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etal., 2021)

s Bale ) el (Ayl) et Jie il in Cpe aaed) adding dlide 488y LIS el
2018) 4nalii) s il i Gaa s olall 3ade 0531 o) )3l Sl Uil 8 2010801 ualiall
.(Nath Bhowmik & Das,

(de La e 385 SV cile saaall il phadll 5 L Sl (<G5 il 5 (Aol Sl e dal g
Fuente Canto et al., 2020)

s peaiudge i allddhie 8 a3 3 A5 Al Al Ly S cad atatg
Doy i i)y lll sail 3 hae A e Ly i 2 Ll e clall g ad Jeuii g eclsilal)
il gad 3 a3 o ac i Lae bl sha oy ae 8 4 ilide 4 eyl 4 giliaS o) 5
.(Basu et al., 2021; Khoshru, et al., 2020)
ULl gai 3 a0 Ay gam 3l Jand o sl didaie 8 (aad il pladll 5 b piSull Sy

O ¢Sy Adpmal) lilall 43 aed g (5ol e 5 (g uall dleaY) Jont Gauad JA (e la shai g
23g3 A (A a5l pdall JiE5 488l dual) LS (e apanll Y Wial 4 s lanaS Jasd




aalall pal il (A Juadll
LS all (o gl 1315 Jidad e 508l Lggal A88al) dpald) il ol el e 5 e bl
Adads¥ (e el a0 oS5 A 5 &gl ol gaS A i) 8 AS) 55 5 jlall 4 guanll jue 54, saanll
.( Medfu Tarekegn et al., 2020) bl s 43 il o )

Slll) gad g Gand g Ay gl sl dpanf 2-1-2
The importance of microorganisms in improving plant growth

iy Aals 48yl Jpealadl) #U5) s Gupdalls galall o ) & Al cilaall aal

o8 Al S el ) ALl s G (e 3y i) slae U ASI e13Rd) L) a5 el i

aledl e alatiu) QU Jus e el )3l 8 Adlall Y cadlad a5 dpeluall cillaall

(Gunnell Asall s Al CSEL (e Al sha aild oL ) A ilaasSl 52 5 4y pdiall Cilagsall
et al., 2007 ; Leach & Mumford 2008)

el Loa ol il cnanln T 20880 giall 5 Al ) a1 ) e 2yl e Ll ellsia
O g el 5 Calial) A laadiall ool Josalaall Cilial (e agaall s da 8 4 alall
=8 Al A all Ll g el o a el Qe Joalas gty La Lalle 4 ylaad) Aol
il ta g a5 ulally A dasi pall 4880 Al L ISY O e a2 ) e A il bl il
Adag yall A a8l A pal) Sl cl LS @1 Ja By s A il sl A agall ) Sl L)
Aaglie sy lgal) Jeead (e 5 a8l § a0 saiy Dlill daa e Sl
> s—snll g sl 35 aigla psa S5 A il 5 aliall i1y 5 e ael iy al 3

.(Lugtenberg et al., 2002 ; Morrissey et al., 2004)

Microorganisms as Biofertilizers — 4gs ciluadaS 4 gaall sbal¥) 3-1-2

Aia LS Ay ydall o pall s A sl saa ) Jleaiuly ddlaiall  JSUSall oy sy

Clapal) alasi wl J e didai g 53K Cllal aladt il dalai wall Aol )3l s i aga s a
osia o elli g Ha e A gl Bae ) 8 Sy A al) Baa a5 A gl
e b —alua Lglulai Ll () Sy eddlia Cig p-da Jda 8 Adlinall Jecalaall il
CLilS e g siaitala o 4 eall 30 uY) (Abbasniayzare et al., 2012) 4
alial) )5 8 s Lgd (il il o sl e Lelndaiaie il dSda i
(Ortiz & Sansinenea, 2022) .laill gai jjatg e o s gl Lehal s A (ya 401021




aal_all a) adil ‘,ﬂ.‘m Jadll
Coa g minil) i Jie Aedall llaall JOA e AR caliall Ay gaal) saawY1 Cayal
8 daall ) gl Bolas LA e laill gad 3adatge ) sdn gdll A3 5 o g gl CaDLAD (a
.(Pathak et al., 2017 ; Wong, 2021) <lill ¢«

bl gail 8 saall Ly S 1-3-1-2
Plant growth promoting bacteria (PGPB )
o oS IS5y aaliadi g el ill il aadiaS 35S dpanl b Ly IS £ gl piaay e
s gl A3 5 opa gyl i Leiay Coam (Fasusi et al,,2021) il sad (s
ol 3V il e e S 5 anl) S ) ) 580 o AN A8 bl sl ol 2 s uligill

i e gAY A Sl A gaall B AR (e ol sl 5 Srall o) seall S Al
«Bacilluss Rhizobium <Azospirillum <Azotobacter L— S alasi il & L gaulas

Aalii) 5 e 3o pail A gon Baa S L Sl oha ladiid o) (1-2) IS (8 e ge g LS
A A (e Aaliwnall Ao ) 30 ory Agilall (il ye¥) i (5 gaad) Sl 5 el
sl 5 3 el 3aa ) i daelila oY) A e ) 1 A il o ool A sl A8y o Jilay

.(Bhardwaj et al., 2014; Gupta et al., 2015) 4 _yiall

Funal Bacterla Symbiotic
Ponlcllliugt:w spp Bacillus subtilis Rhizobium
illus awamori Bacillus circulans Anabaena azollae
Pseudomonas Frankla
P solub"IZIng Trichodesmium
P mobilizing ’ Free living
Azotobacter
l_J H Clostridium
BIOFERTILIZERS Klebsiella
Arbuscular mycorrhiza| [ Ectomycorrhiza Nostoc
Glomus spp. Laccarla spp. Beijerinckia
Gigaspora spp. Boletus spp
Sclerocystis spp. Pisolithus spp. A ot
ssociative
et | AZOSPIrilUM
{ K solubilizing J . " Acetobacter
p— _—
Zn solublllzla >
1 Ql 9 Flam growth promoting thizobactorii
Acg::(t::ml'lus liaha-amrswsﬁpaf ] Pseudomonas
Pestdomonas Thiobacillus spp. [ Erwinia ]
\ESE@MEEJ Xanthomonas

(Sreethu et al .,2024) &gl cluaiall (e Adlida 16 (1-2) JS&
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Oy e Gulatia JSE0 51 4 i) (8 oade OS50 gaills Jaaal) Ly iS00 aa) 555 ) (S

Plant growth promoting bacteria <lall sail 3 jésall L,uSll exiy ¢ il dams
Jon Aakaiall ()55 5 Abal U A0aY) Jal g2l (e maally 4l 8 ) g il s «(PGPB)
Gl (A gl bl Alans Axiadd) 3 sall (0 %40 (e ST OV @lld g cilbdaadl Luwi dne 3

s «Azotobacter chroococcum e LSl ¢ 15l (e I Cadad cilideall 038 5 j3all e i
dshaidll (& chelian Al <y yhdlls «Bacillus subtilliss <Pseudomonas fluorescens
o= 3l 3hlidl e JKI5 50 100 sl ol Juall ClSE 5 (Rhizosphere) Laall dasll
(1978) Lebse —a Jsls el 5 il Adadia ol 423l 4 peaall slall <ia & 5 3l
Cilaill g 5l sl Ly el o ey il sdad L S Uil V1L Cus Kloepper

o 5ail 3 jrall il ) saad daliaall L Sl o xiy

QST eSS (8 aaludy Gl e (Symbiotic) A4S A8dle S5 L) L Sl o
(Associative) il —8 sl ae Jelisi sl (Entophytic) bl [sia e die 5l dacadia
.(Souza et al., 2015) (2-2) Sl & LS Free ba b ) saay (a3

JSE s ) stal) mhaa e sl Jgn (S A L S e il gail s )l Ly S ()
AlaasSl) o) gall (e dpaall 3105 2L 3l e oy shaily Ll sad et A e e ) il
8 Bacluall 305k (e Lol 5 pilie bl sad i Ly 53S0 038 Gl 5 ) s2ad) ddhaie Japms & Al
IS8y sl Al il gasell (5 siua Jpaad sl (Apalal) Golaall 5 i) 5 Cpm g yill) Cildieall Gl
e o shi s bl g e 2y yladll (gial paY) Slasaal Adaiall il il (il Gash e pble e
Al Al ¢ 1 g1 Al 5 s 3ol ) bl Hall e a2l i g 385 a5l g AnilSa Jale (S
LSl JIES 08 5 calga) g dpxadall Cag Hhall e JS i bl gl 3 ) Jrall Ly 5S4 kel YA (e
Al adaill 4y ) i) e s s phall Aibesll o sl e slaic ) (e clall sail 5 ) el
. (Souza et al., 2015)
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[ ROOT | | inTErAcTiON |

Endophytic

as- N
R D

5\__;15\5: Symbiotic

l:; ____________________ )

RHIZOSPHERE 5,2 Free A

. (Souza et al., 2015) <ULl ) gia g L AS cp AB3al) (2-2) J&b)

Plant growth Glill el 3 sl Lokl exi g il L; 335 gall Lyl Ll

b ok S LS el s o) 5 de sana e sl Cus Promoting bacteria (PGPR)

g e cla¥) o3 Jexd PGPR and cliill sai aanill Ly o 30 IV a3 5 Lgd Lertiad

il 3a 5 Uil 5 Ay samall sl il s sall 5 i) i Lganl 520 51 5T (g0 Ll

Azotobacter :AgY) &)V Jal ¢ s—dudll A3y dpdaadl S ally dglall sl

(Duca et al., .Acetobacter s <Pseudomonas <Eentrobacte <Bacillus <Azospirllum
.2014 ; Ahemad & Kibret, 2014)

gy Loy il sda jeaiid Al eLal) (e de gena Wil PGPR <t O (Sas
<Y &) (Vejan et al., 2016) .boall i 5 saall o 5 sall ) Lgidlia) die daalia¥) 3aly 35 saill
1ok 0o O Ak G sy 55 0 (S PGPR e Jas3
< Siderophores sl ugads asalisl 5 oo sdll ead of dideas s all N2 Caii ]
A
G Al aela i) Jfie il il il e a5 ey I il Sl Ll |2
(Bhardwaj et .o——Li¥ls (CK) ouilSs—indls (GA) o—linall(IAA)
al., 2014 ; Singh et al., 2016)

