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Cauliflower as Second Crop After Rice in Mazandaran

woly dl Js 5 (B o Slte ¢ LaTotal

Ol (rb @be § (539Us” Olids ¥ 4
A SEARZAY I B &b

oA

C,..i:b,:)"wC}JJMC)\).‘&Qﬁrgbﬁ*;ﬁg'}jjﬁJﬁ}ﬁﬁvs‘;c@ls@)l:;\.\f/\o.5‘&ol)gs.e‘g§5lf‘.g‘g;ﬂ'

AVF—EAV YY 5 9 Sl 050 s =

- omwlio g Sliwd Bud b owy g ol (Ol Oliwl 58 (Sl o1l 3 dugs ooliiwl yalaie 4
29Snow crown 8y J5 a5 & o 58 939 5 395 3 Ooldac o3l il g digy o 15 9 ol &b
b Gl Hboabe 1) Olidios oliul 38 31 55 4w 33 slod TY b 39555 DM Calns! isloT LIB
ey e 10) Cadl gyl dow old Lol S 5 swyp ol 08 .08 plul 1FAY 9 \FAY Jlu 8o
Vo d S dlold Ly yio b Y9 00) Catdy dlold dw ol (£ 8 (SO 7 ((;=g0 1€ 9§ s9= sai
o9l 19 40 3 gl .09 (LUK 38 p T oks™ 1YA 9AY (+) baw 4w 38 LA 59 5 3o 9 (yio il
A5 318 Ol s 09 ey ) Emhaw 33 3 hos p BOT bliko §19 B ke 4ds™ 1 0099 HI0 Gxo Cyao
0 45g 000 a5 Jn (o o Vedig dhold 9 o o e Lasd)y dhold (55 500 10 Sl &b Hlosd
1) Jgane oyt i JU 33 (57 £+ 3 Kloe Lawgin b HES 53 £ 7 ghs™ A Ol jue 49 039 545 S paro b HUS
8.0 8 hos gl ¥l Cuw po e e w¥e 3 bolas dlold gl b HUy 0 digs ooy ol .oubld
il g T 039 b (r=/ALY) (5110 SR § Cao (Shuanod (8595 @l yhad (Dlho  Shunod gt o
9 o (Thumsod I 1= +/0£0 9 1= +[OA+ (Shumsbd ity Lt ot § 4 & S (039 9 3995 S5
CUS 3939 9 9595 #8457 099 OT Wao 3w P74 7 gaw 5 gl . N0 g9 510595 9 & Khos b (S H10 S
9 Sl (5318 =ro (Shumodd & 5o b O 5l Ol jao N1ASIS 5 Wl 8 yhos 30 1) dargi g9 jhiiy &5 g

09 Jlme v 33 9 Jgud BB by sloy duls” 53 Ol g xesxd Ol o

oSt (D95 yhad (3 ok (039 yud 355 15 (Wbl F b ST (Slde ilg

OT 5 (G 3 0 55 5 5 I agd 3 Ol Do A 30 VTV Y-AVYAY 05l Gl b sl l 51 ekl s a4 gl ol i )

Al O g Dl 5 ke oty Sl ST o1 (6555158 0aStils Sl 03 8 53 sl ok S il 2 )8 4l &5 Loy o

