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Tablel- Analysis of variance for the leaf morphological traits of Almond Vegetative Rootstocks
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Table2 - Analysis of variance for the root morphological traits of Almond Vegetative Rootstocks.
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Figurel- Relationship between root length and survival (%) of Almond Vegetative Rootstocks {GF, H1, H2 and genotype
Jovin (sd)} under water stress treatments.
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Figure2- Relationship between root volume and survival (%) of Almond Vegetative Rootstocks {GF, H1, H2 and genotype
Jovin (sd)} under water stress treatments
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Figure3- Relationship between root dry weigh and survival (%) of Almond Vegetative Rootstocks {GF, H1, H2 and genotype
Jovin (sd)} under water stress treatments
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Table 3- Comparison the effects of irrigation (66% AW, 33% AW and AW%100) and EM (EM1=1% and control
EMO0) on morphological characters of Almond Vegetative Rootstocks {GF, H1, H2 and genotype Jovin (sd)}
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Tra“'ts Root Ay, Root Survival Leaf Leaf Leaf Number  Growth Root
I fresh dry Root Volume (%) area dry fresh of Leaf (cm) (length cm)
Weigh(@)  weighg) €M) (cn?)  weigh(g)  Weigh(g)
GF 14.16¢ 4.51a 26.6a 96a 490a 5.2a 12a 40b 44.13c 48.5a
H1 14.77b 4.1c 17.1bc 78b 240ab 3.8ab 10.6ab 18.3c 52.29a 36bc
H2 17.13a 4.7b 18.8ab 67c 171d 1.9bcd 5.25cd 14.1cd 45.94b 40ab
sd 5.2d 1.45d 16.3d 62d 403ch 3.5abc 9.2abc 110.7a 27.6d 49.4d
A‘é‘/i% 9.64bc  28.6¢ 15¢ e8¢ 150¢ 1.6¢ 3.8¢ 16.8¢ 38.2¢ 34.2¢
AVE s 32 185 77.6b 237b 2.7b 5.9b 32.3b 4480 38.7b
AW0% 17.43a 5.02a 25.5a 88a 741a 6.55a 18.1a 88a 51.9a 42.4a
E1l 13.8a 3.94a 22.7a 98a 418a 37.8a 9.7a 50.4a 46.9a 38.4a
EOQ 11.78b 3.42b 16.17b 98a 333ab 3.45ab 8.9a 41b 43.1b 38.5b

The same letters in each trait are not significantly differentns (P<0.01)
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Table4- Compare the average interaction between irrigation levels (66% AW, 33% AW and AW%0100) and EM
(EM1=1% and control EMO) on morphological characters of Almond Vegetative Rootstocks {GF, H1, H2 and
genotype Jovin (sd)}
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Weigh(g) Weigh(g) Weigh(g) Welgh(g) of Leaves (cm)
GF.E066 11.69k  297jk  23.9df 92ac 329j  3.16bk  6.8hj 25ik 4‘#]51 49fg
GF,E0,33 14.4th 4 th 24.9de 96ab 305jk 4.66ei 8.3hi 26jh 47.7Fk ef 51
GF,E0,0 28.9a 8.87a 32.7ab 100a 1150a 10.61a 27.3a 91d 58.8ab 55a
GF,E1,66 8.44jn 3.96jn 20.2ek 92abc 121ps 1.51js 3.35kr 13kn 32.8st 42.1is
GF,E1,33  9.44im 4.09im 22.6eg 96ab 152Ip 2.86jm 4.8in 18im 38ps 44.5gm
GF,EL, 0 16.12f 5.13f 23.5a 100a 857hc 8.63ab 21.7b 67€ 44lo 50.1bcd
H1,E0,66  11.05hl 3.22hl 15.6hq 87hcd 2071 1.59q 5.4jk 9.1ip 40lg 33hn
H1,E0,33  11.62jk 3jk 16.6hp 96ab 421i 38.2qi 10.7gh 19.4jl 48fk 55.2fk
H1,E0,0 15.1fg 4.15fg 20.7eh 100a 818hd 6.66be 21.6b 31.4ji 52.5bi 40fi
HLELE6  7.620  1.37lo alr 34jk 123r 132kt 25l 8.9l 5355b 24.7jk
H1,E1,33 16.12f 5.1f 20.2¢j 93abc 192lo 2.22jn 4.57i0 9.1lp 55.1ae 39fi
H1,E1,0 22.1cd 6.02cd 3labc 100a 877b 7.25bc 18.7ce 32gh 57.2ac 40.7fi
H2,E0,66 4.84rv 1.2nr 9.75rv 35ij 3.87ux 0.07ny 0.22gx 1ns 24vw 21.6uv
H2,E0,33 5.3nr 1.01rv 8.75rw 40ik 9.3uw 0.12nx 0.3qw 1ns 44in 22.9ir
H2,E0,0 12.62fi 3.471j 131t 73dg 49tu 0.37kv 0.75iv 4.6mr  55.4ad 34.8i0
H2,E1,66 20.9ce 5.44ce 18.5fm 75dg 197In 2.66jl 5.2jm 12.4ko  40.1ir 47.4bc
H2,E1,33 22.5¢ 5.57¢c 20el 77df 141mq 1.54jr 4.4jp 15km 51.1cj 39be
H2,E1,0 26.59b 7.83b 28bcd 82dc 623f 6.66bf 20.8bc 51f 61.1a 50.9b
sd,E0,66 1.57vu 0.49vu 1.4qu 58hi 205Im 1.98jp 4.2jq 39fg 41kp 29.7qt
sd,E0,33 4.87nr 1.5nr 3lt 63h 572gh 5.51cg 11.4eg c138 46jl 35.4jp
sd,E0,0 12.41j 3.211j 17.1hn 76df 726be 6.92bcd 19.2cd 219a 53.6bf 41.9eh
sd,E1,66 3.01qv 0.87qr 13.9Is 48ij 12.5uv 0.17rw 2.9ks 26k 29.5tv 20.5sd
sd,E1,33 5.8mq 1.1mq 16.9ho 50ij 98qt 1.28ku 2.7kt 32gh 23wx 23.1uw
sd,E1,0 7.56lp 1.57ip 20.4ei 75df 602gh 5.31ch 15cf 128ab  32.8su 35.9u

23l o (P<0.01) o sme BMB] (lyls cio y y> aliie gy
The same letters in each trait are not significantly differentns (P<0.01)
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