MOl 5% S9ld g poke 4 "
Y Ol ) 9 )g;li & o los (P9 >
1D - 1 FF tamio osleds

G5 90 LB s Jihlg Dhogas Sy g Kwnl ) gowl Wb
V’fgalfdfa’*a

VSRRV Nt S -
03 8 OB 5 Ol 0 K oal Olist s (laslaral gae 0l g3 Slidiod 5 pshe domly oDl 55T o505 =Y )
Ol 0lL,e ccsly

Coypo 4 sholasT (K.SC 704) VoF ol S K 55 55 3 Lds Siler 2 G poml Sl SIS oy p st 4
1 sy lad sl by Sl s bajleg 3 S 1l 5SS au b sl ol sbaeSTsh a2 b 6 s ) sSTB
L (KCD) sl IS 5 4o )3 ¥ 51 (slac el b (KNO) oy Sl s o ps Ve 50 (slacale L (PEGB000) J G586
bt il 5 aradyy Jsb uld odd (S ojl Slivs Ly Cole YF 518 A slaOl) Sus 5 doys F 5 Y glachle
s ale g araty) Job S v dle 4 ey, SIS 5 5058 S carradyy S 05 v ale 5 araty ) 05 (S8l
IS sl b b im0l slasled ol a5 araly; b S o8 51 L s Lo sole alS sl
FO)s e <I§/S>4g-4§u,4,;4_:i, b o e Lol (T oy el VF 0oy 5 Ao ys O cile L (PEG6000)
sdalive Colu YF Oloj e 53 Ao s ¥ ,a6u¢wgp(KN03)mgat;._;ﬂPEG)J;g&f&L;lgwugﬂg(%)
Y 50 bl LKNO) oly Sl 25 5 (PEG) USO8 st b slad i b ey 5055 5 G580 o (i
17 0les ke b3 dey3 & e L (PEG)Y S8 il Jsbos G ol 51 Jlad ey 0 e i3 5 ool o
255 e algiy sl

)&G)M|}>Mﬂ)é§ﬁlﬂw|cQ)::6wow

Ol 3 pshe ol oDl 35T o505 =5 pal (ST st g L) Loy 2 e okt 5
E-mail:Rezaei 9533@yahoo.com
AAVAZAY4 CJL_JJ c{ﬂ)lf

A/ i s


mailto:Rezaei9533@yahoo.com

GLAA))&U.;TC}}A@L&)

S ok ST O OT (olie bayds &7 548 0
T amatyy bl oo pd il 58l ady) 1 e
ST o g3 o o Uyl S5 Ssle a5
31 dms iy o g Al o35l Lol Kig5 0n iy
BINCHPIPSR ANE PR E PR A S A
Mc 1999) &y o SiS g0, (Aald) oukis
S Cl 0T S Calies sl il (Dondld,
SIS 5 e a3 el K
Ashraf ) 535 o 5y opalS Od ol 5 S50l

and Rauf, 2001; Demirkaya et al., 2006;
Cewlode 1S piman .(Mueungu et al., 2003

o bayds Siale anls (il el Sy oplaS
5SS (S B A e S5 A8 e Ll 3
Ashraf and Foolad, 2005; Demirkaya ) > 3% s Les

et al., 2006; Fujikura et al., 1993; Wall et al.,
Mohammad and Shahez, ) ;ali  d>es .(2003

Cel g iy Kol 45 i3 503 318 (2005
i SRl 0T a3 5 ey JSUS 35
FRUNSP -y r—ijﬁ Cdlad 51580 5 055 =0
oalizal b 55 (lapdy Kol omen 233 5 oo
Y/8 (KCD) eslsy by IS (g ol J g lns 5 T
WS Us jetios g S5 S 5 5y se desyd
,@\J_a.c,_.:lxs&ﬂ@;‘uuﬁ@_a
S 155 50 i,18 (Moradi et al., 2008) O, San
Sl e I el )3 5 K
J5SNE sl b b Koasl 8 s 03 8
s giale S e tals Cely (PEG 6000)
el ¥ e a by Ky 0530
055 9 azade, dsb (ol Sodle JRIB el
s S ioalS S
Uou135 (Harris et al.,2001) o, Lan 5 e o
553, Shee a5l el oKl S s S

\Y#

o

doio
©303S 5 5l Olejlw SLeT bl o
Lo Ok A s 55 053 A 55 (FAO) Sl
oS ol 5 Asl o SIS 0 kea)OY 2S5 el
S psm S, 53 i 5 oS Slan W5
CE_»NJQ_;Q}:L:AY Sy J.:jj).)b‘ﬁ‘v.@.—ﬂ.))‘)
(FAO, 2008) Ll o LSa¥d v v 0T iS5
S 5 olS (i ko o sl (a0
50LalE S5 as 2 03 oles 5 0o Jl e
Al e amalS Oas el s IS AT S
G Ay 5l ad> e ool (Devilliers et al., 1994)
S by s Loz oy an (oo Jal e 5