VY



\VAOJLﬂQie)LuigYYJk”).’k{}dl.‘i“&@i:ﬁs\ij:ﬁ

wsls Fob e 5 Ooda L(VYVY ()
alica p,1 51 o5 8 o3, CslS Ol 8L
Jrol g e goma 457 (6 5 b 4 ol oS S
O G (61,0 0L O 535 5 5o laes
) s el lie alS G 5 ) i
Lo 3l ads e s 53 OLSGYI o olS &S
debaal dosl 5 b g 55l 5555 sllae Ll )
OV Gamanl ) LS5y 55 5 50 Jaos
olis (Lorenz, 1978) 5,5 5laiss mls
(sl slapl il 5 Calises a8 s sls
JM‘&QQ\H@.?JJ_EJLA&F
o $ L OJs 8 O pae dgy Ol L0
355 KT oa ol oS5 5 055 5 Dt 4
OYAY O 5 5 5Kke)
A olS Ol e @ i Wle 4l 8 OLS
).Sﬁ&\ﬂ.@lwbg}frlfg)w(jﬁ
5|MgﬁuJ>J§VJ§md¢ e
P OW PREPRPRRET ST S
P oD g o S is p Sl e
St i s S 1 soliasl
W‘p;wrl_?a\uﬁ;.wt ails
Sl e, S g s ST J, =8
uuiyéﬂd.x_gc,_pl,jﬁéﬁ
45 g o gllas rfb_: (Emilly et al., 1997)
J—sl s adS 0T 4 j5 a8 ol S 5
osb (S5 G2 sl 5 (OT) aes
a8 5,50l 8 eslit wlsyy s JulS
Al Pl s Lads g o o, Jb- e o

sy ol s, Sles S~ 3

£Ve

40R0

Sla g esliul Hph S Sl 4

£33 bSO o 4 )5S S
5 Cmul i 28 Jl> 5 (Second cropping)
Oy 3l Olicwl 5 L3I HLSCa Y /v e
555 WWAF Jlow s LS \Wev s s>
4 &S5 )3 a8 Sl 4 515 03 iS
35 o S8 (G o 151 OT SESA YOS
(aLS” Jold Lag s cmal (OFAY ol )
S o 53) Sl (s s 5 i
o gm s o5 5 6 i (S 5 5 e
el JE S e G L (K525
Ol o0 33 S8 gl SLOVWAY (LT)
ATy il e 5 il 53 e 5 b 4
Lo Laie 5 sl Jiles Syle 015 H5LaST
4S ot S 5SS S sl
03,8 or S P S350 093 LIS Sy p
glost 035 s L ol ol J8 (IS
Cadl b Olol 3 C alu g 055 4 Lol
QMJM&\‘,A)QT@\}&):)@:){
a5 LLOYVY (51 uS oAby oo
YU Gl a5 & Lo ol ol 457
CiS s 4 OT CilS 0bej 5055 ol
s S s 4 il Ol gl s £33
adi 5 olS WSS s Ddd s 5, sk
g 5 ah) e Jelse Ol e 4 Oy
Cal Sy 5 42 55 3 ) g Ay )15 J g
K e S8 5,6 OFVE ¢ k)
el JE oS s Shas )3 i go oge Jolpe



.............. Qj}f:ﬁ:f}ﬁﬁrslji“(_‘.ﬁalf@)uﬁ\

ooyl al o planil (5l 56 ks ey
)A_E.:.Ssi\ja\_?-)ﬂ“\&\_:é\puéj_oﬁ
Sl aids WYy a oy of LUl Jy b
D RO P G I g PR
e ke 5 20 VA SIST (5 s o 51 0T
el e e Ve 0T sl b
Ja_.w}‘..nj'/.vo Jj.,\_>-)"._§ C...&Jwg;;}la)
)YVW‘J'J}'QQ)‘?@JJJ;\»)JI;\»
ileT plomil (sl y ol 518 5l e 53 VI
)‘w_i\r/\* j“‘/\\ ‘_gl_hd\_w o\_a )}f._}'@"‘i' DL
255 3 0T SLW ol 5 i 15
Sy g o ialayT s (g5l ol , L
YW LSS an b dslas |8 lacs s
Jeoe S 51 8L sS850 S s |l ey
S15 mas sas 2 Bl t =Y Gas 51 EslesT
OT 5 &S oKibT s 0T Slaseia 5 As
Olwl ork mlia 5 (5,5L88” Dladoss S s

S Oy
s 3y doys 5 &S L pH (S S
Jﬁﬁdfrlfriﬁv\% 23 (83 dowe o g
23S (ST 055, dalae) JT 0p 575l
ool &S s da g 55 STl 3L 5 YU
w;,;\wu)wlf'@,u,}:ﬂéﬁuﬂd\
V~ ‘)ﬁj.@_n:l\o J.A\_:chwA_w)J(L;k_w‘
P N B AL TR

