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Abstract: Sustainable crop production requires an innovative approach due to increasing soil salinisa-
tion and decreasing freshwater availability. One promising strategy is the domestication of naturally
salt-tolerant plant species with commercial potential. Sarcocornia fruticosa is a highly salt-tolerant
halophyte, common in Mediterranean marshes, which may hold promise for biosaline agriculture.
This study included 11 populations of this species spread over the territory of the Valencian Commu-
nity in eastern Spain. Climatic data for each locality were obtained from the nearest meteorological
stations. Soil analyses included texture, pH, electroconductivity, organic carbon and organic matter.
Biochemical analyses on wild-sampled plant material focused on antioxidant compounds, such as
carotenoids, phenolics, flavonoids and proline with malondialdehyde (MDA) used as a marker of
oxidative stress. All variables (climatic, edaphic and biochemical) were evaluated together using Prin-
cipal Component Analysis and Spearman correlation. The results obtained indicated some climatic
differences in terms of mean annual precipitation, with a clear N-S gradient and considerable edaphic
variability. However, none of the environmental conditions showed a clear correlation with plant
biochemical characteristics. Significant differences in the levels of phenolic compounds, flavonoids
and MDA between populations were probably due to genetic factors and cannot be explained as a
response to environmental conditions.

Keywords: halophytes; climatic conditions; soil type; antioxidants; correlations

1. Introduction

The genus Sarcocornia A.J. Scott belongs to the family Amaranthaceae (formerly
Chenopodiaceae), subfamily Salicornioideae Kostel. This subfamily comprises 16 gen-
era [1], all characterised by morphological and physiological adaptations, which facilitate
their development in extreme habitats, especially saline environments. These adaptations
result in morphological homogenisation, with a reduction in leaf size and an increase in the
succulence of stems, which leads to taxonomic difficulties [2]. Scott described this genus [3]
as grouping shrubs, erect or prostrate, much branched, sometimes rooted at the nodes,
with flowers inserted at the same level, seeds without perisperm and with membranous
pericarp and the seed testa covered with hairs. This description differentiated Sarcocornia
from the annual species of the genus Salicornia L. and the related genus Arthrocnemum Moq.,
which has glabrous and shiny seeds with perisperm. However, in more recent taxonomic
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revisions, all Sarcocornia species were merged under Salicornia L. [4]. Also under question is
the taxonomic status of Sarcocornia fruticosa (L.) A.J. Scott, a common species in salt marshes
throughout the Western Mediterranean region. A relatively recent study [5] suggests that
this species is not present in the Iberian Peninsula and that the individuals found in Iberian
saline habitats belong to a newly described (but not yet generally widely acknowledged)
species, S. lagascae Fuente, Rufo & Sánchez Mata. However, as the object of this study
is not taxonomic, we will follow the most used, traditional nomenclature and name the
species S. fruticosa.

Sarcocornia fruticosa is found in coastal and inland marshes up to 600 m above sea level.
It is a halophyte tolerating high salinity levels and its adaptation to saline environments is
based mainly on the accumulation of salts in its tissues. This morphological adaptation
results in succulence in their stems and leaves, allowing them to accumulate and sequester
salts to avoid toxicity and to compensate for differences in osmotic pressure with the
soil, a typical strategy of succulent halophytes [6]. The species is considered to be among
the most salt-tolerant halophytes [7] and appears to have adapted to a wide range of
salinities, including extremely hypersaline conditions, indicating considerable physiological
plasticity [8]. Sarcocornia fruticosa is common in salt marsh plant communities, which can
sometimes be inundated by brackish water of marine origin but can also occur in inland
endorheic zones (areas with closed drainage) and are therefore subject to periodic flooding,
tidal abrasion and deposition, and salt stress [9]. The species frequently forms monospecific
stands in areas where flooding periods are prolonged or where salt concentrations are too
high for other plants to survive.

The habitats in which the genus Sarcocornia occurs are highly fragile. It grows on saline
soils, usually near the coast and in salt marshes in arid and semi-arid regions throughout the
world [10], habitats that are highly fragmented and seriously threatened by anthropogenic
activities [11]. These ecosystems, due to their reduced surface area worldwide, are of great
value because of their scarcity and uniqueness. Furthermore, from a botanical point of view,
the flora and vegetation of these environments are very special and of great interest due to
their capacity to develop in soil with such particular and restrictive characteristics [12].

The number of studies on the recruitment of wild halophytes with economic potential
has increased considerably in recent decades. A range of cultivation systems has been
developed for the use of halophytes in agriculture, biofuel production, purification of saline
effluents in constructed wetlands, gardening and gourmet vegetable cultivation, among
other applications [13].

For this reason, the tolerance to extreme salinity makes some members of the genera
Sarcocornia and Salicornia be considered promising crops or fodder plants in regions with
salt accumulation problems [14–17]. The species under study could, therefore, be a solution
for agriculture in areas where other species with food potential do not grow due to salinity.
Another possible use of this species is in the restoration of saline soils or even in the
rehabilitation of polluted environments [18–20].

In this study, we analysed the levels of some antioxidant compounds in plants collected
in their natural habitats in the Valencian Community, eastern Spain. Halophytes are known
to have the ability to synthesise and accumulate metabolites to mitigate the effect of salt
stress, and many of these compounds, such as antioxidants, have a beneficial effect on
human health. Halophytes represent an important but still under-exploited resource of
nutraceuticals [21,22].

The objectives of this study were to analyse the concentration of photosynthetic pig-
ments, total phenolic compounds, total flavonoids, malondialdehyde and proline in plant
material sampled in the wild from 11 marshes in eastern Spain and to correlate biochemical
results with climatic conditions and soil characteristics at the sampling sites. This approach
aimed to explore how different environmental variables influence the biochemical profiles
of the plants.
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2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Area of Study

The study area covers the three provinces of the Valencian Community in Eastern
Spain. Soil and plant material were sampled from 11 salt marshes, all situated in coastal
areas (Table 1).

Table 1. Analysed populations of Sarcocornia fruticosa from SE Spain and their locations.

Province Locality Code Latitude Longitude

Castellón Torreblanca TB 40 10 32.4834 N 0 11 33.4948 E
Castellón Almenara AL 39 43 03.3302 N 0 11 50.1489 W
Valencia Marjal del Moro MM 39 37 08.0000 N 0 15 24.0000 W
Valencia Mallada Redona MR 39 22 11.2800 N 0 19 26.7112 W
Valencia Mallada Llarga ML 39 21 06.8742 N 0 19 04.2744 W
Alicante Aigua Amarga AA 38 17 10.3408 N 0 31 21.5077 W
Alicante Clot de Galvany 1 C1 38 14 58.4565 N 0 31 55.5632 W
Alicante Clot de Galvany 2 C2 38 14 40.1462 N 0 32 23.8684 W
Alicante Fondo FO 38 12 27.3806 N 0 45 59.9646 W
Alicante Salinas de Santa Pola SP 38 11 02.0012 N 0 36 55.0732 W
Alicante Torrevieja TV 38 01 06.8000 N 0 40 18.6000 W

2.2. Climatic Analysis

Climatic data for the period 2000–2023 were obtained from the nearest meteorological
stations (indicated in Table 2), provided by the Agroclimatic Information System for Irriga-
tion (SIAR) [23], of the Spanish Ministry of Environment, Rural and Marine Affairs (MARM).
Mean temperatures, mean solar radiation, annual precipitation and potential evapotranspi-
ration were calculated from monthly data from the period between 2000 and 2023.

