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Evaluation of germination, root and shoot growth under cadmium stress for

different bean genotypes (Phaseolus Vulgaris L.)
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Table 1-Code of genotypes used in this study.
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Table 2-Analysis of Variance for different bean genotypes under normal and cadmium stress conditions.
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** andn. s: Significant at the 1% level of probability and non significant, respectively
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Fig5- Mean Comparison of Root length in different genotypes under stress condition. For a given means by the same letter

are not significantly different at p =1% according to DMRT
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are not significantly different at p =1% according to DMRT
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