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Table 2. Analysis of variance of some physiological characteristics of wheat and barley in different cultivation
systems (monoculture: wheat, barley and agroforestry: barley -almond tree and wheat- almond tree).
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Figure 1. Mean comparison of Proline content of wheat and barley in different cultivation systems. Means which
have at least one common letter are not significantly different (LSD test; <0.05).
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Figure 2. Mean comparison of content of total chlorophyll, a and b of wheat and barley in different cultivation
systems Means which have at least one common letter are not significantly different (LSD test; <0.05).
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Figure 3. Mean comparison of percent protein grain of wheat and barley in different cultivation systems. Means
which have at least one common letter are not significantly different (LSD test; <0.05).
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Figure 4. Mean comparison of leaf area index of wheat and barley in different cultivation systems. Means which have
at least one common letter are not significantly different (LSD test; <0.05).
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Figure 5. Mean comparison of dry matter of wheat and barley in different cultivation systems. Means which have at
least one common letter are not significantly different (LSD test; <0.05).
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Figure 6. Mean comparison of light absorption of wheat and barley in different cultivation systems. Means which
have at least one common letter are not significantly different (LSD test; < 0.05).
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Table 3. Analysis of variance of some growth characteristics of wheat and barley in different cultivation systems
(monoculture: wheat, barley and agroforestry: barley- almond tree and wheat- almond tree).
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Figure 7. Mean comparison of crop growth rate in wheat and barley in different cultivation systems. Means which
have at least one common letter are not significantly different (LSD test; <0.05).
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Figure 8. Mean comparison of net assimilation rate wheat and barley in different cultivation systems. Means which
have at least one common letter are not significantly different (LSD test; <0.05).
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Figure 9. Mean comparison of relative growth rate of wheat and barley in different cultivation systems. Means which
have at least one common letter are not significantly different (LSD test; <0.05).
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