(e Bl 00X ¥ mla s d 55 4 5 (ST 5

tvo

et e a0 (ST 5 s 5 S oIS
BE ) J% m.&\'mﬁ C.JSJJ JL'.A@’JL»: \V/o
(Samphony) g sde—w o jodt vy p !
4 S (6,03 ,is (Curd) 5,45 lyls
cJ.Q.'Z g o ldsl s 5 J_iia slads ua
Sl 3,5 5 5 035 oS e
JZJU_f)\;HJ:.'o 03 ol sl » st
(Greenland and Besemann, 2000) i
Lj))ﬁ))@j;)‘._ﬁgb‘._ié}ﬁuﬂt__m‘j
«Oliwg y3(Markovic and Djvrovka,1990)
A 0555 558 palie Sl (e o
S 53, Shee
Oj Y6/0 5, Shas op 2i ‘V‘KJ? Imperial
)La.:; U‘.’.Ju.‘-f BE) Imperial V—;J )‘ )\_&A BE)
Q)L’.&A)Jr;)_l:.{*" Ls—;"iU)‘LS"}S
Sk 5L 5 s b ClS b 51T s

s Snowball ¢ 5595 C

g ool b sdalin (g Hld gme Dyl o
5093 LS Do pe a1 HLE (B
J5 IS Bl Ol o e e
r_{\J_:a\_f&l::_w:‘G;J_gg:_&\:ﬁju_g
05,5 355 o (e et 5 ool 6
o=l laal 5, Shas Ol L LLS I s
S8 (s
by 595 9 30
5 G50ES Olido S je )3 Gad
Sl o8yl 3 5 0y dsle oacb s



\VAOJLﬂQie)LuigYYJk”).’k{}dl.‘i“&@i:ﬁs\ij:ﬁ

Lo ol ol T &S a0 55
ijlﬁdsﬁj_:»@d)b@w\f
O g by b (LS adl b glas
Ji_i})ojj.sdj_b):..l_&o:lj;_w‘oj_(w
5 s S 93 b 5 o5 Dles ol
Lacoly 5 51558 oS dile LT L o)L
S5l pgans a3l oslinul Ly (eS))
P8 SN o & s 3 e e b sl
pLlas 53 g 0 S 5 ASTY0 5 p s e
b 3l ol o 5SS b 4 o S
Ferpsma S e e ol il
Slrds sldss Sle) bl o wlal o ST
.;ﬁdjm_;z\f@)u;\,aﬁgumabp
Gl 53 0T 5l dn 53T slaels 5o LG
35 e Lol Sl sl s b s
23 235 8 (Blteb divs an bl
23 T gl Jsb s s o plrl as s
ougjsTj_s.Tutsﬁ\}Asmpadu
o 5355 333, 8 e a3 b ais ¢S
035 o e 45T 3L SRalS s e
e 5 03> SIS Sl slasles 5o NEg
oyl 35S e by eys d b sl
IS 53 Ul Do 4 &S 555 Ol g
Jds il s byl g9 50 Laas s
ST oL eSS L 3 Sl 5 Cash,
sl ol e i L JUESH 31 ey
Conmdy b5 51 e 5N slags)ls mailasly
e o5 1 Jsb i slias dlads y sk
S S 055 (s 5 ) 5 5 055 S

A

At JJ\_&GAT,._:JJJ«_{V'X“'jW'X“'
Q‘kﬁﬁmﬂ)}h’g&)}ﬁﬁiv‘k"‘jcaa"
H&J}jcbujbg}dbg}}}ﬁy
J;.Jﬁ)&).ﬁ (’J?}l:f W’A}‘\\' (Aald)
o3l 35 g0 035,25 al (Sl 08l (gloacd
(LAl 035 55 doys £ (gsl) 23 5 15
j\Snowcrownchrwa;)ﬁrsj
5T Ll s 4y 850 o 50 ysss el
J,mbﬁh,;,;\{wtﬁﬁgw%
.uugﬁt_ﬂ}-)})ﬁje_@\Ojjﬁﬂ_ﬁ
)M}o)ULrPSLﬁ-&b‘)db&‘}ﬁ-
g 5 YL e Bl ¥ LY 0T plis
ok gy Sla 355 ) SR b o s e
Glayd 5 s oslaeT e silu f ¥ Calsess
w~J_¢\,;gL519,_uw,);J_fr_L§
3 g 8 3187 (ST s Gae b5 e L
g_atf@)uuﬁu}s.);u);\ﬁc.&\f
53 ol il plesil 5 e b 4 oLl ke
JfoL;uaﬁ.JJ;,'a\ﬁjj,o Gy ke
ol e ks 45 L oS S
axkd S 03T bl il osls Jlas]
Sl Slind 568 5l eslizul 4 g5b ialesT
oS S V00 Hltie 4 ol Sl 555
HH@))‘J}JJ@)J\_}'Q)J
o3l iolesT ag aid bl 5 Jasdl) st
10 ol e a L JUaSH s sl s

