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Table 1. Soil physical properties of experiment station

Jsb 5 b oy akds YT amys YO oLiln
NYF el 5 B0 Job addo OV x>0 0V oLl
Sl g 5l SB ladiges b plml (Lo gl ) 2
oot 4y 5 agd S 5l el Fe BYe o ¥e b - s
pole olfzils wbaSs o&ailel 4 g )lel O wiged

Slasie w8 Jats g e b mlie 5 g5)5les

SiloT b Jome S5 (S0 3 432 gl ) Jous

(9o 50) wiyd ojlil &9 397

Particle size distribution (%) abais Colan
ST olge Sopy Sy Selas - dped

S Ges % e o9 Organic S edl wilting  Hydraulic <S5 S

Depth Sand Silt Clay matter Soil texture point conductivity EC pH

(cm) (%) (ems™) (dS.m™)
Tehran region Ol s adlaiw

0-30 47 16 37 2.94  sandy clay e 321 2.7 % 10-3 1.22 7.05

30-60 47 17 37 2.31  sandy clay e 321 2.7 %107 1.08 7.21
Varamin region ol 59 ddlaio

0-30 39 18 43 3.12  clay e 393 2.2 %1073 1.95 8.14

30-60 39 18 43 3.01 clay s 393 2.2 %103 1.28 8.84

Table 2. Soil chemical properties of experimental regions

SiloT sl Jomo S oot & 5205 s Y Jgur

Tehran region Ol s adlaiw
S gos Cations Cado sy e
Depth (cm) Ca** Mg? NH4* Na* K* Fe?* Mn?
mgkgl s e meq L!-mmeeee e gkg!meemeee
0-30 1.87 28.50 13.29 0.34 0.021 1.86 0.19
30-60 1.05 36.84 3.76 0.35 0.031 1.72 0.12
Anions o sy
CO3* HCOz NO3z Cl- SO4* H2PO4 HPOs*
mgkg! e meq L' s e mg kg -
0-30 54.87 63.12 65.78 0.34 1.34 2.79 1.13
30-60 14.64 24.86 3.23 0.56 0.43 1.02 0.54
Varamin region ool yg adilaio
S Ges Cations S sla e
Depth (cm) Ca* Mg?* NH4* Na* K* Fe?* Mn?*
mgkg! e meq L' s P —
0-30 2.16 31.24 7.18 0.39 0.023 1.37 0.11
30-60 1.24 41.84 4.65 0.42 0.041 1.08 0.09
Anions o sy
COg HCOsz NOs CI S04* H2PO4 HPO4*
mg kg’! meq L! mg kg'!
mgkg! s e meq L' oems e mg kg -
0-30 71.84 51.32 77.29 0.65 1.82 3.09 1.93
30-60 19.43 16.87 4.23 0.89 0.74 1.23 0.83
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Table 3. Chemical analysis of the water used in irrigation of evening primrose

Tehran region ol x4 adhie
Cations (meq L) Cado 99 Anions (meq L) EITENY
pH EC(dSml) SAR ~Ca®* Mg¥ Na* K* COz> HCOs CI SO
7.12 0.27 072 124 054 093 0.18 1.28 3.65 0.34 0.13
Varamin region Cyol 59 ddilaio
Cations (meq L?) Cado (999, Anions (meq L) o O
pH EC(dSml) SAR Ca* Mg¥ Na* K* COs HCOy CIF  SO#&
7.89 0.43 1.19 194 0.84 124 0.21 1.93 2.45 0.51 0.09
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Fig. 1. Meteorological data at grommet observatory, Tehran (A and B) and Varamin (C and D) regions.
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Fig. 2. Schematic diagram and the experimental procedure of evening primrose under irrigation regime (IR30%FC,

IR40%FC and IR50%FC *“30, 40 and 50 percent of field capacity”), chemical fertilizers (CF0, CF50% and CF100%b),
mycorrhizal fungi (+M and -M “inoculated and non-inoculated with mycorrhizal fungi’’) and Azospirillum (+Az and -

Az “inoculated and non-inoculated with Azospirillum”).
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Table 4. Analysis of variance for the main and interaction effects of field locations (F), irrigation regime (IR), chemical
fertilizers (CF) and mycorrhizal fungi (M) and Azospirillum (Az) on yield of Oenothera biennis.

