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. . . Diameter Weight
Soil Humic Spray Number of Fresh Dry stigma (mm) (gr/m?)
acid (kg/ha)  Humic acid  flower per stigma yield
(lit/ha) hax103 yield (kg/ha)
(kg/ha)
0 141.41" 457" 1.37°¢ 31.13° 755.35 ™
1 144.00 498" 1.44 ¢ 31.94" 782.33"!
2 144.82 5.58 " 157 % 34.24" 816.00
0 3 147.14) 5.96 & 1.62% 32.30" 885.73'
0 156.44" 467" 1.47°¢ 34.93% 855.70’
1 158.58 " 5.58 " 1.53°¢ 33.41™ 904.32"
2 159.63 " 6.30¢ 1.69 37.53" 1027.00
10 3 162.21 9 6.92F 1.75 38.61°¢ 932.73"
0 193.20°° 7.57° 2.07 35.35/ 1060.00 ®
1 194.80 8.87°¢ 2.15 ¢ 36.11" 980.77 ¢
2 197.33° 9.55° 2.35% 41.60 ¢ 1175.00
20 3 201.83° 10522 2.45%2 42.79°¢ 1196.00 ©
0 180.00 6.97 " 1.56 % 39.90° 1081.00 ©
ih 182.23 ¢ 8.13¢ 1.63% 40.80 © 1222.00°
2 183.57° 8.72°¢ 1.80 < 44.89° 1121.00 ¢
30 3 188.61 ¢ 9.55° 1.89 bede 45.74° 1252.00 ®
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Abstract

This study was done to evaluate the effects of humic acid on qualitative and quantitative properties of saffron in
two types of humic acid, solid type (micronutrient and NPK) and liquid type (saffron). The factorial experiment
was carried out based on a randomized complete block design with three replications in billevar, Kermanshah
province during growing season of 2015-2016. The factors were investigated included four different levels of
saffron (0, 1, 2 and 3 lit/ha) and four levels of micronutrient composition (MC) and NPK (0, 10, 20 and 30
kg/ha). The results showed that the effect of humic acid in comparison of control treatment was increased flower
number per hectar, yelid of wet and dry stigma, weight and diameter of corm, 42.72%, 130.3, 78.61, 65.76 and
49.93 respectively.

Keyword: Humic Acid, Quantitative Properties, Saffron
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