-

L0
"".;fl‘-./”

)

Ls'q_:)_) ng.c. > LSJ:‘:}:;AQ.%..&EE
Environmental Stresses in Crop Sciences
1720 Hlg (Jol osled (ugs M
AY-4Y

S99 o o (Hordeum vulgareL.) g axals™ wdy p sy <Swosl p Wb ddlline
Jigud e o

Y0 ailony M o T ausel T lislew oy < ool dwal 2135 Lo yuses

Ao oy B olRiils (65,0leS euSails BUils Mol 5 el 09,5 sbiwl.

i owgd B olRiils el (6l 5y (geiils Y

R) FARYA & EEA-SYR VI TR\ FEL R TRL VAR Y- IR TR 1

PRV

99350 lo—iiy (armo (G AT (2 pten 3 (S g I Sl (anmmo sla S b abiliie b Sl 51 (S 5y Sl
& 9m0ams Jgl gLl .omis pLamil GiaLoosT 93 59— (5 S 92 sbazals wly p ydy Siumslp il (s yoliions
Koozl el e 3 (295ko 3 huwgs) 92 o8 93 Jolih 1 ylons .o plnil 1,85 5oz b B0Lai HolS z5b B 5 9 Jy 5551
kol GaloT 50 05— (s 90) WaLd 9 Siuon 29 )08 (o39] &in 31 yid 32 AL 39505 )5 A 97 F Y) 55955 b
(2] 599—) 9L 5 (adgl GialoosT 51 Lt jlous ¢y yit) Sosoal pg 00 (5L lous ol yo ay 132 50 ¥ (339,58 b Soumsl
Jlos! J3gid antd Sl o 30 aow oy 15 51 Juolo j¥g0 (oo Yoo g Yoo dov piuo (559l i gl 08,5 )1 )8 oolisiuls g0
o1s L Jof ibe3l gl g )5 oy 51555 dun b B0kl Mol sy 25k B 50 Iimo o 5558 (o)l S5 50 oy 52 5 0
4 Oy sloje Jilio )0 3 ol azblS 55509 (a5 Lh g azaBlu Job dazady ) Job o pre (il oo sy Syl y o5

3ylg0 (B 50 9 als sualine Wlae w5150 G,LoT Gglds (yl3 40 ¥ 3 (g cdale guliBIL ol pals 1) Sidles gy b
= 50 90 Kooyl jloowd 90 Hlo Sxo 9 Cado HiT a5 oo LS pgo ‘_,:u“uj TS Clild ouls (g S0 luil Wlhs S il
O ilizo Zolaw j0 azrddy ) S g 5y Azl ) x> 9 Job G g azalle SS9 5 (359 azadle Job wlaw
Sgmted |y (o) 320 )50 Sl yilus (610 Sxo Habay Hiy Sey| Azl ) x> 24 gy pdy 50 090 295l py 5o (590
L gy pdy 50 5130 30 ¥ (59 pi b Soesl 9 Sansl g y0ud .ol (lid Hd Koaes| 43 (Slusy JiiSTg g2 085 90 010
¥ 0399 axadle SS9 45 ()9 < aw b cazaBli Job feed Slaw o pre Sl el jY g0 (Lo Yoo U (g g iyl 58
238 Y gm0 (oo Voo (559 gl B (295 o o8y 5 5y Sopenl 4z g 1B 5 ot 3 a5 o 3 o vl &1 Connnd az iy