asLo olasy JgsS” Slans 4o olaws
i oy YRrel Yoy Y9y .u;s %ﬁw 5 ySdos

2% gl _ Numberof  Numberof Numberof Ve SSglan

Source of 3! pranch per capsule per seed per 1000 grain Biological «ils

variation d.f plant plant plant weight yield Seed yield
F 1 172.923™ 336.082™ 819.110™ 0.698" 37069020™ 6178070
Block 3 6.521™ 13.210 ™ 49.310 ™ 0.027 ™ 1465758 ™ 244293 ™
IR 2 2642.871"" 5317.035™ 12880.160 10.916™ 588857946  98142951"*
IR*F 2 108.404™ 219.593™ 535.089* 0.472" 24375580™ 4060910™
Main error 8 11.891 24.088 58.915 0.050 2672724 445454
CF 2 235.634™ 477.243™ 1162.584"™" 0.980" 52288146™ 8714671
M 1 999.389™ 2022.346  4961.660" 41517 223729698  37288223"
Az 1 283.274™ 559.567" 1350.937™" 1.240™ 61422696 10237316
IR*CF 4 273.124™ 553.134™ 1321.420™ 1.218" 60285116™  10046186™
IR*M 2 244.209™ 443.921™ 1063.301°* 0.893™ 48146964™ 8024594™
IR*Az 2 59.944™ 127.377" 287.084™ 0.242™ 13033870™ 2171645™
CF*M 2 54.016™ 119.419™ 267.621™ 0.225™ 12110898™ 2025483"
CF*Az 2 4218 ™ 8.746 ™ 28.392 " 0.018 ™ 970470 ™ 161745 ™
CF*F 2 56.272* 126.014™ 283.753™ 0.239™ 12872718™ 2145853
M*Az 1 89.808™ 169.716™ 405.316™ 0.341™ 18387558™ 3067593™
M*F 1 77777 155.551™ 389.344™ 0.324™ 17491528™ 2916588
AZ*F 1 86.148™ 174.508™ 426.820™ 0.359" 19363098 3225183™
IR*CF*M 4 44.969" 97.092™ 232.797" 0.188" 10117396™ 1685566™
IR*CF*Az 4 42.982™ 89.068™ 212.955™ 0.179™ 9660930" 1615155™
IR*CF*F 4 43.485™ 85.086™ 215.445™ 0.181" 9783898™ 1638983™
CF*M*Az 2 1.449 s 5935 9.177 ™ 0.006 " 325614 ™ 54769 ™
CF*M*F 2 2.802 ™ 8.676 ™ 33.882 " 0.012™ 629754 ™ 105959
M*Az*F 1 83.535™ 171.2417 418.829™ 0.353" 19430602 3166767
IR*M*Az 2 63.805™ 123.172™ 301.260™ 0.254™ 13632944™ 2267824™
IR*M*F 2 55.772* 121.054™ 291.187" 0.245™ 13201284™ 2211664
IR*AZ*F 2 5.456 " 12317 ™ 20.775 " 0.001 " 35142 7857 ™
CF*Az*F 2 3711 9.340 ™ 22.843 " 0.019 " 1036296 ™ 182716 ™
IR*CF*M*Az 4 49.726™ 92.626™ 226.549™ 0.191™ 10278704™ 1762934
IR*CF*M*F 4 53.929™ 103.165™ 252.325™ 0.212" 11446998™ 1937833™
IR*CF*Az*F 4 49.140™ 95.491™ 243.557™ 0.197" 10598432™ 1767922"
IR*M*Az*F 2 58.363" 114.174™ 281.251™ 0.235™ 12668484™ 2117414
CF*M*Az*F 2 6.006 ™ 8.037 ™ 4.983 " 0.004 " 226068 ™ 37698 ™
IR*CF*M*Az*F 4 115.925™ 246.852" 576.303" 0.488™ 26280666 43831117
Sub error 132 11.320 22.930 56.084 0.047 2544294 424049
CV. (%) (1) Olpadi <o 26.430 13.760 28.760 15.174 27 25

do,d S g gy Jleiol zakaw 10 lo g oy s i g s lo Jae e S
ns, not significant; *Significant at the 0.05 probability level;** Significant at the 0.01 probability level
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Table 5. Irrigation regime (IR) x chemical fertilizers (CF) x mycorrhizal fungi (M) x Azospirillum (Az) xfield locations
(F) interaction on component yield in evening primrose.

