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Tablel. Analaysis of variance (Mean square) for measured traits

axye

- , . ) . T
i @b 305! o gid a Jdg 5 b Judg,l5 dudgid IS Total Oeigy
S.0.V df Photosynthesis Chlorophyll a Chlorophyll b Carotenoid chlorophyll Protein
S 0.50% 0.015m 0.012% 0009  0017"  0.09™
Block
. Al b 3 34.23™ 0.013™ 0.002" 0.001" 0.018" 1.08"
Planting date
Weles ¢ 1.03 0.065 0.009 0010 0113  1.60
Error a
Sags 3 92.75™ 0.985™ 0.085™ 0.112™ 1.647" 27.70"
Salinity
Gopixedb@t 3.05" 0.066° 0.008° 0006  0.118°  0.60™
PD*S
s
24 0.92 0.015 0.002 0.004 0.026 0.48
Error
C.V(%) (1) Ol o po 12.83 22.35 15.96 23.43 18.25 9.57
Tablel.Continued alsl ) Jaua
Sleme  lpme  OlysSel  anaSTygw
Qﬁ_ e O’J_Lo oo P oSl lgeamss
oS gle - 30! daaal Sodium Potassium Ascorbate Superoxide YUY lawewSly
S.0.V df MDA content content  peroxidase dismutase Catalase peroxidase
ok 2 0.45" 11.52m 17.31m 3.75m 360.30m™ 1.97" 86.71™
Block
i el )b 3 2.64™ 16.26" 37.93" 15.59™ 4.45m™ 19.89"  303.62™
Planting date
ez ¢ 1.73 291 3.04 8.36 14498 940 2422
Error a
. Sagh 3 35.04™ 122.97"  487.66™ 668.99" 244778 224.15™ 1187.77"
Salinity
Grpdxedls g g 1.19% 300" 2285 10.88™  83.42%  3.84m  54.55m
PD*S
s
24 0.34 1.57 10.09 1.93 38.76 5.78 20.89
Error
CV (%) (1) Ol s o po 19.15 10.45 12.13 8.43 15.33 28.97 19.30

Dl sire g do,0 ) g0 izl mhaw )0 o S oS 5 4 NS g s o

* ** ns respectively at a probability level of 5,1% and not meaningful.
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Table2. mean comparisons of photosynthesis and pigment content of caper plant at Planting dateX salinity treatment

5 do s
el g, S0 Tobw Fwgid a Judg k5 b Jds,ls Total
Planting date Salinity levels Photosynthesis Chlorophyll a Chlorophyll b Chlorophyll
ds.m’! umol.m=.s™! mg.g ' fw

(Control) uals 12.37% 0.88° 0.41° 1.29%

00 15 10.72¢ 0.75b (0.34bed 1.10b«

(7 October) 30 7.01¢df 0.54°f2 (0.33bcde 0.87%
45 5.77% 0.20i 0.22¢ 0.428

(Control) sali 13.65* 1.18* 0.532 1.72%

oLl 15 8.164 0.67¢def 0.39b¢ 1.06b

(6 November) 30 7.17%f 0.31Mi 0.24f 0.55%
45 6.25¢ 0.161 0.20¢ 0.36°

(Control) wals 11.24b 0.73bcde 0.37% 1.10bd

ALY 15 7.059¢f 0.649f 0.37b¢ 1.01¢d

(6 December) 30 4308 0.39¢hi 0.320def 0.71¢f
45 4428 0.31hi 0.24% 0.56'

(Control) uali 7.784¢ 0.87% 0.39b¢ 1.26

510 15 5.71% 0.609f (0.32bedef 0.93%

(5 January) 30 4.39¢h 0.31Mi 0.25¢f2 0.56%
45 3.99h 0.46f" 0.26%f2 0.72¢f

oo 5y 031l Wlas el &byl UL P R'IwD] P iy PR

Table3. mean comparisons of effects of planting date on some measured traits

CalS g, ks slyicee iy slgixo oSy
Planting date Sodium content Potassium content Peroxidase
mg.g ' fw u/mg protein
(7 October) y0 \0 12.122 26.13b 21.21¢
(6 November) ubi 10 13.56* 28.67% 18.11¢
(6 December) ,371 10.89° 25.25b 25.892
(5 January) s 10 11.38° 24.63° 29.50?

D35 Sl gyl bl 5 70 s j0 (5l5 sime glas gt pa 50 alie By L slael
Means with similar letters in each column are not significantly different at the 5% level based on the duncan

test
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