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Gl aladinls (% 19.6) Lol Laiwy ¢ 4) dils ¢ Uyl (o5 200) 035 sl (elayal) plasinls (% 26.9)
B3 (aidt Gl yall Gliad g Ul 4 Ll i) Galayall b Ll (am 8) dils gLy (o/aS 150) s il
Qe Bl A Lgand 8al3s L) g 1)) o G celayall Aartieadl) of35Y) AS die g slally L) e 45
LliaY) e Dol 5yl dad el il lgilus o e coledl) La 53055 duaslll L5l Z8US 4o (mid e
alatinly (% 21.1) el Laiy ¢(aw 4) olid ¢ Uy (a/aS 200) Gise Ginsall Gelasall alazivls (% 31.5) el
g Uy) alalaad dacally adf Jaadl Jalial) Gulasall (8 L+ (ams 8) il g Uy (o/&S 150) Crigs Coimaal) (ulasall
ae sl L s & ,519_;:933 bl Balaa¥) e Zopll 508 alai Jabisad) (ulajall (39 82liag (aw 69 4) ddla)
ol (g Baling colalls Balial) o 4l 5508 Cundi) (/&S 1755 150) A (sl 8aling (ame 8) ddls o L
elally L) e Al 5,08 Ao el cul€y ((mlea¥) ) elall LlaaYl e Ll 55 cole (o/aS 200) S
(% 29.1) Lelil Ly ((ans 6) ils g Lig (o/aS 175) Crise Jokial) Gudaall pladins (% 33.5) daasll) dusil
(pe 4) Ails £ Uy /a8 150 Chon Joliall Gulayall alasniodly

Yo Al shayl) (Ggiaal) A Gulayall Aalidal) cilalaall L5l 4 Jgan

oLl ol ol eyl oyl Glall gl ) | (&) oisY
2 ERRY Jalsial) il o Al (as)
21.5 22.9 29.1 27.5 21.4 4 150
30.5 21.3 20.8 6
31.4 21.1 19.6 8
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25.3 31.6 28.2 22.4 4 175
32.8 27.1 21.3 6
32.9 21.3 21.1 8
23.2 32.7 315 26.9 4 200
335 29.5 26.4 6
31.1 26.4 25.7 8
<.001 Fpr.
5.544 L.S.D
5%
13.5 CV%

3 oLl BaliaY) e gl Gu5l )38 8 3 wg paall Gaabyall LB Slaasy) dalaill (4) Jsaadl e gt WS
Lliay) e dupll gyl dad el of Jaagd 8,4 ysall O ladl) G L Al dugine 338 29ng (Sl dlec
agia (% 33.5) L)d Aoy (pue 6 Bl o i)y of3S 200 (ysw Jobise (ulaya) (ToP3) dlalaall il cilS ol
,T10P2 , T10P1 , ToP2 , ToP1 , TgP3 , TgP2 «TgP1 ,TeP3 , TsP3) cilaladll sliiwly cBlalaall 5L e Lu.m
o/6S 150 Crise sa i) (TaP1) Alalaall 8 elall Laliaa) o dusil 5y Ao Jif ilS cpm 3, (T10P3
T2P1 (T1P1  To) cdlalaall g et i (38 d5ng pie ga ,(%19.6) Layad Loy (w8 4ils ¢ Lty
-(T7P25 , T7P1 ,TeP1 , T4P2 , T3P2 ,T3P1 , T2P2 ,T1Ps

syl alaa) daglda

10-0) Gasd) vic duasl) L5l 3158V daglie 8 dusgpaall Guaball Ll Slasy) dabaill (5) Jsaall e it
Cun Ay el EDlaall (g L daalg dagine 39 8 293 (au

(/45 200 Osr paled (e1ape) (T1P3) Alelaadl 8 Aol 31l Aogladd dag el s
Cal Gun (o &S 175 st oalal Gulaye) (T1P2) Alalaall slitialy e ebeall 3L e digine (jing (JSubiline
e Lo 13y il o (s Lo leldll das o Liatdg Al Jariay adfipall Gulayall g Aty Gyibalaall (y5la
A i il cpn 8Bl (Bl daslie 50L Mallig Al Ay Ual) AESH) Ao pd) 8 cpilaladl pile il 3
Aty (aee 8 dila g i)y o3 150 (isr o (ulare) (TaP1) Alelaad) 3 Ganll 130 vie L0l (31540 daslial
sda ol Gum ((T7P2 , T7P1 ,TaP1) cdlabaal) (us lebn (Ssina (38 9ns (335 (JWSubiline 0.63) 3lpa) daslaa

