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2- Cow Manure

3- Poultry Manure

4- Sheep Manure

5- Spent Mushroom Compost
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Table 1- Results of manure analysis for nitrogen percentage
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Table 2- Results of field soil analysis
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N (%0) K (%) P (%) EC (dS.m?) pH
0.081 0.11 0.18 1.8 7.51
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Fig.1- The effect of different fertilizer treatments on fresh weight of tomato and orobanch
(0L3) 355 358 NF (25l8 365 CM e giissS 35 :SM g, S bagmo cbli :SSMC £ 5o 35 PM
PM: Poultry Manure, SMC: Spent Mushroom Compost, SM: Sheep Manure, CM: Cow Manure, NF: No fertilizer
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*Similar letters in each column indicates not significantly different at 5% probability level, according to Duncan multiple range test.
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Table 1 -Effect of different organic manures on tomato and orobanch dry weight in the greenhouse condition
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Orobanch shoot number (No.plant™?)  Orobanch dry weight (g.plant?) Tomato dry weight (g.plant ) Type of organic manure
39.08¢ 13.11b 37.71a (PM) (£ 50 555
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*Similar letters in each column indicates not significantly different at 5% probability level, according to Duncan multiple range test.
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Table 2- Effect of different organic manures on tomato and orobanch in the field conditions
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No fertilizer Cow Manure Sheep Manure Poultry Manure
1.54b 1.56b 2.117a 2.293 a* (9522 )7 545) (02 255 32 7 s
Tomato fresh weight (kg.plant™)
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Orobanch fresh weight (kg.plant™)
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*Similar letters in each row shows not significantly different at 5% probability level, according to Duncan Multiple Range Test.
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Fig. 2- The interaction effect of the different types of manure and rate of application on orobanch shoot number per tomato

plant
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PM: Poultry Manure, SMC: Spent Mushroom Compost, SM: Sheep Manure, CM: Cow Manure, NF: No fertilizer
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*Similar letters in each column indicates not significantly different at 5% probability level, according to Duncan multiple range test.
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Fig. 3- The effects of different types manure and application rate interaction on dry weight ratio of orobanch to tomato plants
at early flowering period
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*Similar letters indicates not significantly different at 5% probability level, according to Duncan multiple range test.
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