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Table 1- Analysis of variance (means of squares) for concentrations of chlorophyll a, b, a+b and carotenoids in bean leaves
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ns, * and ** are no significant and significant on probability of 5 and 1%, respectively.
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Fig. 1- Effect of salinity stress on concentrations of chlorophyll a (A) and chlorophyll a+b (B) in bean
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In each figure, the means with similar letters have no significant difference based on LSD test (o= 0.05).
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In each figure, the means with similar letters have no significant difference based on LSD test (a0 = 0.05).
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In each figure, the means with similar letters have no significant difference based on LSD test (o= 0.05).
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Table 2—- Analysis of variance (means of squares) for concentrations of Na, K, Ca, P and Na/K ratio in bean leaves
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ns, * and ** are no significant and significant at 5 and 1% probability levels, respectively.
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