156

2024 bl Swri169-156 :2) 11 Lo Lyl Eipasll 4y guad) nal) - G931 5 il
Ly osh) i b Lpalacddl duagill (o Ciligiuag chdlsdll Gaany i)l Sl
20N e Aadlae Gig kit LAl clal daliiy

Wl sanay Dacilal) agusg “Dalal) 4l

(nadiaalkhalafs@gmail.com s ANl o CalAl) 20l .o Al jall*)

2022 /12 /6:Jsad) 5 2022 /09/20 : D! gyl

: padlal)

arasi (385 2021-2020 Gpacsall DA ¢ Labe Dif ¢ g3l Aliilae b ) 3

o clilgdl) Gameas ol Gl aladna) il dus Gaag oy e S Andiall aladl

Gaes Ge 5D Ayl Ceadial Gus LAY Jgeandd daliYly LSl Glia an

e amd) aedl e Glbgies dweds 38/ (3000,2000,1000 ,0)elil gl

=D s dehil) Bl Ji e L pasall @bl @8y NP.K (58]l palially

gl ¢yl (0, 25, 50 ,75,100 )% : Mol Il e qandl) st LAl Jgeand

LSl lia gies (& Lisine 82L) Gis 38/ (3000) S cbilgdll (ames by O

GAY) sl pua o i 100% Sonall saadl) (ggie (3o Cpn 6 ¢ Dl

Oblelaall g 3 Legin Jelill gl Lad Wi LaliYly LSl clia 8

o Augyadl el paen e Lsina (38/30 3000%75%) 5 (48/ae 3000%100%)

(p2 25.60 -23.57) 5 3,5l Sl (p222.73 -20.87) Sy maills <all Gloa S

Con Aaly) cliall (el b 5 Jad) 558 Jolal (a5 47.03 -49.13) 5 &ugall S

(#25Y/&S 5475 - 6326) ke lill 0K aality) iy

a5l laa ¢ e dpad QLA ¢ Glilsdll (aes 1dalidal clals)
:daaial)
Lasls el Gun dagall jliadll il (e 2005 « CucUrbitaceae el Aluadll (Cucumis sativus L.) HLall a
@aly Eus . (Sumathi et al., 2008) dscali s shund Ay old dandy Adlguny) audy ddlguy) Ghlal
(550) 2020 el el #3laYly deh3l sl Ablan] AT Guam o3l o Adlas 3 LAl o3l dalind
Bracd!) alasial Qs Ciagsy «#/3S (20369) daleaall 5ang b LaliY) culSs (ol (11203) o) Lol culacl 1€
Ly Lghnams pdes aa® 1 (gpemall oY) il ldaalls pLaia¥) 9331 Ly domea Hlime (e e L) ks Asinedd)
aen ¢ laggl) (aas) digiaall (aleal) dila] & Gohall o2 (ganly o(2012¢ 2anay siihacal )galSH (yad ) Al
>a el (Grall A3 jealially agsalislly johesilly Gong il o gilgia) Aali e 5liae el gl Cus (cbilsdl

abaial (e aig (Gauall jualiall xe 4813 Claian clialgall (mals (<5 cus (Wehner and Guner, 2004)<tlall

Al-kalaf et al — Syrian Journal of Agricultural Research — SJAR 11(2): 156-169 April 2024


