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Table 1. ANOVA of effect of different levels of drought stress and mouse barley density on cumin height
Mean of squares (MS) wl wo (Sl
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i glo ol weeks after planting cuils’ j1 s slrasin

s.0V df 4 6 8 10
Block IS 3 9.65™ 0.738" 3.95™ 8.13"
Drought stress (A) S S 2 29.92™ 189.95™ 450.15™ 464.04™
Mouse barley density (B) a0 9> oS5 3 0.217"™ 10.68™ 5.30"™ 13.55"
AxB g0 95 STy x Sl i 6 1.00™ 29.44" 32.03" 26.26"
Error oo 33 8.84 51.04 33.97 43.97
oo
CV (%) s - 9.73 7.94 5.24 5.79

WANIPIA R PCE P A K PO P TPRSUP I J 1P VP 1
ns, ** and *: Non significant and significant at 1% and 5% probability levels, respectively.
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Fig. 1. Cumin height variations during growth period under different levels of drought stress. Vertical bars show the
LSD (P=0.05) at each growth period.
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Table 2. ANOVA of effect of drought stress and mouse barley density on some growth and yield indexes of cumin

Mean of squares (MS) Wl w0 s Kilo

ooy dlasd Veo 039 0 b iy Wl Sy ola Job
5 oS 2,0yl oS oS )
Total Seed 100- seed Se.ed . Leaf Root
. - weight Height
35 2l biomass number Weight number length
e (9) per plant Q) per plant (cm) per plant (cm)
S.0.V df (9
sl
Block 3 1239"™ 1.92" 0.006™ 0.0054" 138™  0.4626™ 0.7471™
Drought stress (A) - " . . . . "
. 15 2 292374 2876 0.0035 0.0760 464 120.6 2.276
g0 92 oSy
Mouse barley density (B) 3 121435"  1506™ 0.0036" 0.0348" 1355 61.68™ 0.946™
gng o1 ix S i
AxB 6 92237 1219™ 0.0074" 0.0357" 26.26° 33.86™ 1.043m
U
Error 33 15193 544.4 0.014 0.0165 43.97 17.08 5.917
CV(%) Ol ok g g 12.8 22.04 8.89 25.58 5.79 5.79 10.71

10 oY Jloiol mlaw ;o Jlo goe g )0 g mé o 4 % g, NS
Ns, % and «: Non significant and significant at 1% and 5% probability levels, respectively
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Fig. 2. Interaction effect of drought stress and mouse barley density on number of cumin leaves.
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Fig. 3. Interaction effect of drought stress and mouse barley density on total biomass of a cumin plant
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Fig. 4. Interaction of drought stress and mouse barley density on seed production of a cumin plant.
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