Lo sl asls dlasy &g JgwasS Slows a5 gy o Slawy
Treatments Branches per plant Capsules per plant Seeds per plant

Tehran Varamin Tehran Varamin Tehran Varamin

M -Az 7.0t 6.7" 7.31:k 6.7 4493Y 2884*

CF O +Az 7.0t 7.3% 7.31.k 6.7 5417% 3752

M -Az 7.7 7.3% 7.315 7'0.k 5897 3770Y=

+Az 7.7 7.7 7.7 7.3k 6201%* 4982y

M -Az 8.0 7.7 80lJ 7.3jf‘ 6464“ 5145%

SWD CF +Az 8.3P 7.7 8.0V 7.7 6708%* 6505%*
(30%FC)  50% o~ A7 8.3P 8.04 8.3f 7.7{ 8151%W 6917
+Az 9.0" 8.3P 8.3! 8.0V 8381V 7154%

M -Az 9.0" 8.3P 8.7h 8.0 10201t 7164%

CF +Az 9.0" 8.7° 9.0 8.31 10357* 8082"Y

100% M -Az 10.0% 8.7° 9.0" 8.3 12866" 8316Y

+Az 10.0¢ 8.7° 9.0" 8.7M 12945" 8321V

M -Az 10.0% 9.0" 9.0h 8.7h 137234 9889

CF O +Az 10.0¢ 9.0" 9.3¢h 9.0 13928P 10912t

M -Az 10.0% 9.0" 9.78 9.0 13979r 111498

+Az 10.0¢ 9.0" 9.78 9.3¢h 15149 12612"

M -Az 10.34 9.0" 9.78 9.7¢ 15794 12981"

MWD CF +Az 10.3 9.3m 9.78 9.7¢ 16380m» 14029°
(40% FC)  50% M -Az 10.34 9.3m 10.0% 9.7¢ 18301™ 14489°
+Az 10.7} 9.7 10.0% 10.02 18702! 16202™"

M -Az 11.0 9.7 10.0% 10.0fe 22200 17770™

CF +Az 11.0 9.7 10.3f 10.02 222611 18736!

100% M -Az 11.3¢8 9.7 10.3f 10.0f2 23152l 19460k

+Az 11.7f 10.3 10.7¢f 10.02 24904 21438

M -Az 12.0¢ 10.3Ji 10.7¢f 10.7¢f 26657M 23030?:

CF O +Az 12.0¢ 10.7f 11.0¢° 10.7¢f 27305" 23»53»7{J

M -Az 12.0¢ 10.7f 11.3% 11.0¢ 28721h 24053‘.

+Az 12.3¢ 10.7! 11.3% 11.0° 297738 26068M

M -Az 12.3¢ 11.00 11.7¢ 11.3% 30673f 27146"
WI CF +Az 12.7¢ 11.38 11.7¢ 11.74 36276% 283158h
(50% FC)  50% M -Az 12.7¢ 11.38 12.0%d 11.74 36580% 289928h
+Az 13.32 11.7° 12.3¢ 12.0% 381954 31147¢f

M -Az 13.3% 13.0° 12.3¢ 12.3¢ 41204¢ 31269¢

CF +Az 13.32 13.0° 12.3¢ 12.3¢ 46546 31805¢

100% M -Az 13.3% 13.0° 12. 7% 13.0° 48952 365674

+Az 13.82 13.1° 13.7, 13.3% 61450° 47302

Il re Dgles duo o gty Jleisl mhaws ;0 LSD (yge3] wlel s ot i Bgy slls a5 Slo SKile Cio o 0

CFO tpsls g3l )15 pas 50,5 i i a0 =AZ g +AZ ¢ ely5 b b jlas 0 00 5T & b, o)kl s 5 4 :WI s MWD SWD
15255500 zodls pae g 2ol o 4 =My M and + 5,05 7Y o v 9 B0 oolaiwl g coslatul pas Je 4 o 5 4 :CF100% 4 CF50%
Means in each trait followed by similar letter are not-significantly different at 5% probability level using LSD.
IR: irrigation regime (SWD, MWD and WI: 30, 40 and 50% of field capacity); CF: chemical fertilizers (CF 0: no-application,

CF 50 and 100%: 50 and 100 percent of N + P); M: mycorrhizal (+M: inoculated and -M: non-inoculated); Az: Azospirillum
(+Az: inoculated and -Az: non-inoculated) and F: Field (T: Tehran and V: Varamin regions).
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Table 6. Irrigation regime (IR) x chemical fertilizers (CF) x mycorrhizal fungi (M) x Azospirillum (Az) xfield locations

(F) interaction on yield and component yield in evening primrose.