V0 Joolsh & (gutn S8 Slage,b 5 ) 4



.............. Qj}f:ﬁ:f}ﬁﬁrslji“(_‘.ﬁalf@)uﬁ\

o 9 b

5 oml)T o S5 Sl Seine
50 s Slidss oKl (6 g Dl
ol edls QLS Y 9) ladgd > o u
4 by pg U Jl SlaslS 56 55
a5 CalS las S5,V s 0 s S
FA 5T YO Sods 4 g Ldd jow 5 03 &l g
O el il 5o 5d ST e )
9353 ‘;,:fdl_:o)j_bdt_i.u\}u\.& osls Jlasl Lo
b sl ol 4 0550 Ol a3 Jl
Yid’w..,_;j«{cﬂilféjbuﬁomkﬂ
OLas 3 ol a5 5315 il aor )3 Y1
Olej oim Waslis 0 & Y8 b 0L
@)DM)JH‘W}Q;MJL&J‘
03,8 Sleas 3 Y AN eSS
d}_b&;.&_ﬁc,_ilf&l_a@)l_? Oy 9
oo ClS eyl an b e el 0,50
oS am by 0 O (o 5eS7 5 555 16T Lo
Ls‘._hr;‘]__}'.})__{‘j))\'v‘.__fd)‘g;__@‘.{
L 5leysl s S Sl ae Ol s a T s
— L Falb o oelys 0y Ik 5L
sl
S s
33 ol 5 S S Y J g bl
1 e 8 35513 gan Ao p3 ) Jlar el
Wl 3 S Ol s o S8l 5o, 500
Slageol s 3 Shee 80k anglin ulal
(& Jads) o SKls gy 4o cslS Calises
5 SLa0lej o e £oslS 03 sl

1A

Jsb s J5 oIS b (Sis 5 5)
o i i e S e
T
QLﬁfOLA)ST)JJ?AfCJ\Jﬁ@)}‘
slaz )l Ulate 5 55 Il IS ot ol
35 s 4 ey 5 (83 93 p o 5 0 LSS
S5 Ao 5 Bl S sl s b s
Oljme Jmds o romen 5 L) 5 55 S50
Ol 5 by Joad Al s ol 58 AU
LasS ) s 0 535 5 3,0 i 3,58 K5
Lol S acile o, Sl e gl 350
by byl olals 5 Cod> ioljT
b3l doly a5, Slas 5 plonil il
Sllas 55k o (S8 Caliben ol
L;J_”fajl.,\_ﬂ Al Sl gl gad Hlad
) el 5l dm (6,20 G ST gy 4 D
81 g Jsb 53 s Sl oons dhw s
(Cataldo et al., 1975) uu“.st S8 e gl
2l s 0, es (sl SRaleST il 4520
s (S s b lasled 5 Shes 5 KLs
Lo St L L ey Sean s
Mj\LAQTQ_:@H_g—J:):J_Q.w
gclfoﬁ_wjf) 9y s (Pearson) {5 g ;0
SPSS 4.b , 3l (Stepwise regression) (alf

(YYve axaj}:l) L oalaw!



