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Effect of sowing date and plant density on growth and yield of roselle
(Hibiscus sabdariffa L.) plant under climatic conditions of Ahvaz, Iran

Hasani Nasab, M., Fateh, E.2, Aynehband, A.3, Monsefi, A.* and Behnamfar, K.

ABSTRACT

Hasani Nasab, M., Fateh, E., Aynehband, A., Monsefi, A. and Behnamfar, K. 2025. Effect of sowing date and plant density
on growth and yield of roselle (Hibiscus sabdariffa L.) plant under climatic conditions of Ahvaz, Iran. Iranian Journal of Crop
Sciences. 26(2): 170-186. (In Persian).

Introduction: Roselle (Hibiscus sabdariffa L.) is used as food, hot and cold drinks, flavoring, and medicine.
During the critical stages of development when plants require optimum moisture and temperature during
planting, germination, flowering, and fruit formaion, choosing the suitable sowing date can affect growth and
yield of medicinal plants (Mir et al., 2011). The purpose of this study was to evaluate the effect of sowing date
and plant density on some growth characteristics and yield components of roselle (sour tea) under the climatic
conditions of Ahvaz, Iran.

Material and Methods: In order to evaluate the effect of sowing date and plant density on the growth and yield
of roselle (sour tea), an experiment was carried out as split plot arrangements in randomized complete blocks
design with three replications in the research farm of the Agricultural and Natural Resources Research and
Education Center of Khuzestan province in Ahvaz, Iran, in 2022. Sowing dates at five levels (April 11, April 21,
April 31, May 10, and May 22) were assigned to the main plots, and plant densities at three levels (4, 8, and 12
plant m?) were randomized in sub-polts. After emergence, seedlings were thinned to reach the defined plant
density (4, 8, and 12 plant.m?) at three to four leaf stages. The growth characteristics were measured during five
growth stages from 30 days after sowing dates and at intervals of 30 days. Roselle plants were harvested at the
stage of boll ripening. After harvesting roselle plants, some characteristics related to yield components include
plant dry weight, boll dry weight, number of boll.plant®, number of seed.boll’l, 1000 seed weight, sepal
weight.plant?, biological yield, dry sepal yield and seed yield were measured and recorded.

Results: Analysis of variance showed that the interaction of sowing date and plant density was significant on
plant height, number of boll.plant?, number of seed.boll?, seed weight, sepal weight.boll, biological yield,
sepal dry weight, seed yield and seed harvest index. Also, the effect of sowing date was significant on leaf area
index, plant dry weight, boll dry weight, sepal anthocyanin content and sepal harvest index. Mean comparison
showed that the highest plant height was measured in Aprill 21 with 12, 4, and 8 plant.m? (198.2, 197.9, and
194.6 cm, respectively). The highest number of seed.boll was recorded in April 30 with 4 and 8 plant.m? (24
and 22.7, respectively). The heaviest single seed weight obtained in April 21 and April 30 with 8 plant.m? (19
g). The highest of sepal weight.plant* was obtained in April 31 with 12 plant.m? (43.9 g.plant?). The highest
biological yield was harvested in April 21 with 8 plant m (44707.2 kg.ha*). Also, the highest leaf area index
(9), boll dry weight (0.893 g), number of boll.plant? (209.9) and sepal anthocyanin content (0.329 pmol g*?)
were measured in sowing date of April 30.

Conclusion: The results of this experiment showed that most of the growth characteristics and yield components
of roselle (sour tea) plants sown on April 30 with 8 plant.m were higher compared to other treatments. Delay in
sowing date caused decreases in the growth characteristics and yield components, which is probably due to the
increase in temperature and its effect on the growth and production of roselle plants. Considering the results of
this experiment, the planting date of April 30 with plant density of 8 plant.m? was identified suitable packge for
the growing of roselle under the environmental conditions of Ahvaz in Iran.
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Table 1. Meteorological information of the experiment site (2022)

S glos 5 Ska La slos ke 198 sles 3l 158 glos ST
Mean soil temperature  Mean air temperature  Min air temperature  Max air temperature
Month obo ('C) (C) (C) (C)
Apr. 308 17 28 21 36
May i) 20 32 29 44
Jun. sls = 24 39 30 45
Jul. S 28 38 30 48
Aug. N 26 39 31 46
Sep. BYHgs 18 31 22 39
Oct. e 16 28 18 39
Nov. oLt 13 21 15 29

ST ol ol o oS gl 5 (S5 sla S5 9-Y Jsul>

Table 2. Physical and chemical properties of soil at the experimental site

S Gas il - S Ssps oS oA Sl
Soil depth (cm)  Texture K (mg.kg?) P(mgkg?) N(@®%) O.C.(%) pH EC(dS.m?)
0-30 Silty-Clay 241 7.1 011  0.87 8.39 2.68
30-60 Silty-Clay 215 6.15 0075 071 8.10 1.78
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Table 3. Means comparison of plant traits of roselle in interaction of sowing date and plant density treatments

g glisl Sy 530558 St Gls ym 05 8 lS oSias o
Plant height No. of o358 55 4wl slua 1000 seed Sepal weight
Treatment bl slasles (cm) boll.plant?  No. of seed.boll*  weight (g) (g.plantt)

