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Evaluation of the effects of steckling weight and planting density on
monogerm sugar beet seed yield and quality

"W eyl 5 higeny denl,  eoblchug Al oy | lislind ame , ) lesodlj 3ol dyaw

S Aol g og i) (ig U yp STYAY L S 13 g (slige 3 T, g0LT wgy g, laniilias Lo, les 0515 Gdlo .
V=AY (V)Y 0 W8k 080 oot sl LS lusgas 5 3,Sles yo

by

5 9 S Sluogad (g9, CuiS Aol g o7 (i) (jg Jols 93 ;1 By e Ca oy o
S Liiod o] )d VYVA § VTVY gl b Sd yuiie AORY o8, LSk} 5000 dill i s
Yoo (oS aasSy 3l yieS) iliseo 331l aw bog Wiy o339 cadllae owl 33 .93 ,5 1yal Jud,l (g5,9UiS
13 (50 slule 900 (fo ) gdans duws by iy oy Aeold g ol 5,5 13 (0,5Fos B ¥oog o ,5Ye0
eyt 3330 S5 b (oM oS SIS B 3 nnb S b B 3 B S
S N9uSy g s ) S Olho Wiy ewldCoty ) Wlho Joldd 7 pb (] 45 B g S o3Il .cd )5 1,3
O Amold )3 udi a5 313 i Jeols gl dgs 0590 pdy Mo yd g 4l B3I &9 397 Bgd o Iyl
WU aTg,0 i 2,Slos g £,845 L5 3l (Gg,y 2 w00 SO g iy Jlosin] a3 i i Wbdigy
Ao DY oo 1y aTgr 40 ji 3Slas o Solwleds Lo I adig dlold Wol381.5,1 (541> Jxo
3 (ouin €10 G¥/0 oy B L) 3,155 19 e ) camgo iy (39 I3 005 il
30l G g B (JI s 35 9 (0 )0) Y lime @) Fiailer 4 3B 3, libiwl iy 3 Sles il
S 995 e ] 31 b (Wg2e8T5 i) Laigy abold (pial31 u5 (gamjl -l (Jjailen (5158 o
= 3dlaa 4 a8 3,laliwl i o Slos WAl g Jidiles SBIPST g S g ¢ pio Jno€ /0 Iy B L
PSS Voo LVee g9 d oloog iy ol L (JUS,5 0,5k YYA/1T) il & 58
ol Cawddy yio il e CulSalold

2 3,Sles 0z i)y S Aol Wi jate ye (ST e 50k Hh  Jwd,l rglST (sojlg

18,1 Olidot duwhe elecle gac — )

Ji 5 5 (2155 5 €8 ik o alolon sae — ¥
by doly (oMl o] olSetily (6)5LiS 218l ole it guie — ¥



Laasedy )y ojll iol3al as aly L o lwVe %Y+
i) i 3,Slas ul8l 1 ogdle sz o815
OSYIYY g VAY Jolse a0l Ay jdy
9035 Fhe j8 g M) Cluogad g9, ()i
oSS pial—S g o) 0 -l Lo
oJa}él a5l Loz QSLQ"’—C)ﬁ—%) .)‘.)_é.}' - digm
59y b Uyl (3= )93 Jo-b g oo
L (Podlaski 1987b) S_ w¥ss-s b o Lials
Youy. n,_ﬂ)_u 9.) ).) d).\) dLmb_W) wl_g_g
g S Saliocdlas ol i B b
Bordei ) ug—ols g (635 0 SieloS &g 4
oili8l L as ol 5158 5.5 (and Tapus 1981
3 Sles cpyayio 3 g gy & dw jl By o515
9 5LS .8l Lalidl jLSa s 5SS AV 4 VY.
Gg w15 )y 5l (Kaw and Mir 1975) ,.
i 45 ol LS g 03,8 dslllas (e LV 4
@y Juolgd jl eslaiwl &y bais 4 5, Sdas yiSTas &
o e 38es e oy ) 3 sl )L
by Gl (LS pY/OY) ye Bl g (LS )
Byl i S Cluoga s L |l

