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Table 1. Analysis of variance of (Mean square) studied characteristics under osmo-priming solutions
concentration and duration and treatments of hybrid maize (Zeamays L. CV.Single cross 704) seeds.
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e e
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" not signiticant and **and* significantly on probability level of 1 and 5%, respectively.
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Table 2. Mean comparisons of studied characteristics of hybrid maize (Zea maysL. CV. Single cross 704)
seeds under duraation and concentration of osmo-priming solutions.
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Figure 1. The mean comparisons of interaction effect of different time and priming levels on the primary
root length of maize.
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Figure 2. The mean comparisons of interaction effect of different time and priming levels on the germination
rate of maize.

Kalhor et al., ) Ol,LK e 5 ¢S 345 4c )50 s
J_?'Q)) J_'.'f‘.\:- al:_w oﬂ.j BE .XJJ; Ql_:a (2009
L (KNOg) il Sl 25 5l 4 b g o arae
3 (05 A AF/MY) Lol ¥5 s a3 0 Sl
Ol e ol (p 8 s FF/5V) ol Y
O i Bl slasled & Ly e dile 5055
(p 5 Hon \WOID 5 WV ol s Sa) Zelw
AT lasles 6l Al ;505 (2 S
= a) Bl e s Vi kle L KO ) euly

s g (o 8 e VYAV 5 ATV

n

SLods e azaila g aralsy Al 5o OO

sl bl Lyl 5o ol ol g eds ol
34_3-4_1_1)4_3)&‘}5\.»;@)&5\'%
mﬁw\,ouvﬂ!ﬁjtﬁ Gyl 53 am il
(Karaki, 1998) S'1,Ls .(Basra et al., 1994)
(52 5 pI8) amil g aty I b 5 J055 L2l
Jett ) O, 5 o s S 5,18 a5l
S 5 oIS slaydy LSl s (et @l 1996
A_b, hl;—bl 4 (Oheracea BrassicaBroccoli)
3 e A o5l sl ST )3 aadey
aS wmsls L,Lebl (Harris et al., 2005) ol ,LSas
s Slads W.\:jj Ll 55 o 040 &
55 oS SU s laa¥ &S 0T 51 S 63 gal

alS Wi S e o a4l

a

=2.00
@ b a
) cde od bed  cd
£1.50
3=
= BLoo
ﬁ 5080
o
% >0.00
=3 _
!

E QR QR QR R0 0 P ) o @
a ¢§\° \90\" Q\Q ,ﬁ\Q ,ﬁ\“ b?\“ (g\a QQ\Q S Qo b?\q Jo QQ\Q SN NN ,ﬁ\“ N
& & o> QO \,\_(} \;\SJ\ & O‘b\’ Oqu’ (,\q’ o (L N O’b\’ Oqu’ {_c} o
Y Q @ @ < Q((/ @ @ LS SR Q‘O S @ ©

.Q‘)S 4.?4.&4_‘)‘)5 O‘}j‘xs_imu’/'_ _‘J{:‘W‘)Qu\ﬁ( liden C"la.w J)Lﬁ.}ﬁj\ Lgthwi;t:.a 4..“3.\.::.4 —Y‘Ji&
Figure 3. The mean conparisons of interaction effect of different time and priming levels on of maize

seedling tresh weight
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Figure 4. The mean conparisons interaction effect of different levels of time and priming on primary root/

primary shoot tresh weight proportion of maize seedling.
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" not signiticant and **and* significantly on probability level of 1 and 5%, respectively.
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