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Abstract

In order to evaluate the effeof humic acid and salicilyc acid agrowth features and total phenolic content of
Coneflower Echinaea purpurea (L) Moench); a factorial experiment based on aloamized complete block design
with three replications was orranged.The first wasleavels of humic acigHA,= 0, HA;= 60, HA=120, HA=
180, HA= 240 and HA= 300mg/l) and the second was three leag€kalicilyc acid (SA= 0, SA= 150 and SA=
300 mg/l). The plants harvested at full floweringge and some growth parameters such as freshraneegyht of
aerial parts and roots, number of flowers, and dites as well as the total phenolic content weresored. Results
showed that maximum fresh and dry weight of agréats and fresh weight of roots was obtained byicgmon of
HA,+SA2 treatment.that showed no significalifference P<0.05)with HAs+SA;. Maximum dry weight of roots
obtained when HA+SA,.was applied. Moreover maximum number of branches #owers was obtained by
application HA+SA, treatment. The results indicated that the vanetiof phenolic compounds were between 126-
151 mg/l and humic acid and salicilyc acid treattesdrad no significant effecP£0.05) on the amount of the total
phenolic contant.
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