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Table 4- ANOVA of thenanopharmax fertilizer and humic acid effect on morphological traitsof Nigella sativalL.
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(9)
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Nano fertilizer
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Humic acid
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Intraction
u....;\.,o)l dUa$
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Is significantat the 5% level.  |s significantatthe 1% level. ™not significant
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Table 4 Analysis of varianceeffectnanopharmax fertilizer and humicacidon mor phological traits
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Table 5- Comparison of averagein morphological traits, yield, essential oil content and yield of Nigella sativa L.
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358 ol
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