Sowing date x Plant density Gy o STiX il b

Apr. 11 x 4 Plant.m mse 03 G5 ¥ X 3y 5 XY 157.3ef 143.7e 19.3def 16.6¢d 26.9c
Apr. 11 x 8 Plant.m r e )3 G AX 3y 5 YY 155.0f 141.7ef 19.3def 17.0cd 26.9c
Apr. 11 x 12 Plant.m-2 PAIRTP L E ISP AL 156.3ef 137.0efg 18.7fe 18.3ab 28.2c
Apr. 21 x 4 Plant.m™ pop e 03 G5 B X gl ) 197.9a 194.0c 22.0b 17.6abc 38.8b
Apr. 21 x 8 Plant.m Fop e 03 G A X Sl ) 194.6ab 202.0b 20.0cde 19.0a 40.3ab
Apr. 21 x 12 Plant.m- mp e 03 B VY X sl 198.2a 203.7b 21.3bc 18.6a 40.0ab
Apr. 30 x 4 Plant.m r e 33 6§ X gyl Ve 186.7bc 213.3a 24.0a 18.9a 43.3a
Apr. 30 x 8 Plant.m R 03 B A X Sl Ve 188.3bc 200.7bc 22.7ab 19.0a 40.6ab
Apr. 30 x 12 Plant.m-2 pe e 33 G VY X Cligus,l Ve 187.7bc 215.7a 22.0b 18.6a 43.9a
May 10 x 4 Plant.m- rp e 03 45 B X Cgus,l Y 178.3d 173.0d 20.3cd 17.5d 39.8ab
May 10 x 8 Plant.m- R 03 B A X Sl Y 176.7d 174.0d 21.3bc 17.5a-d 39.7ab
May 10 x 12 Plant.m™ Fa e 03 G VY X sl Y 180.3cd 179.3d 20.3cd 16.6¢d 42.2ab
May 22 x 4 Plant.m- pp e 03 G5 ¥ X sls 5 163.3e 131.79 18.7fe 16.3cd 25.9c
May 22 x 8 Plant.m- Fp e 03 G A X sls 5 163.3e 135.0fg 19.3def 16.0cd 28.3c
May 22 x 12 Plant.m™ ;g e 3 G VY X sls 5 173.7d 132.0g 18.3f 17.0cd 25.7¢

LI g yls gme gl '\“’)J@db‘é“”*’)h@” ) T g HIRE Q}“J'TQ‘L“‘J{ Aed &S 2ia oy Ls‘)"“fgﬁl‘\'):iﬂ:" O 2 )3
Means in each column followed by similar letter(s) are not significantly different at 5% probability level, using LSD test
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Fig. 2. Mean comparison of total dry weight of roselle in sowing date treatments
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Table 4. Means comparison of biological yield, sepal yield, seed yield and harvest index of roselle in interaction

of sowing date and plant density treatments
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Biological yield  Sepal yield Seed yield Seed harvest

Treatment leiT glales (kg.hat) (kg.hah) (kg.hat) index (%)
Sowing date x Plant density G g o ST X bl b
Apr. 11 x 4 Plant.m ry a3 S B X sys 5 YY 24118.9d 1796.4f 3060.0d 13.0bcd
Apr. 11 x 8 Plant.m ryo a3 S AX 5ys 5 YY 22708.3e 1834.5f 3165.6d 13.9abc
Apr. 11 x 12 Plant.m oo 33 G VY X s,y 5 YY 23705.6de 1954.2e 3145.8d 12.7cd
Apr. 21 x 4 Plant.m oo e 3 6 B X gyl 44540.4a 2674.7d 5187.1bc 11.8d
Apr. 21 x 8 Plant.m2 e 3 G g AR syl 44707.2a 2810.7bc  5259.3bc 11.8d
Apr. 21 x 12 Plant.m r e 53 G VY X gyl 44537 .6a 2761.6cd  5662.7b 12.5cd
Apr. 30 x 4 Plant.m PRSI 3 SCEPISER 42793.4b 2869.7b 5971.1ab 15.5a
Apr. 30 x 8 Plant.m r e 33 S A X gl 42951.7b 2985.4a 6638.8a 14.1abc
Apr. 30 x 12 Plant.m oo 3 G VY X gyl Ve 43247.3b 3027.2a 6073.7ab 14.0abc
May 10 x 4 Plant.m PRSP 3 SRR B 30303.5¢ 28419bc  4415.6¢ 15.1a
May 10 x 8 Plant.m r e 33 g A X gl Y 30148.4c 2822.8bc  4649.4c 15.9a
May 10 x 12 Plant.m PPERTOCIVEL B SUN-VRESA D 30285.9¢ 3015.2a 4363.9c 14.9a
May 22 x 4 Plant.m PRSP 3 SN 19020.9¢ 1827.8f 2837.3d 15.4a
May 22 x 8 Plant.m oo 3 G AX sls 5 20369.6f 2000.7e 2941.9d 15.7a
May 22 x 12 Plant.m ro e 53 5 VY X sls 0 18862.3g 1852.0f 2910.9d 16.0a
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Means in each column followed by similar letter(s) are not significantly different at 5% probability level, using LSD test
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Fig. 5. Mean comparison of sepal harvest index of roselle in sowing date treatments
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