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Table 1.Chemical analysis of the soil of the experiment saite

ST ons P el plllas SN pld b 3 Bty 3 8 s
Organic carbon H EC Saturation percentage Available Available
& p p & potassium phosphorus
% ds.m’! Yo(W/w) mgkg’ mgkg’
6.1 7.72 1.76 28 240 24.6
Jslae ol b S S BB e ol B s, Sl 6 8 o BB T I 035 2
Ca(CO;3), Available Cu Available Zn Available Mn Available iron Total nitrogen
(%) mgkg’ Mg.kg! mgkg’ mgkg’ %
8.96 0.62 2.86 10.46 7.56 0.17
o3lizul 3550 ST (oliond 4 ji=Y Jgur
Table 1.Chemical analysis of irrigation water
pHaw ol SO, A 4 Mg o5 Ca (s EC &S0yl Sodium  @ue e cos
mg.l” mg.l” mg.l” psS.cm’
7.5 1324.6 54.8 112 10496 38.1
B, Na ... CO; ol 5 Cl a5 Kooty HCO; b 5 s
mg.l'l mg.l'l mg.l'l mg.l'l mg.l'l mg.l'l
0.48 1998.7 0 2432.6 3.13 73.2

Sl 4 (ST ot (S gl b 0
Slo B2 &Y 53 o g SLFBXIFAX WD
3545 Ldd CuiS (6959 4 o sb e (Between paper)
WY S 5 b S s b e Sl B2 4N

Jendlygmws a3kl Sialer O a3l
Ao Il (STALA a7 Madl oy ensll
S F 53 ,d sue Foo fawl (Anonymus, 1999)

9 ooled  olbd S 5 e glayds I oY



ARR

S o St Jls (3,5 053 5155 5 sles
Ol 4 (2ol LB 0550 5 Ldd asls 13
o s (25 5 g 55 ey Lin g3l OT aseiee
RINVIPY ;\;::JL,J as55F e clas s Q}T 0593,k
3 trr 5l gl Sl g oo 303 )5 o LFA
05051 Gla! lls Cou Hsley 4 05T 05,0
ol a5 YO gles 3 S5, Voo bl G4l e
ST Gty @iy Hsb 4 e slite 518
58 plomil (gols bl 5 438 5155 WL 5 s
s 5 old @ole b 5 ool laanalS

(MTG = Mean Time to 34l s> (sl » ()'Y ol
S8l Ce,w 3l pesls & Germination)
38 a5 daly 338 e e
.(Anonymus, 1993)

Z(nd)

MTG =

d by es) ale gla,ds slaas = nidasly ol s
03 &l s by slas SN 5 b, sl = de s,
(CVG = )4l Co v g b piomed 5. 0L (o0
&S ;o Coefficient of Velocity of Germination)
il oo by Goaler Slb 5 Copw aaiela
(Anonymus, 1993) L& w5 aal,

G +Gy+..+Gy

re= (1>< G1)+(2><G2)+....+(n>< Gn)

es) &l la,ds sluss G -Gy aasly opl s
SR BT TS
4l laydy JS olas 55T 2 sl 2l 0L
‘_gbsa;\.a}.x.i;)f Soldp Clesly ikl e
FGP =Final ) olg il dw)s Olse 4 Jol-

3y90 o Si4le bl L (Germination Percent

b aalE iy 5 o S5l s (Shy e p

NG S I RO N T TSR
555 Vodeas (o pates slas b)s ba)ds S8
099> ;!qu.:}l.w a=,5 YO by 5o dﬁwb* 3
035 &l sl ioled Lk 6546 5l
wle O b JUsl 51w S8l doys 55T 5 Gl
S 0js et Slpld pass sska)s 00
055 5 DBl g3le amalE VLSS a5l el
2 Cole YF Do 4 e 5 438 e OT 5
Qj)}m.ﬂ;)\} Q}T).s :l;u:il.w a3 VO gbes
SN S5 L 385 sl Sl eslimal b LT eSis
il dsb 5 araty) dsb a8 6,8 ojlul o 8
EINE e N IR R 6;; o)l ede s
Sleskazwl bl s (gole o 5 (gole LthA?:ubl:f
-l ) dle slayds wljs, holed glaesls
Sl Loy 5wl Gl Luse b
MDG = 4l 534l Lo gta s dnlea &l 9,
Cs w5l gels &S Mean Daily Germination)
On s s Ol WAL e als, Sialer

.(Anonymus, 1993)4%

FGP
MDG =——
d

L o olg Sialer ST 4 O, B ags,
(Daily Germination Speed = 414, 54! s &
dil o aljgy Siale b se WSe &S 55 DGS)

