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Fig. 2. Effect of different levels of copper sulfate on leaf area (cm?) in
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Fig. 8. Effect of different levels of copper sulfate on Carbohydrate (mg/g dw)
and Antocyanin (uM/g fw) in N. officinale (P< 0.05)
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Fig. 9. Effect of different levels of copper sulfate on root and shoot Cu
concentration (pg/g dw) in N. officinale (P< 0.05)
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