09100y V1 g AN Cui i @ azady) B (i 9 sl o) g il Job wlis

(SCaroa 59 b ¢339 P et WIS ey J§ SN i gunls” sl

Murunguet al., 2003; Casenave and Toselli, )
(2007; Ghassemi-Golezani et al., 2010
slr ol i 5l hie Jeily Sl b 5558 (2
(Soltani et al., 2006) S o 6,5 sl> j90 Syals>
5 i S e e O K b
JSie b ol oS adgl aly sl 1) Laalyls 5 eslty
Murillo-Amador et a., 2002, ) sjlu oo 4axlse

doddlo
b oazlse Gloy )0 Logasn azals il 5 0 Sials>
oS (S5 Sl (il 5l S hene sba i
Patade et al., 2009; Cavusoglu and ) 54, o ,leis &
3% e Oyge jo iS5 als o (Kabar, 2010
Slr i ouls Jol> gloazals (Jially al>

khazaie41@yah00.CoM:Sig xSl o - cel35 Loy dpor 16K5mly 005,557



VWA s @ als o el; sl o ame sla i AA

Mohammadi, ) (Glaycin max L.) Lgw (2011
Kaya et ) (Helianthus annus L.) ls ,5:L:s1 (2009
(Cavusoglu and Kabar, 2010) 4> 4 (a., 2006
Harris et a., ) oK § (o, Sl odds )15
S b Saslyy a5 il o 095 Sldllas 4o (2007
5 LIS ol o8 ol al Gl cerge (g5, Dy
S Swlpg,one L (Kaya et a., 2006) f,Sea
5 Gasd oS 4 oo, caglie nliEl ety
Ay Sleogas gy n GLSESS G nar I (S
Futsaether and Oxaal, ) JL.Sgl 5 ;o5luls lawgs aso
e S5 ol s @) 5 B Lame 45 (2002
ool S35 b BT Blas lagmme o ks 50 lalS cuiS’
a2 o ol 4 S aile |y aly ) drwgs ol o954y a5
"o o 4zl Gl dneg g o) s SO Glyea s
plil ad, iluand oUls lide g 00l e
5 S 5K aslol yocanls sl 1) ol adlllas 5 (o))
SLSS anwgs e (Bengough et al., 2004) ) )\Sen
dlio g ady ) Sluogas (o) p jliieds ol 5 ¢ J5 SEI
Wages osliiul sly; 5 (o2g 92 )|
CiS py Gble o 690 e SISl 4 azg L
«(Farhoudi and Sharifzadeh, 2006) .l ,o <M
» oS @bl Gl caz yo ol slaty, anws
YU Cuglite Js 4 92wz o el (55900 (5 b abilie
S5 axgs ol 39,00 Jlody Hod Fblis )3 oo DL
oolitul pg3l oyl g5l50 po ()Tl (1938039, Ltal¥l 5
wwg lp ) Seemln sl (i glasass |
Omizmed el ailo 0T ol i olS 0 Caglie
2 oh Sl slojles 4 pB) 2STy (lre <L
s o 1) G pcmlie Sl Wl e (6,58 SR
(gt b oady peliee oled Cle 4 Bkl
Grte ols e slaplil b ol yon )] geiiis aslllas
"2 o8 G LSl o aliGe sla s J“‘"L’ Olyee 5l
Slom Gisi ol 50 ad plo Clae 4 azgi L1 aes
(Sl 9,000) O b Sy ogllas slojlos cpanns
2oyl g 5l 039y e lacale b Sl
J5 ST Sl e glasie Galel ) 57 68 99 5,
N R T SR
iz byl s b o eoliil ol il 5 0, 4l

SSwew &S5l (Khgjeh-Hosseini et a., 2003
5 Al e cnl JolS G cael Sas YU slocibale ol
Guzman and Olave, 2006; Yagmur and ) sgs o,
(Kaydan, 2008; Cavusoglu and Kabar, 2010
2 Silmgen o35 pan el )8 5 VL sl
IS 5 Jske w50 o3 e b olS O Jewslyy
5 CoeS LRalS 4 e Coleiye g eo)S JSe ) olS
(Patade et al., 2009) ai salys o Skee coiS
9 Gogre polie rezsi g Qix (Gyed LRI (pigren
A 5 ma Glags Lwgs SolB) ol b 1) oLS 5Lis e
A_)‘)J‘ sz‘ )| Gi“ (Zhu, 2001) J.)Lo.:sa O)}CL?!A )L>é
Y ..\.Q‘P "L.S LS‘)" u,u,woJ.‘ls ui u».aslf 6)9..» u.....u
ooy 5l 5b el BB cle @ Lulys ol oS
olidss (Srivastava et a., 2010) cusl S 0 Ko