(Anonymus, 1993)4% awwloes i3 59,4

1
DGS = ——
MDG

s sl el an oLl sk o
M;‘F‘ﬁjcj&qadﬁcﬂéﬁ_d)ﬂj-\'cw)j

Al a5l pde Ve slaws 05e3T el 6l Gl



Sl rote s Gobes

Lwgn (¥ Jgd) Sl odis Hls gme 50 bilae
S5 g ailhsy SOkl Se e s Wl Sodler
om Sl 5 85 F g 3550 slasles ST
Rt D55 4l (fxe () sh ol sk el
Calides C}la_w) (B)\ e > 8ol LgLMgusL”f Loy
Sl Gls a5 o3y DL (5)sh
S 0550k an gl el o (K Jsas)
Jad) Cils (gyls e Oyl (aB)\ BN BLE L p)
S |y iy S 03y op aS ey 035 5 (F
(O Jpi) s ¥ T 5 G5 P o
B S 0331 52 (35X S5 e ) pimen
ardile 50y eomandd I3 Jae S opl ol
Sosd I L s a3 8 15 o)sh s St Cow

(Fdad) b il 58

ARA

& 5l S S s e 23,515 ealic
0351 opl 03 28 8 el Hd 4 SL5Hl sk
sbs b s Lbde )\JQT o ,d o sl
6:5\..,4 a5 ¥ glos 3 el VY Ode 4 0 sd>es

Osa3T 0y93 OLL 43 .23 805 ie OT 53 51 8

5l s (6,8 eIl Jgdeee SO S sl

Wosls 4 jef (abu\ J\JfG:JLﬂ a= 5 ¥ glasys s

s el TISAS 1531 p i 3l eslizl |

oW
Q}.a)'-\' 3 3l OLES laesls u,.db_)\) 4 @l:;'
el slayds Giale Aoy syl g4l e
asl ‘_g)\.ﬁ G.M C))u] 9 oy g)\.mgi calides
2 ST sk ol o) Gosh sl pomen. k]

Al Gl il odd Wy slayds olg gialse

3okl 55 &l 05037 53 55 &l sla st La (Sl e 580k sl sl 4 25 ¥ s

Table3-Analysis of variance (Mean squars) of seed vigor indexes in standard germination test

MS)S e St
oy Gyl bage e A, Jsb Jsb N3Y) N3Y) N3Y) 055
e s Al al3a, Wy Gidle @l gl ol 4 sl o ady) 5 S 5 S
il el L Mean daily Normal Primary Primary e o, o dy 4 il 4wl
SOV df final dfnly' Spef:d Qf seedlingpercentage lsh()oI: 1r()oth Primary Primary root  Primary Primary KRS
Germination SSTMInatoN  germination engt engt root fresh dry shoot fresh  shoot dry <, <
percentage weight Weight weight weight (EC)
)

Cultivar(A) 2 19.22" 34.08™ 0.000037™ 24.76™ 0.27" 2,54 0.00056™ 0.0000025™ 0.00034™ 0.0000028™ 2973
o5t . -
e 20.49™ 24.06ns 0.000019™ 28.59™ 0.48™ 0.29™  0.00042™ 0.0000057™ 0.00933 " 0.0000251™ 13718

Salinity(B)
a3

GoSXeds 6 2512 31.93™ 0.000018™ 30.41™ 0.17" 113" 0.00017" 0.0000017™ 0.00112™ 0.0000139™ 3619
(AxB)
(&S 5b),1 S5 o o N .
o 31.69™ 6.44™ 0.000018™ 14.36™ 0.0676™ 7.0174" 0.00072™ 0.0000012™ 0.0327 " 0.000044 2283.86

Replication
s
E 22 2422 75.11 0.000043 21.04 0.63 046  0.00038 0.0000023 0.00061 0.0000111 392
ITOT
T

(Ao 3) ) ks 5 20.09 26.28 6.94 15.90 8.71 20.50 20 6.27 16.44 11.87

(CV%)

o) 5 o 30l rlan 53l e 5 SFEE s gxe NS

ns, no significant,*and** significant at 5% and 1% levels respectively.
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Table3-Analysis of variance(Mean squars) of seed vigor indexes inaccelerated aging test

