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Table 1. Analysis of variance (mean square) for effects of plant pattern on plant height, number of branch per
plant, number of pod/capsule per plant of fenugreek and black cumin under drought stress conditions.

Sy gl ol slaasls slas G 55 JgeSTels 2l
el .
ekl e e Plant height Branch/plant Pod/capsule per plant
S.0.V df’ sl Aot Sl Aot sl Aot
Black cumin  Fenugreek  Black cumin  Fenugreek Black cumin Fenugreek
| &
o 2 2.47" 0.745™ 6.7* 0.146™ 7.27"% 2.6™
Replication
®) < 2 255%* 111%* 84k* 26.25%* 3229%* 4660**
Drought stress
| glax
Sl 4 0.294 0.149 6.42 0.103 23.22 4.85
Error a
P) oS iyl
®) o 3 163** 66** 38%** 3.6%* 1309** 163**
Planting pattern
SxP 6 16.5%* 4.17%* 1.6" 0.06** 94.4%* 9.17**
5 gla
Fre 18 21.23 9.6 0.7 0.07 29.41 2.56
Error b
CV (%) 227 1.5 7 5 9.8 5.5

..Lp);\}Odu}lcﬁ‘):)bw})bwﬂé%;q 5 <

ns

" non-significant; *, ** Significant at 0.05 and 0.01 probability level, respectively.
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Figure 1. Effect of planting pattern and drought stress interaction on plant height of fenugreek (A) and black cumin
(B). Different letters denote significant difference at P<0.05 by LSD. F, B, W;,, W,, W; represents fenugreek, black
cumin, full irrigated (without drought stress), mild drought stress and sevre droght stress, respectively.
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Figure 2. Effect of planting pattern and drought stress interaction on plant height of fenugreek. Different
letters denote significantly different at P<0.05 by LSD. See Fighure 1 for abbreviations.
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Figure 3. Effect of drought stress (A) and planting pattern (B) on branch/plant of black cumin. Different
letters denote significantly different at P<0.05 by LSD. See Fighure 1 for abbreviations.
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Figure 4. Effect of planting pattern and drought stress interaction on pod/plant of fenugreek (A) and
capsule/plant of black cumin (B). Different letters denote significantly different at P<0.05 by LSD. See Fighure 1

for abbreviations.
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Table 2. Analysis of variance (mean square) for effects of plant pattern on plant height, number of seed per
pod/capsule, 1000-weight seed and yield of fenugreek and black cumin under drought stress conditions.

geS fols 3 &ils sl alaylim 05 > Sles
DS s $ ooll am s Seed per pod/capsule 1000-weight seed Yield
8.0.v df Slaabs RER Slaabs RER Slaabs RER
Black cumin  Fenugreek Black cumin Fenugreek Black cumin ~ Fenugreek
| <
A 2 27.7® Lo7™ 2.82™ 2.13" 14154™
Replication
S) Six s
®) o 2 3932%* 145%* 181%* 141%* 575895%**
Drought stress
| gla
Sl 3(4) 19.84 1.27 12.52 0.34 19584
Error a
P) cis il
® o 3(4) 847+ 27.97%* 92.74%% 44.64%* 411539%*
Planting pattern
SxP 6 (8) 132%* 8.97** 9.47™ 2.14™ 95425%**
5 glast
FrE 18 (24) 14.24 0.66 6.77 0.83 12583
Error b
CV (%) 5.85 6.76 10.08 3.51 6.61

#% NS

el &l 5 Shas (gl (ool a5 sdunn0lis 5l s slael ¥ Lo ;s Jlazs! o 53 Slspme 5 s g b e
™ non-significant; ** Significant at 0.01 probability level. * The numbers in bracket indicate the degree of freedom for seed yield.
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of black cumin (B). Different letters denote significantly different at P<0.05 by LSD.
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Figure 7. Effect of planting pattern and drought stress interaction on seed yield of fenugreek and black cumin.
Different letters denote significantly different at P<0.05 by LSD. See Fighure 1 for abbreviations.
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See Fighure 1 for abbreviations.
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