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1- Scharlau 1
2- Randomized Complete Block Design (RCBD)
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Table 1- ANOVA of leaf area, specific leaf area, specific leaf weight and current growth of pear cv. Louise Bonne.

. ] Slazyo (ke
Ol i é’:" &l “*)’f Means of Squares
Source 0 Degrees o B = . P c
. . .o AS &
variation freedom $ile Jlw as, ‘5"". oL 059 2059 ghw S b
Current growth Specific leaf weight Specific leaf area Leaf area
)l)fv . 2 104.10™ 0.0001" 10.946™ 205.733"™
Replication
e 9 274.82" 0.0001" 75.287™ 75.945m
Treatment
s
18 85.59 0.0001 230.393 156.354
Error
CcCV - 46.69 39.84 29 34.53
(%)

hime pf g A0 TN el oy 45 cme sy M F A
** * and ™ significant in probability level of 1% , 5% and non- significant, respectively.
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Table 2- Mean comparison of leaf area, specific leaf area, specific leaf weight and current growth of pear cv. Louise Bonne.

sl 5l lo Sl Jo i,y Sy pepatn (339 S 2 0329 g leaf & s gl
S rav - treatmen“ts current growth specific leaf weight specific leaf area area
praying (cm) (g/lcm?) (cm?/g) (cm?)
clbals 23.67 ab 0.016 e 56.39 a 33.50 a
The control group with water
1D &S w50 Slilguo 11.50 b 0.026 a 47.99 a 32 a
CMS 0.5
IV S e Mg 13 b 0.026 a 46.03 a 34.83 a
CMS 0.7
a f:jf ] 34.17 a 0.018 d 59.40 a 3817  a
0 S e Mg + NN Sl ad 7 5 b 0.020 c 52.33 a 4417 a
CMS 0.5+ SA 0.1
IV AW (o 50 Sldlgus + /Y S ls S0l 13.33 b 0.018 d 57.84 a 44.33 a
CMS 0.7 +SA0.1
0 Sebnells s 12,50 b 0.020 c 53.83 a 3483  a
SA05
[ BIS oy jui0 Sllgus + 410 Silnls Sl 17.17 b 0.020 c 56.46 a 36.83 a
CMS05+SA05
IV S o 50 Sl + 210 Sl Al 16.33 b 0.018 d 52.28 a 35.33 a

CMS 0.7 +SA 05
<l og el 39 a 0.023 b 44.14 a 2817  a

The control group without water

)5 30,0 O Jlosinl o p3 (6l e BB (S5l (laials dix yg0il Sai I Al gy gyl (ola Sk (g by
Numbers followed by the same letter are not significantly different (p <0.05) based on Duncan's Multiple Range Test.
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Table 3- ANOVA of dry, fresh and saturation weight, relative water content and fruit specific gravity of pear cv. Louise

Bonne.
LS aglia g5 Sl el
"’S”“w é"'f Dd: ? 4?’; Means of Squares
ource o egrees 0 . - . s - .. 7 . 1.
Variation ,:r%edom S pogpate (39 Sy Sl (59 Sy P ok <l o glgme
fruit specific gravity leaf dry weight leaf fresh weight  relative water content
’I’&J . 2 0.003" 0.005" 0.02m 469.94™
Replication
Sl o * *
9 0.019 0.02 0.07m 269.74
Treatment
s
18 0.002 0.01 0.08 263.13
Error
cvV 5.28 17.68 16.15 17.21
(%)

bime pf g 0 AN et mans )3 45 jme sy ™ K AF
** * and ™ significant in probability level of 1% , 5% and non- significant, respectively.
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Table 4- Mean comparison of dry weight, fresh weight, relative water content and fruit specific gravity of pear cv. Louise

Bonne.
5L Bl om0 oyt iy S PSS (g Sy P o O (s (5o
b dglxe (s low . . ] ) . .
Spraying treatments Fruit specific gravity Leaf dry weight Leaf fresh weight Relative water content
(g/cm3) @ @ (%)
ol b asls
_ 0.93 a 0.58 ab 1513 a 61.84 b
The control group with water
10 WK ojrie Sl 08 ab 0.63 ab 1.690 a 66.88 ab
CMS 0.5
VK fjrie Mg 0.95 a 0.61 ab 1613 a 72.26 ab
CMS 0.7
i Wé}{ 0~1L” o 0.94 a 0.74 ab 1.817 a 71.34 ab
10 e My + ) Sdedlo sl gy b 0.81 a 1.933 a 72.11 ab
CMS05+SA0.1
IV e Mg 4 o) Selialls sl 0.95 a 0.75 ab 1.940 a 70.84 ab
CMS 0.7+SA0.1
e Wé; d;‘ e 0.72 c 0.65 ab 1.730 a 75.47 ab
0 K o jite Mg 4 210 Selimalls el 0.93 a 0.65 ab 1.690 a 95.28 a
CMS 0.5+SA 0.5
IV e Mg+ 210 Seloalls sl 0.97 a 0.72 ab 1.910 a 61.77 b
CMS 0.7+ SA0.5
<l og aald 0.94 a 057 b 1537 a 7421 ab

The control group without water

555 20)3 0 Jleas! o 13 (6l gxe BMS] 4SSl (classly six 05l Jai 5l alie gy (s (ola ik ygiw b
Numbers followed by the same letter are not significantly different (p <0.05) based on Duncan's Multiple Range Test.