Llaall ey 331 251 ((ANtibiosis) 4y sl Clabiad) ZU) 35k ge 138l e 445k g
il s eclay 3 Al Jlsill 4401 5 ACC-deaminase <X s Glucanase s Chitinase Jie

—
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(Choudhary et al., 2011 ; Kaur et al., 2016 ; .5 k!l GlS jall ZU 5 a5 gl
Etesami & Alikhani, 2016)

Sl 3Y) Gams gLl 58 PGRP Ll G (A cfialall e S el o e il

«Celluslase <Nitrogenase <l ) J-ia ¢dy gaall Balall J1a5 80 g joa gl 1l
Gl i salyy (e Lalag) &L 18 (e Sa3l 5 <Phosphatas s <Amaylase «Catalase s
A gl 3ol 5 W e o5 Cpa g A dline LSl Jd g IS (5 pima Baly 35 52l

(Hereter et al., 2011 ; Njira, 2013) .l dalls ) 1Y
Drought-tolerant PGPR bacteria <iliall dalaiall PGPB LAS 1-1-3-1-2

abiee 8 bl Lali] (e aad ) A Sl COUSE aa oliall A8 e il Slgal) aey
Gl G B e el SU sleall e g sl 13 i alladl 8 Al 4k s ddla)) sl
Badaa e g a5yl g COle il sy Lae caleSh il (5 e 5 5 581 (5 sl e el g
sl 7 A by Sl axeie L) s Agal) cagph Jh (Selball ad o o) il Sy
il et g el Gulind 323 ke e el alga ) (e 488N Aal) cAISH _esy 53 (EPS)
JS W jlextinnl 5 sdal) Jay ) e da8all dpal) CILSISH Waal EPS aebuy g saal) 53 SI jalias
(Chenu ) gl ala JS by Sl oy 5 A Aaall) ol gall (10 4805 AS Jllie Caneay 48 Ara Y
8aial) Agdal) Apal) LIl bl =8l go 50 8 5 & Roberson 1996; Bashan et al., 2004)
(Alietal., dls 4y adlal) glaliall 8 gen Al Calaall culilil) Jead 30k ) ) calaall 4 glaal)
2014)

(=2 8 sall ALALAIL AT pall Ly jiSll Jamt g 4iiali) g L) i caldall (43,
EPS —damiall Ly il aladiwl o) 5 cildall algay 3 ol LAY o das e 4 il
e By (Ml g cilaall (o il sl ga) A glial Landai 2 ey Calal) Jead 4 adl<l
.(Naseem et al., 2018) _allall Al3al)

Effect of PGPB on drought stress <iliall sgal 4 PGPB il 2-1-3-1-2

) )55 8 90 DA (e i) alga) Jan s il i (aunt 3 PGPB st
Keassulisdls Pssudll 435 N fixation ¢pss il Cuddi 5 Ghdaall (alialel st
pae 5 LAl Gmadla Jsail e ya s ACC deaminase a3 zlls SioosSiladl sZn b3l
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ey 531 Laiiiiy Sjderophere waall wldla s Exopolysaccharides o lall cily Sl
225 Al Al (e e Led Ailaassll o) sl aladial &) (Saghafi et al.,2019) 52uS3 saliadll
dalle 4 5 e U 2all ACC deaminase Y 4adidl L S (Cheng, 2015) 4anll 4 5l
Ol s LAY ) Qg S5 5 IS (5 pina B3l 5 5 (5l 5 (5 il senall s el

.(Bal et al., 2013) ~ldl Jeay)

s s Sad) el @ gl olags g A8 ) (o0 liadly Aasi jall JSLEA maen

A yeaall Ay i) el aladind Aaliaall julaill (e g 450380 juabiall e il 3aly 5 3y il &y sl

Oal) pand s dll e LY EPS J datiall g Ciliall dleaid) 5 PGPB bl sail 3 jisall

<l ,alal) Jales g calaal) Jaad Je culiall 5,08 3adat e Jaad Caliall 3 i) PGPB L Sl Gl
.(Saberi Riseh et al., 2021 ) <l e calaall 4l

PGPR

I ~ | N2 fixation and ACC-deaminase,
IAA and ACC- solubilization Exopolysaccharide

deaminase of ,K,Znand | production, Osmolite

production Siand accumulation,
Siderophore activation of

production antioxid: Y
and changein

N %ﬂ selectivity for Na, K, Ca
with development fertliitys

of root system Salinity

tolerance

Decrease the growth
and yield of plant

-
& =)

. (saghafi et al., 2019) <Lill sas Lagi@Ne g PGPBy gy G 483l (3-2) Jedd)

Improve the growth and yield of plant

PGPB ddawl g3 algay! ¢y dlaad) elili 3-1-3-1-2
Mechanisms of stress protection by PGPB

dga) gal Adline Gl lliad a5 de giie A Slalgal) N6 Sie 5 ) geay QUL (i g2

& Slagl 5iuY) (e el llia 5 (Ramegowda & Senthil-Kumar, 2015) .lalgay! &l

Cuci 38 « PGPB e sl Al s Abad S clalgay) e Aaalill Sl el da o ciuddd ) a5
A IS ) edgilal DU clalga ) daslia 8 PGPB aladiul 4l 5
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Jaaladl o G el il camy Sl 2L (alias) ) Ailal) clailgal) gas
Gib (e A 2 Ja (Says (Haggag et al., 2015) LSl Jie (il e Cilannse 3l 50
. (Ngumbi & Kloepper, 2016) Bacillus spp Jix <PGPB plasiul

Cnd dpn gl and s oa s LAl 8 ClaleaY) Jead Gia b Laga 150 PGPB ol
Bl & Jeail) allas a8 s 53 PGPB il 3) dlinma A g plal dlaiad dae laal) 4 glaall
. (Prathap & Bd, 2015) Slalga¥) (e aaal) aa Sl (e
Jals Giaas ) 5 aball e 55 il GV JA e i) sai PGPRS st of (e
. (de La Fuente Cantd et al., 2020) I sl e can jla 5 bl
(ALY e cpe i s
o il s g il Jie collall Anlal)l ldaall 58 635 piludl LYY Jada g 0B pdial) Gl ]
A a0y phai g il gai it g (aall 5 o sansli sl ¢ s sill Jia) A0l A 3l (jolae
lliai Cua (Gouda et al., 2018 ; Kalam et al. 2020) .Asbill <l e jell <l sinse anas
4le &aad 5 Rhizosphere ddhie & sf bl LA Jals Ll glaiu¥) e 4430 PGPB
¢ sall Apualiall 5 Al ) gall clil) gl 5 el L A1 g el g Ly S (g Amiie Jols
LS calise Ol IS 5 bl Bles ) 53 (e AdlRe ) e (B DLl gad Ly i) G S a0
. (Bhattacharyya & Jha, 2012) (4-2) Js&ll &
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Nutrient- 5 ) Phytohormone
fixation ' production

Nitrogen Potassium
Fixation solubilisation

Phosphate
solubilisation

. (Gouda et al., 2018) <!l gai 85 Jigall PGPB < 3 dileall will¥ (4-2) JSd)
abial) 38 55 I J g sl AlSa) 82 3 ) e LY il sail yilia HS PGPB Jax
PPN S0V W P PN (PR VR (G Y KON PN G S AP e 1 (IR PR E R W KPS
Sl geell Ul (& PGPB 8 53ball ll¥l (e ¢(Kumar, 2016) <l 3 dalist

.(Damam et al., 2016) bl s clakaia o ALl

i S Allaall e SN PGPB L asi Gl 3 8ladl yie GLIY) (e 13 pdibial) & W) 2
A 255 AalS ) g Z ) IR (e i) G N Al el a3l 5 jlzall <l i) Jass
(5-2) 8l S« (Jha, 2015) <l dpmplall 4. glaal) 334
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Stress management
*Abiotic stress tolerance 71 B A Induced systematic

*Biotic stress tolerance gl resistance

Disease Resistance Antibiotics

. (Gouda et al., 2018) wlsill sai b5 fi3all PGPB - 8 pdiall j& i) (5-2) Jsdd)
Sl pad G b e il sai Gt e LAl s Sl e LIV Jedsy
—alial) el g o jlcall A 8aaN Al LK e Ly pe g A slill (ol 4 oY)
Ao gliall 3odadgcaaall Ol a g cm s gl Al e Alas 3l 5 a L) 5 A1)
By psdiall el yal il e e daulsde gane il 84 jleal
(b Al A lal S clalgay) Jesi Liall PGPR 3. (Berg et al., 2017)
L s el i) Slal U algay) Jda 8 4 Tadll il W) (o ay S5 el
A Al b Sl e S Bl w5395 <Osmolite s elea Yl Ao jall

.(llyas et al., 2020)

Bacterial Exopolysaccharides (EPS) A8 A AL Gl Sl amia 2.2

LSl a5 4 o) Lpse W) 5Sl Aaguall 30L) (A (EPS 4 Sl dua AT il Sl

sl a3 Cua | (Sutherland et al., 1972) ddaul g 138 doa HAN & IS dde o) &) 38 o3
i Ly i o) il alama &) 3 Al LD las A 529 gall EPS (e Adlide g1 53Y alal
Extracellular 413 z )l by Sl aaiey Ll jLdy S EPS ) ) 5 oLl Aalall 40N
i 5a ) L) sl 7 55 3 (Material EPS) dus Jlal)l @iy Sl saseia 3l 50 5 polysaccharides
s Al 7 s A ghadll & dsaal JSY) 6 all EPS asdy osills (611x4 I 411%4) o
Qo (e il 5,8 33 5a5 (8 Lawln 15,53 EPS 038 caxli L 601 (335 (e 795-40 Jiss Le ke
LSl eldy 3 5at s colall (laad Juli g oy i€l Jom dada ) 488 A o Blaadl JOA e alaall