nadiaalkhalaf5@gmail.com%20

157 2024 bsl/ Glawi169-156 :2) 11 Lo L Eipanll Ly gl Unall - (g 305 iLil)
Ligemnl) Gl e e aily (FA) clilgdl) s Cipang . (Potter, 2002 ) clall 2] 5 Zoil digady jualiall
(Pena-Mendez et al., ¢islally Alsiaally Lucaeall Cagylal) 8 oLl 3 Lol AL 4y ddeeall Liles Y15 Lalady!
Cast O OSar sl dnadll () iy L) 200Y) e Ligunnll alaal) ladial 5ol A3)lke xie 4l ¥) 2005)
(Francesco and Michele, 2009) «iuals) Llef e Jomall Cisllaall 5< Levie Jnnall sacll e LS Gl Wi
O ) Gl Sl e il degall @hhll e el i (Gl gaeaall oy S Laladial vie dals
2002 ; cgaelull) saa) 508 (ge aa3 A Apsleai®y) Byl cpe 4l ) Ailia) cAizeall Baan) Jlasial & oY)
. (Ling & Silberbush, 2012
@l (WllasSy ¢ s G 9) LLall cls o Dgeaall cluadd) (i) 48 ddjedl (2016 el Lehal duds s
Clyly laysela Sally S ase Bl il cyeld (I a4, 2, 1, 0.5) 5Shi dal caada JSI Byl 1)l
230 (e JS 8akyy LRl eay Sl ) Gusamall Gradadll G5 g3l 5 (gpandl sl S5 Bal daaial) Ll
(2ol 38 3.41) Dl BasS ST caly 38y 7 LY) AaSy Calladl) 578 Jolag gagecl] Aadliall HLAN dusy il Lo Ll
is) QIS Jfde 4 dlladll
LAl Gl Cum LAl @l s 8 FA cbilgdll (mes ik (Rauth and schnitzer, 2008) (s 35 13
5Ly bl ekl (0, 20, 50, 100, 300, 500, 700, 1000, 1500and 2000)ppm  :&dlll €15 Caersials
.2000PPM 3:S5l xie &) 8alijs b IS e laalael 5ljs Slas¥) jseday 5Sally clbilall jskis sai 3 Ausine
Ll ) Chaal i lal) alils e cbilsilly dagigl) (mes Bla) Pla e (2011 05 3Ty duls) 2y 2 12
&l Ciaagl ppm(200-150-100 —50 —0) 55 (el Ciacald (i)l Wy olad /it (20-15-10 =5 ~0) o
Apanlal) Galodl) (peat (B e il 4l OIS clalsilly clagagll (mals (e IS e Gl (o DU A8 diLY) o
i Uil 200ppM 5 (U olad [l 20 Jares dgaanl) Gl dilia) die dualiy (bl cand Ausill 480
Gl il Al IS clalgilly clagagl) (iaala dila) of mbl el LS L ojha DS G 5 daa )] ddlaY) @l
vie N, P, K alic 5 oyl (e Wiginag 2513 LISI chaagn S e Wlgina 8abyg Lall culilal daluy) sib)
- sl gganall e L) Ll
osial) o ina Ll L S clialgdl) pmeay Alabedd) cbilal) o 550l cilils e (Sladky, 1999) sy ekl
- liagigl) (menn dlalaal) lilal) ells 28 B)glata Laalidy) 8alys Blud) (s
el Ll slewSy Al il A5 sleuS cbilgdll mes aladiad b (Karakurt and padem, 2009) o
Jaes duplly (e 20) Janw (By5 2lenS Chaal Cum 8Ll xe A3l (% 18 =7) (e )l by gl
DLl LIS Al 5alys HLEN (39 B3 (B LS (grine il ) S Al else ALY s3gd OIS Cus (J/de20)
L pe Al ZlY) A <l
bl slend) aa Uallaal) il Ao cbialgdl) (meny (il il (AL-Jumally and AL-Jumally, 2012) s LS
—0) Cmsien psalisll ia)¥) secdlly(J/ale 200-100-0) S5 clilsdll (mes ardia) Cua Ladilly (gl alas cias
bl capglal (J/ale 3000 —0)asauslisdll yeming (ijllg (/aS 400

Al-kalaf et al — Syrian Journal of Agricultural Research — SJAR 11(2): 156-169 April 2024



158 2024 bsl/ Glawi169-156 :2) 11 Lo L Eipanll Ly gl Unall - (g 305 iLil)
s slels (e 71.50)Uallad) il g i) el i (J/gde 3000+ 2/5S 400 + cbilgé mes J/3la200) alalaall
((#/0k 45. 0) wlall deals el 5 2/3S 6094 gpnsl) goanall Cils

o Slagigll paas elsw ¢ (gpae paes b ehuadll cllgaldll il pops Ser asl ) (Elizabeth, 2006) ksl
Alyg 2wlall pe dnjlia V) oedas Sally sllsaalill jSaall LYl 8 bilgdll Gmes 50 iy Cus chilgil) (aes
(J&e 50 )damas ys xS ilsdll (mes aladiu) e

(Phule Jyoti. ) jlal) Jalall e cbalgall (many (i) Ll ( Nimmala et al., 2021) sl it Coyelal a4 138
g agall sladd) cileja Gudai xa (J /ie 400 ¢ 300 ¢ 200 « 100¢ 50 ¢ elo) Sl aladiad P e clligev
JS Ll sae saly I ol cldlsdll ameaa Jfpde 200 i o (LUSa/aS 50-50-100) iy (N,P,K) Jseanall
(ks /£89.9) shyadll jldll Jsana ¢ (40.3) s

Jsb il 3 Layiliy 5auSY) Caline Ll 80l b Glilgdl) (mals aladia) il asufys 8 (Bai et al., 2010) s
(POD) lawSy sl il (o S Lalis e 33 3S/ake 100 Jaeas FA clilsill aea (ga oDl 550 o dan Liguall
Balijy Ll el S5 i IS5 % 35.6 Jaee il L <l WS dagale S8 (CAT) DU Ll
c bl Jelaslacl

S o Sl sailly ) e clilsdlly dlugell alaal ik (Matysiak et al., 2011) ox s 1
O ¢ (il gilly clasagll) dugamall alaa¥l Ayoll G ae ysdd) adi die miliil) cuyelal Cum (Brassica napus L.).
clall Sl sailly Slas¥) ase salyg achll gai (& o0 4l

