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Tab 4- Variance analysis of the effect of experimental treatments on sunflower dry weight of
Capitol, Lal in pollination and seed yield
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Tab 5- Mean comparison of sample effect of different irrigation levels on capitol dry weight, Lal
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Irrigation levels
4976 a 4/953 a 652/6 a 70-70-70
4661 a 4/486 b 622/2 a 90-90-90
3575 ¢ 4/259 b 546/2 ¢ 110-110-110
4832 a 4/647 ab 637/3 a 90-70-90
4248 b 4/482 b 609/2 ab 110-70-110
3738 ¢ 4474 b 584/2 bc 110-90-110
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Number of column that have same letter are not significantly different
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