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Abstract

In the soil, plants are exposed to many stresses resulting from water shortage, water
quality and nutrient availability, which ultimately affect the growth and productivity
of the plant. This study aims to verify the effectiveness of using hydroponics
compared to soil agriculture, where the seeds of (Eruca sativa Mill.) were planted in
both agricultural systems, using a model of hydroponics and a model of soil. In
addition, three square meters were planted as a model of field. The experiment was
designed according to a completely randomized design (CRD), with 24 replicates for
each model treatment. The germination rate, chlorophyll content, water use efficiency,
productivity, and morphology characteristics of (Eruca sativa Mill.) grown in all
models were measured. The results showed that there were very significant
differences (P<0.001) between the treatments. The germination rate and chlorophyll
content for hydroponics and soil cultivation were (78.7%, 48SPAD) and (26%,
30SPAD), respectively. The results of this study also showed that the average of both
water use efficiency and productivity for (Eruca sativa Mill.) grown in the hydroponic
system were four times higher than they were for (Eruca sativa Mill.) grown in a soil
system. The results of the morphology characteristics of (Eruca sativa Mill.) [shoot
and root length, stem diameter, and leaf area] were in favor of hydroponics. These
results are considered stimulatin for research and delve into this field.

Key Words: Hydroponic, Eruca sativa, water use efficiency, leaf area, productivity.
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Ll de1 3l g 3.1.2
8l s Cilasa Lealiasy et Cua g il e )3l e el ddsidl) s 4 Y il o

T Alle 4K
e S5 Jaall 48 el 55 jlgall (M) dala clln o
o) gD A pa g 8 paiine Al ) pUail) pling Cus b jaiue dilay 48 0 llly @
Y g o8Il el ol 5 calad ) cilirall J slae g ling LeS (DY) 5 4 ganll
Belall g elall il 55 dags calladall o1 il any jsela o
I g )l Bl allede )y 50 aUai e s 2 ¢ il oS Ll gUaiY da e o
( Velazquez- Gonzalez et al., 2022 ¢ sharma et al., 2019 ¢Dunn, 2013)



Lkl Jdlaall 4.1.2

_).;.a\_\ﬂ\ g ésg#jcmw\&_)\)d\éﬁbu\g)éemw '~d..~\nAAQQ'$JL.\Q

paic(17 G 14)0e Lz = 5 5 Sl 5 sy 5 8 Slidia (e Ll A 53U Aalasl)

&ym@ﬁhﬂ\_)ﬂs}uﬁmw\dﬁ@\a&u&cd a9 5 S palic e aladd La
o e Aiaal el b 555 o g ol o, (e ey 3l ol

(6.5-5.5) 35a & (S8 Cumy (Jglaall G pH ageallds jasle) o @
o Fassd (3.5 A 1.5) e il alasdd Jia) 3V 38 5 s oSl e
bl e g sl Ja e @Wﬁg@gd&d\dﬂ;&l\uﬂuhu\ﬁb\f °

¢ 3 (100-50) 42 =Y At 3 5ami ¥ o camy sdaal) Jslaall jumatl padivad) sldd) o

sl

(ial) Jslaall & Aallall 5 s gl A0 pualiall (s 5 0¥) o)) Ry O amy @

(Meselmani,2022)

) sl Alal ol sall (o Adlite S 5 jumat 5 Ldaall Jdlsall ZlY

(1) sl 8 LS Al DS s

(Pl 3l s g ¢ juall cilbliall 4 6 JISEY g Apulul) pualiad) 11 Jgan
After (Jones, 2005) Axdiall Jullaall alira 4 39 gal)

Concentration
Element lonic Form Range
ppm(mg/L)

Major Elements
Nitrogen) NO3, NHas- 100 - 200
Phosphorusp) HPO42,H2PO« 30-15
Potassium) K+ 100 - 200
Calcium(ca) Car 200 - 300
Magnesiummg) Mg 30-80
Sulfurs) SO42 70 -150
Micronutrients
Borone) BO3= 0.03
Copper(cu) Cu 0.01-0.10
[ron(re) Fe+=, Fe= 2-12
Manganesen) Mn-2 05-20
Molybdenumo) MoOs 0.05
Zinc(zn) Zn+ 0.05-0.50




Al allaig Alal) aUATH A clall Andad) pualiad) il 8163 5,1.2

ralie 5 ALS jo (N Ay panll e 5 & sand) Qb sSall S Jlaii 4y Al (8 de) )3 vie
8 5ma A5 Al slae (843013 manal] dy yill 353 g gall 488 L) dansl 5 Al oy 5 cJa
ULl ) gda Cula i atd Alall e 0 il sdadl U8 (e Lnaliaial i) bl 40510 5 juutie
DAl (0 ol Laling ) Ailiall 45000 jealiall mues o (5 5in0 (sdre Jlaas bl
dsal) i LS (Dunn, 2013) bl sas JB ey sasi of Ledld e ) dlaill e As je sl
(1)

