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Table 1. Analyze of variance the effects of seed size on 1000 seed weight (g) and germination (%)

Iiécta%fe? e\;l: | SOV 2l ot df 5157 s S ol5m 05 sy 5 &l
Rep. % 3 0.33 423
s L Seed sizes 5 4ol 3 111.33x 282.33:
/ .
Above35 Error s 9 0.04 240
Total Js 15 23.00 57.43
(CV) 2ot o
Rep. L& 3 007 3.00
s L Seed sizes § 405l 4 97.50: 797.00:
ALK Y K
Above 3.25 Error L 12 0.04 432
Totdl Js 19 2058 170.95
Rep. L1 3 0.04 350
Seed size af BRFSINY] 5 89.80:: 593.38:
A" .
Above 3 Error L 15 0.04 6.62
Total Js 23 19.52 133.74
(CV) ol i <o
Rep. LI 3 001 2.90
Bl Seed sizes 5 4 sl 5 69.80: 404.80:
[ .
Above 2.5 Error s 15 0.02 915
Totdl Js 23 15.22 9435
()
Rep. 1% 3 003 0.60
o Seed sizes 8,4 o5l 5 49.405x 295.20:5
Above 2.25 Error s 15 0.02 515
Totd Js 23 10.78 67.61
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Fig. 1. Correlation between 1000 seed weight and germination of different seed size
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Table 2. Effects of seed size on 1000 seed weight (g)

Rectangle Sieve( s s) Jdes U2
¥/8 YL ¥/YS YL LANE A AATIRNE
Above 3.5 Above 3.25 Above 3 Above 2.5 Above 2.25
Above5.5 o8 sV 27 22.98 20 175 16.1
) Above5 b 20.32 18.55 17.39 16.31 14.8
’;0 :;g Above 4.5 “; O 17.26 151 13.93 13.04 116
Seve Above 4 sV 14.13 124 113 913 1053
Above 3.5 Yo sV 10.18 8.94 863 8
Above 3 red 8.51 771 7.18
LSD o5 0.301 0.324 0.303 0.1875 0.226
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Table 3. Effects of seed size on germination (%)

Rectangle sieve(z JLe) k. Ju &

¥10 SV ¥Y0 oYL [ Y6V Y/Y0 Y
Above 3.5 Above 3.25 Above 3 Above 2.5 Above 2.25
Above 5.5 &/ sV 83 91 88 86 82
Above5s ok 86 83 91 88 80
’F’; j;g Above 4.5 T8 sV 75 84 84 79 78
sieve Above 4 Fadt 67 67 79 76 78
Above3.5 Yo SV 56 64 66 65
Above 3 Y 63 64 62
LSD 005 2.48 32 3.88 456 3.42
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Fig. 2. Effects of seed polishing rate on 1000 seed weight of different seed size
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Table 4. Analyze of variance the effects of seed size and seed polishing on 1000 seed weight (g) and
germination (%)

Mecanical Germination(.) So\Ks awt o Germination()s 1kl s 4l

S lia =2
S0V 2! 3.25
o df 35325 435 454 545 555 554 ’3‘5 435 454 545 555 ?5““
Rep. 155 3 9.3 3.7 12.0 47.7 20.7 1.0 433 80 130 47 207 13
Polish 4w s Jiole 0l5e 4 106.0sx 71.3xx 333 293 17.3 14.8 625x% 540ssx 926ss 914ss 443ss 1172:x
Error W 12 53 51 17.3 14.4 20.8 12.4 502 93 133 135 138 143

Total Js° 19 27.2 18.8 19.8 22.8 20.1 111 1758 1208 205.6 201.8 1053 256.1
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Table 5. Effects of jointly seed polishing and seed size on mechanical and standard germination (%)

. (o hoo) 5 Calien (sla o311 (1) SO el 0 43 (o o) 5db it sl 03151 () 5 Ikl 55 4l po
Seed polish A k) o 4 o » Ao k) ok 5 Ikl S5 4l

rate (% of s mechanical germination (%) of different seed size standard germination(%) of different seed size

initial RETRWSTIREINK VAT S /NS 7N SN 37 S/ PN NN L A T TN 7N NI 7/ RPN NN
weight) () :