Table 2. Values of the climatic variables at the sampling sites of soil and plant material. Abbrevia-
tions: T, annual mean temperature; Rad, mean solar radiation; P, annual precipitation; PET, annual
potential evapotranspiration. Values were calculated for the period 2000–2023 from data provided by
SIAR 2024.

Meteorological Station Area
Code T (◦C) Rad

(MJ/m2) P (mm) PET (mm)

Benavites AL 17.36 16.80 466 1079
Ribera de Cabanes TB 17.28 16.02 481 1078

Sagunto MM 17.94 16.53 431 1177
Benifayo ML, MR 18.27 17.34 472 1348

Elche C1, C2, AA, SP 18.78 17.64 278 1191
Catral FO 17.91 16.65 298 1151

Pilar de la Horadada TV 19.07 18.23 355 1210

2.3. Soil Analysis

Soil samples were taken at a depth of 0–15 cm from the different study areas where
plants were sampled. Three soil samples were collected from each location. After collection,
the samples were weighed and left to air dry on a tray, spread out on clean, dry filter paper
in a thin layer. To homogenise the dried samples, they were ground with a roller and then
passed through a 2 mm sieve.

The soil texture, which expresses the proportions, by weight, of the various sizes of
inorganic particles smaller than 2 mm, was analysed by the hydrometer method [24]. The
soil pH and electroconductivity were measured in a saturated extract by a Crison pH-meter
Basic 20 and a Crison Conductimeter Basic 30 (Crison Instruments S.A., Barcelona, Spain),
respectively. The Walkey–Black, or wet combustion method, was used to determine the
oxidisable organic matter content of the soil expressed as a percentage (OM) using the
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following formulas: (1) and (2). This method calculates the percentage of organic carbon
(OC) in the soil. The organic matter content (OM) is then estimated indirectly by analysing
the OC using a Bernard Calcimeter.

% Organic Carbon (OC) =

[(
10 −

(
mL Ferrous Sul f ate × 10

mL Blank Ferrous Sul f ate

)
× 1.3 × 1000

]
Soil Weight(gr)

(1)

% Organic Matter(OM) = % Organic Carbon(OC)× 1.724 (2)

2.4. Biochemical Analysis

Plant material was sampled from five individuals at each location. A fraction of the
plant material was stored at −80 ◦C for biochemical analysis, and the remaining material
was dried in an oven at 65 ◦C until constant weight was reached. Water contents (WCs)
were expressed as percentages of fresh weight.

Chlorophylls a and b (Chl a, Chl b) and total carotenoids (Caro) were determined by
the classical protocol developed by Lichtenthaler & Wellburn [25]. A total of 10 mL of
ice-cold 80% (v/v) acetone was used to extract pigments from 0.05 g of fresh leaf material.
After mixing overnight and centrifuging for 10 min at 12,000 rpm, the supernatant was
collected, and its absorbance was measured at 663, 646 and 470 nm. Chl a, Chl b and
Caro concentrations were calculated using the described equations [25], and their contents
were expressed in mg g−1 DW. Total phenolic compounds (TPCs) and total flavonoid
(TF) concentrations were determined in 80% (v/v) methanol extracts from 0.05 g of fresh
leaf material. TPC was measured according to Blainski et al. [26] by its reaction with the
Folin–Ciocalteu reagent and sodium carbonate. Absorbance measurements were made
at 765 nm and TPC concentrations were expressed as equivalents of gallic acid (mg eq.
GA g−1 DW). For quantification of TF, the extracts were combined with sodium nitrite
and aluminium chloride in an alkaline environment, and absorbance was measured at
510 nm in accordance with Zhishen et al. [27]. The concentrations of TF were expressed as
equivalents of catechin (mg eq. C. g−1 DW).

The malondialdehyde (MDA) contents were determined following the method de-
scribed by Hodges et al. [28]. Leaf methanol extracts (80% v/v) were supplemented with
0.5% thiobarbituric acid (TBA) in 20% trichloroacetic acid (TCA), or with 20% TCA without
TBA for the controls and incubated for 15 min at 95 ◦C in a water bath. The reaction was
stopped on ice, and the absorbance was measured at 440, 600 and 532 nm. The MDA
concentrations were calculated using the equations described [29].

Proline (Pro) was extracted from 0.05 g of fresh leaf material with 2 mL of 3% (w/v)
sulphosalicylic acid and quantified according to the ninhydrin method by Bates et al. [30].
The extract mixed with acid ninhydrin was heated at 95 ◦C in a water bath for one hour,
cooled on ice and extracted with toluene; the absorbance of the organic phase was measured
at 520 nm. Samples with known Pro amounts were assayed in parallel to obtain a standard
curve. Pro concentrations were expressed as µmol g−1 DW.

2.5. Statistical Analysis

Data were analysed by the programs SPSS v. 16 and SYSTAT v. XVI. Before the analysis
of variance, the Shapiro–Wilk test was used to check for the validity of normality assump-
tion, and Levene’s test was used for testing the homogeneity of variance. If the ANOVA
requirements were accomplished, the significance of the differences among treatments was
tested by a one-way ANOVA at the 95% confidence level and post hoc comparisons were
made using the Student–Newman–Keuls’ test. Spearman’s rank correlation was performed
using RStudio version 4.3.1 to evaluate the relationships between variables. The psych and
corrplot packages were used to calculate and visualise the correlation matrix, while the
ggcorrplot package was used to create detailed correlation plots with labelled coefficients
and a colour gradient for enhanced clarity.
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3. Results
3.1. Climatic Analysis

All areas exhibited similar climatic conditions, typical for the Mediterranean climate,
with mean temperatures ranging from 17 to 19 ◦C and comparable average minimum and
maximum temperatures (Table 2).

The highest temperatures occurred in summer, coinciding with a drastic reduction
in precipitation, characteristic of the Mediterranean climate. Nevertheless, the amount of
precipitation differs, ranging from values below 300 mm in the southern localities (C1, C2;
AA, SP and FO) to maximum values of 481 in the province of Castellón, in the N of the area
where the TB population is located.

Figure 1 shows climate charts for three locations across the three different provinces
of the Valencian Community, calculated for the period 2000–2023 using data provided by
SIAR 2024. As expected, the pattern is very similar, but there is a reduction in precipitation
according to the N-S gradient (top–bottom on the graph).
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Figure 1. Climatic charts and habitat images of three sampling areas: TB, Torreblanca (a,b), ML,
Mallada Llarga (c,d) and C1, Clot de Galvany1. Blue histograms represent precipitation (mm), and
red line the mean temperature (◦C). Values were calculated for the period 2000–2023 using data
provided by SIAR 2024 from the following meteorological stations: (a,b) Ribera de Cabanes, Castellón
province, (c,d) Benifayo, Valencia province, and (e,f) Elche, Alicante province.

3.2. Soil Analysis

Soil analysis included both physical (percentages of sand, silt and clay) and chemical
characteristics (pH, electric conductivity, organic carbon and organic matter). Table 3 shows
the proportions by weight of the different particle sizes, which allowed for the calculation
of the soil texture. The majority of areas were classified as sandy loam (AL, MM, TV and
C2), three had a sand texture (TB, ML, MR), the other three were silt loam (C1, FO, AA)
and, finally, only one silt (SP).
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Table 3. Soil characteristics of the 11 sampling areas. Values represent means ± SE (n = 3).
Different lowercase letters indicate significant differences according to the Tukey’s test at a 95%
confidence level.

