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oL 5 5k

Claslas 51 aulin 53 45 iz i 3,18 (2007
ol 5 (Bl ot ) ST L Sl
(015 oLS 1 (PEG) J oSS ol L oSasl
Cots Al T 53 5 s Sl Sl 5k
s 8wl oSas 55 5 4 e li 4

O Ko 5 osl) b 5 35 >3 ol Lo
sl sles 4™ asl s (Sharifzadeh et al , 2006)
L sSb o ol e e 1 Sml s
JER PR N Ry N g P} PUl e
S 403 40 5,15 (Basra et al., 2003) 0l ,LCan 5
24 412 Sus ol o (:.,\;f‘_gbs).l{ Koasl 5 oken
sl g Sl Ol Sde Eals Celcela
OLLSas 5 2 s 8 0l S 55wl
S USsges i8S ;- (Harris et al., 2010)
il el (b Usby) pa8 d Kl
LS O (558 il Di B
i 008 8 55 a5 a3 S e ey
e o3 8 i s Slas 5 o800 35565k
P el ok Sy Kyl 5 Lk 1S
3 s 35,8 e 059 el ol o1,LS
S sl s (Misra and Dwivedi, 1980) ¢ 5 93
21 5(KCI) sl oy JST o 53 La ydy 03 505 oo
el oals il b aeln 12 ue (ol 5 s s
...\.1.3; M)J].S Sgd> 5 &l ;ng_‘.; ol

(Singh and Agrawal, 1977) il 51 5 ¢S
;.;T).s(a.l.;f‘_gu).ﬁb_():;w.:} 4,\5;}“5&,3)\}'?}':5
151,055, cda i Isb 5o Jsene
o S G5 b ol Gl S 5o 0SS
— e Sl ghyls Hdn Kasl 48 Sl
> Sas 5 il 1t s b (54l
s 6rr A4S Sl Sl il sl e pt S
Ji,1;=5(Giri and Schillinger, 2003) K
LIS OT Kol (5l i 31 S oS53 50
55 (PEG) S st Ly d(KCL) s
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doio

oS 15 Ol e paw S5l e sl

N pamen 51 K 55 Ol ya s das o WSS
CiS 5 el &S Gosb 4 il o 1)) edes
i ol css Al 3 s U 0T
CilS oy S S S s sd e Jula | 5 paS
Ao ;3 36/75 528 551387-88 el dlw s (..x;?
S os )3 15 40,3 63025 5 ST el
wslis Ol e 1S o(Anonymus, 2009) Lias
SIS 5 e O Ll s 5 e
) Al La e g ¢St aas bl s wl:f
o 3G Bl B ST il e g
Elajles Ll itn Hlas SIS 1 dny b
Ea  sodes Jals oy a5 s (s il
Sasl y sl (ST > L) "Hydropriming
NG PR PR df_;.:u”\ﬁ <Osmopriming
Gl ol o b5 L &l 5 "Drypermeation
bayds &) 4l S s Sl &S Wl ol ast Ll sy
TP URC S N PR g [
T bl g i od 5o G5l e Ol 45 a8 ol
N aSm pd (oo Sl 5 g Sl a4y
S syt gl ST S
Eel bayds ¢Sl . (Bradford, 1986) 44
Oley Cds ialS ()4l o ys 35
"3 SHS 5 amal S il s o il
S Eeb uoman . (Khan, 1992) 53 & o 0T
:;sta b,k 4l ¢l 5L sy les anls
Colust Al 5 5ds a5 g G pe Lil5 0 S
1091)5 55 pl S 3 oL s b8 I sl
Ahmadi et al.,) O/,Laa 5 iax!.( Welbaum,

1. Seed Vigonr
2. Hydropriming
3. Osmopriming
4. Drypermeation
5. Performance
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oS S A8 Sl eslial b 5 odd shud bis
3lsa Ll 5 L o 3 5 asis S oS
(13 12) adsl cmsby a5 s 8 515 e
Syl s o8 S oslial Ly sy Sy ik
(Dicykey-john corporation) Jis S5 —=SJI =
03 4z 53 Sda Wy e 33 8 (6,8 0511
CilS e 5 g8 2 slas Ly o
Lus £

