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Table 2. Mean squares of quantity traits of chickpea under irrigation management and inoculation.
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Table 3- Mean comparison of quantity traits of chick pea under irrigation management and inoculation.
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Table 4. Mean square of quality traits of chickpea under irrigation management and inoculation.
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Table 5. Mean comparison of quality traits of chickpea under irrigation management and inoculation.

yhowd & Slos o ylsdio 9 0y des RIS
L‘b)w (LS 50 0,55LS) (eSS 52 055 (LS 55 0 55lS)
Treatments P yield (kg/ha) P (gr/kg) Protein yield (kg/ha) Protein (%)
Gkl poe
Irrigation management
o b sl 21.02 557.3% 8.167% 21.75°
Completeirrigation
i R 20.89° 337.3° 5.108¢ 7.563°
Water stressin flowering
GBI ploj 0 S 24.14° 389.3° 6.083° 9.87°
Water stressin pod setting
o oo 2 plej 52 A 26.06° 477.9° 6.917° 12.75"
Water stressin paod filling
L SD (5%) 1.01 64.97 0.718 2.71
G
Inoculation
. . el g 391.9° 6.038° 10.55°
Noneinoculation
o o b gl 495.2° 6.994° 15.49%
Inoculation with mossaae
il el 434.1° 6.675° 12.9°
Inoculation with intrar adices
L SD (5%) 50.82 0.207 1.797

Wl e 0 iy Jleio ] mhaw jo e coe @las Lol @l ST g ja 50 aline By > gl la Sl
Means followed by the same letters in each column of main effects are not significantly different at 5% level.
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