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Table 1. Metrological data in cropping year 2013-2014
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Table 2. Physical and chemical soil properties of the experimental site
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Table 3. Analysis of variance for measured traits
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Table 3. Continued
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** *Significant at 5 and 1% level of probability, respectively.
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Table 4. Mean comparisons for the main effects of salicylic acid and selenium on the measured traits in chickpea
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Means followed by the same letters in each column, are non- significantly different (P = 0.05) according to Duncan’s

multiple range test.
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Means followed by the same letters in each column, are non- significantly different (P = 0.05) according to Duncan’s

multiple range test.
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Table 5. Mean comparisons for interaction effects of salicylic acid and selenium on the measured traits in chickpea
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