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Table 1- Physical and chemical properties of field soil used in experiment
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23 47 30 0.05 35.5 245 0.65 8.10 1.91 36.80 15.73
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1- Physicochemical properties
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Fig. 1- Interaction effects of corm planting density and manure fertilizer on number of saffron flowers
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Fig. 2- Interaction effects of corm planting density and manure fertilizer on fresh flower a) and dry flower yield b) of saffron
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of saffron
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