AV Jlo oY 0)led 10 ala oS acils s ol laingi

(Vigna radiate) ol oLS & Slos 51321 90 o p Joilio Wb Joloro ilicio zolaw g (ylo) jil oy

Effect of Time and Different Levels of foliar application Methanol on Yield and Yield Components of
Mung bean (Vigna radiate L.)
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Table 1. Results of chemical analysis of soil
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Table 2. Analysis of variance of biological yield, grain yield and harvest index of mushrooms under the influence of various

steps and concentrations of methanol solubility.

M:s Sl yo (:Sleo
S.0.V CHJWE JF R E a0 sy pasls als 5 Slos Soiglam o Shee
df eol31 Harvest index  Grain Yield Biological Yield
Replication s 2 1.42 4579.4 165915.8
methanol sl I
solubility E; J“Jf e 2 61.62% 4676.2ns 3543911.8%*
Methanol soluble 5l la clale
concemtmations e 371.2% 32074.5% 13206822.6*
(b) Jyle
axb clale # >l 8 92.90** 94480.4%** 4895615.04**
Error 12 28 2.27 3411.3 88145.4
Cv (o)) Shposks iy - 10.62 13.93 8.40

significant.

Sk sk

oy S gz Jleixl ek jo o pe i 4 TG s e e NS
MS: mean of square; CV coefficient of variation; *,** significant at 0.05 and 0.01 probability levels, respectively. ns; non-
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Table 3. Comparison of Mean Interaction of Different Steps and Different Concentrations of Methanol Spraying

on Biological Performance, Grain Yield and Mushroom Harvesting Index

. Cbls y el als o ,Slos Soiglsn o Slos
bl sleles (%) (Kg.ha) (Kg.ha)
T,C, 9.29¢f 266.67° 4770.00°
T,.C, 8.812 266.67° 4887.00°
T,Cs 7.20¢8 272.33° 4906.70°
T,C, 5720 311.00% 6043.00°"
T,Cs 8.27¢ 278.33¢ 4906.70°
T,C, 13.88¢ 432.00° 2649.00°
T,C, 12.77% 561.33° 3658.30°
T,C; 11.39¢ 616.67% 3786.30°
T,C, 9.66% 672.67° 4770.00°
T,Cs 11.73%f 672.67° 3745.30°
T:C, 32.11° 339.00°% 1305.00°
T:C, 23.82° 362.00° 1310.00°
TsCs 20.42¢ 394.33% 2319.70¢
TsC, 14.07 421.00° 2620.3.00°
T5Cs 23.53 421.00° 1310.00°
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In each column, the averages containing the alphabets do not differ significantly from the five-percent probability level
based on the Duncan's multi-domain test. Time of spraying methanol (Time), T,: Spraying at the beginning of growth or
stemming, T,: Spraying at flowering stage, T5: Spraying at seeding stage; Concentration of methanol, C;: 10% vol. , C,: 20%
vol., C5: 30% vol., C4: 40% vol., Cs: 50% vol.
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Table 4. Analysis of variance of plant height, number of plants per plant, number of seeds per nym, mushroom under the
influence of various steps and concentrations of methanol

S.0.V Olyess polie solil ax o als jo als slaws W 5o plo olass &g elas )
Replication S 2 3.488 17.15 1.08
methanol b Jgloe !
solubility (a) Jsite 2 1.622 363.6 7.37
Methanol soluble i el cilale o .
[l ns
concentrations ) 4 0.366 1213.5 10.84
AxB cdal ol 8 0.400™ 441.7" 7.95"
Error s 28 0.2507 12.25 0.8507
C-V ol 2 o
s - 5.03 13.71 4.15
(0o )0)

oy S5 g i Jliml pakaw (0 o pre wod 5o FFGT s a8 mS
MS: mean of square; CV coefficient of variation; *,** significant at 0.05 and 0.01 probability levels, respectively. ns; non-significant

o f3e s 5 st 5 ol Sass g U5, Jsiio S5l Jslomo chlises slocll 5 e (23S0 e Sls Analis -0 J3or
Table 5. Comparison of the average interactions between different stages and concentrations of methanol
solution on plant height, number of plants per plant and 1000 seed weight

B &, ols olows Gg el
alo:] els lows ¥ 0° P

SR (N.0) (Cm)
T,C, 5.008 21.16%
T,C, 5.33% 21.50%
T,Cs 11.00° 22.80°
T,C, 11.00° 22.83°
T,Cs 10.00°% 21.50%
T,C, 13.00° 23.00°
T,C, 24334 23.00°
T,C; 34.33% 25.00°
T,C, 37.33° 25.00°
T,Cs 29.00% 24.66%
T,C, 39.00° 19.66°
T,C, 39.00° 20.33%¢
T;Cs 39.00° 21.16%
T,C, 46.33 20.83%
T,Cs 39.00° 20.83%¢

W5l (gl s Dyl s o iy Jleiml mhaw o Sl (gl aiels iz ee] elel p wizes S iie By i sl a5 Sl Sl e o 0
b Jsle clale ¢ guny ails Al ye jo Lol sl T3« palS al> o jo L5l Jolme T2 (avadles b o, 5Ll al> o o Lol Jslxe T1 (Time) Jgibio il Jslne sloj
(o> oy O €5 (o> doye Fe C4 (o> do o Ve €3 PEC RV C2 (o> do 0 ) {1 (Concentration) Jsilie

In each column, the averages containing the alphabets do not differ significantly from the five-percent probability level
based on the Duncan's multi-domain test. Time of spraying methanol (Time), T;: Spraying at the beginning of growth or
stemming, T,: Spraying at flowering stage, T5: Spraying at seeding stage; Concentration of methanol, C;: 10% vol. , C,: 20%
vol., C3: 30% vol., C4: 40% vol., Cs: 50% vol.
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Table 6. Comparison of the average number of seeds per mashed potato under the influence of different stages and
concentrations of methanol spraying

Treatments o ol o ails slass

methanol solubility Joibie 5L Jolxe Sl

stemming stage Y 10.33*
flowering stage sels 9.80°
seeding stage G ails 9.73°
Methanol soluble concentrations (o> 22,3 Jgilie 23b Jolxe slaclale

10% vol ) 10.11*
20% vol Y 9.77*
30% vol ¥ 9.88"
40% vol R 10.22*
50% vol 0 9.77*

05,05 (gl sime igles auo 0 i Jleis ! mhans 50 (Sls (gl arals aiz fygel lel p coiied i By, glylo a5 oSl (g o 0
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.

In each column, the averages containing the alphabets do not differ significantly from the five-percent probability level
based on the Duncan's multi-domain test. Time of spraying methanol (Time), T,: Spraying at the beginning of growth or

stemming, T,: Sp

raying at flowering stage, T3: Spraying at seeding stage; Concentration of methanol, C;: 10% vol. , C,: 20% vol., C5: 30%

vol., C4: 40% vol., Cs: 50% vol.
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