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Table 1. Analysis of variance of effects of nitrogen and salinity on some growth traits of Blue Panicgrass

Olysis gilie o313 4o osbws Ll 5 (39 S0 ady ¥ (39 g el
oV df Shoot L eaf fresh Root Plant
fresh weight weight fresh weight height
. 03975 3 0.06™ 026" 075" 125.76"
Nitrogen
. Sagh 2 191" 042" 717" 1590.33"
Salinity
0397 X$i95 6 017 0.01™ 041" 40.88'
XN
> 24 0.05 0.03 0.09 0.97
Error
Table 1. Continued .aolol ) Jgus
i _ i _ Sy S 39 039l s y Sl (439
Myl a4 S o dlowy S
df L eaf number Leaf area . .
weight Root/ shoot dry weight
. Oier 3 1.14™ 139.87" 0.02" 4.46"
Nitrogen
N Sagh 2 476 2089.96"" 0.12" 250"
Salinity
039 Xre 6 1.10™ 38.79" 0.01™ 0.83"
SXN
> 24 1.17 7.76 0.02 0.14
Error

1Y 9 1D Jlaiml o 10 jlo sixe ol 5 A it g # o ixe e NS
ns. non- significant, * and** significant at 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively.
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Table 2. Analysis of variance of effects of nitrogen and salinity on some physiological traits of Blue Panicgr ass.

PESH S| Iy PR Lo/ o2 s
Ol @lio R STy YLl sy T o=
sl SUgoumd o bws Ll a?)
. Shoot Na/K Root
i o o0 POP AT Proline ratio Na/K ratio
_okre g 22143.51" 51.67™ 82.93" 015" 047" 1.64"
Nitrogen
e o 114601.44° 13518518~  16068.01°  0.16" 452" 571"
Salinity
§i§1’w Xent g 7051.51" 64.54 91.52" 010" 04" 057"
Error L o 1703.88 2154 10.22 0.09 0.04 0.02

1Y g1 Jleil s 10 o e 5 4 e g % lo e e A1S
ns: non- significant, * and** significant at 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively.
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Table 3. Mean comparison of interaction of effect of nitrogen and salinity on growth traits of Blue Panicgrass.

Jade; S 3

39y g - . o e .
a8lw & ) ‘) L, iy
S S i) Fok SSON . SnEE G i 39
(B - (& 50 p,5) (&g, 05 (o slo) (&0 s s5lo) Lsls
Nitrogen Salj;:n);y Shoot fresh Root fresh Height Leaf area &
: ! weight (g.pI™)  weight (g.pl™ cm cm Root /shoot dry
(mgkg™) (dsm) ght (g.pI™) ght (g.pl™) (cm) (em’) e
0.4 0.85 157 25.16 15.80 0.84
0 9 0.59 0.59 22.70 13.45 0.80
18 0.29 0.41 16.12 2.57 0.45
04 0.96 1.65 41.54 35.92 2.04
10 9 0.65 0.58 28.37 18.08 1.04
18 0.4 0.51 19.27 14.17 1.03
0.4 111 2.92 43.91 31.68 2.92
20 9 0.75 1.25 38.73 34.56 2.36
18 0.51 0.97 37.16 23.55 1.90
0.4 1.57 1.69 47.25 40.77 0.61
30 9 0.48 0.62 34.41 20.53 0.37
18 0.13 0.36 18.83 6.30 0.58
LSD 5% 0.39 0.51 7.68 4.69 0.65
1 -
0.9 -
€ 08 -
= b
32 0.7 -
% @ 0.6 -
x .
e % 0.5 - c
) Z 04 -
a1 =
; i 0.3 -
2% 0.2
|
= 0.1 -
0
-
(R0 oozl (guid) (B9 (SEp Tl 50 p 8 leo) 03955
Salinity(dS/m) Nitrogen(mg/kg)

sy iy Jlois! gl 50 S e Boym b il .Sy 5 0is 2 0Jer 9 Gogd GRS A1) SO
Fig. 1. Effect of salinity stress and nitrogen on fresh leaf weight. Means with the similar letters are
not significantly different (LSD at%5 probability level).
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Fig. 2. Effect of salinity stress on leaf number. Means with the similar letters are not significantly
different (LSD at%5 probability level).
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Fig. 3. Effect of salinity on dry leaf weight. Means with the similar lettersare not significantly different
(LSD at%5 probability level).
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