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Table 1. Soil physico chemical characteristics of experimental location

rsdlcalea ol S oS i B Hhus Az bl ey o e
EC pH Organic carbon Phosphorus ava. Potassium ava. Sand Silt Clay
dSm’! % mg.kg’! %
4.50 7.36 0.04 4.9 85 44.16 35.62 20.22
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Table 2- chemical properties of irrigation water
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resource
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Diluted saline water 10 8.00 3.26 12.88 0 277 80.73 0.21 86.48 7.82 28.83
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Table 3. Analysis of variance of the effect of salinity stress on some studied characteristics in Cichorium

intybus L.
S5 slosd Uas Ot o b

S.0.V Ol ydi @l Salinity treatments Error CV (%)
df olil az 40 4 10
Plant height Qg elas,l 793.90*" 19.36 7.41
Leaf area Sy o 15251.05™ 165.08 13.83
Shoot dry weight e pluil iS50 0.58" 0.00 5.63
Root dry weight aig y S (439 0.02™ 0.00 9.81
Number of aken per plant gy T olaws 91.96™ 2.87 13.42
Relative water content O (o (lgsx0 3290.94™ 1.77 2.24
Ion leakage PETIRONA; 1548.16™ 8.00 9.15
Potassium ey 221" 0.07 10.50
Sodium P 27.49™ 0.39 16.21
K/Na s 43 by o 15.89" 1.37 -

** Significant at the level of 0.01
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Fig. 1. The effects of different levels of ECiw on height of
Chicory
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Fig. 3. The effects of different levels of ECiw on Shoot dry
weight of Chicory
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Fig 4. The effects of different levels of ECiw on Root dry
weight of Chicory
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Fig. 11. Response of relative aerial yield to salinity stress
in Chicory based on model of Mass and Hoffman
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