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Table 1- Analysis of variance (MS) agronomic traits affected by pre-treatment of soybean seeds and foliar with extract of

marjoram
Ol yss 2o solilas o S S 59 B SS9 4l e o5 als o,Slas
S.0.V. DF Dry mater leaf Dry mater pod 1000 seed weight Seed yield
<5
)_’i’ . 2 2393.70 35138.05 101.62 92828.70
Replication
s las 4 325.29" 316.74" 1093.09* 12090.75*
Seed pretreatment (S)
Pl 2 7858.02° 25120.83° 1091.12°* 1565.20°
Foliar application (F)
‘S‘M’l;“ - ;L‘“‘ S 8 5532.22% 5566.01°" 291.52* 2165.20°
X
(IS
28 4607.16 1008.1 102.51 3686.66
Error
SO 23.5 16 21.63 14.20
CV (%)

Aoy Sy g i Jleixl sl j0 lo gixe B 5 lo g BT 052 pas oy s g 5 NS

ns, * and **: non-significant difference, significant difference at the level of five and one percent probability, respectively.
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Figure 1- Mean comparison of dry leaves weight under the influence of priming seed
treatment and foliar application with extract of marjoram
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Figure 2- Mean comparison of dry weight of pods under the influence of priming seed
treatment and foliar application with extract of marjoram
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Figure 3- Mean comparison of 1000 seed weight under the influence of priming seed
treatment and foliar application with extract of marjoram
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Table 2- Analysis of variance (MS) physiological traits affected by pre-treatment of soybean seeds and foliar with extracts of

marjoram
Ol e @oljl az o a Jbg,ls b Jusg ks Oy 0 Sles ey R e)d OE9y doyd Gy 0,Slee
S.0.V. DF Chlorophyll a  Chlorophyll b Protein yield  Protein percentage  Seed oil  Qil yield
)!’ﬁ . 2 0.0029* 0.0003 1.03 0.433 0.53 17.45
Replication
shled S 4 0.00257* 0.002* 0.53° 9.33° 0173 1147
Seed pretreatment (S)
) gs“’l"u.JBl’“’ 2 0.02018** 0.0207* 4** 3.54* 20.67* 0.62*
Foliar application (F)
L;h:)lubbsu ) lélM o 8 0.00808** 0.0088** 0.819° 5.25* 1.05* 1.78*
X
Uas
28 0.00086 0.00086 1.22 1.28 0.24 4.7
Error‘
ool b 6.9 6.9 3.9 7.48 6.99 6.97
CV (%)
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ns, * and **: non-significant difference, significant difference at the level of five and one percent probability, respectively.
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Figure 5- Mean comparison of chlorophyll b under the influence of priming seed treatment
and foliar application with extract of marjoram
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Figure 6- Mean comparison of chlorophyll a under the influence of priming seed treatment
and foliar application with extract of marjoram
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treatment and foliar application with extract of marjoram
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