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Bhall gl Jhaal Jaa

(S 2am) A B o)) pdaniall dablisa

ladl) gl )

(ol i) (/) Al
0.03 + 0.01¢d 6621 + 779° 170 £ 5¢ Con
0.01 £ 0.002¢ 5411 + 471 164 + 6% S:
0.004 + 0.01f 4856 + 465° 144 + 5¢ S,
0.001 + 0.002f 4508 + 683° 139 + 104 Ss
0.06 + 0.01%® 7494 + 10082 182 + 40 G,
0.03 + 0.002¢ 6534 + 607 198 + 8% G,
0.02 + 0.006% 8432 + 1025% 181 + 4 F
0.02 + 0.01% 7782 + 709% 196 + 32 GiF
0.05 + 0.003° 9378 + 6762 197 + 12 GoF
0.03 + 0.01¢d 7851 + 972% 172 £ 1° G:S:
0.04 + 0.005¢ 9922 + 9772 175 £ 5°¢ G.S:
0.03 + 0.01¢d 7029 + 1429% 174 + 8¢ FS:
0.05 + 0.01P¢c 7169 + 1216% 180 + 8ac GiFS;
0.05 + 0.01P¢c 6939 + 729 167 = 5°¢ G.FS;
0.05 + 0.002° 8052 + 412% 187 +1° G1S:
0.05 + 0.003° 8409 + 843 183 + 4P G.S;
0.03 + 0.005¢ 8824 + 828% 178 + 4 FS,
0.03 + 0.004¢ 8972 + 5612 191 +1° G:FS;
0.03 + 0.004¢ 8512 + 10612 183 +4° G.FS,
0.06 + 0.01%® 7768 + 708% 183 + 40 G1S3

0.08 +£0.012 0328 + 9872 201 + 32 G,S;3
0.004 + 0.001f 8879 + 1438% 205 + 42 FSs
0.01 £ 0.002¢ 7897 + 792% 194 + 2% G1FS;
0.007 + 0.01¢f 8441 + 922 195 + 4% GoFS;

bl (F) «(ppm 303 15) clipally alall (G) «(pu/sallin 125 8 ¢d) Aadla sy w&\ (S) L&l (Con) Jsall i
i alg n=3 «(means + SE) gubaall sladl) gl Blaa ciba gia o) cllaall aran gl (d/& 10) &)l siall (Aaral) .\.wa.\lu
.(P<0.05, ANOVA-Tukey test) Alalea JS i g JS ‘-ILhuJ.\.AM O A giaall A Al lglsy PR

(NaCl zle o duitipall 38 die Lageads ¢ oaldl algadll o) 5300 Sivestiv et al., (1973) Jad oo 5laY) s
) e S Galiaia) e Ll sda sk 8 SUS Cand 2O b A el 5 s gl Jia) Jaee b
Syl Jaall Clasa e GhsY) (ssine b Lalidil Gy Lae iy sl cliie S 3 Jas ) sisiaally cuyly
SSengyl) a3l dee dasldl Ly LS (1980 ¢ Slll) clall 8 sl Jiall Jaee o Lla siony oSeyy (535
diall Llee & CO2 Slad il wYl a5 (Ribulosel,5-biphosphates carboxylase/oxygenase) Rubisco
clall & sl Jhall Llis Chaa A% ey (Seeman and Sharky, 1986) (syae (508 () abigad aul gl
AUl sl dalises Sl g li) dia (8 Jalal) (Rlia ) e laialy @lld GIS Gua Al 51 s st e
oY) balaall i e Jand daslall e dladl S0 o (@bl 138 8 <Udovenko et al., (1970) sl el
W I lelsas piay Luafiopall WIAY sas 8345 pae e Sliad cclal) uadl (53 Lae daalil) aadl DA Al Gilil
cladll 4 deags Lo 138 Gilg Aabudly anall e Ghl <5 lall Jlall gaill 5 Coan Gy Laa 2l Lpariilyy
S el slea¥) o (2005) L;M\ 253 Lo g elgilsl i Aalall Cagplall L dpalill bl maen b (2000)
¢ Hussein et al., (2007) cuily LS . lgialaa e iy 300 o piill uSiilly oalehysall JSally saill (e S 8
sall b Lgine Lalissl cunna ‘u;h!\ ol L 3Ldl 138 & Konuskan et al., (2017 )¢ Carpici et al., (2009)
byl paead Bgald) o)) 55 138 age Asldl 5805 80L) ae Tayk canlin (3l ehiuall A1 il (gpadl)
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5oL (o clhla) (mes il ) dagla) Caglh ot Al llall ing Sl 531 die sall Cliiay pallad G
dagldl ge Aaalll Ja¥) ol b bl Gaes 5 ge Db 13a L (Heller et al., 1990) WA Allkinly aluiil
Jass A A dsall ST oShig Ageal) Jhall Jane o Lilad) (eSais Lae Jiig ol Sl dulee b (manll 18 aalid
Slandll 4] cliag Lo pe @y 38053 (2014 (Bany o) lill (gpamdl) saill Jana 52l Ml Gall ilis€e S5 8
DAY il die ¥ daluag aaey Glall Jsha 535 (e dens byl (mes o casng Al (2004)
Glisig)lelly Jabguslsh e S @) gina B (NPK) Ojlsiall Aamall slacdly (GAs) dhilipall Gaaay dlalaal) il -2
rdaglal) Cig b caal (cdy Gy fabSa ) Claslly (i GOy EfalSsSm)

