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) 10.230" 1.409™ 01177 456.842"° 2720627 29.9597
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o S 3 117.5717 0.817" 0.167" 137.3917 3769177 49517
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& X ,_iw > ok *k *k *k *k
i 6 55.731 1.980 0.189 305.086 32.469™ 0.966
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Error
CV (%) 22.22 13.46 12.06 12.68 18.57 18.34
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Table 2. The effect of drought and salinity treatments on measured traitsin kallar grass
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LSD (5%) 141 0.11 0.06 273 5.69 0.38
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100% FC 0 13.82 2.59 0.65 34.42 5.07
5 9.83 1.95 0.65 34.00 4.33
10 6.77 0.74 0.67 30.00 3.47
20 5.26 0.70 0.33 25.92 2.95
50% FC 0 7.24 0.74 0.70 31.02 3.27
5 6.29 0.70 0.71 26.45 3.17
10 5.28 0.62 0.66 26.42 1.83
20 5.31 0.56 0.48 22.22 1.50
25% FC 0 4.21 0.44 0.40 16.85 1.21
4.99 0.52 0.62 28.15 1.44
10 4.43 0.48 0.66 28.15 1.18
20 3.69 0.50 0.59 23.60 1.07
LSD (5%) 243 0.19 0.10 4.73 0.67
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e Lis 6l s CobB il wl; Jab
P Fegd Cepw sy ol Gl 5 Jshe bl
Hoogenboon ) cuisls aunles 25 485 (son sloe 50
O (i (Swaad pabie 3l b (et al., 1987
2V oShes 5 loa ol @ at; s @Yl S

| S g 50 ST & Frwly 53 ol 5V 3 s (g 1S 03kl Glkes (yy (Siuanod i F Joo
Table 4. Correlation coefficients among measured traitsin kallar grass at response to drought and

salinity stressest

traits  las 1 2 3 4 5 6
] e e Sis o5 1

shoot dry weight (gr.p™)
2 photosynthesis rate (umolm?s™) 0.40 1
d)‘” C"";)“’ sk *k

3 transpiration rate (molm?s™) 0.63 0.63 1

s IS il gl 5 Shae . :
4 FyFm 0.35 0.07 0.30 1

):-ﬁ L}—*-ej)lf Sae sk ns ok ok

5 SPAD 0.56 0.12 0.43 0.75 1
6 ol & k) S22 035 gt 9397 043 _014™ 026" |

root/shoot dry weight ratio (%)

oY g o lob Sl malaw jo s e 5 o) S pas i S A

s% % NS
PR

S * & ** are non-significant, significant at the 0.05 and 0.01 level, respectively

2 ol ame sl b anTy o ol oy

5 9y plais Yool S o by 9505 LS 0055 S
3 alS 4 i S el S e e rals
25 05850 0015 Sl (sl 0y 5 ulol JLtd igd
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00 (55wl S bl s b 6,85l g ceslie
00— o35 « Jlie (sl .(Amiard et al., 2003) <.l
s il Cdglla oL lgs i St (55 oS Sl
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O o el S la S as el lid jtalS
odalie 508 b awlie )5 65 a%ie &5 4 (SiS
5 30 a5 o (Pessarakli and Kopec, 2008) o

lep iy S s

o y5 g (Seid slojles (p panad Gilel opl o
Al d 4 Cad Juals oo, FY 579 (Sl b cus
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Luld )3 a8 cul atie 095 4 5 6ed 5 SAS
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59 b A ulS (ghlo e jeb an )T LS wie SO
(IYOFC) Siz wos s byl cov oS J)ge
S (559 ol SRl L ol s plasl Sis 54
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