15

—
| —



2 sl al il S Juadl

(Naseem et al., 2018 ; Morcillo & Manzanera, 2021; Latif et al., <slall Jazia <ias
. 2022)

et Gl Gl a5 53 EPS zLls) o

.(Capsular EPS) (hésall s jlall il Sull o 2te ]

. (Slime EPS ) 2l (o )all by Sl a2atia 2

EPS Loy 45 pSaall Al 7 s cAlal) oy Legal )l da )3 (e (piY) ( adll oy
Clel Gy s Aida JS5 aalgiys dagi e e Ay sl Adabadll ()5S0 LAY mha o et
.(Broadbent et al., 2003) AY! e ST g1 51 aal ) 5 0 o8 S el Ly i<l ) i

Gl A5 il Galea¥) y cli gl g by Sadl e O sSh Guilatia e Jald EPS s
O W Alulull L o iy a8 5 (Sutherland et al., 1972 ; Wingender et al., 1999)
LSall daud 53 EPS zU Juad s (Kumar et al., 2011) sl 1€ 30-10 o 7o) s (s
(Kimmel & Roberts, 1998) G sl das (aldail 5 0 53 S (e Alle Ay

O Al 5 e sana (o (ST elall (& LA AL ) e 50 e 3l A LAl il Sl
.(Sultherland et al., 1997) < s 5i 5l

iyl s 2y Ca el i oY) Baamia Lgadana (ST calas 585 EPS Gany

sl «(d-galacturonic acid, d-glucuronic acid, and d-mannuronic acid) (uronic acid)
iy S J e i gl e o) Y5 (JUSIL Adadi jall il 5l e gana 35— g sy
(Sutherland EPSJ <l s ¥) sasia dagida o8 5 il a8 il dn gl
.etal., 1972 ; Sultherland et al., 1977)

A Al A HAN @l e sl (Jlall Jass e el Y1 saxeie () 5S5 EPS (e 12 Jal8 2o
.(Prajapati et al., 2013) 48all &l ) Sall DY (g Lile J sl

Jie dada ol e sanall any 3 ga s i Anmes G el 4 S EPS 0585 L Llle

(e ddle da 2 EPS (ot () (el st sil) (anla s JanS 50 811 e sana s Qi€ g jaed) Ao gana)

Ay sme iy ja s Gosjlall il S (Mittelman & Geesey, 1985) calaall i oY 41y

(Kimmel & Roberts, 1998 ; .l s ull 5 <l go KN (A At 1 4 guiaall o) 3aY1 530S
Nielsen & Jahn, 1999 ; Flemming & Wingender, 2001)
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ciliall Jaad g EPS gl 41 1-2-2

EPS production mechanism and drought tolerance

20 Loy Laa e pdall mhas e g g sl (1 685 ) LSl Aad) 52 EPS ) (525 Of oSy
Ll abiaial 3 ks & il A sha s (iin) (pmend sk g Cilindl ] e Ll e 3

.(Bhagat et al., 2021 ; Morcillo & Manzanera, 2021) <Ll

e il shvaad st LY 5 S Sl e A EPS s of (S eld ) ALl

danld Gag ok JB (8 el o) dalle il jaa g S Clese LSl (a5 Cua ) 3iall

Gliigy dum | sdall dalaie b slal) il 55300 ) 5 Calial) aia Juadl da lia (panay Lae ciliall Jia

8 aeluy s bl ) i Aad 5 Lpaaliaial e 2ny Lae (NGT Jie i 53S0 Loy e 5,080 EPS

Ol OSas il 8 Nat day JA e . Na™ Jie 4l 4laall jualiall (o 031 sil) e Llial)

Jb b clall e iy alall algal) cadas b cclilall ) sial dalie e EPS Llea
. (Morcillo & Manzanera, 2021) 4l < 5 1)

cilal) Jasig gai AW ga9 EPS 2 dadiall L gyl 2-2-2
EPS-producing bacteria and their role in growth and drought tolerance

Glyte e S LS ) o 500 Leie 43l Gadly LSl gl sl Gany wials

a oSl Gluae L) a5 Bagaall pe cagkll L i Giliall algal cand daa Al &y IS

sl QIS LSl 8 daa LAl 3 Sl cilase ) O ) ada s lial) 303800 ) ae daa A
.(Roberson & firestone, 1992) —slaall algay

(o8 Abadaall oy ISl Glaae (5 giat daa HAN L Sl (55855 38 5 el Gilaal) Jh

pe S e Sl o)l Mo @l us g S S e e Azospirillum brasilense Sp245

A8l padl) Gliall aa dleadl e J g sall Znall 3 Sl dae (S e 5 LS 5 5l 5 Jaall Sl

Galiall Cag yla i sball 2 e i) ey Azospirillum brasilense Sp245 ddla) of

Lo saill ans se JOIA Caliadl alga) olad dylle Ayl clilall jedsi 5 (Konnova et al., 2001)

sleay) el aaf Gilag) jedai Calaall ald (<8 dia jaa () 685 G gual) ¢ Dl 5 a5V 5 58 JDA
.(Larson, 1995) <libally sali i) daseeall 5l ja¥) Cuneas 30 daalia¥) 5 sail) iy
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Calaall dlgaY Alle sl dua il el Sl datiall el s Soally Aadld) cablall ek

.(Yang et al., 2009) 4salall e cbilull 45 )lea

Jand (8 8l ) Baghall Ly 40l Andlal) Al 4y Ailal) (3laliall (b saii A Ll gl
.(Dai, et al,.1997 ; Konnova et al., 2001) <stéall 2lga)

elie (op ¢S5 LeiSay EPS J 4aiia b 1S «Pseudomonas putida GAP-P45 a3 aai
Cedal Cliall Tara cad (eedll e ety 3ig eedll sbe GME sda mhu e g aa
¢l dsanlall 4y il 830 ) EPS  4siill Pseudomonas putida 45 daslal) cubilall
GaaS (pu &e @llia ol laa gl 84 (Sandhya et al., 2009) G52 &l e s Sla 5 sina s
(Skvortsov & ilgall Ly s W il s J sy s Azosporillum A5 Leaisi ) EPS
.Ignatov,1998 ; Khan & Bano, 2016)

A gall o el st Al Ll s A GLlEwLl Jiaad ) dlga Y] ae i) CasSs g
Aia) Galaa) s e 5l a s 581 CHLS s ) gl Baraie i a5 Sl Fia 4881 siall Aol el
.(Roessner et al., 2001) 2y i 5y il Lo Jasi 5«5 AY)

oedl) Gl Adbida) cilaleadl clall Alaiul e jhse s clig syl Zll ol
) Catalase Jie 52uSY) slias oy ¥Y daisddl Pseudomonas - ikl (Lactuca sativa L.)
.(Kohler et al., 2008) —léall Jasd (1 3 jan

Gl g EPS 2 daiiall b asyl) g Jelda 3-2-2
Interaction between EPS-producing bacteria and plants

) LSl e o dad) (sl dlle el s e 3 ole (EPS) 4 Jlall S Sl

s e Lo e EPS S of ey Ciliall Jaad cpuatl il LAY e Jelall Lgi€ay
Candy 45l Ayl (o Llaall 5ok o Ciliall alea) (e lill dlea Sy (5Ally ¢ Haal)
L5 Sl Gl gie 8 EPS Loy of oSy eelld ) ALl il s el (aliaial
O30 Adle Gl a5 S Slaana LSl Gany #18 Cua Gyl Jiall dgal) Gl il 4l
(8 olaall il 530y 5 5 Ciliad) aum Juzadl da glie (paniay Lae ccaliall Jie a8 g5l Jh A 2 )

4 sthaall 3 Sudll 3 9ladll | (Yang et al,. 2021 ; Chieb & Gachomo, 2023) il 4shia
s Dbl pall (e dpaall i bl Hda WAL & A L i day ) (oa il Sl g lall (G Ja il
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Wl J<is ) Rhizobium spp s «Azospirillum s <Pseudomonas s s « sl L i ¢
Llay) 400 LA Jab lgle el (Sa ol il mhaal Jeaagiy eclilal) sy
.(Fujishige et al., 2006)

LSl A g0 &y gl Andie ) (055 A sl 8 T Lol clal) 3y 1 il b ) amy

Slraadl) e lilall [ sda Jgn 4 Sl 4 sonll Apse Y1 0 oS5 adiny ALl ) 5da e 3355 54l

R PR RURT N EUPYN [P W TP R PN G B N BN PR R PON N [ WP
. (Kim & Han,. 2011) 4 <4l sbal)

W mg iy e layyida e e b e (A s 5all 5 S (3 il A lee 8

Cal2 — s ya (i g ¢SO lini gy il K 3 A]a jall 028 (el 320 aa pué g

iy laaie il ) 8 SN lan s paa st A il Gl Sl s (Gt S ) e

LSl mha s (e 835 o gall Boa sl ) a0 U (e oy 2Ty A sl @l e G
. (Matthysse, 1983 ; Isken & de Bont, 1998) e dasi 5is

16-8 2 leasiuai o ey il shlal) L e il SV a0 8 gladl)

LA e L il m Tl il Sl ) 55 shal) o3 b Jane il iy g (5,0l il (pa AL

Azospirillum LA Jas yiLaiw ¢ 5 ¥ @il 4y )3l el el Ualis 5 Azospirillum arakense
(Zhu et al., 2002) L3l =kuls brasilense

