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Table 1. Soil physical and chemical properties
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Table 2. Analysis of variance for Enzymes activity of CAT, GPX and SOD in different soil moisture
regimes and selenium treatments
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Table 3. Comparison of means of enzymes activity of CAT, GPX and SOD in different soil moisture
regimes
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Means with the same letter in each column are not significantly different.
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Table 4. Comparison of means of enzymes activity of CAT, GPX and SOD in selenium
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Table 5. Analysis of variance for Oil yield, Protein percentage and Oil percentage in drought stress and
selenium treatmentsregimes and selenium treatments.
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Table 6. Comparison of means of yield and oil yield, Protein percentage and oil percentage in different

soil moisture regimes.

different soil moisture

: bl clizes slass,  ails o,Slee OE9y Se o Of9) S les OefSen doys Al gl glgioe
regimes Grain Oil Oil Protein Selenium content
yield percentage Yield percentage of grain
(kg.ha) (%) (gm”) (%) (mg.kg)
50 mm evaporation § e yedee 00 26017 27.83" 727" 16.00° 0.318"
from evaporation ) s S
LMJ .
pan (Control) (0l8) s
80 mm evaporation 5| s e e Ae 2330 26.08" 613 18.33" 0.259®
from evaporation ) s S
pan s
9—~A
110 mm evaporation 2039° 26.00° 535° 19.66° 0.245°

5| s e e VY-

(g0

from evaporation
pan
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Mean that similar letters in each column are shown in terms of 5% level of statistical significant difference.
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Table 7. Comparison of means of yield and Oil yield, Protein percentage and Oil percentage

in selenium

selenium pomides  ally o Sloe Of gy do Ofgy o, es gy oy FURIPIVE P~ IVE
Grain Oil Oil Protein Selenium
yield percentage  yield percentage content of grain
deg.ha) (%) (gm) (%) (mgkg)

Control aals 1955¢ 23.77° 466° 16.11° 0.084°

100 mg.lit o) e Skt 2411° 26.77* 650" 18.22° 0.194°

200 mg.lit S oSy 25017 28.11% 703° 18.18" 0.412°

300 mg.lit ol Skt 24267 27.88" 683" 18.66" 0.405"
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Mean that similar letters in each column are shown in terms of 5% level of statistical significant difference.
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Fig 1. Means of interactions between drought stress and selenium on Oil percentage
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Fig 2. Means of Oil yield on grain under drought stress and selenium foliar application
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Fig 3. Means of selenium content of grain under drought stress and selenium interactions
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