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*, ** and ns represent significant at 5%, 1% level and non-significant, respectively
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Treatments Plant Height (cm) Flower Heads Number of Capsule  Grain per Capsule
100% 57.32 16.6° 22 5.32
75% 50.6° 12.2° 18.1° 5.1°
50% 45.9¢ 8.7° 15.1° 5¢
C 47.5°¢ 7.7° 14.6° 4.8°
B1 51.6° 16.12 20.5° 6?
B2 53.7* 16* 212 5.32
B3 50° 10¢ 16.2¢ 5.32
Al 51.1° 14.4° 20.6* 5.1°
P 53.8% 11.9¢ 18.6° 5.32
A2 51.2° 11.3¢ 17.4¢ 5.1°
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50% 4.65° 3404.6° 733.9¢ 29.17¢
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Al 5.26* 4394.8* 1159.7¢ 34.06°
P 5.18a° 4136.9° 1067.1¢ 35.33°
A2 5.16° 4035.6° 970.8¢ 27.57°
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