N

Inorganic Organic
fungiand
Sand, clay, v bacterial
silt, gravel Humus decomposition
Decomposed Decomposed
minerals [ minerals
Dissolved in soil
water
Soil
Contact / solution Hydroponics
plantroots
\ Nutrient :
) «—— Inorganicsalts
solution
Mineral and Dissolved
water inwater

After (Dunn, 2013) Al 5 Alall ¢ppallail) & clll jualind) ju 1] JS&
Ailal) 21,30 Bl 6.1.2

DA e Anlia gai Cagpla an Lgn s ¢Sladl JMA (e il ae i dale Lol f &
Blel e g danl) s die 5 gdrall Jslaall anlio (38355 B 43565 ae daine dap i 5
Aseil 5 A a5 a8l 5 (LAl AR jualinll a5 2 3 Asalusall :lgia dagall laall (mny
5l Ll Gl (sl el st s 5 TilpasS ALA Lalas 531 038 (55 05 eppmnsY1 5y ransl] 6525
sl 8 LS jliia sl Ldlaa) ane 5 sdxall Jslaall 853 s sall Alaas€ll jualiall pa Jeliill e
gl Ssa Ll g iall gall (il a0 gl (¥ )kl Y1 02 ey (Sha) Ll
(Velazquez- Gonzalez et al., 2022) .cxiall 5 )L 5 ¢ sl



)

(S Zla ) e de sian dygac e dgmnd Bale (e B e Clus (e 3 )le
sl Balaiay) e 5508l Ll s (ale15-3) e Lflann Hhad 7 ol i o0l Adda ey elian
LIS L Ui 435S 63 aan pailiad (53 anlie gaidany 5¢8 Lgi ) ) &l je (4-3) dalay Ly
o sha s Lltie Usliia 5 Faun Wy paai s A sed o ) g LS el saY) il s SlEY) (e
Al Aol 30 8 Lalasind SV ades Las go A Y1 b sWU 405l 400000 jualiall il g3
Lle s Maa) (e (%48) Aoy Libaul L anlasin) &b Cus (Alliniaeifard et al., 2011)
(2)dsa) 8 WS ¢(Lucas et al.,1999).23 & dardiill

Agilall A2 3 A aadiecall ¥ ) bag 12 (S
Ailal) A )3l (B Ja oS ) 90
ol Ll a8 Al e 30 o o o jlial ie Taga |y 90 ¥ 5all ) ey (Gaus L
oS 0 @l el @il Basa s alil s sai of ¢(2013) Asaduzzaman et al., dul )
LS ¢(ale0.6) o ¥ jull Culiall asal) anall o i) Cus (¥ all Gl anay
Al el Liayl a5aST Ly dagiad 23 (5201 ¥ ) alasiin) sale) oSy 4l ) Lianl Lganils & )L
el gl )y el ()5 Jamigia (B Ay gina 32 s b sl Gua Ll @l e
2 jlie caelill ¥ ) aladiud die () e (%70 %25 <%650)Juer 45l daluas
il o cual ) Al )l gl @ ekl 85 (Samadi, 2011)82sa)) e opaal) ey il
DLl Gl (e (3 guil] JAAN lall A (930) Aty 330 ) () Adlial co a3 (8 AL gala3aly ) LAl
Marsic and )slalb Lléia¥l Jde ¥ il 5 508 @l Jag )l By «uY pull Jasg 8 & ) 3l
.(Jakse, 2010
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ol gy e Al A 30 8 7.1.2

akaill g Sl plaill (8 e ) il cablakll Gl e cyal Al clu) )l @ ekl
water use slall aladin) 3ol 3 30l 4ady o Slall a8 J8 il Jaee o sl
ZLY dslall de ) allas 8 deadiaal) elall 2aS i 5 (verdoliva et al., 2021) efficiency
Al- ¢jones, 2005) i) del 3l 3 dexdiuall sl o (%3-2) 4k Lo JS&5 M Y)
Aol )l A Aeadiuall sbiall (34 (%90-70) 4t L yid 535 (karaki and Al- Hashimi, 2012
el e cusal Sl Al jall & @ ekl WS (Ashok and Sujitha, 2020) &l
1 yie (2.83) alhay dlall de) )30 & dadiall ¢l jaddl CaMleY) (e aal gl lall of el oall
salall el e elall alasiind 3eliS ol 13 ¢ gidall Jiall & LaSa T jia (117) ae 43 e (LinSa
LS (Elmulthum et al., 2023) aaiill de 5 (a5 s (48) LSt aslall de )0 d da Ul
STl L sl 5 gibanal) 5 i S0 il e < sl 3 ((2021) Verner et all., Gl s it o
Al el )3 O (%925 %82) O s S Aty ¢Sl plaill i \gie) ) 5 ie 8 Talua

