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Table 1- Some of soil chemical and physical characteristics
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Table 2- Variance analysis of measured traits of wheat under examine treatments
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Fig. 1- Effect of silicon on leaf electrolyte leakage of wheat

(o 9 ails U‘J9)—’ )]J_'O;c » )lbg'uw )_J FW .)){)15 ‘Lfg‘“‘>
28 g Mo G5 Ll 3 S 25 0lS 53 posndiw )5 e
] 045 Ao yd Y¥ 5“&) e i L)AJB)_J )]J.M u*‘i‘)ﬁl p&b
it Yo g Ve plde 5,)LS (s (6) P50 gl (pripen
4SS Sy oo slaidy s odalie b calisee balyd 43 pgsunliw
o Jsbo 53 odgymy Jlade 05 oo )13 (15 Ll > By oS
T 05 5 e oo S50 e I3 L 6 o ol
s Canglio (555 3 ol M5 G 10 L | ok 51
0o Fimw (Il pogdle g Cunl con LB join (Suis i
onl & el 3 o)) @eas 4 Nlg e g p e B ials

.Mansourifar et el., 2005) 1ib bgs o

Ny 4 opl 4 (Liang et al., 2007) o )Kon 5 SOL)

e g ol Syomio e jaie S olS (90 )3 posslen &S
92l 3 00 yodly Bilow J5 ©y50 2 Jol 315 53 g
9 PK?U._M»‘ U l_e(u 9 g 0 ol J;ls goes oS Lg‘)‘.’ )i.{s
L (i d2lge (b 3 o8 (Soliste Jobo slapusle (e 5

gy ailen 0uiS )55l sladiel dpl zas 5yls 3939 i
P YL s g (25 Al b aiel dpul pl 5yl ol Sl
= sinlojl slasleg 51 (Valadiani et al., 2003) s> JSois
bl 2 (Y J992) 392 (P=+7+0) Jlogime w2y S elgn slde
O g balpd 3 F Joaa 53 Jlite @l ST (SSle dvnlie ol

NS oy 31 3590 Mo (S g3 1 (oabilojl (Lo 1T (eSlie dnilie g -€ Jgoo
Table 4- Means comparison of Interactions effects of treatments on some measured traits of wheat

c c . c ) ilojl (S lo
1KY JEWR) ” P;i.::idﬁ PW Hgonned sl ” P)fg'w) w:‘”’ Treatments
sl ( Le;)ssi ad (o ”*’S’C") g,s ko) (5 P:a?n';; PR ) pormdens  Suid iS
Root/shoot (mg.g™ DW) (mg.Pro) (Mmg.g™* FW) (02595 5 Drought
Silicon (mg.kg®) stress
34a 283¢ 53a 340f° 0 B
33ab 31.5 fg 54a 327f 10 O o9
3.2 abe 31.8 fg 51a 3.60 f 20 Without
2.9 bed 33.0 fg 52a 3.47 f 30 stress
22ef 3251g 4.7 ab 620 ¢ 0
2.5de 40.0 de 50a 6.57 de 10 oMo i
2.6d 44.0 cd 53a 7.97 cd 20 Mild stress
2.8 cd 48.8 bc 54a 9.50 be 30
12h 375ef 36¢ 927¢ 0
1.5 gh 43.4 cde 4.1be 10.83 ab 10 b S
1.9 fg 53.6 ab 50a 1237 a 20 Severe stress
1.9 fg 58.1a 50a 1223 a 30

sl doyd iy Jloin] pdans )3 by gixe BB pae Sl gt o > S e Bgy )b (sl b %
* Within each column, means followed by the letters are not significantly different (p<0.05).



