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Abstract

This study was investigated to find out the optimum planting densities
of .Apsum graveolens L  about growth characters, yield components and yi-
eld at 9 planting densities by transplanting culture,

The results obtained are summarized as follows ;

1. Studying the correlationship, the highly negative significances we-
re found between planting densities and petiole weight, planting d-
ensities and plant weight, respectively,

2. Plant hight was longest in spacious planting, and was short in dense,

3. Petiole yield was thinkest in planting densities(50X 35cm), and was
thin in planting densities(40X25cm),

4, Yield of petiole was increased in planting densities(50X25¢m), but
quality and yield of petiole were highest by optimum planting densi-

ties (50X 35¢cm ),
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Table 1. The effect of planting densities on the growth and yield of
Petiole in celery, Apium graveolens L,

Planting Petiole No of petiole Hill wt_  Petiole
densities Length width thick wt,
(mm) (mm) (mm ) (ea) (%) (%)
40 X 25 em 254 20.9 12.4 9.2e% 297 182
40 X 35 30.3 21.9 13.6 10,7 20 407 273
40 X 45 29.7 21.9 13.2 10,8 2° 444 269
50 X 25 27.4 21.9 13.1 9.2° 364 224
50 X 35 28.9 21.4 14.2 9.6 488 290
50 X 45 29.2 22.4 14.6 962 489 302
60 X 25 28.1 21.8 13.1 11.6*° 444 254
60 X 35 31.2 22.6 13.3 11,2° 470 303
60 X 45 34.3 23.7 14 .4 12.3% 493 305

* ; Mean separation within rows by Duncan’s multiple range test, 5 %
level
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