotypes. Where TO=control,
T1= 150 mM, T2=200 mM NacCl.
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Supplementary Figure S11: Comparison of different treatments on the peroxidase activity of 50 cotton genotypes. Where
TO=control, T1= 150 mM, T2= 200 mM NacCl.
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Supplementary Figure S12: Comparison of different treatments on the hydrogen peroxidase of 50 cotton genotypes. Where
TO=control, T1= 150 mM, T2=200 mM NacCl.



