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Effects of plant density on yield and agronomic traits of

sunflower cv. Armavirsky under dryland condition in Maragheh
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Table 1. Comparison of different mean for interaction effect distance row (A) distance plant (B) in 1998

Jolaze 1 AJ);‘CL&JJ\ Gab ks sl s Sy sldes oy sl &l slas J» 05 qj\a.sjgb..o
AxB dh.ufl: ;.A:..,«)U Gb oo &ls

Interaction Plant height Head diameter  Stem diameter ~ Days to Days to Seeds TKW Grain yield

effect A x B (cm) (cm) (mm) flowering maturity per head (2) (kg/ha)
Al B1 45.8 53 6.4 73 110 134.3 28.33 210
Al B2 583 6.8 7.9 80 109.3 245.3 29.7 513.7
Al B3 68.5 8.1 8.6 81.3 110.3 226 27.3 480.7
Al B4 66.8 7.3 8.8 80.7 108.3 112.7 26.7 250.9
A2 BI 71.4 7.5 8.2 80.3 111.3 199.7 31 429.3
A2 B2 67.6 8.6 8.1 78.7 109.7 173.7 29 350
A2 B3 74.9 7.8 9.8 80.7 110 237.7 30.3 330
A2 B4 68.23 7.2 8.8 81.3 110.3 129.3 28.3 184

A; and A; are 40 and 60 cm row distances respectively.

B, B,, B; and By are 20, 25, 30 and 35 cm plant distances respectively.
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Table 2. Comparison of different mean for interaction effect distance row (A)* distance plant (B) in 1999

Jlaze 31 Sy gl b ks Bl s o sldws 5o sldws &l sl BT als 5 Shes
AxB @.Ufb‘ ;J._M»)U Gb s &>
Interaction ~ Plant height Head diameter Stem diameter ~ Days to Days to Seeds TKW Grain yield
effect A x B (cm) (cm) (mm) flowering  maturity  per head (2) (kg/ha)
Al BI1 69.3 5.3 9 84.7 115.3 115 35 325.4
Al B2 78.7 5.3 10 87.7 118.3 99.3 28.7 3333
Al B3 77.3 6.7 10.7 87.7 118.3 187.3 37 483.7
Al B4 75.7 7 11 81 114.3 221.7 31.7 381.7
A2 Bl 74.3 6 9 83 113.3 142 33.7 345.7
A2 B2 68.3 6.7 10 87.7 117.7 248.3 253 356.7
A2 B3 76.3 7 11.7 85 115.3 192.7 37.7 341
A2 B4 90 7.3 10.3 81 114 148 36.3 223
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Table 3. Commbined analysis of variance of distance between row and plants on agronomic traits
Gy plis) b ks Wl ks Sy sldes G 5y sl &l slaes Sla s s Ses
Plant Head Stem S g 5k s Lls 4l
S.0. V. Dl ks b df height diameter diameter Days to Days to Seeds per TKW rain
(cm) (cm) (m m) flowering  maturity head (2) yield
(kg/ha)
Y o1 180087 1n* 4417 336 420 6580 374 61427
Error ol 4 43.8 0.208 7.2 74.2 225 25615 12.2 49611.4
A PPTH 1 690.1 7.5 2.1 0.19 1.3 2821 56.3 33022.5
Yx A Gy dsbxgl 1 114.1 0.188 1.3 17.5 1637 21420 48 45435
B spdot 3 366.8 391 106" 377" 103" 46207 " 5257 54002
YxB Gpdolixdl 3 17.7 1.41 0.14 374 135" 36236" 88.7 574492
AxB Gy Aol x sy ol 3 128.3 20.2 1.14 11.2 32 11168 30.7 42455
YxAxB & gl olix (a3 yalolix Sl 3 205.8 0.799 0.39 15.9 0.72 12086 38.4 92930.4
Error szal 28 254.7 2.94 33 10.4 1.3 11486 27.5 56428.8
C.V.% Sk 22.36 24.89 19.81 3.93 1.01 14.15 17.28 16.41
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Table 4. Comparison of different mean in different distance between rows

