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	The current study was undertaken to develop a liquid organic growth promoter incorporating Orgafol and selected microbial inoculants (Azospirillum, PSB, and AMF), and to evaluate its effect on key leaf quality parameters of Morus indica cv. V1 under controlled greenhouse conditions. The study aims to offer a sustainable and efficient alternative to chemical fertilizers by leveraging microbial consortia to enhance nutrient availability, physiological performance, and ultimately, the quality of mulberry foliage.
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