33 S BlaT) eds J =8 Ll 51
Slasin glyls oslizul 5,40 &S (s, $SSLI
2512 i Ol 50 EC= UT dsim pH= 7/1 ol
3 40,520/6 Ly s )3 542 S sy
3 i T5a b 4T g o y3 06 JT 51 4a 0 5
Gl (glyls &7 Sy gla OIS 53 5 0ds o5
La OIS e L ey 359 S 5 S S
Ol Sy o o CoilS Cgar s 03leT (gl
L o 55 ol bl 51 ey ik (65T
0o 320100 e sle 1 Gas 5 e 8l 2 5k
oo Sl 2 8 4y (Sady Ol g S b
Calbes o osb o STl 4 eSOL g s wxals
S ¥ S Ly e 5 8 Sl S
L s § es,m8 CaSSLl 5 odd alils 5 Sis
23 i (ST,5 L S ST S L) 5 Gas
e b 5 A0 S sl Cpb e ST SV
55 CslS e Y gane 45 B 5,5 CoBlS Ges
2 Lo b sl s S8 Ll
Celw8 L (o J =8 Lass ) s, ¢SSL
Sl a3 21 glos Kb csle 16 ¢ Llag,
i 5 5 a3 15 s Casby 551

L "(MET) aomal 8 5 b 0L Lo
Slecele 28 dob s daanals $Elus ijles

P PN S S5 5 g s Sl S e s, T

2. Mean Emergence Time

3588 2 od Sl genl 5 Sl pgodr I

P S (a0 3 SHLS 5 ampalS s alb
S5 Al oy ol (e Bl L s
55 (Bametal., 2006) Of,LSn 5 pl . dzbls
SLa sloe 3 255 sy a5 o8 L5 50
sy Slind 5 )ds Cales sl ble (g1l
5 =il Ce e iulal Eel (KH, PO,)
Cble oyl gload e 3l il b Kiasl
Oliwd 5)dn 5 KCI gy IS e sLa
38l Oles e 28l o (KH;PO) ooy
SN ot o —ain a G A s S
5 S8l 2ok Sl sl 5 Eiml s skn
N3 32 53T 03 p S (55 53 55 amalS ay

s Bl ods J S Ll a5 101

b 95 9390

Al 2 JsSE oo Gl ol

5313787-88 Ul 3, S5 5l L bl Sl
ay g Ay oSS Ll S e o be5T
sl el S hal ~ b L JosSE o,
Sl o (g5 4550 53,5 Hler b
Jolse s Sl 2 S g 5, a1 5
101- (o ,ls j 52,57 <.J;f 533 Jolb gy 2350
s 5 sl sl sLai b 5 555l il s
(Soresly 03 ) als 5log sl 4 50 Kial
= 5 (J? 100 050 4 Hshate cpty . s
STL s ol oS 51 A 504005 (‘“‘-‘f
ety A ST Ll gomn b 5 Sl 5 )kn ke
0/5 (KHzPO) iy ol 5 pen cas 53 2 (KC)
s ,3 10 (PEG) 6000 J SIS bt s 5 Ao s
12 sae a5, 8 mlw a>,520 gles o
and Schillinger, ). Lu s ¢Sl s porul Col
ST L s ol b sows 5l layds s ( Gilri 2003

1. Field Performance
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.J._;,\i.sjf sl =r J_:.«GOO dgd> Co s ds
s 210 b T, S e ot
syl SU e aS Syl s, b o 8
Olles  Lds CoiS s g ab 5 515 Kiasl
W S Oy s bas e s by 5 sl
e e S g SRSl S e
5 0l e e g ol g Ole Ja e
oA el 2 51 gl ksl Sl eslinl Ly
O35 oy b Sl auglie 5 Waosls il
eI SAS 1531 5 5l eslizal b (Sl (sl asels i
s 5
(A SBT3 SIS alo3T) ol Sy sl 3

