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Table 1. Soil physical and chemical analysis (0-30 cm)
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Table 3. Analysis of variance on safflower characteristics under the effect of combined planting method with drought

stress and spraying of Zinc
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Fig. 1. (A) Interaction effect of planting and spraying method of zinc Nano chelate on plant height (B) Interaction of
drought stress and spraying of Zinc Nano chelate on plant height (cm)
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