9 Ub9) iy (1jg ASgeSTyT ale (el Jale
d—’)b)‘ LS’L"’“—M")‘?‘" )l ool 9 wl)ﬁ CJ)L

WS> LadSgy (St 3158y g9y 85 gy S

Aol
Lol slaasiy; Ayl a5y o cplsgrs b
o Lo pgdJlo o dyuise plon (slaplil 0l 5
Cowl dtuly Ladsiyy plad jl o, 5V L can
U 56l gadgec) Ll §(Balan et al. 1991)
A g Gliee ) Ladomi) ojlil angs LB
ol ol a8 plaitless |y ub s
3pSdos g 03y lise Gl whe ke sla ingh
S slaadn,) bilal pad S5 3l 5 5
Saini et al. 1977; Balan et al. 1978; )cul
> a2l (Nicolau 1978; Podlaski 1987b
Iy Ladseiyy 35l ials et o a8 cuily as g
p3> Jlw 3 (AL o815 ialidl Ly gy
9y S U oS Gl g — 0 3, Sl
sl anih poo S b S
cuiS sy o (Balan and Zagorodnii 1986)
Ois b (lbazniy) & Cusl o oaly (L g5 Jlas]
5 099 (srolio 810l glow )3 (6510 gz p SV
ol Sl oad g (p) 57 ) 58,5 ladondy,
.(Korzhenko and Tretyak 1980) sio o 4o
cils L, (1986) 35515 5 oYl
v g S DY Bl 0 L olsasni,

9 YexV0 ’ISLSQ L 99 (s b ‘n)_f\[)'

Sl slaasingy b use b A JEsl by, 0 =)
Ll 5 X0+ (s i b i, « (Steckling)
CdS ey Jluw o yi ag cae (G5 liej Sl 48 39 0

N o0



oladss ollwa! ;o Jlw 93 Gae 4y W8 ,0as
)l o adyuie (55 )d Mg 1S5 (550l
25 el
W dg, 9 dlge

o153 sy S yb 5l Gilafl nl
YA 9 VYWY ol (b LSS g b (@M culwl)
A dFA L) syl (gyslis” alabos oS! 5
5 42)VA oLl joye 9 (b addSYe o Jobo
(Weomic) (g -2 ool ((Jlod (155 agBo¥'+
Ot (W2) ep)S e+l a8 (W) o a1 o 5
GyS g3 p SV Ve (o (Wa) g p)SVer BV
(D) cuts by lad g5y Laase o Aol 5 ¢ Lol
(D2) ¢)—to 5Lw¥+ (D1) o 4 jl S e
sohate (28 ©)S )3 pio Bl (D) g yie lwds
ol ddhis awldlen Oledbl Y Jods j> 605
o1 ool L ialejl (gl sl gla Jls b )b
ol

and ) 9597 )55k o8 slaeedy; CudlS
o pdy Oygo (wd Oygods Jlo pp (0359, pgd
Py sks Ve Jolid bodsie ©jgo 4y (ldsS
Sy palls jaud p SolS e g alls 5950
el 55 )bgd g bl cuslS Cldas 51 L
Gy o] S i L ez 0 9 003 o
Lo jloss 2 )k Jpase Jlops cépd plosl olS s

e Sl g g cibp oy e pow dad jd

D (95 >

WAY /Y oyl /Y A /038,05

Al
Podlaski ) S.Y»s, (Bordei and Tapus 1981)
V0l asidyy oyje Liul8l a8 ol Lis (1987a
il 2oyd A Sles GlE1 pogMe p SV
Sl (JLops ul s oo Gl 33l 35 1) g 5ok
e 9y oiloil L (1977) o8 5 islo S
rdy) Ojg ol 45 Al ) domdyy glate B3l
i,k ASOlogad 5 )k (St 5y 656
5 Sl )5 i (b )h Sjaler g alld a5
9> jl edlazwly (Scott and Longden 1973) .Y
aS a3 S e Sl 5 YO @)y dlold
PSSl B ed) J—els— 8l edl_car il
=il e o 3y Slee al3 81 jeg¥—g
5 Sy Lol oo il 8 351y ol
L (Lachowski and Howwicki 1973) ;92
oSl e g B0 Fe Chdy o Jolsd Sl gpSe e
9y 80 @Sy o515 il 4 sols )18
2l g a5l o G5s (S pedl g Slaw
D0 H4 s cluogas
s g ) doniy) Bjlul Cuenl 4 a2 g,
e = Sy onl 186 b0 j) 2T 5 aByuise
gohw 5l i ob g )k S Cluogas g Wy
Sbsy ryedes I (S plyin S5 o515 il
o=l hesdn sleasio, b3lal ) BMS! Laws
Oi9 O 39290 baly) an (olied Ban b o)

