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For this dataset there weren’t any significant interactions, but there is a potential interaction
between carbon source and water salinity (p = 0.13). We included an interaction plot of
thisWATERMELONS
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This analysis needs some sort of spatial effect to account for the field conditions. With the way
it's set up | should have everything | need, but | want to spend a bit more time looking at the



The carbon source did have a significant effect on the vigor ratings, but it seems that adding
CSM lowered vigor ratings in this data. I’'m not sure what caused this, | would’ve expected the
opposite. There was also a potential interaction between CS and salinity, | included an
interaction plot. Because the effect from CSM seems a bit backwards here I'm not sure if
repeating this trial will make the interaction stronger or make it disappear.