JgyslSl e JSH LY (s um o cDlalaall (2 (P<0.05) disine cillg b 25ng (3 sandl) ol ulas el
Sl 53 Gl ggine & (P<0.05) (gyine aliady oalall 2lgaYl dlabaall el L (iday s §/pbs Sa) sy S
Sina A palad) il dus cdardiia) dagldl (gie Bl e (mlaadVl 13 iy ccling )Slly g polSl) (e S
Sz «S1 sl clas vie gl e % 365 32 31 s clisig )SI (s5ina A9 % 405 39 31 lga Jadg sl
Madly Gabipadls of sangh Glsiall anall slasdly ol ¢cubipualls Ly Alalaall (ggine il (6l Laadl o) 0Ll ae &3la0 S35
CBlalee maen Criven LA po A)Rally g i )y Jig sl (pe LSl A Gl (ggime e Lo Olsiall Sandl)
S 138 IS S35 Sp (St daslall 515 paen (8 dualill Al 83 il Ghl (s cliig Sy g 5l (ggina )Y
Aaslall (e dadipe 315 ad daalill LSl A il vie (pald JSs coangd Cpliall () die Tagay AST )
(1035 <1047 1122 1134) I Jdg sl (gime by a8 canlilly loasgl dsgldl cDlles e Apladly ellyy
abils @bl A Jsll el Gis §/abes K (775 98 <101 <90) LS clisig S (sginag alay O3 §/phes Son
.G2S3 5 G1S3 «G2S2 (G1S Hlaladl)
Cag lll caas (g lSlly Jigyoldll) Fgall diall Clisa e Sall B Gl (g5ine (b Tagalall (Rla) il
bl iy ehumall Clamudlll alaaty Qb oISl cilisga JIas 8331 (5355 asageall sl le e dullal) S Gl cialal)
&= V& i . (Balsamo and Tomson, 1995 ¢ Taleisnik et al., 1983 ¢« Downton, 1977) <lall & s glgdl)
ehadll i e ULl Sl Aam€ cling KUy Jg o<l (ggine (b Gala¥) 13a jud 535 (1990 cculaill)
Cilly peall il ol Taha, (1971) measl LS . claiadld) oda 5 ) 25 63 aY) ASlid)  agiaseall 35
Dl . Sgal) Jiaall Glisa (go Wlgine 41 Tl Lgihl jaas NACl o 35l dedtpe doalall clisd) 8 Gaaldl) Jlaldalls
Jiall Glasal gl pliba¥l b ol chlyall o dasld) e Zaalll Jad) Dlals aafi (2 bl 0l
zeY) e G 1 cdaglall Cagyla cant dualdll bl Ghl b Wlsine e el Lae (Slisig Sl g slSll) sl
O Adlide Gligine e Aaall) madl) Sl GBlsl G g sl BaaS 50l 8 @byl mas sl LT (53l (2014)
@il Jasty ddaipall Ll cibdigall s (& el Gaes )50 (Glad) 138 3 ((2014) Bang Lo cadly LS L dasldl)
& g oo Aaalll ol Bl B asslinl) ) asatseall dus mlidily dig sl (gina 83 daglall shinall 8
Baa e g oo Al el D5)lae byl ljueas
Ol (e GheYl Gsiae Cua e Augyaall cDlladll Gu (P<0.05) dusies g asasl (3) Jsandl il ol
Ofleladll xie llyg 0alsydll (e ApSal) B Blsl (ggime (b (P<0.05) dugiaa 2L daslall ol (abay s ¢/ph2s S
Aaladl) die Galg ) (g5ine 8 (P>0.05) Lisina (b Al Jaadld aly conlally d5lie Mgl Ao % 415 56 duwing Sp5 St
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Lee Oiliall ianall slendly Cubipalls ol cplgiall innall landls sf ccpbiaatls ()1 (ool LS .3 dnglall (e aiipall Sl
Sleadly oalipalls (Bl dlelaa tic lagemg AST 8L o2 cilSy conlyll n Bl B Ghsl sina G dsina 3L
5 GiF oSl vie gl o (b s §/ebensSa) 2335 2.31 culosal) (ssine gy o clae lsiall aadl)
s §abessSaa 2.05) Fis (b s §/ebessSie 2.20) G2 o(why 0 §/abesSie 1.94) G < llaall 4,5GoF
B bl Ghsl sl o) (ggine e ae Ol Samall Slandly cplipall o cabipalls Gl Dllee i ()
58Sy sangd cpliyally (1) sie Tagag AST 80 13 (S5 S35 Sp ¢St dnndivnall daslal) 305 anen (8 daalil 4l
(G1S1 lalaal xie sl e (s 0s /b2 s0S0) 3.1353.09 2.51 oyl (e gsimall s Gua cppm 15
Oe B! ssine & (P>0.05) (gsine 5l gl (F) Oplsiall pamall sleadls () cDllan el ol 138 .G1S35G1S2
LAl e A3)laally g daglall Cagyla it Aaalil) A €ull 3,30 il sal (gl