1.17) ) das,

8Ll Alalaa o A5 aalls Aol (3581 Aaslie (e camis 5 (TePs «T2P1) Gilabaall ) &Yl cdlaleal

Aalaal yalal) 286SY cpe ST dayny Lnaglll Al A jallal) A8ESY A i 8 CDLalaall 038 il ) 138 (i

Laalall
Oabilina Al (31580 Aaglia b Guldsall AR cDlaleall 5.5 Jgaa
2L | a1ty | Jaliall Gl pal) | innall byl | o Gl pall | (aus) 2ial p i y) | (8) st
0.75 0.9 0.84 0.86 0.71 4 150
0.85 0.72 0.65 6

Al-haj Akeel et al —Syrian Journal of Agricultural Research —SJAR 9(4): 307-323 August 2022




317 2022 (udsi [/ 323-307 : (@ )0 e Ll & gaull Ly ged) Unall — g 81 5 Juie il

0.89 0.65 0.63 8
1.13 0.89 0.93 0.77 4 175
1.02 0.81 0.77 6
1.02 0.68 0.75 8
1.17 1.03 0.97 0.82 4 200
1.09 0.84 0.82 6
1.09 0.84 0.79 8
<.001 Fpr.
0.075 L.S.D 5%
53 CV%
s el Jalaa

O all dawailly adf anf s dsaslll Auill clid) Jalea (8 Guthall Aibiaall Dbl L6 (6) Jsaad) e i
Oohall O35 B3l 4l ang 3 el (udayall Banlly Ll Ll Jalas B i (gadaad) Gulpall (39 8303 GalaY)
gy 5ol 4l ) 138 (ghads , elill oo A (s o l Bdla £ L)l 83l s (3 5 elill alea Aad o5
paally phaall culd Ll il dadacd) Aadal) e el ua (GalAY) b Al il S e Lghaats Aalal)
o s2lal) Gasdll s 530 we Goll 821 Ol Gelyall (39 835 e (15 JseY) sl Jlaa ls @i lly SV
b Pl Jalaal G el Sy, sl 8ol b elid) alaa dad (g iy Lae &gl Cilaa uaiiy casis o
el Jaladd dad ol el cpn 3 (%0 56.1) Ly G (pu 4) dbla gLy (ofaS 200) Ol Alelaa
Gyl Baly 4l Laad , Cyienall (ulayall Ll (% 46.6) Lyl dasisg (s 8) ddla g i)y (/S 150) ool dalas
Lad Aol cilade 3y, ol Jalas e it L) gl 83l 48 cpn G, elil) Jalaa dad i) (3akadl
Jalaad it B <ilS n 8 ,(% 59.1) Ly dasig (aes 4) il ¢ lisls (oS 200) Coisll b slid) Jaladl
b Jalial) el s g (% 47.4) Ly dadiss (e 8) Olind g lily (of/aS 150) Ol dlalan (b olid)
Jal 3gngy Galual O By 4l Cum Jdanyla aiila i)y Galall O e S5 i) Jalae (o Lo ARl S
b slall dalaal dad el o ang 8y, Sl dapns Bl e o (el 5538 a5 liaadlly GalBY) On L
G el dalad dad ol cilS a3 ,(% 61.6) L) dadisg (aw 4) bl g sl (ofaS 200) Cjsl) dlalas

(% 52.6) a)d dasig (aae 8) dila ¢ iyl (o/aS 150) (sl Alalas

Yo ,Auall sl Jalaa (A (ulayall dalidal) colalaal) L8l .6 Jgan

8Ll | Gale) o el | Jatgiall Gty | cyinnall (alayall | a1 Gl pall | (ns) Ailal gl y) | (48) cisY
53.6 50.9 50.8 4
44.4 53.5 49.6 47.4 6 150
52.6 47.4 46.6 8
44.2 57.4 56.3 53.2 4
48.6 56.8 52.7 48.9 6 175
55 49.9 47.4 8
53.1 61.6 59.1 53.1 4 200
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60.2 54.7 53.2 6
56.9 50.5 50.5 8
<.001 Fpr.
0.868 L.S.D 5%
2.9 CV%

