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Abstract
To study the salt tolerance of Dakal, Shiraz, Zard and Amygdal olive cultivars research into Factorials (4x4)
with a completely randomized design and in 4 salinity levels (0, 100, 150 and 200) on parameters of relative
water content (RWC), Proline, leakage ion (LI) and malondialdehyde (MDA) was conducted in the greenhouse
of Esfahan agricultural Research. The results showed that with increasing salinity decreased parameter RWC
and increased proline, leakage ion and peroxidation of membrane phospholipids. The olive varieties in the
same conditions of stress was shown different reactions so that comparisons of the measured parameters in
four cultivars generally showed that Zard than Amygdal the varieties, more resistant to high concentrations of
salts and other cultivars showed intermediate behavior.
Keywords: Salinity, physiological parameters, olive.
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