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deficit stress in transgenic peanut (Arachis hypogaea) through accumulation of mannitol
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Fig S1. Effect of imposing different levels of (A) Salt-stress (0, 50, 100, 150, 200 mM NaCl) and (B) water-deficit stress (0, 5,
10, 15, 20% PEG) at seedling stage and (C) Effect of imposing water-deficit stress at full-growth stage in transgenic
lines (MTDs) and a WT (GG 20) on proline content. VValues are mean of three replicates and bars indicate +SE; bars on
the top represent the LSDqgs. Bars having same lower-case letters within treatments are not significantly different
(P<0.05).
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Fig S2. Effect of imposing different levels of (A) Salt-stress (0, 50, 100, 150, 200 mM NaCl) and (B) water-deficit stress (0, 5,
10, 15, 20% PEG) at seedling stage and (C) Effect of imposing water-deficit stress at full-growth stage in transgenic
lines (MTDs) and a WT (GG 20) on total chlorophyll content. Values are mean of three replicates and bars indicate
+SE; bars on the top represent the LSD, os. Bars having same lower-case letters within treatments are not significantly
different (P<0.05).



o]
o

| LsD (0.05)
I

b
bp b 2
-bbb i
ﬂ I

100
(A) NaCl (mM)

o

o
T H

o
H

o

Electrolytic Leakage (%)
AN WA OO N
o o

o o

EMTD.1 ®MTD.2 wMTD.3 mMTD.4 waWT (GG 20)

LSD (0.05)

I I

a
c bcbb::
bEbb ﬂ-

(B) PEG(%
EMTD.1 EMTD.2 wMTD.3 mMTD.4 wMTD.7 &WT (GG 20)

a
bbb

A OO N

=N W o
O OO0 O 00O OO0 Oo
L

Electrolytic Leakage (%)

120
20| Lsp (0.05)

100 I i
80
60

40

Electrolytic Leakage (%)

20

0
( ) Water Deficit Stress Well Watered

“MTD.1 @MTD.2 wMTD.3 &@MTD.4 wMTD.7 wMTD.9 wGG-20 (WT)

Fig S3. Effect of imposing different levels of (A) Salt-stress (0, 50, 100, 150, 200 mM NaCl) and (B) water-deficit stress (0, 5,
10, 15, 20% PEG) at seedling stage and (C) Effect of imposing water-deficit stress at full-growth stage in transgenic
lines (MTDs) and a WT (GG 20) on leaf electrolytic leakage. Values are mean of three replicates and bars indicate
+SE; bars on the top represent the LSD, os. Bars having same lower-case letters within treatments are not significantly
different (P<0.05).
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Fig S4. Effect of imposing different levels of (A) Salt-stress (0, 50, 100, 150, 200 mM NacCl) and (B) water-deficit stress (0, 5,
10, 15, 20% PEG) at seedling stage and (C) Effect of imposing water-deficit stress at full-growth stage in transgenic
lines (MTDs) and a WT (GG 20) on RWC content. Values are mean of three replicates and bars indicate £SE; bars on
the top represent the LSDg 5. Bars having same lower-case letters within treatments are not significantly different
(P<0.05).
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Fig S5. Effect of imposing different levels of (A) Salt-stress (0, 50, 100, 150, 200 mM NaCl) and (B) water-deficit stress (0, 5, 10, 15,

20% PEG) at seedling

stage and (C) Effect of imposing water-deficit stress at full-growth stage in transgenic lines (MTDs) and

a WT (GG 20) on osmotic potential. Values are mean of three replicates and bars indicate +SE; bars on the top represent the
LSDy 0s. Bars having same lower-case letters within treatments are not significantly different (P<0.05).



