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1. Potato dextrose agar (PDA)

dIUlSENOUYRIFATEINIS

JUNS9 200 NSy
fim1a dextrose(glucose) 20 Sy
Tuw 20 N3y
finau 1 des
i85 tasuy

4 L v ]
Audiuns et SuSuvuraumgnidutinduwuiuins 500 Jaddas
Witdena  Uszum 15 W nseeErudrvrIuag sAufinduafiasy 1 §as 94

4 o ¥ = T 1
#IuUsznaun Lt nia N vua AUIUSEEIY UMY UNU LT

2. Yeast malt broth (YMB)

#IUUTLNOUYBIFATOINIS

Yeast extract 3.0 ﬂ%ﬁ
Malt extract 3.0 nSu
Bacto—-peptone 5.0 NSy
Glucose 20.0 nSy
findu 1.0 @as

38015 1aSuy

b4 ) 1 b4
AeaNydIUNANINHUATUTMINdY ¥MUTieT 158



82

3. Production medium

(W3 enn ouwuiia, usse yausewind uar ynan gAsy 2538)

dirulsenavvey gATIING

MgSOy 1.0 n3u
CaHPO, 5.0 nYy
NH4NO; 4.0 nYy
Cornsteep liquor 7.0 NSy
Microcrystalline cellulose 30.0 NSy
Casein 1.0 nsu
Tween 80 2.0 Haddas
FeSOy4 5.0 faddns
ZnSOy 1.4 Nadnsu
MnSOy4 1.6 fadindy
CoCly 3.6 Hadnsy
fndy 1.0 4&ns

3501515y

g ﬂ..l Q o8
azarvdIunaunenualuiindy uSuaHld pH 5.0 Adaviuwaaduung

a

1 174
250 §addas AfluSuIns 100 Daddms MU 138

ee

WUIYLNA Microcrystalline cellulose 13azatufi™ sietiuda

Koudeldwanafineu uF2139 LANAITOIMISTANUAEIEUS U As Tidaana s



4. Fop medium (Punnapayak and Emert,1986)

dIUUsLNoYVBNGATOINIS

(NHy4) 2S04 30.
MgSO0y4 . 7H9O <
CaCl, b

Hnay ¥

I8n1siasuy

| A < 4 b1
aranydduNauNIrualulingy UMY L D
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3815 tefsuans cal

1. NIStASsud1s82a 1y DNS (dinitrosalicylic acid) (Miller, 1959)

1.1 taSyud@IsALaNy  NaOH 10 % USw1as 22 Uaddns Adaslu
4158878 Phenol 10 n5u tdaufiv¥asy 100 Uaddas auldidiiu un
utNeenuy1 96 Uaddns LAY NaHSO3 9.6 nTu aulfiidrnu

1.2 1a58ua158=87y DNS 1 % Y5u1As 880 Uaddns usriafuyy
4158878 Rochell salt 25.5 ¥4 #1ud158x878 NaOH 4.5 % USUIAS
300 §844A5 91NHLUINN LNTIuTUEISALaTy DNS 1 % auldiidiu

1.3 wiwsazarsiidoinde 1.1 war 1.2 wrinsaudy ezt
4158818 DNS Fedeeid1¥luvandsr uddfut¥iugifuedqefios 1 fu Fevs

TRRBTRE AR

2. NSLASYYAISaLaly Lowry (Lowry et al.,1951)

2.1 @d198¢878 Lowry A

Na,CO3 20.0 nyu
NaOH 4.0 nsu
Rochell salt 0.2 nsy
#ndu 1.0 ans

2.2 @198¥a78¥ Lowry B
CuSOy.5H70 5,0 N7y
fndu 1.0 ans
2.3 d198¢87Y8 Lowry C

Lowry A : Lowry B 50:1
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2.4 d194¢878 Lowry D
Folin phenol reagent:{indu )

