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Table 1. Analysis of variance of mean squares of the agronomic characteristis and
grain yield of maize

b PRI gl gl s Spmody sl Cwa sl sty Gay sk 3 Shes
Sl ens oyl Gy I wla als sy e o eyl

S.0v. df PHT EHT KDP TKW K/R RN/E COB% DNM Yield
Year(Y) 1 9458™ 7.5™  0.005"™ 7246.00™  17.90™ 12.40%%* 30,0%* 68.00* 00.4"™
Rep/Y 6 8307 4490  0.070 2271.00 8.20 1.60 1.3 11.00 26.0
Factor A 7 129™ 96.0" 0.030™ 555.00"™  42.00%*  038.00™ 3.0% 1.02"™ 7.53*
YxA 7 164™ 108.0™  0.050™ 733.00" 13.40™ 0.25™ 2.4™ 0.70™ 47"
Error 42 170 78.0 0.290 371.00 7.20 0.59 24 0.52 2.5
Total 63 68500 7429.0  0.460 45456.00 759.00 51.00 175.0 170.00 2520
CV.% 7.01 7.7 7.890 6.47 7.43 5.10 9.9 0.58 18.6

g Y A R P P ms yF¥ ¥

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

PHT: Plant height; EHT: Ear height; KDP: Kernel depth; TKW: 1000 kernel weight; K/R: Kernels row; RN/E: Row

no./ ear; COB: Cob percent; DNM: Days to maturity.
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Table 2. Comparision of means of the agronomic characteristis of maize
in different plant densities

SweS1s gyl gl e 38 Glssldes s paldes Ao ys N 3agolde 3 Slas
-ty e I s Wl g Caayne ey Plhags ablagk;,  Ode,l
Plant PHT EHT KDP TKW K/R RN/E coB MC DNM Yield
densities (cm) (cm)  (cm) (@) % % (kgha™
75¢m 2002 1l4a 1.06a 29%4a 35.1a 15.0a 15.8a 24a 125.4a 8883a
60cm 1982 1132 1.07a 293a 37.6a 15.1a 16.2a 24a 125.6a 9337a
75x21 186a 109b 1.06a 305a 36.4b 15.1a 15.4ab 243 124.4ab 8774ab
75x19 189a  117ab  1.07a 303a 34.7b 15.1a 15.8ab 24a 126.0ab  9680a
75<16.5 185a 1l2ab  1.05a 293ab  35.3b 15.1a 16.1ab 26a 125.2ab  9500a
75x14.3 189a  117ab  1.0%a 281bc 33.9b 14.8a 17.2a 25a 125.8a 7590 b
6Ux25.5 187a  114ab  1.06a 291b 41.2a 15.6a 152 b 24a 125.0ab  9510a
60x23.5 188a 120a  1.10a 291b 36.5b 15.0a 16.0ab 25a 125.6ab  9960a
60<20.5 176a  118ab 1.05a 302a 34.8b 15.0a 16.1ab 24a 125.8a 9280ab
60x18 188a I15ab  1.07a 287H 37.9ab 14.7a 17.2a 23a 126.0a 8600ab
LSD5% 13 89 0.54 12 2.7 0.78 1.54 34 0.73 1.59

CEY R PRERPRLIR P I VTP S YO JRIUE SRPPRL - KPR, gy JEI O PO < )

Means having at least one letter in common are not significantly dtfferent.

PHT: Plant height; EHT: Ear height; KDP: Kernel depth; TKW: 1000 kernel weight; K/R: Kernels row; RN/E: Row
no./ ear; COB: Cob percent; MC: Moisture content; DNM: Days to maturity.
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