ZUN g salll o dyilal) 4o 30 16 8.1.2
oalil) del 3l sie ddie el ) alail) s Gl gad Jane of ) e s
(ol ol & sl e (aa63 5 ala] 68) 48151 Jsha s JLall il g ds ) Jan sia Jua g 258
¢(Gashgari et al., 2018) Jsill e (ale58 5 ali99.5) Hslats ol (saliall slaill & (s
S ol cls e cy ol ) Al jall @ jelal G ) aln) e ey @A Y
Ll 8 de )l alad caat LY A lie e (11) Aslal) de )50 oUai b Leali) Caeli
b el ) i Cua A5l dl) il e ey jal dliles 4l o 85 (Barbosa et al., 2015)
Treftz and Omaye, Yl alas 8 de g hall Aol 8l 45 )lia (%17) dpmts Slall oUaill
(Al- 2l de) )3l 2 a3 aUl (10) G (7) o lld sls 3550 J) 3380 e 3500 (2016
Gl Gle cyal G Al Al ae Laa 38153 L 13 5 karaki and Al- Hashimi, 2012)
il g by Cauzaddl) Cum iy il b Aol 3l ce L jlie s dglall de )y 30 Aaail syl el
Majid et al., )l alkaill & clill (P<0.05) Lsina el 21 ) 3l gy (15) Ll
¢) ypadll Cadle W) e aal sl el il 25 ) ¢(2023) Elmulthum et al., 2> 5 WS (2021
330 (2.3) lof A8l salall 5 ¢ Jiad) b Leali) (a3 e (2.83) Aed dglall de) )3 8 da Ul
Al il il e cypal A all i o jedal LS Jiad) (e Lale Jeaniall @l (40
(Yurinaetal., 2019) (%98) & L s i) Java O cobaall (0 Adlitia £ 3 (5 5 sall 5 Sl
435 e ¢(p22780) Llall Aol )0 (A atialis) of s s egiled) i e g Al Al o il g
Aol )W (B (Sh/p26.9) Juar IS bl 1) O LS ¢(p2188) Ll B s, ) vie adamliy
dglia du jo Ay (Verner et al., 2021) il dde )30 A (Gli/an2 2) Jaras s dilal)
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B alel ) 2ie (a/paS3.90) i (Cp/pasa]) Al de) 3l L) OIS el il ey
(Hollaman, 2017) &3l
Sl pall ( gSig palind) (aliatia) Bolis o duilal) de) 30 46 9.1.2

aliall Jle aboaial Jana Led el alaill b e 5 ) jall cbilall of ) bl Jall <yl
opa il paliall Gabiatel Jame o i sl cils e <y oal 4l PR NCRE]
(ol Aol 30 HUas b el ¢ aially i3l eelaill s canlly ca g geall 5 ca gpnieLall 5
DS 5 S IalS el jum 0 SU 38 55 8 Baly ) x5 a1 Al A de) 3l e
ekl Lsall J8 s e s Al dul 0 Lis (Rouphael et al., 2003) Ll s 5 Sl
35 Cua i) de ) 0 b ade Aglall de )3 b S ) mny 65 Janae 8 50l ) geilil)
&V Al) (s 22100 / ax 21.94 () 17.37) Oo bseall Jb il b o sal 0585 Jana
) 2l Lasa ¢ 2> 100 /a2 28.46 ) 21.67) (e 4ilaad) LYY 0 5S35 laa) 334 5
G sina g3zl N5 (Palermo et al., 2011) dsball de) ) 311 alascinly 413ad) 53 gal) (8 (e
Gl e ey al ) A jall i LS (Kide et al., 2015) clisliall s clisi o ) (e Jle
oy a5V BauSY) laliaas e g8 @5 sl JidspslKU (e JS (ssina O el
el e Al allaill b e g 5l el il (8 Il (a5 ¢ Sanall s sinall 5 ey Y1
02583 of Ladf s 5 LS (Abu-Shahba et al., 2021) &l b 4ie) ) die of sisa (o L sina
& el 38155 cilS of -carotene s lycopene  Jie ablakll by Jals 4 suasdl LS 4l
ol Leailis el ¢l a3 s e 3l 3 i s (verdoliva et al., 2021) dslall cile) 5l
ks o35 0n/pale 43.252.3) Alall del 3l A e 581 55 UIS & 53 6830 5 el 55 5ISH iaea
Ll de i clall sl e (G e o, pa/pale 36,75 1.7) Lebidy o sl e (G
(Aietal., 2021)
BN i) da glia Ao dilall de) 30 50 10.1.2

