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B AMXA AMUEXE EHEREEY HES
2 2 % x __ _ ﬂ%é%i(kg/ha)
57 o i H A
g g 5,610 8,810 11,440 8,620 91
AN - 5,400 7,530 11,320 8,083 85
] 12 I g g A=Y 7,050 11,160 13,690 10,633 110
% H g 5,480 9,220 11,470 8,723 92
A B B g 6,910 11,260 14,250 10,807 114
3 6,090 9,596 12,434 9,373 -
o2 g 6,860 9,420 12,720 9,667 102
b ¢ns 7,340 12,730 14,150 11,407 120
ANt R g 7,150 10,530 14,600 10,760 113
A & B g 7,690 11,360 12,980 10,677 113
A EE R e 6,850 11,130 12,840 10,273 108
A¥e & 2 g 6,550 10,840 14,000 10,463 110
& 2 g 6,660 6,660 15,160 9,493 100
Z 2 g 7,130 11,140 14,330 10,867 115
2 ¢ 52 g 7,010 12,320 13,530 10,953 115
3 F 2 g 6,580 12,300 12,360 10,580 112
¥y 6,982 10,843 13,717 10,514 -
LSD(OOS) ......................................................... 1’080
E2 34 434
zazEz  SARET A3F 9% e
(kg / ha) (kg / ha) (8) (8) (kg / ha) (%)
S - 4,170 50 28.8 715 4,220 36.2
71 % 52 ¥ 4,150 30 35.0 705 4,190 31.4
1 I g R 4,360 20 33.8 724 4,380 316
F % 5B og 4,420 30 31.6 716 4,450 33.5
AR 2 g 4,130 20 3238 747 4,120 33.4
3y 4,246 - - - 4272 33.2
A R 3,690 30 36.0 647 3,720 317
1 ¢ 923 4,810 30 33.2 629 4,840 35.2
A R E 5,220 60 328 615 5,280 32.0
A & 2 9 3,660 80 35.8 626 3,740 31.8
A EEE 4,800 50 35.8 651 4,850 384
¢ B g 4,840 100 37.0 644 4,940 352
& ® g 5,500 100 36.7 662 5,600 359
Z B g 4,080 80 312 614 3,830 276
2 ¢ 2 g 4,620 60 40.8 630 4,680 373
] T 2 g 6,230 140 29.0 613 6,370 459
H 4,745 - - - 4,785 35.1
LSD(0.05) - - - - 1,360 -




