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Abstract

Sustainable agriculture is an optimal solution to
overcome the problems caused by the consumption of
fertilizers is the aim of eliminating or significantly
reducing the use of chemical inputs. The vermicompost
is one of the most important biological fertilizers play an
important role in increasing the quality and quantity, and
today will be special attention to sustainable agriculture.
To evaluate the effect of vermicompost on growth
parameters and chlorophyll content of strawberry plants,
a factorial experiment was conducted in a completely
randomized design stage. The treatments were zero, 40,
60 and 80% vermicompost with the garden soil. The
results showed that the use of 40% vermicompost with
garden soil, causing the efficacy and yield in strawberry
plants so that all indicators of growth at 1% and the
amount of chlorophyll in the level of 5% in the presence
of vermicompost meaningful were.
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Table 1: Soil characteristics
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Table 4: Variance analysis of the effect of different treatments on growth parameters
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Fig 1: The effect of different treatments on the leaves of strawberry plants
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Fig 2: The effect of different treatments on the flower number of strawberry plants
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Fig 3: The effect of different treatments on the leaves number of strawberry plants
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Fig 4: The effect of different treatments on the leaves fresh weight of strawberry plants
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Fig 5: The effect of different treatments on the leaves dry weight of strawberry plants
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Fig 6: The effect of different treatments on the fruit number of strawberry plants
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Fig 7: The effect of different treatments on the Chlorophyll of strawberry plants
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