Oblall ol e %25 cbilsdll aslag %40 cloggll e g paaial (Saruhan et al., 2011) Wl ds i
LS /3 11930 4l 3 salill ae d3)lie £/3S 15180cilS yund¥l Cilall Jpana (go daliy) of il el
- a[3S 2460 &l 3 salal) ae &jlie 2/3S 3045 il Galall Calal) Jsaana S 83l o gl ekl

oo /18 (N 7 sty agiall Jgemns 5345 ) o3 il clbils e clalgdl) (mes (i) of (Xudan ,1996) 2l
c2aLa) dleles

lesle Jpuant) 5 aill Cganl) Jsumna (5%7.2 5315 ) ol clalodll el sl (3l of (Li et al., 2005) wySs
(e 1.5) clilgall (aead iaY) 350 alatin) vie

oaes (¢ 120 - 60) sl Alalae ph e COEN sai B digies 39 25ag ) (Basalma, 2014) als
el il & 100 JD g B0 S il Gaes Gulal OIS Gus ¢ el UB eh 3S 100 JS clalsal
- Ayl sal by SLoYL sSally cOBAN sais jheasll Hsh Ciba)

saan) duaal -

DB iy ¢ il 2 ) Bl Cangs gyt e e Lgiblialy ¢ Awiaaall 52en) o e fiall (e wiaall sl Dk
sl g Olsaally GLadll Liam pams 5la dansda Asa o anall e Y OIS ¢ lals Ll e 20uY) o3¢ Al
saeal (Egll Gl il duhal i) al 1 o(bilgdl) men) dugunal) (alaaYIS clilal) )y gt uead Al

duail 30235 K 5 Py N 28380 jualiall dpoland) Lpasill ligions Gy dalail) Ly ae g1 Ll cungd clalsdl)

Al-kalaf et al — Syrian Journal of Agricultural Research — SJAR 11(2): 156-169 April 2024



159 2024 sl Seusi169-156 :(2) 11 L) Eipasll Ly susl) Alnall - (15 815 Al
o Al els ¢ S 2l e Jpemnlly ¢ Abasl 5aanl] (e iliad) 2l Wi ) (535 ilsdl) (aeal 5S5
cAalia) 8asg

séa) cilaaf -

L Jpeanal Lalily Hlal) el il 5ol Cliall & clalodll (amens sl Gl il dal -

LAl Ll Ay AusSlll Clica b Aslead) sl s diaaal 53anY) (e Ailiie 5815 pladna il dudys -
Sl Glia (& Galedl daagll (e Gligine sladtuly il Gmess sl GO o Jalall el s -
Skall clal Laly) cliall

PGl @by dga -

les Al lgai Jabe Pl Ll Cayg duatl) il (8 Bdle opd ey LA (e 3aly Chiea 1) Bala -1
puse (& @ldy OB Jaa lall clbls o dbadlgdll (e (i) oy bidlgdll (s (o ddide S0 cledy DG
A Lally N AEN e ol 10 e A5l A8 Ael) ARda) A8y5l) jsel a6V A CulS G cel) 3l
NP.K. sl yaliall (o dilida 38050 mp¥) danill padial o Al 2850 (g o110 2e (6 SL3Y) Gl il s
Gl Gha o ol g dlkilas a5 ol e D A (8 Gl el b duatl din 5 rdgadl) adge -2
ke 163 (gsiaal) (gphaall Jshagl) Jana cp 220 jadl mhace e ity 8,5 40.14 5 Yok 35.34

) Jgand) (A pase s LaS ciadl i g (b Ausil Julad s 1(1) el
dalall N

PH & gl K20 P20s mineral G

EC
] sallsa o, PPM PPM OO0

38.4 32.4 27.6 3.44 8.3 1.4 245 5.3 4.71 30-0
30.1 36.7 26.8 3.41 8.1 0.99 227 4.1 3.85 60-30

e (i il plgil) i Can oasl Sl ol ld sl Candl 2k OIS G Al o (1) a8 Jeaad) PIA (e g
- psaslislly Hotuasll e Jacigie (gginag g3V (1
thg jaall cOlalead -3

D dawilly Gl Clalas —

spg Slalgdl) aas aladiul G & Cus 4S/3e (3000 ¢ 2000 ¢ 1000 ¢ 0) nSIall (335 chilgdll aany il -1
b IS Gl allae jadas w35 %50 4dd duguaall s3lall 35 fly (gpune cuada o2 Hle

