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1.Conventional Tillage 

2. Reduced Tillage 

3.�No Tillage 
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4. Organic Carbon 

5. Bulk Density 
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Table 1. The result of some physical and chemical properties of field soil  
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0-30 86 8 6��16.3 5.84 1.65 1.3 6.7 

30-60 81 9 10��16.5 6.6 -��1.3 6.6 

60-90 80 11 9��17.2 7.3��- 1.2��6.6 
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Table 2. Mean of soil organic carbon, soil bulk density and soil cone index under the treatments of study�
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Figure 1- Interaction effect of experimental treatments on the bulk density (a), organic carbon (b), cone index (d) and 

grain yield (c), 1000 kernel weight (e), no. kernel/row (f) and plant height (g).�
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Means with similar letters are not significant difference at 5% of probability level according to Duncan's Multiple��
Range Test.��
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Table 3. Mean of grain yield, 1000 Kernel weight, no. kernel/row and height of plant under the 

treatments.�
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���8���<���%!��

Treatments��

������$5��6��

Y���5<����	!Z��

grain yield 

(ton/ha)��

�������;<������

Y/$2Z��

1000 Kernel 

weight��

i
�����0K!��

�����������h ��

no. 
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Y.�����$��Z��

height of 

plant (cm)��
����
���������      ��������������������������������������Tillage��   � �

�������������&%�#    ������������������C��CT�DConventional�� 13.15
b� 345.00

a
 14.07

a
 191.21
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a� 345.20

a
 14.59

a
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No tillage and planting at the top of furrows 
10.59

c
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a
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a
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No tillage and planting on the base of furrows 
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a
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Different letters in each column shows significant difference at 5% of probability level.��
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