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Table 1. Mean of squares for yield and yield components of Eruca sativa as affected by irrigation, plant density and
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o Seed Pod 1000-
Ol i’ 2aleo number Pod number number per seed Seed Biological = Harvest
Sov df per pod per m? plant weight Yield yield index
|G
Lo o 2 32.42" 205530.36™ 111.08™ 0.01"™ 521.44"™ 563.28™ 12.18™
Replication
(A) QS)L.'.;.T ns * * * * Kk ns
—— 1 8.11 47660613.44 3640.11 2.08" 87596.27 " 609154.2 209.8
Irrigation (A)
Jol gl
E. 2 1.66 1709897.53 143.86 0.06 1668.80 5188.13 51.44
(B)aigs o515 - - - - .
. 1 0.12™  17656804.0 1521.0 0.06 ™ 5329.00 87428.6 117.18
Plant density (B)
Ax B 1 7279  4311160.11° 765.44™ 0.06™ 665.64" 3506.61" 41.45™
C S h et
. (Closers 2 13.38™ 8260056.03 ™ 654.25™ 0.00™ 7409.02"" 45557.3™ 24.28"™
Nitrogen (C)
AxC 2 459"  5394056.36 ™ 1154.8™ 0.03™ 5519.70™ 29100.9™ 20.25™
BxC 2 341"m 227793.08™ 81325 0.03"™ 1248.37™ 6847.36™ 3.15™
AxBxC 2 6.52 ™ 85933.86 ™ 161.86"™ 0.05™ 2169.61™ 14581.7™ 2.90™
£ pe° sl 20 12.23 542172.81 76.81 0.05 362.21 1100.90 19.49
b
D &lmficars 1400 2751 3000 1257 2011 1165  13.89
CV (%)
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*, ** and ns means significant at %5 and %21 probability levels, and non-significant, respectively.
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Table 2. The means comparison for yield and yield components of Eruca sativa as affected by simple effects of irrigation,
plant density and nitrogen.
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Treatment Seed Pod Pod 1000-seed Seed Biological =~ Harvest
number  number number weight yield yield Index
perpod  perm?  per plant (gr) (gr.m?) (gr.m?) (%)
G)L:J
Irrigation
“"_’Lb‘" 24512 3826.83* 39.22°2 2.044 143.97¢ 414854 34.192
Optimum

il Al 30 33 (55l alad
|rrigati0n Stop in reproductive 25.46 a 1525.61b 19.11 b 1.56 b 45.31 b 154.69 b 29.37 a

stage
(B0 yo o &) o515
Density (plant. m?)

50 24922 197589 35.67% 1.842 82.47° 235.49° 33,582
150 25.042 3376562 22.67° 1.76# 106.812  334.05% 29.98°
(LSS 50 p,55LS) ()59
Nitrogen (kg. ha't)
0 23902 1791.92¢ 21.58° 1.80% 66.35 ° 215.87¢  30.14°
100 25.032 2799.25" 29.582 1.78# 104.63%  303.87° 32.49°
200 26.012 343750°* 36.33°? 1812 112932 334582  32.71%
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Means followed by the same letters in each column are not significant according to Duncan’s multiple range test
(P<0.05)
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Table 3. The means comparison for yield and yield components of Eruca sativa as affected by interaction of irrigation
and plant density
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- Density Seed Pod Pod
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Irrigation per pod per m? per plant
ol 50 25.87 ® 2780.44 ° 50.332
Optimum 150 23.14°b 4873.22 2 28.11°
urly Al yo 50 55kl alad 50 23.98 % 1171.33° 21.00°
Irrigation stop in reproductive stage 150 26.932 1879.89 b 17.22b
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Means followed by the same letters in each column are not significant according to Duncan’s multiple range test (P<0.05).
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Table 4. The means comparison for yield and yield components of Eruca sativa as affected by interaction of
irrigation and nitrogen.

0395 d Ml > >
PeSekS) e Sl ails 259l g
(s &0y 53 Ay yo (&0 50 32055 (230 5o 3 0,5)
T Nitrogen Pod Pod Seed Biological
k! (k hga-l) number number yield yield
Irrigation g per m? per plant (gr.m?) (gr.m?)
gl 0 2227.83" 21.50° 90.92° 289.22°
Optimum 100 4049.50 2 40.33% 166.72 @ 458.95 2
200 5203.172 55.83¢ 174.27¢ 496.38 2
) o 5o 58 5 Lyl alad 0 1356.00 ° 21.67° 41,78 ¢ 142,52 ¢
I'rrigation stop in 100 1549.00 ° 18.83° 42.55¢ 148.78 ¢
reproductive stage 200 1671.83° 16.83° 51.60 b 172.77°¢

A 10 gl 1o o gire BT 0Bl il oo alin B> )l Heiw o 0 oS Slhs sl Sl
Means followed by the same letters in each column are not significant according to Duncan’s multiple range test
(P<0.05).
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Table 5. The means comparison for yield and yield components of Eruca sativaas affected by
interaction of plant density and nitrogen

Sy 0395 o2 95 Slax S 3edgm 0 Slos
(&30 yio 3 4ig2) (LS 53 0,59lS) digr yo (&30 50 33 £55)
Density Nitrogen Pod number per Biological yield

(plant. m?) (kg. ha'l) plant (gr. m?)

50 0 18.67° 142.68 ¢

100 39.67 2 254.62 ¢

200 48.67 % 309.17°

150 0 24.50° 289.05 b¢

100 19.50° 353.12 2

200 24.00° 359.98 2
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Means followed by the same letters in each column are not significant according to Duncan’s
multiple range test (P<0.05).
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Table 6. The means comparison for yield and yield components of Eruca sativa as affected by interaction of irrigation,

plant density and nitrogen
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Means followed by the same letters in each column are not significant according to Duncan’s multiple range test (P<0.05).
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