\VAOJLﬂ«io)LQ.;gY"Jl?").l..vjdl.éi“&u:ﬁ:ﬁs\ij:ﬁ

U s ol 53 SolesT Jows Sl olasd 5 (SO 5 Slaaetin ) g

Table 1. Physical and chemical properties of soil in Dashtenaz Station

G C..;‘»\A 4%..\.:»\ :‘}n Loy J; ‘,LMS J)G MLQ do s Loy Loy CAL

S S S Sl adipa s I Cde G e She o S

Depth EC ™V 0.C avP a.v.K Silt  Clay Sand Soil
(cm) (d s/m) pH % % (ppm)  (ppm) % % %  texture
0-30 1.35 7 16 2 17.5 540 32 32 36 )

Lo Bl 5 S 1o 5 (S5l Ol jon ¢ o sy ke =Y Uk

)’UCM.S)JJ?VJYMJOJj.&djLJ)

Table 2. Relative humidity, precipitation and min, max temperature during growth

period of cauliflower in Dashtenaz

315 50 08 & oLt 55T ©> o
Factor Je  Aug. Sep. Oct. Nov. Dec. Jan. Feb.
Relative humidity (%) s Zasb 79 81 75 90 95 75 80
Precipitation (mm) S N,5L Ol 22 70 120 100 90 30 40
Max. temperature (° C) Loy S 32 30 26 18 10 12 14
Min. temperature (° C) L Jol- 22 21 15 12 5 3 5

Ojen 0595 ot i 3lin 5 g3 oS5 (3l 556 31 slr oS o il 4 ¥ Ui

(FAV-AY) J8 IS5 Shee

Table 3. Combined analysis of variance for planting date, plant density and nitrogen

effects on cauliflower yield (2002-2003)

@35 a3 Sl o Kk
S.0. V. Sk mle df. MS
Year Jl 1 483.294™
Error oluil 4 1438.154
Planting date S b 2 3634.5961**
Planting date x Year S b x Jl 2 5.334"™
Error oluil 8 80.673
Density Sy eSip 2 373.554%**
Density x Year Sy oS5 % Jl 2 20.756™
Planting date x Density oS X CBlS f 4 82.977*
Planting date x Density x Year S b x oS5 4 17.863™
Nitrogen level 35555 Oljee 2 308.778**
Nitrogen level x Year 059575 Ol x Il 2 11.517™
Nitrogen level x Planting date 03375 Ol x Sl )b 4 52111
Year x Nitrogen level x Planting date 0557 Ol x S8 g )b x U 4 8.847
Nitrogen level x Density 03378 Ol x oS5 4 47.340
Year x Nitrogen level x Density 03375 Oljza x o575 0 joe x JLu 4 11.589
Nitrogen level x Planting date x Density 03545 Oljen x Sl fu )l %015 8 74.600%*
Year x Nitrogen level x Planting date x Density 03578 Ol jen x SIS 56 (ST 5 x J 8 25.226"™
Error oluil 96 25.157
Total o 161

.w):iQ;M):oJWICh...)AJB@ ls s 5wt FF ¥ (s

ns, * and **: Not significant, significant at 5% and 1% levels of probability, respectively.

¢VA
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Table 4. Mean comparison of cauliflower yield in different planting dates (2002-2003)

L S 6 5 Sles

Seedling planting date Yield (tha™)
05 September BYVSAT 3491 a
20 September AL 29.24b
05 October S \F 19.32¢

L.S.D. (5%) = 3.98

LS5 glasslsdir 3 503T) L5105 oL olsgne Dslis o c@,;m@t& S gyl S o Sl
Means with similar letters are not significantly different at 5% level of probability (DMRT).
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Table 5. Mean comparison of cauliflower yield in different row distances (2002-2003)

Gy oS1s sy alols s Shes
Density (Plant ha™) Row distance (cm) Yield (tha™)

66000 28.63 a

55000 26.27 a

47600 23.38b

L.S.D. (5%) = 2.60

LS glamslsdia & 505T) &5l 2 L ola gne Sl 0 pelan 5> s S Doy s 7 e Kl
Means with similar letters are not significantly different at 5% level of probability (DMRT).