’ 32535 354 445 455 555 Above55 32535 354 4-45 455 555 Ag‘g’e

A 70 79 89 92 89 %4 67 74 83 88 87 94

105 Ve 81 87 89 91 90 93 75 83 8 8 86 90

221 . 80 8 90 91 85 95 66 77 81 8 712 86

31 " 81 89 8 8 86 92 58 61 63 65 68 64

338 TYIA 83 80 83 87 88 9 42 55 51 54 64 55

LSD o0s 36 35 64 58 70 54 119 47 56 57 57 5.7

Loazilh gl e 50 (Oluld) Sy 5
oo 5 ods 538 055 6,8 oS 5 s hl 5l
3b5 5 5 Ol 4 o 4 S 5 d s oS
IG5y glasds 5o oS gk 4 .dL 5l
Cod b3 8 JUye b odkd o ze L Y/ 6 /Y0

dlg> 9 3 HI3R 039 » G5 g Wb
351kl )

ES gy Ol 8 ol OLE uills s

5 (8 Jsds) Sd e 035 p sd o3y Sl 6,8

(38 0) pKim Hdo (V Jgd) 51kl 55 4l



sl g oS

3 Sl 5 5k 5l 85s R 6T K

(A Jsd) 5,10 5,1kl
e doss Ao Ol5 (o 5 S s gl L
ey 5 ase Ol 1) od ey 53 dsrse Sy
b O e ol e @ i (gl 5 Sl (ed
PG GRS Nt g
&S g ool jem @ i (gol L I (g rie deo s
L s pes 4058 0 ol ol BT 3
S 3kl S5 a8 oS e s Ll
o5 S 4 (6K 5 d) o 5y 5 sk s
adgl 059 doys Yo 5 Yo )\d:,:-u.b- Db
oA 058 2 b S 6,S Saless

RS RH J)\VULLA\ Lf) 45‘}2- 9

V¥

S b od Loy 00/ P /A /X0 Y
oo a8 IR S sk e s e 055 68
S 53 I8l B e 8 VIV 5 VIV BIFAY
I L gl LA el S5 slie Code L oS
Sl ol 035 28 JLE L e e 00 YL
Fo/0 NV od ioman 350l (S, b
S S g Jos bk desys 00 /Y sF/A X0 /¥
Uyt b e Jeo ¥/0 B Y¥/YO o311 L 5y slasd
NP VPR W B S PP o I NPV o
03 .S Lo )3 AY S AP VA VP VR L PV Sl s S
b st e od 5l odd 873 slie Cod 8 JI
2GS0 58 e b e 00 YL ol

PRSI R RO GV R SRR RS P o

215 0 ke (sla 031 La Ly 1 (6,8 STy Ciliee sl (MS) Dol o S5e il s 425 -7 Ul
Table 6. Analyze of variance of the MS of different empty seed separating rate by air from different seed

size on 1000 seed weight (g)
Sy Gl (sl 03151 o 158 035 Slas e o Kile
o
Ol i s i B M'S 1000 seed weight (g) different seed size
sol5T
Sov. 4 32535 354 445 455 555 W55
Rep. 1S5 3 0.03 0.06 0.04 0.01 0.08 0.13
Empty seed separating by airs & o5y, 015 5 0.45**  0.32%*  0.34**  027**  0.70** 0.91%*
sk
Filled seed Error b= 15 0.01 0.04 0.01 0.03 0.07 0.17
Total Js° 23 0.11 0.10 0.09 0.08 0.21 0.32
(CV) ot o s
Rep. ,1 S5 3 0.04 0.06 0.09 0.13 0.30 0.04
Empty seed separating by air s 8 ¢Sy, 015 4 1.93** 1.78**  1.60**  1.88**  2.53** 5.33**
Sluls
: Error s 12 0.03 0.03 0.02 0.06 0.28 0.08
Empty seed
Total Js 19 0.43 0.40 0.36 0.45 0.75 1.18
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Table 7. Analyze of variance of the M S different empty seed separation rate from different seed size on
germination (%)

- Sk Caliien (gls o311 1l 55 4l Sola e S0l
Sl b o7 MS 1000 seed weight (g) different seed size
SO.V. of 32535 354 445 455 555 V55
Rep. 15 3 32.3 1.9 6.1 21.7 38.0 5.2
Empty seed separating by air & o'y, ol 5 173+* 219%* 99+ * 14.8 374 6.2
<ok
Filled seed Error s 15 405 15.1 243 22.6 17.2 24.7
Total Js° 23 68.4 57.7 51.3 20.8 24.3 18.1
(CV) ol

Rep. ;1,5 3 10.0 16.2 2.9 5.0 62.0 28.0
Empty seed separating by air 5 e 5, 015 4 641** 64T+ 209** 83**  101** 133*

