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Effect of different application methods and rates of salicylic acid on yield and

yield components of cumin (Cuminum cyminum L.)
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Table 1- Analysis of variance for yield and yield components.

>3 -
3 &ls sl 3 &ls sl 23 o olds BBEYeEY
Sk e 5 - . &> ;JSL,; &ls
¢ 15T e .l o . 1000
SOV Seed no. per Seed no. Umbel no. Seed yleld seed
¢ plant per umbel per plant :
weight
DF
Replication | S& 3 2187.45 * 201 * 9.04 * 214387.37 0.04 ns

1373>1k8.13 0.7 *

A s 5
(A) 2202 B0 uug551 %% 15,98 3.74 ns
Application method
Error ol sl 3 1051.12 1.08 4.97 12679.64 0.00
dewl Clale
(B) ¢Sl 3 5032.75 ** 6.90 ** 4.37 ns 70807.93 * 0.22 *
SA concentrations
AB 3 1866.67 * 1.77 * 6.37 ns 147§3'54 0.03 ns
Error ¢ gl 18 486.38 8.88 2.65 21359.53 0.04
CV 5.42 5.40 5.51 11.90 7.79

LSl eyl gae 5 OLebl %0 48 L Olebl % A0 L (6513 (pne 5 sbte 4 5 5 4118 g

*,** and ns: Significant at the 5% and 1% level of probability and non-significant, respectively.
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Table 2- Mean comparison of yield and yield component in all of treatments
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Jes e Spraying ¢l a 2922 a 1292'3 a  2989a 1378 a 427'15
6&)
Applicatio Imigation ,bT b 27376 MO2 b 20206 12236 %
n method
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Control) 0 & ble
ol il ( ) c 26550 4 2 28.58 ¢ 12.20 ¢ 0
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SA 0/7 cLte a  3.028 a 1352'8 a 3029 a 14.19 a 437'15
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ons 1/5 cLle 'Z 2.728 E 122(3)'8 a 2991 b 13.30 b 414'§
0Ockle 3 2715 a “82'1 a 30.24 b 1271 b 383'3
B 2968 a 1212'7 a  2926b 1284 a 422'3
S ! 0/1
3 ; Sprayin cble
e o OP yg a 3215 a 1482'6 a  300la 1479 a 452'3
x o> 0/7
bl B 2790w 1282'7 a  3006a 1478 a 450'3
A* o 1/5
pplicatio ]
A method ockl o 25052 ®la 204 v )
x SA o pee
, B osaga MO L gosan q1s2 b 622
concentrati LT 0/1 5 0
ons .
Irrigatio cble
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n 4 0
0/7
SBE L o6esa 1609 . gagy q1s3p 3776
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Mean in each column, followed by similar letter (s) not significantly different at 5% probability level, using LSD test.
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