J 1z bl slll Jslaall JaSs @ JoaS anl00 b el g diginall slall (e o 1331 5 :48/3e1000-
1 s kil slall Jolaall JeSs i J3aS 20100 b Lela w9 dagumall 83l (ga Jo 2 321 5 :35/30 2000-
J Lz A bl elall Jolaall JoSi o JsaS a 100 8 Lol w5 diginall salall (o Ja 3 341 5 :48/3e3000-
¢ 75 ¢ 50 « 25 ¢ 0) : U J<all o dllaall sda (e dishe st pladial & i Adnall Lacdl) Cdlalaa -2
O dlendl doagl) Cng 9050 (bl clibu 5 %45 D Cliwgh g 59046 Lyodl slew p33ial 5 .%(100
Ala] & glgall dof ot ilis o el 2l Slals del3l 35 B

Al-kalaf et al — Syrian Journal of Agricultural Research — SJAR 11(2): 156-169 April 2024



160 2024 bsl/ Glawi169-156 :2) 11 Lo L Eipanll Ly gl Unall - (g 305 iLil)
Cus %100 dalaall (%50 (bl il 3/3S16 = %45 D Glingh ygw 3/3S 235 — %46 Lys y/zS 45)
a0 AV Aadal) ilady S e Lygl s and G o Aol U8 Guligdl sy D Clbusgd gl Sl il

(2008 ¢ ligua) . lall gar ol AMENg Nanll Ay e Al b he Cpae gl

Blis I8 (e lar (oeasall drinaal) 520u) Ll Cinal 5 IS8 Lgally inelaie Gifiha Ll B 23 tAe ) ARk -
g0 0l Jal (e Bigudiy mints ddee Lall (pal & L andl algdd Al dulas il e Bliy o) ZDlaYls del) 3l
il plaials bgnll (@) AKd S & & LAYl bal g o 2 Sl Jashad ) )Y st 5 501 Calia
Lgladl (5ilse < i) 3 ey caliiia J<iug e 50 slad e bl g dejsn il e Ble a5 (GR)
Jarass « AVl lall (e 50 dilaay o 2 (apm bl e Gl jed 8 Aadaall LAl o laany ey L))l
0w 10 s aas o sl s3a ey uny duyal) Tabadal ey ) Sa BB oy daangas dald JS b il 10
¢ anll (el g)l) e Al dassd) llee e gal GV e 3sh Ll Hsedig Hedd) i) aey ¢ Adalall \Sa
(A3 5 Gl ¢ il

LSl i Yl rdg i) Cilial) -

il 5 Jawgial 8553 585 Jol el (ing i) Gl (e diasl) 55l G Ble A 1BSAal) JaSY) jeeh Ay -1
e 0K IS e Lilptie ]

@bl 5 awsial i5e 583 sl seds (ng S i e Al 5 0o Blie ay ARl JlagY) jseh Ailay 2
e 0K IS e Lilptie ]

e 0Se IS e Lilpde @da] lbls B dansial Ll sie Jol (ag i) (e sl a3e 0o Ble agt Sl Ay -3

Llsde sl lbls 5 lagiad HLal dakd gl mg @la)) (e a1 aae 0o Bl s ikl A ol se5a —4

oS S e
Lilgde cial ks 5 lawgial jlall daks HAT Jiag bl e oY) 2ie e Slhe oy 1l Llgll) Aol asga -5
oS S e

5 g ) AL e Bl 2o e Bl by i Sall B sk —6

dalny) alyaga Lot

pusge Ailgh (S alladll age Ay e ) )Se JSI LD 2ae b 50 (@biifBpad)alsl) bl Ao Ll o Jaagia -1
& Ol 2o augia e Joanll 2 ad @bils 10 &by ()llg ad clilal) se Je )< JSI Ll dae Loy Calladl)
SRS

2o o endy Sl 036l Slgdl) Tawgiall 330 &K IS A Ll O3s &5 2(S) sl bl Al dagia -2
calgll il daly) e Jyanll & @ibls (10) < IS & bl

[S dmas dadad LA () il 5 cliad s o ol St oaead Jpeane LAl et afdS daliy) -3

2193/S ) Abigat o Ayl Aadadl

Al-kalaf et al — Syrian Journal of Agricultural Research — SJAR 11(2): 156-169 April 2024



