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Table 1. Analysis of variance (Mean of squares) for plant height, leaf area index, pod/plant, and grain/pod of
fenugreek medicinal plant as affected by drought stress and fertilizer.
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FxD S i x 368 6 26° 0.12° 8" 33"
Error b b slas 24 8 0.045 2 0.95

CV (%) (1) Speds’ g 6 19 10 9

ns

*and " means significant at 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively; ™ is non-significant.
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Fig. 1. Interaction of drought stress by fertilizer for plant height of fenugreek. Means followed by the different

letter were not significantly different (LSD test; <0.05). C: Control (NPK); ZS: Zinc sulfate; Az: Azetobacter;
My: Mycorrhizae.
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Fig. 2. Interaction of drought stress by fertilizer for leaf area index (LAI) of fenugreek. Means followed by
the different letter were not significantly different (LSD test; <0.05). C: Control (NPK); ZS: Zinc sulfate;

Az: Azetobacter; My: Mycorrhizae.
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Fig. 3. Interaction of drought stress by fertilizer for pods per fenugreek plant. Means followed by the different
letter were not significantly different (LSD test; <0.05). C: Control (NPK); ZS: Zinc sulfate; Az: Azetobacter;

My: Mycorrhizae.
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Fig. 4. Interaction of drought stress by fertilizer for grains per pod of fenugreek. Means followed by the
different letter were not significantly different (LSD test; <0.05). C: Control (NPK); ZS: Zinc sulfate; Az:

Azetobacter; My: Mycorrhizae.
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Table 2. Analysis of variance (Mean Squares) for 1000 seed weight, biological yield, grain yield, and harvest index of
fenugreek medicinal plant as affected by drought stress and fertilizer.
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Fig. 5. Interaction of drought stress by fertilizer for 1000 grain weight of fenugreek. Means followed by the

different letter were not significantly different (LSD test;

Azetobacter; My: Mycorrhizae.
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Fig. 6. Interaction of drought stress by fertilizer for grain yield of fenugreek. Means followed by the different
letter were not significantly different (LSD test; <0.05). C: Control (NPK); ZS: Zinc sulfate; Az: Azetobacter;

My:

Mycorrhizae.
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Fig. 7. Interaction of drought stress by fertilizer for biological yield of fenugreek. Means followed by the
different letter were not significantly different (LSD test; <0.05). C: Control (NPK); ZS: Zinc sulfate; Az:

Azetobacter; My: Mycorrhizae.
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Azetobacter; My: Mycorrhizae.
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