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Table 2. Analysis of variance (Mean square) of growth and yield components traits of Black cumin as affected by deficit

irrigation levels and nutritional recourse
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Table 3. Effect of deficit irrigation levels and nutritional recourses on growth and yield components traits of Black
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Fig. 1. Interaction effect of deficit irrigation levels and nutritional resource on branches number of Black cumin
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Table 4. Analysis of variance (Mean square) of quantitative and qualitative yields of Black cumin as
affected by deficit irrigation levels and nutritional recourse
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ns = Non-significant. * = Significant at 5% level. ** = Significant at 1% level
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Table 5. Effect of deficit irrigation levels and nutritional recourse on quantitative and qualitative yields of Black cumin
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$o95 & 2l og5ac 13114c  21.26b  1.28a 3.62c 25.12a  69.38c
Nutritional Control
recourse + 59 58
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NPK
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6835 5715y 18502ab 3054a  1.27a 7.26b 26.28a 148.1b
Manure

s 5SS 5031 bl 3 2o 30 B Jlotil mhans )5 (55l e B 6lls g 2 50 Jled o (gl S i By >
Column means with the same letter are not significantly different by Duncan test (p< 0.05)



YAV Sl MY Al el pole jo aoes slo s

Y

900
800
700
600
500
400
300
200
100

Grain yeild (kg/ha)

90%

bc

50%

m Control

@ Manure+NPK
ONPK
OManure

d de de

bc

25%

Deficit irrigation levels (Field capacity)
ilaalow 4313 3 ,Shos (5055 o 9 5 kel pS Zobaw LiiSon p Wl .Y JSo

Fig. 2. Interaction effect of deficit irrigation levels and nutritional resource on seed yield of Black cumin.
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Fig. 3. Interaction effect of deficit irrigation levels and nutritional resource on essential oil yield of Black cumin.
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