A dleaidl Joaladll (52 Blow cdasllls sagaddl UL 6 LSl S8 ) L) Galeal) e aalsS Gdsyll o)
(e (OSMOtIC pressure) (sisen) Jaiall Culia (ssine o dbiladll & aalid &gl duelis Llaial ciaglall dulial)
53l e (532 .(Cha-Um and Kirdmanee, 2009 ¢« Koca et al., 2007 ¢« Mansour et al., 2005) dsall 4.a)
355 83 ) Ofald ge 230 LT 85 dagldl 3805 8 dlalall sl clblall st () gl 385 S ddagald
Kaya et ¢ Ashraf and Foolad, 2007 ¢« Neto et al., 2006) dsslall Cagla cans LAY 2 Pligi Slsad (o cpal gyl
3 (anf 3sadle 20-10) daskall (e daiipall 58150 oL Pirzad et al., (2014) 4l dass b ae 132 G850 .(al., 2007
Gt daslal) 315 8005 b (Shtereva et al., 2015) o3 L aas cehanal) A1 Gl Gaa clgll € KI5 ) e
Aalal Blug¥) 3 el 48l 530 bl Bl 3 odspdl 5805 G saly

) oal ol 8 Lagalal) ST 138 0 cdaglall abeas 83l My clill casdy) JaLaal) Grant bbbyl sl Dl
5B (e ALl Aadls e Llasy (ghpand) Taiiall asa 8 SLasl (gl 138 Aleal Ll (8 e Danaida dolaid
b o) oShi aeldy WS caPlsind) pH dasay dciedd) Laludl pualiall auiiy Jay (3 090 o Db ¢ alal) algay)
eyl L (Ashraf et al., 2010) dall g Adlady sall ()9 pm el o Sl (sima o Alailaall L sagaall L)
Aabedlly Laldll Cagplll 8 deg)sall Bdall cls Ghsl 8 o) A€ 5L (Bl 3a L ((2004) SUasdl) il
&S s oo Aaalll ehiall 53 @bl & daglall Cigyla cuns clg ll £aS B33 (2017 ey Ban) Slaly LS. bl
(GA3) Cpliyall gais

b (A () 09 B/p) £ 5 8ma) il s () 1S9 B/p) B 5 Sea) g SN 5 (ASY) g 1S (ha (31U 5 55 3 gl
rnall dlacad) g Gy paadly Alalaall g da glal) 56 a3 (Merit Hybrid) < (Zea mays var. saccharata) 4xsed) 5

