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Boron Toxicity to Plant Under Salinity Stress: A Review
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Abstract: In this paper, the effects of salinity stress on boron toxicity to plants were reviewed in respect of plant growth, physiological char—
acteristics, and boron uptake and accumulation. The mechanisms involving the regulation of plant transpiration and ion uptake, and the ac—
tivity of aquaporins were also discussed. Further studies were proposed on the effects of other soil conditions and the effect of excess boron
on salinity stress using molecular technique.
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