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Table 1.Analysis of variance for different characters of buckwheat

MS  Sla e S

4y B CERIN 3 Shes &5 sldss tl.éi)\ 37)

15T 03 5 s 5 «ls g3 e &ls )l

df. Biomass Grain Grains/ Plant 1000 grain
S.0. V. Sl s dry weight yield plant height weight
Air humidity (A.h) 198 Cusby 1 27.600%* 5.06%* 1422.22%*  10.96™ 24.160**
Soil moisture (S.m) Sl coyb, 1 103.920**  20.71%** 5832.00**  71.80™ 96.400**
AhxS.m S by x s by 1 0.006™ 0.18%* 46.72%* 12142 0.009™
Density (D) oS5 1 244.570**  46.57**  15842.00** 786.06%  208.380**
DxAh 38 Coshy x (S5 1 0.036™ 0.66** 46.72* 173.29™ 3.050%*
D x S.m S Cugb,yx (ST 1 0.001™ 4.99%* 1476.05**  27.06™ 10.270%*
DiSmxAh oSl bydmibxeSTs 1 2.170% 0.01™ 200™  15931™  0.070™
CV.% 1.77 2.74 2.73 10.78 0.93

10 5 Y e 53 513 gan l3 ma ko 5 41 ¥ 5 F s

ns, ** and * : Non significant, significant at the 1% and 5% levels of probability, respectively.
2950515 5 OT e dyn Sy gy 31 o S0e aglia =Y g
= . s (e . -
rﬂ&bwb}wj)uw

Table 2. Mean comparison of air humidity, irrigation and plant density effects on
vegetative and reproductive traits of buckwheat

4l slaw 4l 03 03 5 Lo 3 Ui O 9 09
G gy Gy 44y EHESSIPTY

Grains/ plant ~ Grain weight/ Biomass dry 1000 grain
Treatment Sl plant (g) weight/ plant (g) weight (g)
Mist il 123.083 b 3372b 23.486 Db 26.997 b
Non-mist Conse O 9o 131.972 a 3903 a 23.494 a 29.003 a
20 mm irrigation ST jade Y 118.528 b 3.101b 21.289b 25.996 b
40 mm irrigation ST ja e b0 136.528 a 4.174 a 23.962 a 30.004 a
33.3 plants/ m’ B> SR TYIY 142.361a 4.444 a 24333 a 30.947 a
100 plants/ m> e 3 i\ 112.694 b 2.832b 20.647 b 25.053 b

i s gme 6 T Cst| a8 O st 55 ¢S e o o b b SSbs

Means with similar letters in each column are not significantly different.
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Fig. 1. Density and air humidity interaction effect on
1000 grain weight of buckwheat
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Fig. 2. Density and Soil moisture interaction effect on 1000 grain weight
of buckwheat
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