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Table 2. Combine analysis of variance for phenological and morphological traits, grain yield and grain yield components
of Bastan millet

. RSN [ PPV Gl oud g W gyl JSihy Jsb  JaSily Job
T o sl panicule e g Grain Plant Peduncle Panicule
% gl Df emergence  Maturity filling height length length
Year (Y) Ju 1 22090™  122471° 40534™ 6934  656™  0.00004™
o el 11.79 26.36 1121 78.67 15.70 1.50
Replication (Year)
o oy 31381 92830 178.54™  539344°  31037° 14039
Irrigation (I)
v wlelx by 1750 85.54™  36.88"  145.76™  13.13" 18.12*
lelsles o 13.56 44.07 52.99 270.58 36.52 8.82
Error I
, bl 4 35 11353 2135m 498.12m 1525 12.57°
Foliar spray (F)
. Hhdebrex Jlo -y 201157 55687 1548 12621 151m 3.18°
o Fs""*“”"“’ ool g 320" 5.16™ 4.52° 57.80° 1570 1.16™
P dgboxgslelx g 0.00™  085™  085™  14.16™ 073 0.55 1
YXxIxF
Sl g 7.22 20.76 20.09 43.17 6.20 3.50
Error
1CV Okl i ys 5.08 497 11.55 8.44 13.95 11.95
Table 2. Continued alol .Y Jgus
Slass 30 &ls olaws 5L IRSY) S ySlos
o MO bdsel sl ais " as P
T Ll No.fertile No.grainper 1000 grain °°% <) Grain bl
¥ gl Df panicule panicule weight Biomass yield HI
Year (Y) Jw 1 22278® 92154 1330°  364750.8° 82065.5° 29557 ™
ks y 31.46 11693 0355 124635 20019  15.03
Replication (Year)
o ol o 9162337 897533 1292 990970.8° 174690.3" 24721
Irrigation (I)
var elelxdbe 5 3048 991759 0.034™ 200888 26107 2138™
lel st g 97.27 569181 0.190 32251 17329  56.96
Error 1

. eHhdsxe g ossaim 308217 0.058™ 2122337 45352 1538 ™
Foliar spray (F)

YxFG‘:’EJ“’“XJ““ 4 56.96" 674.65™  0.061™ 302627 34391 3250
IxF‘f‘*“*J"’“XQL’*' 8 4820° 478995  0075™  6567.0™  11263°  28.54"

Y‘fi‘*ii”;“"é"*'xd““ §  10.89™  3999.01™  0.030™ 24887  2189n 735w

S stz 48 45.42 4725.01 0.166 2338.9 593.1 18.49

Error

C.V% Oy’ g i 10.62 8.17 13.19 9.01 12.95 12.55
ns: not significant; *and ** significant at 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively
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Table 3. Means comparison for year x irrigation and yearx foliar application on phenological and morphological traits,
grain yield and grain yield components

G 595 olaxi O 3 Job
Irrigation Sobs! J#ssl b v }2) A ails ag el Sl Jsb  JsSl
Jlw (Water I Panicule & ) Grain Plant Peduncle  Panicule
Year requirement) (2! 54 emergence  Maturity filling height length length
Day m
100% aoydter 539 0 92.1 ¢ 382 ° 87.7° 20.1° 169 °
;J:: 70% oy Ve 511 ¢© 87.7 ¢ 36.7 ¢ 82.6° 18.4 ¢ 159°¢
100% doyo¥e 489 ¢ 84.1 © 352 ¢ 60.6 142 f 14.1 ¢
100% oy Yee 587 2 1019 * 433 ® 91.1% 219 * 1822
::1 70% woy Ve 539 b 9.5 426 7949 1759 163"
100% oy Ye 507 4 87.7 ¢ 369 °© 65.7 ¢ 14.9 ¢ 124 ¢
Year JL. Foliar spray b Jelxo
Control asli 501 86.6 * 364 4 T711f 16.0 © 14.9 ¢
Salysilic Acid  Sebowdlo aul 519 F 89.9 ¢ 38.0 ° 76.0 4 17.6 15.4 b
;J;: Methanol Jyets 521 °© 89.6 ¢ 374 % 80.1 18.4 @ 15.8 @
Putrescine e yiey 516 8 87.0 f 354 ¢ 76.7 ode 18.0 15.9 @
Humic Acid Serogad ol 50.8 1 86.9 f 36.1 ¢ 80.9 b 17.8 16.2 @
Control aliy 504 88.3 © 379 ° 69.7 f 16.4 °© 13.6 ¢
Salysilic Acid Sobewadlo ! 552 € 96.9 ° 41.7 ® 84.8 ® 18.6 ® 16.0 ®
::1 Methanol Joilio 554 97.6 ® 421 791%  183®  65¢
Putrescine Oewiyy 539 4 95.8 © 419 2 73.1 ¢f 18.2 @ 15.5 be
Humic Acid Soogud sl 57,1 2 98.2 *® 41.1 @ 86.9 2 19.1 2 16.6 *
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Table 3. Continued

