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Table 1- Soil properties prior to the experiment
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Table 2- Results of variance analysis (mean of squares) of nitrogen application rates and seedling beds on garlic yield and
components yield
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Fig. 1- Effect of different nitrogen application rates on leaf dry weight of garlic
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Means with different letters are significantly different based on Duncan’s multiple range test (0a=0.05).
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Fig. 2- Effect of different nitrogen application rates on bulb number of garlic
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Means with different letters are significantly different based on Duncan’s multiple range test (¢=0.05).
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Means with different letters are significantly different based on Duncan’s multiple range test (0=0.05).
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Means with different letters are significantly different based on Duncan’s multiple range test (0=0.05).
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Fig. 5- Effect of different planting beds on garlic leaf dry weight
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Means with different letters are significantly different based on Duncan’s multiple range test (0=0.05).
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Means with different letters are significantly different based on Duncan’s multiple range test (0=0.05).
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Means with different letters are significantly different based on Duncan’s multiple range test (0=0.05).
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Means with different letters are significantly different based on Duncan’s multiple range test (0¢=0.05).
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Table 4- Coefficients of correlation between leaf dry weight, yield and yield components of garlic
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Bulb number Biological yield Economical yield Leaf dry weight Characteristics

| Sy SiS bjs
Leaf dry weight
Economical yield

1 0.839" 0.817" il 25ae
Biological yield

1 0.459" 0.503" 0.251° e Sl

Bulb number

Lo pd S g gy Jloin] g )3 4l re iy 4 FF G F
* and ** are significant at the 5 and 1% probability levels, respectively.
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