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Table 1- Analysis of variance (means of squares) for concentrations of chlorophyll a, b, a+b and carotenoids in bean leaves
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(ng.97) (ng.97) (ng.97) (bg.97)
S0 3 44273.6 ** 14664.9 ** 108847.5** 2141.2 **
Salinity
e . 2 30.4 ns 251.1 ** 401.4 * 12.3**
Fungi
- 2 63.1ns 23.1ns 140.6.ns 1.0ns
Phosphorus
cb X (59 _ 6 45.6 ns 60.4 ** 104.3 ns 259*
Salinity x fungi
_ _)iw X (Syg 6 122.7 ns 122.7 ns 143.4 ns 112 ns
Salinity x phosphorus
Al 4 18.1ns 18.1ns 42.1ns 9.3ns
Fungi x phosphorus
B P X C’lﬁ X s 12 32.7ns 32.7ns 73.9ns 8.7 ns
Salinity x fungi x phosphorus
e 72 97.3 97.3 112.6 8.9
Error
et 7.8 5.0 5.2 53
Coefficient of Variation (%)
D ime e g Mo yd gy doyd S sl prdaws )3 )y dme i 5 4 NS g F X
ns, * and ** are no significant and significant on probability of 5 and 1%, respectively.
180 a A 300 - B
160 | b a a
~ 250 -
140 - c 2 b
120 - 2200 -
100 - &
% q s 150 - .
60 - S 100
40 - =
o 4
0 50
0 0
500 2000 4000 6000 500 2000 4000 6000

Levels of salinity (us cm'l)

Levels of salinity (us.cm'l)

Lagd 53 (B) ath Judg 15 9 (A) @ Judg IS Clild (5,900 5 51-) S
Fig. 1- Effect of salinity stress on concentrations of chlorophyll a (A) and chlorophyll a+b (B) in bean
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In each figure, the means with similar letters have no significant difference based on LSD test (a= 0.05).
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Table 2- Analysis of variance (means of squares) for concentrations of Na, K, Ca, P and Na/K ratio in bean leaves
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“5)5“ 3. 3146** 37885** 16.11** 214** (045**
Salinity
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