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The effect of row spacing and planting spac on the grain yield

in white bean cv. Daneshkadeh
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Table 1. Average of grain yield biological yield and harvest index

s <l > Ses s 2 Sas Shlsp astls
Treatment Grain yield (Kg/ha) Biological yield (Kg/h) Harvest index (HI)

Row space sy alols

A1(30cm) 1169.4 a 12578 b 26b
A2(40cm) 1150.7 b 11294 c 25b
A3(50cm) 799 ¢ 91105 a 26 b
A4(60cm) 561.30d 7306 d 29a
Within plant space « ,, alob

B1(5cm) 1619 a 11598 a 225b
B2(10cm) 889 b 9892 b 28 a
B3(15cm) 626 c 8726 ¢ 29a
AlB1 2605 a 12480 b 235¢
Al1B2 1350 b 13286 a 26.5b
A1B3 1153 b 11965 ¢ 30a
A2B1 1809 a 13872 a 22 ¢
A2B2 1146 b 11059 ¢ 27hb
A2B3 597¢c 8949 d 29a
A3B1 1359 b 11394 ¢ 23¢c
A3B2 632 ¢c 8313 d 275D
A3B3 407d 7624 e 26.5b
A4B1 907 b 8646 d 23¢c
A4B2 429¢ 6909 e 28b
A4B3 349d 6363 e 31l5a

Lo 3) SK18) i1 s me M| (i 57 e o5 > ‘51)\:65_&@@@&3@}):
Mean followed by similar letters are not significantly different according to Dancan Multiple Range (% 1)
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The effect of row and planting spacing on yeild in the white bean
cv. Danshkadeh

Kahraryanl, B. and R. Fatemy2

ABSTRACT

In order to study the effects of row and plant spacing on the grain yield of withe bean, cv.
Daneshkadeh, a field experiment was camied-out in Khomein field Research station in 2002 cropping
season. Four levels of row spacing, 30, 40, 50 and 60 cm and three levels of plant spacing on row, 5, 10 and
15 cm were studied in split plot arrangement using randomized complete block design with four
replications. Four levels of row spacing were assigned to main plots and three levels of plant spacing to sub
plots. The results showed that increasing row spacing and plant spacing, i. e. decreasing plant density, the
grain yield significantly decreased. The highest grain yield (2605 kg/ha) was obtained from the
combination of 30 x 5 cm, row and plant spacing, respectively.
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