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Table 1- Results of mean comparison of main effects of safflower cultivars and salinity stress In terms of
germination traits under laboratory condition
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Fig 1- seed vigor of safflower cultivars under salinity stress. Points represent the average result of different
levels of salinity and lines fitted by using three parameter logistic model.
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Table 2- Mean and variation percentage of measured traits of safflower genotypes under salinity levels to
control level under laboratory condition.

i Sl Kl b OT 4 o Sl Sl Ay
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Water 03 05 L yp LS -013 05 e s
(Control) MP MP MP 0.3MP__ 0.5 MP -1.5 MP
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Germination Percentage
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Root Length
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Table 3- Supplementary analysis of variance (Mean of Square) of Genotype*Salinity interaction for
measured traits under laboratory condition.
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Table 4- Simple Correlation between measured traits in safflower genotypes under control condition (on
diameter) and -0.5 MP salinity level (diameter under)
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Fig 2. Cluster analysis of safflower cultivars under level of -0/5 Mp salinity using Ward method.
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