161

2024 bl Slasi169-156 :(2) 11 Lo Ll & pall £y g Ul - (9305 LS
dadial) aail) asecai 385 (Factorial Experiments) dolalall colaall ik duaill sead 8 padiul :dyadl) asasdl -
clalgdll Gaeny il cBlalas Gt dakad IS Gewa® Cun Sl B Gl Bde Jarary @y Ka DU Baaly 5yl
@oanll aeall (il Clee Apatyl) adadll culS G o S Jalall) panall el SV axe 5 (sY) Jaladl)
oo Shisine Guadg clilgdl) Gans e S5 dayl aladial L Sl dendl) cBlalae dugill) adailly (clilgdl) (i)

o)l il e sl ael
Goiee 3 N Ty ) ey (Genstatl2) gl Hadiul Slasy) diaill gl itlas¥) Julasl) -
%5 digis (s5ine 2ic(LSDY)
:AdBlially i) -
DBl s eed Ll —1 A Sl clia (Yl
Dlalae IS o Ugine 35/5a 3000 585 (FAg) clilsill (mass (i)l dlalae (395 (2) o8y cpbill dubas g o
Javas 35/30 2000 (FA3) Gyl Aleles Loy L)) e e Losy 24.61 Jaes 55300 Slas¥) joelay Sl 3 )l
Jaen vectll Slgis € o Lsiea 5880 a1 joelas <ol 3 100% wecll dlalas cigin LS Loy 26.78
Gs g 13, el el cOlelee L e Lo 2642000 Lsiea cigin 75%  alebedl L Lo 24.79
DY el eny b dwgyad) edlelal) L e Usiee (35/3e 3000%75%) 5 (£5/ae 3000%100%) cxle it
and Schnitzer, 2008) 4d) Jasile go il sda i . Ly (22.73 -20.86) il e cuilSy 5<
ose Sl (3 (2016 «pmenll) 5 bilsdll Giaany (il die kil @bl 5830 V) eeky Sl & (Rauthan
A 5l 3 Ales) 5aeull padiu) pe GLilgll mes e ) Gl aayg s (gsemall Gaeall 3S5 5l )
Sl Blee 3 i @A) g il Aualiy (Sl Apdaal) yealiall Jsiay #led) Mally il 8 dglal) i)
Ghs¥) (b Aaiadll dihan sl alpal) LaS 821 (& eSais Lee Ayl daliaal) 82L35 JigyolSl disa P e Sgeal
ajsela ySally A3l achll (he s ST i dilldial (e i lea GAY) saill hlia ) Ll

B WY1 se Al (B Lagiay Joially Dalandd) Lcagil) (a ligionag cdlodll (anny (il 5l 2(2) dgaad

FA1 34.56 33.46 32.50 31.36 30.40 32.46
FA? 32.46 30.53 28.73 26.70 24.70 28.62
FA3 30.50 28.60 26.70 24.90 23.20 26.78
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FA1 4453 43.43 42.33 41.30 40.26 42.37
FA2 42.60 40.60 38.56 36.93 35.33 38.80
FAs3 40.70 38.56 36.10 35.13 34.03 36.90
FA4 37.56 34.96 33.80 32.50 31.30 34.02
Lo glall 41.35 39.39 37.7 36.46 35.23
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cv% 5.8
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FAs 43.66 41.46 39.23 38.13 36.83 39.86
FA4 40.63 37.96 36.80 35.50 34.30 37.04

Lo gial) 44.34 425 40.96 39.49 38.15

L.S.D (FA)=0.240 (M)=0.268 (FA*M)= 0.536

cv% 5.3

ML g e asga -5
i)l aese 8 Lsis 4S/ie 3000 55 (FAL) bilsdl Gaens il Alles s (6) i) ol hbas Jsan

(FA3) (ol Alles G5 Lol lay) ey e Lo 814 Jaes cbitlgdl) imens (il Dlele S e lall gl
el Sl aege 3 100% (Fs)ilebeall cisin WS ¢ il Dlalas b e o5 80.24 Janay Ligins 4S/30 2000

80.61 Jaeas Lisiea 75% (Fa) Alelaad) (3585 Lgali Lusy 8178 Jaras sinnall apansll iligioss 23S e Ligina Ll
el e Lgien Sl Ja £lgs 8 (38/3e 3000%100%) delill (o LS ¢ Sanall mactll cDlalas i e Loy
Job 3 gsine 80 35mss (2016 copanll) ad) clinss Lo o ilill o3n i Lagy 8343 Jaea dusgyaall Dol
sl paeall 5850 by Hlall s dalel Badll
(Al i) ssa (b Lagla o lially psbacd) Apagil) (o cibigionas elsil) Ganny i) Ll 1(6) el

FA1 74.90 75.96 76.53 77.63 79.06 76.82
FA2 76.50 78.13 79.33 80.66 82.10 79.34
FAs3 77.73 79.13 80.16 81.63 82.53 80.24
FA4 78.63 80.70 81.70 82.53 83.43 81.4
Lo glall 76.94 78.48 79.43 80.61 81.78
L.S.D (FA)=0.332 (M)=0.372 (FA*M)= 0.743
cv% 2.5
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2024 bl Slasi169-156 :(2) 11 Lo Ll & pall £y g Ul - (9305 LS