VAT ylomo; F oylos B wlor (5559l owbis pgs s pii  YYA

Sl (St A5 Lulyd ) poadis 28 g sl (35 Ll
Sy o b e i3l

392 (P=+/+V) Jloine JoS5sS pge jlade  (Suid s ]
Y o VY oy an plalidl el w5 oMo (5 5 (Y o)
a2y LoV o) 13,5 als & s 55355 poe jlake o)
oo s S sladijs) Bk 5l o (BUS By 5 poes &Sl &
2 0leS & 3905 ol iz (P e 005 (o g JPSES 25k
d929 LS Gkl Ol oy Jl oSl car (A5 Il
Gk 38 9 3 GalS e pldl e gl sl & o
L Vgoms loiion JoS555 pgo I3l dlalas J3SisS
Mo on (SCts 45 bl )3 Jg el o8 s JoS5sS
oS 4y Sl Jolpe 3 pogad 4 (6% i Wl oo S
po—s 32 Sl iine 5 sl )5 oo Vo 318 3L sl
ol eel ppS e Ve g Ve palie oS il JoSisS
Jald Hla 4y Cud Mo YY 5 W by s pgo jlade o e
5,8 Hlade yy Cute  Siuwod 5 2935 0l guls .430,5
g deal aiej ool 3 () JSK8) 23boe SS90 poe g P
2 oy b posdiw o5 328l > (Ahmad et al., 2011) Ko
el =JoSsS a9 ¥ JSis g S JsS565 0
5 powdew LIS (211 > 4 JsSsS el 5l (S 55 plos]
dygliee Jos & 555l ol 55, po0

oo aS b s islejl ol slaodly uSile duslie guls
GBS S S ygbdr )5 Al )5 liy clale il el (Suis
1 Mo a5 Ll (3o VY) ol s e il el s
5 SOW (Y Jgan) ol aislis aals an cus ol 45 e
JLasl g wds a8 uges oyl (Liang et al., 2007) o)L San
e 15 blyd 53 &Sl b e gi b bl o ATP il iy
S oo W U35 g ol 3 paie cpl clals il oo sialS ATP

—
<
)

o=l 4 (Tale Ahmad & Haddad, 2011) sl 4 des! &b
e 0081 (elap 3T culld alidl Yieis] 45 Wi, dogs
OS] b sloisS ials el Bgannd deu o 5 VLIS
4 g b (il CAd 4 (fg)d deSTy e rionen oad
Jaio 438y i ) g B ol 3 (S 5
s ORIl polis yoi> > Geloy
Gl pis a8 ol (5508 o Bgaasd 3T 5
5 38T 5 39000 38T 41 ) 2S00 ST (sl SIS0,
» Ladgbw jl cblis 13 1) cage S35 &Sty o0 ity 9 WS o
g Sy ol ) (50 s s i 1l Mo
Sl opSbe dulio gl Lialesl ol ,> (Liang et al., 2007) 5l
9 VNS g balypd g3 &5 ey oo LS ¥ Jgde 53 bajlew Jlite
o a> U il ol codled (I3l el porslons p)5 e Y-
38 e M iS5 Hlewd 50 o] Cudlad o S el o salis
o sless Ly g 9 p)5 (e p3 221y Y/ZY 051l &) posuncdis
48)5 )18 silel 09,5 o 5> pommlis £S5 o Ve 208 g S
Cdlad (i ey bl (o a8 wmd o LS ol omen ]
S 4 polas )9 pas 5 )58 50 Sgannd dpuS 50 o235l
el P?“_"‘“’l"’“) ))g)l_g sp_g.)to o h:‘).w 29 Ca 0> o)'l.\.?l
ol 0395 )5 ixe a3 8l Lol s oo 3] ) e i3l
AU ity (SUI5 pomunlan 3,8 05 (5 bl )3 (eizren
L s bl 5,0 a5 ook 4wl 039 o cdlad e
Tale ) slais g don! @b sl 00 pguamdins (5o Hlows 4y Canas
daS g o] 45 04555 pMel (Ahmad & Haddad, 2011

23031 Lo JLSoal ales ol 55 Jobo (ood bas ol Bgonna

a
a

.
1
y=0.5388x+5.34

RZ=10.97

=

= b
g 84

Z 06

:

£ 41

=

c

= 2 4

=

.2

= 0 T
e

5

0 10

20 30

Silicon (mg ke!)

PSSy Ui oS 90 (il 1 o gmenanns 51T JSS

Fig. 2- Effect of silicon on leaf cuticular wax of wheat
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