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Table 1. Analysis of variance of traits in Aeluropus littoralis.
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Mean of squares a
; St b
R . P . R . &3l
3,{ C]““ Bl K 05 Gle 505 S poslass a3l sldws CL’:)' S.0.V.
DF
Leafarea Stem dry weight Stem fresh Leaf Stem Height
wight number number
*ok *ok *%k *% * . % Le
2475645262 35256.1 421593 2893.01 147.51 57.3™ 1 5%
Mycorrhiza
sese sese . *k *k *k | J G §
694692159 687.5 64613 ™ 2038.09 225.84 557.03 3 ¢ -
BPA
* . . . . . I J s 5 L
80035852 14417 54813 ™ 4320™ 3.93™ 30™ 3 Sl s
MycorrhizaxBPA
folesl gllast
17488204 108.2 1020 32.32 32.16 34.83 40 oS
Error
Ao L] Ve SR
11.93 18.36 17.94 12.72 9.73 7.12 S tcalarter

CV (%)

Aoy ) 50 JLaJ}lclaM)adjad'MaM;()Lﬁ\ﬁJ;q 5"

* and ** Significant at the P<0.05 and P<0.01 level, respectively.
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Table 2. Mean comparisons of effects of Bisphenol A on studied traits in Aeluropus littoralis.

S ol (gr) sle e O3 P (em) glis | (Ppm) (gl J st
Leaf number Stem dry weight Stem number Height BPA
74.8 35.7° 20.9% 43.9° 0
80.8" 44.4° 23.6° 50.1° 5
71.7° 37° 19.3% 41.6™ 10
59° 31.5 16.3° 38.8° 15
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The same letters in each column represent no significant differences between treatmens by Duncan test in 0.05 level.
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Table 3. Mean comparisons of effects of mycorrhiza on studied traits in Aeluropus littoralis.

(gr) sl e 05 S sl (gr) Glo 5035 alo sldas
Stem dry weight Leaf number Stem fresh weight Stem number
1555550 O
18° 66.1° 94.4° 18.8° oSk O
Without Mycorrhiza
I8l b
56.3" 77.1° 232° 21.3° o
Mycorrhiza
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The same letters in each column represent no significant differences between treatmens by Duncan test in 0.05 level.
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Fig. 1. Mean of comparisons the interaction effect Bisphenol A in mycorrhiza for leaf area.
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The same letters in each column represent no significant differences between treatments by Duncan test in 0.05 level.
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Fig. 2. Mean of comparisons the effect Bisphenol A in root colonization percent.

.L.S:ng v/v0 Jw‘da.u_)é Os""’ b}a}] «J“L‘“‘Jf IR 8 Jw‘& C}kﬂ&ﬁ)bd&&c M| r-\.ﬁ }{a‘ﬁ bjwrjh_;.: QLZA JJ?

The same letters in each column represent no significant differences between treatment by Duncan test in 0.05 level.
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Table 4. Analysis of variance of traits in Aeluropus littoralis.

Sl e e
Mean of squares PR
_ s b
5
i O SO ) ) ) [ 4s] SOV,
) 03 ) P 000 i, Cb”“ Ay iy Jsb DF
Root dry Root fresh
. . Root area Root volume Root length
weight weight
*ok *ok sk *ok *ok Y ‘Ln
3235.70 157481 1414965633 51599.1 266.67 1 2055
Mycorrhiza
Hk #k #x #x #x IJ e 2
124.56 6149 34319503 966.5 256.56 3 ¢ -
BPA
* I s X5 Lo
37.19 310™ 41148115 ™ 424 "™ 17.82™ 3 sl d X505
MycorrhizaxBPA
sl gl
25.57 1753 5868967 294.2 22.22 40 S
Error
(Azy3) Ol i >
16.31 14.33 17.30 13.41 8.63 - G

CV (%)
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* and ** Significant at the P<0.05 and P<0.01 level, respectively.
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Table 5. Mean comparisons of effects of Bisphenol A on studied traits in Aeluropus littoralis.

em) ey Job M7 ke (C0) i o (@) a2 5 03 (ppm) 51 J e
Root length Root area Root volume Root fresh weight BPA
35.35 8435° 46° 97.5° 0
35.21 15008.6" 57° 107.7% 5
31.62 13291.4° 56.3" 116.3° 10
28.51 7126.4° 45.4° 79.1¢ 15
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The same letters in each column represent no significant differences between treatments by Duncan test in 0.05 level.
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Table 6. Mean comparisons of effects of mycorrhiza on studied traits in Aeluropus littoralis.

(€0) iy o CORENSRNTY Mm’) ey mhe (oM ey Jsb
Root volume Root fresh weight Root area Root length
1555k O
28" 59.7° 7126.2° 31° S O
Without Mycorrhiza
15556 b
74.4° 140.7° 14804.5° 34.34° oSl b
Mycorrhiza

AL e r/v0 JL‘»:}le.w): oSSl Qj,eﬂwblﬁ o 2o Jele C}Jﬂwu O ols s I ¢.\.cf<\.g Osiw o 53 alin Ly >
The same letters in each column represent no significant differences between treatments by Duncan test is 0.05 level.
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Fig. 3. Mean of comparisons the interaction effect Bisphenol A in mycorrhiza for root dry weight.
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Table 7. Analysis of variance of traits in Aeluropus littoralis.
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Fig. 4. Mean of comparisons the interaction effect Bisphenol A in mycorrhiza for chlorophyll.
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