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Table 2- Manure characteristics
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Table 3- Analysis of variance (mean of squares) of measured characteristics of safflower
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Table 4- Mean comparison of main effects of Azotobacter and Glomus fungi on oil percent, oil yield, phosphorus percent, root
colonization percent, mycorrhizal dependency, nitrogen percent and relative water content of leaf of safflower

sgi Syow S el et - . 38es W
Gy OISl s Ay, S
te (w2,2) 3998590 " (oo y3) ail> - &l (€9,
(o y5) auia ) ,59kS) .
(%22) Seed - or 5 sosd
Relative it (32,2) Root Seed (s ,» (es2) T t“ t
MITO%EN  Mycorrhizal — colonization ~ Phosphorous L% Seed oil reatmen
water (%) dependency (%) content Seed ol content
content of (%) (%) yield (%)
leaf (%0) (kg.ha?)
Azotobacter
84.25a 273a 3835b 4226b 038 b 201.2b 19.46 b* (il f’”) Ao
Ay (Non inoculated)
84.58 a 2.85a 46.35a 46.74b 0.40b 23264 21.01a (8 45 5L A
A (Azotobacter-5)
84.15a 2.83a 51.85a 5344 a 0.46 a 2392 21.12a (7 450 51555} Ao
A, (Azotobacter-12)
liygSee s jor
Mycorrhizal symbiosis
o M
83.91a 2.82a 42322 3837b 0.39b 2033 b 19.53 b (il fm) 0
M, (Non inoculated)
wmsesls) My
84.08 a 2.73a 4448 a 47552 0.40b 542.6a 21.58a (e
M, (G. intraradices)
84.49a 2.78a 50a 51.53a 0.46 a 228.4 ab 20.85 ab (Hese rpesls) M
M, (G. mosseae)
il bglsee) M3
(e s
84.83 a 2.882 45282 5247a 041b 219.7b 20.16 ab M, (G.

intraradices+G.
mosseae)

35,085 o3 gy o] o y3 (Sl (laialy win g0l 3 (6ol dxe (6 ylol BB chin S e B Ky s S e Sl
*Means which have at least one common letter are not significantly different at the 5% level using DMRT.
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Table 5- Mean comparison of interaction effects of Azotobacter and Glomus fungi on oil percent, oil yield, phosphorus
percent, root colonization percent, mycorrhizal dependency, nitrogen percent and relative water content of leaf of safflower
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Azotobacter x Mycorrhizal symbiosis
8493 a 3.07a 32.86d 31.86b 0.38 ¢ 183.2d 18.37 cx AoM,
83.79 a 2.68 ab 38.17 cd 43.86 ab 0.38 ¢ 229.9 a-d 20.76 a-c A M,
82.74 a 2.73 ab 39.31 cd 49.68 a 0.39¢ 196.9 cd 19.64 be ArM,
85.55a 246 b 43.05 b-d 43.62 ab 0.39¢c 194.8 cd 19.09 c AoM;
82.29 a 2.66 ab 50.16 a-c 32.07b 041c 217.5b-d 20.27 a-c A M,
84.64 a 3.05a 49.87 a-c 4445 ab 041c 236.7 a-c 21.04 a-c AM,
85.66 a 2.64 ab 50.35 a-c 52.61la 0.42 ¢ 251.3 ab 22.19 ab AoM,
85.71 a 3.04 a 35.04d 57.85a 0.37 ¢ 224.8 a-d 20.55 a-c A M,
84.51 a 2.74 ab 43.94 b-d 51.18 a 0.39¢ 209.2 b-d 19.96 be AM,
83.80 a 2.47b 45.40 b-d 5433 a 0.40 ¢ 2703 a 2295a AoM;
85.06 a 2.99 a 60.34 a 52.30a 0.58 a 237 a-c 20.73 a-c A M;
83.22 a 3.14a 57.74 ab 5595a 048D 239.6 a-c 20.84 a-c A,M;

IV 98 g yi5Tijll gili g gl pie i ¥ 412 9 A1 Ay
Ay, Aj and A, are non-inoculated and inoculation with Azotobacter-5 and Azotobacter-12 respectively.
[uoso 5 pupmpdlyiiis] bolo g [ dusgo pugapls upuadl)lsie] yusosls i b glls 5 gudls pas o 4:Ms s Mo My My
My, M, M, and M; are non-inculated and inoculation with G. intraradices, G. mossae and mixed G. intraradices and G. mossae
respectively.
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*Means which have at least one common letter are not significantly different at 5% probability level using DMRT.
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