WUIY LA @158:87Y Lowry C Uar Lowry D Heoviafsunould

3. NNSLASYN 0.04 M. Acetate buffer pH 5.0

%9 Sodium acetate FIUIU 3.429 NSY BIWIAzaruHIefinauy
200 fadfms uwdetfudansasany 1 M. Acetic acid 841U 14.8 Haddas

cPufinfiasy 1 8es auadicdinu

4. NISLASYY 1 M. Acetic acid

AINdIsaLaIunNsALIudn Acetic acid 60.22 Jaddas dufinndu

afiasy 1 84S

5. N1si1aSuy 1 M. HC1

aredlsaza‘ytdudiy HCcl 97.33 faddas tAufinadiasy 1 8es

6. NISLASYN 0.05 M. Citrate buffer pH 4.8

¥9 Sodium citrate 14.71 nsy azarglufinduitdniioy udaihy

1 M. HCI 32wy 70 fHaddas auddidriy (dulindudfiasy 1 aas

wursive  H§1iefsy 0.1 M. Citrate buffer pH 4.8 afing

Sodium citrate 29.42 nSuuaziaiouisnis feaduy
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7. msTaviuimeuwlsdisagiad  Saun1siiasizdivn FPA auSEn1svUeg

Mandels Uar Sternburg (1976)

7.1 WY crude enzyme Y1 0.5 Haddins Adavlunaennaday

7.2 LAY 0.05 M. citrate buffer pH 4.8 yYSuias 1 fiaddas
UazNIEAIBNIOY Whatman No. 1 YUIA 1x6 L3URLUAT (50 Nadnsu) 1vgn
R gy

7.3 UNMUYUIU Waterbath ﬁqmwgﬁ 50°0 uIu 1 FITus

7.4 1AUE158LAI1Y DNS reagent USUIAS 3 Naddns tvg1a%i 9
. wruduiulinefoauiu s ud %qﬁqifiﬁtﬁuﬁqmngﬁﬁaq

7.5 1hutinduastuvacnas 16 faddns tug1 sy wtydas
NISPANAULAY TIAIIUBIIARULAY 550 WITULUAS U Y L Aoy U3 w0 adis

AANGIAFINNNTINUIATEIU Lﬁé)‘l‘l"'l"lﬂﬂ"']u'lmﬂ']?‘ﬂ unit of enzyme

8. MsiauSuimeutsdisagiad IAunIsIias1thim CMCase M1U3EN15UBY

Acebal uazame (1986)

8.1 UM crude enzyme ¥1 50 1uIATAAS 1davlunaoaAnaday

8.2 LA 0.1 M.Citrate buffer pH 4.8 USRS 0.95 Jadfas
uazifn 2 % cMc vSuras 1 Jaddes g gy

8.3 WMMU4ulU Waterbath #igavpd 50°% Wiy 10 w1l

8.4 LANAISALAIY DNS reagent USNIAT 3 Haddas twg19%1 40
u wrudsiulivcfeauiu s uad %ﬁ%qifﬂﬁtﬁuﬁqmngﬁﬁaq

8.5 thutinduaviuvasnas 10 Haddes tugrfidnu uuTaan

N1TgANAULAY  HA2IMY1IAGULAN 550 UITUINAT WA HTEY L Ry uSyia

fimmnanginageinnsiwenasgiu (HoumMUa eI f) unit of enzyme
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9 ﬂ?iﬂﬁﬂiﬂﬂﬁﬁﬂﬂauﬁﬂiﬁﬂu

9.1 afvudrsazarsiitanangInafifaoruidudu 0 0.1 0.2 0.4
0.6 0.8 uax 1.0 HadnSudedaddes Hrulindy Idavluvaannnasy

9.2 1ANAISaLaIY DNS avluvasnay 3 Jaddas uruduiufinifon

agg a < a aa ' u
Win 5 wfl aehet¥ificiy (Autinduasiunaenas 10 ¥addes tvg19% 11y
wiyTadinsganduuas  fmweniafunas 550 wiSuiums UA i1

wadensesgulitananging deguil v, 1
10. MISNINTINTUTAUUIATE I
10.1 1#58ud1958¢878 BSA (Bovine Serum Albumin) A%fad7w

t9%ud%u 0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10 0.12 0.14 0.16 0.18 wax 0.20

adnsuseliaddns Krufinduldiuvasanaaeg

2

10.2 1AUAITALAIY Lowry C aviUmaenas S Jaddas tvg1$i14n

« v ¥ o
U Aene1d 15 undl

10.3 1AudI$8£81Y Lowry D avlUvasnas 0.5 Jaddns 1wy
v g Z [ . s a <’l A
(B eene1y 30 WINUNUIAAINISgANFULAS inuen1adunae 660 un

TULUAT uﬁﬁﬂﬁiﬁuwﬁ%WQﬂsﬁWiufﬁunﬂﬂsgﬂu Faguit @. 2

NTAUINUS VI USUS Ay

* b4
g4 a =

NIrUAlH X = USeIYsAuf L Hady nﬂui%anﬂazﬁiﬁﬂﬂaau(uﬂ./ua.)