o (S g (oS Sluogad b g 1515 g ais



o3l U L lg05 s i s MSTATC lséla
26,5 sl STATISTICA 58ls
Oy (Rl A8 Al pasiie (peyp opl 3
(o] L5 015 (595 2 (sl sine L s iy
o pgig Jlenl waw )3 31 (pl g andly g
sladgiz)ud basls (il coge g 039 )l dne
LS plas Gl LS gedge ool (V5 Y
oSl il Sy b olyen WB)aike (654 ladiy:
Balan and Zagorodnii )cul (5,4 (sbas_ i,
Ladigy oy dold > 455 .(1986; Podlaski 1987
=8 B ol g9y do > g Sl o )3 3
2B g 5,0 5,Slee (595 do)> Ko a3
il A4S 5900 an (Y Jpda)eudly 6 ine
15 cavgn oyt BluFr 4 Fe ki oy Aol
L5 SHIY L Y810 jl oad ag e yp 4l ol
s Gali8l (4w Joiz) b (Il Gy > (23
Biod ol yid gy alold ioliel 51 s Lolasls
S ) g slribi—o Sl STy
ol 00 Sl JILE lo ply i e
-0rhd e 6yh g 0 N Ojle oo
Ll ol comger o8Im0 ialS (g390-2 b
g Vo ol -z 2l p -l
YO sl oSl 5 5l oslial L 3 (1986) _idg,5T;
oeals a s uoly lis y e lwVe s Ve g Ve s
L aSg ) )de 3y Sas (l381 jogdle 19,0815
Oil38l Gz go Ag Ay Cluogad p (5,550
gl 2gd o 45 )i paw > BLb N> lady

Feoog e a o lofe jl ladig dbld )38l (Ko

sl ha id Jold o8 O)5 e
o a2l o9 yie LD Jolgd 4 g yie b Jsbo
13 sl Alols b by o 3 &S oyl
O St Lol maiged W gionds a5 jlas
bd g g adp o il g cwlidesy, Clis
I8 59, S i plogl (Bolal ©)gody andl>
13 e il sl 5 Lolisls sl cliv wilsy,
LadSgr 1 Kooy 40> 5y Slos Ly 5 Cud Iading
oSy il b los (leg cutlay 53 b (g o5l
Jolae (aw 5 Bio by bd jlea slel g 1l
W AP SIVICARYA o
3,0l Hin J S olKiislojl 55 s g5 o
9 02395 )l g w8yl )3 A g 2L
s i S Olie b 55 ol Cogly (i
3372 0js «idler doyd ol Bl aje e
ooy g pyiate i dopd ( Sialley (Bles,
Oladod duwdo jlo S ali.;:.llnﬂ 5kl
o 3)Sles lliogpl > b plosil (g )5) 48 ) hiie
L asyje )3 Jlasiul jh) plsyds 3)Sles )50 93
=ile an L8 okl )4 g (2 )Bolge Bl
k8 s 4 e, je > Jlasal Hhs jl i)
Jlo o0 9 099 0,5 Jbyé pio Lea¥/0-Y/0 Jolse
L5 )50 (Wil oo (Sjalsr )8 Ao pddo (gl
S yo ol s ol 48)S 18 L
sl s gejl) Slao (1Ske duslio g ol

Sl eySo e L (do oy Jleis! pdaw 3 = oSSl



L as ob lis 30 (19878) (SwVg g oo (390
PS5 Ve N0 5l gyd glaaomdyy ojluil ol 3l
o) 31 deols 5t i Skos ol l33l gl
(il oy g e3gm Sy 6y sladndy)
059 ool inlejl > acndl iy 75 YL
g ey hio )3 (59; (S e b sy hslaazedy
oM (V7 Jgim ol yioy (Sjadler (Bl
ol e g9y = sotelejl b 5 (1978)
03958 A8 )didx )h Mg (e p )d slaazdy)
g 0

