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Table 2- Some chemical properties of organic fertilizers
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Table 3- Some chemical properties of organic Humisel fertilizers
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Significant at the 5 and 1 percent levels, respectively, ns is the lack of significant.** *
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Table 5- Mean comparison of interaction duck and nitrogen fertilizer source on yield and yield component of rice, Tarom

Hashemi
S Adgs 4D Aild olaws dgy 4D Aoy dlawd g glas
Number of grains per Till | Plant heigh R
Paddy yield panicle illers per plant ant height Loy
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PSS 2o, sl
)b‘&h FRY FRY o
(kg.ha™) (Number) (Number) (cm)
9 295 e S3)
Nitrogen source Duck
teis o Yoil ot
59 9 Yail Lo
2100.00% 78.00" 13.33¢ 78.33° Not Azolla and nitrogen
Uigrs
2600.00" 115.00°" 21.00° 98.16° Nitrogen 0
Yol
1777.00% 73.00! 15.33" 82.33%9 Azolla
39 tY;
3400.00%° 140.00° 24.66™ 109.70" Azolla+Nitrogen
i o Yoil o
i9r 9 Yail g
2367.00" 85.33" 15.00' 79.66' Not Azolla and nitrogen
Uigrs
3200.00°¢ 119.00% 22.00% 102.70° Nitrogen 200
Yol
2500.00' 100.00¢ 16.00' 83.00%¢ Azolla
i Yo
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3700.00*° 157.00° 25.33° 111.3" Azolla+Nitrogen
i o Yoil o
59 9 Yail Lo
2900.00%" 87.00" 14.66' 80.33%¢ Not Azolla and nitrogen
Uigrs
3400.00%° 128.00¢ 23.33°¢ 109.00° Nitrogen 800
Yol
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i Yo
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i o Yoil oo
9 9 Yail L
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Means by similar letter in each column are not significantly different at 5% probability level using LSD test.
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Table 6- Mean comparison of simple effects duck and nitrogen fertilizer source on yield and yield component of rice, Tarom
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als 152 039

Sl 1 pad s S25glgn 3,5Mas (o) W1y 59,l 4y dlas it Jgb
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Harvest index Biological yield weriglhnt Fertile tiller per plant ~ Cluster length Factors
(%) (kg.ha™) © (No.plant-1) (cm)
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Duck (No.ha?)
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39 295 @e
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Means by similar letter in each column are not significantly different at 5% probability level using LSD test.
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