alol.Y Jous

Slani FHENCIR®YY L ISTY
Jossl Jesb o als Sl
Irrigation Skl 9k No. grain 1000 =
J  (water _—_— No. fertile per grain %% Sew) alboSdas by
Year requirement) (! 5) panicule  panicule weight Biomass  Grain yield HI
o S %
100% dwoydYes 7932 958.0 ° 3.06° 6266 ° 2236 ° 357 °
;]:t‘ 70% doyo Ve 64.0° 867.2 ¢ 3.08" 5283 ¢ 1754 ¢ 33.2°¢
100% doyo¥e 423¢ 601.2 © 2.77°¢ 2643 © 745 ¢ 28.5 ¢
100% doy0)es 8031 1022.32 3.31% 78232 2977 ® 382 ¢
;z; 70% wop¥e 669° 8947 339 5959b 2145 b 360
100% oy ¥e 4784 701.4 4 2.94° 42309 1425 ¢ 34.0 b
Y:Jz:: Foliar spray b Jolxo
Control @y 590 7528 ¢ 3.02¢4f 4409 ¢ 1410 f 3154
SASHE Sdla sl 6LOT 8357 3011 4767% 1612 % 3330
;]:tl Methanol Jebe 633 8277 be 2.92¢f 4875 b¢ 1616 ¢ 322
Putrescine Ot yey 60,69 7932 < 2.861 4620 © 1498 < 3124
Humic Acid Soogud sl 6545 8347 be 3.04¢f 4982 be 1754 4 342 #d
Control Ly 5741 799.9 «cd 3.09bede 52450 1893 ¢ 36.0 @
SASIHE o sl 685 9001 % 3217 6180* 2257 ° 36.7°
;z; Methanol Jebe 67.7% 8987 ® 3.27% 6368 * 2336 * 36.3 %
Putrescine O yey 61,49 8515 8¢ 32(ad 5877 2083 ° 34.8 abe
Humic Acid Saogud sl 69.9 2 913.8 @ 3.31% 6351° 2342 @ 36.5

Lo ed LS 1y s 0 0 Jlais | mdaw jo STl Q}a)'] ol sl s Lg)L‘fl S| gt o 0 S piie By, gl sl Sl
Means followed by the same letters in each column are not significantly different at 5% probability level (Duncan's multiple

range test)

DV Silin b Soged spml (23 Jolono (pmizeas

N5 0353k (n i SlgF 4 ke IS o 0 S oliS
osnlic ol Jslxe o o)l Jlie 515,50 0 (Y JSC2)
J55l it el Sl ey Vee e o a5 e S
Seogad Sl (b Joloe 5l ails o Shoe 5 @50 520 53 59k
iy el dep Yo g Ve glajles ;o Ll ad Lol
So Faspie SleS S ple & Cod Joile LAL sl
@l slaplal sy Joite (B Jglxe (F J5o2)
Ol oty ) lE w5 Bbls 5 Sis sble
o yo,l;5 .(Nonomura and Benson, 1992) sas
S I & e oS gt s s Jsibio o
sl «(Nonomura and Benson, 1992) (sj5wgis
5 Judg, 1S jials8l o Mirakhori et al., 2010) sogcens

Noges yoyl55 (Patel et al., 2013) . Kea o L
Syle JLas a1y o5l ails o Slee jalS Sas o5 aS
5 sloanlas il e B ol @bS geanSanl a5
5 sexe «(Khodabandehloo et al., 2015) .l Ken
5 oLl as (Mohammadi et al., 2017) . Ko
9 w8 5 (Feizabadi and Ghodsi, 2002)  _.aé
g als o ,Slae ;o alS (Ghodsi et al., 2004) .l Sen
Sl @l b e I3 1y (Sas 5 15 S edgicens;
s cillas iales]
5 5 Sl domd Spaged gl (50 Jslons
L5)L<,T Bl g wWog JoSal o wlo slaws oy ias glyls
sloss b ol Gl Lol acalas [S508 b (g o sine

