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L 58.2 37.5 9.0 94.6 35.6 37.2 304
Precipitation (mm)
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Table2. Physicochemical characteristics of soil
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A BB by g pd BB S oS . "
potassium phosphorus OI9r Organic o ey sl (S s
available available nitrogen carbon Sand Silt Clay pH EC
(mgkg") (%) (dS.m™)
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Table2. Analysis variation of green pod yield, proline rate, protein percentage and nitrogen agronomic efficiency under

topping, nitrogen and consumption Irrigation

Olie
axy® s
) odont oran e oier = 2l
o &3l o SUE > ySose Proline Protein Nitrogen agronomic
S.0.V. e gl df Green pod yield rate percentage efficiency
Replication Sy 2 8368454 0.011 2.641 2116"
Topping I 2 294620930™ *0.043 3.755 4091*
Nitrogen Ojers 21 233900591™ 0.154™ 11.68™ 2198"
Irrigation ‘5)‘-;-3T 1 357055347 0.123™ 35.61™ 2467"
TxN Sirxoieyes  4Q) 8568886 0.006 0.516 1082
T>I Sixsel 2 11695489 0.01 0.264 1048
NxI ojarexsel 2 3985610 0.002 4.715 183.8
TXNXL )bl Xojo s Xy 42) 3439120 0.003 0.628 859.6
Error WLs 34 (22)° 7253593 0.012 1.559 411
CV% (1) Oy g & - 10.31 14.53 5.73 26.22

0597w =) &l)lfdolﬂ LR L I X CRRWERY ST PUER P WA KOS EP R I P PR

*, #* and +: significant at 5%, 1% probability levels and df of nitrogen agronomic efficiency, respectively.
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Table 3. Mean comparison of green pod yield, proline and Nitrogen agronomic efficiency under topping

e BUE 8 Slos o9y oliwo

03955 =y

Toppin I Green pod yield  Proline rate Nitrogen agronomic
pping (kg.ha) (mg.g) efficiency (kgpod.kgN-")
e L 21624¢ 0.714° 86.02°
None topping
GBI e sy Fire gy 0.811° 56.2°
Topping at flowering
G oMb R Earb Moy 2 Sl gg5ysh 0.771% 89.85¢
Topping at pod setting
w02 b s 30 logsine Sglds Bl 1270 0.075 17.17
LSD 5%

SIS siae Doy Jilas Qyoj" bl (0o )0 B) Hlo gine Gglas 929 KLid ygiw ;0 10 aline e By >
Different alphabet in each column indicate significant difference (0.05) based on LSD
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Table 4. Mean comparison of green pod yield, proline rate, protein percentage and nitrogen agronomic efficiency under

nitrogen consumption

0395 o SUE 3 Sos e ol O g5 oy 0395 =h5 28
Nitrogen Green pod yield Proline rate Protein Nitrogen agronomic efficiency
(Kg.ha') (kg.ha!) (mg.g) percentage (kgpod.kgN")

0 22249¢ 0.852¢ 21.04° -
50 26506° 0.776° 21.74° 85.14%
100 29206* 0.668°¢ 22.65* 69.57°
LSD5% 1270 0.075 0.85 14.02

Different alphabet in each column indicate significant difference (0.05) based on LSD
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Table 5. Mean comparison of green pod yield, proline rate, protein percentage and nitrogen agronomic efficiency under

supplemental irrigation

(oSG o] PSS odsn ol pelign we ) 03975 =3) 28
Supplemental irri“ ation " Greenpodyield Proline rate Protein Nitrogen agronomic
pp & (kg.ha™) (mg.g) percentage efficiency (kgpod.kgN-)
. k! 28345 0.718* 21" 85.61°
rrigation
Lol
Nom irrieati Sl P 23629 0.813 22.62° 69.05°
on irrigation
LSD5% 1490 0.062 0.69 14.02
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