Code Sand (%) Silt (%) Clay (%) pH EC (dSm−1) OC (%) OM (%)

AL 67.00 ± 1.15 b 33 ± 1.73 cd 0.00 ± 0.00 d 7.54 ± 0.29 b 67.26 ± 1.15 c 10.78 ± 0.58 a 18.59 ± 1.15 a

TB 92.50 ± 0.86 a 7.50 ± 0.86 e 0.00 ± 0.00 d 8.41 ± 0.25 a 17.33 ± 2.32 de 7.92 ± 0.02 e 13.65 ± 0.03 e

MM 67.00 ± 0.58 b 23.00 ± 0.58 d 10.00 ± 0.00 a 7.36 ± 0.11 b 76.32 ± 0.05 bc 8.98 ± 0.11 c 15.47 ± 0.23 cd

ML 95.00 ± 1.29 a 4.66 ± 1.09 d 0.33 ± 0.22 cd 8.60 ± 0.13 a 25.46 ± 7.03 de 8.01 ± 0.07 e 13.82 ± 0.12 e

MR 94.66 ± 0.33 a 5.33 ± 0.33 e 0.00 ± 0.00 d 8.29 ± 0.04 a 10.93 ± 1.64 e 8.33 ± 0.05 cd 14.37 ± 0.08 de

C1 58.33 ± 8.21 b 41.67 ± 8.21 c 0.00 ± 0.00 d 7.37 ± 0.24 b 80.29 ± 4.89 bc 9.91 ± 0.28 ab 17.09 ± 0.48 ab

C2 30.67 ± 3.81 d 67.00 ± 4.50 b 2.33 ± 0.72 cd 7.64 ± 0.06 b 12.89 ± 1.57 e 8.78 ± 0.34 c 15.15 ± 0.60 d

AA 28.66 ± 17.1 c 69.33 ± 15.5 b 2.00 ± 2.00 cd 7.47 ± 0.06 b 43.09 ± 7.57 cd 9.21 ± 0.38 bc 15.88 ± 0.66 c

SP 10.00 ± 0.003 d 85.00 ± 0.58 a 5.00 ± 0.58 b 7.26 ± 0.00 b 100.65 ± 12.2 ab 8.27 ± 0.06 de 14.26 ± 0.11 de

FO 25.00 ± 0.58 d 75.00 ± 0.58 ab 0.00 ± 0.00 d 7.41 ± 0.12 b 116.18 ± 0.58 a 9.58 ± 0.23 b 16.52 ± 1.15 bc

TV 68.67 ± 1.33 b 23.00 ± 1.00 de 8.33 ± 1.12 a 8.15 ± 0.11 a 19.18 ± 5.44 de 10.54 ± 0.48 a 18.17 ± 0.82 a

The pH of the soil in the areas studied was, in all cases, basic, ranging from 7.26 to
8.60. These values can, therefore, be considered to range from moderately basic to alkaline.

The electric conductivity varied largely from 10.93 dS m−1 at MR to a maximum of
116.18 at FO. Two areas (MR and C2) could be classified as strongly saline (with EC from
8–16 dSm−1), whereas all others as extremely saline (over 16 dSm−1) according to the USSL
classification [31].

Soil organic matter consists of micro-organisms, undecomposed remains of plants and
animals, and materials resulting from the decomposition of these remains by the action of
micro-organisms and the environment in general. A common characteristic of all organic
matter is the presence of carbon (C) in its composition, which is called organic C. Three
other plant macronutrients, N, P and S, are constituents of organic matter, as well as other
micronutrients such as Fe, Cu, Zn and Mn. The values obtained for organic carbon varied
from approximately 8% to 11% and that of organic matter from 13% to 18%. All samples
presented a very high content of organic matter, as percentages above 3.6% are considered
very high levels [32].

3.3. Biochemical Analysis

Several compounds with value in human nutrition were analysed to assess the poten-
tial use of S. fruticosa as a functional food: carotenoids (quantified together with chlorophyll
a and b), total phenols and total flavonoids. In addition, the analysis included proline, an
osmolyte with antioxidant function, and malondialdehyde, a marker of oxidative stress.

For expressing the concentrations on a dry weight basis and for supporting corre-
lations with environmental conditions, the water content of the samples was measured
(Figure 2a). Although all values were high (above 75%), typical for succulent plants, signifi-
cant variations between populations were registered, from a minimum water content of
77.73% in AA (Alicante province) to 84.69% in TB (Castellón province).

Regarding MDA concentrations, significantly lower values were detected for the
populations C1 and C2 (Figure 2b), both of which were located in the Clot de Galvany
area despite high differences in salinity levels. Variations were also significant for phenolic
and flavonoid levels. Phenolic concentrations ranged from 33–34 µg g−1DW in MR, TV
and C2 to over 60 µg g−1DW in MM. Flavonoid concentrations ranged from the lowest
values of 65 and 72 µg g−1DW in AL and C2, respectively, to 137 µg g−1DW in ML and
138 µg g−1DW in AA.

Based on the photosynthetic pigments and proline concentrations shown in Table 4,
we did not detect any significant variations between populations.
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Figure 2. Water content (a), malondialdehyde (b), total phenolic compounds (c) and total flavonoid
concentrations (d) in plants sampled in the wild in 11 locations in Valencian salt marshes. Bars
represent mean values ± SE (n = 5). Different lowercase letters above the bars indicate significant
differences according to the Student–Newman–Keuls’ test at 95% confidence level.

Table 4. Chlorophyll a, chlorophyll b, carotenoids and proline concentrations in plants sampled in the
wild in 11 locations in Valencian salt marshes. Mean values ± SE (n = 5).

Chl a
(mg g−1DW)

Chl b
(mg g−1DW)

Caro
(mg g−1DW)

Pro
(µmol g−1DW)

AL 0.34 ± 0.07 0.21 ± 0.02 0.11 ± 0.02 1.13 ± 0.10
TB 0.24 ± 0.05 0.18 ± 0.01 0.09 ± 0.01 1.32 ± 0.31

MM 0.28 ± 0.07 0.20 ± 0.02 0.13 ± 0.02 1.08 ± 0.15
ML 0.20 ± 0.04 0.18 ± 0.01 0.09 ± 0.01 0.96 ± 0.09
MR 0.28 ± 0.07 0.21 ± 0.02 0.09 ± 0.01 0.95 ± 0.10
C1 0.46 ± 0.08 0.25 ± 0.02 0.10 ± 0.01 0.99 ± 0.05
C2 0.31 ± 0.07 0.24 ± 0.02 0.09 ± 0.03 1.09 ± 0.10
AA 0.38 ± 0.13 0.24 ± 0.04 0.07 ± 0.02 0.95 ± 0.09
SP 0.33 ± 0.08 0.23 ± 0.03 0.08 ± 0.02 1.53 ± 0.24
FO 0.41 ± 0.06 0.26 ± 0.02 0.07 ± 0.02 0.92 ± 0.07
TV 0.41 ± 0.11 0.23 ± 0.05 0.04 ± 0.02 1.13 ± 0.12

3.4. Principal Component and Correlation Analysis

A Principal Component Analysis was performed with all variables analysed, using
mean values for soil and biochemical parameters (Figure 3). The PCA detected six com-
ponents out of 19 with eigenvalues higher than 1, the first two covering 54.43% of the
variability, with the first one explaining 39.52% and the second an additional 14.90%. The
first component was mostly correlated positively with the concentrations of chlorophylls
a and b in the plants and the percentage of silt in the soil and negatively with the an-
nual rainfall. The second component was correlated with the electric conductivity, mean
temperature and mean solar radiation (Table 5).
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Figure 3. Principal Component Analysis conducted with climatic parameters (blue), soil characteris-
tics (black) and biochemical traits (green) analysed in plant material sampled from 11 locations (red)
in the region of Valencia in E Spain. Abbreviations as in Table 4.

