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Table 3- Mean comparison of studied traits
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Means followed by the same letters in each column, are not significantly different according to Duncan’s

multiple range test.
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Table 5- Mean comparison of studied traits
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Means followed by the same letters in each column, are not significantly different according to Duncan’s multiple range

test.
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Table 6-Analysis of variance (Mean squares) of studied traits
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Table 7- Mean comparison of studied traits

CLf;" Al Jsb Al 53 als 0 sy e L s 3 Shas 6l > Shee
<y : : . : :
sl Treatment Spike Grain (4 y3) abis Yield Grain
o reatments ﬁ) l,arilt length wieght/spike Harvest index biologycal lz/ield
(eclr%l)t (cm) (2 of spike (%) (kg/ha) (kg/ha)
dals Control 82.82ab 8.69a 1.11be 72.65ab 5899.2bcd 2317.8b-¢
S DT Kyl Hidropriming (H) 85.67ab 9.42a 1.32ab 72.95ab 7033.3ab 2576.5ab
S UTL s C+ spray of distillate
e 0Tl (Bl Jsloe water (SDW 83.34ab 9.17a 1.42a 75.05a 5476.7d 2137e
J e OT L Sl
}l”dm’f P H+ SDW 83.61ab 9.17a 1.24abc 74.01ab 5986.7bcd 2439.2a-¢
Ao ST 3L
pae b (3L Jglone Seclznfgg%‘g) 82.75ab  8.66a 1.24abc 74.04ab 6193.3a-d  2535.1abc
i OT L oSas!
" ii;t J,\;.;ﬁ H+SS 84.50ab 9.08a 1.05¢ 71.24ab 6739.7abc 2734.2a
JPURICR I mine wi
~ S b oled A Priming with Se 1
e e m/L (PS1) 84.89ab 8.57a 1.18bc 74.20ab 6983.3ab 2515.1abe
Yoot oo b Hles o .
~ b Ol A Priming with Se 2
A m/L ( PS2) 87.94ab 9.19a 1.22abc 72.76ab 6600 a-d 2481.4a-d
¥ Sl bl 2 iming wi
~ S b oled A Priming with Se 3
e F e m/L(PS3) 81.82b 9.09a 1.32ab 73.46ab 5976.7bcd  2207.7cde
Vet S b led Ry
Jslont 2 530 5 o PS1 +SS 90.18a 8.8a 1.30ab 73.14ab 7263.3a 2706.8a
poke 3L
Ve S b Dled
Joloat 2l 5305 o PS2 +SS 86.92ab 9.50a 1.44a 70.55b 6566.7a-d 2758.9a
poke 3L
Ve Sl b Sled
Jslont 2 530 5 o PS3 +SS 81.41b 9.0la 1.22abc 71.93ab 5523.3dc 2152de
poke 3L

.L.Zb.de.LAJJOJw,\ck.ﬂ)zﬁl:élulz.ug-QijwLﬂlﬂjl:@Mg}M:élr.uam:omo):wja):@ua\};f

Means followed by the same letters in each column, are not significantly different according to Duncan’s
multiple range test.
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