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Table 1- Variance analysis (mean of squares) of effects of planting depth and corm density on some of quantitative
characteristics of saffron
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Fig. 1- Effect of planting depth on flower number of saffron during 2008-2009 and 2009-2010
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Means with same letters are not significantly different at 5% probability.
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Fig. 2- Effect of planting depth on petal dry weight of saffron during 2008-2009 and 2009-2010
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Means with same letters are not significantly different at 5% probability.
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Fig. 8- Effect of planting density on petal dry weight of saffron per square meter in 2008-2009 and 2009-2010
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Means with same letters are not significantly different at 5% probability.
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Fig. 9- Effect of planting density on stigma dry weight of saffron per square meter during 2008-2009 and 2009-2010
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Means with same letters are not significantly different at 5% probability.

OlAe) (K558190 9 (Sl b Oloogad I (S pr & (155 9 (£1y5 Sl Jilite S1-2 Joa
Table 2- Interaction effects of year and corm density on some of physiological and morphological characteristics of saffron

=y Jw

o o) SplS S i e g 0)5) AU S (e

Growi &y o515 (2250550 ;3) J5 dlass ( (
rowing Corm density (t.ha®)  Flower number (per m? & ) ) & _
season Petal dry weight (g.m?) Stigma dry weight (g.m?)

8 10.97 0.314 0.037
11 10.81 0.370 0.044
1387-1388 13 7.16 0.273 0.030
2008-2009 16 1063 0.322 0.038
19 10.26 0.370 0.041
21 1062 0.377 0.043
8 18.37 0.553 0.084
11 14.31 0.499 0.061
13 22.03 0.852 0.108
1386-1389 16 37.99 1.211 0.141
2009-2010 19 49.22 1.582 0.206
21 49.08 1.410 0.191
LSD 3.439 0.148 0.030

)5 gl ime M 003 5 Jlois] a3 LSD g1 bl el o LSD (i 51 o8 LT oy olis a8 lapuSolin *
* Means, that the difference between them is lower than the amount of LSD, are not significantly different at o =0.05 by LSD test.
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Table 3- Interaction effects of year, planting depth and density on some of physiological and morphological characteristics of

saffron
ey Jlw Cedls Gas s STy AIEIS | 09) Sl K gy R EF) DS
Growing PI(":_"-"";“’) 0 Corm density - (G’A’mb (&2y0 %0 Sti (éif'm iaht
season an ('an) P (tha™) ov(v[;aerrn;rzr; " Petal dry weight (g.m?) |gm?g.rr#2\;ve|g
8 6.997 0.227 0.027
11 5.663 0.160 0.023
10 13 7.223 0.247 0.027
16 8.667 0.270 0.030
19 6.777 0.210 0.023
21 5.220 0.177 0.023
8 7.557 0.243 0.030
11 10.557 0.353 0.040
1387-1388 15 13 8.443 0.310 0.033
2008-2009 16 11.337 0.370 0.043
19 12.333 0.473 0.050
21 12.443 0.443 0.060
8 16.337 0.473 0.053
11 15.223 0.597 0.070
20 13 7.780 0.263 0.030
16 11.890 0.327 0.040
19 13.667 0.427 0.050
21 15.223 0.510 0.047
8 4.443 0.137 0.017
11 4,713 0.240 0.030
10 13 8.000 0.230 0.037
16 4.267 0.127 0.017
19 20.000 0.753 0.153
21 34.757 0.530 0.130
8 21.067 0.640 0.117
11 19.910 0.630 0.080
1388-1389 15 13 47.380 1.767 0.203
2009-2010 16 36.000 1.070 0.140
19 93.600 2.960 0.283
21 73.600 2.250 0.273
8 29.200 0.883 0.120
11 18.670 0.627 0.073
20 13 13.330 0.560 0.083
16 73.730 2.437 0.267
19 33.467 1.033 0.180
21 38.667 1.450 0.170
LSD 5.956 0.256 0.052

BI85 ) ine M 10,3 5 Jlois! o 3 LSD ygejl ol 1 el o LSD s 31 5208 gl oy coglis o8 plyeSolio *
* Means that their differences are more than the figure shown by related LSD are significantly different at o =0.05.
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Fig. 10- The effect of plan density on corm number of saffron per square meter during 2008-2009 and 2009-2010
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Means with same letters are not significantly different at 5% probability.
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Fig. 11- The effect of corm density on corm dry weight of saffron per square meter during 2008-2009 and 2009-2010
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Means with same letters are not significantly different at 5% probability.
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Fig. 12- Effect of planting depth on corm number of saffron per square meter during 2008-2009 and 2009-2010
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Means with the same letters are not significantly different at 5% probability.
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Means with the same letters are not significantly different at 5% probability.
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