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Table 1. Variance analysis of some growth characteristics of Narcissus as affected by different levels of biochar and biofertilizer.

Ccv%  Error Uax AxXB i 25 e St Cft‘
Biofertilizer (B) Biochar (A) Source of variance
- 24 6 3 2 df (ssl30 e s
3.05 1.03 18.68%* 18.44%* 31.09%* B niSon kb
Diameter of largest flower
¢S Ls
8.97 0.69 1417 1.93" 1.25™ S5l
Diameter of sepal
162 575 1748% 56.63°* 36.25% ka3 S Gl Jsb
Length of flowering stem
x s < &l >0
1149 109.61 231.15 258.32m 739.08"* S lm osB U5
Days to budding
. - o «fj.: sldas
21.51 1.22 3.86 8.47 17.19 : _
Number of leaves uj\'lﬂ*‘
13.45 391.20 1377.64 9172.39 5534.56 ndsb Sl e
Leaf length Mean
" . " S
11.70 228 30.50 9.63 52.50 i Square
Leaf width
2528 0.2 0.84 2.62 414 B 5
Dry weight of root

.CM..:\)\: goxs ﬁ..;]j‘j.'\.é_)JO)\ JL&\ C}la..a BE dezm j_?! jﬁ,[:_, ;a-:-vj.vc\.uns j* ‘»:s»:sT

t*%, * and ns represent significant at probability levels of 1 and 5% and non-significant, respectively.

oSS sy sla S5 S g e 35S 5 b iSea S S0le anlis Y J e
Table 2. Mean comparison of interaction effect of biochar and biofertilizer on some growth characteristics of Narcissus.

Siss Lae P
Sadsk o s : S s
. . g S sl e ¢ » . -
R S g ge S i 555 e
Dry weight Leaf length Number ) &l Lengthof  Diameter lameter Biofertilizer Biochar
: of leaves . of largest (%)
of root width (cm) Days to flowering of sepal flower
(g/pot) (cm) budding stem (cm) (mm) (mm)
0.99¢ 7.73° 91.43¢ 3.66¢ 98.00% 16.00¢ 8.294 26.99° 0
1.39¢ 12.66 119.8304 4334 99.33: 20.33% 9374 32.52¢ 20 gkgMF 13,50l Yo
251 13.60% 127.80% 4334 96.33% 23.33b 9.91% 33.85 b 40 gkgMF 13, S0l o 0
1.25¢ 12.23¢de 133.83% ZANns 99.66% 26.50° 9.674 34,550 Nitrozist w35 245
2.25% 10.31%F  12].43b 4.00¢ 97.66% 20.20¢ 8.29¢ 33.28¢ 0
2.95% 13.16 263.00° 7.00 AA/YYbed 23.66° 9.34d 35.13% 20 glkg MF 15, 550
3.18° 20.40° 265.97* 8.66 75.00¢ 26.00° 10.53* 36.73° 40 gkg MF 13, 50k Fo 2
1.28¢ 12.73% 134.03% 6.33% 75.00¢ 26.90° 10.20% 35.20% Nitrozist e 3 20
2.73%® 13.66" 136.43% 3.66¢ 95.330be 20.46% 9.20*¢ 33,710 0
1.53¢ 14.96° 148.17° 4334 90.00*4 22.18% 9.10b¢ 33.56% 20 gkgMF 3,50l Yo
0.99¢ 13.73% 114.60%¢ 4.00¢ 105.00° 19.73¢ 8.93bcd 29.57° 40 gkgMF 13, Sile o 4
1.28¢ 10.00%f 107.30¢¢ 5.00% 78.33% 21.00% 8.55% 34.43% Nitrozist s 5 50

A A Ll e D 12,50 Jlex>| mlaws 5 LSD O3] bl cdieas i Gog = glls Ot 5o 53 S Gl Sl
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" Means in each column followed by similar letter(s) are not significantly different at the 5% probability level using LSD test.
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Table 3. Analysis of variance of some physiological characteristics and nutrients concentration of Narcissus as affected by biochar

and biofertilizer treatments.
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Table 4. Mean comparison of interaction effect of biochar and biofertilizer on some morphological characteristics and concentration
of nutrients of Narcissus.
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*Means in each column followed by similar letter(s) are not significantly different at the 5% probability level using LSD test.
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