alols il ialoesl ol gols 4 as g b
GRS Ty Cage BN ()h iy o
¥/0 S50 a8 Ly (gy9d ohew ialj8l 5 54 85101
s LS Jlhe > Gl ol 055 e o ko
Lol Olie 4 (e ke Y/0-¥/0) 3jlubl )5d,
Pospisil and ) Suliwge 9 Jummol (Ya JS5)04
o)l 095 Alwdw wyp 5 55 (Mustapic 1999
Y10 yody s Lyiall b Wiy w515 a3l 4 oy
olyai yio keot/0 1,5VY yods ialS g yie L Y0
(Slavov et al. 1997) | )LSen 5 BgMul .0l oo
Sl s G5y o815 RIS S 3,8 GBS 5
dgdise ol il (5 9 5 85l
alegp o (Hilerdo)d il (&S phe Clao
¥l ladsy ol (oli8l b ol jen a5 geia
bl jods 5 Slas 1 duojodi Jolrs ¢yio 5l +

iy o abols il58l 5T (YD SS) wbanls

WAY /Y oyl /Y A /038,05

9 Ve Jole Ci 5 Sl (Rl coge yia il
2 s 0y Sdas w0l pl o 010,8 do)yd YY/O
ol a0 FY/IVY g VF/FF ol o |y 4
(Y Joaz)ols
oRIBl cage o)k laaiy) iy Wil
o)‘.A_»l))_mu_Lm Y/0-¥/d O )_Ia.‘) l_’ 6)9;\'? P )
9 Y10 jloie B L (5y9d pte il g (3,15l
o yioli 8l olas S o b, e Lo Y/0 5l , S
L olyon xS0 yle a4 (V2 JSd) 050 o sixe
a8 B3ga e 3l ()in slmazing) (55 Lil38)
A oS Vee¥er g VerVee g p Saasy
e del)aalls b duolie ) ao p38/Y 4 /Y Joles
O B8 b 69k e d(adnyonj oieles] 29
oS i 503 soms j) 5 03938l o Lio T/O-¥/0
dooyd Gl o) splaledaniog 0jy pRIF!
3929 L 48 Wb crge (S (Bl ok (Sl
3y Slos o d)lhs i 4 bk 5 Slas ialS
LoV e 4 (Siailes a4 (o8 o bl
35 3 digen (¥ Jgiz 51D IS5l ol
Bl g e cl czge (A slhasdy)
4235 dopd i g 93 Plae s e il
0l 30 VC JSb p aS s e (VC D)
Ojs S slada; 0jy L3Sl Lelyen 5 0
355 I3 L2 pp 3 pyTsie sodh doyd 5 &l )lje
35 (1986) (539,515 5 Vb sl (I3l Jy
g pyS Be=Yee ojlasl o b plaasdy, jl eslawsl b
o3l sl iolidla S usaly li s py S VO —A.
Olie) i 3 8des il carge )d laaoeiy)



5 @ il 3 .cdl Gl sy pSeks
Caw (59, (Leibovich et al. 1993),L Son
b oly ol 5 by colly 50 0515 5 S
My slacaws 50 2 Sles oy i &5 pl 395
oS L (V) prewder s p3belly 5 otes S )
olaidl o33l oy iy Lol 0 g o il VoY
92 rbe Wy g s S (65 Wy bl s ||

ol Casds yio gl VeuYe (S5 L b
Ao 2581 45 €4S (lgiisn sl (S oy
Sz gl ojy ol SW p baig o
5 (oo pssd cliwe ) 38l oy I3 g
35 s (dmoplee Gliee 40) Siale (Blyse
ORI L a5y o515 Shals ooy (VE JS)
Al L o dme g (232 e 4 g aib)lia (o
ool p1ai 5l a3 g olian p)jsie oy oy

WNdgs 5 xe

Sl s olyan 5 033 i S

= o) dFY Polre o SluwF ey ¥rol aasgy alold
Ay ol aull.ad 03438 digryd Hh Sles Hlade
o Blwseds Foil laasg alols yiulj8l a5 cusls
dalg 30 Mo ) IYY/D (l5ee 4 wgy STy ialS Cge
doopd ¥V & a2 gl cggecme 10 (S 9 295 o0 o
3 pSes ol cdla) @in S5 )4 5 Ses 38l
o colich Laass (e dols ialidl )b 5l )4
Al dog BB (yp oml 5l ol b
L S el ags iolesl ) 55 (1987b) Sw¥s
g 53 0ad Wi o (e g o1 Gl
50 0 Sxir loamdy) CllS L (g9 25 o alS
o 0y Slas d S Ben 0 g Ve Ve (Sl
9 (85— Ay A5 ) £y SYF/Y 5 W/Y Jolso
aS a5 Seanlie 365 iulosl )3 55 (1981) gl
A B LYerer slasg oS5 mli 8ol