Andaand Pinter, 1994; Basraet al., ) 5 ,-8 | 3

2004; Jacobson and Bach, 1998; Seefeldt et al.,
)Ll lwly ol,5 .(2002; Soltani et al., 2006

maalS il 5 sl Ol B Sl S 350
3 s dm o eolial U s gl o st 1) O y3 gla
st Uy gle ole ST 2o b
3L oLE (o ol s ol ol oS Gl
693 a};\a_. w).’jj ‘5\.&& 1}5} )\ y Se M‘?
Subedi and Ma, ) Ll 0L 4 ) 3 550 (6 g
Ol g r & el 0TS STl Dl s 55.(2005
s el 1 slales Sl eslial U
oS (655 il 5 o 5S05 p4b e e (G565
Afzal et al., 2002; Ashraf and Foolad, ) &l s
O ale> 31.(2005; Farooq et al., 2006
Q‘}_S'Ls_o Ub).b LS’J‘M}" 4 olad &\J&‘ k;LA)Lq.:}'
a0 a3 503 0Ll (PHIMING) ¢S ias 3 4
oGS olins 3 g Calisee sla s I (5ol
uT uu\..> LAQT LS‘L"“S Br) sy cb).iu_ﬁ éw\
s5b o0 sl Hdy Lo g o J xS (Immbibition)

0315 0 jLxrl & a5 > .(Farooq et al., 2006)



WY

b 59y 9 3g0

“lr Bl sl DI g 5 shate 4

K.SC V¥ Ll S K 65555 )3 Lo
Tl B s o sSE e 4 3T (704
2SS U dolas |8 glacs s Ll
oDl ST oty (555 5LaS” 0 aStils ot o 3T
sl y Jols bajles 3 8 1l g o5B
L (PEG 6000) J s SoM8 s| y slad shows b ol
L (KNOg) ol Sz oo y3 V0 50 slac e
L (KCD) sy 40 S 5 4o 3 Y5 ) slac e
YFo VP A lall) S s Ao jn ¥ s Yslalale
e 30 Sl ol l 3550 sl yd A g el
Al g 7S 5o s g a5 POl Dlide
Sl i 3 g0 Kiasl s slao 53 pledl 31 ey
T 5 ok it e OT Lo 5 ods Siasl
Lyl 5 5 QU1 les 53 adsl 055 4 Odaw, B la )
YO ( Sialsr oLl sl s § eSas S
L) glais g gl by slas a5l 54 sae
o3ls 5,8 Lo el Y 95 0 (2o Lo dr s
BLol g o b aa aie OT 1) La)e s Lidd
YOEY Glas L sslie,) o (Siadler ¢l s
s5eb . Lus Jaze (ISTA,2008) 31 & slo 45
o 03548l g Ol s an me Y b 4y azaly
B3 enjadl e glayd 0nda Sy, 0L 5o 5 A
05y cazradle g axals; dsb 5 3 Hled jles
S35l 5 L amaty; ¢Ss 05 5 arailay 4ty
et Lih (S ojlil p 8 /) B L G
S0 S 5 5055 S ¢ J 5 s
Sl il %—“\’“)—:5(%)&?45@)4%@.)
Al esliinl V adaly 1 Siadl e S aclee

:(Maguire, 1962)

w58 s Slo s S Kyl s gaml S0

Husand Sung, <Kl 5 wls .Coul s OLS
S WU S 5,18 (Baili, 1997) LU 5 (1997)
ST 5T oy 5T a5 el Sl
2350 i Dby ST 55U S 05368 L3
O eS|y S Jlab L 5T 1 o735 0 5y
Az s g doas oo galS Siadle bl A
Sy oy G38l e Aoy 15 el
- =
23 4ol o el 5 50 el Kaml
Ashraf and Rauf, 2001; ) 3,15 5 s> 5 Calises OlaLS
.(Demirkaya et al., 2006; Mueungu et al., 2003
(Tovsoli and Casenave, 2005) ywlS 5 Jw g
e a0l ol Bial 48 s g
@b 5 ot Sla s S 4y Ly Godler
=l s s ol S U Lilus 8
O Caglie 5y ol Kiasl y Cpimen (I
LIS 53 8 o O 55 56l dl o 55 (S
S W S 55 (Kayaet al., 2008) Ol ,(Ses
5 S50 e 5 o ys Gl sl Sas
3l b laipalS 25 el S 055
SRishge s 8 (S sl 3 5 Ol KT
s Olidss s (Mueungu et al., 2003)01,\Ses
Ao ys ((Sis Sl i3l L aST W S ealie
Sl talS 4y 5 D)3 emalS Ui, 5 0l el
T 0> ilpn 53 ol I3 sl K Ll
Glass 0d) Aol (glajdls o S (St 25
Slasles SU (o) p B b Sl G s S
Kias) s goeel Sl Olo Sk 5 05l 35 4 31 g0
5ol e Sl 4l sy 5 Sialer
A e O3 i Kl ol Ol S

st VP S



GLAA))&U.;TC}}A@L&)

olis (Kaurs et al., 2002) O,LSer 5 oy sS
SR 353 i Sl ol 5 5)dn oS sl
2 5 s ale s ain) b el W5 o
Ol jn 5398 o Sl s (g5 b anlis
» Jol slaamals azsla ps DT b

