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Table 1- Analysis of variance (mean squares) for the effects of fertilizer treatments on physiomorphological
traits of tomato plants
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Table 2- Analysis of variance (mean squares) for the effects of fertilizer treatments on physiomorphological
traits of tomato plants
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Figure 1- Comparison of the mean effect of fertilizer treatments on fresh and dry weight of stem and root of
tomato (Means in each column fallowed by similar letters are not significantly different)
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Figure 2- Comparison of the mean effect of fertilizer treatments on plant height and stem diameter of tomato
(Means in each column fallowed by similar letters are not significantly different)
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Figure 3- Comparison of the mean simple effect of fertilizer treatments on tomato fruit length
(Means in each column fallowed by similar letters are not significantly different)
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Table 3- Comparison of the mean simple effect of fertilizer treatments on morphological characteristics of
tomato fruits
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In each column, means with at least one similar letter are not significantly different.
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Figure 4- Comparison of the mean simple effect of fertilizer treatments on tomato fruit yield
(Means in each column fallowed by similar letters are not significantly different)
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Sz wyp @l @il S 4o . Hernandez-Herrera et al., 2014Shariatmadari et al., 2011)
dp (i st oS > a5 ol el amg BB wb, eaes oli3 (S axsS sy, » SV
L oas ol plas mli ol csalin 5o L3 oS o olie sasay (Bumandalai and Tserennadmid, 2019)

Abd Elhafiz et al.,, ) al o i3l Jhs Hd Sialer 5 ady, ab, o Solrg S Gommdbge clale g3l
il o st 355 ol 50 Ss7 a0 mliyd bz o las wiy bl LYs 51 (S ool by (2015

958 a4z s5 ol leardsS et Slho (6955 sl 0, i eSlee anglie Y g
Table 4- Comparison of the mean simple effect of fertilizer treatments on physicochemical characteristics of

tomatos
Tretments Leaf relative water Chlorophvil index Totall chlorophyll Carotenoid
content (%) pny (mg/g FW) (mglg FW)
J~s 57.143.1°¢ 40.743.2°¢ 13.420.1 ¢ 3.5240.7"
Control
e 64.744.4 " 44,9405 16.140.6 ° 3.741.2°
Biofertilizer
N°9; 74.9+2.1 2 47.1+1° 16.3+0.6 1 5.3+0.6
(el 255 76.4+1.1 2 50.8+1.5 @ 19.4+0.8 2 7.3+05 2
Combination

Al (6,0 sre Dy s iz Syiie By S gl Blas a5 ole Sl gt o 50

In each column, means with at least one similar letter are not significantly different.

y- Chlorellamicroalga
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A eoloants 355 Lot ol & (s 355 Jlod %8 Sl 5 05 walE alS sl sdie Slge B e
C)....: LQU’“"S) 9 \515.0 QJ’“"U B 4&))5@“ Ll 00l Slao U"‘ u..i.)Luo U’““"‘)S‘ 90 9 Sl ailo U] K9y » (5.....4‘)5‘
Ay 9098 0l g g 3l el s (el «Dlind 0aisS o slas S sl o)l iy 355 o ool
QS—QA 9 S| (M)é\a) ‘5>Lv)\> ;i..l_> o)La.C Lv 04 ‘5..C (IJ‘;M Ry Q)L».L».A gS.)) J.....u‘ gs.u...u‘ de...u‘ 9 u...l)...._‘>
Bl bl 3l Clln 503 Slallhs gl b b ol g olS (g, w8 Cusll crge Jalse nl ool und
Harman, ) j:.ems e o s (Harman and Shoresh, 2007) 36 s wie b bt oS 5y (6 o « 5o Slalllae
s iSL slads g b (5,842 55 slodiss pmli anlllas G 5o 2ol Lo 0 (2000; Harman and Shoreh, 2007
Sarsan, ) ol slis 5,8 axg8 oLS o ain ) 5 olep plail 5 g i 59 il g i) uzes g ler pladl jo
(2016

WS S5 1y olS by Wlgige (fe 055 Olsie 4 g Sl l eslinul a5 wis)S )5 Sldlas (>
059 oS S oo odgi |y S g o TAA izen o 2SU 5l S onl » odle (Nurlila et al., 2020)
P ke i ol Jeb jo Jelse ol (Kuanat et al., 2016) aus > 1) Slawd algs o 5 divs o i3l 1)
sl s slaslllas o (Nurlila et al., 2020; Vakili-Ghartavol et al., 2023) s,ls LS _isg, ob, g9,
Bacillus Megaterium var. L madls 5l o cosjoww slooad )0 loasls slass § 5y slaws gy glas,l guds,
A Caol ool )15 Koo 8,k sl (Zaghloul, 2019) <ol il (sl sxe ysbas Phosphaticum 002E
598 OalS ) cnl 5l adSu e dgue 1) S (Soloms See latudlad (059 i 0uiiST S Gla el g S
4 aS oo i 1) S0 wy else (B g layge )90 mired Lol lg Se (al imd o0 LS 1) (6 9 Ses
S 9iS 5 b ol sads )55 yuzen (Kumar and Kumar, 2019) aiiwa 5L5 )50 ol g0 g 0l slps
Cho and Cosgrove, 2002; Overvoorde et ) coul ST b bad o slacaiend o e 5l (S0 Gudge i, Jsb
-0 Odge Ay 0y Gl g adgl di ;) Jsb elS 5 bl sleads, LSs cel IAA YL Slods @l 2010
oladl Oliolo § Camex dn5 Glp (65,5l slaoo gl 3 cuaS 5 cuwS Laa> (Vacheron et al., 2013) s4i
Ajmal et al., ) cool Hloards sloosS 3l oolarwl jzals sl b J> ol i) sloogS 5l solatul .ol (59,0
L 2lS sl daails (g9, (85 a5 5,00 ol o 4y 1) (g00xie Lilgd 365 10 39350 (SopuslS s Koo ol pliy (2018
ol 4y (gdse olge yols 18 o ws ;o LIl L g S s ojeniins 1) olS JSlo b jangh, wigd g0 Jlesl S
(Htwe et al., 2019) oiiS o SeS o2 S g puilol> dgpp 4 9 AS oo ugis |y ) bsus
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