AV 4 VY- dgas 0 0 Slas e )iy

Table 1 Agrometeorological informations of Ardabil station in 1998-99

Jw ole (5 5l a2 o)led Lawsgie ()il baussie (Facshe) S5k
Year Month Mean Temperature(°C) R.H.avg.(%) Precipitation
ol Sl Lagia (mm)
Minimum  Maximum Average
VY May 5.48 18.02 11.75 70.00 74.6
1998  June 9.12 24.20 16.66 66.36 31.8
July 12.26 25.02 18.64 71.50 5.1
August 12.25 24.93 18.59 68.92 5.8
VA May 3.88 14.42 9.15 73.79 50.8
1999  June 6.83 23.18 15.01 64.73 2.3
July 9.53 24.31 16.92 67.42 2.3

August 12.54 28.00 20.28 62.45 3.1
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Table 2 Summarized combined ANOVA of measured characteristics in two- year experiments (1998-99)

olalejlayge (sl gse
Studied factors

(Mean squares) clu ye (pSibe

2 Bly =SBl Sles (223)k5 olsly o @5 -
o5 | F FERILYSCS Seed distribution based on @ g
@l; e %) (49529 3) h 0 > 3 _
(d.f) Gy Axillary  Seed diameter(%) = £ g < 3
Main branch/ yield Vo py o Y-¥la ¥y 9 é\ > =2 25 .
. S = A E 35 .
pranchy Pl @pla) Ll e e 120 4,8 b5 gE
plant <35 3545 >45 &£ 32 FE Fg 3
mmommooomo 320 35 55 g5
= 3 2 =g
o T E = S
& o
o

Monogermity (%)

(65,5 pSokS) i ,hes
Seed yield(kg/ha)

fl>).»
Crude seed
oiles 42 5 lukewl
Standard-viable seed
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Year(Y) J

J IS
R(Y)
Steckling o )0)9
weight(W)
W*Y wxdayojer b
Error a a glas

Planting density(D) cuiS il
CuiSilols # Lo
D*Y
S ALold sanmiy )y
W*D
CuiS Aolbmaniyyjgr Lo
W*D*Y
Error b s
() b
CV(%)

o A~ BN O B~ DN D~ P

N
N

10.92**
0.138
1.268*
0.235ns
0.262
0.130ns
0.227ns
0.405*
0.084ns
0.093

10.43

577.4%*
0.777
0.786ns
2.222ns
0.783
5.579*
4.036ns
0.978ns
0.725ns
1.247

17.38

157.0**
2.479
0.098ns
0.476ns
1.999
12.13**
0.862ns
2.993ns
0.976ns
2.088

16.08

3.745ns
6.662
0.447ns
4.748ns
3.134
7.919ns
2.267ns
7.289*
2.585ns
4.804

24.02

13.28ns
27.688
16.63ns
52.61ns
33.973
32.26ns
0.118ns
19.964*
12.22ns
25.263

7.81

3.664ns
20.098
22.33ns
25.02ns
21.360
8.684ns
1.698ns
24.82ns
14.527
15.030

14.65

5535**
75.823
8.344ns
64.69ns
75.432
4.246ns
3.306ns
17.61ns
18.65ns
32.284

7.24

0.852ns
0.571
0.054ns
0.126ns
0.173
0.045ns
0.036ns
0.061ns
0.056ns
0.116

6.54

3.425ns
2.003
0.189ns
2.456ns
0.160
0.088ns
0.125ns
0.112ns
0.106ns
0.303

14.69

0.125ns
0.103
0.176ns
0.251ns
0.841
0.315ns
0.256ns
0.160ns
0.125ns
0.174

8.95

28.65ns
17.971
7.406ns
6.125ns
52.950
52.99ns
35.15ns
41.948*
35.26ns
19.675

4.95

44950ns
22257.2
11273.5*
74566.2ns
60327.4
7657.7ns
8596.3ns
13197.9*
3365.4ns
9105.632