Table 5. Component weights in the PCA performed with all analysed variables. Abbreviations:
EC, soil electric conductivity; OC, organic carbon; OM, organic matter; T, temperature; Rad, solar
radiation, P, precipitation, PET, potential evapotranspiration; TPC, total phenolic compounds; TF, total
flavonoids; WC, water content; Chl a, chlorophyll a; Chl b, chlorophyll b; Caro, carotenoids; MDA,
malondialdehyde; Pro, proline. Biochemical traits analysed were not conclusive in distinguishing
among the analysed population.

Variable Component 1 Component 2

Sand −0.313 −0.059
Silt 0.308 0.059
Clay 0.076 0.012
pH −0.268 −0.294
EC 0.179 0.371
OC 0.194 0.210
OM 0.195 0.210
T 0.235 −0.412
Rad 0.217 −0.408
P −0.334 0.089
PET 0.249 0.107
WC −0.229 0.276
TF −0.162 −0.263
TPC −0.127 0.147
Chl a 0.304 0.082
Chl b 0.345 0.010
Caro −0.160 0.275
MDA −0.101 0.229
Pro 0.009 0.143

The 11 populations analysed were dispersed onto the two axes of the scatterplot,
mostly according to climatic and edaphic variables (Figure 3). There was a clear separation
of populations along the first component axis, those from the southern Alicante province,
with lower precipitation, on the right side of the graph, from the remaining ones from
Valencia and Castellón on the central and left sides of the graph. Further, populations
were dispersed along the second component axis according to soil characteristics, such as
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electric conductivity, texture (percentages of sand, silt and clay) and organic carbon and
organic matter.

A Spearman correlation was performed in addition to detect possible correlations
between analysed variables (Figure 4). Strong correlations were detected between climatic
parameters: mean temperature positively correlated with solar radiation (0.99) and the latter
with potential evapotranspiration (0.87); precipitation negatively correlated with potential
evapotranspiration (−0.76). Some significant correlations were found for soil characteristics
as well; percentages of sand and silt were negatively correlated with each other (−1),
and sand with electric conductivity (−0.83). The succulence of plants, measured as their
percentage of water content, was slightly positively correlated with the rainfall (0.74). Some
biochemical traits were also correlated, such as chlorophyll a and b, which showed a strong
positive correlation (0.98), total phenolic compounds a positive one with pH (0.73) and
negative with chlorophyll a (−0.82) and b (−0.85) and MDA negative correlations with
solar radiation (−0.62) and mean temperature (−0.57).
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4. Discussion

The study area includes 11 natural populations of S. fruticosa in eastern Spain, from
the province of Castellón in the north to Valencia and Alicante in the south of this territory.
All these regions experience a thermo-Mediterranean climate, with notable variations in
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the annual rainfall. Specifically, some northern localities received almost twice as much
precipitation in the period analysed as the southernmost areas.

The soil samples varied in textural class from sandy to silty, none with more than 10%
clay. The predominant textural class in the soil samples obtained is silt loam, followed
by sandy texture and silt loam, and only one was silt. Although the edaphic conditions
varied considerably, from sandy to clayey soils and with different levels of electrical con-
ductivity, the plant exhibited a remarkable ability to prosper in these diverse environments.
According to the data obtained, all the soil samples analysed can be considered very saline
or extremely saline. Their formation is generally due to a lack of drainage and a high
percentage of evaporation, which causes the accumulation of salts. All soil samples showed
a high content of organic matter. Despite the edaphic heterogeneity, S. fruticosa was well
represented in all locations, forming almost monospecific communities that were poor in
species diversity, as is typical for Sarcocornia species [33]. A previous study performed on
La Mata lagoon, near the TV population analysed here, indicated that the species C, Koch,
together with Arthrocnemum macrostachyum (Moric.), predominated in the most saline areas,
on loam and silty–loam textures soils [34]. Its high tolerance to salinity was reported in
numerous studies under controlled greenhouse conditions [8,35–37]. Sarcocornia fruticosa
seeds are able to germinate under hypersaline conditions [38], and optimal growth was
reported under irrigation with 510 mM NaCl solution [8]. The species was also reported
as tolerant to metal and heavy metal-contaminated soils and, therefore, recommended for
phytoremediation [39,40].

Due to their exceptional salt tolerance, species of the genera Sarcocornia and Salicornia
are considered promising candidates for saline agriculture. Research on the potential use of
halophytes as crops is increasing in parallel with the limitation of freshwater resources and
rising soil salinity worldwide [41]. Plants living in harsh environments, such as saline or
arid areas, synthesise, in response to abiotic stressors, a wide range of metabolites, some
of which are of special interest with regard to human health [42,43]. These species have a
nutritional profile recommended for the human diet, with high levels of proteins and fatty
acids, particularly linoleic acids, sugars, alcohols, quaternary amino acid derivatives, tertiary
amines, and sulphonic compounds, with low concentrations of toxic elements [44–46]. Of
particular interest are the secondary metabolites synthesised by plants to prevent oxidative
stress associated with salinity, such as phenolic compounds and vitamins, which make
halophytes a food source with functional properties [21]. The nutritional value of various
Sarcocornia species has been compared with commonly consumed green vegetables like
lettuce (Lactuca sativa). This comparison highlights the potential of Sarcocornia in human
nutrition, focusing on its proximate composition and bioactive compounds, suggesting
that Sarcocornia could be a valuable dietary addition, especially in areas where it naturally
grows [17].

In the present study, several compounds with antioxidant properties were investigated,
such as carotenoids (analysed together with chlorophylls a and b), phenolic compounds,
flavonoids, proline and MDA, as a marker of oxidative stress. Carotenoids are a large group
of photosynthetic pigments that play an essential role in protection against photooxidative
damage and as precursors of phytohormones. They are important in the human diet for
their antioxidant properties and for acting as a source of β-carotene, which is the precursor
of provitamin A [47]. The amount of chlorophylls provides a measure of the green colour of
vegetables and is often used by customers as an indicator of vegetable senescence, although
it is not particularly essential in terms of nutritional profile [41]. Although there were large
differences in soil salinity at the sampling sites, no significant variations in chlorophyll a,
b and carotenoid concentrations were found. When plants of this species were subjected
to increasing salt stress under greenhouse conditions, photosynthetic pigments were not
affected by salinity, drought or in post-stress recovery treatments [36,37], but there are also
reports of a gradual increase in carotenoids in parallel with salt concentration [35].