O gl
Gl gl Ael) i g ) (Al Jad g 5l el
(b 0Js E/pl £ 9504) (b 0Js E/pl £ 35) (b OJs E/p) £ 950)
1.69 +0.11¢ 72 + 4% 696 + 45 Con
2.63+0.12° 50 + 3¢ 479 + 30f St
2.39 +0.10° 49 + 3¢ 425 + 189 S
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1.75 £ 0.09¢ 46 + 3¢ 418 + 20¢ Ss
1.94 +0.01° 54 + 3« 673 + 25% G
2.20 £0.12% 63 = 4° 653 + 38% G
2.05+0.01° 61 +4° 670 + 36% F
2.31+0.11% 48 + 4« 731 + 25° GiF
2.33 £0.02 73+ 4° 744 + 45° GoF
2.51 +0.08° 58 + 3¢ 644 + 39¢ G1S1
2.24 +0.09* 59 £ 4° 649 + 40° G2S1
1.75 + 0.08¢ 69 + 4 788 + 42° FS:
2.03 +0.09¢ 79+3° 763 + 37° Gi1FSy
2.40 £ 0.05° 82+ 4° 909 +41° G2FS;
3.09 +0.10% 90 + 3 1134 + 372 G1S2
2.58 £0.12° 101 + 4° 1122 + 452 G2S2
1.73 £ 0.10¢ EXS 642 + 32¢ FS.
2.13+0.07¢ 62 + 3¢ 574 + 25° Gi1FS2
2.45 + 0.09° 67 +4° 705 + 30« G2FS2
3.13+0.11% 98 + 4° 1047 +45% Gi1Ss
2.53 £0.08° 73 1035 + 35% G2Ss
1.84 £0.11 59 + 3¢ 878 + 31° FSs
2.65 +0.07° 68 + 3¢ 655 + 33¢ Gi1FS3
2.03 +0.09¢ 60 + 3° 642 + 29¢ G2FS3

u.i..\aa.“ el Aalaal) (F) e(ppm 309 15) Cbipaall aleall (G) s(?u/‘)}uﬂ.u 123 8 ¢4) dalla oliay 5‘).“ (S) dM.u.“ (Con) Jsal) pudd
O A ginal) (398N lgday Ailid U jal g «n=3 ((Means + SE) gbaall sladl) Ll Llias cillau sia ) cilibanal) gy i (J/& 10) UJ‘J-\-‘-“
.(P<0.05, ANOVA-Tukey test) ddalaa JS tic ydia JSI cillan gial)

cighall 2 (@bifusie) guilall 2 B (NPK) Ojlgiad) el slewdly (GA3) dhlial) paesy dlabeall 56 -3
rdaslall Cig b cad (Clfg) Aalsl) shadd) Gasbad) dalily (ciafdn) cpall e (usis /i)

ek ol L Aaliy) Al Glpise dan e dugyaadl Dbl (g (P<0.05) Lisice (B8 dsasl (4) Jsandl Cildaes i

<y . aaLall 4)l5e S35 S; Sy >l gy cBlalas vie: clall/Guihall 2xe dba A (P>0.05) disina 3958 4 bl
(P>0.05) disire 338 & miliil) el ls 13a ((P<0.05) Lisiea cilll/asihall a3e (e Gos G1 galiaadls Uil cDlalas
daslall Cagylh cant img b slewdly byl o lsiall Saedll slaudly ()1 lles die @lg/Gathal) 3 dba b
L lall &5 5lae

