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Table 1- Variance analysis of sowing date and density effect on studied traits in pea as second crop

Mean square

Olry po (SSleo

i olin il Gy P GOME Slami o ailsolam Ve 39 OMEs,Slee o Lolasli ol p0 e asliolan 0 M slam s o ,Kdes
S 29 P
S.0.V ol :l:nt) &g &g e 4310w A1 glgizxe &g &g b w1y als
df. height Pod number Seed number 100 seed Pod green Main branch  Secondary branch Pod number  Grain dry
per plant per plant weight seed yield number per plant number per plant per m’ matter yield
Replication ,!,55 2 6.81 0.14 11.97 3.36 2252.92 0.012 9.903 104.604 309.874
Sowing Date (A) <uils & ,b 3 29.74 88.11%* 9446.28** 491 722370.38** 0.042 7.674 31575.76**  64025.276%*
Error (a) s 6 72.78 3.12 66.78 6.68 13511.77 0.034 10.259 840.907 1384.089
Sowing density (B) cuils o515 3 399.02%* 71.35%* 5668.03** 29.84*%*  149363.38%* 0.545%* 14.574** 50153.29%*  12096.139%*
Cbls o515 cudlS g ,B
. . 9 44.35%* 7.03%%* 556.05** 0.99 9465.60 0.023 2.201 508.977* 790.913
Density «Sowing date
Error (b) s 24 12.54 1.89 66.50 0.76 4117.78 0.011 2.774 178.296 384.252
CV(%) (1) Ol s <y 491 10.59 10.99 3.87 10.28 8.34 11.83 5.74 10.13

*&** Significant at 5 & 1% level of probability

axlllas 5550 Slio 45 CblS 1515 Wil -F Jgaz
Table 2- Study of sowing density on studied traits
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Dissimilar alphabet letters in each column shows the significant difference at 1%
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