Lodtad o bl A leey Tyl Ly i€l dda il gy A Sl Sl iy oo ZLis) Jas

. (Burdman et al., 1998; Skvortsov & Ignatov., 1998) Azospirillum spp

Al b Sl G sblaall GGl o Ea LS la (5 S eYLal (i ay
bl eda e O s-Sial) Jaliall Tl Y1 &) bl e |31 L Sl Lol ) 880 8es
a3 N 50 alld g 5 a5 «(RhiZOsphere) el ale 31k d w5 Saall il dadl
bl Calalaa) § A8 Ay il A gha sl A suad) Ay e W L iY L 5Kl ol e
Alae 833 dre O S3 ) Ae guiall A glal) Jal gall () 5 colslall La a5 ) (Ailaadl
Sl aawe oy 3 T wwe€ Jand 3l Al SO s Lgaal 5 ool Y|
. (Hirsch, 1999 ; Rodriguez-Navarro et al., 2007) .45 4 jil)
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aalall pal il ‘,m\ Juadll
(il Tl \W) (3 oS5 8T 50 i (£ 551 4 (oo JB Y L) Adliaall <y Sl (e aaell llia
LSl sl cladll (8 35a 50 o Sla S la :oa Aaa )Y g1 8Y) eda bl 5 LSl oy
z s Tl 8 aa g s dan LA s YL L Ualii 5 EPS S5 o 3l o gl 8 Ll 2a 53
Aael) il Sl oa g) cdiaall iy Sl 5 dan JA Anse YU dasi 55 )  (Audadaall iy Sl 4l
LSl ol ) 8 Lo 5 1 50 Ll Caali Amdandl 4 i) EPS of Ll iy 5 (R i) e S0
Ssilalls DSl e il S8 oS (3 aal) bl EPS o Al 408l de) ) 30
Vicia ) «Y 3l <y Wle Ualii)) Jedars 3 mna 20aS Laad asag0 el 5 558830l
Sl Glyae e &Sl A o2a Leatin Al 5 AY) dadand) il Sl Jaili s (sativa
QS Jag 51 Y LgiSly cdgladaall @by Sl 5 ¢ Alall S slall g ddon jadl Sl Gilaae ¢ cdyiaall
Ao Glaae e diall a5 a4l oY 5l iyl e c el ) d el @ edal | SO0 5 4l
Skvortsov oA Gl Sl g el mhadly Ll ¥ 8 e L ) ik dle S gl
. (&lgnatov, 1998;Laus et al., 2006)

EPS J daiiall L ) ddaw g3 i) Jass 4-2-2
Drought tolerance by EPS-producing bacteria

o S LSl Lt 3l EPS 35k (e Slaall ol alll Jaad 3 a8 (1 Sy

Adaaall slpall LS Bl ) () (535 e clgmant s 4 il Ay (pwnd e EPS Jaxd

(Yang et ilaalldagliay el s daiy d flaall aliall galoaial o jeds cclally
.al.,2021 ; Chieb, & Gachomo, 2023 ; Raghuwanshi, 2024)

il Ales 43Sy o3 5 ¢l s e U g eLiie JS 0 EPS J dsiiall il Sy

o Ao ccbdral g elall (abiaial (puanti s & il 45k ) e Lliall 3yl g aliall alea) (1

el dlgadl A glia EPS J daiiall Azospirillum At aleill paall clily zdli jedal (Uil

EPS Jdaiie 4y 558 Bl dallaall 3,00 ) 50 cilS cJially y Lgman s 4o il At (anesd SIS (4

dalua g ael lly ysdall Jsh (8530 ) ¢ s e (s sina s Al A gha ) e e f s e (g 5ias
.(Yang et al., 2021) —aléall slga) oy yla & bl 4y ol ALK 5 ¢35 5Y)

s Ay puanl) Ay ) i) AS1 sl cCilial) alga) db 3 bl 8 Calaall dlga)
pe Sl clall o) L) e Blaall 6 o) sand) CObanll anly 385 el guzanll
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okl TS Laas Jiey clilall 8 Calaall Jaail saieall cUIY) Jsa )y ol (8 (@l pay Sgal)
(llyas et al., 2020) <sleall Jaail 431 5l

EPS - dailall 4 3 £ 63 aa 5-2-2
The most important bacterial species that produce EPS
Bacillus spp. o« 1-5-2-2
Bacillus spp 2 A8 disual g CiLAIS) 1-1-5-2-2
Discovery and classification of Bacillus spp

«Christian Gottfried Ehrenberg J# ¢ 1835 oo & Bacillus oeis s &
Ferdinand Cohn 4w s Y Bacillus disxd & (Apac) S5 o LS Lo 48l siaY
e Lo 53266 1 LoLEa) Al ey sl Al sa cal 8 Anlag) () 50U 43580 LS Ll e Lgbias)
e S g e gaall sy (Parte et al,.2020) olSe JS 8 335a 5« Bacillus
.(Pei et al.,2020) Ribosomal16S

Bacillus spp. 4584 &aludl) clial) 2-1-5-2-2
Physiological characteristics of Bacillus spp. bacteria

cllaad) axsiy Tassale 5266 Ll s «JSal & pac ol K1) dun go LSl (e (uin

At Ay Jlan] Al 58 LIS L) cilanl) g5 (5S5 OF (Say aaa Sl (man) JSE Caa gl L

OsSE S e Gslall a8 e clill LS 4Ll 40 Y GllS gl (panS Y e

S S Y ot Ala A S o 33 Al Aulag) de 5 all Claanll g1l i) A

Of Slaanll (Sar 966.5 i NaCl (e il sinsa sali O (S A8 jall dpsailly G35 035m0

Turnbull, 1996) <l siwd ALal Zlall 038 b QIS5 of Sy s Gy gbian &y ¢l ) Jsas
.(Paulet al,. 2021,

Oe buaall o Y1 5elsh uall 8 a3l aa ol il Al ) Joaii B g ) 5V & ) e Glany b

§ 5 DS o Amnla A IS (8 Galls L a1 A o] gl il al) (g sl 5 Tilas i)

Gl pehaally Calially pladly Baglly 3ol all daglie Al all Ada O Lis aaly il
.(Turnbull, 1996)
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2 sl al il S Juadl

Cleliva A axiind il 5 cclay 331 (e b b 5 SlaeS i O Cilpandl &1 531 e el (S
laliall  aadioad) Gaenliae s yall s Laall el Jlaill d aodiad) ulaal Wl o) Jie cdilis
Slasiall )5 il Glaasd) g5 (and (Sar A 58l G a8 #3505 1 B, subtilis
eyl de 5 el Cilpanl) g il HLiia) dai 555 Galif g oSaall 5 SE ) gl Auald 5 dyinal)
(Paulet al., Catalases a) R 4asal da 505 NACl (1« %06.5 il sty saii 5 4S jall duilly
2021)

Bacillus spp. & 5% 48] 3-1-5-2-2
The importance of Bacillus spp. bacteria
oyl O Jas (e bl e LSe S 3 Bacillus psis g1 sl a5
«(B. alcalophilus) d— seall Aoy gl ) Jie ) i) 8 Caa sl () (S
(B.halodurans) il =Ll &l 3< 53 ¢(B.thermophilus) 3l —ll ds gL )
.(Ding et al., 2005 ; Xie et al,.1998)

Gnli () Sy s il 8 Endophytes Wil e Tas ails 0S8 Ll aa 5 Ll LS
(Ramesh —a sl cuns <l o8 o 403l 5 salinll aliaial 5 oo liall b jlea 8 lanla 150
.etal., 2014 ; War Nongkhlaw et al., 2014 ; Jooste et al., 2019)

$oda 1S aaladin) a3 il g < jdall 38 4 Lew B, thuringiensis Loy g

el Sbg Shall 3alias LS je e B, siamensis i~y SIS (Gutiérrez et al,.2020)

JS 4 «Botrytis cinereas Rhizoctonia solani <l kil Jie édsbil) (ol jol) Cilasse

e b JS5 5 508 Bacillus g) sl s @llal dila) 3 jidaiall GlilesY) 33 5h oo bl e
(Keen et al., 2017) Js=3 &5k e 558 (anall aliaial

Pseudomonas spp. s> 2-5-2-2
Pseudomonas spp. 3 A8 Cidial g GLIS) 1-2-5-2-2
Discovery and classification Pseudomonas spp.

8 ol sy Gammaproteobacteria 45 ¢« Pseudomonadaceae 4ile ) i
.(Parte et al., 2020) | sxac 313 apaae ALl sl
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https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bacillus_thuringiensis

2 sl al il S Juadl

AL a gl SOdid e e e gy ddall (G Lol )il Agen ()

i G g1 Jumdl Jaii Cun | alall Gnll ) Jliee 15 sae uinll 138 cilas Pseudomonas

P. syringae <lill (o yeas (Olwidl (5 el (a aaS L 50 8 P aeruginosa :leisl o

(Plant growth-promoting) <lall sl 33 dadlly P, putida 28l LS

(Padda et al., 2019; Padda . P.graminis s <P. migulae s <P. lini s <P.fluorescens
et al,.2018)

Calan gl 2 AR cilals Jie bl s elall by e e L LS Can
alall aul) Gy yad Q5 Cua 88N L) Ao &5 e Sie b 3 Pseudomonads
Al (S Lgdiial o3 Lo aa ) duaale Cilallaias s Glalsl o3¢ o 5L o5 (53l Pseudomonas
LSl (e (032819005 1894 (<l 2 Walter Migula J8 (e e auldl o 58l dlgs xie
Caa gl () 2 Lad i 2B 5 e 5all 1 531 Gimny ga (ol s 13 5 ciania IS e el SJ1 AL
28 (A8l 1 533 3l ge o (g siad Clues 3 sa 5) 4 LSSl lana dga g @l 38y e Gall)
(el g sl Y cCaa gl 8 (i gardl (e af ) e s (GBibad) Caa gl d80 pae 8 Casl) () S
Juadl 43 S il ((Pseudomonas aeruginosa - LY au¥1) Pseudomonas pyocyanea
.(Migula, 1900; Palleroni et al,. 2010) .—<l

Pseudomonas spp. s 583 daludl) cilial) 2.2.5.2-2
Physiological characteristics of Pseudomonas spp.

