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(Raphanus Sativus L.)

Effect of different amounts of nitrogen on quantity and quality of radish

(Raphanus Sativus L.)
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Fig 1: The effect of various amounts of Nitrogen on Yield,
Dry matter weight of tuber and Weight of leaf in Raphanus

sativus L.
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Fig3: The effect of various amounts of Nitrogen on

Accumulation of nitrate of tuber in Raphanus sativus L.
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tuber in Raphanus sativus L.
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Table 2: Comparision of mean the effects of different concentrations of Nitrogen on growthindex by LSD exam in probab

level 1% in tuber of Raphanus sativus L.
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Means with the same latter in each row are not significantly different at 1% level probability.
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Table 3: Comparision of mean the effects of different concentrations of Nitrogen on nutrient elements tuber by LSD exam in

probab level 1% in tuber of Raphanus sativus L.
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Means with the same latter in each row are not significantly different at 1% level probability.
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