1l

Y U%nnﬁsmaqawsa:awﬂTUiﬁuﬁi%nﬂaau(ua.)

X = uUn./ua.

Y

dufle YSuasusHy

Il
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U v.2 nsnespiulumsianeddSua TUsAumuizmses Lowry uazans(1977)

Tro1% Bovine Serum Albumin (BSA)TuTusdumasgm
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11. ?9AMINAY unit of enzyme AI¥3§NI15¥89 The International

Union of Biochemistry

nwualdt 1 widwvestewlyd  fie uSwraweseutaifaruise
govgarvduaiasniififutivaranging 1 1utasiva 1uian 1 w1 f ek
amaziidnagoy

fiufe

1 wingvestowlad = 1 luiasIvavesdudiasniigndesdy 1 w1

1 luSasivavesngindfignuaavdeseanunay 1 unfl

1

= 0.18 fiaddnSunginafignuanudeseonynly 1 unj
NIsAuINAT FPA 91490
81 0.18 fadnfunginafignuasudeseenuily 1 wd Sdr - 1 niy
1.00 fadnsunginafignuanudeseonuniy 60 w1f Hd1 = 1 iy

g9 0.093

1}

X x 0.093 %1y

1

duyAvaavdounging x Dadnsu Ay 60 wrdl Tan

X x 0.093 %1y

I

INNIsnasesifieutasd 0.5 dadfas

9% outwd 1.0 Daddas X x 0.093 %12y

0.5

wse = fNadnsungisa x 0.093 WY /U8 .

Uaddasvogtoulyd

TUNTUNITAUINAT CMCase 183

i 0.18 fadnFunginafignuanvdeseoniniy 1 uaf 41 = 1 Wiy
1.00 fadnjunginaiignuanudesoenunay 10 w1 fd1 = 1 niy
0.18x10

U917 = 0.555
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avyfvaaudeunging x Jadnfy 1w 10 wifl 941 = X x 0.555 winy
1nn15naassldioutsd o.05 faddas = X x 0.555 ¥y
g outasd 1.0 Jaddns = X x 0.555 #ay

0.05

wio = Ua8nTuNQIAA x 0.555 = WUIY/UA.

. Jadfnsvostoulyd
12. NISAIMIANIVS UYL 9NTIUDA

UMH1 Peak area Y8YLONFIUBAVIASTIUNIEVINNSTREIL L AS0
Gas Liquid Chromatography ﬁ@uﬁﬂﬁﬂuEUﬁ ¥.3 1Y plot NTINNIATEIU
YOI LONTIUDA (guﬁ ¥.4) INHUUIA  area VONAI Y IUM AT
LONTIUBADINANTINUNIATEIY  waTtdTwine Hutved toud  fufe  fusum
LONTIUDAIUANITALBNY 100 WA.%50 wIa e fidwing iy nSuLensiusa

aansududiasn (n./n.)az1Hd

Ysumiensiuea (n./1008a.) = n./n.

U%u1mmaﬁﬁUﬁLﬂiﬂﬁﬂ%(ﬂ.)
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D]

i4

) v [
U v.3 UAANTIATHITAUNT WAL NUALENSIN (peak area)Uav LONTIUDA

UIATFIUIINISTI LA I Hidy Gas liquid chromatography

lﬂﬂ%lmuﬁlﬂﬂﬁﬁuﬂaNWﬂiﬁﬂu Peak area
0.1 72389
02 100528
0.3 146221
0.5 256568

0.7 379659
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13.msfvemnuisadad #1938 Direct Microscopic Count Sauad

Haemacytometer

Wi mindied19 1 ml. v iFevreHiulindy 9 ml. tug19% 1 40
Tuud1u"MUNYAaNUY Haemacytometer uludevgiiundevqansseil

tiiBu" Haemacytometerudosgmuifindovganssafios t Fudanin

Ysznoufiugeeindeuiu 25 $09 udazdeviudusenovdivdo i §n 16 994
IFnTauIN

YSu1aslu 25 $09ud) (400 $0918n) = 0.1 wy.3

YA LAFYIMIULTALY 1 F09Ing = X 19G
guyfditafeauisaly 1 $eeifn = v 1w
Uufe X = 16Y (8
Ug
ey
W 0.1 wu.3 FIWIULTANIRUA Xx25 wie Yx16x25 %3
T 1.00uu.3 T mIuLBANIHUA Xx25x10 %39 Yx16x25x10 %3

