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Table 1- Analysis of variance effect of the effect of different treatments on the weight traits of the geranium.

gy, SEF 05 “lo 5050 slss el 5055 G L
. . sl . ey e e
Dry weight of  Fresh weight ] Fresh weight of DF SOV
the root of the root Dry weight of shoot e
Shoot
457.33 3971.44 2427 .44 60386.11 2 e
Salt stress
. i i . Sl
10.00 87.88 115.81 1300.69 3
Algae
o x oyt i
1.44" 12.41" 17.44" 224.89™ 6 i
Salt stress xAlgae
Ut
0.28 1.00 3.72 13.58 24
Error
(.Lp 3) ol “ — 5
233 1.45 2.72 1.36 - T

CV (%)

Al 1) Dzl a3 (551 e Ry

"lindicates significance at the probability level of 1%.

b) o @
100.00 a 00.00 b b ab a
3 o beabab @\ 4 ¢ .
5 3 80.00 3
Q £ 60.00 &
.9’ j?
5 2 4000 3
> 2000 ES
—f‘g 2 000 5
~ 3 Q,
5 -
(A 2 08 S o jlasx (Y g o) (5558 20 G 2 08) Sl o lasx (¥ 5n o) (5055 S5
Salinity stress x Algae extract Salinity stress x Algae extract

Sl gl Kle (s e Sldaad ol se el (&) St 035 5 (WD 5 035 Sdaxgsd 55 (iSen p S0l 4 lis z=k-) U
I Sl e sl STl o ga 3T Y Jlex Tl 53 S e G SO (oSt
Figure 1- Comparison results of the average interaction effect of salinity stress x algae on fresh weight (a) and

dry weight (b) of geranium aerial parts. In each column, means with at least one letter in common are not
significantly different at Duncan’s 1% probability level.
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Figure 2- Comparison results of the average interaction effect of salinity stress x algae on fresh weight (a) and

dry weight (b) of geranium root. In each column, means with at least one letter in common are not significantly
different at the Duncan’s 1% probability level.
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Figure 3- Comparison results of the average interaction effect of salinity stress x algae on the amount of

chlorophyll a (a) and chlorophyll b (b) of geranium. In each column, means with at least one letter in common
are not significantly different at Duncan’s 1% probability level.
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Figure 4- Results of the comparison of the average interaction effect of salinity stress x algae on the amount of

total chlorophyll (a) and carotenoid (b) of geranium leaves. In each column, means with at least one letter in
common are not significantly different at Duncan’s 1% probability level.
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Table 3- Analysis of the variance effect of different treatments on the biochemical traits of the geranium plant.
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Figure 5- Comparison results of the average interaction effect of salinity stress x algae on the relative water

content of geranium leaves. In each column, means with at least one letter in common are not significantly
different at Duncan’s 1% probability level.
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Figure 6- The results of the comparison of the average interaction effect of salinity stress x algae on the amount

of soluble sugars of geranium. In each column, means with at least one letter in common are not significantly
different at Duncan’s 1% probability level.
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Abstract

The use of biofertilizers is of particular importance in mitigating the effects of environmental stresses
on plants. The present study was conducted to investigate the effect of seaweed extract on the growth,
physiological, and biochemical characteristics of scented geranium (Pelargonium graveolens L.) under
salt stress. Salt stress was applied at three levels (0, 60, and 120 mM) in combination with seaweed
extract (0, 0.5, 1, and 2 g/L) in a factorial arrangement based on a completely randomized design with
three replications. The results showed that salt stress at 120 mM significantly reduced the morphological
traits of the plant (fresh and dry weight of aerial parts and roots) and the levels of photosynthetic
pigments (chlorophyll a, b, and total). The application of seaweed extract alleviated the effects of salt
stress on scented geranium. Under 120 mM salt stress and without seaweed extract, the highest levels
of soluble carbohydrates (36.69%) and proline (37.63%) were observed compared to the control.
Overall, the results indicated that scented geranium exhibited greater tolerance to mild salt stress
compared to severe salt stress, and seaweed extract played a significant role in mitigating the negative
effects of salt stress by enhancing growth and the production of metabolic compounds in scented
geranium.

Keywords: Biostimulant, Dry weight, Environmental stress, Proline.
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