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Salt Tolerance and Strategies of Salt Resistance in Maize
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Abstract: The advances in three aspects of maize salt tolerance were discussed in this paper, including the ef—

fects of salt siress, physiological and biochemical mechanisms on salt tolerance and strategies of salt resistance devel—

opment in maize. Among them osmoregulation, reject salt and selective absorption of ions, eliminate reactive oxygen

species and phytohormone regulation were especially summarized about their roles on adaptation to salt stress in

maize. At last, the significance and suggestions for the research were provided.
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