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Fig. 1. A view of the wick irrigation system.

Table 1. Some farm soil physical and chemical properties.
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a S s S5 e S sas
<=1y Organic Electrical conductivity <& <! <l Soil depth
Field Capacity (%)  carbon (%) (ds/m) Soil acidity texture (cm)
48.9 13 1.6 7.2 = 0-20

)

JRCCINY L AVERTIIIEK SR S W VPSR



YYA8 Glansy Ve ale elys pole o Jaowe slo s

OYY¥

olog 5l il le cwsp 4 Wy 9 Bl 1 o a8
Gy Grae ol e 5 S ey oadady
Bl mSaigel g g o peiilosl 5l Jol> slaosls
3,90 Y asus SAS 18le 3 SaS 4y Glais a0 Slao
0393] ool osls (. Sile g 8,5 )18 Luloxiga, o0
L5 o JSCo wiad awlie +/+0 Jlax>l mlaw )3 LSD
20 5 sy Excel l58le 5 5l ool

Syt o i slpio
Slyxe y d)l-.t-.’j Slas ol plas Guibly e bl
Ol Cands 6ol s e RWC) 5,0 L
s S o Cusb, il (Blum, 1999) col oS
LS‘M al.; .‘a.my S UT JJML\A s_;J.?- m)o
Eskandari, et al., ) ols aalgs o138 1, S Ol oo
o (Hamed et al., 2015) . Ke2 5 sul>= (2011
2 Gkl Ol Gpas wizie agh ool o 8L zals
Ll og b bl 51 S gl bl s,
SRl (s By, & S o] Cush (o lyine
e by cwlie iy cde 4 Yol a5 el
slakzd okl Gy 5o T polae 5 (Sied (s

|

S S e Sush) Glgize e jslaieny
S SO 50 alold 5 o S e 1) laases
5 Nad ools I3 S sl jo g esls B S
S0l Sy 5l cend 036 59 0Bialejl 4 Tl
ools J1,5 Jhie Ol jo Celw VA B V8 o 4 b8y o
oo 055 GxSoilail ol elsl (3 T3l 5 0
Voaslee obul Bl ] cans 4 0 b e
Turner and ) wo 5 aculbre od Cogb, (slgize

.Kramer, 1980

Sro)l (s S SES (s

RWC=— - x100  [V]
Sy eldl (590 S SS9

asls ¥ dolee lul 3 SLW | Sy psase (9
:Aio)f

SLW=—— [¥]

035 LDW (S5 pgae 0j9 SLW (Jsa)d Gl o

Y aoles )‘ oolaul L: (WUE) u.:" n.‘?,a.a @l)ls
«(Farre et al., 2006) w5 awlxe

WUE = [¥]

(1Al (6 5ll cani ()10 LT S 5ol 5ud 5 S 39ded y90 Wl (B iyl 4325 Y Jgux
Table 2. Analysis of variance for some morphological and physiological traits in sunflower under wick irrigation.
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ns and *: Non-significant and significant at the 5% level of probability, respectively.
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Table 3. Analysis of variance for some traits in sunflower under wick irrigation.
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