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Duncan’s new multiple range (esl 1
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)
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100 mg/kg
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200 mg/kg
100 mg/kg
+ DTPA

100 mg/kg

+ ammonium sulfate

100 mg/kg

+ citric acid
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shoot
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31.0£2.3d
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14+ 108
(79 +47a
032153
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35 7

»

(shoot)

root

0 (ng/ )
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d7.4£2.8C
¢18.6 £ 3.5¢
010.8£5.3b
[69.5 £ 8.5,
cl45t0.7e

20.4+ 17¢

6.1+ 10e

(root) 40 50
shoot root
J
0 (g ) 0 (9 )
08 0.7 b10.0+2.7d
163.945.6¢ (b1.2+ 7.3
b158£0d 7.3 + 11.2h
(042 £ 4b [85.2 £ 11,7b
476 £ 36° 45+28a
hl4418d [87.4 £ 9.0e
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bl99 3r° [95.5¢ 10.00
95%  ?  Duncan's new multiple range lest
95% Duncan's new multiple range test

95% Duncan's new multiple range test
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4050
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60
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0 mg/kg

50 mg/kg

100 mg/kg
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200 mg/kg

100 mg/kg
-DTPA

100 mg/kg

+ammonium sulfate
100 mg/kg

+ citric acid
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3)
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365 +3.1

(38.4+6.3b
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, 24 6

(shoot)
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0.5 02
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hi7.7 £ 3.1b
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shoot root
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(66.3 +6.9b 62.0+ 128D
[80.412.2a 035 1L7d
[75.846.3a "50.2 5.2b
[89.0+ 10.6e #3.9+0.6a
77.214.8a 00.646.3b
73.746.1a b6.2+ 1.7b
95% 7 Duncan's new multiple range test

il 95% 2 Duncan's new multiple range test
95% Duncan's new multiple range test

shoot root
60 (ng/ ) 60 (ng/ )
25 1de 1.8 0.9
d45 4.3d #0.1 + 10.3d
#31 10.6e 6.9 t 6.6
b+ lla $6.2 + 10.6lT
al 11 £5h 9.6 9.0e
$9.0+2.9d :71.0£9.54
al02+3le $4.3+4.8a
$1.9+3.1e $4.7+98"
(shoot) 4050
(roof) 405 60
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100 mglkg
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100 mg/kg

+ ammonium sulfate

100 mg/kg

+ citric acid
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904 £ 3"
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"300 £ 6"
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10

1
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139 £ 22¢ 1300 + e
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95% ) Duncan's new multiple range test
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4050 60
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+ ammonium sulfate
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100 mg/kg
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100 mg/kg

100 mg/kg

+ citric acid
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40 50
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95% Duncan’s new multiple range test

120 (mglkg) 1 ((ig/ ) 4050 60
Cu Cu Cu
1 1 1
40 (mglkg) 0 (1) 50 (mglkg) 0 (/) 60  (mglkg) 60 (/)
0 mglkg 11.1 £2.0d 41 £0.7% 124+ 12 8.740.8¢ 123+ 1.8 10.7£7.2d
50 mg/kg 66.6% 7.7¢ @253 £2. s 70.0+5.9d (60.76.5d 69.91 12.1d $4.6 £ 10.0e
100 mglkg 174 £ Th 50.9 £ 5.5b 198+ 35e 0108 £ 16t 197+ 26e al70  16a
150 mglkg 57+ 18 66.746.0° 301 £ 18 hi34 + 141 291 £33D °191 £ 1%
200 mg/kg (266 £5a 62.9£2.3a 837 x42a 126294 8351274 al7li-1la
100 mglkg 166 - 19 %0.9£4.2b 268 + 100 0103 £ 10e @35 1 19 °130£ 10b
+ DTPA
100 mg/kg bL77£6b %0t3a h182+8¢ hiig + Irix 205 £ 16e al8613a
+ ammonium sulfate
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+ citric acid
) a Y I 9% 1 Duncan's new multiple range test 405 60
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