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Tablel. Analysis of variance for germination traits of Quinoa.

Jsb Job  ShS )y SS 0y A etlh gloy (ke

P aly, cdls aaly; el % &34l

&2l Root Shoot Root dry Shoot dry Seed vigor Mean
S.0.V Olydd gle gf length length weight weight index germination time
Repeat IS 0.042"s 0.044r 9.62" 4.01™ 0.05™ 0.06™
Cultivar(C) P 0.88" 0.59" 2.56™ 1.8™ 6.34™ 0.72™
Salinity (S) Sag 41.01™ 493" 3.51 9.12"  153.13" 58"
SxC mxsyen 10 031" 0.1™ 1.32 4.6™ 1.3" 0.15™
Error L 53 0.026 0.016 4.21 2.7 0.04 0.1
Cv% Ol gt 0 g 6.4 511 5.6 3.66 5.6 6.9

Table 1. Continued aldl) Jous
oo S SElPS
a9 [ o L
oo Sl Siale Siale
&*L! Germination Germination Germination

S.0.V Oyt df percentage rate (Rso) uniformity Do Dso Do
Repeat IS 2 9.4 0.00005™ 72.6™ 16.7" 67.6™ 22.2m
Cultivar(C) P ) 420" 0.00008" 84ns 228.4™ 471.7" 362.2"
Salinity (S) S 5 9838.5" 0.007** 5780.7*" 33426™ 35189.8" 36977.8™
SxC pdixsig 10 24.6" 0.00003™ 299™ 101.2" 139.2° 167.6™
Error s 53 9.9 0.00002 90.5 26.8 65 110.5
Cv% Ol i’ g o 6.5 13.2 14.75 11.23 11.5 9.5

ol do )0 S g iy Jeiol e )0 o S g 0 pie e oS5 4 s g NS L
ns and **: Non — significant and significant at 1% level of probability, respectively

Ghanbari ) ws S olee (508 i 5l Jol> Sials>
S lase 0 (6,08 yion ol Jlesl L (et al., 2016
10,5 oaalie Zadga azadle Job (palS (Hyp ot
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Table 2. Interaction effects of variete and salinity on measured traits in quinoa.
Treatment Lo

et ly azady, Job azails Job azady, iS5 az il i 38
Salinity (ds.m™)  Cultivar Root length Shoot length Root dry weight Shoot dry weight
centimeter centimeter gr.seeding gr.seeding
Titicaca 5.532 5.732 0.00067* 0.00086°
0 Giz 4.8° 5.13% 0.00064* 0.0009*
Q26 4.8° 5.26° 0.00057° 0.00078¢
Titicaca 5.52 5.67* 0.00058" 0.00075¢
10 Giz 4.7° 5.1b¢ 0.00056° 0.00082¢
Q26 4.1¢ 4.93¢ 0.00055° 0.00075¢
Titicaca 3.27¢ 3.134 0.0004¢ 0.00053¢
20 Giz 2.93f 2.67¢ 0.0004¢ 0.00054¢
Q26 3.574 2.23" 0.00041¢ 0.00039f
Titicaca 1.93¢ 1.48 0.00024¢ 0.00041f
30 Giz 1.5 1.4¢ 0.000234 0.00036¢
Q26 1.43h 1.3¢ 0.00025¢ 0.00034¢
Titicaca 0.371 0.27" 0.000234¢ 0.00012h
40 Giz 0.371 0.27" 0.000234¢ 0.00012"
Q26 0.41 0.3h 0.0002°¢ 0.000013"
Titicaca 0.23i 0.13h 0.00014" 0.00008!
50 Giz 0.2! 0.2h 0.00013" 0.00008!
Table 2. Continued alol.Y Jguo
Treatment, Lo 2% iy LD Fiuler (SSESy
Gag «,ly Seed vigor el plas Germination
Salinity (ds.m™) Cultivar index Germination% uniformity Dio Doo
percentage percetage hours hours hours
Titicaca 10.74* 95.332 20.2f 2.52f 12.62¢
0 Giz 8.344 84cd 29.12¢f 2.77° 13.758
Q26 9.09¢ 90P 24¢f 2.68f 13.4¢
Titicaca 9.82° 88be 59.454 3.14f 15.072¢
10 Giz 7.12¢ 72.67¢ 71.24b<d 3.8f 198
Q26 7.25¢ 804 68.77¢ 3.16° 15.83¢
Titicaca 4.27° 66.67° 79.32b¢ 4.67¢ 25.5%
20 Giz 3.1¢ 55.33¢ 81.192b¢ 5.45¢f 34.43F
Q26 3.17¢ 54.67¢ 86.13% 5.46°f 32.8f
Titicaca 1.15h 34.67" 82.2%b¢ 20.84 63.06%
30 Giz 0.82" 28.67 93.67* 12.934¢ 59.67¢
Q26 0.97" 35.33h 90.4* 21.24 764
Titicaca 0.16 25.33i 69.27¢ 103.53¢ 133.67¢
40 Giz 0.09 14.67¢ 92.67* 100.93¢ 122¢
Q26 0.141 20.67 81.47%¢ 119.6° 151°
Titicaca 0.041 104 63.06 126.33° 149.33b
50 Giz 0.03! 6.67" 31.67¢ 140.53*  156.67%®

el 20,5 O Jloiil mhans 3 Fisheri gg03] Golusl 51 jlo e GBS 555 pae Silos (5t 12 50 alie g,
Similar letters in each column indicate that there is no significant difference based on the Fisher at the 5% probability level
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