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Table 1. Some physical and chemical properties of field soil
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Table 2. Mean squares of traits under water deficit stress and priming and foliar application Anti-stress materials
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Table 2. Continued
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ns, * and **: Not-significant and significant at 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively
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Table 3. Mean comparison of traits under water deficit stress and priming and foliar application Anti-stress materials
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Irrigation regime Soll w55
Optimal irrigation oglhe g bl 26.55¢% 66.932 4.03?2 4521 51.58¢
Moderate water deficit Lowgio skl e 25.942 62.65* 3.09° 41.81° 48.68°
Severe water deficit a6yl 16.77° 35.200 2.86° 25.91° 34.82°
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Means with similar letters in each column, show non- significant difference according to LSD tests at 5% level.
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Table 4. Mean comparison for the interaction effect
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The means with similar letters in column, show non-

significant difference according to LSD tests at 5% level
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