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Environmental Stresses in Crop Sciences
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Fig. 1. Changes in Root length (A), leaf length (B), width of
leaf (C), root fresh weight (D), root dry weight (E), shoot
fresh weight (F) and shoot dry weight (G) in reaction to
different drought stress levels (treatments with the same

letters do not have significant difference at 0.05 level. in
duncan test.
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Table 1. Analysis of variances of the effect of drought treatments on the traits in vegetative level of growth of Echium

amoenum Mey & Fisch.

S. 0. V) Ol b (0131 a4z y0 Job Jsb e 5039 S (539
Al Sy Sy i ) Al
(df) Root Leaf Leaf Root fresh Dry root
length length width weight weight
Treatment oo 3 147.205™" 1263557 62226  0.023" 0.001"
Error s 12 78.169 14.068 3.619 0.003 0.0000
CV (%) (1) Ok & 0.15 0.12 0.15 0.30 0.36
Table 1. Continued aolsl ) Jguz
6.0V Olyedd gl @Ol ez il 5 0je  plail SS9 slaws e
slee <le2 Jol=o
Shoot wet Shoot dry Soluble
@h weight weight sugars Proline
Treatment o 3 0.513° 0.015" 42.847° 9343.438"
Error s 12 0.146 0.002 12.268 583.762
CV (%) (1) &) ks g g 0.44 0.39 0.38 0.57
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*, *x *** means significant in 0.05, 0.01 and 0.001 probability level, respectively
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Fig. 2. Changes in Proline (A) and soluble sugar (B) of leaf in reaction to different drought stress levels (treatments
with the same letters do not have significant difference at 0.05 level of Duncan test).
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