MS) e o it
Loy Gl s Ce Loy Jdsb Jdsb 05 05 83 O
e Gide i dingids elebeslE edl o, E oS E oS
s sl Ll Mean daily Normal Primary Primary 4 o2, 4 aly, 4 sl - sl
SOV 4 final daily Speed of  seedlingpercentage shoot lengtlroot length,rimary rocPrimary roo  Primar P o
... . germination germination . i . rnmar
Jerminatior fres dr: shoot fresl ghoot dr
percentage weight  weight weight weight )
vj) ns ns ns ns ns ns ns w4 * ns
Cultivar(A) 2 43.62 12.04 0.000003 42.72 0.2755™ 2.0608™ 0.00022™0.0000035 0.01068 0.00024
So5t . : : : : : : . :
. 3 58.73" 36.85™  0.000014™ 55.16™ 0.2044™ 0.9765™ 0.00043™ 0.0000003™ 0.00976 0.00012™
Salinity(B)
Jejl
SoXeds 6 4547 39.71™  0.000011™ 37.86™ 0.3130™ 0.1870™ 0.00030™ 0.0000024"" 0.00064™ 0.00023™
(AxB)
(&S 5 ) S . . . . x . . x . x
)L)’i‘ 2 33.51" 59.44™  0.000035™ 30.38™ 0.8604" 0.7978™ 0.00074™ 0.000002" 0.00087™ 0.00018
Replication
o
E YY o 60.17 39.80 0.000021 49.97 0.2739  0.9763 0.00030 0.0000006 0.00242 0.00022
rror
i
(o 2) S s 7.97 13.97 19.45 7.36 9.90 12.70 20 18.80 12.37 6.8
(CV%)

Lo y3) 5 deo s 30 Jlaz| Clu BER R RO DY LM AR

ns, no significant,*and** significant at 5% and 1% levels respectively.
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Table 5. Mean comparison of some seed vigor indexes incultivars

standard germination tests .kl il e accelerated aging testo.s s S
e a= aslw 5O
. o 4k, Jsb ) Primary root - s, oSast 555 S
Cultivars C S A ol ’ ’ Primary shoot fresh
Primary root (EC) dry weight
length weight g

Okapi, 5 8.05" 167.427 0.0040% 0.43°
Zarfam,s ; 7.97° 151° 0.0035° 0.38"
7.22° 182.5° 0.0046" 0.38"

RGS003:+¥ ol o T

x)\x)\édwcjwM,:@JL;::—ICEM)A;,gj‘:‘_g‘w\:x..g-oy)'TduL.ﬂ\jgMdfj;i.«_}jf‘_;l)l:&&uﬁpoy}aﬁ
Means in each column followed by similar letter(s) are not significantly different at 5% probability level
using Duncan Multiple Rang Test

s ol = sl sk 3461 g (sl st U (e g n =$ 3
Table 6. Mean comparison of some seed vigor indexes in levels of salinity

standard germination tests .kl il e accelerated aging testo.s s S

(o omiass s3) 8055 = 5L 05y

P ) Primary root «> 4z, ¢S 055 a6l 5 0js
Salinity Primary shoot fresh S Al .
ioht (EC) dry Primary shoot fresh
welg weight Weight
0 0.3489° 131° 0.0051% 0.36°
5 0.4056" 144° 0.0046° 0.38%
10 0.4033" 175° 0.0061° 0.43"
15 0.4233" 219° 0.0043° 0.42°

N3 gme Dl Aoy gy Jlerm a5 (SUls (slaels Lo 5 g05T ol At &5 200 (o (shls 7 ol Sike O g a o

NERRE
Means in each column followed by similar letter(s) are not significantly different at 5% probability
level using Duncan Multiple Rang Test

Goph Caltmn sl 53 06,1 G361 Sla ot Lo e e lin -V 5t
Table 7. Mean comparison of some seed vigor indexes incultivars under different levels of salinity

(D) (R mins3 )80 5% o oS ) (EC) &SV s
Cultivars Salinity Primary root dry weight (e (Sl p i3 5,5%0)

0 0.0030 129¢

Okapi s’ 5 0.0046™ 152.33%
10 0.0050° 183"

15 0.0033%¢ 205.33°
0 0.0040%* 130¢

Zarfamﬂsu‘ 5 0.003 7% 124.67¢

10 0.0023¢ 186.33%
15 0.0040%* 163

0 0.0047® 133.33°

B 5 0.0043"™ 154.67%

RGS003: ¥ .l = T 10 0.0050° 154.33%

15 0.0043" 287.67

x)\x)\édwcjwM,:@JL«;::—\CE“):;S}I:‘_;Iw\:4.:.3-[)}o)'TduLw\,gMdfﬁi»&jfél)l:f&uﬁpoy}aﬁ
Means in each column followed by similar letter(s) are not significantly different at 5% probability level using Duncan
Multiple Rang Test
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