el e Tla (uSainn A1 51 6 jlall ey pladll 5 oplaall 5 <l piall Taga 4 i) 2e
03 e Blaal 5 Led Balizaall Chlapaall aladiad Hhad e 2 50 138 5 o gall 5 il a1 LI Cua (ge
sl o ey «ldY) o Jie oy ¥ e danis (A saty i) ded 3l A il o Y) oo
Jame ol Al i) il e ey ol ) A ) ilis o jelal 88 il i)y Jghal 5y el
Cand Gl Al A de 5 el A gl Al ¢(%80) Ay e Sl allaill & il el
Treftz ) suSiall (o g5 ¢ allS 8V OUSE 3L ) () (=l 138 (538 385 ¢(%50) Ay
plalalall il ) et Eus Al Ae) )30 (8 2 LY 8 538 J gha o) ) WS (and Omaye, 2016
.(Almarzoogi, 2018).Jéxll 4l ) 5l 31 5l (5.5) z Ly 5 558 culS Jilialls o yedi (11)
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i) atl) o duilall Ao 30 180 11.1.2

L ils o) o edas (laall A palls Cliea (pun o el o] Al de )30 o 5oy
U Cina ol a5 gaan el cilial) lelay Jladl) sl <l Aiad) (oK)l JUa s
& (104) Leie Lamall cliall 220 o ) a8 il e cusal ) ((2021) Al et al., 4l o
05 b s (10) oo el & g (oAl il b de )l o sadY) 085
(Ol sa8Y1 38 3 skl Aagall cailda gl e T oA a1 el il QUi dde 5 ) dall o 28V
claill 4y Ul clbal) Jo dgilall 421,30 456 12.1.2

Ot 81581 0 Ll Aglall Ao )3l ey pal 3l il jall 5 Slag) cna
il a8 e oY Aalall ()50 (e 53 yaall Gpadls Lgihaa Dl Sy ) el 4 allall cliial)
plaill 8 5 saall o el il e < jal AV ((2021) Lei and Engeseth 4wl s gilis
ol il Gl sl O WS il (B g 5 all pedll s 53 (e (P<0.05) Lisine Jshl )
Gialll (5 gina Balyy A (A ba ST didany Tedlaly digd ST Ll QUaill b g 5 )l
U ((2019) Yurina et al., il @i Gl L AL Bdal) laa (B (%24.18)
Aoy ) sdall g ael ) Joha 8830 Ao gila slia pladiuly ) oUail) el il ey ]
Ai et al., dul s gl Cana gl LS dna jall w48« Jsi e (%84.1 «%35.2)
JST Galall sl GIXy el S e 3Y) aae gLl ol sadY) il e el Sl (2021)
o))l v (2212.58 ¢25.67) Lebilsy cAilall de ), 30 & sl e (2220.25 <41.33) 308 )
Lo 138 5 cclall &l )50 Balyy o Tl Al de) )30 of a1 caua ff 5 3y )
bl de )y 30 Aadail 8 ds gl (e AaliSa Cly giise ga gilanal) Ao ) 5 A0 lad Ay 4] L
Sl 5 g SRl 5l (A Rka il ALl Al ekl Cus «(Leal et al., 2020) Zai s
QoW 5 g ol sl o gl ¢ pedal Aliles Al 50 iy ) SUaill 8 s slall e (315550
Cdlly Jadlly gedlls i) lag )l il A 48l daluay o3losY1s siall Cilall
poorshahabadi et ) 4l 8 Lie) ) 5 45 lae &) del 3 8 Lisina ef cuilS 6 K1
il e ey ad Al A jall caas g 38 ¢ 3l 5 geil) cilalaiad cilail) Al G 5.(al., 2019
1Y) Aalise s (Bladl b XS5 ol b 5 5l 5V aae 5 ookl sl e A G o i
Clally 4% 5lie die ) SUail) g gy Sall il 8 L gina Jlef i€« siall Jsha g cladae
.(Babarabie et al., 2018) sill cilalaia (e i lalaall (udi Caad dy il A& 55 3l
Aoy gual) dpalll) o dilall Ao 30 550 13.1.2

wldia 33 ga 5 celall daladinl 3o US 5 (bl gai e Al de) )30 gyl Ll g
Lol pal ) a1 g Al all il < jedal a8 (A gulll 431 pdise (oo ad i) 5 oAy allall
2 fha of del )3l i ablehll J panal LbaBY) 5 g2l e ((2009) e 5 o siny