57 olS w659 5 Sl n it o ool e
Sos olS ol adsl U=lhe 5o 5 005 (oiug, Jole o
cdbls S jo ady; dga8 g Ad, 40 gudd el
97 o 8les g iz ol o plse plail 0l (pioren
Khafaf et a., ) sp S o asy, 2Sly 4 atwly
Slao g ady) Slhogad (owyp dwos Sl 4 (1990
- Caond 40 0wl 099 0 Ol gy S0 sleKal, o
Dol e @l (Brb g sl olS olse sl
(Bengough et al., 2004) ool aiy, Slas Lol 86|
e S els sl iy, S S Sl

Ashraf and Foolad, ) coul 5y ales)l o i
2005; Yagmur and Kaydan, 2008; Chen et al.,
4 4ol Canglite <lall el a5 (2011; Jofar et al., 2011
G Sy Samln osdee Sheme la i
Seeter |y Hdw o Ses a5 Cenl Sjallez Sl ey Su3gls 58
NS o0 CHIESe 5 S Sl 4 e g odni
Slge b Hd Sl Cude i1 (Patade et ., 2009)
Triticum aestivum ) suiS ale>l Slals o walise
(Zea mays L.) «,5 (Jafar et d., 2011) (L.
(Triticale) 4w 5 «(Murungu et al., 2003)
Gossypium ) « (Yagmur and Kaydan, 2008)
3950 (Casenave and Toselli, 2007) chirsutum L.
Loy «(Kaur et al., 2002) (Cicer arientum L.)
Ghassemi-Golezani et ) (Phaseolus vulgaris L.)
Rehman et a., ) Oryzasatival.) &, «@l., 2010



A gz azalS an) 0 Sl 6 adlhe ;36 Ses 5 ol

FGP = > %100 [\
T
N
[E—nij<tj_ti) v
Teg=ti+~o 2 Y
50 =1 + P

SVI =(ie 6le) axalS Job x Gjails> aoys [¥]

(ol oyaly> ao s FGP™ ¥ 5 ¥ o) sladloles o
B ol T oiyles SLL 5g, 50 eads jew ,du dlos S
Slass My g M woojailsm jody dlaws N odg 0 2 4
WS e il g 6 Sley slool jo 0njale> 4ol
Qe SN o M s ol 00jaile> Hods o0 B slass

ol 4zl S 505 2z ls SVI

Jol Ced laosls ayzas 5l e kel Giegh
5 Shealngee) osllhe Siaily glojla ialss]
S 92 08 55 6l Ol 0V 3o b Seenl
055 39 H9k 9, » oL Svalyy slojlers el
Mo s wS Jleel adsl agh g, b Gllae 9>
Sless Samez oanled 5 Jlop slaazalS Gd (Sialex
Jie Jignd Lo ol J5 oSSl 4 Hlais e
aS og azalS ol olp daie dw lls SBUI e a0 F
sk SS90 slajles sl SIS ST plsear o 2
(Bengough et a., 2004) ..
ouds S Blad 5 obw daman g0 3l 5 SEUI e
5 2 Jsb Gl i @ basls Gl 5SS el
IS 2 GV ,o g 009 yraea Yoe 9 VIO Y sl
Tor Slp peihe £ sk 4 die 4w 5 slaSSU]
P2 Sy 2 () JS2) Sl vg2g fee S9k g azalS
cble b sadans Jigd 5l i dee 00 J5 SEU) axio
amio gl o 5 @lol Oz Lo Vee e 6,5 VD
A aLols 15 oy s s iRy s ches 110 Cosliesly
ob amio (55, » die 51 Sy yp alas I (g e sl
Sy 89y 2 Ao 50 dabdl o el ol 5 s, s
A NS hale 0G0, F alewgay g aid S 18
Oer 5 SeSn iy, L @il [ S b
o (6,50 el 0l plosl (Bengough et al., 2004)
3 e IS Gl Jol> Ve deo Yoo g Voo e
mazals ob) olas 2Sly s S Jleel J5 ad U=