) 53 sk —6

Dl i) 858 s b 4S5 3000 S5 (FAG) <hilsill Ganny (i) Alelas (358 (7) o) cball delas pon O
2000 (FA3) Uil dlelaa i Loy b)) e 0 Lagy 44.36 Joner cbidlgdl) (meny (i)l cDlalas JS e Lsina
s (o8 Usine 100% aleled Cigis LS ¢ cbilyill aans (i) cDlaban 3l e Ly 40.37 Jonws Ligina 45/ae
41.12 Jaeas Lsine 75% Alalaall (38 Laai Loy 4354 Janes Sondll decll Clbigione 8IS o LAl sl 558
(/e 3000%75%)  dlelaally (3S/ie 3000*100%) Alalaall Ciigis LS ¢ anall dnecdll cDlalaa i e Loso
al) o3a (3w . Lass (47.03- 49.13) asll e i€y Aoy paal) Dol maen o LN a8 Jsha b Ligine
Ll il (e 4) 55 gpemall Camidl alail ve LA i 555 525 b (2016 ) 4] Clagi Lo g

DLl sy Sl han) e Slall isy Saeddl sl 2asid g gpemall Gaealls (il o N e o (S

- il 5 okl
il 8 Jgh b Lagin Joliilly Lostacd) uasill ¢a cligionag cbiledl) (aans Gl il oy 2(7) Josadl
| 0% = 25% | 50% @ 75% | 100% | sl

FA1 27.36 29.53 31.20 33.33 35.53 31.39
FA 30.96 34.03 36.83 40.63 43.80 37.25
FAs 34.06 37.66 40.93 43.50 45.70 40.37
FA4 38.00 42.73 44.90 47.03 49.13 44.36

o gilal) 32.6 35.99 38.46 41.12 43.54

L.S.D (FA)=0.315 (M)=0.353 (FA*M)=0.705

cv% 11.0

el abil) Lo Ll ase haugia —1 i) cfypdgal) Ll

Sl sae Tasgia b Lgies 35/30 3000 585 (FAG) cbilsdl (mans (i)l dlales (355 (8) o8y bl (hlat Jgon (o
&8/6=2000 (FAz) dalaadl o ok 8)ai 37.73 Jara clhilgdll Gmenn Gl SBlalae IS Ao aalgll clall e
2 Laugia b Uyine 100% alelaall Ciighi LS ¢ lilsdll (many (i) O lelas 3l e 53 32,60 Jarer Lisina
Lgins 75% Allaall (355 L ¢ 5,45 39.76 Lawusiall IS5 iamal) dpacill Cilgicns gaen e aalsl) bl e L)
2000%100%) 5 (4S/ke 3000%100%) clilebeall ciighis ¢ Sl dantll Dlalas 3 e 5 32.7 Jara
So (555 42.86 - 46.96) &l ) dugynd) cOlelal el e Lgies aalgll clall e LA sae Jagia b (38/ae
saesy gl Gl vie alall/ LA e 5ol & (Kamel et al., 2014) 4] deasile po 0l oda (345 . iifil
vie Jfake 200 Sy clull/ LN e A dagies 5203 (Nimmala et al., 2021) 5 (Basalma , 2014) 5 <lalsal)
sie clall/ Ll e 53l A (2015 (gpedll ae) 5 lall Addl) il Apsbaad) Apa gl o clilsdll men aladicd
il dpacdl) pa (ggumal) Gmeall o0 M clall/ LAl s 835 gans -J100/de 75 S5 il gl Gaes aladid
a1 8oy seall Jall 5eS Baby M (sl Aol yualiall Gabliaial 5 85l phsall Aalias Ghs¥) 2 525 )
- ball Ll axe 8aL) (g dligall HLSY) axe 8al (Ao St Lee hags S
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2024 il Gleasi169-156 :(2) 11 Lol il Eigault 4y podd) Anall - g 4309 il

sl bil) Ao Ll ase hagia b Lagha Jo liilly dnaland) duagill (o cligionay cladloll) ey iyl A 1(8)Jsaadl

FA1 14.40 17.56 19.00 23.46 31.80 21.24
FA2 17.90 21.33 24.53 28.50 37.43 25.94
FA3 22.53 27.66 33.30 36.66 42.86 32.60
FA4 26.43 34.40 38.70 42.16 46.96 37.73
Lo gilal) 20.31 25.24 28.88 32.7 39.76
L.S.D (FA)=0.413 (M)=0.462 (FA*M)=0.923
cv% 8.0