Oe S cn S le 5 «Oxidase Wi dulay) dasis Pseudomonas g sil (st L Bale
Hugh Levinson O/F Jlaa) alaaiuly yesill / 50uSY) jlial 3 558 glall sl g 558 slal)
« 2l Voges-Proskauer Juia) ¢ sl yaal Jitall ¢ ) J a1 ¢(aall jlal o) D) Ly,
i g b 5 (Rod-shaped JSé e 055 cal A dapal Al LSl Anlag) <) i
L oSy il 13 011 i GllaS A gl o) 61 (amy ae ASall o 50l jigy STl aal
g1 LS e s Catalase uasdl dulayl OS85 OXidase ey ddumall 3 s 44l 8
(Migula, 1900)

"\_ﬂisﬂJLMASOO_AJ_jSTHaH}U.gSL}AUzHH P. syringae L S
ol e aaall () Sy iy adl il 4y end (e d e A o Lgia jiSN gl
slac ¥l apan Lo V5 ddgilail) Gl 1B il S Janii () 5 a1 Pseudomonas
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TJl_um““'\ )_'"\SS(\ = P. syringae =Sl dde il P.syringae ic gana — Q..g_);y\
.(Padda et al., 2019; Padda et al., 2018) dul > Juad¥)

Pseudomonas spp. 35S 4aai 3-2-5-2-2
The importance of Pseudomonas spp. bacteria

Sl s e Pseudomonas sis sbiasl (any (gadai o «chliilall) Couatiia dia

38 Ly Jaladl el liae el 51 5ai il Alua S L e 5 ylue gkt o

5 P. fluorescens ¥l 4 pall dadlSall paibiad o)) 4y pal) As8lSall oy ale JSG A ladll

e ol 4l e a5l e agd Juzdl LWlls 4 (CHAO or Pf-5 for example) P. Protegens

L Gl b Jalis P, fluorescens 4 <lall sai 3 28 palbad (38a3 oh S Janally musl 5l
et

s oo daglie o SAT Jia el bl (4 eliall Sleadl LSl Gia3 a8 ]
(il (S8 2@al) [ jall

JEa o e el a3 Dl s AW L) Glg Sae e LSl §5i 5.2
Al e il 8 Al 3 e Jany Lae sl s Ao

& 55 e Ay seall Claliad) Jie o AV & il il s jSual Apalae LS yo Ly 50l i 83
Haas <kl eda JS 4 aill Y1 e xi Hydrogen cyanide s Phenazine
.(& Défago 2005)

P. iyl i8Sl (e tlad b 5, aY15 5 L) Pseudomonas g s J—adi
L) Gl yaY) Glass Gans aa Phenazing g s (s s> slias dale m13 Al <Jorantiaca
=i Al (P, aurantiaca 4a sl dlall <la ¢ ) 591 5 «(Chin-A-Woeng et al,.2000) 4 kil
et ol S dplay) SISl s Jlad (5 san Siae S 5e <di-2,4-diacetylfluoroglucylmethane
.(Esipov al,.1975)
Azotobacter sp. o> 3-5-2-2
Azotobacter 3 AS; Ciial g WLiS) 1-3-5-2-2
Discovery and classification Azotobacter
Azotobacter LS Ji= = Jsl (1901) Beijerinck  ailsell allall aay

.(Mrkovacki & Milic, 2001) Azotobacter agilis s chroococcum
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(Lipman, 1930) Al e a8 il ) sda 7 shaws s 4y 5l & Baad siall g1 Y1 Ll
LA Jie g—= (1901) Beijerinck Al o <a35 <Azotobater vinelandii b s
.(beijernckii, 1940) Azotobacter

S Lein (1994) Krassilnikov J# o« Azotobacter nigricans LS <l e
Azotobacter paspali LS Je (= (1966) Dobereiner

«Azotobacter armenicus LS 1980 sle # «Skerman & Thompson JJje WS
28 39235 (Mrkovacki & Milic, 2001) .Azotobacter salinestris L <5 1981 ale 45
s le s a1 G5 (Mali & Bodhankar,2009) .Azotobacteraceae alis L sl

. (Kizilkaya, 2009) Azotobacter chroococcum (i

Azotobacter & 5S4 Aaludl) clial) 2-3-5-2-2

Physiological characteristics of Azotobacter bacteria

Poly- 3l daisa 5 Cpn g yioill i g diamall 5 m A5 50 el oo ainl) 13 3f a1 Sl
Y saasie LAY e Sliad ddaiaall Ul 33 yiade s LSO 45 5S4 5 B-hydroxybutyrate
.(Page & Shivprasad, 1991) slaa¥l

licis daie ye DAY Ganl) by Jama da g 4 jal) e LU Leand G LS

83540 0585 O Lal ¢ 58 N g smae (0 WIS # ) 5555 (Polymorphism) JISaY! aaei s sl

osle AL Ll (=15 40 58 o shall A ddlide Judlus Ulal s dalaite pue Claant S ol 5330

SV glinty S RN Lasad s il jua g0 KU ellgind Ll LS LB Ll gl A saill

i sonedl Al = o) s, elall (AN e 5 AnlAl Clruall datia 5 G g iil) Coil 2 gl sl

slall g 4 5il) 8 aal g5 L 7.5 —7.0 sed O gyl canfil 23all Ll 8.5 — 4.8 (e W sail 23l
(Krieg & Holt, 1984) .Ul ) s3a 7 shau g

Azotobacter chroococcum L &i (2003) Martyniuk & Martyniu S35

OAY) )Y L 06K Wiy allal) i calie 3 TLas) Azotobacter LS ¢ sl ST s
. Paspalum notantum<ils ) sia =l 8L A, paspali. ¢ sl aa) sy JUall Jass lad Taase
o) pus Jolaiall s 5 el o8 N culd o il 8 as) 535 Azotobacter L G cfialdl (e a3 S35
el S Coms il e pale 10 ey Cpm s iill Aide Ll LS ol Sl 3 lad) ghaliall
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(Revillas et al., 2000 ; Tejera dauhll & Gua s 53l 5 93 e ddsdladl JUL 5 <l jam 5 S
.etal., 2005)

Azotobacter & 5S; aan) 3-3-5-2-2

The importance of Azotobacter bacteria

5 5l ) ey il V) Azotobacter Lo s <l jall e aasl)
o AN L () LS gaa g il i e Lbilld IS e 55 LA 5 il el il 6 80e
il e sel) 21 g SLad Nicotine s Riboflavin s Thiamine die cilieiall g L sa¥) Ll
eliS Bl )5 Sl sai jaa3 Al (JAA) s Gadla - J il 5 (GA) <l il (aala Jie 4l
e s LSl Jamy Jiatid 5 dladl e ol AU W, ARl palial) abaaidl e
53l —aal) ) gall ) JMA G e il A g el Cilpadll i bl Il e
—S 2V Sidrophore ge S asbud) 5 4 pial) Claliaall LealiilS Glia jaall 03
(Joseph et al., 2007 ; (Iron deprivation) 2+l v s A (3o Glia jeall &l 5w
. Zaied et al.,2007 ; Islam et al ., 2008 ; Mali & Bodhankar , 2009

izl (Page & Shivprasad,1991) 4!l s il ¥l & L Sl 038 aadiud
(Helmy et al., 2010) 4l <l gldl asdassl (Biosurfactants) & ssll cliaiiddl Jaa A
. (Jayathilake et al., 2006) (Bio-fertilizers) 4 sl ciluaidl #Lu) (e Siad

EPS - daiiall b Al il 58 6-2-2
LAl Al s giaall e EPS 2 Aaiial) 4y ) il 1-6-2-2

O S lae hall mhas e Ggs slae Al ) Ul Ll Wi il EPS I (S
(JO) J e cilal) e Caliall alga) 5l Qi g ccnlall sai Glava Jll g il Ay ) m
Opmen YA e el gD e glie EPS Jdsiiall Azospiri llum e dsllaad) bl ¢ g il
Bd Juad (8 Alalil) 4l shaliall (8 de ) jall (el aall UL il o) Lerand s 45l 4
G oo s BeliSy ) sdally ddailal) 4y il G janti) Badall Ly i8Sl o3 Glial) gyl S (8 aall
K] e Jaliadl 4 il maand a8 sl (e A3l (g S EPS ms o (S A il Ay sha
aliall Ao glia g eclill ) shat g (AiIaal) jualiall Galiaial 3l ) ) (g5 Lea el st ST 4l
(Yang et al., 2021 ; Chieb & Gachomo, 2023 )
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Aating Ay il 8 A sk g Sl (6 sl e Ly Sl 5 A gall ciliadiall il
e i o) oSy A Al U (e @llin ey aa s bl Adagaal) ) 5 4 53l
.(Bashan & de-Bashan, 2010) & _all 2 skl Sl s siaall

il Jle i I,

JSa Gt 8 aelud 38 Ly piSall 5 4 saad) Ciladiall Ganyr elall (e i) 3aldinl 33l 1
ULl 8 e elall alastind 3l e 2 Laa celall ) g3a) aliatial 3 jat g4 il

G Opend A aalid O 4 saall Claadiall (e panall (Ranr ) A el g 58 Gpan 2
aleall c GOl Gpend ) (g5 Lae g puit ) slall Claand Qi g 4 51l 3 s Ll
Al 845k g

Lae ¢ il 4S5 (s 8 L Sl 5 4 goad) Cladiall (any ac bt 45 5l 43S 55 a3 3
() gail A8 ge Ay 5 g A sha s alaiaY) e 3508 ST Lelen

cha (e elall A Juli (8 ac Ll 38 4 poal) luadiall 5 LaiSall anr elall A il 4
.(Vessey, 2003) 4l (8 4y sl (st 9 3 il

ULl 3 08 ) jal 08 4 gaal) Dluadall (s caliall e caSill e bl 3 )08 (st 5
sl (s sina 8l o Hodal) i jaiad JYA (e ol g cciliall Cagph ae casil) e
alaad) Jaas ‘_,,A el ‘;“d\ G | @ allxal)

Al B g 15 Al (s ginall e 55 Ol S Al LSl 5 4 sl liadial) jilias
: 5 fowr

Azotobacter. s Rhizobium Jie; 45U Axia 5 yiall L el g
Glomus spp.Jie; dlladll 4, 5 ) sSaall iy yladll
Bacillus spp.s Pseudomonas Jis; <l gail 3 jésall L yusill ¢