(4 dsaall) Cacalls Ciganll sacg Gugipally Cisiuall sae Jiba b (P<0.05) (grine (s aldl slgal) cdlles <l
gl a0y Gugialls Cashuall 3o iy Cun (S35 Sp dnslall g LY ST sie Ll S8 Ungale Gl 1aa 1S5
365 13) wlall ae d3lie @llig Sg dlleall v Mgl e 13.35 85 ¢Sp dlalaall wie il e 18.35 11 caally
ST sl eda culSy (P>0.05) Ligins Gusipalls Cagiuall 32 (e (G2 Gi) culipall () dlelae iy (Jsil e
iy Caals gl a3 dda 8 (P>0.05) digine (3958 & o2 ()l Clalae el als 138 Gy dlslaal) ic s guias
tlom Calls gl daey asialls Cisiiall se a8 (P>0.05) Ligine 358 4l Jaadl ol LS 2oLl ae 43)ladlly
Castall 2ae () cOlales paen s 20 LAIL A5lae Tew slendly cpbipadls o Glsiall aeall slawlly () ileles 2ie
il pe Ajlaally lldg Sy Anslall (e dumididl 805 b dwlill clilall (P<0.05) Lisiee Ciualls Cagnll a3y (pasipally
Ol Alalae Crivng LS L a Ll ae ciliiall o3¢] (P>0.05) Lisina (398 dl Laadll als Sy asgd aldl slgadll diayedl)
daskall Cagyls caat Al il (P<0.05) Ligine Ciuall Cagaall sy ugipalls Cagiall 32 (0 (G2 Ga) cobiyalls
e 4)lie (P>0.05) dugina (338 & L alendly calipally 5l ilsiall onall sbawdl Gl lelae el o cpn b ¢Sp
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2 Sha b derdieall Gl Dlles puead el il (o Lol 2aadl ol L asgl Sy alall slgadd A jeal) Ll
Mg dlalaal Lz peall ) ae Ajlaalls 3y Sz daslall (ge gitipall S5 vie Caally gl daey agipelly Castuall
a2l S3
ehpadll Gaihall Aalis) Cus (ge dusgyaall Dbl (g (P<0.05) disine (3558 5as (4 saall) Galill Jabas il el
Aaxiiall daskall 305 50L) g (P<0.05) Lisine ALl ghpmdl) usihyal) Zaalis) cuzmidl .colall (pe da3lill () ALl
@y (¢ 214) wlall jlee sl e S35 Sz «S1oalgaY) e die £ 625 126 200 Sushall (s b
Usine (@liff) Al ehpmdll Guihall dali) lee Oliad) Ganadl sleadly cpliall 5 cpliall (1) cDlles
ekl g (g 420) Gy dlledls (lifg 490) Gp Alabedl vie lagung ST 53l o20 ulSy (P>0.05)
e A3lhe (liff) ALK ehumdl) Guihall O35 8 (P>0.05) Lisies (398 & (F) Olsiall aaall slandls (i) cBlalas
e Al @llyg Sy Anglall Cigyla it Auelil)l LA COales paen B (§) ehpndll Gurhel) Al crivas Lalal)
460) G1S1 Aslaal sic Tagiing ST ehpadl) Guthyell Ao 3 o)) 5500 130 (IS5 claaagd Sp algadl A jeal) il
cad Al cbilall (@liff) ALl ehoaddl Gealed) Ao @y ccDlaladl Ly A5)le (wlsfg 440) G2Sis (@l
Aaledl) pe 43yl (wlifg 206) G2Sas (wlifg 210) GiS2 xilelaall 521 S35 Sp dnslall (e daitiyall 3SIall i)l
Clalae bl A sal (@lifg) ALl ehadll Guihall Ale 3 (P>0.05) Lisien 358 4l Laadl oy 138 claasgl Sy
Ma2a gl S35S daslall il ae Ayl daglall Cagyl caal ()l
s (Debez et al., 2001) iserell Cilsill 3 S Giand Aaglell oY dajUall Gyl Al 8 (alid) 35 of oSa
s & dIa (5355 Leadlsis dEn) lilead) 8 Ll 555 L cclall (Dubey and Rani, 1990) (asy! Lol
Plom ¢ Hgmall Jhall dalee 4 lgaYl sl JShy fln clall 8 digs dilee Jsf oY Ll - (Igbal, 2004) )
(RUDISCO sCung M a3l Lol Jandis yue gl Jguiall Jiail) Clisa dyguns dasisall G guall=30Lasl) Ol L) Cinca ye
Rl 138 ks« lifigps Chare S e Seall Gl e mls 8 Ll cud daslll oL Y1 18 ol
el Aoy b il (535 Laa ASull B Cign o llg ATl sliaeY ADIEWY) el 03 (e paradall gl
ouball @lisa b dualal) galill Gas WHL(2000 cculaill) ALK Gushyall e Lyl ALY alias) damilly sl
ally ladly F Y dalee (8 asaageall 2yglS Sl 3gm o (Ka Challs gl 230y Guiballs Casiiall 3o s (e
-(2005) e (2001) dish ad) sl
Gle elly ) 5lay) 5 sy Sl 53 s dle e Tlaol Ll sai 5 cilead¥ls Slasy) a8 cclliall jos (e
Aally saill Gpuat 3 byl Saadll il o WS ¢(2014) z5eY1s Heller et al., (1990) 5 (2003) disuan Jd o
LAl AUy aluiil iats (SCOtt, 1984) il (aa Sisasell Ol Cavnt 8 o5l 3gm o e Aaslall g yla
10) 35 elbyall sals of o (Prakash and Prathapasenan, 1990) 4l Jags L Gilsy 13ag <(Jones, 1973)
Aaslal) Cigyls a5 @l ey sai e Lisina 2y (PPM

