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Effect of Methanol Spraying on Yield and Yield Components of Sunflower
(Helianthus annuss L. Azargol hybrid) Under Different Moisture Conditions
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Table 1- Analysis of variance
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*, ** and ns: Significant at 5% and 1% level of probability and non-significant, respectively.
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Table 2- Means comparison of main effect
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2 e ke

©)

(c1) 1v Aol b 66344 bc 30959 b 4893 b 27035 ¢ 54208 a 52.90
(c2) 1VF clle b 69887 ¢ 29539 a 53.77 ab 28949 ab 6249.1 a 47.33
(c3) 7YY chale a 75872 b 32357 b 4986 a 3099.7 a 65863 a 47.50
(ca) YA clale b 68810 a 353.02 c 4464 b 28136 b 60284 a 4736
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Mean in each column, followed by similar letter(s) are not significantly different at 5% probability level, using LSD test.
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Table 2- Mean comparison of interactions

:JQL.&
BERHEKINEY ails slday J» 05 . ool
b les < s, Sl
. - s H 1) Sl
Treatmen &b Gk s, () 4> (kg/ha) (kg/ha) “ i
ts Seed per Empty seed 1000 seed Seed vield ) ) Harvest
head per head weight v Biological index
yield
Ty a 97248 a 35251 a 5050 a 35269.9 a 7563.93 a  46.96
L 3525.8

T, a 970.14 a 34148 a 5047 a a 7727.00 a  45.60

1

T, a 44842 a 29653 a 4835 a 22386'2 a 458582 a  49.09
L 2219.6
T,a 41807 a 29102 a 4789 a O e 440790 & 5345
C b 95033 b 34538 a 4998 a 33711'8 a 717422 a  47.05
C,ab 98954 b 33233 a 5645 a 34735'9 a 767381 a 4537
I
Cs a 10‘;4'1 b 32568 a 5039 a 38‘;5'6 a 812854 a 4779
3418.1
Coc 90125 a 38459 a 4512 a e 760531 4 4490
C/b 37654 b 27378 a 4789 a 20355'2 a 366740 a 5875
C,ab 40818 b 25844 a 5110 a 23133‘9 a 482440 a 4929
L 2353.7
Cia 47332 a 32144 a 4934 a Y7 e sa414 w4721
Coa 47495 a 32144 a 4416 a 2228'9 a 445151 a 4983
Cia 67311 a 32020 a 5011 b 24678‘3 a 582704 a  42.64
3119.8
C,a 70015 a 29730 a 5319 a % 4 616025 a4 5098
Ti 3082.1
Cia 76936 a 32582 a 4940 a Sla @007 a2 5028
Coa 69918 a 35475 a 4500 ab 28622‘1 a 601014 a 4819
Cia 65376 a 29897 a 4775 ab 29:;8'6 ¢ 501457 a 6315
Cya 69757 a 29347 a 5436 b 26760'0 ab 633796 b 43.68
T,
Cia 74808 a 32130 a 5033 a 3127‘1 a 687061 b 4472
Coa 67702 a 35128 a 4428 ab 27%5'0 b 604667 b 46.53
C/b 93057 a 34492 a 5119 b 3033'0 a 27084 a 4232
C, a 10178'7 a 34501 a 5534 a 37320'1 a 757442 a 4912
I Ty
Cs ab 10155'7 a 33117 a 5089 ab 35956'2 a 753617 a  48.99
Cab 92482 a 38894 a 4457 a 37%0'5 a 787431 a 4741
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Mean in each column, followed by similar letter(s) are not significantly different at 5% probability level, using LSD test.
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