: F3 Poke 50 Jawe Sy i doxe
AFPgd dowi (P93 o kol (piad M

L
A-.-f! ‘-‘/[}

)

VAY —14¢

I v

t..s"b_) (:qh:. ) Lsing;m@@.ﬁ.!_‘n

Environmental Stresses in Crop Sciences
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Table 1. Physical and chemical properties of soil tested
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(ouiil) i o0 9w S ) ) ()
e
Organic Total
Depth EC carbon nitrogen Lime Chalk
cem) pH (mslom) SAR %) ) (%) %)

0-30 8.15 471 71.7 0.32 0.098 17 0.031
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Table 2. Result of variance analysis effect of irrigation and nitrogen on yield and yield component of Millet

(sum of two harvests)

5k 5 Fresh yield 5 5 Slas Dry yield s s Slas
S e S0 Sy L 5 xSl s
SOV L eaf Stem Total L eaf Stem Total
o ISy 17 522™ 4485™ 197™  0126™  319™
Replication
o 1 58500 2004 14978 40.82° 551" 77.76"
Irrigation
i I 1.88 34.2 1171 0081 156
Error (irrigation)
_ DR 13397 54927 35077 8.88" 15217  17.78”
Nitrogen
39 i 6 sl
e S 6.82"™ 143™  1153™ 050™  0.052™ 0.763™
IrrigationxNitrogen
s
_ 12 2.66 0.715 4913 0.187 0.022 0.285
Residual
(D) et ps 8.3 6.42 6.75 8.73 6.75 7.47
CV (%)

IS g BN g0y = " o )0 O e jo Sl poe = :

F
o) ) o jo jlo pae =

" and” means significance at 1% and 5% level of probability, respectively; ™= non- Significance.
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Table 3.The main effect of irrigation and nitrogen on the dry and fresh weight of leaf and stem and total
dry and fresh weight of leaf and stems(ton/ha) of Millet (sum of two har vest)

Fresh yield 5 o ,Slos Dry yield s s yShos
S Sy a8lw 55 Sy 43Lw 5
Treatment L eaf Stem Total L eaf Stem Total
(T3 &yl
Irrigation(wWater requirement)
100% 2462 1612 40.72°2 6.252 272 8.942
50% 14.72° 102° 24.92° 3.65° 174" 534°
OGS 4 0,59S) (459 s
Nitrogen(kg.ha™)
0 13519 9129 2265¢ 3399 155¢ 4.94¢
75 18.73° 12.83° 31.55°¢ 472¢  217° 6.54°¢
150 21.91° 1445° 36.35¢ 549°% 244" 7.95¢
225 24483 16222 40.72% 6.23%  2.74°% 8.932

b e o e (s Lol glis BB %0 0 Jloim| gbavs 10 Sl fyge3T (bl 1 (g 8 40 S yiie By 1l slaSKiles
Means with common letters in each column according to Duncan's test at the 5% level are no statistically

significant differences.
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Table 4- Theinteraction effect of irrigation and nitrogen on the dry and fresh weight of leaf and stem and total
dry and fresh weight of leaf and stems(ton/ha) of Millet (sum of two harvest)

Dry yiddsius o ;Slos

kel SR P Freshyield 5 s Slos
(‘5.’] %) (S o
Irrigation Nitrogen Sy Ly K Sy Lo 5
(Water kg/hay L eaf Stem Total L eaf Stem Total
requirement)
0 172 11.5° 285° 4.28° 1.93% 6.21°
100% 75 23522 16.282 39.8% 5942 2752 8.96%
150 27572 17.632 452% 7.022 2952 9972
225 30.322 18.98% 49.3° 7.75% 3.16% 1091°
0 10.022 6.77% 16.782 25% 1.16° 3.66°
50% 75 13.93% 9.32° 23.25% 3.45° 158% 482
150 16.23% 11.28% 2752% 3.99° 1.94% 5.942
225 18.652 13452 32.1% 471% 2292 6.99%

il e s e (6)le] @igles w8l susyo O Lol gehas 48 (S5l (03T Gelul 2 gt ,a 48 S ie B s sla o Silee
Means with common |etters in each column according to Duncan's test at the 5% level are no statistically significant

differences.

il (S oL S solil BB T Liglidl b Ll o
ale adgi b8l ) 03 ot S 39500 Sras
059y iz e a5 cails bl gy .l ools ylis
& adsle oy 5o ol il am o g olS Ly

9 6)L»JT ).».:L: o )Q (MOUS&Vi, 2008) Syvge

28 dged F sladsle 055 0m 5 030l 2 0395
B D39 Sras Bl Sl wad A Luls
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