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Table 1- Analysis of variance of corn traits

&ls 558 0 . L . ) ) B
Bl 'JJ sy el &)}J}daﬂw N s 4ls slaw A;b:)gl‘.c B )_::,UC:L;,
1000 Grain Harvest index Biological yield ) ; -1 Grain yield U SOV
weight gical yr Grain.ear i DF
755.04"™ 17.67™ 1.38™ 3014.50™ 1.53" 3 (R),! SS-Replication
11545.88"™ 865.77"" 172.14™ 277503.83" 85.60™ 3 (N)Oj5 25 358 - Nitrogen
. - - - . B).sl5" ¢ S ~Plantin
24605.84 1385.25 170.89 94827.04 112.36 | ®) s ¢
pattern
. . - - " C) & 95 CiS—Pre-plantin
3233.34 203.06 38.16 21219.02 18.44 | O P ¢
irrigation
1348.36" 30.14™ 19.36™ 11236.97" 11.077 3 N*B
14.18™ 19.71™ 466" 693.64™ 0.97" 3 N*C
21.50™ 7497 0.002™ 2255.53" 035" | B*C
79.38™ 14.61™ 0.59™ 363.66™ 0.08"™ 3 N*B*C
8.31 9.03 7.85 8.65 12.20 oV

AL el pme e 9% 0 0 ) da,—:)b‘j)b@ugr:;j‘\inS}%}

*, ** and ns: Significant at 5% and 1% level of probability and non-significant, respectively

o 35 Dlie p alesT el 56 -Y Jgu,

Table 3- Effects of treatments on measured traits

;JSL«.;
. e ' ds fom s
1 e QDJ)SL.& W OLA 002 I s 4ils sl
b’gij}-‘x% Grains.ear” it
Harvest index . . Grains yield 1000 grains weight ’
%) Biological (ton/ha) (er)
° yield (ton/ha) £
4.14
3715 b 1087 ¢ 242.73 21586 ¢ gmha(n)Y+ 035 5 355 Nitrogen
47.47 a 16.62 a 8.05 281.75 A0LIZ 2 omamyre 03575 25-Nitrogen N
44.4 a 1435 b 6.5 267.09 36604 b o ha(nyFes 5355 55 Nitrogen
311 ¢ 9.41 d 2.91 220.84 898 d i hame . o35 5,5 Nitrogen
3538 b 11.18 b 4.08 233.5 237 D (by)aiss oS5 <215 g 5S1-One row
B
4468 a 14.45 a 6.73 272.71 31399 @ (phis) s e s o S0 -Two rows
5.94 e o
4181  a 1359 a 260.21 29371 a 45" -Pre-plantingirrigation
(€1) ot 953
4.86 < Irricati - C
3825 b 1204 b ' 246 25729 b -Irrigation after sowing

(c2) psm o

LI Gl sre 1% 0 lec]a.»ﬁ&{jl: laals iz 03T a5 51 Ot 2y wlie (o5 > (slyls él.a‘;,:i}l.f
Mean in each column, followed by similar letter (s) not significantly different at 5% probability level, using Duncan test.
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Table 3- Effects of treatments on measured traits

Cals e la igi},ﬁs):‘ ’JSL“-‘ &ls :ng»‘— Ll 05 X )
I o als sl b s
Biological yield Grain.car™ =
Harvest index (%) (ton/ha) Grain yield (ton/ha) 1000 grain weight (gr) '
38.24 b 11.96 a 4.69 a 241.18 a 261.15 c c
B,
32.52 c 10.40 a 3.46 a 225.81 a 212.86 d [
4538 a 15.21 a 7.19 a 279.24 a 326.27 a c
B,
43.99 a 13.68 a 6.26 a 266.18 a 301.72 b [

I gyl gme O % O JLQ:"CL&))&Q'J 6\&\;4;?QijJEleQ)L~ﬁ)> wlie (o9 >~ L;bl;‘gl.n_-xijl:.«
Mean in each column, followed by similar letter (s) not significantly different at 5% probability level, using Duncan test.
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Table 3- Effects of treatments on measure traits

Cals e ls &S5 P 3, Shes als 3 Slos ahs 158 05 s s sl L

Biological yield Grain.ear” I
Harvest index (%) (ton/ha) Grain yield (ton/ha) 1000 grain weight (gr)

31.80 a 9.45 e 3.05 e 222.95 e 173.42 f by

42.49 a 12.31 d 5.23 cd 262.53 c 258.32 e b, N

41.80 a 13.74 c 5.76 c 252.66 c 34226 c b

53.13 a 19.51 a 10.35 a 310.85 a 459.98 a b, e

39.44 a 12.39 d 491 d 244.70 cd 313.43 d by

49.36 a 16.33 b 8.1 b 289.49 b 418.64 b b, "

28.47 a 9.15 e 2.59 e 213.69 e 118.92 g by

33.74 a 9.66 e 3.23 e 228 de 119.03 g b, N

LI Gl sae 1% 0 lec]a.»ﬁ;}gjl: laals iz 03T a5 51 Ot 2 53 alie (o5 > (slyls L5La&:§}l.f
Mean in each column, followed by similar letter (s) not significantly different at 5% probability level, using Duncan test.
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Table 3- Effects of treatments on measured traits

Sl e ls S5 g > Shas wls 5 Shese als 5l 055 : .
. I s &l sl b s
Biological yield Grain.car” =
Harvest index (%) (ton/ha) Grain yield (ton/ha) 1000 grain weight (gr) '
39.71 a 11.62 d 4.67 a 250.43 a 283.30 a ¢
N;
34.58 a 10.13 e 3.61 a 235.03 a 193.43 a c
47.82 a 18.06 a 8.75 a 289.17 a 421.96 a c
N
47.12 a 15.19 b 7.36 a 274.33 a 380.28 a c
47.14 a 15.16 b 7.23 a 274.70 a 387.21 a c
N;
41.65 a 13.56 c 5.77 a 259.48 a 344.86 a C
32.57 a 9.52 e 3.10 a 226.55 a 127.36 a c
Ny
29.64 a 9.29 e 2.72 a 215.13 a 110.59 a c

I gyl gme OB % O JLQ:"CL&))&Q'J 6\&\;4;?QijJEleQ)L~ﬁ)> wlie (o9 >~ L;bl;‘gl.n_-xijl:.«
Mean in each column, followed by similar letter (s) not significantly different at 5% probability level, using Duncan test.
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