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Table 3- Analysis of variance (mean of squares) of measured characteristics of safflower
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*, +« and ns: are significant at 5 and 1% probability levels and non-significant, respectively.
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Table 4- Mean comparison of main effects of Azotobacter and Glomus fungi on oil percent, ail yield, phosphorus percent, root
colonization percent, mycorrhizal dependency, nitrogen percent and relative water content of leaf of safflower
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Azotobacter
84.25a 273a 3835b 4226b 038 b 201.2b 19.46 b* (il f’”) Ao
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84.58 a 2.85a 46.35a 46.74b 0.40b 23264 21.01a (8 45 5L A
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35,085 o3 gy o] o y3 (Sl (laialy win g0l 3 (6ol dxe (6 ylol BB chin S e B Ky s S e Sl
*Means which have at least one common letter are not significantly different at the 5% level using DMRT.
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Table 5- Mean comparison of interaction effects of Azotobacter and Glomus fungi on oil percent, oil yield, phosphorus
percent, root colonization percent, mycorrhizal dependency, nitrogen percent and relative water content of leaf of safflower
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82.74 a 2.73 ab 3931 cd 49.68 a 0.39¢ 196.9 cd 19.64 be ArM,
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IV 98 g 5Tl li'y el pie i3 410 9 A1 Ay
Ay, Aj and A, are non-inoculated and inoculation with Azotobacter-5 and Azotobacter-12 respectively.
[ uoso 5 pupmpdlyliiis] bolo g [ dugo pugosls )il ugosls i3 b glls 5 udls pas o 4:Ms s Ma My M
My, M, M, and M; are non-inculated and ineculation with G. intraradices, G. mossae and mixed G. intraradices and G. mossae
respectively.
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*Means which have at least one common letter are not significantly different at 5% probability level using DMRT.
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