Ol ) Al g (/i) chally Ggaal) 238 ((Qu g e /iua) G gi by il dae (i sl o) ol ) 25 4 Jgaad)

4o glal) ils s (Merit Hybrid) < (Zea mays var. saccharata) 4sed) 330 cpaa 8 (cild/g) Aalsl) ¢ padl)
Ol sial) Sl dlacdl g by paadly Alaleal)

ALalS) sl ymdf Agalis) ciall o st\ s wuisialls G ghuall axe sl _ad) axe ALl
(<9/g) (Sa/dn) (s e /i) (Sls/ i)
214 + 10¢ 36 +1.52 13 +£0.5° 1° Con
200 + 11¢ 30.7+2.1° 11.7 +1.2% 1+0.3° Sy
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126 + 17¢ 18.3 +4.5% 11 +0.9¢ 0.7 +0.3" S,
62 + 5f 13.3+3.1¢ 8+1.2¢ 0.7+0.3° Ss
490 + 172 36.5+ 0.5 15.8+0.3 1.7+0.3° G
420 + 15° 33.7+1.8% 13.3 £ 1.3 1.7+0.3° G,
235 + 10¢ 32.3+2.1% 12.2+1.1% 1.3+0.3% F
273 + 8¢ 31.7 £3.1%® 12.4 + 0.6% 1.3+0.3% G.F
269 + 16° 347+1.9° 12.1 +1.6% 1.3+0.3% G.F
460 + 11° 343+1.1° 143+0.3 1.3+0.3% G:S;
440 + 14° 34+1.1° 145+0.5 1.3+0.3% G,S:
310 + 15¢ 37.3+3.4° 16 + 0.5 1.3+ 0.6 FS;
291 + 10° 36.3 +0.8° 15.9+0.3 1.3+0.3% G:FS;
296 + 11° 36.2+1.1° 15.7 +0.4° 1.3+0.3% G.FS:
210 + 10¢ 28.9 + 3.6 13.1+0.3° 1.3+0.3% G:S;
206 + 12¢ 27.7+2.8 12.9+0.4¢ 1.3+0.3% G>S;
122 + 10° 23.5 + 4.5 11.2+ 1.3 0.7+0.3" FS;
125 + 15¢ 24.7 + 3.6 11.1+ 1.2d 1.3+0.3% G:FS,
120 £ 7¢ 25.7 + 1.9 11.3+1.1% 0.7+0.3" G.FS;
78 + 8f 10.7 + 2.6¢ 8.8 +0.8¢ 1.3+0.3% G1Ss3
67 + 3f 11.7 +2.49 8.3+1.1° 1P G,Ss
62 + 5f 12.7 +2.9% 9.1+1° 1P FS;
69 + 7f 11.3+1.7¢ 8.5 + 0.5¢ 1.3+0.3% GiFS;
61+ 6 16.3 + 2.6% 10.3 £1.1% 1° G.FS;

Al sandlly el (F) «(ppm 305 15) cubipalls Aalaall (G) «(put/ Ssallen 125 8 ¢4) dalla sbiay 5 0 (S) <L) (Con) Jsasl) sued
O A ginall (59,80 LY Adliaa i aly in=3 ¢(Means + SE) gobaal) sUadl) Lgd lias cilhana gla ) clbinall gaax i (U 10) @353l
.(P<0.05, ANOVA-Tukey test) dlalaa JS 2ic g J<I cillaus gial)

