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Table 1. Analysis of variance of plant Height, essence percentage and mucilage percentage of borage in
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Height Percentage Percentage

Replication R 75" 0.0005™ 0.27"
Cut irrigation (A) ol ok 3 11 0.0061" 14.95™
Error a agls 6 7.62 0.0015 3.69
Fertilizer Treatments (B) oo sl les 2 928" 0.0010™ 1.01™
A*B Qi g1 6 2.15™ 0.0007™ 0.57™
Error b bls 16 9.19 0.0005 2.12
(HCV (I s gy 9.49 6.32 22.00
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ns, * and ** Nonsignificant and significant at 5 and 1% level of probability, respectively.
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Table 2. Analysis of variance of flower yield and essence yield of borage in cut irrigation and fertilizer

treatments
SOV s polie &bl ax o J5 5 ,Skee bl & Shoe
e T df Flower Yield Essence Yield
Replication s 2 113™ 0.016™
Cut irrigation (A) okl akd 3 12843™ 0.019™
Error a aslbs 6 76.14 0.029
Fertilizer Treatments (B) o5 sbless 2 19477 0.415™
A*B Ll 51 6 1173" 0.028™
Error b b slks 16 100 0.005
cv Ol S oty 11.25 5.10

Sl sire Dglis pas b plp DS oy o gy a0 o gre oo 5 4 F

*

ns, * and ** Non significant and significant at 5 and 1% level of probability, respectively.
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Table 3. Analysis of variance of chlorophyll content of borage in cut irrigation and fertilizer treatments

SOV it gole @lilazys @ Jds)ls b L,ls I 25
e T df Chlorophylla  Chlorophyll b Total Chlorophyll

Replication IS 2 0.014™ 0.009™ 0.041™

Cut irrigation (A) el gt 3 0.237" 0.095™ 0.612"

Error a Al 6 0.014 0.002 0.010

Fertilizer Treatment (B) $o5S e 2 0.134™ 0.045" 0.325"

A*B Bl 16 0.035™ 0.003™ 0.054™

Error b b slks 16 0.019 0.002 0.029

CV(%) (1) Dy o po 13.24 8.12 10.35

Sl sime @olas pae b pl NS s )0 SO g 7y v o o sixe ;.,.;)Ictg** )
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ns, * and ** Non significant and significant at 5 and 1% level of probability, respectively.
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