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Table 1. Results of variance analysis mean of squares of Morphological in three cultivars of lentil

aoy Gg el kol asliolaad g5 o8 a3l olaws 3 S5 olawy
@ol3T <92 S ©o
Plant Branch number Number of Sub- Number of flowers

S.O.V. i gl O height main per plant branches per plant per plant
Repeat s 3 42.99 0.127 0.52 60.02
Irrigation (1) sl 1 77.39m 0.043 1.26m 0.03"
Errorl ol gl 3 33.05 0.056 0.322 9.42
Density (D) oSy 1 75073 27.441" 26.21"" 957.29"
Variety (V) o, 2 611987 0.899" 6.75™ 188.58"
IxD Slix el 1 27610 0.042 1.36* 0.57"
IV oiyx sl 2 18107 0.133 0.52m 0.26™
DxV Wyx oSy 2 4.35™ 1.523™ 0.85™ 7.54m
IXDXV (8, o515 x gyl 2 7.76" 0.0211 2.34" 0.45M
Error 2 Ehss 30 2531 0.026 0.08 7.15
C.V. (%) Oy g i 14.76 7.81 5.37 9.58
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Table 1. Continued aoldl Y Jaus
O dlawy L olaai
R ittt
~ Number of Number of vy vy Vg S
ol empty pods pods filled per ~ Number of Single plant  Yield per
S.0.V ¥ gle g per plant pod pods/ plant dry weight plant
Repeat SsS 3 2.180™ 595.88 39.8 0.0018 0.089
Irrigation (1) sl 1 13 1109.23™ 1144.75™ 6.71" 0.138™
Errorl ol s> 3 0.31 19.29 1.513 0.056 0.006
Density (D) Sy 1 1.778™ 1116.36™ 916.91™ 8.52™ 0.151™
Variety (V) oSy 2 0.196 2.64 26.7 0.43™ 0.043™
IxD Shyx gl 1 0.009 27.84 354.96™ 0.109™ 0.0001
I xV odyx gkl 2 1.418" 42.34 2.19™ 0.0014" 0.0004
DxV pdyx oSy 2 0.21 17.14 990 0.098" 0.006
IXDxV oy x w51 x gkl 2 0.033 10.62 1.23™ 0.011" 0.002
Error2 <P sbks 30 0.084™ 8.02 5.52 0.007 0.005
C.V. (%) Ol g g i 12.87 11.56 12.90 8.07 17.52

doyo ) 50 Jiol maw jo o pixe g lo giae Dglas W8 o3 5 4y e g % NS
ns, * and ** are non-significant and significant at 5 and 1% probability levels, respectively
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Table 2. Comparison of simple effects Morphological traits of lentil varieties under irrigation and density three

cultivars of lentil

£ aSLlh dloxy IS5 olass
ag e, aig e ol a5l olaw G150 G150
., Plantheight Branch number main  Number of Sub-  Number of flowers
Simple effects ool &l ! (cm) per plant branches per plant per plant
Irrigation syl 40.202 3.1952 10.732 32.012
Dry farming Skl o 37.66% 2.914° 10.40° 32.062
200 pl.m-2 K00 jO digs Yoo 34.97° 3.782 11.302 36.502
400 pl.m X yo o )0 digy Feo 42.882 2.321° 9.8 27.57°
Gachsaran Oy luxS o3, 34,945 2.72¢ 9.95¢ 29.16°
Bilasuvar Hlgwaly o8, 41.60% 3.3962 11.252 31.16°
Kimia LeosS o8 40.25% 3.055° 10.50° 35.822
Table 3.Continued alol.Y Jous
g9 BE olani
Hg po 30y e olowd o ML Slawi ST S (39 ST o Sdes
Number of Ny Ny Ny g
. empty pods per Number of pods Number of  Single plantdry  Yield per
Simple effects ool &l il plant filled per pod  pods/ plant weight (g) plant
Irrigation skl 3.802 42.712 1.292 3.322 0.4842
Dry farming &bl e 0.8484° 33.102° 1.272 2.57° 0.377°
200 pl.m2 K00 j0 digy Yoo 4.135° 42.732 1.302 3.36° 0.4872
400 pl.m2 Koy y0 digy Foo 4.522 33.08° 1.262 2.52° 0.374°
Gachsaran ohlbwsS o, 4.2052 38.26° 1.342 2.76" 0.427°
Bilasuvar Slgmwaly o8, 4.42° 37.992 1.318 3.08? 0.4842
Kimia LS o5 4.358% 37.462 1.20° 2.992 0.380°

Dbl oo 70 ezl mhas o jls e S 08 LSD o me M| JBlas a0l sallas g o 50 S ie g gl sl Silee
Means in each column and for each factor followed by similar letter are not significant at 5% probability level using least

significant difference test (LSD) multiple range.
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Fig. 1. Interaction effect of density in cultivar number of branches main in plant
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Fig. 2. Interaction effect of irrigation in density in cultivar Namber of branches lateral in plant
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