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Fig. 2. Mean comparison for soluble sugars content influenced by PEG, plant type and extract concentration
(unsimilar letters represent significant differences at 5% level).
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Table 4. Comparison of traits average in laboratory conditions under the influence of extract concentration
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Table 5. Comparison of traits average under laboratory conditions under dehydration treatment
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Table 6. Comparison of mean traits in laboratory conditions under the influence of dehydration treatment and extract
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Fig. 3. Mean comparison for wet yield per m2 influenced by irrigation regimes (unsimilar letters represent
significant differences at 5% level).
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Fig. 4. Mean comparison for wet yield per m2 influenced by plant type (unsimilar letters represent significant
differences at 5% level).

35 2 a
3 b
25 ¢
1.5
1
0.5
0
without  hydropriming 1% 2%
priming

(055 9LS) @apo yio 3o &ld 8 ,Shos
grain yield per m (kg)
N

priming treatment Cowsly jlow
T 50 410 Fxe BB susdd yLiS bl sl B9 ,>) o)lac cdals ,..;L' i dild 0 ySlos (5 pSileo dunn Lo O JSCi

(cwl 3oy & Jloss!

Fig. 5. Mean comparison for wet yield per m2 influenced by extract concentration (unsimilar letters represent
significant differences at 5% level).
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