Oxidative stress, or the overproduction of reactive oxygen species (ROS), is linked to
abiotic stress. ROS are now recognised to have a critical function as signalling messengers
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in various important physiological processes, contrary to the previous belief that they were
simply harmful byproducts of aerial metabolism that lead to oxidative stress [48]. Excess
ROS can damage lipids, proteins and nucleic acids, which can result in major dysfunctions
and, eventually, cell death [49]. Membrane permeability and selectivity are changed by
lipid peroxidation, which is caused by various ROS [50]. A byproduct of unsaturated
fatty acid peroxidation is malondialdehyde (MDA), which is frequently employed as a
marker of free radical damage to plant and animal cell membranes [51,52]. However, due
to methodological flaws or incorrect interpretation of the data, its validity as a measure of
oxidative stress has recently come under scrutiny [53]. Two of the communities studied, C1
and C2, had substantially lower MDA concentrations. Despite living in the same region of
Alicante, their salinities varied greatly, making it difficult to explain the pattern of MDA
variation. Previous reports on this species are also contradictory, ranging from an increase
under salt concentrations of up to 600 mM NaCl [35] to no variation under salt treatments
but a significant increase in plants sampled after recovery [36].

Excessive ROS accumulation in plants is prevented by the activation of defence
systems, including synthesis of antioxidant metabolites like glutathione, carotenoids,
flavonoids, phenols, or tocopherols and antioxidant enzymes, such as superoxide dis-
mutase (SOD), catalase (CAT), ascorbate peroxidase (APx) (and other peroxidases), or
glutathione reductase (GR) [49]. Antioxidant enzymes are considered the primary ROS-
scavenging system involved in the first response to oxidative stress, whereas non-enzymatic
antioxidants represent a secondary line of defence against oxidative stress, becoming active
only under severe stress conditions when the activation of antioxidant enzymes is not
sufficient to counteract the damaging effects of ROS [54].

Phenolic compounds, and especially flavonoids, represent an important antioxidant
defence mechanism, playing important biological roles in plants and exhibiting biological
properties potentially associated with multiple health benefits [55]. Although ubiquitous
in plants, they are more frequent in certain taxonomic or functional groups. Sarcocornia
species were reported to have high phenolic and flavonoid contents, but their concentration
can vary between species, ecotypes or the extraction procedure [17].

Although many halophytes have been documented to exhibit increased phenolic and
flavonoid concentrations in response to stress [50,56–58], no appreciable variation has
been observed in many others [55,56]. Since the more salt-tolerant species have effective
ways of controlling the creation of excessive ROS, such as reducing the amount of Na+

that accumulates in the cytosol, it is very likely that they do not require the activation
of antioxidant systems [59]. In this study, we detected significant differences in phenolic
and flavonoid concentrations among the populations analysed, but these differences were
not correlated with environmental stress factors, such as salinity or drought. This finding
is in agreement with results previously reported in one of the areas included in this
study (MM) where the levels of MDA or enzymatic and non-enzymatic antioxidants
in five halophyte species (including S. fruticosa) sampled during two years in different
seasons were not correlated with the degree of environmental stress [60]. On the contrary,
a similar study performed in two coastal areas of Egypt found a significantly higher
content of phenolics and flavonoids in the dry season (July 2017) than in the wet season
(March 2018) [61]. Different accumulation patterns of these compounds were also found in
greenhouse experiments, with some reports indicating no variation under saline treatments
or in recovery after stress [36], and even a decrease in their concentrations with increasing
salinity [35], but also higher concentrations in plants from saline treatments with respect to
the control [46].

Proline is one of the most common osmolytes in plants [62]. Apart from its function as
a compatible solute, Pro acts as a potent antioxidant, directly quenching ROS or stabilising
ROS-scavenging and mitochondrial respiration enzymes [62]. S. fruticose, like other species
of this genus, is not a proline accumulator, its main osmolyte being glycine betaine [36,60].
The proline concentrations in all samples were low, similar to those previously reported
in this species, but proline could enhance the stress tolerance of plants by its ability to
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scavenge ROS, directly stabilise proteins and other cellular structures and provide cellular
redox potential.

Despite variations in soil and climatic factors, the levels of biochemical compounds in
the different populations of S. fruticosa did not show a clear correlation with environmental
conditions. The concentrations of antioxidant compounds, such as phenols, flavonoids, and
proline, as well as MDA, did not follow a specific pattern related to salinity or precipitation.
This suggests that the differences in the levels of these compounds between populations are
likely of genetic origin rather than a direct adaptive response to environmental conditions.

Principal Component Analysis was chosen as a versatile method of linear dimen-
sionality reduction used to visualise the clusters in a dataset, to identify outliers, or to
visualise the relationships between variables [63]. Nonetheless, neither this method nor
the Spearman correlations applied have been able to detect a clear and logical pattern
between plant variables and climatic and soil data. The level of succulence was higher in
plants from areas with higher rainfall, but no correlations have been observed with the
concentrations of biochemical compounds, nor has a clear pattern been observed between
the concentrations of antioxidant compounds or MDA and salinity.

This study supports the potential of S. fruticosa as a promising halophyte species
for agriculture in saline soils. Its ability to thrive in a variety of edaphic and climatic
conditions, along with its antioxidant profile, underlines its potential value for applications
in biosaline agriculture and saline soil rehabilitation. Chemical antioxidants, such as
phenols and, in particular, flavonoids, play an important role in the stress tolerance of
plants but, at the same time, are responsible for the quality of vegetables [64]. Due to their
wide range of biochemical and pharmacological activities, antioxidants are considered as
health-promoting and disease-preventing dietary supplements [65].

The lack of a clear correlation between biochemical compounds and environmental
conditions highlights the need for further studies to better understand the genetic and
metabolic mechanisms that may influence antioxidant production in S. fruticosa. Differ-
ences in the responses of antioxidant systems between populations have been reported
in several halophytes [66–68], but analysis of the genetic variability of populations in
combination with quantification of antioxidants have been performed only in crops [69,70]
or wild species with an economic interest [71] and, to the best of our knowledge, not in
halophytes. The results obtained suggest that the concentration of antioxidants produced
by the plants will not increase when watered with a higher concentration of NaCl, and,
therefore, irrigation should be at the optimum NaCl concentration for the growth of this
species. However, of considerable interest is also testing the in vitro antioxidant capacity
of plants from different populations by different methods [72], such as DPPH (free radical
2,2-Diphenyl-1-picrylhydrazyl) or FRAP (ferric reducing antioxidant power assay). Future
research could also focus on identifying the genetic factors responsible for the observed
biochemical variability and assessing S. fruticosa’s suitability for agriculture under various
salinity and environmental stress conditions.

Author Contributions: Conceptualisation, M.B., A.F. and S.G.-O.; methodology, N.O.A., S.V.S. and
S.G.-O.; software, N.O.A. and S.G.-O.; validation. A.F., M.B. and M.P.D.-T.; formal analysis, N.O.A.
and M.B.; investigation. N.O.A., I.L. and S.G.-O.; resources. A.F.; data curation. N.O.A. and M.B.;
writing—original draft preparation, N.O.A., M.B. and S.G.-O.; writing—review and editing, M.P.D.-T.,
I.L. and A.F.; visualisation, M.B.; supervision. S.G.-O.; project administration. M.B. and A.F.; funding
acquisition, A.F. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by AGROALNEXT/2022/027 grant from Conselleria d’Innovació,
Universitats, Ciència i Societat Digital (Generalitat Valenciana, Spain) and MCIN, NextGeneration
EU Funds (PRTR-C17.I1).