(St (53 s e i B o L
IS S S sl 05l sl S0
Jol s bl g S 2 5l ey
035,55 05+ AY O pae LeST
) s e o 5 LS 3 el
355 0 8 S Y 0) 855,5 O3 s O e
O Lo glacSLs s (LS 504
TS ol Sl L el e 05
Cilles (Markovic et al., 1999) 01, K

yls

0395
(059,25 18 051 3557) 039 25 3 s
S 40 o 3 Sl e 211
5 Shas (U gir) b 558 o e 09l
33 0 B SN 38 O pan b S0l
S0l sk 4 L (Lalls 03 LS
233, 8es 52U Sl 5l ol el il
ST SIS 5L 535S atpn L aaslis
Az A S A g By 4 e
G ol 5 5l ekt oSG lacS L

FAV-AY) 055 25 Calibea pslie b S 0I5 5 oo ke anglin 1 Jputr

Table 6. Mean comparison of caulifloser yield with different amounts of nitrogen

(2002-2003)

0395

Nitrogen (kgha™)

;jglar—
Yield (tha™)

0
92
138

23.36b
2712 a
27.81a

L.S.D. (5%) = 1.91

(S5 slatalsdiar & 503T) L o b (55l smn 35 70 el 55 Az GLS 35 1o o (gl SiLe
Means with similar letters are not significantly different at 5% level of probability (DMRT).
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iady dholh g B o 6 e 51
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e V3 ool 4 sl S R0 s
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Table 7. Interaction effects of planting date and row distance on yield of cauliflower

S
Treatment Sl Yield (tha™)
5 Sep. planting date x 50 cm row distance Fasle Oy Casy akolix 5y e 10 ClS 32.56 ab

5 Sep. planting date x 60 cm row distance Fasle #r sy alobx g eh 10 Cals 3475a

5 Sep. planting date x 70 cm row distance el Ve (s dholox 5 4310 CilS 32.05 be
20 Sep. planting date x 50 cm row distance Fasle Oy Casy alolix H g s ¥ CalS 31.94 be
20 Sep. planting date x 60 cm row distance Fasle #r sy dlobx g eb Ve Cals 27.87 de
20 Sep. planting date x 70 cm row distance el Ve (s dolox 5y ga ¥ CilS 22.89¢

5 Oct. planting date x 50 cm row distance el O (s y aloli x Lga VF S 20.37 fg

5 Oct. planting date x 60 cm row distance Fesle#r sy alobx eVl 16.18 hij

5 Oct. planting date x 70 cm row distance Sale Ve Casy ol x g VF CilS 15.19 hij

LSSls lalstiar O 303T) LI 2 Lol s Dl 0 Cla.n BEYERINY @L& oy ghyls &S &Lhu,:il.:n
Means with similar letters are not significantly different at 5% level of probability (DMRT).

Sl s T Candy s olbe oy b
5 el g e I dels
el g 5L 355 slal il S
358 en LS ($3lue 3 5 sh Slles
(Kniszweski and Rumpel, 1998)
(sl CalS b il Jlise 3155
Ol e 5 o Sl Tt by Lo a0
Yoo JJL.m)Df}_J:f‘W AL 055,
J"‘\_{(U)"’ﬁ_(ﬂ_:g‘ﬁf’f;)—l;
Ot Ol a0 5 Jlo ime ) ela
ALY @)u SN Jgdr) i alis Hles

S5 Sl 5 48 340 LS 9 5, Ol

AN

0359 ywi § bl Fosb bl ST
0555 Ol 5 SIS Fu b Jlize )
Ol oo i 353 13 e 80575 Shes
035,755 S8 53 0 8 ASTAY 035 L J guamme
Aﬁ)xﬂ_&\Oﬁ;Wdﬂwl{@)U)s
b s 5 dgamen Oljen 0 f0S 5 daT s
J_iawg'cijujajcy@\f@j:g
SRS oy 33 330 35S U3 i 09
Kaniszweski and Rumpel (1998) L. &
L 358 slasles 55 3, Shee ke 5153
Jsl a8 5yl 5 055 8 i O s

