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Table 1- analysis of variance for experiment traits

Bl Sl oy SEEE sl g JT G dhanlyys I sl I
Diry stigma Freshstigma  Dry flower  Fresh flower p wgalyl T
welght welght welght welght Number of flower Df Soy
0/001™ 0/ 0027 005 0512 S/541m 2 Rep ,1.55
0/037° 0025° 1/647° 5/90° 176,041° 1 () clls T
Planting method
0,002 00011 0073 017 11201 2 Error Uas
0064+ 0058 1/379+ 1208 346,810+ 3 Corm (B) ;L 513
density
0/0032" 0/00051™ 0231 026" 152 3 (AxB) Jdze;t
Interaction efiect
00014 00023 0067 032 TE2T 12 Error Uas
18492 9,37 12752 9,85 5% POV clns wos

il oo La A8 pbiays gls o gla e ZE pos KLy ool T b sd s e

e, 1 Non significand Significant ai 5 and 1% probahility level, respeciively.

DUNCAN QS‘“)T 3l eolaswl b QP)T 3 50 Wlho (Sl s i -Y Jguo
Table 2- Comparison of experiment trait means by DUNCAN test

A S g BT g Ll.f\j_u.\_'iv 33 ,_|f PESTY] ,zll_n-u;l-b_,_'p,_b‘ Aoy Livs Lo
Dry stigma Fresh stigma Dry flower  Fresh flower weight Number of flower Treajhn-ent
veight Grgha) weight (igha’) weight(igha')  Gigha') pern? _
_ - - - . Planting method (4)
1/60h 4/80h 18/10b 52 i 43/25h Al
2/40a §/50a 23/30a 62402 48 jd6a A2
_ - - - 5 Corm density (B)
0/75d 3/00c 15/T0e o504 Jo,83d Bl
1/6%¢ 4/00h 18/10¢ 53/90¢ 43/50¢ B2
2/34h 5/50h 22 40k G410k 48/83h B3
321a b6720a 26602 T2/50a Sd/66a B4

RICRT KT IE Y, Wi LR N R AR F - P E RS L TR JE-RP -1 3 T R 41
Mleans followed by non-simdlar ke tiers ineach cohmm are significanidly diferent at p=5%

09031 9390 i (ray (Fuwnod culps -V Jyuz
Table 3- Correlation coefficient among experiment traits

AN Sl iy AT 0y ._L': s gy I‘_IS PRy

Drystigma  Freshstigma  Dryvflower Fresh flower

s voely go  IF ol [l T

weight weight weight weight Number of flower Trait_
1 Number of flower
1 098 Fresh flower weight
1 091 081 Dry flower weight
1 0487 047 028 Fresh stigma weight
1 095 02 096 097" Diry stigma weight

uoyd 5w o B [lesl phia ga gla Cen s gla ce e wwd T 0 AR, Ne [
ng**,*: Non -gignificant Significant at £ and 1% probahility level, respectively.
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Fig 2- Effect of planting method on dry stigma weight
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