13



(O 5 sy Jall Gl Bl gy Ols can gl (Sl ol 4 ) as 301 (208000) 4l 2
S A 55 053 (0 el ol paianall Juall (ol Aselly e 1 Jebes (o gl e L
G e b5 «(%226.18) A a5 Al Callall o 3l Jalaae dad Ll ((%42) sais
Loy a8 Al de )3l g olaall 2Lyl of ) Cleban) el 6 Al &l o by Tas saa
G Caaly o1l s (5 AT cililan] 85.(2016) ale (B Saal S¥ 53 0 sle (21203.5) Jslay
4S5l maen A 00 (%50) S V) Gamry LAl Jilill 5 alalelall 4kl de )30 Jualaa
Al de) 3l (3 sw dad cilia s My (sharma et al., 2019) Bl 8 sl <l 5 jaddl
o (5 g el Jrar @iy L 5t LS ¢ Sl 550 Jhle (9.5) 418 U (2020) ola!
(Verner et al., 2021).(2028) ple Jstay So el )Y 53 ke (22.2) ) doall (% 11.3)

sl a2
ol dldidiay 1.2.2

568 b yual Blin 3550 63 ¢ saill ay e s udie Gl Eruca sativa Mill. s sl
Jabinn 5 eJabiia g aal Fia JSn (31 5Y) Jang ¢ el Bl 5 (525 D3 53 Ay 1l 5 jpumdll (e
AW ) danaite 538 ja dy hiay dpand 481 )5l ((au75-30) ) Sis 4 gl Jeay s ¢ Jla Y xie
Ll cJash e 5 8 ypan 33 Aad)) Ll 5 c0puilal) o Lena ST Leia (5slall ()5S a gucad
s ol a5l el Al Leda Ay lall () 585 5 ¢ pmpnadill 3 1S ()5S e 5V (e A58 31 5Y)
(Baalxie B Gl a )l (e 058 (WlS @ld daiie 3 bl e lad (i) 4505 4l
Oa OsSh alall 5 ooy (51 93 (3 n3 Les ¢ yuan (il Wi ol cdaalaia g )l 43 2 ¢ ja i
OsSid g liall Ll cplana (8 45 5a b ppaald L) 5 Ay sha Al dny )l o shall Aalise Ao A
W Salall Wl 63 _aall U anal s ¢gpinntia (il S (e S e aal 5 A82e 44 5 sle ane (e
3 e A8l g JuaiVl 4y jlas DK Bas) g Ay g1 3aal 1l s aall sl (S ged o jaall o
il (Bl e didaia A30 493 glie 555 B b V) iy cpadll (AU asner g gl
O35S A siall 5 anliall i ae go (A CDEAY) dadi g Bady Ja graiae 5 g o) Ay [l dadl)
b a4l A g5 il Ll Appliall Allall 8 312 (380 i) aae 3 jalla s GlIA ¢lals lil)
G Ll jan 5 ¢ pbia A o 45 je dda gracae () slll Ay ¢ (Sl s Ll (el gl Aapae 5301
cea gl 138 e 3 (3) IS5 ¢ (1994 canss) (1991 cgman) liY) die Eidlia ranals

Lalaidy) Alsan s sua sl cildl L) ohagad) 2,2.2
iy Ll gy cdangiall Gan¥) ol (men e saa sl bl Ll (lasall aay
A8 dnde Y Lerdiaal 4l 5 ¢(1) Galall a0 LaS 4128 dad 13 5 Laliaitl U g yra Wil yua 52l
o ssingy daala g Ll g Undiia g Lgiay Lalld o jlicl dadle jailiad (e 45 iy Ll
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s o (5 ging 5 elila pull 5 il pdadll 5 1 5iSll alias Lol Ll Al iy § o€ ladl S
Janins) LS 3208 ilaliaaS Jod il ety ) sSuY) (a5 5 58 sl g i 5 SN (g dlle
Jsll Haas e3goall e s alall al je¥) 3o iy Sull auala 5 pmilal ja sall @il
Oaall 5 6 (el g ol ¢z ol b e liaalial) (e dlle Can (e 4 s Lal gl ild
CalaS 5 alalall 84S0 (55 Alan ariiues I Z8La) ) siudl) g @i 31 g apaall 5 p a2 Jie

(Garg and Sharma,2014) .Gl _)s¥!s »sall & Alasivsall 31 3al 5 ¢ juzadl

Al aldl alel) ilail) 3,2,2

Kingdom: Plantae
Division: Embryophyta
Class: Angiospermae
Sub Class: Dicotyledoneae
Order: Papaverales
Family: Brassicaceae
Genus: Eruca
Species: sativa
Scientific Name: Eruca sativa Mill.
(Al-Shehbaz, 2012)
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(Al-Shehbaz, 2012) 4 aill g 438 31 g 4y il 09) Jal g sa ) @il 13 Je&
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Materials and Methods