10-0) (3and) i dsasl) A ll clidl alan (8 & sgyaal) Gaalyall 801  SLaaay) Jdatl (6) Joaad) (e cai
lelaal) & culS el Jalaal A el o Jaadly Cun g paal) clabadll G L daialy dagine (3958 S9n (e
G el Jalad At S8 Ll (% 61.6) Loy dasisg (o 4 dils g lls o3 200 (e Joliie (o) (TsP3)
Ons Lebn Sine () 29 pae g (%0 44.2) La)ad Aoy ((wlare 53) 2ol all dlalaa & cuilSE daaslll Aol
((T1P1) deleal
toutall Lalily) Lalgdd)
sy sl
o yall Lacally adf ang Cun, Gesal) ehl LY L B Guaahyall Al Dalaall 535 (7) Jsanll e ek
Gy 8ol ies 0 Lal) Alalee e A3)Ralls L) daas 3}l GalaY) Gulayall (ofaS 150) (s Gk die (pala)
LY das Gasle ofaS 200 ) Gysll 803 aie (Kl %96.4 ) i) A Cani) (afaS 175) ) pelayal
i) Gl yall LD sglall 8l dara il Tay Cus byl )
Gaxd o G (i) A mian dalal) g o)) salin al s & by dawd 0 adii Ol B2l al ang am
el Jabea (aliasl ) dlaaYl Lebues o Lo colehall 5alys Aujill 4ojallall Z86SH dod (més e Jeny 2alall
(% 96.2) duaslll sl b il L el cilSy L A8a o i) Bab) ae eld) Jadn o g8 (aliss)y Ll
il el aladinls (% 85.0) Lol Laiw ¢(pm 4) Bils &)y (/&S 200) e smsl) layall plasialy
Bals) e 215 L) dawas O 3n5 38 iesal) el G Lgliie Y1 OIS (o 8) ddls g Wil (of&S 150) coise
(e 4) QL) g iyl Alalen 3 cilS il Dol A el o Jaadly G, el Gl g Ul il ¢l
Wl ¢(o/aS 150) Crigs (pus 8) L) g i) Alalan b byl Gl dad ol <ilS cn 3, (o/6S 200) 035
oS e LY Ras 235 (3l B3y 4lh (s 65 4) Bila e lin) vie adf Jaad 3, L) Gulayalls (3lety Lah
g ls)) Alalen & oY) Lol A e cul€s , 0ol 8aL3 Sl dusd (TS Cum o(p 8) Adlall £ syl Alalas
Al gl Aalen & il @la) Ll dad o) L ,(% 98.4) Ly dasisg (o/aS 200) (g (e 4) Al
(% 89.3) )38 dasisg (oS 200) G2 (ae 8)

Yo suinll okl Cliy) A B (ulyall Aaliaal) cDlalaall i L7 Jgaa

8Ll | Gale) o el | Jatgial) Gty [ cyinnall alayald [ o a1 Gl pall [ () Aila gl ) | (48) oY
95.3 96 96.5 96.7 95.1 4 150
96.8 95.6 90.4 6
89.7 86.8 85 8
96.4 97.8 97 95.4 4 175
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97.2 95.8 95.1 6
89.6 88.1 85.8 8
96.1 98.4 97.1 96.2 4 200
97.6 96 95.2 6
89.3 89.1 88.6 8
<.001 Fpr.
0.061 L.S.D 5%
1.9 CV%

daaly dugina (398 2gng Jull byl dacs (8 g paall Guahall il Alasy) il (7) sl e g
st oliie (a1330) (TaP3) Abelaall b culS ol oy A s el of Jangd s 3oy 0l cOLeladl) (s Lo
Lol Ao 3 W, (gAY claleall US (0 (s5ina (g (% 98.4) layai dasky (o 4 ddla £ Lisls o/2S 200
(% 85.0) Ly Loty (aw 8 ils £ ilg of3S 150 Oigr osmas® ohare) (TaP1) Abaladl) b cuils il
odall Gl sl o S ety Glael (e shall s ) (ol UK dRanial) Gulayall dils il clld (el
s G Lo Gl (g JB Mg clehal) A 8Lt (ol Laa daslll dujall dujallall AESH dad (o (il 38
L o Ll (eadl Lea gl s oD eld) (el sial e g8 e Ciaal (531 a1 Aol cilumg
by

tdaydal) dlal)

