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Table 1. Analysis of variance for length of flower-tube and yield of saffron stigma in

- MS Sl o St
Sl il df Length of Yield of stigma
S.0.V. ' flower-tube

Replication (R) SIS 5.271 1.725™
Sowing depth (A) S Ges ) 1.960" 0.793™
Sowing method (B) S \ 0.017"™ 0.798™
AxB S xS Gas ) 1.017™ 0.083"™
Plant density (C) S WST Y 1.65™ 7.217"
AxC S (S px s Gas Y 1.288™ 0.545"
BxC Bl (S xS by, Y 1.383™ 1.914"™
AxBxC ClS (S X sl Gasx BT gy Y 0.640™ 6.184"
Error o \ns 0.642 0.774
Total Jwy - -
CV% g R 21.81 24.99

* and **: Significant at 5% and 1% levels, respectively.

ns: Not significant.

.M)ijuhé)h\GJDTC)JQ‘»):)‘D&N%jQZ*j

*%*

Dls gme 2 NS

Olyiss JSa dsb s JS g 059 ¢ JS &St 05 8 eSKist 035 bl o =Y Jsd>
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Table 2. Analysis of variance for leaf dry wegiht , total dry weight , flower cover weight
and length of flower-tube of saffron in 2003

MS cla o Kibe
a3 oSes 05 IS S 03 3958 Jsb
@57 S wils el S S 4S
df. Leaf dry Total dry Flower Length of
SOV, S weight weight cover weight fI?LYk\;eer-
Replication (R) JSS v 677604077 7475933 579.694° 4.859"
Sowing depth (A) CElS Ges 660.825"™ 75.242™  244.653"™ 2.613"
Sowing method (B) CEE Gy 998.275™ 322.450™ 26.641™ 0.001™
AxB CA Xl Ges \ 10170.250 7911.314 461.785"™ 0.6530°
Plant density (C) calS STy 17994.810  20812.4737  1315.9327 1.530"™
AxC S WS x B Ges Y 166.511™ 377.807"  46.013" 1.464"™
BxC CAE (ST EsS sy Y 39.381™ 297.836™ 97.410° 0.450™
AXBXC LS (SIixcals GaexcslS By, Y 2940.070° 4204.638™  173.923™ 0.421™
Error A 1600.582 1715.737 174.650 0.450
Total gy - - - -
CV% il - 22.1 22.3 25.2 18.9
* and **: Significant at 5% and 1% levels, respectively. )30 5 doy3 ) (LT o glau 53 ls gan o 5w F 5 FF
ns: Not significant. s sme e NS
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Table 3. Means comparison of length of flower-tube and stigma yield of saffron in different
treatments in 2002

IS ERE IS 5 Shae
- - _l
Treatment s Length {é(r)nv;/er tube  Stigma yield (kgha™)
Sowing depth (cm) Sl Ges
15 2913 b 2.127a
20 3.318a 2.385a
Sowing method Sl 99
Plot cropping S5 3.313a 2.127 a
Furrow cropping iy Sy 3.096 a 2.385a
Number of corms 45 & 50 b dluw
2 2.787 a 1.521b
4 3.263a 2411a
8 3.29% a 2.837a

IR RIS LN PR, T2 N WS bc}d.u)b Qﬁ\: Slaalsdi & 93T bl O g 855 S i oy - U Lawful:.n
Mean followed by similar letters in each column are not significantly different at 5% level, according to
Duncan’s multiple range test.

j‘}fﬁxw WEN Qj}cé‘}ﬁ:r\g\j“}f s e Qjﬁ‘g;i s e Ojjogudhﬁpww—?gjj&

WAY b 55 0ljae; 8 4 db
Table 4. Means comparison of leaf dry weight, total dry weight, flower cover weight and
length of flower-tube of saffron in 2003

833 IS0y Sy S 05 dsb
£ Ses Sn el 5 K ay
Leaf dry 5 Total dry_2 Flower cover Length of
Treatment s weight (gm™)  weight (gm™)  weight (kgha™) flovzlsrrr-]';ube
Sowing depth (cm) ClT Gas
15 113.60 a 116.64 a 27.84 a 256D
20 120.88 a 120.46 a 32.36 a 3.03a
Sowing method Sl 9
Plot cropping S5 11261 a 115.95a 29.36 a 2.87 a
Furrow cropping iy S 121.73 a 121.14a 30.85a 2.719a
Number of corms A B 50 4y dlus
2 93.69 b 90.09 b 21.30b 252 a
4 102.20 b 99.69 b 29.60 b 2.84a
8 155.60 a 160.10 a 3941a 3.03a

Ll gyl e J}’t:’-l.l.p)bbc]a,vs Qgilb Slaslste [)_,.ajTu.:Lle.! O g 253 SS 2ia Q}j»bl.ad:il.:»
Mean followed by similar letters in each column are not significantly different at 5% level, according to
Duncan’s multiple range test.
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Table 5. Mean comparison of intraction effects of depth , method and plant density
on the stigma yield (kgha™) of saffron in 2002
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Mean followed by similar letters in each column are not significantly different at 5% level,

according to Duncan’s multiple range test.
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Fig. 1. Intraction effects of sowing depth and sowing method

on leaf dry weight of saffron in 2002
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Table 6. Analysis of variance for stigma yield, harvest index, distance of new corm to
land surface(DNCLS) and number of corms in 2003

MS Sey o o SiL
s IS5 Shes ol dols 4 sl
LSJ‘)T C‘_..&‘))J M g_ﬂ..;"\i'\} b‘} BE
df. S g b -
o Stigma Harvest DNCLS Number corn
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*and **: Significant at 5% and 1% levels, respectively.

ns: Not significant.
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Fig. 2. Intraction effects of sowing depth and sowing

method on total dry weight of saffron in 2002
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Table 7. Means comparison of stigma yield, Harvest index, distance of new corm to
land surface(DNCLS) and number of corm of saffarn in 2003

IS 5 Ses Sl p sesls o Sbde dob @ 3l
T ) Stigma yield  Harvest index DNCLS Number
reatment b (kgha™) (%) (cm) corm/m?
Planting depth (cm) Clls Gas
15 3.88a 0.36a 9.46 b 355.5a
20 5.08a 0.40a 11.19a 370.5a
Sowing method Sl 99
Plot cropping S5 4.09a 0.37a 10.56a 334.1b
Furrow copping lady g 4.09a 0.39a 10.08a 391.8a
Number of corm 4 B S iy Sl
2 273 ¢ 0.27b 9.50a 257.8¢c
4 4.43b 0.45a 11.13a 349.4 b
8 6.25a 0.44a 10.81a 481.6a
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Mean followed by similar letters in each column are not significantly different at 5% level,

according to Duncan’s multiple range test.
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