Gl Gk 3 se.3
Ll ik 1.3
Aol 00 bad s am 4S50 (e W3l ol a1 dge) ) deshie b Jiad dlall de) )3l Bl e
W had ¢y phall ddlia PV C g 5 4Siindl il (e 3l ulS s ¢y ) 311 Aiaa ALl
(b (e Ay glall Agal ol 8 A iy e Lgy cclale s aladinly Ll die ((au9-8)
pasal aaa il ((an6.5) ki DI ((ane8-6) Al lpany (o ) 228 aag
((Can230) A 8Dl Gl S e 3 le Ganal) sda s delaly Cunay ) (a3l
iney 73 saill 138 dialy cuiall saill Jas 5 gt o3 clgadl paan (o JalSIL dila
(A e 53 (4) SN 5 LSla i slall iy g s sl pasn
ol e sl S il g caiall A jie Aaeshaie & Jiad L) 3 de) 3 Hlal e
Ay il e Jae o eclales plasinly Ll i ¢(au9-8) o ki PVC g 5 A8l
ki Gl g (anB-6) Ailue lguany o Claill a3 de (anlil) e Ay slall dgal gl b
ST e 3 ke (anall sda 5 delaly Cumaa g Al Gl Ganal aas ol (a6.5)
ae M dalall g e ol Lgtied o5 (Jind e dle s (((an230) das LSl
(4)JSa (A LaS Ly ol OIS G ¢ zagaill 1 b )l (asa
auiia Jual o Badse (Jiadl 4 5 (e Arg ye il 4300 Aalise Jpead & 1)) plaill @
(5) JSL e LS pa el bl 4y jallall cildall (e (any il (a2l
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Argja il 5 3 Jiatall oY) aUBIN 773 gl 25 (S

4o 30 bl 2.3
S 1

A8 58 (e lgale Jsmanll i (ale6 -3) (e sh st Ukl Cld ¥ all @l ol aladiinl o
(2) dSiL dai sall g dilall Ao ) 50 L 5 o
L -2
o LS Al 5 A0 3 Gaal a1 ((2) Galall A LaS ddda Aila ) 4 i aladial o
(2)d sl

As 5l dasiical) 4y Al dilpassll o duily 5l al g1 22 Jg2a

gl JLgay)

9.22 pH s sl (aY)
365 usicm Ec ke Jua 5l
170 mgikg Na'p 323 geall
14 .4mg/kg K sl 0
50 mgikg Ca2p saudlS
21 mgiKg Mg*? a smaicLa
9.0mgiKg ey gduud
0.02 mg/kg N? (> g Rd
369 mg/Kg OM 4 guiazl) 32Ll)
10.7 wt.% CaCOse sl i 50 S
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A sla33
13 o salall e 3 (100) b DY) S o al sy aladiuly 5 ) ele juiand o

G (b 553m) a3l Jsladll Bilalsy ((3) Jssadl b LS Lol s Al 3 al
Galdl LS By A dillaall e e e 3 ke IS 53 il Al 30 Lad 5y 4S5
A 3l Jslaall S 83sasal) A0 ealiall 58055y clsine s (4) Jsaalls (2)
Il Gy B sl bl 535 sal) A3 yealiall 381 555 il sina o (5) Jsoals
By 88 o i 3 At Jllaall e 303 3 ¢ gl paioadll el 5 5 5y 3all nyall

vV slal Ailasll g Aty 3l Gal 511 23 Jgan

anl LAY
7.5-6.5 pH s> 5l ()
123 psiem Ec b Sl Jaa 5l
16mgn Na* p 523 saall
L mg/ K* o sanli g2
8mgll Ca+? a spudS
Smg/l Mg p saenicLa
15mgn (Sos2) iy Sl
23mg/l (Heog) < 2 Sl
27 mgh (el <y 5isl)
1. Imgn (NOg) <l _yil)
78 mgil T.D.S 4l 43030 ~aY)
21mg/ (Cacos) T.H 4S8 juuall
19mgn TA < 4 gl
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A ealinll cpa Acial (sl s a) g Bal) Jslaall 3 5 5 il siana 14 J g

Concentration
Element Range
ppm(mg/L)

Macro Elements
Nitrogen) 200
Phosphorusp) 55- 60
Potassium) 280-310
Magnesiumwmog) 50
Sulfurs) 60-80
Micro Elements
Copper(cu) 0.09-0.10
Manganesen) 2
Molybdenumvo) 0.2
Zinc(zn) 0.1

Al jalial) aB chival) (Ll g o) (sdhall Jslaall 508 5 5 iy gina 15 J g2

Concentration
Element Range
ppm(mg/L)

