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Table 1. Variation of inherent characteristics of rapeseed variety Yudal under different planting date and
plant density.

i No. of
Sceding Ridge width Boltng Flowering Flowenn Beanng Growth Maturin Rate of

x Intrarow emergence . diseased Index
date spacing dy date date g penod period duration g date plant
fﬁ:;gg;‘ 7 330 410 25 59 261 68 55 100
3((1);121?:m 7 320 49 26 59 260 67 21 38
g
9.2 ooem 7 317 49 25 60 261 63 63 1S
fﬁ:;;ifg 7 317 410 22 60 262 69 438 87
fl(r’:;g;“gl 7 314 48 26 61 261 68 38 69
ﬁ;&;‘g 7 319 410 24 59 251 68 60 109
3(?3121?:;‘ 7317 410 25 6l 253 610 22 40
9.30 fl(r’;;g;‘g 7 316 411 26 58 251 68 40 T3
fi(r):;;;’;’ 7 317 410 24 58 250 67 44 80
f;r):;;;’;‘ 7 317 41l 25 58 251 68 33 60
fi‘r)ss;;’; 10 322 411 32 58 241 68 30 S5
33;5?;;“ 10 320 411 23 56 239 66 23 42
10.10 ffx):;g];’g 10 318 410 20 S6 238 65 28 5l
fﬁ;;sg; 10 319 410 27 56 238 65 68 24
ffr):;;;‘;‘ 10 315 49 24 58 239 66 21 38
i’gs&;’g 10 320 413 30 59 234 611 33 60
3&%?:; 9 311 410 26 6 35 612 15 27
10.20 fi?;;;;’;’ 9 316 4ll 27 61 234 611 25 45
ﬁ’;;;;‘; 10 319 412 28 60 234 611 19 35
fﬁ:;ggg 10 317 412 28 6 234 611 11 20
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Table 2. Variation of agronomic characteristics of rapeseed variety Yudal under different planting date and
plant density.

. . No. of No. of
Seeding Ridge width ppant  Ear No. of seedling effective No.of No. of pods pog  pog

x Intrarow stand  branches pods  per 2nd )

date spacing height length branches perm’  per o2 per ear branches Setting length
fi‘r)xw.cm 128 35 32 66 21 4 3 67 56
opplng
30<20em 0 59 g 180 1440 24 1 68 54
drilling

9.20 fi‘r)"z".cm 135 40 16 15 240 39 4 73 54
oppmg
inXlScm 141 36 17 20 341 37 4 67 55
ropping
S0<10em 1 31 g6 30 480 36 4 70 57
dropping
30:30em 4 4 3 66 211 41 10 71 52
dropping
30x20cm
wiling. 130 31 13 172 2236 30 2 64 43

930 020em .0 a0 g 15 2710 36 5 67 5.1
dropping
S01sem a0 a0 gy 20 281 B 6 67 52
dropping
fd‘r)"locm 141 31 3 30 690 36 5 67 53
opping
3030em oy 35 g 6.6 119 34 9 69 5.6
dropping
30x20cm 5 4 9 147 1323 30 4 66 5.4
drilling

10.10 i()xzo_cm 127 3% 16 15 240 32 5 70 56
ropping
S0x<ISem a5 31 g3 20 261 31 3 74 55
dropping
S0<10cm 44 37 g3 30 390 36 10 67 56
dropping
30:30em o3 gg 6.6 92 35 6 70 57
dropping
3020em 0 04 9 255 2295 23 03 61 5.4
drilling
50%20cm

10.20 dropping 122 34 9 15 135 30 3 6.0 57
0xI5em g 99 g 20 181 30 2 63 54
dropping
30<10em oy g4 g 30 270 31 3 64 53
dropping
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Table 3. Variation of yield characteristics of rapeseed Yudal under different planting date and

plant desnsity.

per 10a

-, Ridge width . of
S:oj:g X Intrfirow O:Z::im::;g Seed yield Index  Seed capacity Wt. of 1£ we g:aixi;()oo
spacmg (kg/10a)
fﬁsg&? 89 280.9 100 418.6 671 25
32:121?;;“ 88 2478 88 373.9 663 3.0
9.20 fi‘r’;‘:;;‘g 83 2318 83 351.1 670 27
fi‘r’;‘;;;‘;‘ 88 280 8l 3407 669 27
fi?:;;’i‘;‘g 81 2478 88 367.7 674 27
fi‘r):::;‘g 89 2469 88 368.7 670 29
333121?:;“ 84 U6 87 3627 667 31
9.30 fi‘r’::sg;‘ 77 310.5 111 4619 672 3.0
fl(r’:;si;‘g 88 303.4 108 4322 668 32
fi‘r’:;g;‘;’ 88 M4 97 404.1 611 30
fi?::gg;’ 79 195.9 70 291.0 671 3.0
32;1211.':;“ 83 2609 9 394.2 662 32
10.10 fﬁ:gggg 84 2880 103 4322 666 3.1
fi(r’:;;;“g‘ 83 2816 100 424.1 664 3.0
ﬁ’gggﬁg 88 ms 97 4098 667 31
fi‘r’:sggg 81 1960 70 290.5 675 28
333121‘1’;;“ 84 286 81 346.1 660 31
10.20 fi(r’;‘:&;‘g 88 236.1 84 3523 670 2.9
fi‘r’:;;;‘;’ 8 2596 92 3388 667 3.0
fi(r’:gg;‘g 84 2564 91 185.4 665 31
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Table 4. Analysis of variance for yield.

LSD

Source of variance DF MS CV(%)
0.05 0.01
Replication 2 3.874 - - -
Main plot  Sowing date(A) 3 129733 59.00' 89.34" 19.5
Erra(a) 6 - - - -
Planting density(B) 4 7.261 43.90 59.18 124
AxB 12 4.284 52.19 66.84 -
Sub plot
(BxA) (12) (3981)  (80.15)  (107.66) -
Erra(b) 32 - - . .
Total 59
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