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Figure 1. Root A) and shoot B) Fe concentrations and shoot K C) and Mg D) concentrations in two lettuce varieties after
15 days of growth under Fe-sufficient (+Fe) or Fe-deficient (—Fe) conditions. Data are means of 8 replicates *standard
error. Bars labelled by the same letter are not statistically different according to the ANOVA test at p < 0.05.
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A split-split plot design was used with four legume species (peanut, cowpea, mungbean
and soybean) in the main plot, two levels of sowing depth (5 and 15 cm from soil
surface) as the split plot factor and sampling time as a repeated measure. Experiments
were replicated four times.
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Table 2. Emergence percentage (%) of legumes after shallow and deep sowing in Kokeyai and Samjan (2007-2008),
and KKU (2008-2009).
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Emergence percentage (%)

Kokeyai Samjan KKU

Days after sowing (DAS)

Treatment 6 9 14 21 G 9 14 21 G 9 14 21
Legume (L}
Cowpea 282 7h6 799 834 248 569 Y11 759 499 892 938 942
Mungbean 315 636 686 730 331 608 71LH 755 5H0bh 795 869 872
Peanut 138 439 69.6 729 30 330 R9G 661
Soybean 255 391 482 511 138 341 445 518
LSD 157 155 176 175 148 103 139 164 3.0 9.0 75 7.0
F_test ns *kF * * *F Fk FF * NS * NS NS
Depth (D)
Shallow 495 H89 664 68.3 259 614 F06 732 918 951 965 966
Deep 00 522 668 719 114 31.0 5h29 614 86 736 841 3849
LSD 164 158 146 142 89 106 110 11.0 3.6 h.8 4.3 4.6
LxD
Cowpea x Shallow 56.5 672 702 72.0 360 680 725 742 898 940 958 96.0
Cowpea x Deep 00 840 895 948 135 4h8 698 775 100 84h5H 918 925
Mungbean x Shallow 630 68.0 720 732 420 762 785 812 938 962 972 972
Mungbean x Deep 00 592 652 728 242 452 645 698 72 628 765 772
Peanut x Shallow 275 460 600 622 55 552 792 820
Peanut x Deep 00 418 792 835h 0h 108 405 H0.2
Soybean x Shallow 51.0 545 632 658 200 46.0 522 552
Soybean x Deep 00 238 332 365 75 222 368 482
LSD %28 317 292 284 178 21.1 220 220 51 82 61 6.6
F-test ns ns ns s s ns ns ns ng ** * **

LSD: Least significant difference at the 0.05 probability level.
NS: Non-significant.
Significant at the *0.05, **0.01 and ***0.001 probability levels.
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