. (Vessey, 2003 ; Bashan & de-Bashan, 2010)

il des e EPS 2 Aailall L igyl) 806 2-6-2-2
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Effect of EPS-producing bacteria on transpiration

Caliall Jie &y gual) e Alea¥) AT (e Cigadll 4 EPS J davia) b Sl selis of oSy

4 )8 g elall Galiatial ) g O Ly Sl s ) EPS J oSy cclilll i ¥z e da slall

(Bhagat et c—ill yilud ;o Jliy 5 slal) () il J 3 g Guuny Lo A il Baliia Y1 e

ccaliall (ya Llad g3l cand of i) 53 Jsa LSl il ) EPS (S al., 2021)

b el ) EPS I daiiall Ly pi€ull Ky i)y JIi 5 Aallad) 2y 5300 4y 5k ) il iasa e Jadlas s

@A Lo jiall o g gaall (aliaia) wiay dAallall Cigylall (8 clilil) 8 K5 Na ¥ o) 58 aslass
(Dar et al,.2021) 7l (e x5 sball Ji Jhany ) (S

o xS S8 35 O (S EPS ) dsiual) clilal) gad 5 5a3 L i auadadl) (o il jall & el
seld laialy ds gl alga) s Caliall Jla 3 dsile jall ae &5 5l Jpalaall clils i Jaes
s Al g eili oY) () 55 el g oy il A slall uliial Gauad e EPS J Aaiall L 53S0 5 508
etal., 2021) lilill wis Si¥ana o dygal) je o saall L)l il (e Caudail) 8 il

.( Morcillo & Manzanera, 2021; Dar

A 848 e EPS J dailll (PGPB) L) il 3-6-2-2

Effect of Plant Growth-Promoting Bacteria (PGPB) and EPS Producers on

Seedling Vigor

Sy ) A8l Al S (e de siie de gans (PGPB) bl sail 3 ) jrall 1 i) s

Lanla Slale DLl 3 8 2 Dl 3 8 Glld 3 Lay oy shai g bl sai o ) IS5 S5 0

Sl da gl Jasi 5 4 il (g g pAl 5 bl e il 358 aaad Cua el g el i)

Gl JMA (e Bl 568 3 3a3 e Al 2 A Sl apae i il @l Al 5 (PGPBA (S

sl B dlea) Cagyla Jh 8 coliill 348 e EPS J daiildl PGPB T asd a3 ddlide

Al Y e Jlad (St Caid ol ¢Sy Sl o3a () ddaa Sl o G (A slall 5 Giliall) daain
. (Bhagat et al., 2021) <3l sai e sa3eiall Ja groall

Jaail) Jalaag dgay) Bad o EPS 2 dailal) b ssl) il 4-6-2-2
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Caagh A 5 Aalaiusal) el 50 L o) S (e Laga T LS g & gl Clauadiall 23
Aeay 523 e sae dalag) il Ll Al Aipsea s 4y 5 dpaada (5 yday Ll ) (e )

.

. (Sayyed et al., 2019) «tilull

) il s3a  (ya s

Al sdal) gad LSl s 4y geall Cilaadall §a8 1alea Dl ) daglia (puat ]
sl Caliall Jie dleal) Cagla ae dalaill Lo 3508 ST bl Jang lae dgaall 4kl
Agaeall 5l 451l 4 il 5 8 ) pall s o gl 5 ¢ all Cilial)

Cabaial 3345 8 LSl s A guad) liadidll aelid : Alial) ol pall (abaial 3303 2
Clall sad )5 138 5 asmalisll 5 s sdll g (a5 yil) Jie 4 5 pdall Clpdzall Sl
Aea¥) dgal go 8 (5 8l alany

Ol Gpend e L 3K 5 &y all iladall Jaad 1 4 il (8 (o sl sl () 8 (a3
e L8 ) jm Lae il 3al)  AibasSll LS 55 et Gy ok oo Al (8 o sl sl
gDl Lelaasiy lilall sai ae

sl sad sl o LSl s 4 pad) Gluadal s aelid sl sad sl 4
Al jualiall g elall (3 2y 30 (Al dsiall (o Sl aelig 138 5 e JSa Ly 5kt
Al sk db (8 el g Jaatll e 45 )8 (e 3 5 Lee ¢ il

8 Aasedll 53 o LSl g A gall Ciluadid) o) 5l Ganal Sy 1 s3al) (S Gaund 5
GinnS Y alti e il dlea Yl JuliS d ae by Laa ¢ sdall (it UL 5 4 il
Al G

lad 5 sy bl A ca vt le ol adllsia Janiole <

Ao ol @) il e d Lae Bl Al Gy Bl p ca il Lo

.(Lugtenberg & Kamilova 2009;Singh et al., 2016)

oailad cpaad b Laga |50 A Sl Coalid (Janll Jalaa 8 Ly il il L

s s ecnlall Jaail) Jalaa (e Taaal 5 Tl Ll Ly oSl o 2 8iad cibill i 3y 5l

Fia (LSl ) o3l (mmy aelid un nldll Al gy lall Jraad e el 308 (ul i

G pmaic sy e sl ol (el atal (sl 8 e s il A5 Ly syl
. (Demidchik & Maathuis, 2007) =¥/ & stia g bl gail
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2 sl al il AU Juadt)
il Janill Jalre e 3y i€l iy gl il amdill e Jal sall (oa s o
Ao il g o JBe d il Gl aad g deadd wall A gdall A nll cl iS5 e Rl aic)

(Marschner, 2011) & gaall 3l gall (5 sina g

Ll a3 pliall 4y ) i e EPS 3 datiall by asyl) ,i 5-6-2-2

Effect of Plant Growth-Promoting Bacteria (PGPB) and EPS Producers on
Plasma Membrane Stability (PMS)

A e ) daad bl gas 3 jad (8 Llasla 1550 bl gail 3 jrall Ly piS0l) aals
Al Cagplall a8 Leitda 5 Alal) LAY dadlu s La 3N eliie ) i) cpuad 8 Adlida il
Loy ddliaal) 45 5lall Clileadl (8 (5 ) 5a0 593 ad (5805 4lall LA s jlAd) Salall s 5 4usSlaal)
s Aalall f Calaall Cag oyl Jh ol a5 il ) Ji s ARl jealiall (aliaiel olly
b s a5 of —Say Al A e o D) eLaR) aay ¢ saaill B ) jall a0
(Gupta ef al., LAY G el iy a5V Jlaad s Ay slall i) lasé )
o il slga) dand Gauentl Allad Lpasi) il EPS J ziiall PGPB aladiul o5 of (e 2022)
O Lol a3l S ecalill (e La 3ol elie dlea JMA (s Ladll clie ) jaial 3 a3 JDA
Al Al 2 A ga¥) gk Jh (8 s Lgiali) 5 Lidada o5 Lgala e Bliad) 6 bl aelus
1 4audl Pseudomonas Fluorescens <3k Gulai of a5 (Vurukonda et al., 2016).
A S alall slgadl dca prall 33l clils (8 LoDl elie ) jEiul Gaead ) ol EPS
S JS4 j3e EPS J daiwdl Bacillus subtilis <Y =&l o (Zhang et al. 2014)
ccalaall Cag juin cand ealll il 3 La 52U olie ) i
b gL sl Ayl i) e EPS 3 daiiall L gl il 6-6-2-2
Effect of EPS-producing bacteria on chlorophyll stability
S5 S il dilee 3 jeal 8 Tl duie Sl gl Lga ya3 die 4l Ciliaal) Jlass
datial) Ly il el ) (See bl 8 dea] dunplall lascall SST o e i 5ISH drsn aai g
Calaall Jia g gall e dlga¥) iy yla Jha b bl 8 Jud g ) oS0 ) il e Llaal) 3 EPS I
& .Pseudomonas spp.s .Bacillus spp Jis LS Leaisn Al EPS aelud dua da gl
olall i (ge Ll 48 Alad (3 gl (e JIE Lea eclilall ) sda Jga A il 4y sha s LaliiaY)

Laa¥l U el a5 clil) §l 50 A& (RWO) el o (Sle (s sine Ao Blaall 8 13 acly
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2 sl al il S Juadl

u_u.u.\l\ A 5 g ‘_g 3l y EPS J Al \:\J.\:\S.\Sb daaldl bl )«.LJ d.‘st)SSS\ BB
(Naseem «sliall caus Bagaa 5 Bagaa jue ook (A Aaalall e clilally 45 )laa 785-60 Ay
etal,. 2024)

siall Joa LI Uod s Lade JS 885 4 il et (st o Ll EPS Joesd

(P11 10 La see) EPS — dsviiall Ly i€l (5 5S35 sdall A shaia 8 elall Gulsial ) jay Lae

ek aliall gyl a8 lase L pae A e Ay jill Ay gl 3ol ) 3 A dlad S

Tl (e B8 51 ) gal) (e B e il i ana EPS it Ly i€ Ladat a5 5 sl

(8 LS el oda sl 3y all A el aalls Gl s 5 35S slall Jia g5 e

e il Las coloall i oy la Ja o8 Lgiada g5 ¢l padll lad w3l 4 e Jalaall
. (Morcillo & Manzanera, 2021; Naseem et al., 2024) Js 5, #<))

N Al (s giaall o EPS J Aaiiall g il gail 3 jiaall G 5€ i 7-6-2-2

Effect of Plant Growth-Promoting Bacteria (PGPB) and EPS Producers on
Leaf Relative Water Content (RWC)

G sinal pbia a5 (RWC) G5 ol slall (5 sina (puand & Laga EPS 52 2
. (Sharma et al., 2011) sbualls Lléial) o (5 geail) L3 ol dnilly il 31,51 8 ol