Macro Elements
Nitrogen) 200
Calcium(ca) 175-180
Micro Elements
Borone) 0.2-0.3
Copper(cu) 0.09-0.10
Iron(re) 6
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<l 4.3
42Ul Eruca sativa Mill. dalsal s pall Gls 553 Al pall oda (8 Crerdial

Apaedge ] N Cle jliall jalic aaf e lgdle Jsasll &5 ) (Brassicaceae xlall iluaill
Al
Janl) il g 5.3
sl e ol Jisll B (Al Aashaie s Al deghaiall) gaadselll pag &5 -1
iy 5 selaY) Cua e pulate g G Taen S (oY) alaill) oY)
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i Group Statistics
Yoy Apud
Type N Mean Std. Deviation Std. Error Mean
Vol dus A il A glaia 24 26.8292 15.67727 3.20011
Ailall da slaiall 24 78.7250 12.21073 2.49251

Independent Samples Test

Levene's Test for

Equality of
Variances t-test for Equality of Means
95% Confidence Interval of the
Significance Difference
One- Two- Std. Error
F Sig. T Df Sided p Sided p  Mean Difference Difference Lower Upper
by A Equal variances 1.525 .223 -12.794- 46 <.001 <.001 -51.89583- 4.05627 -60.06067- -43.73099-

assumed
Equal variances -12.794- 43.399 <.001 <.001 -51.89583- 4.05627 -60.07390- -43.71777-

not assumed
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Descriptives

95% Confidence Interval for Mean

N Mean Std. Deviation Std. Error Lower Bound Upper Bound Minimum Maximum
Al A slaia 24 30.2917 13.18259 2.69089 24.7251 35.8582 6.00 48.00
Y plail 24 37.2500 8.20525 1.67489 33.7852 40.7148 19.00 49.00
Ailall A slaiall 24 48.4583 2.79719 .57097 47.2772 49.6395 43.00 54.00
Total 72 38.6667 11.72334 1.38161 35.9118 41.4215 6.00 54.00
ANOVA
a5 slSl) (s sine
Sum of Squares Df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 4032.583 2 2016.292 24.299 <.001
Within Groups 5725.417 69 82.977
Total 9758.000 71
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Group Statistics

Type N Mean Std. Deviation ~ Std. Error Mean
p sl sl 4l A plata 9 3.2056 25363 .08454
p2100/p> gl 4 shaidl) 9 5.1844 27327 .09109

s 3ol

Levene's Test for Equality

of Variances

Independent Samples Test

t-test for Equality of Means
95% Confidence Interval of

Significance the Difference
One-Sided Two-Sided Mean Std. Error
F Sig. T df p p Difference Difference Lower Upper
Potassium Equal variances .045 .835 -15.923- 16 <.001 <.001 -1.97889- .12428 -2.24235- -1.71543-
assumed
-15.923- 15.912 <.001 <.001 -1.97889- .12428 -2.24247- -1.71531-

Equal variances not

assumed
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O 9 idl) (5 giaa Group Statistics

Type N Mean Std. Deviation Std. Error Mean
s il 2 ) e slaie 9 3.0333 40000 13333
(G05,p2100/p2) Al Ao saiall 9 4.1089 .59669 .19890
Independent Samples Test
Levene's Test for
Equality of
Variances t-test for Equality of Means
95% Confidence Interval of the
Significance Difference
One-Sided Two-Sided Std. Error
F Sig. T Df p p Mean Difference Difference Lower Upper
Nitrogen Equal variances 3.679 .073 -4.492- 16 <.001 <.001 -1.07556- .23945 -1.58317- -.56794-
assumed
Equal variances -4.492- 13.982 <.001 <.001 -1.07556- .23945 -1.58919- -.56192-

not assumed
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Type N Mean Std. Deviation Std. Error Mean
) shasil i i ke 9 8.9111 46420 15473
(Go05,e2100/p3)  Alall da shaiadll 9 5.0833 .80623 .26874
Independent Samples Test
Levene's Test for Equality of
Variances t-test for Equality of Means
95% Confidence Interval of
Significance Mean Std. Error the Difference
F Sig. T Df One-Sided p Two-Sided p  Difference Difference Lower Upper

Phosphor  Equal variances assumed 3.180 .094 12.343 16 <.001 <.001 3.82778 .31011 3.17038 4.48517

