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Table 1- Physical and chemical properties of experimental soil before planting
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Fig. 1- Stem length in different fertilization levels during growth season (day after planting)
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There are no significant differences between averages with similar overlap range according to standard error.
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There are no significant differences between averages with similar overlap range according to standard error.
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There are no significant differences between averages with similar overlap range according to standard error.
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Fig. 5- Relative growth rate (RGR) in different fertilization levels during growth season (day after planting).
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There are no significant differences between averages with similar overlap range according to standard error.
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Fig. 6- Net assimilation rate (NAR) in different fertilization levels during growth season (day after planting)
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There are no significant differences between averages with similar overlap range according to standard error.
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Table 2- Effect of chemical fertilizer on the leaf area index duration in different maize growth stages
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* Means within a column followed by the same letters are not significantly different at a=0.05.
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