Gsls D e Al slall il g Jaing g aiey Cua colaall (O 338 EPS Jany o (S
O anll O jelal | Alall lgal) ol i JOA il U (e olaall s2a aladiiod @lld aey ¢Sy 5 il
bl ¢ 53l 8 (RWC) B el (s sisall 503 e EPS s PGPB 338 ddludl il )l
sl s Sl 5 (i g all (5 sima g aneill elall (5 gina 80l ) Anlal) il & el Cus Adlidll
(2022) Karimia—=Is (Naseem & Bano, 2014) 32uSY) cilabias cilay 33) il Cuzaddil
Gl 8 RWC 8 5uS 3345 ) el EPS J 4said) Bacillus subtilis alaaiuly walill ¢
Pseudomonas ¥k Gaki of  dile clul jn b sy K Caliall dlgal cad xadll
olaall (i (g Hlal duzm yeall 341 il & RWC gt I 52 EPS 2 4l Fluorescens
.(Upadhyaya et al,.2016)

il Sl g ol gl lef LS i EPS A sl Ly 5l A aslal) enbsbal) oy gl
Ll Gy (5 st (a8l el 1 aa g celall G Jda 85 3 al) A yina¥) palea¥l
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aalall pal il @ms Jadll
el EPS — daiiall Ly i€l A adleal) ol slall o &5 Cad 8 23] (o i 8 oy 5l
Algal ciad gy sl glall g 5L Sl gl s G a5 calag 1Y Liaddiie
Gl Al il Jead 8 EPS — dainal Ly Sl o0 () ey Loae Galiall

. (Roessner et al., 2001 ; Sandhya et al., 2009 ; Wezel et al., 2014)
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Jard) 3k g 3l gall

Materials and Methods

Equipments and instruments

AU Juadl)
Jeadl il g 3 gall -3

dariiiual) 3 3ga¥ g 3 gal) 1-3

lanall g <l g2 1-1-3

2 (1-3) o> (A e LS Allad) Al ) (B Alanial) cilinal) g i) 9aY)

L Aaiiaal) cilS pid) 5 culanall g <l 9381 (1-3) Jgaa

daiaal) 48 i) Liial) 356y &
(e piad Iraq Petri dishes @bl | 1
Hettich Germany MlcrOp'Ef;[;(; tips (all alaall JS dagall Lalall ol i | 2
BioBasic Inc. Belgium Eppendrof tubes gl culil |3
AEMA Jordan plastic d:lsjggzable test a5 L) il | 4
Marubeni Japan Refrigerator L 5
Witeg Germany Microcentrifuge @) 5 S el 3Lkl Slea | 6
Gallen Kamp England Centrifuge 2 pal) (g 38 yall 2 )hall Ylea | 7
Ogawa Japan Water distillatory sla bl Slea | 8
JENWAY China Electric conductivity Al Sl Adua gl el e | 9
Radio meter Denmark pH-meter ool A8l il Sles | 10
Gallen kamp England Incubator daala | 11
Gallen kamp England Shaking incubator 5 )8 Aala | 12
Native Industrialization Iraq Hood chamber aaaill 3 yas | 13
Memmert Germany Water bath S ples | 14
Meheco China Slides and cover slips | Al 3l @l )b ddae ) ydmla j =il i | 15
Shandon England Loop sy e | 16
Gallen kamp England Electrical oven LS oA | 17
Jlassco India Volumetric flasks (B 59) Asaaas IS | 18
Shandon England Cotton swabs apkd | 19
Marubeni Japan Hood sl g sl s | 20
Gallen kamp England Vortex mixer Dl z Sl | 21
Oxford USA Micropipettes A8y dlbala | 22
Concord Lebanon Freezer 8dans | 23
Olympus Japan Light microscope Sa e | 24
Tomy USA Vortex mixer (mubline &l aa | 25
Gallen kamp England Hot plate Al s i | 26
(e aalal Iraq Bunsen Burne O zlaas | 27
Shmadzu-1- Japan Jordan Spectrophotometer (o pa alblaa | 28
Sony Japan Autoclave Buasal | 29
Meter Swizerland Sensitive balance oslas ) e | 32
Millipore Corp Japan Millipore filter Unit(Lsnle) i yidas g | 33
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Jard) 3k g 3l gall

Gl Juadl)

Chemicals and Solutions

4 glaassll 3l gal) 2-1-3

L dadiaal) cils pddl 5 Jallaad) g AsilaasSll o) gall (2-3) Jgan

(2-3) Jo> (B O LaS Al all 038 (b daddlicaal) Jallacal) g Ailrasst) 3) gall

daiaall 4S Ladal) Anibaasst) 3 gall &
GCC/U.K Acetone sl | 1
BHD Canada Agarose 5081 | 2
China Polyethylene Glycol 600  JsSOS cpldl de | 3
BDH England H202 a soned) 2S5 m | 4
BDH Trimolybdumoxide, M0oO3 a sl sallans sl J3E | 5
Sd]i:rrlr(]ai-t(égem Mumbai Trichloro acetic acid (tca) <hall jadas 48 S35 | 6
BDH Hydrochloric acid HCI b iS g el (aels | 7
BDH Sucrose s S| 8
BDH Safranin ¢l sl dava | 9
BDH England o) padll Cylsld) 4aua | 10
BDH England Gram stain it al S 4xuasxe | 11
Fluka O souel) el o ol sall i g8 12
potassium hydrogen Phosphate, K2HPO4
Merck Calcium Carbonate CaCO3 a8l i 1S | 13
BDH England Urease «ails | 14
BDH England Oxidase reagent S s¥) i< | 15
BDH England Catalase reagent »bi\sll eilS | 16
BioMer’ieux-W Germany (Kovac’s reagent) oSl S calls | 17
Himedia (Ammonium Sulfate) a s se¥! <iliy S | 18
Fluka-Garantie Sulfate Ferrous (FeSO4.7H20) suasll ol 5 | 19
Fluka-Garantie Sulfate Ferrous (FeSO4.7H20) jsxuaall &l S | 20
Fluka Calcium Sulfate CaS04 sl sy S | 21
BDH England MQgSO4 o susiall ciliy S | 22
Magnesium Sulfate il a ssirall <l S
Merck (Mgs04.7H20) | 23
GCC UK Ethanol Jsil) JssS | 24
Carloerba Calcium Chloride CaCl2 psllSll 3,5 | 25
Afco India Glucose JsSsiS | 26
BDH (Glycerol) JsomslS | 27
Behr.ing Institute Germany (lactose) HsSY | 28
Sigma USA Deionized Distilled Water <Vl & 535 yhia ¢la | 29
HIMEDIA mannos s | 30
BDH England Mannitol Jsisle | 31
Biomerieux France Normal saline Solution sl aldl Jslaadll | 32
Himedia (Yeast Extract) 3_wedll paliiue | 33
Chem-supply Sodium- Molybdate a2 sall Clasl e | 34
Himedia Sodium Hydroxide, NaOH s sall 2S5 08 | 35
Griffin England Potassium lodide KI = asmlsdl 2 | 36
Schaeffer and fultons spor stain | 37
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Jandl 3 g 31 gal G Juatl

BDH | | Tetramethyl-P-phenylene diamine dihydrochloride | 38 |
Culture media Lariaal) Lo 30 Bl g 3-1-3

(3-3) Jsia (o Cmna LaS A jal) o A Aleriaal) e ) 3 Jaliu 6Y)

A Al B Aaaial) e ) 311 ol 91 (3-3) J g

daiaal) A ) Lo 1) &
(SMSA) Sucrose Mineral Saslt Agar | 1

Gelatin medium | 2

HIMEDIA Luria broth media | 3
Mineral growth medium | 4

Nitrogen — free Ashby broth medium | 5

Urea agar medium | 6

HIMEDIA Agar- Agar S| —Jis) | 7
KingBLus| 8

Himedia Slant agar Jiall s3xall ¢ & s | 9
Mannitol media 4<,all sl laws | 10

LAB (Germany) | Triple Sugar lron sl g 483080 ey Sull jlaal vy | 11
LAB Germany) Nutrient agar @l <Y1 sy | 12
Himedia (India) MacConkey agar J\Si < Sl vy | 13
Himedia Nutrient broth sl Gl lavis | 14
Sugar fermentation medium <L Sl jedidavg | 15

Himedia (India) Simmon citrate agar <y s ¢ seds Jaws | 16
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Jaadl (kg 3 gall Gl Juadl)
dg jail) Jalada

4 clie pen

l
(gobha + g 2) (ol sy Je 5 40
l
' | l

Basillus spp. (4 20) pseudomonas (dJs 20) Azotobacter spp. (4s 20)

T | |
l

($HS (i Jot) Ll <Y (A 20) EPS s

l

(8 ouia (Y PEG wilial) Jaad LAl

l

(LS uia JS) Giliall Slaas 5 EPS - L) ASY) ¢yl jo i

l

vitek-2 943 pasS &) jLEA)

Hall s giaall B A sl e jal) il J' il P RO 5
A 2 + p e A A aKl) @Y jad) il
ciliad) G g caas 4 jaal) 4y g3 -« L » vy LT g

Ml gt cadfyatl &8 Ciliad) G gl cuad A el ald
A ) Jii) S B e e ) il Lgan 938 B 4y ,usl) e Gl il
g it 300 @ jald e Dl sl (€] —> Caliad) gyl a3 A claLd)
ilial)
A i) B el il N ‘L‘*\Jf;:“ i 2 f”{*fs*g“'l\fﬁ l_'d“"“ .
g b caads Al e ald Sy siS) cilial) i g B it 8,0
ildal)
Al s giaal) B Ay syl e ) il Jaad Jula A 4 syl e Jad) il
Cildal) Ca gl caad ol 4B, 0t TP Galiad) gl cuad 34N ¢l ot algaY)
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Jandl 3 g 31 gal G Juatl

Methods Jard) 5,k 2-3
Sample collection Gl aan 1-2-3

Claidl 5 dsaiall o35S dlablaa (e Adlise 3hlie G Aol (e Lie 20 aas o5

J8 e A paa sall A8kl s Gliall Craeay Al aadle )4 5 e Glialloda

15 Gexs 4yl e s A il Capdanil 5 jkoa 48 s cilexioul ) (Aslim et al., 2002)
oAl ) i g Addna g dddas Canll 8 Ciliall Canim g 3B 5 (i )Y b (40