Equal variances not 12.343 12.779 <.001 <.001 3.82778 31011 3.15666 4.49890

assumed
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N Mean Std. Deviation | Std. Error | 95% Confidence Interval for Mean Minimum Maximum
Lower Bound Upper Bound
Lylldaskia | 24| 38.3750 10.59866 | 2.16344 33.8996 42.8504 23.00( 69.00
=Y il | 24| 83.1250 40.32295( 8.23089 66.0981 100.1519 20.00 | 150.00
Al e ghaiall | 24 | 167.4583 39.05846 7.97278 150.9654 183.9513 71.00 | 225.00
Total 72| 96.3194 62.94259 7.41786 81.5287 111.1102 20.00 | 225.00
ANOVA
Leaf area
Sum of Squares Df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 206217.444 2 103108.722 94.774 <.001
Within Groups 75068.208 69 1087.945
Total 281285.653 71
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Descriptives

(P Gl ek
95% Confidence Interval for Mean
Mean Std. Deviation Std. Error Lower Bound Upper Bound Minimum Maximum

4l da shaie 24 .2042 .08065 .01646 1701 .2382 .10 .30

=Y il 24 .2667 .08165 .01667 2322 3011 .10 .40

Al A shaidll 24 3417 .09286 .01896 .3025 .3809 .20 .50
Total 72 .2708 10131 .01194 2470 .2946 .10 .50

ANOVA
Stem diameter
Sum of Squares Df Mean Square F Sig.

Between Groups .228 2 114 15.658 <.001
Within Groups 501 69 .007
Total 729 71
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Descriptives

95% Confidence Interval for Mean

Mean Std. Deviation Std. Error Lower Bound Upper Bound Minimum Maximum
4l da shaie 24 7.4167 1.10007 .22455 6.9521 7.8812 5.00 10.00
=Y il 24 10.9167 1.61290 .32923 10.2356 11.5977 8.00 13.00
il A shaiall 24 15.6667 2.46129 .50241 14.6274 16.7060 12.00 20.00
Total 72 11.3333 3.84561 45321 10.4297 12.2370 5.00 20.00
ANOVA
vegetative length
Sum of Squares Df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 823.000 2 411.500 125.081 <.001
Within Groups 227.000 69 3.290
Total 1050.000 71
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Descriptives

95% Confidence Interval for Mean

Mean Std. Deviation Std. Error Lower Bound Upper Bound Minimum Maximum
4l da shaie 24 6.8750 .94696 .19330 6.4751 7.2749 5.00 8.00
oY Al 24 7.2500 1.89393 .38660 6.4503 8.0497 4.00 11.00
Al A shaidll 24 13.3750 4.24072 .86563 11.5843 15.1657 7.00 21.00
Total 72 9.1667 4.03506 47554 8.2185 10.1149 4.00 21.00
ANOVA
Root length
Sum of Squares Df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 639.250 2 319.625 42.679 <.001
Within Groups 516.750 69 7.489
Total 1156.000 71
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95% Confidence Interval for Mean

N Mean Std. Deviation Std. Error Lower Bound Upper Bound Minimum Maximum
A il A sk 24 4.3333 .70196 .14329 4.0369 4.6297 3.00 5.00
oY) il 24 4.6667 1.16718 .23825 4.1738 5.1595 3.00 6.00
Alall 4o shaiall 24 6.0833 1.01795 .20779 5.6535 6.5132 4.00 8.00
Total 72 5.0278 1.23302 .14531 4.7380 5.3175 3.00 8.00

ANOVA

Number of leaves

Sum of Squares Df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 41.444 2 20.722 21.501 <.001
Within Groups 66.500 69 .964
Total 107.944 71
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Group Statistics

Type N Mean Std. Deviation | Std. Error Mean
aalmy) Al A glaie 24 15.8333 9.99855 2.04095
(Canalpn) Al dasliial 24|  66.3750 26.83899 5.47849

Independent Samples Test

Levene's Test for Equality of

t-test for Equality of Means

Variances
F Sig. T Df Sig. (2-tailed) Mean Std. Error 95% Confidence Interval of the
Difference Difference Difference
Lower Upper
Equal variances assumed 15.188 .000 -8.645 46 <.001 -50.54167 5.84630 -62.30967 -38.77367
productivity Equal variances not -8.645 29.263 <.001 -50.54167 5.84630 -62.49403 -38.58931
assumed
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Group Statistics

slall e“ﬁ“‘ delds Type N Mean Std. Deviation Std. Error Mean
slall alasiivl 3. S 4l A slaia 24 .3333 .23887 .04876
(L) Alall A glaiall 24 1.2054 .35650 .07277
Independent Samples Test
Levene's Test for Equality of
Variances t-test for Equality of Means
95% Confidence Interval of
Significance the Difference
Two-Sided Mean Std. Error
F Sig. T df One-Sided p p Difference Difference Lower Upper

Water use Equal variances 3.009 .089  -9.956- 46 <.001 <.001 -.87208- .08760 -1.04840- -.69576-
efficiency assumed

Equal variances not -9.956-  40.187 <.001 <.001 -.87208- .08760 -1.04910- -.69507-

assumed
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