1 aS sls ol Laesls ool o s @L:S
S 03 (s o Sl X oy Sl
o 53 ezl b 5 axaty ) cmaile ol
ol gb e bau iyt pal e
B 13 e Loy 5 e 53 4l Uy b
(1d52)
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Lol Shoslizal L 5t ol (s amalS
Z..Li.sjf s>
(1 )

MET (day)= Z m

Ni ¢ iole;T C’f‘j‘j‘)") sldws Tiadasly ool s
Sluss S))'})J_A)Jauﬁ&‘_gb@gﬂu\x}
uﬂbﬂ.mauﬁ&éuwg‘){
23 4palE S i (MER)ealS ) 56b
b s amalS ) peh Ol) Lo 50 03 gad 5Snals 53,
3 8 alisa 2 daly i o3zl

(2 aa)
MER=

(WIS ) dmy o g ole S 550 > (day 1)
2l el S ol sy oSS La ol
S-S o0l Cgr Bolar &g 4 6 1001S
.,\5,\.1;}?9\5&\)155)}«&@
bl Jy b els eds ¢, S e5lul Sliv
3 S bl eslizal b sl amalS 5 ar ety
055 e Lo (6,8 03100 e Sl
24 S s 05T 53 05,5 i b a4 s St
Lyt S 5318 sloar)nT0 glos 3 cela

4{;&%?):4_?45\_.»44_?4_&.1)&25()}} oS

Ly BB Lol 3 53 s 1 3) g0 Dl (Sl o 5 K08) il sl s 25 =1
Table-1 Analyzes of variance mean squares of studied characteristics in laboratory.

e o N e e T et
e e 0T Seedlin Primary Primary g oalS ) b -
o0V 2 ercent 9 root shoot Seedling Seedling Mean
$0 df Sed ling length length Iength dSeedImﬁt Stem dry root dr Mean Rate emergence
energence ryweig welght welgh%/ emergence time
Cuﬁvar 1 365.78 ™ 72.41™ 0.49"™ 146.77" 030 0.54™ 0/0007"™ 0.000042 ™ 0.88 ™
ok Kl 4 992.23™ 349.95™ 21.02" 143.46™ 077" 0.60™ 0.0035™ 0.00136™ 72.42"
Seed priming
‘5:““" * Kk ke ke *k *
éﬁ.t,va,*’seed 4 584.81 ™ 261.7 10.51™ 133.22 1.46 0.86 0.014 0.00029 23.36"™
priming
WEF;Q‘?”" 30 231.32 76.45 452 18.56 0.05 0.044 0.00031 0.000094 9.14
Js
Total i
(“”)W;'V”’“ i 145 17.2 229 10.21 19.9 232 125 15.2 185
EX3 E3

Loy 1 50 bl s Jl|

@MJJJ‘J&)J')&E:%;“{ s NS

ns: not significant * and **: significant at the 5% and 1% probablity levels, respectively

1. Mean Emergence Rate
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G Lyl 5 55 4wty b 5 malS 5yl Olej o s camalS 5 gl doys e Sy 1 S Kok o =2 J g
Ad

Table2- Comparison of meansit effect of priming on seed ling emergences percenr, mean emergencetimenad
primary root length in grauth chamber condirions.

(o Bl ) ata, I
Primary root
Length (cm)

S Kl alS 5 5eb Ao s
Seed priming

(53) wmalE 554l Ol o e

percent germination Mean emergence time(day)

PEG10% 105 10 J S 031 L Jsloue 68.75a* 11.70¢ 11.95a
KCI12% 4032 ety 4 IS b 54.88 abc 15.74b 9.03b
053005 oy DAt s J e 67.50 ab 18.63ab 9.42b

~ KH,PO,0/5%

Hydropriming by i Tt &Ko 51.25 be 16.03b 8.16b

distilled water ' ' '
Control asL: 42.50c 19.38a 7.85b

I ¢ o3 D e bT el JLQ.:;-\CE.N):L;)\:J:MQ)&:A-\ ;,,(s\; L;\M\:utg-dijuﬂblﬁthhJ}fl{LhQﬁlf O a2 %
*Means with same letter in each columns are not significantly different at the 5% probability level according Duncan’s
Multiple Range Test (DMRT).