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: Data are contained within the article.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflicts of interest.



Agriculture 2024, 14, 1657 13 of 15

References
1. Kadereit, G.; Mucina, L.; Freitag, H. Phylogeny of Salicornioideae (Chenopodiaceae): Diversification, biogeography, and

evolutionary trends in leaf and flower morphology. Taxon 2006, 55, 617–642. [CrossRef]
2. Kadereit, G.; Ball, P.; Beer, S.; Mucina, L.; Sokoloff, D.; Teege, P.; Yaprak, A.E.; Freitag, H. A taxonomic nightmare comes true:

Phylogeny and biogeography of glassworts (Salicornia L., Chenopodiaceae). Taxon 2007, 56, 1143–1170. [CrossRef]
3. Scott, A.J. Reinstatement and revision of Salicorniaceae J. Agardh (Caryophyllales). Bot. J. Linn. Soc. 1977, 75, 357–374. [CrossRef]
4. Piirainen, M.; Liebisch, O.; Kadereit, G. Phylogeny, biogeography, systematics and taxonomy of Salicornioideae (Amaranthaceae/

Chenopodiaceae)—A cosmopolitan, highly specialized hygrohalophyte lineage dating back to the Oligocene. Taxon 2017,
66, 109–132. [CrossRef]

5. De la Fuente, V.; Rufo, L.; Sanchez-Mata, D.; Franco, A.; Amils, R. A study of Sarcocornia A.J. Scott (Chenopodiaceae) from
Western Mediterranean Europe. Plant Biosyst. 2015, 150, 343–356. [CrossRef]

6. Flowers, T.J.; Colmer, T.D. Salinity tolerance in halophytes. New Phytol. 2008, 179, 945–963. [CrossRef]
7. Short, D.C.; Colmer, T.D. Salt tolerance in the halophyte Halosarcia pergranulata subsp. pergranulata. Ann. Bot. 1999, 83, 207–213.

[CrossRef]
8. Redondo-Gómez, S.; Wharmby, C.; Castillo, J.M.; Mateos-Naranjo, E.; Luque, C.J.; De Cires, A. Growth and photosynthetic

responses to salinity in an extreme halophyte Sarcocornia fruticosa. Physiol. Plant. 2006, 128, 116–124. [CrossRef]
9. Ungar, I.A. Ecophysiology of Vascular Halophytes; CRC Press: Boca Ratón, FL, USA, 1991.
10. Castroviejo, S. Chenopodiaceae. In Flora Ibérica 2; Castroviejo, S., Laínz, M., López-González, G., Montserrat, P., Muñoz Garmedia,

F., Pavia, J., Villar, L., Eds.; Real Jardín Botánico; CSIC: Madrid, Spain, 1990; pp. 476–553.
11. Hernández-Gil, V.; Robledano, F. La comunidad de aves acuáticas del Mar Menor (Murcia, SE de España): Aproximación a su

respuesta a las modificaciones ambientales en la laguna. In Actas de las XII Jornadas Ornitológicas Españolas. El Ejido-Almería,
España, 15–19 September 1994; Instituto de Estudios Almerienses: Almería, Spain, 1997; pp. 109–121.

12. Conesa, H.M.; Jiménez-Cárceles, F.J. The Mar Menor lagoon (SE Spain): A singular natural ecosystem threatened by human
activities. Mar. Pollut. Bull. 2007, 54, 839–849. [CrossRef]

13. Ventura, Y.; Eshel, A.; Pasterna, D.; Asterna, D.; Sagi, M. The development of halophyte-based agriculture: Past and present. Ann.
Bot. 2014, 115, 529–540. [CrossRef]

14. Glenn, E.P.; Brown, J.J.; Blumwald, E. Salt tolerance and crop potential of halophytes. Crit. Rev. Plant Sci. 1999, 18, 227–255.
[CrossRef]

15. Ventura, Y.; Sagi, M. Halophyte crop cultivation: The case for Salicornia and Sarcocornia. Environ. Exp. Bot. 2013, 92, 144–153.
[CrossRef]

16. García-Caparrós, P.; Llanderal, A.; Pestana, M.; Correia, P.J.; Lao, M.T. Nutritional and physiological responses of the dicotyle-
donous halophyte Sarcocornia fruticosa to salinity. Austr. J. Bot. 2017, 65, 573–581. [CrossRef]

17. Custódio, L.; Rodrigues, M.J.; Pereira, C.G.; Castañeda-Loaiza, V.; Fernandes, E.; Standing, D.; Neori, A.; Shpigel, M.; Sagi, M. A
review on Sarcocornia species: Ethnopharmacology, nutritional properties, phytochemistry, biological activities and propagation.
Foods 2021, 10, 2778. [CrossRef]

18. Curado, G.; Grewell, B.J.; Figueroa, E.; Castillo, J. Effectiveness of the aquatic halophyte Sarcocornia perennis spp. perennis as a
biotool for ecological restoration of salt marshes. Water Air Soil Pollut. 2014, 225, 2108. [CrossRef]

19. Said, O.B.; Moreira da Silva, M.; Hannier, F.; Beyrem, H.; Chícharo, L. Using Sarcocornia fruticosa and Saccharomyces cerevisiae to
remediate metal contaminated sediments of the Ria Formosa lagoon (SE Portugal) Ecohydrol. Hydrobiol. 2019, 19, 588–597.

20. Moreira da Silva, M.; Anibal, J.; Duarte, D.; Veloso, N.; Patrício, F.; Chícharo, L. Metals from human activities in a coastal lagoon
saltmarsh—Sediment toxicity and phytoremediation by Sarcocornia fruticosa. J. Environ. Prot. Ecol. 2021, 22, 1441–1449.

21. Castañeda-Loaiza, V.; Oliveira, M.; Santos, T.; Schüler, L.; Lima, A.R.; Gama, F.; Salazar, M.; Neng, N.R.; Nogueira, J.M.F.; Varela,
J.; et al. Wild vs cultivated halophytes: Nutritional and functional differences. Food Chem. 2020, 333, 127536. [CrossRef]

22. Lopes, M.; Sanches-Silva, A.; Castilho, M.; Cavaleiro, C.; Ramos, F. Halophytes as source of bioactive phenolic compounds and
their potential applications. Crit. Rev. Food Sci. Nutr. 2021, 63, 1078–1101. [CrossRef]

23. SIAR (Sistema de Información Agroclimática para Regadío). 2018. Available online: http://www.servicio.mapa.gob.es/websiar/
(accessed on 1 July 2024).

