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Table 1- The compounds modified Hoagland nutrient solution
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K KNO, 200
Ca Ca(NOs;),.4H,0 80
N NH,NO; 250
P KH,PO, 15
Mg MgS0,.7H,0 60
B H;BO; 5
Mn MnS0O,.4H,0 4
Zn ZHSO45H20 4
Cu CuS0,.5H,0 2
Mo H2M004.H20 1
Fe FeEDTA 7
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Figure 1- Effects of Se different levels on young leaves area in Brussels sprouts
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Figure 2- Effects of Sedifferent levelson old leaves areain Brussels sprouts
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Figure 3- - Effects of Sedifferent levelson stem length in Brussels sprouts
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Figure 4- Effects of Se different levelson fresh weight young leavesin Brussels sprouts
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Figure 6- Effects of Se different levelson fresh weight old leavesin Brussels sprouts
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Figure 7- Effects of Se different levelson dry weight old leavesin Brussels sprouts
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Figure 8- Effects of Se diffrentslevels on fresh stem weight in Brussels sprouts
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Figure 9- Effects of Se different levelson dry stem weight in Brussels sprouts
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Figure 10- Effects of Sedifferent levels on fresh root weight in Brussels sprouts
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Figure 11- Effects of Se different levelson dry root weight in Brussels sprouts
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Figure 12- Effects of Se different levelson number of young leavesin Brussels sprouts
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Figure 13- Effects of Sedifferent levels on number of old leavesin Brussels sprouts
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Table 2- ANOVA of Sedifferent levels effects on vegetative characteristics of Brussels sprouts
Sl &3l an o Ola o (pSilio it o 31 B!
characteristics Degrees of freedomM eans of Squar esExperimental error

ol Sy gdaw 5 437768.468" 1256041.226
young leaf area
Sy g 5 84220000 93280000
old leaf area
o Jgbo 5 83.760° 165.54
stem length
olg Sr P o 5 564.813" 3529.594
fresh weight young leaves
oy Sp S5 09 5 29.233* 187.322
dry weight young leaves
P ‘5)4. » 09 5 1054496.62** 397253.162
fresh weight old leaves
2 Sp S g 5 6320.917* 3684.328
dry weight old leaves
alo ks 5 9228.500* 9228.5
fresh stem weight
Bl S 3 5 499.036* 190.995
dry stem weight
k) P ol 5 23451.800*" 23451.5
fresh root weight
Ay S ol 5 263.265" 228.508
dry root weight
g Sy olas 5 18.542° 88.25
number of young leaf
S ol *
SRl R 5 74.442 72.75

number of old leaf

ize pe BMEINS o )d O Jlois! s 53 )l gime OS] # o3V Jlasis | o 50 jld gime BB Sk

sxsignificant differentns in leves 1%, # significant differents in levels 5%, ns non significant differents
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Figure 14- Effects of Se different levels on number of sproutsin Brussels sprouts
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Figure 15- Effects of Se differentslevels on fresh weight sproutsin Brussels sprouts
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Table 3-ANOVA of Sedifferent levels effects on quantitychar acteristics Brussels sprouts

ol @il 20 Glasyo (eSils tinle] ol
characteristics Degrees of freedom Means of Squares Experimental error
alsa Sl 5 77.2427 731.750
number of sprouts
g 3 0 5 8855.642" 3232.75
fresh weight sprouts
Sl K25 55 5 90.457" 41.619
dry weight sprouts
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Figure 17- Effects of Se different levels on selenium concentration young leavesin Brussels sprouts
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Table 4-ANOVA of Sedifferent levels effects on Se content in young and old leaves of Brussels sprouts

ol $ljl 20 Glas o (Sl tinle ol
characteristics Degr ees of freedom M eans of Squares Experimental error
Al Sy ol clale 5 6.546* 8.170
selenium concentration young
leaf
o Sy pobe clale 5 10.723** 2.907

selenium concentration old leaf
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s#significant differentns in leves 1%, # significant differents in levels 5%, ns non significant differents
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Figure 17- Effects of Se different levels on selenium concentration old leavesin Brussels sprouts
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