oo dheols &) s s 59y sl 39y Slss PHINNNR; 059 s Shes

Cs gl Cas, e ab P AU Sty b sb s FHIG 4l
Distance Plant Head Stem Days to Days to Seeds TKW Grain
between rows height diameter diameter flowering  maturity per (2) yield
(cm) (cm) (cm) (mm) head (kg/ha)
40 67.58 6.5 9.04 82 113.04 188.67 2929 37245
60 75.17 7.29 9.46 82.13 115.83 173.33 3146  320.54
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Table 5. Comparison of different mean in different distance between plants on rows
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Distance Plant Head Stem Days to Days to Seeds per Grain
between plants height diameter  diameter  flowering  maturity head TKW (g) yield
(cm) (cm) (cm) (mm) (kg/ha)
20 65.17 6.08 8.08 80.25 112.5 143.8 29.5 327.67
25 68.33 6.92 8.92 83.5 113.8 190.3 28.17 388.5
30 76.75 7.33 10.17 83.67 113.5 264.6 33.08 408.83
35 75.25 7.25 9.83 80.83 111.8 125.3 30.75 259.92
LSD 57 - - 1.53 - - - 4.389 -
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Table 6. Comparison of different mean for interaction effect of distance row (A) distance plant(B),

Maragheh 1998-1999
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il gl ks s Sy 3l Sy e &ls slaw 39 3 Shes
iz Sy sb P g Sy b ab s PN 4l
AxB Plant Head Stem Days to Days to Seeds per TKW Grain yield

Interaction height diameter diameter  flowering maturity head (2) (kg/ha)

effect AxB (cm) (cm) (mm)
Al Bl 57.5 5.33 7.67 78.83 112.7 123 26.67 267.8
Al B2 68.67 6.17 8.83 83.83 113.8 173.7 29.17 4235
A1 B3 72.83 7.33 9.67 84.5 1143 299.2 32.17 482.2
Al B4 71.33 7.17 10 80.83 111.3 158.8 29.17 316.3
A2 Bl 72.83 6.83 8.5 81.67 112.3 164.7 32.33 387.5
A2 B2 68 7.68 9 83.17 113.7 206.8 27.17 3535
A2 B3 80.67 7.33 10.67 82.83 112.7 230 34 3355
A2 B4 79.17 7.33 9.67 80.83 112.2 91.83 32.33 203.5
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45 g Alald x iy ) Alald
Plant x Row

S. yield (kg/ha)
(JHSA 43 o K 5hs) 4dla 3 Slee

48l w3 sl b s 0l ST als s S s i3y 55 65 abolox Ly ol flize S1 s sui-) IS
Fig. 1. Interaction effects of row distance x Plant distance on seed yield of sunflower

In dry farming condition-Maragheh
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Effects of plant density on yield and agronomic traits of
sunflower cv. Armavirsky under dryland condition in Maragheh

B. Abdolrahmani'

ABSTRACT

Agro-technical factors that have effect on grain yield and their optimum control
would increase yield. This experiment was carried out in as factorial using RCBD with
two factors including distance between rows (a;=40 and a,=60 cm) and distance between
plants on row (b;=20cm , b,=25c¢m, b;=30cm and bs=35cm) with 3 replications for two
years on sunflower cv. Armavirsky. Plant height, head diameter, stem diameter, days to
flowering and maturity, number of seeds per head, TKW and grain yield were recorded.
Results showed that effects of distance between plants on row was significant(a=/1).
Based on results, there is no significant differences in grain yield among treatments. The
combination of 60 cm row distance and 35 cm plant distance on rows with 47619 plants
per hectare is recommended for growing sunflower cv. Armavirsky under Maragheh
dryland conditions. This recommendation will led to reduce seed rate and soil moisture
losses through transpiration. It would also facilitate in the chamical control of weeds.

Key words: Sunflower, Grain yield, Seed rate, Dryland, Soil moisture, Weed control.
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