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Fig. S1. Dead leaves number per plant of seven Festuca arundinacea cultivars subjected to
control (C: aerated — non saline), waterlogged (W: stagnant — non saline), saline (S: aerated
— 150 mM NaCl) and waterlogged plus saline (WS: stagnant — 150 mM NaCl) treatments
for 14 d (a) and after 14 d of recovery at control conditions (b). Lowercase and uppercase
letters allow comparing treatments and cultivars (respectively) based on Fisher’s protected
least significant difference tests (LSD, P = 0.05). LSDgyivar: @ = 0.3377, b = 0.4240.

LSDyreatment: @ = 0.2549, b =0.3200. Values are means+ SE (n =5).
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