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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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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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