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Table 1 Effect of irrigation on growth, plant length, leave width and

number of leaves.

Irrigation Plant length Leave width Number of
(mUplant) (cm) (cm) leaves
962.50 231.09 10.07 a 63.68 b
770.00 244.89 9.88 a 67.50 a
577.50 249.75 931 ¢ 67.67 a
385.00 228.94 9.60 b 66.83 a
F-test ns * *
CV. (%) 7.72 231 3.79

a,b,c Difference letters in the same column indicate significant differences.
(p<0.05)

ns = not significantly different. (p>0.05)

* = Significantly different at 95 % level
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(Figure 1)

300

250

200

150

100

Plant length (cm)

50

Time (week)

-4—962.5 (mU/plant) 770 (mU/plant) —&—577.5 (ml/plant) ——385 (ml/plant)

Figure 1 Growth curve indicating the growth of plant length.
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Figure 2 Growth curve indicating the growth of leaves width.
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Figure 3 Growth curve indicating the growth of number of leaves.
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HAUDIUTUIUU RO NARGARAT AN INKANE AVB ALY
gunignugnuilulsasou wuinuTurmans Chlorophyll A,
Chlorophyll B tag Total Chlorophyll laifiaansuane1eiy

y19adif (Table 2)

Table 2 Effect of irrigation on Chlorophyll A, Chlorophyll B and Total

Chlorophyll.
Total
Irrigation Chlorophyll A Chlorophyll B
Chlorophyll
(mUplant) (g/cm?) (g/cm?) (g/cm?)
962.50 23.75 597 29.72
770.00 24.22 572 29.94
577.50 24.86 7.14 31.99
385.00 25.87 6.20 32.08
F-test ns ns ns
C.V. (%) 7.50 9.10 7.83

a,b,c Difference letters in the same column indicate significant differences. (p<0.05)
ns = not significantly different. (p>0.05)
Yhuinauazanuenalifiruuanesiuneadi dauaa
NT9NE ANUENITOVNHA JUTNHA UazaNuvuLUTonuaves
uanaluiug Ausdanuuanedrsiueg 1l dedAgyniada
(p<0.05) Inefiu3unmnisiiin 385.0 fadanseedu A
ﬂ”mmaqqqmﬁ 10.32 lURUAT WA lUnuAULANASAUNITIR
USunan 577.5 uar 962.5 faaansaosu nslidsunani
962.5 fiaddnsaaduliaiingnnsoursnagagadi 29.67
wuins wildwuanuuansnaiunsliusinash 577.5 way
385.0 flaaanssefu waznsliusunani 385 feaansroduly
mnwmmﬁaﬂqnqmﬁ 0.38 LHURLUAT LLas‘Lﬁgﬂiﬁwaqqqmﬁ
1:0.91 duanuuidenuazsuiamaliuandielainnis
TS 962.5 fadanssesu (Table 3)

Table 3 Effects of irrigation on physical productivity, fruit weight, fruit width,
fruit long, fruit circle length, fruit shape and fruit peel thickness.

Fruit Fruit

Fruit Fruit Fruit
Irrigation circle peel
weight width long Shape
length  thickness
(mUplant) (g) (cm) (cm) (cm) (cm)
10.09 1:0.87
962.50 463.81 11.58  29.67a 0.42 bc
ab ab
1:0.84
770.00 420.07 8.94 b 10.65 26.59 b 0.44 b b
9.29 1:0.85
577.50 466.05 11.08 2957 a 0.54 a
ab b
28.57 1:091
385.00 435.87 10.32 a 11.33 0.38 ¢
ab a
F-test ns * ns * * *
CV. (%) 9.30 9.94 0.84 8.44 10.79 6.06

a,b,c Difference letters in the same column indicate significant differences. (p<0.05)
ns = not significantly different. (p>0.05)
* = Significantly different at 95 % level
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auyadaTzvaAluugAuIAULANAi uag 19T d ity
MaEdR (p<0.05) Tnedtusunaunslii 577.5 fadansreduls
AuTNLEeandl 12.90 *Brix usilsiunnsnsluainnnstaianm
1 770.0 fiadanseedy wagiiusuanisli 577.5 fadaas
sesuliirranuansnsadueyyadasslvanasaimimian
EC,, §9gA71 1.19 mgq, L (Table 4)

Table 4 Effects of irrigation on yield qualities firmness, total soluble
solids, antioxidant activity and phenolic compounds.

DPPH
Total
Total scavenging
Irrigation Firmness Phenolic
Soluble activity
(mUplant) (N) Compound
Solids °Brix (ECsp : .
R (mgeae-grw ")
mgraL™)
962.50 10.07 1233 b 259 b 0.41
770.00 9.95 12.54 ab 5.66 c 0.43
577.50 9.14 1290 a 1.19 a 0.42
385.00 9.13 11.75 ¢ 337b 0.46
F-test ns * * ns
CV. (%) 9.78 2.86 10.50 13.08

a,b,c Difference letters in the same column indicate significant differences. (p<0.05)
ns = not significantly different. (p>0.05)
* = Significantly different at 95 % level
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