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Table 1. Some properties of used water in hydroponics production system of saffron
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Table 2. Mean squares of the effect of corm weight on saffron flowering indices under hydroponic

cultivation
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Fig 1. Mean comparisons for the effect of mother corm weight on the number of flower of saffron
under hydroponic cultivation
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Fig 2. Mean comparisons for the effect of mother corm weight on mean flower weight of saffron
under hydroponic cultivation
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Fig 3. Means comparison for the effect of mother corm weight on flower yield of saffron under
hydroponic cultivation
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and stigma under hydroponic cultivation
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Table 3. Mean squares for the effect of corm weight on saffron petal and stigma yields, under
hydroponic cultivation
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Fig 5. Mean comparisons for the effect of mother corm weight on petal dry yield of saffron under
hydroponic cultivation
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Fig 6. Means comparison for the effect of mother corm weight on anther dry yield of saffron under
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Fig 7. Means comparison for the effect of mother corm weight on pistil dry yield of saffron, under
hydroponic cultivation
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