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Table. Analysis of Variance effect of planting row distance and plant distance and culivar on

characteristics of nigella Sativa.
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Table 2: Effect of planting rowdistance on characteristics of Nigella sativa.
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Shmilar letters in each column non significant at the %S5 level a ccording to tukey’s test.
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Table 2: Effect of planting distance within plant on characteristics of Nigella sativa

4ls 5 Shas S5 050 4o 03 JssS O35 als 035 < g alols
(LSa 3 p 5 ks) (@r 7222 ¢ 5) (@r 722 ¢ 5) (@r 7222 ¢ 5) (grrereS)  Ga sl
Grain weight Leaf weight Stem weight Pod weight Grain weight  Plant distance
(cm)
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Similar letters in each column non significant at the %S5 level according to tukey’s test.
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Table 4: Effect of cultivar on characteristics of Nigella sativa.
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Table 5: Comarison of means interaction effect cultivar on planting row distance on character
istics of Nigella sativa.
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Similar letters in each column non significant at the %5 level according to tukey’s test.
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Table 6: Comarison of means interaction effect cultivar on planting distancewithin plant on
Characteristics of Nigella sativa.
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Table 7: Comarison of means interaction effect planting distanceWithin plant on Characteristics of

Nigella sativa
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1710/3 b 242/6 B 321/6 b 780/8 b 52/9 b 2 40

944/4d 129/2 Cd 161/3 cd 413/0d 277 c 4 40

793/4 e 84/3D 101/2d 254/4 e 18/1d 6 40

2971/9 a 447/0 A 547/2 a 1343/9 a 98/7 a 2 20

1577/1 be 193/8 Bc 262/0 be 647/6 bc 47/8 b 4 20

1220/3 ¢ 156/9 C 195/0 ¢ 510/8 ¢ 39/9 be 6 20

Aol e S Q}.aﬂwl.w\ﬂ.x.é): 0 JL»“;-\&MJ:)I: e S 35y pde odins DL St 8 3 alle By >
Similar letters in each column non significant at the %5 level according to tukey’s test.

Cde o K dlai o 5o 4ils 5 Sles
So Jlazl mhacs 3 by 8 055 L 5 0
03w San (il e Siad Ao
S bt mhas 3 4ils 5 Shas b 4l 055
g 53 b e 035 L 5 oy Cute Loy
iy e S Aoy S ez
s 3 Shae L als 5150 835 o o3l Ko
(A Jpdr)a g e doo s S lazs| mhas

Dis S = 3s o ol (Sten

s K Sl b 3 J S 035 5 WL
g 53 il e 055 L s e Cte  Stnsen
il e S do s SO e
IS 035 L 3w 035 o o3l Stren
S ezl e 5o il > Shes 5 4ils 035
gl 5o Sl Sl 035 L 5 2 Sute Lo
il e S do s SO e
5l 055 L daaS U5 G o3l (Saees



A 1090 oluG g )les PA o)laids celilse Jlss — ¢,ch) eglc )» Jhag)y dlas

Table 8: simple Correlation Within measured Traits.
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