Ll ol oo 5 a5 Calisee Y5 4
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Table 8. Interaction effects of planting date, row distance and nitrogen
on yield of cauliflower

ol sl b sy alob 05 3 Ses
Seedling planting date Row distance (cm) Nitrogen (kgha™) Yield
0 29.52 cde
50 92 39.40 ab
138 31.79 cd
0 29.43 cde
JITRIN 60 92 40.99 a
5 September 138 33.85bc
0 28.30 cdef
70 92 29.35 cde
138 38.51 ab
0 27.77 cdef
50 92 34.26 be
138 33.81 be
0 26.40 defg
J 60 92 28.85 cdef
20 September 138 28.75 cdef
0 22.17 fgh
70 92 20.78 ghi
138 25.72 defg
0 18.90 hij
50 92 18.33 hij
138 24.72 efg
0 15.68 hij
4 VF 60 92 15.60 ij
5 October 138 17.82 hij
0 13.26
70 92 17.30 hij
138 15.28 ij

LSS (glaalsdin & 503T) L5515 oo by (55l gtme o lis 0 gl 53 Az S Doy ol S e, Kl
Means with similar letters are not significantly different at 5% level of probability (DMRT).

EAY



.............. Qj}f:ﬁ:f}ﬁy_rslju‘_«ilf@)uﬁ\

Ao 5 el Do 55 Cllos O Ol st (B o 039 fub Ao Mo 1
el 0 Ol ;5 (Amr and Hadid, 2002) Sl L by e Ul 487 45 S Oles
oj;u):~/~oJfrJ§)ao|;gjt;u4> Q|H¢rf}_1;\w~/\pqw;1o55,~.¢;,|m
O 5 (5 5e) Sl ol Ml St asl hllel o g £V 4 YV 5l 2
Ol 5 O e ¢ e ol (ol o L L (VWAY 3 pos &S dewy oo B as (R Jgds) ol
b 53 SIS (SLalil 53 3 po Slone o i p2aS gl 53 055 ;50 2 2lhs
J‘—“&AP(;)J:{V“JY“‘WJW Aol ol 33 plad g sl STy eSS
o3liil Ol moazr a5 L (5 ol o)) D P - Py MG PRI |
sy palls 055 2 S 3 0 S ASTAY S50 DB e Sl iy e 5 edd glerd
el teo 5 JB SIS gl e ] Aol o g D Sy oL 5L

ohi (3 pan 03525 Caliben jp3lie b S S 55 memd Oz Ol e = s

Table 9. Nitrate accumulated in cauliflower with different amounts of used nitrogen

3358 S Ol
Nitrogen (kgha™) Nitrate accumulate (ppm)

0 12.540

92 (200 kgha™ urea) 27.100

138 (300 kgha™' urea) 46.611
S ol &5 ol L se (Ve Jgde) T =2 /AYA S bo3T (S ke 0Ly  Khuod
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S 5 sl il ol s A S e i by s Sl s Koaen 50
Joly 5 (S s 55 il Ll —age 68 S 05 55,58 b ola ke
- (Kaniszewski and Rumpel, 1998) 4S 54T=1/080 3 r=2/0A sl o b 5
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Table 11. Variance analysis of multivariable regression

35T ey Sl o gdes F o557 035 13 gne 7 shas
S.0. V. Sl ais ailie df. MS F-test Significance
First step regression gl dlm o & e £ 1 678.877 17.210 0.000
Error (1) (1) sl 34 39.440
Second step regression p33d> 5 P 2 438.928 12.682 0.000
Error (2) (Y) b= 33 34.640

R-Square = 0.4

Ot s =¥

Lks (gl o O gomn S 5 Jko 3,15 &7 ol ke Soladedin —\Y il

Table 12. Characteristic of variables which entered to step regression model

(Sepes T 05057 D351 )13 ixe - shao
Characteristic (variable) (juiie) St Correlation T- Student Significance
Diameter of curd- first step sl o o =355 Jlas 0.580 4.149 0.000
Diameter of curd- second step p33 dlo a3, 8 lab 0.417 2.831 0.008
Weight of dry leaf- second step > al> o =8, &Kat 0 0.353 0.398 0.022
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