%, Final Germination Percentage

20,5 (o035 Adn;y 0l lp egaty b b 4
SBT3l b e Sl i cpl 58 (e
s osliinl (5,98 Sl 3 oy S

g, 9 Slgo
Siasln wslae slojlad sajl cuz adsl ool
5 e 97 0 90 adsl w9 Siailex slayull »
Scale Jals (NSL¥) ol Jslone s oz s55Lo
Siaalngyd 5 2 p Al i S A g7 BT
(oalyy 0gn) wals olee 4 celn £ ljooe 4
15 Siarl gy jless 3l oolitul s 5 8 eolizulsge
Slp g Sad Jolme 0 Ol H 60,8 oz sl Gl
Al oolawl ead Jgacas okl Lo wwlis L
L ol SLls T B 5o g )y &jgoa iules
oy =y olals Slidss oKalel jo IS5 ez
A plodil aguie cwgd B olBiils (g3 ,0liS caSlisle
olee ;o aiBs iy Sae @ 92 o) 9o 0 bl
FWEN A7 PR | FRORIR W I¥ V- SRV ¢/ SRVIN LSO
Gladsle 0 5ok wam al e )0 005 giild ag s
P il om 9 <85 )13 s 00 slacdale L o gl oudanes
A o 2D 0000 guiind Gt O L a0 aw cels
(o1)5 il az 0 Yo slBilosl slos jo el YT e
S0 bl ol pals ol cogb, b sols 1,3
Ve olaw e cile VIO ailes Hhd b ol (oo
Ooly (Blo XU (59, p Sl jse jlesd 4 auy Hd Sue
a5 ki O e Voo 285 15 S o )lets
O b bl oy s wlal bl aslg
Blloe ()6 5 ol 5 ol azy0 VoY sloo b gl
uo,less (Cavusoglu and Kabar, 2010) wo 5 Jaxe
e 28,5 ploml (RBVY) (ere sl o 5l 4l
(STA, 2003) sgs azaiy, yo e V 79,5 J)aile>
395 9% b 00 ol oo <ol g yedy b5 Siailsz 5l e
Aoy Slio g dms) pleil 4 i 55 50 Gialejl o Jlgia
malem e )0 B0 A g, sl paY Glejoae o Siaile>
ahsgty (SVI) azalS 1585 a3ls 5 (TBO) 5
A dwlee py SYoles

! Thetimeto get 50% germination
2, Seedling Vigor Index



WA Jle A alr 2l psle yo e sl is A

ey VY Gles byl 4 05 Sis tgz ladises
dige cpjg8 2y ,8 Jaiie celu FA Goe 4 ol 5 s0le
gloosls U1 o plxil 05 o508y 2B b oily L
duglivo 3 SASJ38le 5 lags (ialejl Jolye 4551 ol
pll aoy0 B Jloio!l s 10 LSD 5051 L by Sils
Tl 53 % Sl Fl oy ) ol Gialesl jo o
Soltani, ) o eolitwl b 20 oy 5l (5yes

L85 g0 EXCEI 3810 5 b logei ou, (2006

2 e holegs JoygSe alesl S5 50 08, o o
A grn LSS ae b ol Sl 4l b B
sebieds o8 le azye WYEY gl o 5 lSELI
Selo WV oogls oy Jigd (Sopd el L
Bengough et ) wuxs 5 )18 6,6 celw VY 5 olidy,
Axais, Job o iulesl g9,5 5l w59, YV @, 2004
9 FOj9 WSS (g iy o> dxddy) SS9 505
b (5 pSojlul laazalS jw mhaw 5 (2lee el Jobo

b Soansl 9wl gy bl (sla jlowd’ Cowly 4 o 31 g Sl Seod Y90 /Y (g9 Hlowd pole diged) J5 SEGT 31 o led Y S