A b Rias s gosl Jles 53 5 drada J b
T s J S

sty oL sy el X o8 Jlize SIS oo

ot i S al Ll s damlie o
L oSty sol 5lad 53 43l g4l Ao

Sl sy m g Lo y310 (PEG) J oS8 st b

055 101 = (515 035 )3 42l Uob Sl &5
(3 Usda) T ks do 52 (KCI). L

53 o ol Jilias i 55 05 KHPO, sl

5 42alE Jyb STus oot el Condy dali

ot ST Lol b 53 4onalS b 5 Kol 5 03, Jlize 31-3 st
Table3- Seed priming and cultivar interaction effect on seedling length in laboratory condition

e IS sl b
K : K -
St;:d rImIJr"I Lo,s10 = ZML; A 2053 015 oley i sy Seie T Aals
Cun‘f\,a,vj)g (PEGL0%) (KCI2%) (KH,PO,0/5%) (Distilled Water)  (Control)
Azar-22- ,57 60.5 ab* 4124 ¢ 49.57 abc 46.71 be 49.13 abc
101- Sl
Sardari-101 60.5 ab 62.87 a 48.29 bc 3751c 51.43 abc

LI de 3D LT gl JL‘,}\C@);@\:&M_m;s\C,s'uémuxgofjwuﬁwuwg}},,pLa;,_i;tﬁﬂo};w,a,;*
*Means with same letter in each columns are not significantly different at the 5% probability level according Duncan’s

Multiple Range Test (DMRT).
J}_’J._JJJZKCI J:ST_?C,\;JJZ_ )STV_;))J
Lw}bz ) J.:SL? J_hr )‘ (4d)4_>) .l_"‘.}; odalie

Y 03 o ol ;S e aalS b s

101 - ool s 035 51 55 4 Bl Jsb ST 0
Ay i 45 A5 8 edalie 4oy 2KCI L gl 5

S ol ol 5 Cils il 1 A 3 2717 dals
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sdalin Lo ;3 10PEG J e b ol 55 101- (1 o

el s Cad 0T il as us §

oo 3T Lol s s w8l Usb 5o Siaal 5 o35 plise S1-4 s

Tabled- Seed priming and cultivar interaction effect on stem length in laboratory condition

Seed priming 4, Xeas! 5510 IS sl L y32 ey Ay IS Aoy 0/5 ey Dlid g0 of aals
Cultivar Vj) (PEG].O%) (KC' 2%) (KH2P040/5%) ( DiSti”éd Water) (COFIUO')
Azar-2 2-,5T 48.55 ab* 33.85e 40.1 bce 37.01ce 41.77 bee
Sardari-101 101- ¢ 51> e 48.55 ab 52.19a 38.92 ce 37.69 ce 43.09 be

LI de 3D LT gl JL‘,}\C@);‘;,!;@M;m;slU',(;uému.ugafﬂwuﬂwuu'}},,gu;,ﬁspofw,ﬁ,;*
*Means with same letter in each columns are not significantly different at the 5% probability level according Duncan's

Multiple Range Test (DMRT).

ot lejT L3 53 4l ) 5 ot o oy 5o Kima 5 o5 ol 51 (gl (- Kils 4 lin =5 50
Table5- Comparison of means of Seed priming and cultivar interaction effect on mean emergence rate in

growth chamber condition

> Kl %10 _ 5 »
st 32 ey s by Sl - L
Seed priming ' J,@;v:,, ke rr;*.)f Lo, ¢ =ty - FENW e L I
Cultivar 3, (PEG10%) (KCI 2%) (KH2PO,0/5%) (Distilled Watery  (CONtroD
Aaar2z 3T 0.085 a* 0.054 f 0.054 f 0.059 ¢ 0.062 cb
Sardari-101101- ¢ is 0.087 a 0.075b 0.053 f 0.058 ¢ 0.048 h

LI de 3D LT gl JL&\C@,;‘;,!;@M;m;slU',(;uému.ugafﬂwuﬂwuu'}},,pLa;,_i;tﬁﬂo};w,a,;*
*Means with same letter in each columns are not significantly different at the 5% probability level according Duncan’s

Multiple Range.Test (DMRT).

