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Comparison of the impact of bio-fertilizers on agronomic characteristics, livestock and medicinal
Salvia officinalis
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Table 2. Analysis of variance traits of canopy, height, volume root, leaf length and width of leaf
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Table 3. The interactions manure and bacteria for traits of canopy, height, volume root, leaf length and
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Treatment Cover (cm) Height( cm) root volum(ml) During leaf (cm)  Leaf width (cm)
A*B, 52.00° 47.26" 47.63°¢ 5.66 ™ 1.09°
A*B; 52.00 >4 44.53% 46.50 5.43 b 1.83 %
A*B, 56.86° 52.46 ® 61.50® 570" 1.90°
A,*B, 49.00 40.13 % 42.40°¢ 5.36 1.40°f
A,*B, 55.00 " 48.00 ¢ 56.66° 576" 1.86 %
A,*B; 54.30 % 48.66 ¢ 56.33° 6.00 ® 1.93¢
As*B, 64.33° 58.40° 64.73 6.86 " 2.00°
A3*B, 48.80 ¢ 43.00 % 4533 ¢ 5.50 1.60 <%
A3*B; 49.06 40.26 % 35.00¢ 5.26"°4 1.46 %
A4*B, 46.83 %t 40.53 % 34.83 ¢ 4.60 % 1.66 ¢
A*B, 4310 39.60 * 34.06 ¢ 4.96 < 1.36 %
A*Bs 41.00° 35.06 ¢ 25.36 ¢ 4.13°¢ 1.16¢
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Means which have at least one common letter are not significantly different at the 5% level using
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Read the Table 3.The interactions manure and bacteria for traits of canopy, height, volume root, leaf length and width of leaf

bl A sk sl alyy 059 Al iz 59 Sy Sis b ady, Jsb slee pll ()39
Treatment The number of tributaries Weight root Stem dry Weight Leaf dry Weight Root length Shoot Weight
(gr) (gr) (gr) (cm) (gr)
A*B, 14.53 Pede 4450° 64.66 9 4150 % 30.00 *, 110.00 <%
A*B, 13.80 bede 41.50°% 66.06¢ 39.16 ¢ 30.66 110.00 <
A,*B, 16.40 ®° 48.16° 83.00° 64.66° 33.16 ¢ 134.33
A,*B, 13.40 b 31.50 %! 45.00" 32,00 26.66 96.33
A,*B, 1637 ® 39.50 >« 7450 ¢ 53.66 ¢ 34.16 125.70 >
Ay*Bs 16.80 ® 42,00 76.16 ¢ 44834 33.00 ¢ 123.20 >«
As*B, 18.66 60.33 100.66 80.50 ° 38.50° 176.16
A3*B, 14.60 ¢ 33.83 °de 53.16 ¢ 34.16 27.16 % 108.16 de
A;*Bs 12.66 % 27.50 ¢ 38.16 ¢ 29.66 ¢ 20.83 98.26
A*B, 12.33 % 24.66 °f 35.33¢ 30.16 22.16 °f 95.00 ¢ .
A*B, 13.13 < 23.83 36.73 ¢ 29.50 ¢ 23.50 *f 88.16
A4*B; 11.13° 17.16 ¢ 28.16" 19231 1840°F 77.83 ¢
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Means which have at least one common letter are not significantly different at the 5% level using
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Table 4. The correlation coefficient for measured traits

olas Sppr Srdsb ) o> el obe gl e
Treatment Leaf width During leaf Root volume plant Height  Shoot Volume
Srops 1
Leaf width
SpJsb 0.80% |
During leaf
S 2 0.85* 0.93* 1
Root volume
P33y .
€ 0.75°% 0.91* 0.88"° 1
plant Height
TR E e 0.82° 0.84° 090" 0.80% 1

Shoot Volume
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*** and ns significant at 0.05, 0.01 and no significant
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Continud Table 4

*
¢

Slhw
Treatment

=P sleasls
The N.o of
tributaries

al) 09
Root
Weight

Blo Sas 0jy S SeS o)
dry Stem dry Leaf
Weight Weight

Root
length

&leo plsil 055
Shoot
Weight

Epasls ol 1
The N.o of
tributaries

) 059
Weight
root

aBlo Sas 59

dry Stem
Weight
SpSaS 0
dry Leaf
Weight
Root
length
&l el 65
Shoot
Wieght

0.57*

0.80%

0.48™

0.55*

0.77*

0.79*

0.64*

0.67*

0.80™

0.69% 1
0.79* 0.59*

0.85* 0.53*

0.66™ 1
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