(p5) 4ils Veee (339 QI gm & ySKlos 2 9 Sos
& )los 1000 grain weight Biological yield Seed yield
Treatments gr kg ha'! kg ha'!
IR CE M Az C}‘)‘of” CJ'.‘.‘“‘)S. C}‘)‘of” Q'.‘.‘“)S. O')QJ Q'.‘.‘“)S.
Tehran Varamin Tehran Varamin Tehran Varamin
M -Az 0.118" 0.102"° 13050%* 12656 2128% 1920~
CFO +Az 0.134™ 0.118" 13685%* 13383** 22985% 2068*=
M -Az 0.137™ 0.134m 14519+ 13765%% 2274% 2033%7
+Az 0.168% 0.136™ 18217 14708"* 2745 2227V
M -Az 0.172k 0.148Im 12707%-* 12357 2174w+ 1962~
SWD CF +Az 0.176% 0.1531 13172%* 13179 23585% 2225V
(30% FC)  50% M -Az 0.1813k 0.161%1 1367557 13334%* 23557 2151w
+Az 0.183ik 0.171% 16306%-* 138425 2934k-2 23385%
M -Az 0.188 0.175% 12483V 12163%2 2235v2 20212
CF +Az 0.190i 0.182ik 128329 124214+ 24579 2258%=
100% M -Az 0.203i 0.188 132624 12713v2 250697 2228V
+Az 0.209t 0.190i 15245hx 132389* 3267hx 24959~
M -Az 0.21 4‘_ 0.1 951: 140669= 13500 24909= 2382
CFO +Az 0.220“1 0.207f 15583m-# 14645 2862m% 2690~
M -Az 0.223hi 0.210f 16673k 15776"* 2957%7 2797
+Az 0.231P 0.210! 21530°™ 19928 3919¢n 3636°"
M -Az 0.241¢h 0.217" 148330 14215r* 2631°* 2518p=
MWD CF +Az 0.245¢h 0.221hi 15658m* 152540 2872m2 2802~
(40% FC) 50% M -Az 0.249¢h 0.223hi 191168% 173921 33968V 30921+
+Az 0.266 0.241¢h 24277%i 23072¢k 4394 4186k
M -Az 0.279¢ 0.241¢" 15319 15207 2719 27032
CF +Az 0.281° 0.244¢ 17515y 1626057 3210y 2990k->
100% M -Az 0.286¢°f 0.245¢" 21196¢P 19797t 3768¢P 3514fv
+Az 0.294¢f 0.251¢ 29737*¢ 255452 53943 46092
M -Az 0.300¢ 0.262' 158524 15028‘_"Z 2905"* 2705'_"Z
CF O +Az 0.3144d¢ 0.26612 19739¢4 17139y 37019 3189
M -Az 0.318d 0.269'2 23030°k 190958 4187k 34418V
+Az 0.3364 0.2691 29656 20608¢°° 5448w 3813¢°
M -Az 0.3374 0.280" 19457%s 17527+ 3550fs 3155+
WI CF +Az 0.361¢4 0.287¢°f 21131¢™ 18798 3944¢cn 3480
(50% FC) 50% M -Az 0.379¢ 0.290°f 26629*¢ 21125¢° 4819*¢ 3811¢°
+Az 0.379¢ 0.301¢ 288864 2323204 53032 4273b4
M -Az 0.407b¢ 0.315% 227909 19558 413341 3519
CF +Az 0.413b 0.326% 239354 222454m 445220 41114m
100% M -Az 0.419° 0.368¢ 287864 26073>f 5255 4703>f
+Az 0.4412 0.406°° 31827* 29716 55522 55012

Il re Dles auo o gty Jleisl mhaws ;0 LSD (yg03] bl s cdiiien S yie gy slls a5 la o Sile Cho o o

CFO tpsly sgsl )15 pae 58,5 i i a4y =AZ g FAZ ¢ el)5 b b jlam 0 00 5T e b 10 5kl cus i 4 :WI s MWD SWD
150 )55 gels pae g adll o b 4 = Mg +M yaud + 59,00 /) e g 00 ooliiwl g olatul pas e 4 ol 4 :CF100% 4 CF50%
Means in each trait followed by similar letter are not-significantly different at 5% probability level using LSD.
IR: irrigation regime (SWD, MWD and WI: 30, 40 and 50% of field capacity); CF: chemical fertilizers (CF 0: no-application,

CF 50 and 100%: 50 and 100 percent of N + P); M: mycorrhizal (+M: inoculated and -M: non-inoculated); Az: Azospirillum
(+Az: inoculated and -Az: non-inoculated) and F: Field (T: Tehran and V: Varamin regions).
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