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Table 1. Soil physical and chemical properties of experimental location

Sedlh oy b od JTolse ad by e Bl gy K
E.C pH Soil texture  Clay Silt Sand 0.C p K Cu Fe Zn Mn
dS.m (%) (MQ.Kg1)---mmmmmmmmm oo
564 7.56 Silty clay 48 38 14 0.86 16.63 186 093 216 0.75 0.83
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Table 2. Weather statistics of Ramhormoz during the experimental period

lgo slos (Sl . .
Mean of air temperature (°C) < “O"”'b 2 et
Month ol Maximum gstas>  Minimum J3las RH (%) Precipitation (mm)
November ouf 30.2 18.6 40 18.3
December 53T 26.6 10.6 57 63.7
January ©° 179 9.8 66 59.9
February YR 20.8 8.2 60 46.1
March S| 23.3 13.9 51 415
April 5295958 31.4 17.1 46 26.8
May Sl 0] 37.8 22.4 44 18.2
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Table 3. Analysis of variance measured traits affected by experimental factors
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SISy eyl el Sy ol sl Jebw
sl Leaf chlorophyll Leaf Cell membrane
S.0vV Ol be g f index proline content stability index
Block Sals 3 2.14™ 0.79" 6.36™
Planting date (D) ~ <edlS &b 1 74.75™ 195.45™ 522.06™
Errora a gl 3 7.22 2.25 35.96
Foliar (F) b Jelxo 5 35.25™ 22.51" 168.27"
DxF Jliw 515 26.85™ 16.42™ 120.18"
Error b bslks 30 4.18 0.06 22.99
CV% (1) & o g o 493 10.78 8.61
Table 3. Continued aolsl .Y Jgus
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DxF Jlie 51 5 242529.7  1164511.3" 13.31" 0.98™
Errorb b s 30 220211.8 2708571.9 3.42 0.05
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Table 4. Comparison of mean the effect of nutrients foliar application on measured traits in optimum planting date
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Foliar Leaf chlorophyll Leaf proline  Cell membrane  Grain Biological Harvest Grain protein
application index content stability index yield yield index content
(Hmol.g*fw) % (kg.ht)---mome (%)
(Control) wals 50.73¢ 6.83¢ 64.33¢ 4515.6° 1152227 39.19° 10.04¢
(Water)  of 53.61¢ 7.60¢ 67.49¢ 5090.2¢ 12647.3°  40.24¢ 10.34¢
(Fe) ool 56.61° 8.73 75.02° 5626.4° 13971.5° 40.27¢ 10.63¢
(Zn) &9 62.35% 9.928 79.252 6673.22 15249.82  43.75° 11.192
Mn) Ko 56.52¢ 8.35° T4.47% 5578.7° 13467.4% 41.42° 10.62°
Fe+ Zn+Mn 59.40° 9.17° 75.10° 6103.4°> 14451.7° 42.23° 10.91°
LSD 5% 2.76 0.72 3.08 365.49 783.54 0.98 0.25
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Table 4. Comparison of mean the effect of nutrients foliar application on measured traits in late planting date

I NEE ol il et A ul R PPV o SO gty
" g » ; 2589 Ceblo ;

Foliar ] Cell Grain I ; Grain

application chlorophyll proline membrane yield Biological Harvest protein
index content [ yield index
stability index content
(Hmol.g*fw) (%) (kg.h) (%)

(Control) walis 48.72¢ 12.03f 57.95¢ 3043.8¢ 9421.3¢ 32.30f 12.06
(Water) & 51.97bcd 13.34¢ 60.07bc 3527.6¢ 10253.4¢ 34.40¢ 12.37¢de
(Fe) ool 53.72° 15.68¢ 61.70% 4071.6° 11156.5°¢ 36.49°¢ 12.59%
Zn) &9 57.002 16.932 67.172 5036.62  12832.6% 39.242 12.982
(Mn) PSRN 53.07% 14.53¢ 61.59% 4005.7¢ 11090.5°¢ 36.11¢ 12.51bd
Fe+ Zn+Mn 53.77° 16.822% 62.67° 4551.9°  11990.8° 37.96° 12.67°

LSD 5% 3.21 1.12 4.33 472.27 815.00 1.03 0.29

W LSD gy 4 aoy0 O ot | e 10 (6,0 cire gldd S piie By, gl GlonSiles gt 2 40
Means in each column followed by similar letters are not significantly different at 0.05 probability level using of LSD.
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