W 0.1 wy.3 FIUIULTANINUA Xx25x10x1000 %50 Yx16x25x10x1000 %3

= 25Xxx104 %50 4Yx106 L BA
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a aa a o ' @ 1 a
1 wamnmﬂ:ﬁmmnmmﬂimmmu'lmﬁmmnmq AUABNTITNARAIBNTIUBD

a ' o ad
wasmsiSeuineununie 1aed5 Duncan's New Multiple Range Test (DMRT) #2¢ 1usunsu

ADUNUADS Banana

a A ¢ ' & ] 1 a
auydgn : Ysnaeu lmiiuananiu lulinademsndaensuea

MIIN A1, uaewamInamenseantTuaeuletuandiedu 4 sedu

sunaueu e dTmasensusamniu/iooua.) fiundy
10 0.5210 0.5090 0.4286 0.3798 0.4596 ©
15 04221 04796 05181 0.6164 0.5091 be
20 0.5860 0.5780 0.5720 0.6086 0.5862 ab
25 0.6032 0.6185 0.6190 0.6130 0.6134 2
ﬂ'wm5uﬁﬁ€nynmmhaﬁuuﬂm'hﬁfmmmrwiNﬁ'uazinﬁﬁaf?ﬁqmwﬂﬁﬁﬁsxﬁn QL =0.05

ANOVA

sov df ss ms F
treatment 3 00597 0.0199 6.9211%*
error 12 0.0345 0.0029

total 15 0.0942

CV.=989 %

* ** = significant at 95%, 99% level

ns = non significant at 95% level



treatment differece at 95% level in DMRT
sort on mean ranks

treatment 4 = 0.6134 a

treatment 3 = 0.5862 ab

treatment 2 = 0.5091 bc

treatment 1 = 0.4596 ¢

sort on treatment arrangements
treatment 1 = 0.4596 ¢

treatment 2 = 0.5091 bc
treatment 3 = 0.5862 ab

treat[ﬁent 4 =10.6134 a
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ABUNAADS Banana

<

AUYAI : anudududadSudy

d ' v ' ' -
mmnmmu'lnﬁnaﬂﬂmsnamammaa

P A { @ Y
ATNN f.2. llﬁﬂQN'ﬂﬂ15Nﬁﬂlﬂﬂﬁ']uﬂaﬁﬂj‘]unfuﬂugﬂﬁ“ﬁﬂﬂ']\iﬂu 4 3¢aU

anusududanayama,) | Ynauenmuea (nF/100ua.) flundy
107 04618 0.4620 0.4095 0.3501 04184 b
108 0.7126 0.6130 0.5770 0.6340 0.6341 2
109 0.7826 0.5370 0.5423 0.4713 0.5833 2
1010 0.6943 0.7625 0.6798 0.5812 0.6795 2

funaoiis DnusuAnANAuLTaThianuwaiiuesihisdagymeadaisedu o = 0.0

ANOVA

- sov df 8s ms B
treatment 3 0.1558 0.0519 6.8889%*
error 12 0.0905 0.0075
total 15 0.2463
CV.=1500 %

*,** = significant at 95%, 99% level

ns = non significant at 95% level

treatment difference at 95% level in DMRT

sort on mean ranks

treatment 4 = 0.6795 a

treatment 2 = 0.6341 a

treatment 3 = 0.5833 a

treatment 1 = 0.4184 b

treatment difference at 95% level in DMRT

sort on treatment arrangement

treatment 1 =0.4184 b
treatment 2 = 0.6341 a
treatment 3 = 0.5833 a

treatment 4 = 0.6795 a
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' o
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ADUNUADY Banana