iyl 513 5158 50 ¥ (39 i
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Table 1. Analysis of variance of the barley germination charactersunder different treatments of seed priming.
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s 36 91 20 0.08 0.3 8264
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ns, * and **: non-significant and significant at the 0.05 and 0.01 level of probability, respectively.
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Table 2. Mean comparison of measured traitsin two studied barley cultivars.
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Y usef gy 33 2.08 4.04 496
Maquie g5l 23 291 511 691
L SDsg, 2.6 0.17 0.33 53
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Table 3. Mean comparison of measured traits of barley in different treatments of seed priming.
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Fig. 2. Mean comparison of interaction effects of cultivars and priming on the time to get 50% ger mination
(T50) with L SDsg,. Nitrogen levels (N) at Kilogram per liter.

2B o gy 8y sedy Azddy) 5 (0)g 9 e ghaw
Slesd 99 4 o (50 gime (65 039 b Sl
(S5 G5 zolaw 1SS ey (T Jgaz) el oo
pz S Ll gkl S Sl oo
(¥ Jsoz) Sl 0929 gy o) )0 azais

o= el B GYgeidee Voo 6yl mhaw o
5> azxaile yie 5 Job Slao o Swln slesles
Ot Oisre b Samlyy g ol ealie Gaug o8,
Jsaz) cbls salol, Slae 5 ) o pxe 5 cude H36
st Bl Sl pgyied o (5)5h mhw S5, (F
Lok ol s cdla azasy, Sas 5 5 (5 Sles
L(F ooz ol plas bl ol maly g led
Cote SIS GYee e Yoo Bg)eh mhaw Sl
08y 50 ead g pSelul Clas 5y b Sl
Ot lio elad 5o g w08 bl g g
5 wizye (Y Js92) og oaloly jlad 4 bgrye polie
Al ez ogdle eadJlesl (5,58 A5 gl (YL
Om 00 g ey o) dxads) Job g 5 (9 Slas @
Sl Lol wslas lis g lel Dglas Kioslyy (sl Lo
onyse Slao K3 1 6 St 5l 5 L
(F Jguz) cusls cawg PEPR

kol GiglesT

5 oot ok 9 Somly oole Ly o)
03y > adyy o2 Slta gl blate Sl imen
9> p.“%) 9 ;& 40 odd Lgxfo)"..\i‘ Sles )..\.Lw 30 gy
Slao wlod (ol 0ais ools las mll) ol o ginse
Sop gl GRIBIL 92 03, 99 0 40 0ad (5T oWl
9 ¥ Jglaz) oo plis ials eaw o5 S 5l ol
Yagmur and Kaydan, ) ;luls 5 ;5050 zbls (O
2GS 5 Sl slagis e 1 e 55 (2008
2 Soph e Ol Al 5,y Sialsr s
OIS s Glaie bawgs alize lalS 550 adgl 0l
Ashraf and Foolad, 2005; Soltani et al., ) <ol oo
(2006; Afzal et a., 2010; Jafar et a., 2011

57 axdiy, SiS g 5 (o ez aile Job Sislpg e

poe lalyn e

Qo y OY g FY OF Coi i a sald 4 cod |y cawg o3,
s 90 o olel Sgles Slas ple jo ol ol
Oisre b Smaly (P Jgaz) bl dg2g oalioly
S (g 9 axale Job Slio )3 o)) i ) Jol>
e bowals cans )bl ip pfde azass,
Slao Ll oy olis g ls gme Sglss Siaslypg,oun



W0 Sl A ale el pole o (e sl AF

B3 i iliteo gl § Soaosy ilizie L low 10 9 py 99 oud (6 w01 Dlao il dug b F o

Table 4.Mean comparison of measured traits of two barley cultivar in different treatments of priming and salinity
stresslevels.

Traits wlas
Plumule as4sLs Radicle ayaiy,
- Sk omos OF 0 NERL g Sl Sisey T
o s S P R A A IR
) . . of e . . . (e
) Oy Fresh Dry Fresh Dry
o) salinity ™% |ength  weight  weight  Green Length  weight  weight Volume
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