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Figure 5- Effect of planting dates on crop growth rate (CGR)
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el 03,8 b1y sy Ay, Ko cesls
CinS ,agyaS SlalS sy b e edalis
s S e Ay e s el
.J;.:M._ALSJ?'-UQ,_&\SLSLA'@)U@W
3,58 as by o RGR Slis 4 S 6,5k
VA DI V-u o ORI PP GO LS| [P
O cp a8 5 Gay 53 p S oS s p S5 sS
3 g 313 YA 518 il R s b
SN sy a) e Sl e Ve e sdS
Al Gy 2 p S kS p S5k 210
ol e slacsl il 5 Ol cusdS L
5 SRS s el ssllalv 5 s
S e LalS o 0dis e é 4 o
LS el e alS Sy e S

.(Mirzakhani et al., 2007)

J\_.is) Ce .,\_3‘3):‘;:.«._; J.—p.i't) S

4_‘>\)\VJ§_.Z)J C,._Jks&l_ﬁc:)u).}w
oals &‘ﬂ‘ ¢L;:.wd' J_..fu & GRS WA
858 4 G Sl dl bl S 0 Ko s
j\q AgA_:dlSc:)uw)JJ}a_an
oS e il L 4 das e LS sl 2 YA
SLacTil Oy 5 e il Sl
J\_.js) CA.CJ_M: ‘v\_.")‘v\..’ MJ}JM&L«&L&
jJ_MLHQL:._}lJL;J:_MS,Uw&aL"fW
Homly gl 8,5 3wl s 5
iy SalS el Glosll U alS a sl
HGIEILY LSLA@)U L;ol_oﬁ BE ’)—“"’Lr“ ‘.;vvv—’
6,92 Lng.’d‘C,.q_wA_EOJ‘g} LSU_’J.")\RGR


www.SID.ir

«3)3kac g siby) 3 @513 9 CublS 33)6 )30 .ol)Eae g )gdslpe \Y

0.57
0.4-
0.37
0.27
0.1

Relative growth rate (kg kg-day)

Gay oo (;31:5 2 f‘)fﬁlzs) o Ay L8

ols,s 4
—|— 500,514

—a—lo 5 Y4

-0.1-

60 80 100

bl 5l e 39

RGR) (i 0y s s g3 ol G, 51V Sl
Figure 7- Effect of planting date on the relative growth rate (RGR)
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Figure 8- Effect of plant density on the relative growth rate (RGR)
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Figure 10- Effect of plant density on leaf area ratio (LAR)
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Table 3 - Analysis of variance of grain yield and Biological yield
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ailo o yShos 590 gm0 Slos Ol ot 2o
grain yield Biological yield df Sov
2900685/396™ 19934924/77" 2 o
planting date
ek * | 3y
477793/854 3513155/521 3 sl
plant density
342408/063 3797907/921 6 . o1 Ax & .
planting datex plant density
5/75 8/36 YoC.V &\ puii s g

oy S g oy O Jlads ! ghaw )5 lo Sxe g Hl0 pxo e G i 4 FEF, S
ns,***; Non -significant Significant at 5 and 1% probability level, respectively.
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Table 4- Comparison of grain yield and Biological yield under the influence of density

and planting date
Cails yy pasLa ails 3 Shos 59950 35S los o Lo
Harvest index Grain yield Biological yield Treatments
bl &b
planting date
45/54a 6357a 14340b June 955,54
42/8a 6224a 14600b June 19515 ;514
34/28b 5576b 16350a June 29515 574
g Sl
plant density
40/51a 5740c 14360c 17
39/78a 6080b 15420b 34
43/11a 6040b 14090c 51
40/09a 6403a 16510a 68
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Means followed by non-similar letters in each column are significantly different at p=5%
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