Ll Sl (e Aajllal) uilal) Gigs Ggina A (NPK) olgiall Aaall sledly (GAg) dilipal) (aesy dalaal) il -4

rdaglall Gigpl caad (cd) O3l (e %) (A Giigally A5l
O Al Sl B g (ggime (8 Ausgyadl) Dlaladll (g (P<0.05) dusine (3508 asas) (5) Jsaall b il i
Al Gganll 8 % Glsdll ClySul) (gina 8 (P<0.05) dsine 5203 daglal) clalaa ool % Lulsdll LIS il Sl
(% 9.27) 2Lall pe d3ladly Gll3g S35'Sp «Sp edlaladll xie sl e % (16.385 14.16 ¢13.92) (ggimall 130 3ld
53 ) A Tea O3)saal el slaadly cabiyeally of ecilsial) aeal) slandls ol ccpbinlls (il) cOlalea il LS
L)ae (% 19.38) F (jlsiall panall sledly () Alelea wic Taging ST 50L30 038 culSy cdajllal) 5,31 gm0 %
agldl Gigyla cat Laalil) blall % Alpdl) LKl e Al B s ggine (il CDlels gl Laalally
<l «G2S3 5 G1S3 «G2S2 «G1S2 «G2S1 «G1S1 cilalaal) die Aaglall Cagyls cad QLK (e (g5t UJ;\ Ll

(sl e % 23.93522.38 <2255 (21.52 23.49 20.41 Sl dss

b @ A () 0y e 100/Ek) % AU i nlls (ks GG &l 100/88e) Yo 4 s Ll il S 5 53 .4 g2
(Aral) dlacdl g by ually Alalaall g da glall iU s (Merit Hybrid) <= (Zea mays var. saccharata) 4 Sed) 3

) gl

% A (i gl 0/ ) 5a) AN il <) alaal)
3.02 £0.07° 9.27 + 0.254¢ Con
2.37 +0.05¢ 13.92 + 0.51% Si
2.26 +0.03¢ 14.16 + 0.66" S,
1.98 + 0.06° 16.38 + 0.59° Ss
3.09 +£0.01? 14.20 + 0.76" G:
3.01+£0.07° 15.50 + 0.52° G,
2.80 + 0.03% 19.38 + 0.64® F
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2.90 + 0.06% 14.38 + 0.88" G:F
2.92 £0.07% 16.42 + 0.55" GoF
2.81+0.02° 20.41 +1.31% G1S1
2.82+£0.03" 23.49 + 1.39% G2Sy
2.35 +0.04¢ 12.06 £ 0.71° FS:
2.44 + 0.06% 15.29 + 0.67° G:FS;
2.32 +0.06° 16.66 + 0.66" G2FS;
2.52 +£0.06° 2152 +1.14% GiS;
2.59 + 0.06° 22.55 + 0.50% G2S2
2.25 +0.04° 14.60 + 0.60" FS2
2.32 +£0.02¢ 18.36 + 1.00% Gi1FS;
2.29 +0.02° 12.05 + 0.64° G2FS;
2.52 £0.03° 22.38 +1.48% Gi1Ss
2.61+0.03° 23.93 +0.99% G2Ss
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Abstract

The experiment was carried out at a greenhouse in the Faculty of Agriculture,
Tishreen University, during the agricultural season 2018, by the cultivation of
the sweet corn (Zea mays var. Saccharata) grains (Merit hybrid) in plastic pots
that were distributed according to randomized complete design with six pots per
treatment. The research aimed to study the effect of plant spray with the
gibberellic acid (15 and 30 ppm), balanced fertilizer (NPK) (10 g/L), and both
gibberellic acid and balanced fertilizer on some growth, productivity and
quality characteristics of sweet-corn-hybrid under salt stress conditions (4, 8
and 12) dS/cm. The saline stress, especially at 8 and 12 dS/cm levels,
negatively affected the growth of sweet corn plants that led to decrease in fresh
ears yield (g/plant) with reduced kernels protein content. The treatment of
balanced fertilization NPK did not show any significant effects (P>0.05) on the
growth and productivity of plant; while the spray with gibberellic acid showed
positive effects on most of morphological, physiological and productivity (fresh
ears yield and its components) and quality (total content (%) of soluble sugar
and protein) traits of the plants that were growing under control or salt stress
conditions. It could be recommended to spray gibberellic acid with 15-30 ppm
concentrations considering to its observed role in stimulating the growth of
Merit hybrid, besides increasing the yield and quality of fresh ears, as well as
improving the plants tolerance to saline stress.

Keywords: Sweet corn, Gibberellic acid GAs, Balanced fertilizer (NPK), Salt

stress.
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