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Table 1. Analysis of variance of moisture stress and spraying silicone effects on the soluble sugars, proline, chlorophyll

a, b and total chlorophyll in Stevia
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Fig. 1. Interaction effects of moisture stress and silicon on soluble sugars of Stevia (There are no significant
differences between means with at least one same letter, at 5% level).
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Fig. 2. The effect of different treatments of moisture stress on proline of Stevia (There are no significant
differences between means with at least one same letter, at 5% level).
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Fig. 3. The effect of different treatments of moisture stress on chlorophyll a, chlorophyll b and total chlorophyll
of Stevia (There are no significant differences between means with at least one same letter, at 5% level).
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Fig. 4. The effect of different treatments of spraying silicone on chlorophyll a, chlorophyll b and total
chlorophyll of Stevia (There are no significant differences between means with at least one same letter, at

5% level).
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Table 2. Analysis of variance of moisture stress and spraying silicone effects on the hieght, number of leave, shoot fresh
weight, shoot dry weight, canopy diameter and canopy volume in Stevia
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*** and ns significant at the level 0.05, 0.01 and not significant, respectively.
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Fig. 5. The effect of different treatments of moisture sterss on plant hieght of Stevia (There are no
significant differences between means with at least one same letter, at 5% level).
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Fig. 6. The effect of different treatments of silicon on plant hieght of Stevia (There are no significant
differences between means with at least one same letter, at 5% level).
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Fig. 7. The effect of different treatments of drought sterss on shoot fresh wieght of Stevia (There are no
significant differences between means with at least one same letter, at 5% level).
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Fig. 11. Interaction between different treatments of moisture sterss and silicon on canopy volume of Stevia
(There are no significant differences between means with at least one same letter, at 5% level).
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Fig. 13. Interaction between different treatments of drought sterss and silicon on root fresh wieght of Stevia
(There are no significant differences between means with at least one same letter, at 5% level).
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