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4- Integrated plant nutrient system (IPNS)
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Table 1- Soil characteristics of the experimental site
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Table 2- The result of variance analysis for root length, colonization percentage and water use efficiency (grain yield) of corn
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Fig. 1- Effect of mycorrhizae inoculation on grain yield of corn
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* Means with the same letter(s) have not significantly difference based on Duncan’s test (p<0.05).
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* Means with the same letter(s) have not significantly difference based on Duncan's test (p<0.05).
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Fig. 4- Effect of irrigation levels (based on water requirement (%)) on grain yield of corn
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* Means with the same letter(s) have not significantly difference based on Duncan'’s test (p<0.05).
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Fig. 6- Effect of irrigation levels (based on water requirement (%)) on colonization percentage of corn
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Fig. 8- Effect of irrigation levels (based on water requirement (%)) on water use efficiency of corn
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* Means with the same letter(s) have not significantly difference based on Duncan's test (p<0.05).
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