il VL Sl

NTIEROr

chle e Bt o Gl e
5 Ode blie 15 Sawly il sbad sk
Izl o 3 Koyl gl (Slad e ik
Sl Sk awslin () Jgdr) 23 8515 s 38
S Lo e S 3l LS flie
Kiasl ol Sl 53 Gy 45 Ly sl 1Y /40)
Ao 55 =y (PEG 6000)J SG3E hsl s J plove L
sl AY ) 0T ol 5 Cola YF 519 Se &
O i I ghome b sl 3 sl Slod 53 Gay 3 5
odalive Colw A Sde 4 Loy g3 (KNOS)(..,.»LQ
Cor e Smlyy conlin Qo) s (Y JSC5)
Sosb 4 ssh o Komln e S 51 68 S
Uil (Pendlosa and Eira, 1993) 1,1 5 L L, 4S°
i Sl Kol e Olo3 & L3S
A (K e S Lk Gile Cem G
(Chojnowski and Come, 1997) ¢lS” 5 (S s s
4 0l ST slaydy Kol S5 8 5,18
9 S8l e Gl el 5,0 JIY O
o o rimen BOT 350 00 a2l LS5 35
ATP W 5 (kS galab 5o 211, [2STls
Lok 53 Gl o5, 9 RNA Sl oS o
53 god Ol 0k

5 (PEG 6000)J 5G9 sl by clale o531

oy S e (KNODy S

YA

GR=YNi/Ti () alasl )

Sl NI g (S5 Sl Co ,wGR daly ol s

L.Sj)))‘u\_x"-rijc\ij)))boéjd._ﬂ}q-él.h).:\_.z
)Lhob‘b LJ"""L-{-)‘) i_g‘fd ..L_&bu_ﬂ(au J:I)LA_&
Jlaiml o 3 Sl 05057 L o Sols s
)\J_s‘ cj_: )‘ ajul_.ﬂ\‘._{v‘-_«ﬁ‘)éb LQJL_.AT L;L_b
S osliul U Laosls Siuad dnles sMSTAT-C

3,8 plnil (Ver.16) SPSS 153l p 3

il g el Job

AU s ls e s b a4zt Jsb
Jolize 515 ml ol (lad glone il (s
@f,\;m,s@éwdw%w,mﬁ
sl Olas Jolime 51 gla 5, Kbe amslie () Jgur)
G (a ko VF/58) amaiyy Uyl oy 2y oS
Cele YF Se 53(PEG 6000) s 1 sonel Lo
s 53 o L VYY) OT Jola >
A e 53(KNOg) rolsy S 25 b &Kl gone
Jo oV 50 glac ble U Cy o Cela
4S5l Ol ills 4 s () JS8) s S
cbile 5 e 3 Cou (ol bl axaile Job
S Jlazml a3 iasly gl L s
3 S & o5k 4 (V i) 28 8 15 do s
CeluA 5V gbods b s axaile b J8lu
s 20 hoo VO/AY 9 VV/PR Ol as S 5 &
(Y Jgd) AT

clac_Lle | (Karaki, 1998) S,
s 5 oS il 1,5 (PEG)J SIS sl
LS L aS s gl odalics 9315 18 cwy 30

Jemar o A S ar ey, sk OT ity



e

Sl 4 ol 53 G5 Sl e & Lisls
b oI

S5 e 3 3 g el Ly iasl

b bod Conles a8 5 Jialer (SIS

GV 5 e il 338 o Jaoe Julse

SV s Slas 5 15355 235 (5 g axes

Hafeez et ) aib o La,dy ¢Sl slael o

.@al., 2007

w58 s Slo s S Kyl s gaml S0

S Sl 0T G Sl &S Lk e giale
SR 5 il Sl 15 el 6558 1
5 il 55 0 D53 5y b g OT Ol
L5 S ol (Khagjeh-hosseini et al.,2003) Of,)\Sea
IS it 5 2 (NECI) gk s JS7 oS
Bsher s sd 3 Gialer L RS o
s Jail 5 (Basra et al., 2003) O,Ken 5 |ml
Olis 1 olS (sl (Afzal et al., 2006) Of,SKes

b Sasl el Gladshe Chile 5 Sde slajles Cod o) 2 3550 Slio (Sl o :S0ke) by 4z =) s
V¥ uﬂ‘;‘}i..:w g) 93 Q)S

Table 1. Analysis of variance of (Mean square) studied characteristics under osmo-priming solutions
concentration and duration and treatments of hybrid maize (Zea maysL. CV. Single cross 704) seeds.
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Table 2. Mean comparisons of studied characteristics of hybrid maize (Zea maysL. CV. Single cross 704)
seeds under duraation and concentration of osmo-priming solutions.
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Figure 1. The mean comparisons of interaction effect of different time and priming levels on the primary

root length of maize.
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Figure 2. The mean comparisons of interaction effect of different time and priming levels on the germination
rate of maize.
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seedling tresh weight
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Figure 4. The mean conparisons interaction effect of different levels of time and priming on primary root/

primary shoot tresh weight proportion of maize seedling.
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Table 3- The ssimple correlation Coefficients among different features.
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