AUYAFIM : ﬂ'mui‘lunsﬂ-dm?nﬁ’uﬁuﬂﬂdwﬁu'lﬁﬁwmiﬂmsnﬁmanmuaa

{ ~ i a3 J a ' @ [
MINN 1.3, uﬁmnnmmnﬂm’nmuanﬁﬂ’nmﬂuniﬂ-ﬂmmﬁ'mmnmqnu 5 35U

anuiunsa-ae (pH) Yswnauenmusacnsuiooua,) fluniy
4.0 04226 0.3906 0.3936 0.4477 04136 b
45 0.4343 0.4476 0.4184 0.4092 04274 b
5.0 0.5195 0.5203 0.5305 0.5069 0.5193 2
55 0.3796 0.3622 0.3567 0.3633 0.3654 ©
6.0 0.4673 0.4457 0.4120 0.3897 0.4287 b
ﬂ'nﬂﬁ'tr?iﬁa"nysxmnwinﬁmmﬁa1'1i7ﬂ'nmmmhaﬁuadwflﬁvﬁm"ﬂgmaﬁﬁﬁﬁs:ﬁ"u O = 0.05
ANOVA
SOV df ss rﬁs F
treatment 4 0.0497 0.0124 25.8928**
error 15 0.0072 0.0005
total 19 0.0568
C.V.=508 %

*,** = significant at 95%, 99% level

08 = non significant at 95% level

treatment differece at 95% level in DMRT

sort on mean ranks

treatment 3 = 0.5193 a
reatment 5 = 0.4287 b
treatment 2 = 0.4274 b
treatment 1 = 0.4136 b

treatment 4 = 0.3654 ¢
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treatment difference at 95% level in DMRT
sort on treatment arrangement

treatment 1 = 04136 b

treatment 2 = 0.4274 b

treatment 3 = 0.5193 a

treatment 4 = 0.3654 ¢

treatment 5 = 0.4287 b
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wasmsnfSouiivuruneTae3T Duncan's New Multiple Range Test (DMRT) #nTdsunsy
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MINN .4, LapnamsHamensusafigungiuandiy 4 sedu

100

gl (° ) Uinaensieaniunooua. Amdy

a7 0.4709 0.4396 0.5417 0.3363 0.4604 ©
40 0.5195 0.5203 0.5305 0.5069 0.5193 be
43 0.5499 0.6777 0.5622 0.5634 0.5870 ®
45 0.3535 0.83302 1.0250 0.9412 0.9125 2

'rimcé.aﬁidnys;‘.rfmux‘?u"hifm'nuunﬂn'wJ.-‘Tw,maﬁﬁ‘?;i:#Tu 0.05

ANOVA

sov df sS ms il

treatment 3 0.4890 0.1630 34.1428**

error 12 0.0573 0.0048

total 15 0.5463

CV.=1115%

*,** = significant at 95%, 99% level

ns = non significant at 95% level
tweatment differece at 95% level in DMRT
sort on mean ranks

treatment 4 = 0.9125 a

treatment 3 = 0.5870 b

treatment 2 = 0.5193 be

treatment 1 = 0.4604 ¢

treatment difference at 95% level in DMRT
sort on treatment arrangement

treatment 1 = 0.4604 ¢

treatment 2 = 0.5193 bc

treatment 3 = 0.5870 b

reatment 4 = 0.9125 a
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TUYATIU ¢ ﬂTIllLlJuﬂiﬂ-ﬁ'NﬁlJﬂuﬁH?’lfwn\lﬂu,lllﬁﬂ'ﬂﬂﬂﬂ'liﬂ aslansIuen

{ a < a a
ﬁ'ﬁ"Nﬁ £.5. !lﬁﬂ\iNﬂn”liNaﬂlﬂ"nﬁTUﬂaﬂﬁﬂ’ﬁ’lﬂﬂﬂ']ﬂ']ilﬁiﬂ SOy peptone QY casein

peptone NANUTNTULANGITU

¥LAVOY T2AU Uswanenmusamnsn/iooiadans Anndy
Ity | anuriudy
control 0% 0.7479 06875  0.7252 07115 0.7180 d
casein 0.025% 0.3925 04280 04945 05235 01504 €
peptone 0.05% 0.9511 14745 13748 12668 1.267 3
type S 0.075% 0.6175  0.6527 07108 06870 0.6660 4
0.1% 07532 07029  0.6808  0.5658 0.7020 cd
soy peptone | 0.025% 0.5985  0.6073 05802  0.6273 0.6033 d
0.05% 0.65905  0.6842  0.6714  0.6402 0.6638 4
0.075% 0.9567  0.0091 009243  0.0303 0.0301 b
0.1% 0.8548 07832  0.7648  0.8296 0.8081 ©

