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Table 1- Analysis variance (means of squares) of some morphological of savory inoculated with mycorrhiza under drought

stress condition
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Table 2- Mean comparisons of some morphological traits in savory with mycorhiza inoculation affected by drought stress
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*Means with the same letter(s) in each column and for each component are not significantly different at p<0.05 probability level
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Table 3- Analysis of variance (means of squares) of some physiological traits of savory inoculated with mycorrhiza under
drought stress condition
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Fig. 1- Interaction between drought stress and mycorrhizal fungi on proline content leaf of savory
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