O OleY) Galall Bcals il ang Cus sl Ale B Guahall dibdal cdleladll il (8) Jsaall (e sl
A e caaly oYl AS o Aaade aae (/3 1272) Loy iy ysh Ale el culacl (23S 175) ¢isl) Aalae
el plasials (a/aS 1193) s dle ol cilads a8 a sl Gulasall 8 W, 20 lal) Aleles ae d5alls sl
150) (s el Gyl alasiuls (2/4S 985) labiol Laiy «(oms 46) dila g li))s (p/2S 200) Gise )
Geaal) Gul el aladinls (2/aS 1313) el Gulayall (3 jsh Ao el cilads pm 3, (pe 8) dila g Uil (/S
(/5 150200) 350 Gl ol 2330y (8] 1002) Wil Ly (s 4) Slind iy (ofS 200) i
ol Galayall aladiuls (a/aS 1403) Lo dle el cilaze 3 Jalid) Gulasall & W (ae 8) Glind &l
EUs (¢S 200) i Jokiall oyl lasialy (/4 1074) Wbl Ly ¢(pe 4) Bila £ iy (¢/aS 200) i
(e 8) dils

ESBJAS, ol e A (ulayall Aalidal) cdlalaal) L8l .7 Jgaa

2aLal) | Galed) el | Jatgall Gl | cinaall Galapal) | g il Gulajall | () Alal gl y) | (48) CissY
1162 1247 1259 1280 1139 4 150
1285 1144 1127 6
1111 1002 985 8
1272 1345 1305 1167 4 175
1325 1195 1150 6
1097 1018 997 8
1253 1403 1313 1193 4 200
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1356 1238 1170
1074 1083 1058
<.001 Fpr.
4.98 L.S.D 5%
1.3 CV%

O Lo daaly dugine g5 2sny sl Al 3 dagpaadll Gaaball HEG SlasY) diatl (8) Jsaall (e edass
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cdis S0 Jyeand) sall AU oLl Lalia¥) e Gl 558 (e JB Lee el il
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Abstract

The experiment was conducted with the aim of studying the effect of
(the shape, weandight, and edge height) of the roller on some of the
physical properties of loamy soil and the productive characteristics of
the lentil Bypassingssing the roller over the soil after planting in its
various forms (smooth, disc, serrated, reciprocating) and with three
heights of the edge (4, 6, 8 cm) and with three weights (150, 175, and
200 kg / m), and then comparing it with the treatment of the control (
Without using a roller). The results showed that all the different
treatments of the rollers increased the bulk density value and decreased
the porosity value compared to the control treatment, With the
exception of the disc roller treatments at all edge heights and for two
weights of 150 and 175 kg / m, in addition to the treatment of the
serrated roller with heights of 6 and 8 cm and the weight of 150 kg / m
and the treatment the serrated roller with an edge height of 8 cm and a
weight of 200 kg /m. The reciprocal roller treatment with a height of 6
cm rim and a weight of 200 kg / m allowed the highest water holding
capacity of soil with a value of (33.5%), while the lowest value for the
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ability of soil to retain water was in the treatment of disc roller with a
weight of 150 kg / m and a edge height of 8 cm. With a value of
(19.6%)., The highest value of soil penetration resistance was with the
effect of the 200 kg / m serrated roller with a value of (1.17 MPa), while
the lowest value of the soil penetration resistance was at this depth in
the disc roller treatment with a weight of 150 kg / m, edge height of 8
cm, and the value of penetration resistance ( 0.63 MPa)..The reciprocal
roller treatment a weight of 200 kg / m gave the highest value of the
structure coefficient (61.6%), the highest germination percentage
(98.4%) and the highest seed yield (1403 kg / ha), while the lowest
values of germination percentage and seed yield were recorded by the
effect of treatment disc roller with a weight of 150 kg / m and a edge
height of 8 cm with a value of (85%). For germination percentage and
value (985 kg / ha) for seed yield.

Keywords: Germination, Porosity, Soil penetration, Rollers.
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