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Table 1- physicochemical soil properties in experimental site

S s Seed oly
Organic  JS wiss P K
cdl sl Syleole Carbon Total N K
Texture pH EC (dS/m) (mg/kg)
(%)
) 9 7.6 1.55 1.86 0.127 48 720
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Table 2- Some chemical characteristics of used compost

T e T ST AL AR NCE P e
H EC Organic  Organic N p K
P Material  Carbon
(dS/m) (%)
6.7 10.9 51 30 1.2 035 12
03l 3,90 ComwgpeS’ (009 (stlond COluogad (A1 -3 Jgu
Table 3- Some chemical characteristics of used vermicompost
Sl Seplcaln @l Do s el
H EC Organic  Organic N p K
P Material  Carbon
(dS/m) (%)
8.5 18 45 26.1 213 067 39
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Table 4- Analysis of variance of organic and biofertilizer application effects on some morphological traits and yield of hyssop

(Means of Squares) il po pSibo

Olptd pale dnyd  wigr gyl ABlidlaal g 7 39 S (339 5 3 Slos 5 Slos Ol3ae 3 Sl
SOV el PRt wgp  PREh Sy ey aSp s el gl
df €19 Number weight o Dry Herb fresh Essential Essential
plant - - 9) - o
branch weight of yield Herb dry oil content oil yield
per plant plant yield
)I)S) ns ns ns ns ns ns ns ns
Replication 7.50501 1.38541 226.117 9.22314 776981.47 136231.4 0.001516 0.526137
)LQ»:J" **k * ns * **k **k **k *
7
Treatment 88.5564 3.46994 205.797 61.1049 3181047.09 772283.4 0.002321 4.55993
ohelol sl
Experimental 14 14.8868 1.14065 88.6319 21.7394 736036.2 139714.08 0.000764 1.10348

error

** *‘ns

Jelao)3 195 gslaus 3 )l sme 5 I se i i a1 ¥
ns, * and **: Non-significant and significant at the 5 and 1% levels of probability, respectively
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Figure 1- Mean comparison of organic and biofertilizer effect on plant height of hyssop
Means which follow the same letter are not statistically different at 5% probability level based on LSD test
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Figure 2- Mean comparison of organic and biofertilizer effect on number of branch of hyssop per plant
Means which follow the same letter , are not statistically different at 5% probability level based on LSD test
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Figure 3- Mean comparison of organic and biofertilizer effect on dry weight of hyssop
Means which follow the same letter , are not statistically different at 5% probability level based on LSD test
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Figure 4- Mean comparison of organic and biofertilizer effect on hyssop fresh yield
Means which follow the same letter , are not statistically different at 5% probability level based on LSD test
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Figure 5- Mean comparison of organic and biofertilizer effect on hyssop dry yield
Means which follow the same letter , are not statistically different at 5% probability level based on LSD test
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Figure 6- Mean comparison of organic and biofertilizer effect on essential oil content of hyssop
Means which follow the same letter , are not statistically different at 5% probability level based on LSD test
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Figure 7- Mean comparison of organic and biofertilizer effect on essential oil yield of hyssop
Means which follow the same letter , are not statistically different at 5% probability level based on LSD test.
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