8.82

3362.5ns
3725.314
1562.5ns
33653ns
5824.896
1309.6ns
3562.3ns
1763.83*
2365.3ns
1362.293

18.36

ns, * and ** not-significant and significant at the 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively.
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Table 3 Means comparisons of measured characteristics in studied steckling weight and planting density levels

Ohlejljge (sl i85

Studied factors Bls eS8 i Sles (2o p)lad ol s @9 — (HUS)3 ) 5kS) s 3 )Slas
Lol Gy (55,505) Seed distribution based on 7 % Seed yield(kg ha™)
Sy Axillary  Seed diameter (%) £ 2 o3 < c =
Main  branch/ yield(@ Yo YR vesv 8 b AZ aE 2 ‘-
B 5 EE= 4 E 3 8 1, 3
branch/  Plant plant) ol mle mke 32 4 S Qﬂ S 4% 3 g 38
plant 85 3545 45 &S 3 :  FE Rg 4 B 32
mm mm mm gé /2% A@E N g g A’lé 2 g
5 = 8 ~ 8 S <3 7o
& o 2 3
0} Y&
Steckling weight(W)  asiy, 5
<100 g (W1) 7.167b 47.536¢c 85.464b 9.26 a 25.48a 65.26 a 78.24 a 5.229a 3.863a 4.556 a 89.33 a 1053 b 170.80 a
100-200 g (W2) 9.870a 53.149b 89.084a 9.03a 26.80 a 64.15a 79.07 a 5.263a 3.641a 4.649 a 90.69 a 1013 b 201.17a
200-300 g (W3) 9.888a 59.160a 83.182c 9.09a 27.10a 63.81a 78.09 a 5.147 a 3.727 a 4772 a 89.70 a 1180 a 21121a
Planting density(D) cuiS Aol
40 cm (D1) 8.316c 46.461b 72127c 9.63a 26.76a 6355a 78.83a 5152a 3.669a 4528a 88.85a 1102 a 211.66 a
50 cm (D2) 9.166b 47.036b 82.540bh 8.60a 2584a 6555a 7854a 5230a 3.740a 4.635a 88.79a 1088 a 194.03 a
60 cm (D3) 94443 66.348a 10297a 9.14a 26.78 a 64.08a 78.06a 5257a 3.822a 4.815a 92.07a 1058 a 197.48 a
D*W interactions W |l 3l
D
W1.D1 7.223e 46.335d 77.945f 9.92ab 26.47ab 63.52a 77.74a 5.118a 3.762 a 4353a 90.06ab 1099 abc 216.44 ab
W1.D2 8.167d 46.000d 79.818e 9.02ab 25.11b 65.87 a 79.42 a 5.314a 3.952a 4425a 88.46ab 1046 cd 184.25 ab
W1.D3 6.112f 50.272c 98.629b 884ab 2485b 66.31la 7758a 5256a 3.876a 4.891a 89.46ab  101lcd 171.71b
w2.D1 7500e 41945f 60.383h 857ab 282lab 63.14a 80.84a 5154a 3.526a 4.44la 9l.44ab 1070bcd  217.10ab
wW2.D2 10.33b  44558e 91.964d 9.00ab 25.93ab 65.07a 7859a 5210a 3.494a 467la 8850ab  1019cd 194.84 ab
wW2.D3 11.78a 72.943b 11491a 9.50ab 26.26ab 64.23a 77.79a 5426a 3.902a 4.836a 9212a 953d 191.58 ab
w3.D1 10.22b 51.102c 78.324f 10.40a 25.61ab 63.99a 77.84a 5184a 3.720a 4.791a 85.06b 1136abc  201.46ab
W3.D2 8.997¢c 50.550c 75.839¢g 7.80b 26.48ab 65.73a 77.64a 5.166 a 3.774 a 4808a 89.40ab 1195 ab 203.01 ab
W3.D3 1044d 75.828a 95.384c 9.07ab 29.22 a 61.71a 78.82a 5.090 a 3.688 a 4.718 a 94.64 a 1208 a 229.16 a

Means followed by similar letters in each column are not significantly different at 5% levels of probability —.sls L (ol sxe M| do ydgiy Jloinlpdaw )3 s S jitia oMo s ygiwcss > a8 (oolael T
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Fig. 1 Variation of seed size distribution(a),
raw and standard seed yield(b) and seed
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