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Table 1- Temperature and precipitation means along agricultural season 2013-2014 months

Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May
(°C) weS sles
12 1.6 5 3 7.8 6.6 20.8
Min. Temperature (°C)
(°C) 4t glos
T 31.2 28 232 28.6 32 40.8 44.4
Max. Temperature (°C)
(mm)_5 L
&k 50.5 53 124.7 2.7 72.3 323 0.1

Precipitation (mm)

)50 S glady (So58 Slo e — ¥ Joutr

Table 2- Physical and chemical characteristics of farm soil

sl ST oS aess A3 53 ey A3 03 fed 03375 Lo s JS

) pH  EC(dSm™)
Texture Organic carbon (%) K (ava.) (ppm) P (ava.) (ppm) Total N (%)

elges 0.73 165 7.6 0.53 74 2.1
Clay loam

a;L&;A:J}»d}\f:;@L:@QW}&—VJ}-‘#

Table 3- Chemical characteristics of cow manure used for experiment

K (%) P (%) N (%) Organic C (%) EC (dS m-1) pH

1.1 0.71 2.33 253 5.26 7.95
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Table 5- Mean comparison of studied traits under nitrogen nutritional systems and mallow densities

= = P 2 3
15 = © D3 = o PARCIE- =) o) A
p 2 dazi J33FE J38E2 Sa9 fys 2.
~ 3 2353 J938F JINEE 1TZ gnhs 4wl
& 37EF ¥hgs2 ¥hysZ 4T g
3 N 58.47b° 79.10 a 107.75 ab 90.09b  991d 1.04 ab
Q
-2 N 7473 a 64.70 11050 a 99.75a  025e 0.99 abe
L 2 b b
8 T
9 g N; 46.87 ¢ 62.55b 72.63 ¢ 83.88c  16.12¢ 087¢
Z E Na 3221e 5320 ¢ 70.18 ¢ 7276¢  2724a  0.98 abc
BN
S Ns 57.47b 78.70 a 10035 b 89.80b 10204 1.12a
=
z Ne 43.96d 60.25b 7223 ¢ 79.77d 2023 b 0.92 be
. MD, 59.90 a 7.98 a c .00 a c .00a
. 9.90 67.98 0 100.00 0 1.00
w iz
13 2 MD;, 54.90 b 65.98 a 92.91b 90.45b  9.56b 098a
Y =
MD; 42.05¢ 6530 a 17390 a 6758c  3242a 097a
Nix MD, 64.90 b 76.80 ab 0i 100 a 0g 1.00 cd
Nix MD, 64.88 b 76.95 ab 11.6e 99.96a  0.04¢g 1.02 cd
N;x MD; 4563 ¢ 83.55a 211.65a 7031de  2970cd  1.09 be
Nax MD, 7493 a 65.70 cde 0i 100 a 0g 1.00 cd
Nax MD, 7473 a 64.80 cdef 111.60 e 99.76a  025¢g 0.99 cd
>
'g Nax MDs; 7453 a 63.60 def 219.90 a 99.49a  05l¢g 0.98 cde
o
L 2 NyxMD, 55.88 ¢ 71.40 be 0i 100 a 0g 1.00 cd
a3 3
,;5 = NyxMD, 50.50 d 57.75 fgh 75.68 gh 90.39 b 9.61f 0.80f
*
T W
3; E Ny MD; 3423 g 58.50 efgh 14220 ¢ 6126f  3874b 082f
N 2
>
3 2 NexMD, 44.50 ef 54.60 gh 0i 100 a 0g 1.00 cd
X
. =]
'l\
9 2 NxMD, 3430 ¢ 53.70 gh 72.68 h 7805¢  2196e 098 cde
S
-
K 2 N 17.83 h 51.30h 137.85 cd 4023g  59.77a 0.95 de
v 5
en
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s (Gl gme Ml (gl s 5 0 C“")’ S ke o (glyls éu@f@gﬂ *
* Means within a column followed by the same letter are not significantly different at the 5% level.
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