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Effects of humic acid and irrigation yield components of maize single cross 704 in Zabol Rrgion.
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Table 1. Soil specification site testing

S S sla Sig Soil physical properties

S obews sla 534 Soil chemical properties

2>l luie Index value  asLs oU Index name

5 o9} Sandy loam S cél Soil texture

9 , %o, Clay percentage
34 lew w0 Percentage of silt
35 v &s,s percentage of sand

we>Ls lase Index value

8.10
1.53
0.10

115
8.9

=L b Index name

pH
EC S, eyl dS.m)
N Js ;) (ppm)

K Gix JB vy (ppm)
P iz 46 aus (ppm)
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Table 2 - Analysis of variance of maize traits under the influence of irrigation interval and humic acid

5.0.V s e @olilazys el e o5 L o @l s > b G5 gl
T df 1000 GW Seed per ear Ear per plant  Plant height
Block S5 2 22074.48028™  44484.2500™  0.43000000™  714.19444 ™
Irrigation interval ¢ LT ;g0 2 3106.86861™ 132031.0000"  0.67000000™  906.77778"
Error A all glas 4 7265.00194 3079.7500 0.23500000 72.40278
Humic Acid Al Sogats 3 241.71296™ 18750.9167™  0.19962963™  1111.00000
HA*I Soosed x5kl 6 7273.14491™  22809.6667°  0.58407407°  2362.33333"
Erorr B o sl 18 4349.56 8850.25 0.168 327.44
CV (%) Sl g o - 20.10 21.97 14.22 11.49

bl oo do )0 Sy 5 g Jliz sk jo I cixe BB g o gime M pas Kby ol 4y w9 % S
ns, *, **: Not significant, significant at 5 % and 1 % levels of probability, respectively.
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Table3 - Comparison of the average of maize traits under the influence of humic acid and irrigation

Slows Pl o ails slaws agr yo PO olass g el

Treatments Seed per ear Ear per plant Plant height
(N.0) (N.0) (Cm)

AB, LSS atan o ), F 522.00 ® 3.40 % 182.67 %
AB, LSS waa Y ja w5, £ 612.00° 3.60 % 190.00 *
A;B; LS atan ¥ jo sy, # 509.00 3.33 ¢ 182.67 %
AB, SLSG aian F e w5, £ 509.00 ® 3.06 <4 175.00 @
A,B, LSS aide yo w3, 4 490.00 *® 2.93 dbed 166.67 ™
A,B, JLSS aan ¥ ,e w35, 4 492.00® 2.93 dbed 168.33 ¢
A,B; OLSs aan ¥ ye w35, 4 490.00 *® 2.73 bd 153.33 b
AB, SLSs aan F o %59, 4 353.00 ™ 2.66 >4 153.33 b
A3B, OLSs atae o w35, VY 280.00 ¢ 2.53 bed 128334
AsB, LS aan ¥ je 50, VY 336.00 ™ 2.66 4 145.00 ¢4
A3B; LSS aan ¥ jo 559, VY 280.00 ¢ 2.46 < 121.67¢
A;B, LS aiin F o s, Y 264.00 ¢ 2.26¢ 121.67¢
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In each column, the averages with common alphabets, based on the Duncan multi-domain test, are not significant at the

probability level of 5%.
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Irrigation round at three levels: 6 days (A;), 9 days (A,) and 12 days (A3). Humic acid has four levels: By, B,, B; and B,

every other week,
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Table 4. Comparison of the average of maize characteristics under irrigation and humic acid

Treatment JoNG sl 09
Irrigation round skl jg0

6 days (A)) (sal3) LSS 59, 7 344.59°
9 days (A,) LG 59, 4 327.14*
12 days (As) LSy 35, VY 312.45°
Humic acid Sl Sagunr

Once a week (B)) (ools) )b G ain o 329.18%
Biweekly (B,) b S atan g ,o 333.44°
Triweekly (Bj) LS atis 4w o 328.63°
Monthly (By) LSS ain Lz 320.99*

L5505 (gl sime gles wuoyd gty Jlei] zrans 0 (5SSl (gl anals iz ygesl Lulul ek S i g sl)ls a5 Sl il (gt 2 50
In each column, the averages containing the alphabets do not differ significantly from the five-point probability test based on the Duncan
multi-domain test.
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