gl i) Al Jaugia —2

Aaal) Jaugie (b Ligine §/3a 3000 55 (FAs) cbilsdll meny (il Alelan 56 (9) o8y i) dulss Jpan oo
Lsine 38/3e 2000 (FA3) dlabaall (o Loy 38 4.963 Jamer clilgdll (mens (il) cdlalas S e aalgll il
lall Al haugie 8 Lgine 100% alebell cgin LS ¢ clilgdll (meny (il cDlles L e 3 3.690 Jaen
Sl &S 3.916 Jane 75% Alebedl (358 el ¢ 48 4.375 Lagid) IS5 Saeall decill Gligine pren Sl sl
&b Lsina (38/3a 3000%75 %) ilelaall 5 (3S/ae 3000%100%) ilelaall i g ¢ (aaal) ecll “Dlalaa AL
sda (35 . &S ( 5.476 —6.327) il o bugiall gl 3 dugyaad) dlelil) AL e aalgl) clal) daly) Jagie
el paen 8 aalll Ll dali) & dsies 5215 3520 (Abdel-Baky et al., 2019) 4] Jeas Lo ao il
el (ggina Bsé1 (Al-Shammary et al., 2018) 4l Jagi b ae il oda (30 LS ¢ Joall bl clialgall jaes
alatied e sluald) bl S 2 Ly lg asdsll bl Jualag 45580 (g5 Ol ae 8 Lolewd) Apagill (50 100% Saeal

Agganll Cluadall e G

aalsl cbal) Al 3 Laghy JoUiily Ayslacd) duuagil (oo Ciliginnay bl Gaans Gl Ll 1(9)dgeal

0% 25% 50% 75% 100% o gilal)

FA1 0.915 1.651 1.832 2.304 2.650 1.870
FA2 2.051 2.441 2.574 3.635 3.991 2.938
FA3 2.630 3.286 3.747 4.253 4.536 3.690
FA4 3.841 4511 4.662 5.476 6.327 4.963

o gial) 2.359 2.972 3.203 3.916 4.375

L.S.D (FA)=0.045 (M)=0.050 (FA*M)=0.101
cv% 5.2

d<l) daluy) -3

LI LaliY) 3 gine 38/30 8000 55 (FAL) clialsdll mans (il Alalaa (3 (10) o8y ool Jilas g cpon
Jares Lyine 3/e 2000 (FA3) lelaall (5t lga 2353/3S 4963.1 Janer clailsill (mens (i)l < elaa IS e
o SN Aaliy) 8 Usies 100% dlledl) ciigin LS ¢ clilgdll jmans (il cOllea L Slo 2309/3S 3690.5
sle 2153/3S 3916.65 Janas 75% Alaladl) (5 g ¢ Y/4S 4375.9 Lawgidl) Sy Saaal) dsectl) Cligiass gren
b Lgien (38/30 3000%75%) dlelaall 5 (3S/3e 3000%100%) Alalaal) g LS ¢ (Jireal) spacill cOlelee il
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166 2024 il Sheasi 169-156 :2) 11 4oL il Eipanlt &y pusl) Lnal) - (15 3] LY
L o gl o2 il . a53/4S (5475.40 - 6326.40) sl e &l 3) g ynd) cdleliall 3l e K daluy)
Geseill AL Ala) 83l il il (mens i) die 8520l cilal AalidY) 5aL 4 (Suh et al., 2014) 4] Juass
s (Huanpu et al., 2004) ; 5,5l bl (Aggag et al., 2015) 5 ,lall wlal (Kamel et al., 2014)

(Basalma, 2014) 5 (Uil / Je 1.5) clialgdll mead Jia¥) 35l aladil xie duali) 5243 & (Li et al., 2005)
5 sl Jale DA (iye Gulail) xie 3100 JS ¢ 60 S5l e Laalu) 8aliis dugian (B9 8 252

o el vl e (gpumnll amaadl Hon (M aga ey (Jfde10) S Bysl ()l e (Sultan et al., 2016)
DLl 2ae 8ol (Ao Sy (g (sl hassal) B2b) DA e (gual) Jiaill 30U 8 5aliys a1l goanse (5SS
- Aalwy) saly b Lg3ygg sadlall

Al L) 3 Laghy JoUiily Aystad) gl (on iliginnan Ll Gaans (il Ll G (10) Jsaad

25% 50%  75% | 100% | Jawsial

FAL 914.30 1650.80 1831.90 2303.60 2650.00 1870.12
FA 2050.70 2440.50 2573.60 3634.40 3990.80 2938
FAs 2630.40 3285.70 3746.60 4253.20 4536.40 3690.5
FA4 3841.30 4510.60 4661.80 5475.40 6326.40 4963.1

b gial) 2359.2 2971.9 3203.5 3916.65 4375.9

L.S.D (FA)=45.020  (M)=50.340  (FA*M)= 100.670

cv% 5.2

sclalisngy)