24. Bouyoucos, G.J. Hydrometer method improved for making particle size analysis of soils. Agron. J. 1962, 54, 464–465. [CrossRef]
25. Lichtenthaler, H.K.; Wellburn, A.R. Determinations of total carotenoids and chlorophylls a and b of leaf extracts in different

solvents. Biochem. Soc. Trans. 1983, 11, 591–592. [CrossRef]
26. Blainski, A.; Lopes, G.C.; Pallazzo De Mello, J.C. Application and analysis of the Folin Ciocalteu method for the determination of

the total phenolic content from Limonium brasiliense L. Molecules 2013, 18, 6852–6865. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
27. Zhishen, J.; Mengcheng, T.; Jianming, W. The determination of flavonoid contents in mulberry and their scavenging effects on

superoxide radicals. Food Chem. 1999, 64, 555–559. [CrossRef]
28. Hodges, D.M.; DeLong, J.M.; Forney, C.F.; Prange, R.K. Improving the thiobarbituric acid-reactive-substances assay for estimating

lipid peroxidation in plant tissues containing anthocyanin and other interfering compounds. Planta 1999, 207, 604–611. [CrossRef]
29. Taulavuori, E.; Hellström, E.; Taulavuori, K.; Laine, K. Comparison of two methods used to analyse lipid peroxidation from

Vaccinium myrtillus (L.) during snow removal, reacclimation and cold acclimation. J. Exp. Bot. 2002, 52, 2375–2380. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.2307/25065639
https://doi.org/10.2307/25065909
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1095-8339.1977.tb01493.x
https://doi.org/10.12705/661.6
https://doi.org/10.1080/11263504.2015.1022239
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2008.02531.x
https://doi.org/10.1006/anbo.1998.0812
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1399-3054.2006.00719.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2007.05.007
https://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcu173
https://doi.org/10.1080/07352689991309207
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.2012.07.010
https://doi.org/10.1071/BT17100
https://doi.org/10.3390/foods10112778
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11270-014-2108-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2020.127536
https://doi.org/10.1080/10408398.2021.1959295
http://www.servicio.mapa.gob.es/websiar/
https://doi.org/10.2134/agronj1962.00021962005400050028x
https://doi.org/10.1042/bst0110591
https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules18066852
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23752469
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0308-8146(98)00102-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s004250050524
https://doi.org/10.1093/jexbot/52.365.2375


Agriculture 2024, 14, 1657 14 of 15

30. Bates, L.S.; Waldren, R.P.; Teare, I.D. Rapid determination of free proline for water-stress studies. Plant Soil. 1973, 39, 205–207.
[CrossRef]

31. Richards, L.A. Diagnosis and Improvement of Saline and Alkali Soils. In Agriculture Hand Book No. 60; United States Department
of Agriculture, USDA: Washington, DC, USA, 1954.

32. Rioja Molina, A. Apuntes de Fitotecnia General; E.U.I.T.A.: Ciudad Real, España, 2002.
33. Rufo, L.; De la Fuente, V.; Sánchez-Mata, D. Sarcocornia plant communities of the Iberian Peninsula and the Balearic Islands.

Phytocoenologia 2016, 46, 383–396. [CrossRef]
34. Álvarez-Rogel, J.; Silla, R.; Alcaraz, F. Edaphic characterization and soil ionic composition influencing plant zonation in a semiarid

Mediterranean salt marsh. Geoderma 2001, 99, 81–98. [CrossRef]
35. Ghanem, A.-M.F.M.; Mohamed, E.; Kasem, A.M.M.A.; El-Ghamery, A.A. Differential Salt Tolerance Strategies in Three Halophytes

from the Same Ecological Habitat: Augmentation of Antioxidant Enzymes and Compounds. Plants 2021, 10, 1100. [CrossRef]
36. Calone, R.; Mircea, D.-M.; González-Orenga, S.; Boscaiu, M.; Lambertini, C.; Barbanti, L.; Vicente, O. Recovery from salinity and

drought stress in the perennial Sarcocornia fruticosa vs. the annual Salicornia europaea and S. veneta. Plants 2022, 11, 1058. [CrossRef]
37. Perez-Romero, J.A.; Barcia-Piedras, J.M.; Redondo-Gómez, S.; Naranjo, E. Sarcocornia fruticosa recovery capacity after exposure to

co-existed water and salinity stress. Plant Stress 2023, 8, 100162. [CrossRef]
38. Redondo, S.; Rubio-Casal, A.E.; Castillo, J.M.; Luque, C.J.; Álvarez, A.A.; Luque, T.; Figueroa, M.E. Influences of salinity and light

on germination of three Sarcocornia taxa with contrasted habitats. Aquat. Bot. 2004, 78, 255–264. [CrossRef]
39. González-Alcaraz, M.N.; Conesa, H.M.; Tercero, M.C.; Schulin, R.; Alvarez-Rogel, J.; Egea, C. The combined use of liming and

Sarcocornia fruticosa development for phytomanagement of salt marsh soils polluted by mine wastes. J. Hazard. Mater. 2011,
186, 805–813. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

40. Moreira da Silva, M.; Anibal, J.; Duarte, D.; Chicharo, L. Sarcocornia fruticosa and Spartina maritima as heavy metals remediators in
Southwestern European Salt Marsh (Ria Formosa, Portugal). J. Environ. Prot. Ecol. 2015, 16, 1468–1477.

41. Ventura, Y.; Wuddineh, W.; Myrzabayev, M.; Alikulov, Z.; Khozin-Goldberg, I.; Shpigel, M.; Samocha, T.; Sagi, M. Effect of
seawater concentration on the productivity and nutritional value of annual Salicornia and perennial Sarcocomia halophytes as
leafy vegetable crops. Sci. Hort. 2011, 128, 189–196. [CrossRef]

42. Joshi, T.; Deepa, P.R.; Joshi, M.; Sharma, P.K. Matters of the desert: A perspective on achieving food and nutrition security through
plants of the (semi) arid regions. J. Agric. Food Res. 2023, 14, 100725. [CrossRef]

43. Navarro-Torre, S.; Garcia-Caparrós, P.; Nogales, A.; Abreu, M.M.; Santos, E.; Cortinhas, A.L.; Caperta, A.D. Sustainable
agricultural management of saline soils in arid and semi-arid Mediterranean regions through halophytes, microbial and soil-
based technologies. Environ. Exp. Bot. 2023, 212, 105397. [CrossRef]

44. Barreira, L.; Resek, E.; Rodrigues, M.J.; Rocha, M.I.; Pereira, H.; Bandarra, N.; Moreira da Silva, M.; Varela, J.; Custódio, L.
Halophytes: Gourmet food with nutritional health benefits? J. Food Compos. Anal. 2017, 59, 35–42. [CrossRef]

45. Loconsole, D.; Cristiano, G.; De Lucia, B. Glassworts: From wild Salt marsh species to sustainable edible crops. Agriculture 2019,
9, 14. [CrossRef]

46. Agudelo, A.; Carvajal, M.; Martinez-Ballesta, M.d.C. Halophytes of the Mediterranean Basin—Underutilized species with the
potential to be nutritious crops in the scenario of the climate change. Foods 2021, 10, 119. [CrossRef]

47. Swapnil, P.; Meena, M.; Singh, S.; Dhuldhaj, U.; Harish; Marwal, A. Vital roles of carotenoids in plants and humans to deteriorate
stress with its structure, biosynthesis, metabolic engineering and functional aspects. Curr. Plant Biol. 2021, 26, 100203. [CrossRef]

48. Das, K.; Roychoudhury, A. Reactive oxygen species (ROS) and response of antioxidants as ROS-scavengers during environmental
stress in plants. Front. Environ. Sci. 2014, 2, 53. [CrossRef]

49. Apel, K.; Hirt, H. Reactive oxygen species: Metabolism, oxidative stress, and signal transduction. Annu. Rev. Plant Biol. 2004,
55, 373–399. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

50. Ozgur, R.; Uzilday, B.; Sekmen, A.H.; Turkan, I. Reactive oxygen species regulation and antioxidant defence in halophytes. Funct.
Plant Biol. 2013, 40, 832–847. [CrossRef]