Suls
Empty Error s 12 59.0 39.8 185 17.0 34.9 29.2

seed
Total Js° 19 1738 164.0 56.2 29.0 72.2 50.9

(CV) ol
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Table 8. Effects of diffetent amount of empty seed separation on 1000 seed weight of good and rubish seed

amount of oo us s Seed size (MM) (5 J % o o) 5 o5l
empty seed )
i S bk
separation L 3.25-35 354 4-45 455 555 <YL55
S
Good seed s o,

0 . 6.4 8.5 9.6 11.9 14.7 20
103 Vop 6.7 8.9 9.9 12.1 14.9 21.2
205 Yo 6.8 9 10 12.2 15.1 21.2
304 /¥ 7 9.1 10.2 123 15.3 21.2
40.8 F/A 7.2 9.2 10.3 12.5 15.6 211
50.7 Y 7.3 9.3 10.4 12.6 15.8 21.1

LSD 0.18 0.27 0.40 0.62

005 0.29 0.16

Rubish seed dol> Sluls 4
10.3 (A 4.7 7 7.9 10.2 12.6 16.5
205 Yo 5.2 7.5 8.3 10.6 13.1 17.2
30.4 L 5.6 7.9 8.7 11.1 13.6 18
40.8 £o/A 6 8.3 9.1 11.5 14.1 18.7
50.7 oy 6.5 8.7 9.5 11.9 14.6 19.4
LSD 005 0.26 0.28 0.21 0.38 0.82 0.44
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Table 9. Mean comparison of the effects of different amount of air separation on standard germination (%) of

good seed and rubi sh/
éarrnnpgt;nst_ecg:j :,;\, .C,j: Seed size (MM) G5 J e e o) 5k o5i0l
separation : f) : 32535 354 445 455 555 <Y 5.5
Good seedo 45 54
0 67 72 79 88 87 94
103 Voy 76 85 90 93 84 95
205 A 76 85 92 90 86 94
304 YoF 79 92 92 89 86 92
40.8 LA 86 88 90 90 90 92
50.7 oV 83 93 88 91 92 92
LSD0.05 9.60 5.85 10.03 717 6.25 7.48
Rubish seed aol> Slals ,d
10.3 vy 43 56 65 78 72 81
205 A 45 71 74 80 75 80
30.4 YoF 53 85 81 83 80 86
40.8 FUA 68 82 82 87 90 91
50.7 L 71 86 81 90 87 92
LSD oo 11.84 9.73 6.63 6.35 9.10 832

55 Wl 5 (SO asbiog p d Calisee sls o311 31 (5,8 &S ST MS) Sl e ke Silsls 4 =Y+ Sl
.))‘.ULL.»"
Table 10. Analyze of variance of the MS of different empty seed separation rate from different seed size on
mechanical and standard germination (%)

- Mechanical germination (%) SG5 4t o 5 Standard germination (%) skl 5 4l s
s
S.OV. s e solsT BN S g 5l ©F Sl ds S8 5 5
DE. Before empty seed After empty seed Before empty seed After empty seed
separation separation separation separation

Rep. ,I,5 309 74 485 256

Sedd size (mm) 4 o5 2881%* 214%* 3062** 941**

Errori= 48 13 13 38 23

310kl 5wl 5 SO anbio g s Calibus gla 031 51 (5,8 ¢S 5 56 Kl dlio -V pu
Table 11. Mean comparison of different empty seed separation rate from different seed size on mechanical
and standard germination (%)

Mechanical germination (%) S5 asb o 55 Standard germination (%) skl 55 <l s
) <S5l g3
e oo )5 31l T z . c Sos z .
B - &S gy Sl - &Sy &Sy Sl .
Seed size (mm) s S S 53l e S S50 S 55 3l e
Before After empty Difference Before empty After empty seed Difference
empty seed seed separation seed separation separation
separation
e | e 89 94 5 73 86 13
4-4.5 F-F/0 90 93 3 73 83 10
3.75-4 Y/vo- ¥ 84 92 8 65 81 16
3.5-3.75 | Y/o-¥YNO 80 91 11 63 80 17
3.25-3.5 Y/Yo-¥/0 74 91 17 56 77 21
3-3.25 - ¥/ 63 86 23 43 71 28
2.5-3 Y/o-¥ 40 80 40 22 56 34
LSD 0.05 3 3 6 5
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