L plss s SOl fBlas2- 53T 05, )3
3 mmn 3 8 sdalie (KCI) oy 2 IS 5Ls
u‘;)\)f (Misra and Dwivedi, 1980) (¢35 93
el A IS i Sl 47 s g
S bl cesle 12 St 4 sy 2/5(KCH )
oS s Shes (il Ll 5035 olE k) e

3 8 4515 550 s
4l s (Faroog et al., 2008) ol ,LSan 5 Gy,
oty Sl eslizal L et sl oSl o
Cola 12 S 4 lS” 0 ISTCaCI2) 5 (KCI)

Y > Slio ol S IS 6 05

ety IS o 3 o 8100 (5 e
A5 S odalie 34 4 S Ll 5 A, 32(KC)
X o3y Julize O3 s (857 6 sla Jsis)
el55 100 (15 ¥ oS 5ls 0L 5y Kl
I3k camalS Jsb Sl 3 (KCI) oty b JS7
5 a8l oSis 0y ¢ JS oS 0y et 4Bl
EIE Py SH N SRERNEN IV PLIRC C ST
o oY ol e ST Kl ol ol 0L

48T I 3 il o by ST L K e
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(PEG) U5 S il by Ly K] g
sdalie als lasles 53 OT Jold> 5 ds ;510
byl ST a8 23 8 s 015 0 iy 3 S
Al Uy aglie 53 &Kiml s gl slajles ot
SR

W3 ses S (ieetal, 2002) O, 5 >
o oy L Sl el i Ll 5 S
el ey laslr s (PEG )y SUE
5(SOD) b sos> bS5 @ 55T b
ol P el 4y 5 ol aL§ !);)\M\j
A3 8 el Lo s

5 (Giri and Schillinger, 2003) K& 5 (¢ o
NS Bl 6l 5 i 15
Db b doys a5 (PEG) (KCL) pumly
Lyl 5 s (:.,\_:fu_&ibjTCl_;)\j\v_.@wl:f
Csls gl S

3588 2 od Sl genl 5 Sl pgodr I

sl 44_>’ub\:f Dhaal (Ods alb 5y s e ol
Al 5 (S5 85 0 Sas s 5 Slas dhany
DS 5 i A S ol ol 55 ils
4 S 4S5 4es 5,5 (Hussain et al., 2006)
NS g IV P T S SR
303 o ml s sla i) on5 e 31 (NaCl)
o 5 0 ALl Ol b e RalS el

5 Shes il 5 amalS 0 ol g Ao s
Bl La S nlds £ 0ls KL o e
03 ol (e Al Gl 1 53 eaT
3 Sl sl a8 Lol Sl 1 o
S ol b gl 53 4 malS ) 5eb doss i
qual:f Ods b ;5\.)» &S gy sba csls Ol
Jp—SIE sl oy b sl ol (sl 5les 3
( KH2P04)(.1_.~L:; Sl gy s A ,510 ( PEG)

23 55 42alS s o S s B alie

,\.:)&;L;u@t,:);bm,&;;,;,,,x&wt,,rs,&,u;ﬁ Sl 5Kke 4w liemBJ 50
Table6- Seed priming and cultivar interaction effect on root dry weight in laboratory condition

Seed priming 4 Keasl ;510 S Lt L L 532 iy JS Lo,50/5 ey b g5 don i OT aals
Cultivar ) (PEG10%) (KCI 2%) (KH,PO40/5%) ( Distilled Water) (Contro)l
2-,5T  Azar-2 0.14 bc* 0.10e 0.13ce 0.17b 0.14 bc

101- ¢ 1>~ Sardari-101 0.11ce 0.24a 0.17b 0.10e 0.le

LI de 3D LT ol Ju..;-\Cls“):‘_;)lswdwlél:élul:»of)l wul,.ml.wg}}f-bbsu&uuy}aﬁ
*Means with same letter in each columns are not significantly different at the 5% probability level according Duncan’s

Multiple Range Test (DMRT).

