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Table 3- Comparison of character using Duncan’s multiple range test
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Treatments Plant height Number of head ~ Number of grain per weight Grain yield Harvest index Oil percentage

(cm) per plant plant (gr) (kg/ha) (%)

Tl 58.34d 11.84c 270.28ab 2.56abc 1500fg 23.39abc 27.66a
T2 58.99d 14.51bc 334.77ab 2.66ab 1906.3def 26.57a 25.74abc
T3 67.20bc 16.31ab 368.26a 2.55abc 2150cde 23.73abc 26.49ab
T4 72.13ab 14.83bc 370.51a 2.47abc 2262.5bed 24.51ab 25.52abc
T5 68.74bc 13.98bc 370.40a 2.65abc 2758.8ab 24.41abc 25abe
T6 71.93ab 15.91ab 378.19a 2.76a 2856.3a 23.98abc 25.35abc
T7 76.21a 19.11a 370.55a 2.34bced 2612.5abc 21.07bcd 23.95bcd
T8 73.13a 15.48abc 289.08ab 2.22de 2100cde 18.09d 23.80bcd
T9 70.28bc 16.72ab 297.17ab 2.26cde 1837.5def 18.11d 23.77bed
T10 70.23bc 15.61abc 284.09ab 2.05¢ 1668.8efg 19.12cd 23.52cde
TI1 67.36bc 13.09bc 252.21ab 2.26cde 1225g 16.91d 21.76e
TI12 65.33¢ 12.91bc 227.32b 2.31bed 1218.8g 17.14d 22.61de
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Means followed by the same letters in each column, are not significantly different according to Duncan’s multiple range test.

Control

Priming with distillate water

Priming with 300 mg.L™" zinc sulphate

Priming with 300 mg.L" along with foliar application 2 g.L"' zinc sulphate

Seed priming with 600 mg.L" zinc sulphate

Priming with 600 mg.L" along with foliar application 2 g.L"' zinc sulphate
Priming with 300 mg.L"'zinc nano particle

Priming with 300 mg.L'l along with foliar application 0.5 g.L'lzinc nano particle
Priming with 600 mg.L'zinc nano particle

Priming with 600 mg.L'l along with foliar application 0.5 g.L'lzinc nano particle
Foliar application 2 g.L"! zinc sulphate

Foliar application 0.5 g.L"'zinc nano particle
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