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Table 1. Analysis of variance of the effects of different salinity levels and quinoa cultivars on different traits.

(Means of square <l po (uKileo) judd' 2sbo

S
o S ) pdyx Gy [ O s
Traits Salinity Cultivar Salinity x Cultivar Error CV‘.:’ y
D.F=5 D.F=2 D.F=10 D.F=36 -0
o il rer o8 om 350.5™ 13.40 243 5.4
Germination percentage
o il sep g gge 46.13" 1.34m 1.79 6.5
Germination rate
lisy Fiwlyx oeiibee o ggee 39.40%* 720" 0.59 8.2
Mean daily germination
APl s gt 11470 37.6 442 9.0
Peak value
3) “ ) | ok ok k%
o I L 175056.8" 589930.6 46899.9 8226.1 12.8
Germination value
ol 60 38.13" 1.560 1.29 7.9
Leaf number
Sadse 3 gy 0.62" 0.29" 0.06 55
Leaf length
SREE 405" 1.10™ 0.24™ 0.06 6.8
Leaf width
Srghe 563 9n 68.2" 19.8" 41 11.8
Leaf area
ey lbolan g gl 34.45" 2.08™ 1.05 9.0
Number of lateral branches
PSS S el g 70 52.04* 291 276 104
Plant height before flowering
B o) yo aigs gl . .
Plant height at the time Of 3 16.4 206.2 16.0ns 14.7 1 1.9
flowering
ol Slan g eW) g5 gt 10801 50.0m 40.7 9.4
Plant height after flowering
ol dst g 7+ 73.60** 2.98m 2.83 12.0
Inflorescence length
, G0 Wl osles g o 14.14" 2.00" 0.51 14.7
Seed yield per plant

ns

*
5

000 ) 0 mha po Jlo ixe g o p cis T Ty
, " non-significant and significant at p<0.05 and p<0.01, respectively

ns
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Fig. 1. Comparison of different quinoa cultivars in terms of germination percentage (a) and germination rate (b) and
the effect of different salinity levels on germination rate (c) and maximum value (d).
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Fig. 2. Effect of interaction of different salinity levels and quinoa cultivars on average daily germination (a) and
germination value (b) of quinoa seeds.
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