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Means with the same letter are not significantly different based on Duncan test (p<0.05).
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Means with the same letter are not significantly different based on Duncan test (p<0.05).
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Means with the same letter are not significantly different based on Duncan test (p<0.05).
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Means with the same letter are not significantly different based on Duncan test (p<0.05).
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Means with the same letter are not significantly different based on Duncan test (p<0.05).
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Means with the same letter are not significantly different based on Duncan test (p<0.05).
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