,ti;ﬁuﬂjm_tj.:,g4?éu&»oj,ﬁ,;\f&;ﬁtﬁ,@&m;t-w,,\?
Table7- Seed priming and cultivar interaction effect on stem dry weight in laboratory condition

Seed priming )& Keml Ao l0USE il el S Ao B el Dl ke T sl
Cultivar 3, (PEG10%) (KCI 2%) (KH,PO,0/5%) ( Distilled Water)  (Control)
Azar-2 2- )57 1.3 0b* 0.59e 0.74 ce 0.79 ce
Sardari-101101- s i 1.06 be 0.62e 0.6le 0.92 bee

LI de 3D LT gl JL‘,}\C@);‘;,!;@M;m;slU',(;uému.ugafﬂwuﬂwuu'}},,pLa;,_ﬁisgﬂo};w,a,;*
*Means with same letter in each columns are not significantly different at the 5% probability level according Duncan’s

Multiple Range Test (DMRT).

Table8- Seed prlmlng and cultlvar interaction effect on seedllng dry Welght in Iaboratory condition

Seed priming RN JSE Ll L L 532 ey JS 203 0/5 ks Slind g pdn e T aals
Cultivar o35 40,510 (KCI 2%) (KH2P040/5%) (Distilled Water)  (Control)
Azar2  2-,51 1.46 b* 0.60 e 0.70 ce 1.01 be 1.39b

Sardari-101101- s ,is 1.40 b 225a 0.79 ce 0.74 ce 0.85 ce

LI de 53D LT gl JL‘,}\C@);‘;,!;@M;m;slU',(;uému.ugafﬂwuﬂwuu'}},,pLa;,_ﬁisgﬂo};w,a,;*
*Means with same letter in each columns are not significantly different at the 5% probability level according Duncan’s

Multiple Range Test (DMRT).

1. Elymus chinensis
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2 5l 5 58 s T o 5 olaen 35T
S (G gban jls e adsl i g A o el
ey sl Lage 5T ol b s 531 65 0
= OT il 533 gy oms 55 5 onalS ms
sy J3la> (Sharifzadeh et al., 2006) .55,
sals (Lo 10PEG o les 53 (5 sl
A3 5 odalive dsys 0/5 KH,PO,

A 5 e, X 5k Sl bl
.,\_1.3;)‘.36_2»%162_.»)34_9))#}'2_.»4_.;)3
23 bl 2 5L 5 5L s BT (9 Uus)
S5 a a8 o) sbas Wyl i adsl sed 5 A
g Ay el b 5T ol b s 31
35,8 o OT 1yl 53 35 4 55 5 el
Sl Cs o J3lu> (Sharifzadeh et al., 2006 )
405 5 edalin Ao ys 0/5 KHoPO, yLass 53 (55
(1045.=)

Aoy S Mo ¢l ST
(PEG) U5 ol sles o3 aralS 0l
¢ Jolize St )y p3 s S sualie Ao ,510
sdalin dw 5 10PEGX2 - 3T (5555 0T Sl
Eml  SLas g A e il 26l s S
sls Olas 1y sl Jusll WS

Dell-Aquila and Tritto, 1990; Farooq et @L:s
G g2 4 s (al., 2006; Kant et al., 2006)
(Bametal., o, 4 ol S Jo s sl
e sl sla J sl 457 W3 ga3 5,18 2006)
Sl Wy 5 ST e 5l gl YL chle |
)JJ_:.:..&.;)GS}l_M ;L.i..'cdt_z;.,.:_w-\'go}:_.ﬁf\:\j-\'
S el Ll i 3T e i