AV JS8) 09 lo gire (s g (b Jolme g sl
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Fig. 2. The effect of foliar application on (A) Biomass (B)
Number of grain per panicule (C) Panicule length
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Table 4. Means comparison for irrigation x foliar application on phenological and morphological traits,
grain yield and grain yield components

o S gaba W gk e
Irrigation Josil Hedb )i) ails gy JSly Jsssib
(Water Panicule & ) Grain Plant Peduncle Panicule
requirement) Foliar Spray ol Jolowo emergence Maturity filling height length length
Day m:
Control bl 543 ¢ 92].0 of 377 4% Q38° 184" 159 ¢
Salysilic Acid — Sobawdbo sl 56.8 ° 992 @ 423 91.0°% 215 17.7
"‘1‘;;(:) Methanol Jebke 568 P 980 ® 412 ® 860 219 ¢ 17.6 %
Putrescine RYSWERs ) 563 °© 975 % 412 ® 878 b 2152 178
Humic Acid Saogad ool 57.0 @ 983 ® 413 ® 9843 218 * 186 °
Control bl 48.7 ! 875 ¢ 388« 70.6° 167 ° 144 F
Salysilic Acid  Solewadl sl 532 f 93.7 ¢ 405° 844 °c 182° 162 °
":;;V Methanol Jyle 542 ¢ 953 ¢ 412 849 183 b 167 e
Putrescine Oy 3 99 52.0 ¢ 91.0 f 390 ¢ 783 ¢ 180 ° 162
Humic Acid S0 gud dumnn] 543 d 93.0 ¢ 387 ¢ 87.0 %% 186 ° 172 b
Control RV 478 ™ 82.8 350 ¢ 567 f 13.7 ¢ 124N
Salysilic Acid  Solwadlo sl 50.7 b 873 ¢ 367 ¢ 659 ° 147 % 132 &
“‘;;i‘v Methanol Jols 5037 873 ¢ 370 681° 1499 142 %
Putrescine o, 39 93, 49.8 & 857 M 358 f2 588 f 147 % 132 &
Humic Acid Soogud | 50.5 1 86.3 ¢ 358 f& 663 ¢© 149 ¢ 134 &
Table 4. Continued alol.f Jgus
el JoSaily oluss 7 b °.|M "’f"” 5 Shas
Irrigation ) b J9S""l‘ <l ol M)
(Water 2908 No. grain 1000 . .
requireme ) No. fertile per grain  °%% “~)  Grain by
nt) Foliar Spray b ko panicule panicule weight Biomass yield HI
g kg/ha: %
Control anli 736 o 943.6 ¢ 3.03 «f 6476 > 2307 ¢ 35.5 b
Salysilic Acid ~Scbowadlo ol 81,7 ° 1010.5 ® 3,08 > 7507 @ 2619 > 349 bf
"1‘0’;/‘ Methanol Jole 773 b 9737 e 326 e 6966 ® 2536 b 36.2
Putrescine oy 79.0 ° 9922 ¢ 319 *d 6823 2616 b 385
Humic Acid Sooged | 875 0 1030.8 = 335 * 7452 * 2955 @ 39.8 2
Control aliy 594 F 780.0 ¢ 3.19 ¥4 4784 f 1652 ¢ 344 c¢
Salysilic Acid ~Selawdlo ol 67.2 € 912.8 «¢ 329 ® 5368 f 2028 ¢ 37.9 e
":(f/v Methanol Joiie  60.1 4 9428 e 321 e G]25 «d 2198 4 357 be
Putrescine Ow gy 625 T 844.1 4 324 e 5652 d 1797 ¢ 315 feh
Humic Acid Sorogud sl 69,1 € 9253 bed 326 abc 6177 <4 2071 4 334 dz
Control wls 418 ° 605.4 f 294 &f 3220 ¢ 996 f& 31.4 feh
Salysilic Acid  Sbewadlo wl 453 N 6804 296 %«f 3546 ¢ 1157 & 322 eh
m;;;:" Methanol Jebe  50.1 ¢ 673.1 f 280 ft 3774 ¢ 1196 © 309 &
Putrescine Oy 4161 6309 f 2658 3271 ¢ 959 ¢ 291N
Humic Acid Seoogad sl 46,4 € 666.7 f 291 ¢ 3371 ¢ 1119 &= 327 ¢h
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