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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)

(Cm) 4l o
stem diameter

azsS ogee b8 n 355 g5 HlaS ol GLa ) Jgoar Slayye eSibe 5| Jol mlid (K53 4295 g il g Job
ogee Jobo 32 995 Sl (Sl anyliie 092 S5 ine 003 O Jloiol rlans 13 090 Job (595 2 (Jg 095 o Fre (K
o5ee Jobo (nyeS 9ali e o (VIFY) (nyidior (G 955 5 N-P-K oS (5als 5 )5 a5 ol ()Lt (S8 azsS
Beils g N-P-K 055 5 st 055 led oo 5 090 o gme byl s S 5 0ls plaisl 043 1) (e il £10)
0 JS5) Sl gy 6l sime B! LSl

555 5 N-P-K 558" (5.3l5 0 )15 oS ols ()las (5,8 4255 050 S5 039 2 955 | 5uSiles dnnlite toga0 ST (439
Om WS g ol platsl a3 a1y (2,5 V2 FI0) ogee S5 (59 (ryeS wald Jless 5 (p)5 VYVF) (n i (Fim
(7 Jgu) bl S92 5 (g o sime IS Ll 5245 5 N-P-K o9 5 (i3 955 Jlos 5 092 sl sixe L]

ay


http://dx.doi.org/10.22034/arpe.9.17.87
https://arpe.gonbad.ac.ir/article-1-453-en.html

[ Downloaded from arpe.gonbad.ac.ir on 2026-02-16 ]

[ DOI: 10.22034/arpe.9.17.87 ]

VEY lino 9 5wl VY 0 lond o 0,93 | (AL (59092 703951 (632,15 lidiod & s

10 -
3g ¢
oo
55 ©
T
‘:3' L] 2 -
0
L s NPK 2 Adliag
(AN lag
Fertilizer treatments

SN 4255 ogen Job 2 (23355 (sl Lo 0I5 1 nSolos il Y S
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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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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