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Effect Of Date Palm Density , Sayer And Hellaui in Some Soil
Physical And Chemical And date fruits Properties

Abdul-Rahman D. Al-Hamad

Date Palm Research Center- Basra University

Basra-Iraq

Summary
The study was carried on the season 2008 in Abu-Alkassib county in Basrah, To

find out the effect of Date palm (low and high intensity) on some physical and
chemical soil and yield properties of two cultivars Sayer and Hillawi.

The results showed that increase value of (organic matter, pH. MWD, total
porosity and water content), in high density of date palm area compared with the low
density of plant area , which showed increase in(bulk density, EC) and high density of
palm give significant increase in some yield properties such as meazocarp weight,
meazocarp/seed ratio, bunch weight and total soluble solids (TSS). The results also
showed negative relationships between the bulk density, electrical conductivity with
(weight, meazocarp/seed ratio, bunch weight and total solid solution ratio (TSS))
while, the organic matter , total porosity showed positive relationships with the some
product properties above.