(09509 1) I 53 0gee a3 & Jgb Comnd g yl8 (Job Slho uilylg 450 -0 9o
Table 5- ANOVA of length, diameter and length to diameter ratio of pear cv. Louise Bonne fruit.

i ol i ©lapo (ke
USM &f I‘Dp 7 4?’; Means of Squares
ource 0 egrees 0 - . "
Variation Freedom S ‘J_"b : ] . Be Jsb
Length to diameter ratio Diameter Length
s 2 0.0047 28.75m 16.28™
Replication
e 9 0.04" 26.78" 31.76"
Treatment
e 18 0.005 8.04 17.11
Error
Olyod o b
cV - 4.98 5.33 5.71
(%)
I gze i g 40 /N Jlen] o )3 o xe iy M F AF
** * and ™ significant in probability level of 1% , 5% and non significant, respectively
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Table 6- Mean comparison of length, diameter and length to diameter ratio of pear cv. Louise Bonne fruit.

il slone (5lo ko b a4 g o S ol
- . . Diameter Length
Spraying treatments Length to diameter ratio
(mm) (mm)
<llsals 1.36 ab 54.37 abc 73.68 a
The control group with water
10 e Mg 1.32 b 55.98 ab 73.90 a
CMS 0.5
I K i SAilgs 1.34 be 51.86 c 7258 a
CMS 0.7
TV Sl sl 1.34 be 57.03 a 75.43 a
SA0.1
1B e Mg + o) Sl 2 1.35 ab 52.69 be 7434 a
CMS0.5+SA0.1
IV AN jeie Mg + /) Sl sl 1.39 a 52.92 be 73.06 a
CMS0.7+SA0.1
0 Sl syl 1.38 a 50.70 c 7103 ab
SA 05
0 o Sy + /0 Selpuell sl 1.35 ab 50.85 c 67.19 b
CMS 0.5+SA05
I st Mg & 10 Sl s 1.32 b 5398  abc 7241  ab
CMS 0.7+ SA05
<l o sl 1.37 ab 51.84 c 7123  ab

The control group without water

5,05 70 Jlezs aw ) (gl gxe BMB STl (glaiols i O?A}T A5l alie By ghb sl 1 Siho g o 4>
Numbers followed by the same letter are not significantly different (p <0.05) based on Duncan's Multiple Range Test
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Table 7- Correlation of measured characteristics of pear cv. Louise Bonne.

Slyome

039
Ol s gl 0jy S oj O Job Comd (oguats . o7
» » » ] . sbda D940 ] il i
Relative Leaf Leaf Sy ogedob g shd | cngnto Fruit Sl Sy Speky Sy
water saturation  fresh  Leafdry Length diameter diameter specific Current Leaf  Specific Specific leaf
content weight weight  weight  of fruit of fruit ratio gravity growth area leaf area weight
o (o Slyme
S» 1 -362 -.080 .122 -362 -858™  .036 -192  -012 .094 118 -.148
Relative water
content
Sy ekl s
Leaf saturation 1 .258 -.223 -.288 439 -.440 250 448 -112  -.308 -.351
weight
S5 o "
Leaf fresh 1 -015 .367 .300 -.270 -.168 -.322 801 432 -.289
weight
o KIS G 1 026 -172 915"  -858™ -269 -096 .079  -167
Leaf dry weight
e dse 1 550 204 062  -472 291 -031 581
Length of fruit
ogse slad
diameter of 1 -.130 128 .068 142 -192 219
fruit
B & Jsbo cus *
Length to 1 - 124 -333 -259 -.063 134
diameter ratio
o950 ogaTe (159
Fruit specific 1 395 -131 -.011 .047
gravity
it Jlo 13, 1 -350 -043  -417
Current growth
S g 1 603  -293
Leaf area
Sy kg gdaw
Specific leaf 1 -.574
area
Sppegase 0
Specific leaf 1
weight

s9se Jsb e oml b Sy ol s lgime op VL 3Lkl
OIS s Slilgus 5 210 il |y Sllls duasl ply o @,
2 ol g U KL wlg o Jlia 3 p,5 /0 clale b

I ze p g 40 LN Jlon] o )3 o xe iy F FF
** * and ™ significant in probability level of 1% , 5% and non significant, respectively
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