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Table 2. Composite analysis of variance of the effect of year, irrigation levels and foliar application on studied traits in

corn (Zea mays L) single cross 704
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* and ** significant at the 0.05 and 0.01 level, respectively
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Table 3. Comparison of the mean interaction of experimental treatments on the measured traits of corn
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BAs¢ 10.35bedef 3.90hilk 94.60°
70 Control 8.3 5¢fehii 1.90! 92.64?
GAsz+7 13.302bed 2.60iK! 88.602
AA+BA6+GA3+7 16.65% 4.34¢hik 82.40b
Proline.amino 3 0fehi 7 990l 76.35¢
acid
BAs 7.5tehijk 4.08hiik 65.79¢
1394 . .
ijklmn ijkl cd
2015 90 Control 6.35 3.21 79.39
GA3z+7 9.35defe 4.21hiik 72.499%
AA+BA6+GA3+7 6.65¢hiik! 5.18fehi 72.38d
Proline amino 8.65¢fehi 10.10? 45.94hi
acid
BAs¢ 6.3 5hijkimn 10.032 44 32hi
110 Control 6.65¢hiikim 7.5bed 41.051
GAsz+7 5.85iklmn 10.76? 43.87M
AA+BA6t+GA3+7 4.45mn 9.192b 49.208hi
Proline amino 14.68% 5.265feh 88.24%
acid
BAs 13.832bc 4.621ehi 93.50?
70 Control 9.98edef 4.1 8hiik 90.90?
GA3z+7 10.33bedef 2.544 89.60%
AA+BA6+GA3+7 14.77% 4.,04hiik 77.42¢4
Prohne.ammo 10.93bcde 6.33dcfe 79.65¢
acid
BAs¢ 9.05¢feh 6.34defe 76.50%4
1395 fohijk def cd
2016 90 Control 7.48'e 6.55 80.70
GA3+7 15.692 4.14hik 73.354%
AA+BA6+GA3+7 10cdef 5.5defgh 89.20%
Proline amino 428" 9.56° 54,991
acid
BAs 5.05tmn 9.922 57.80f
110 Control 5lmn 5.69defeh 50.03¢
GAsz+7 13.87¢hi 7.97¢"ehi 5.56defeh
AA+BA6t+GAs+7 16.35¢fehi 5.27Klmn 8.842be

ALSD=5%) w )l ;5005 b (gl s gy caiiily oo S e By S 0 JBlas giw o 0 a5 ol Sk
In each column means followed by same letters do not differ significantly
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Table 4. Comparison of the mean interaction of the

year on irrigation level on the measured traits of corn
(Zea mays L)

Jl &k S g 2L
Year Irrigation LAI

70 3.21¢
1394 d
2015 90 1.99

110 1.82¢

70 4.18*
1395 b
2016 90 3.66

110 3.38%¢

Wil oo Sie By Sy Blas e o 0 a5 o Sl

A, K0S b gl g gy
In each column means followed by same letters do not differ
significantly

@ @ S dope 0 Spophe @230 Gl
S35 g, S (B35 e 4 Gl omg 5 Ay o0 ST
L aS ol Sy mahw ol p g lo cxe S SleS 0l
Sl (Koo )l Cide O g0t S ol o Sles
.(Nour Azhar and Ehsanzadeh.,2007)
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Sl go Wilgs o 0l (S Jolpe 50 S (Slojems 0590
Sgds 0aiiS Jiwgid slaplul lawsi 08,9, olge adgi ayulls
.Mi et al., 2018)
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Table 6. Comparison of the mean interaction of
experimental treatments on the genetic contents of corn
(related to 2016)

,M.J ; ‘5 Slowy
PCR
Number of
reactions PCR

kel s
Irrigation Spraying
Proline Amino acid

b gl sl

Ol Aol ! 27.18°
BAs¢
o.u'oT e 23.38¢fe
70 Control
wols 25.58b
GAz+7
o 25.39b¢
AA+BA6t+GA3+7 bed
oyt onsl B odey 212
Proline Amino acid bed
ol aiol o 24.85
BAg¢
ol oy 23.9Q¢def
90 Control
sals 20.88"
GAs+7
o)y 23.56defg
AA+BA6t+GA3+7 i
O et ol o 3ot ol 22.27
Proline Amino acid )
ol aiol o 17.49
BAs
O..J.:T e 22.50f
110 Control
sl 24.54bcde
GAs+7
o 22.16&"
AA+BA6t+GA3+7
24 44bede

Oyt ol it ol

Wil oo Syie By S 0 Blas aiw o 0 a5 ol Sl
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In each column means followed by same letters do not differ
significantly
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(Zhao, 2020
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(Allagulova et al., 2003) siien
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Table 5. Analysis of variance of the effect of irrigation
and foliar application levels on the genetic contents of
maize (related to 2016)

e ololeols

S.0.v LS;‘f)‘ Gene (;);}::essmn
Block Sl 2 0.152
Irrigation (I) &bl 2 38.497%
Error a ) sls 4 0.569
Spraying (S) %4 Jglxo 4 0.949

I#S GhbJsxoxtel 8 18.142
Error b Y sls 24 0.710

o, ) 50 Jliol ok )0 o g i 5 Ay e g
* and ** significant at the 0.05 and 0.01 level, respectively
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S0z il iiign Ol o 4 (Sas i Jsb
Glgizme ¢ jiiwgd wal als Lo 4 Lol wosl ooy
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sl sl (sl Lo oy ,o (Shourbalal et al., 2019)
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