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Table 1. Composition and concentration of ingradient nutrition in modified Hoogalnd.
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Table 2. Analysis variance of Fe and Si effects on chlorophyll a, b and total, protein and MDA.
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* % and ™ significant at 0.05, 0.01 and Non-significant, respectively.
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Fig. 1. Interaction of Fe and Si on leaf chlorophyll a content. Fe (0.05), Fe2 (0.1), Fe3 (0.3) g I, Sil (0), Si2 (14)
and Si3 (28) mg I''. The means with different letters has significantly differece at 0.05 probablity level by

Dunkan’s test.
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Fig. 2. Interaction of Fe and Si on leaf chlorophyll b content. Fe (0.05), Fe2 (0.1), Fe3 (0.3) g 1", Si1 (0), Si2 (14)
and Si3 (28) mg I''. The means with different letters has significantly differece at 0.05 probablity level by

Dunkan’s test.
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Fig. 3. Interaction of Fe and Si on leaf total chlorophyll content. Fe (0.05), Fe2 (0.1), Fe3 (0.3) g I, Si1 (0), Si2
(14) and Si3 (28) mg I''. The means with different letters has significantly differece at 0.05 probablity level by

Dunkan’s test.
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Fig. 4. Interaction of Fe and Si on leaf total protein content. Fe (0.05), Fe2 (0.1), Fe3 (0.3) g I, Sil (0), Si2 (14)
and Si3 (28) mg I"'. The means with different letters letters has significantly differece at 0.05 probablity level

by Dunkan’s test.
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Fig. 5. The effect of different levels of Fe and Si on leaf MDA concentrations. Fe (0.05), Fe2 (0.1), Fe3 (0.3) g I,
Sil (0), Si2 (14) and Si3 (28) mg I'. The means with different letters has significantly differece at 0.05
probablity level by Dunkan’s test.
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Table 3. Analysis variance of Fe and Si effects on HO,, CAT, GPX and APX.
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Fig. 6. Interaction of Fe and Si on leaf H,O, cocentration. Fe (0.05), Fe2 (0.1), Fe3 (0.3) g I, Si1 (0), Si2 (14)
and Si3 (28) mg I''. The means with different letters was has significantly differece at 0.05 probablity level by

Dunkan’s test.
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