Clia 8 WY1 e Jilis ) (45/30 3000) uSrs SLall il (griadl) poanall o cbilgdl) Gmes by ol -1
g0 — okl IV Jad) acge — el Ay —Egal ) jsek Ada —5S L) seds Ay meaill Sl
(S Ay s gl bl Ll —cball/ Ll sae) Laliy) clia 52y (il 558 Jsh — LA Sl il
DI seds da) Sl Claa 8 LY s Qs Y 100% (ssivallsy ia V) el sl dila) (o3 -2
(Sl 85 Jsha = SLall Slgil iall acga = Ll J5Y) Jiall acga — Saall Doy —Euigal) V) eeks Ly —5,S)
o (A Lanlusy) —anlsl) ol Al —clall/HLN dae) Aalm) cilia 535

S il Sl Slia (i oLV sae QB e (45 3000%75%) 5 (&5~ 3000%100%)  oDleliall doe —3
st A OISy a5 Pl Ll Sledll Jal) acgay Hlall oY1 Jal) acge 5 Sl Ay 5 Al 5 Sl
B Lalmy) g gl clall Laluly el e LA sxe 535

talbuagil)

3 cbilglll (mes (i pal dalual sang (8 Laliy) saly gl el WU sae i e Jgemall -]
2B b Jgeand) Jsia Jig cilady sae ey cilill (gpmil) g sandll e 35/30 3000

100% (ssiens (el o) Ailials eemiy b)) o)y ity Call B AU dae e Jgenall -2
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167 2024 il Sewsi169-156 :(2) 11 Lo i) &sanll 4y o) dlanal) - (g 305 il
aalal)
< Sea forcel gl paliivdl il liginsg e Lt (2012) (jUala il de cdena 5 ) Qs ¢ gihaial

.63 —ua ( 1)40 als o Q:mé\)l\ z\.c.\)) JJM (CUCUFblta pepo L) &“jﬁ\ t)ﬁ (e u;tLuAj L_@aﬂ\j q;)b)j\ }e..d\
55

DAl Sl 2 Y1 5 sl pailad ey b digand) luasdl (i) il (2016) deae Lol )

oal T ) dasls , piicale Al 435540 4e)y 30 4 ( Cucumis sativus L.)

(Lycopersicon ablhll ol Jualag gai (8 o sausligll clagan slacs (i)l A6 L(2012) a8 se guane ¢ s2e Ll
50-41:(2) 4 . de))3ll aslall 43<) dlaa cesculentum Mill.)

((71)dsxs s eeh M slbaany) e, ely3l) = SaYls dely3l 835 -(2020) cdigindl duc)) 3l dilasy) de ganall

5 Slaggll alaal dilia) 56 . (2011) ewe dsene Sjall de el 5 e dane 8 U 5 dgena G A
Lyl agle dlas el def)3l agpls can HLal) il Aalily Aibeslly daaudall Ll Galin e clal sl
2011, (2)222) . (2 )alaall .5)geaiall daals dc)y 3l

(02339, Ljsee Aol AU Condl Aaala g, (bl ghall ¢ jladl) # ), (2008) Jliai ¢ ligea

shall Jalal) e iy Sl dasl Jealag sad 8 &)l Augunal) L3 80 (2015) . s2e Juie cgreddl ne
188- 174: ya . (1)7 alsa.due) 3l aslell Jus dlss . (Capsicum. annum L)
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Abstract:

The research was conducted in Mrat village of Deir-Ezzor during 2020 and
2021 seasons. Splite Plots Design with three replications was used. The
Aims was Effect Of Spray By Fulvic Acid and addition of the levels of
fertilizer recommendation in Early Characters And Yield Of Cucumber .
by average Four of Fulvic acid (0, 1000, 2000, 3000) Mg/kg and Five levels
of the Ground Mineral fertilization With Macro Elements N,P,K According
to the Quantities Recommended by The Ministry of Agriculture and
Agrarian Reform For Cucumber Crop and Based on the Results of soil
Analysis at The Site of Implementation of Research. Where Percentages of
this Equation were used as follows (0 < 25 < 50 « 75 ¢« 100%).The Aim of
studying: Fulvic acid was using by average (3000) Mg/Kg spray on
cucumber leafs showed significant increase for maturity early. And there
was a significant increase compared with or to other treatments for most
productivity traits. While was significant increase for the Level of mineral
fertilization 100% compared with or to other treatments for all mature early
traits. And was a significant increase compared with or to other treatments
for most productivity traits. As for the interaction Between them was
significant increase for interaction (3000Mg/kg*100%) and (3000
Mg/Kg*75%) compared with or to other treatments for all mature early
traits, where was (20.87-22.73 day) for respectively for trait of male flower
one show and (23.57 , 25.60 ) day respectively for trait of female flower one
show and (49.13 - 47.03) day respectively for trait Length of the harvest
period. AS for the Characteristics of Productivity reached (6326 -5475
Kg/d) respectively for Total Productivity at (3000 Mg/Kg*100%) (3000
Mg/Kg *75%).

Key words: Fulvic acid, cucumber, Mineral fertilization, early traits,
productivity.
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