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Table 3- Analysis variance of pod dispersal, pod number and yield in different planting ratios
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79431.31 27.68 5.83 10.12 11.84 Error s 12

** s significant 1% probability levels.
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Table 4- Actual and expected yields of soybean (cultivar 032) in different planting ratios
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Expected yield (kg.ha™)

Planting ratio

(%)
+12.91 1131.64 1002.26 1:3(032 725 + Sari /.75)
+20.26 2410.62 2004.52 2 :2 (032 750 + Sari 750)
+14.03 3428.71 3006.77 3:1(032 %75 + Sari 7.25)
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Table 5- Actual and expected yields of soybean (cultivar sari) in different planting ratios
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+14.52 3193.29 2788.17 1:3(032 %25 + Sari 775)
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Table 6- Land equivalent ratio of soybean cultivars in different planting ratios
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Fig. 4- Seed yield of soybean cultivars in different planting ratios
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