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Table 1 — Soil profile testing
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Table 2- Mean square of relative water content, electrolyte leakage, proline, yield and yield components and biological yield of wheat
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Fig. 1- The effect of drought stress and salicylic asid concentration interaction on relative water content of wheat flag leaf
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Means with different letters are significantly based on Duncan test (p<0.05).
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Fig. 2- The effect of drought stress and salicylic asid concentration interaction on electrolyte leakage of wheat flag leaf
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Fig. 3- The effect of drought stress and salicylic asid concentration interaction on proline of wheat flag leaf
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Table 3- Mean of yield and yield components of wheat affected by Salicylic acid and drought stress
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*In each column means with different letters are significantly based on Duncan test (p<0.05).
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