ﬂ'w'mﬁvﬁﬁﬁ'ﬂyﬂmmhaﬁmmﬂa';hﬁﬂﬂuunﬂn'wadwﬁﬁuﬁﬁqm1aﬂﬁﬁﬁszﬁ’u O = 0.05

ANQVA

sov df ss ms F
treatment 8 1.7043 0.2130 31.1796%*
error 27 0.1845 0.0068

total 35 1.8888

CV.=1091%

* ** = significant at 95%, 99% level

us = non significant at 95% level
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treatment differece at 95% level in DMRT

sort on. mean ranks

treatment

treatment

treatment

treatment

treatment

treatment

treatment

treatment

treatment

3 = 1.2668
8 =0.9301
9 = 0.8080
1 =0.7180
5 =0.7029
4 = 0.6660
7 = 0.6638
6 = 0.6033
2 =0.45%4

cd

cd

sort on treatment arr. angement

treatment

treatment

treatment

freatment

treatment

freatment

treatment

treatment

treatment

1 =0.7180 cd
2=045% e
3 =1.2668 a
4 = 0.6660 d
5 =0.7029 cd
6 =0.6033 d
7 =0.6638 d
8 =0.9301b
9=038081c
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Taomsligeqaunidsniu drwTusunsuneufumes Banana
- 4 4 g d owomoa a
auyAgIl : B TUSuAURueneeiu lulinade Mk AmansLea

A pe { 4 - V. w
MINN A.6. uﬁmnaminama‘nmuaﬂﬁmqﬁ}aﬁﬁnﬁuzmnmqnu

mqﬁ'aﬂ () ﬂ?mmmnmuan(ni'u/loo:.m.) flundy ns
6 0.3926 0.4070 0.3985 0.3091 0.3750
9 0.3932 0.2369 0.3673 0.3305 0.3319
12 0.3092 0.3651 0.3672 0.4069 0.3621

ns fAuRde lulinnuumneemeada Asedy oL = 0.05

ANOVA

sov df ss ms F
treatment 2 0.0042 0.0021 0.7491188
error 9 0.0251 0.0028

total 11 0.0293

CV.=1479 %

*,** = significant at 95%, 99% level

ns = non significant at 95% level
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Teoms %098 unsdsqusy

¥y v

- AQ' A 1 v 1 1 -
AUYATIY : mmwimuﬁaﬁnuﬁ’ummnmanu'lnfmaﬂamswamanmuﬂa

{ - { & [ o @
MINA 7.7, uapInamIHaaensIueana Nt Ut U aAUANg ety 4 JLAU

anuduiudadawama) USmnauenmueansusioowa.) flundy ns
107 0.3342 0.3767 0.2919 0.2593 03155
108 0.3932 0.2369 0.3673 0.3305 0.3320
109 0.3036 0.3852 0.4263 0.3408 0.3639
10 10 0.4721 0.3609 0.3377 0.4202 0.3977

1 q' ta . nﬂd‘ o
ns mmau‘lwmwsmnmammﬂnmmu & =0.05

ANOVA

sov df ss ms F
treatment 3 0.0159 0.0053 1.533008
error 12 0.0414 0.0034

total 15 0.0572

CV.=16.66 %

*,** = significant at 95%, 99% level

08 = non significant at 95% level
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MINT .8, umHamsHAmensueafigumgiunndafu 4 sefy

QN ( © %) ﬂ?mﬁuaﬂmuﬂa(n%”u/loozm.) fundy
37 0.5535 0.4889 0.5590 0.5318 0.5333 b
40 0.4577 0.2822 0.3072 0.5402 0.3968 ©
43 0.3112 0.3750 0.3890 0.3790 0.3636 ©
45 0.7662 0.8140 0.7787 0.7709 0.7822 2

fhmﬁuﬁﬁﬁﬂynmnm'nfTuuﬁﬁaiwﬁmmummhaadwﬁﬁnifﬁiymmﬁﬁﬁs:ﬁ"u QL = 0.05

ANOVA

sov df ss ms i
treatment 3 0.4343 0.1448 32.3645%*
error 12 0.0537 0.0045

total 15 0.4880

CV.=1289 %

*,** = significant at 95%, 99% level

ns = non significant at 95% level

treatment differece at 95% level in DMRT

sort on mean ranks
treatment 4 = 0.7822
treatment 1 = 0.5333
treatment 2 = 0.3968

treatment 3 = 0.3636

treatment difference at 95%

sort on treatment arrangement

C

C

treatment 1 = 0.5333 b

treatment 2 = 0.3968 ¢

treatment 3 = 0.3636 ¢

treatment 4 = 0.7822

a

level in DMRT
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