35 o b apalS 0 a Olje 5 S50l
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3o Sl oo S G oyl )3
e o e ) $SUS 05 5 4 ) Jsb
A alsy Jdab sl Bl sy Olis (g 5 p dals
3153 b 5> Sl 5 (s el Ss
L o she
( Beckman et al., 1993) ol,Lan 5 0 S
03 HaLh L awlie 5 e ;oS Wssad OIS 3
sxbad e slye Sy oS e s
G Ll b s Jpb (aal 3l el ol e
3 b el SanalE ole g 53 Sl
5l pL s 55 sl 5 (el s (S
Lisg alie ol asl.(Kan, 1992) 45l o jles

AT s (Nayyar et al., 1995) o1, 1es 5 LG

Slasy 50 il

3 0ba) b e sy Sl slasles
ae sz 53 amalS 5 pgh o g Lo e 5 4l
2zl O el Aoy s o y3 D e o
(9d545) du3 8 ols sme Ao ys 1 pebans 3 45550
ST Sl sl 53 (55wl o ST
A3 5 odalie

5 (Ahmadi et al., 2007) ol,Ls 5 o]
al3 onn s sbas a5 soken 45 Lisgad )l
oS adn (55l 03 S bt
( Harris et al., 2001) O,LKan 5 w2 L5 S
Sel ol (gla i a4 L3505 1S
38 0T e 048 b 5 by S e G Wl
9RNA DNA sl 5b e e S50l
o A o Sl Jos b 53 55

1 .Solid Matrix
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63 3585 2 od Sawl el 5 Sl s yn S
Slasyim GlasTs s g 3550 Dlio (Slas o 5 Kke) il 5 45 525 =9 gt
Table-3 Analysis of variance (mean squares) of studied characteristics in field
S.0.V S a EBIRES womalS ) 5eb o) ol b o Lo e wnalE ) 5 Ol o e
e df Percent germination Mean Rate emergence Mean emergence time
EES Replication 3 321.07 0.0002 11.05
Cultivar ) 1 56.4 "™ 0.00006 ™ 18"
Seed priming L4 oKl 4 764.97 " 0.0002* 8.7 *
o el el 4 287.89™ 0.00003 ™ 03"
Cultivar* seed priming
Error ol T (sl 27 121.89 0.0001 45
Total J) 39
OV (dmy) Ol o, 16.34 146 16.79

** * ns

%15%5JL‘*‘-"‘CE“FJ"L?“)"@”(J&Z%E“. 5

ns: not significant * and **: significant atthe 5% and 1% probablity levels, respectively
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Table4-Effect of priming treatment on germination vigor in field

Sy Eemt as 50 3 ol ek Ao ae 503 S 4l 0L L e we 50 53 oS gl o Lo e
Seed priming Percent germination Mean emergence time(day) Mean fild emergence Rate
10310 U st L J s
PEG10% 81l.3la 12.37 a 0.081ab
032 sl IS sl
KC12% 54.25 ab 12.5ab 0.077ab
Lo y50/5 by Db g5kn Jglone
KH,PO,0/5% 65.12a 144 a 0.072b
ke T
Distilled Water 66.43 b 11.71b 0.086a
- 70561ab 12.09ab 0.081ab
control

LI (gl e Ml D Jlazl o )3 OSGs (gl el in O g0 3T plol e dizous oS 2ta (3 o 6SG Bl (g5 O n 53 S ls S0l *
*Means in each column followed by the same letter are not significant different at the 5% probability level using

Duncans Multiple Range Test.

e Bl 550 e (55 4l L
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(PEG)J5SE ot b Ly oSl gl 5
33 44_>’ub\:f Ol Ll s s STus L ,s10
53055 S sdalin uwys10PEGX2 - )3T —
=5 S Ola) o g 3 51 LS ) s 4 lie
Sl ey e Ll ) anal Ot alb s
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