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Tablel. Analysis of variation for traits related to shoot of two sesame cultivars Moghan and Darab 1 at

different irrigation levels.
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™, * and ** non-significant, significant at 5 and 1% level, respectively.
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Table 2. Means comparison of morphological traits of shoot of two sesame cultivars and Darab 1 at different

levels of irrigation.
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Columns with at least one similar letter have no significant difference at 5% of probability level on the base of LSD Test.

YaA



Ol 9 (Flan, | e

5o (YooV) Cusl 5 SkadS 5 (Y))) 0l
Cobae 1B L OF sl 5 ails 3 Shas 2alS
(Yo 5 V) dsg o388 S s S
Sals &S ol LYs Sl SO ed S e Ol e
Ll s gl 5 4 il B s 5 Shee
ol o3 Al e JseS 5 L sluas s LJJ{,S
4 s JeaS 53 &l slaad Olae o5 03 M
QYN Dl Ol w35 ol Sl o 25
sl 5 s B bl ks s S XS a8
oo Sl n 5 e oA O35 5 S 53 Lds ol

(YY) el KIS ol s wls 5 Shas

80
70
60
50
40
30
20
10

JgmeS 5 5 sl

Seed number (per capsule)

G 55 Osk e 3 ) KS 4 e s L

5 Ol oy (Lebs b dsys Ve Ol
BRI RSN O G N R S-S FYSC VIGSR V' I U
uj;ﬁcla.‘ﬂ\}.é\l.gdgl;-)s Ll Olas JJA...:S
03 02 Fly b b Aoy 00 Ol sl s
Lo esls DL dald 4 o (5ol pme fals Olas
b doys YO Olpen bl L3 pees
Ol o3, 53 dsS o &ls Dlias Jlals el
SN Ol B, s S I s s s s
5 o3 00 bl b 5l s 53 @St

5 Gode LSS sdalie olyy o b ds s YO

Fc

50% Fc

Olas

25% Fc Fc 50% Fc

\ olyls

S 53 50 slans oo (65lal e b 5 Olie 5 ) Syl pU,1 Jolise 31 ks amlin -\ IS

I (g5l e BN o ys 0 Jleal e 53 (5L i 51 LSD g3l elal S fde S S Pl b glad s

sl 5o Kils 5 Ikl gl Kby b b ghas

Fig. 1. Means comparison interaction effect of genotypes Darab 1 and Moghan and different levels of

irrigation on trait of seed number per capsule.

Columns with at least one similar letter have no significant difference at 5% of probability level on the base of

LSD Test. Error bars showing the standard error of means.
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Fig. 2. Means comparison interaction effect of genotypes Darab 1 and Moghan and different levels of

irrigation on trait of capsule length.

Columns with at least one similar letter have no significant difference at 5% of probability level on the base of
LSD Test. Error bars showing the standard error of means.
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Fig. 3. Means comparison of interaction effect of genotypes Darab 1 and Moghan and different levels of

irrigation on trait of 100 seed weight.

Columns with at least one similar letter have no significant difference at 5% of probability level on the base of

LSD Test. Error bars showing the standard error of means.
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Table 3. Analyze of variance for morphological traits of morphological traits related to the root of the sesame
cultivars, Moghan and Darab 1at different levels of irrigation.
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™, * and ** non-significant, significant at 5 and 1% level, respectively.
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Fig. 4. Means comparison of interaction effect of genotypes Darab 1 and Moghan and different levels of

irrigation on trait of root length.

Columns with at least one similar letter have no significant difference at 5% of probability level on the base of

LSD Test. Error bars showing the standard error of means.
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LSD Test. Error bars showing the standard error of means.
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Fig. 6. Means comparison of interaction effect of genotypes Darab 1 and Moghan and different levels of

irrigation on trait of root volume.

Columns with at least one similar letter have no significant difference at 5% of probability level on the base of

LSD Test. Error bars showing the standard error of means.
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Fig. 7. Means comparison of interaction effect of genotypes Darab 1 and Moghan and different levels of

irrigation on trait of root diameter.

Columns with at least one similar letter have no significant difference at 5% of probability level on the base of

LSD Test. Error bars showing the standard error of means.
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Fig. 8. Means comparison of interaction effect of genotypes Darab 1 and Moghan and different levels of

irrigation on trait of root area.

Columns with at least one similar letter have no significant difference at 5% of probability level on the base of

LSD Test. Error bars showing the standard error of means.
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