51. Del Rio, D.; Stewart, A.J.; Pellegrini, N. A review of recent studies on malondialdehyde as toxic molecule and biological marker
of oxidative stress. Nutr. Metab. Cardiovasc. 2005, 15, 316–328. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

52. Suzuki, N.; Mittler, R. Reactive oxygen species and temperature stresses: A delicate balance between signaling and destruction.
Physiol. Plant. 2006, 126, 46–51. [CrossRef]

53. Morales, M.; Munné-Bosch, S. Malondialdehyde: Facts and artifacts. Plant Physiol. 2019, 180, 1246–1250. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
54. Fini, A.; Brunetti, C.; Di Ferdinando, M.; Ferrini, F.; Tattini, M. Stress-induced flavonoid biosynthesis and the antioxidant

machinery of plants. Plant Signal Behav. 2011, 6, 709–711. [CrossRef]
55. Albuquerque, B.R.; Heleno, S.A.; Oliveira, M.B.P.P.; Barros, L.; Ferreira, I.C.F.R. Phenolic compounds: Current industrial

applications, limitations and future challenges. Food Funct. 2021, 12, 14–29. [CrossRef]
56. Ksouri, R.; Smaoui, A.; Isoda, H.; Abdelly, C. Utilization of halophyte species as new sources of bioactive substances. J. Arid Land

Stud. 2014, 22, 41–44.
57. González-Orenga, S.; Al Hassan, M.; Llinares, J.V.; Lisón, P.; López-Gresa, M.P.; Verdeguer, M.; Vicente, O.; Boscaiu, M.

Qualitative and quantitative differences in osmolytes accumulation and antioxidant activities in response to water deficit in four
Mediterranean Limonium species. Plants 2019, 8, 506. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00018060
https://doi.org/10.1127/phyto/2016/0113
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0016-7061(00)00067-7
https://doi.org/10.3390/plants10061100
https://doi.org/10.3390/plants11081058
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.stress.2023.100162
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquabot.2003.11.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2010.11.071
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21146289
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2011.02.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jafr.2023.100725
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.2023.105397
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jfca.2017.02.003
https://doi.org/10.3390/agriculture9010014
https://doi.org/10.3390/foods10010119
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpb.2021.100203
https://doi.org/10.3389/fenvs.2014.00053
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.arplant.55.031903.141701
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15377225
https://doi.org/10.1071/FP12389
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.numecd.2005.05.003
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16054557
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0031-9317.2005.00582.x
https://doi.org/10.1104/pp.19.00405
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31253746
https://doi.org/10.4161/psb.6.5.15069
https://doi.org/10.1039/D0FO02324H
https://doi.org/10.3390/plants8110506
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31731597


Agriculture 2024, 14, 1657 15 of 15

58. González-Orenga, S.; Llinares, J.V.; Al Hassan, M.; Fita, A.; Collado, F.; Lisón, P.; Vicente, O.; Boscaiu, M. Physiological and
morphological characterisation of Limonium species in their natural habitats: Insights into their abiotic stress responses. Plant Soil
2020, 449, 267–284. [CrossRef]

59. Bose, J.; Rodrigo-Moreno, A.; Shabala, S. ROS homeostasis in halophytes in the context of salinity stress tolerance. J. Exp. Bot.
2014, 65, 1241–1257. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

60. Gil, R.; Bautista, I.; Boscaiu, M.; Lidón, A.; Wankhade, S.; Sánchez, H.; Llinares, J.; Vicente, O. Responses of five Mediterranean
halophytes to seasonal changes in environmental conditions. AoB Plants 2014, 19, 6. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

61. Abd El-Maboud, M.; Elsharkawy, E. Ecophysiological responses of the genus Sarcocornia A. J. Scott growing at the Mediterranean
Sea coast, Egypt. Pak. J. Bot. 2021, 53, 517–523. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

62. Szabados, L.; Savouré, A. Proline: A multifunctional amino acid. Trends Plant Sci. 2010, 15, 89–97. [CrossRef]
63. Greenacre, M.; Groenen, P.J.F.; Hastie, T.; Iodice d’Enza, A.; Markos, A.; Tuzhilina, E. Principal component analysis. Nat. Rev.

Methods Primers 2022, 2, 100. [CrossRef]
64. Maggio, A.; De Pascale, S.; Fagnano, M.; Barbieri, G. Saline agriculture in Mediterranean environments. Ital. J. Agron. 2011,

6, 36–43. [CrossRef]
65. Vicente, O.; Boscaiu, M. Flavonoids: Antioxidant compounds for plant defence. and for a healthy human diet. Not. Bot. Horti

Agrobot. Cluj-Napoca 2018, 46, 14–21. [CrossRef]
66. Amor, N.; Jiménez, A.; Megdiche, W.; Lundqvist, M.; Sevilla, F.; Abdelly, C. Response of antioxidant systems to NaCl stress in the

halophyte Cakile maritima. Physiol. Plant. 2006, 126, 446–457. [CrossRef]
67. Alhdad, G.; Seal, C.; Al-Azzawi, M.; Flowers, T. The effect of combined salinity and waterlogging on the halophyte Suaeda

maritima: The role of antioxidants. Environ. Exp. Bot. 2013, 87, 120–125. [CrossRef]
68. Gil, L.; Pinya, S.; Tejada, S.; Capó, X.; Sureda, A. Antioxidant defenses in wild growing halophyte Crithmum maritimum from

inland and coastline populations. Chem. Biodivers. 2019, 16, e1800448. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
69. Sandhu, D.; Cornacchione, M.; Ferreira, J.; Suarez, D.L. Variable salinity responses of 12 alfalfa genotypes and comparative

expression analyses of salt-response genes. Sci. Rep. 2017, 7, 42958. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
70. Thabet, S.G.; Alomari, D.Z.; Alqudah, A.M. Exploring natural diversity reveals alleles to enhance antioxidant system in barley

under salt stress. Plant Physiol. Biochem. 2021, 166, 789–798. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
71. Korekar, G.; Dolkar, P.; Srivastava, R.; Stobdan, T. Variability and the genotypic effect on antioxidant activity, total phenolics,

carotenoids and ascorbic acid content in seventeen natural population of Seabuckthorn (Hippophae rhamnoides L.) from trans-
Himalaya. Lebensm. Wiss. Technol. 2014, 55, 157–162. [CrossRef]

72. Munteanu, I.G.; Apetrei, C. Analytical methods used in determining antioxidant activity: A review. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2021, 22, 3380.
[CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-020-04486-4
https://doi.org/10.1093/jxb/ert430
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24368505
https://doi.org/10.1093/aobpla/plu049
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25139768
https://doi.org/10.30848/PJB2021-2(5)
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/39304561
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tplants.2009.11.009
https://doi.org/10.1038/s43586-022-00184-w
https://doi.org/10.4081/ija.2011.e7
https://doi.org/10.15835/nbha46110992
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1399-3054.2006.00620.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.2012.10.010
https://doi.org/10.1002/cbdv.201800448
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30371000
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep42958
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28225027
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.plaphy.2021.06.030
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34218207
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lwt.2013.09.006
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms22073380

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Area of Study 
	Climatic Analysis 
	Soil Analysis 
	Biochemical Analysis 
	Statistical Analysis 

	Results 
	Climatic Analysis 
	Soil Analysis 
	Biochemical Analysis 
	Principal Component and Correlation Analysis 

	Discussion 
	References