Isolation and identification of bacteria LAl pasdldl g J 3 2-2-3
Bacillus spp.bis: gadiddy J e 1-2-2-3
Bacillus spp.kss: dje 1-1-2-2-3

daxiall Bl ) LA
L4883 15 sadga 121 50 s da ) saasall b sl Jals oY) Cudie
-:(Nutrient agar) wball gl augll |1
A8l Clagled G Jans gl juan o5 Lelaia s Bacillus LS 45 s J el Jass 1) 138 Qi
Lelai gy Slagle 5 Hladall elall o 11 (8l e 28 410 elly g sl e 4y 5S4l datiadll
3y ey LA bl daa &5 Wazy 350-45 4y ol & 5 g Autoclave s sall Ll s ale &
lelia e Blialdl g 455 38l L 51 4 g Ay 4sladind &5 Cus (MacFaddin, 2000) 4l
A1 A (% 0.5) JSY) (e a2 13 430 o jumad 23 A8 jall jlaid) an g Jeals ) sl dua ol gl
kil elal e
(Nutrient broth) g3l 3l 2
* Nutrient broth Jawsll (e a2 13 4034 @l 55 jeaall 48 Al Clagled Cavny Jass gl 138 juaa
L g At i yad dagll 138 Jeriiad 35 3 sally alie 5 il (8 & 555 shidl clall e il
LSl
dalaY g adat oy 3
Oy sy A Sl Y el ulada
Capal o5 olgd Bl g lall cn i) (gdrall Jans gl) 3 Ly 35S e caeY) Jysha Jaaall g
(3 20-) denilly cadada 5 i) ) 9 15 Ay abnall J 5 <
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Jandl 3 g 31 gal G Juatl

Can a5 ¢y Sl Y ally (@ble JSG)) aliall (dxall Jass sl el caaY) il Laiall
2020) 245, A0 dic AR A& Gaia g (Aely 18 324l 5 % 37) L) gkl
.(Zhgun et al.,
cilarival) Jilladl B
(Normal Saline) (aludl) zlall Jslaa 1
ohiall elall (10 43S 08 8 (NACI) pspd sl 2 ) 5IS (e a8 (8.5) 400 Jlaall 134 s
(Colle et al., 1996) 4xaaa 4 & ;i) ) asall JaST &3 441071 alad) (al
(Gram stain) al £ 4ua 2
Raaa) (e 4 5Saa) ddaall o3 Cilexind ((VS) Aall Glalillly Jpadl sgan (10 5 gadll
Baras Glladl <l ¢Jodine Solution ¢ s¥) Jslse «Crystal Violet sosbl i)
LS G G al s A daall L g 4y jedaall palladd) Aul ) (Sufranine ol i)
A8 raal das e Al
(Malachite green) 4iua .3
slall Com oy Wamy g g de (3550 ) Basall (3 gain (0 a2 5 ALl dasall juaat o
Dhiall sll e Je 100 ) aaall JUeSly paiosal) el jaill ga 3 gmmsall ) gmopilly ylaiall
.(Cooksey, 2016)
Gl Al drsaa 4
Stock Jsasll «(V / V) %95 Jsii¥) e Jo 100 go ol jiall (10 ol se 2.5 7 e sl
138 5 Jaall Saladl Jsladll Je Jpaall clallh 10 / 1 Aseiy S el J dlaall caidds 3y solution
(Moyes et al., 2009) .43 yall 5 )y da Hon A ) Jeal Baal 4y JA5 Sy J slaall
sdand) 4y )k C
bl g 1
O Aol e caalas 3 (L S J3e 8 (Aslim et al., 2002) ddih coagl
gl Al aludll mlall Jslae g Je 99 Led il s Lgia ae 1 ()5 o8 il LG
e alas 8 Cadladll Cum iz gy (1 x 1076) Aladuiie Cadlas 4ie calee 5 100 ;1 Caiadl
O d=e 0.1 s ai 48 2l 5y A jal iy Ll JA) a9 4880 30 3l “a 80 A
bvy Ao gall s 5k 3 (L- shap) oala ) 8l Jleaidls b p& 085 Caias JS
Acls 48 3ad 437 5 ya da Ly Chian 5 (cauidd JSU (0 ) Sa dae) (33l SY)
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s <Y Jal) 4085 D
Loop J8U adalu ss 83 jia 3 geay Analil) 3 jarioaall (ja o 3 Jib Y Jall 488 dgee o
G,y Tadill 48y phay a8 3y (edaall JSY) dany o Aygla saaa (5% bl ) aies
85 ) amie e gandl (i jal i e sae dyleal)
Bacillus spp. LSl (¥ paddall 2-1-2-2-3
Bacillus spp ¥ jad (A8 paddill &) aall clagadl) 1-2-1-2-2-3
« Bacillus spp.L_iSs (i s maail 4y jeaall cba sadll e 2 53 ) gosy alaic V) o
Gat Adlidall Bacillus spp.bsiSs paibad ddaadl s saalie e Clia saidll p3a Gadde) Cua
sl Gailad 5 (AN (a5 canall (JSEN 1 Jie Gailad Lia s ¢ gl

Gram stain o) 8 sy by i) fama 3

) 5 yaraal) (¢ o 085 o3 i Funlay Ay le il oLl (pe 5l gin s o
o o i g Aaala 3 Aay 3l M delu 24 — 16 sans g2l JISY) dan s o g a3
Os s JSE Aaadla i 5 ¢l S Ay Cirsia 5 igll) Aab g il o Caail S 15 Aag 3l ol (4
. (Brown, 2007) & ) dsaall Jleaaiuly A geall gaall iald Lpandy LA e
8159 and 4

¢) paall Sl dxpa JA0) &3 Cua schaeffer fulton method 48 ks £ 5:Y1 pand o
Malachite green dssa st (s il Qlaivall i ok oo §159) ) Malachite green
bl L) oo Al ) oS SlIAT o 1800 o gl @Mﬂwé\:\hlﬁ\.@jj celll = Ol gl 4148
Ol ALl Aall LA (68 Sl iy o &5 e lally
rdand) 43y )k

ke yAag sl Lo Loy o5 (bl 10 — 7 ems L i ) 5 peniosall o dansa 23] 3
Adaws gia Bl jm i 5 o) 5ells Lgdiad o3 5 Adlas

SWl) Schaeffer & Fulton's Spore Stain A Jslaer leleSh day 530 @ojee b
(aaY)

Ll can agladi &3 23 (bl Ciugall) 3583 6-3 sl LAl Aladiul 2 ¢

sl (0l aull) Schaeffer & Fulton's Spore Stain B Jstae alasiuly ¢ 53 Cizpa d
A5 30

. (Hussey & Zayaitz, 2007) 4y il cadia g celall cilue 4l o
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Jaadl 3k g 3 gall EMAY Suadl
Leialal g Y jal) Bads 3-1-2-2-3

Lebain 3 jall 0¥ 3ally (slant) JS8 il L8 dua &5 o3y alall (sdiall Laws gl =il
Colle 1 5e Uads 02 45 )y da ya Cadadn 5 e L 18 5301 02 37 5,0 Aa jy CanliY) G
. (etal .,1996)

Pseudomonas spp LS padddy Jje 2-2-2-3
Pseudomonas spp Luisdl Jje 1-2-2-2-3
s dlanioeall ol W) A
28015 saal5 s 121 5 da s saa salls 5_juasall Jalus sY1 Caie
King B Medium - 2wy .1
1.55 05w pe 20 LIAh pas 385 «Pseudomonas biSs saiy Jad o sl 1 Jaail
Jal15 5 KogHPO, 0o sovell dalal o ganlisll v a2 155 MQSO, seiiall iy 58
axall S5 7.2 N n s vl GaY) Jaaas bl slall (e o 850 (8 ST a2 15 5 J s eals
.(Cruickshank et al., 1975) saa 3l aic 5 1 )
dalaYl g adal g 2
Oy yhay 4 Sl Y el ukida,
Capal o5 elgd el g lall cin i) (gdrall Jaws gl) 3 Ly 35S e caeY) Jysh Jaaall g
(3 20-) apeailly ki 5 CodGY) ) %% 15 dansiy pnall J 5 e
Can Crian g oy KAl Y jadly (Dle JSE) caliall shiall Jaus gl il caaY) juad Lisll b
2020) 245l )—= ds y0 die AN & ilada g (Aol 18 3y %0 37) all okl
. (Zhgun et al.,
+ Alerioall Gl o<1 g Jullaal) B
Normal saline Solution (! saedl) mlall Jslaa ]
() Yl 1-1-2-2-2 5 53l 8 ela LS o juians o
(Gram stain) al £ dua 2

() Wil 1-1-2-2-2 55l b ela LS o jpuian o
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Jandl 3 g 31 gal EMAY Suadl

Janl) 48y 3k .C
Ll de.1
Sl 2 T ) il Rl (] Ll (e ke ST Dl 2l i a5
Normal saline ) aludll Jslaall (1 Jo 9 (5 sind dalina Jloidl il (8 e g5 40 5ill (e at 1
e 0.13a1 & ey pdiall Cadlaill (g Al Cilae 40 51070 il e Juass 5 ((Solution
3 28 5 Gy Faanlall i i King B s ol iy 104 — 109 Ciiadl e
Aclu 48 524l g

< jal) 485 2
e 555 Lo Aanse cidal Laus gl e Pure colonies biSll Al il yasiuall ) sels any g
ey Y ) Calaia B (gl (e 2SUN (5 AT 5 e 4 Jaws ) e (Streaking) Ladaadll 43
Apad il Gla il o) al gaald 2 43 a da ) (Slant) Jilal gzl Sy lawy e W s
Pseudomonas spp Lssd 1Y) pedadall 2-2-2-2-3
Pseudomonas <¥jal (Ag¥) gaddall 4, pidal) cila gadl) 1-2-2-2-2-3
(HOLT,1994) (o s hivas o Talaic) 4, 55 @V jall Cuadls
(Cultural properties 4s 3l cliuall) 5 ghiall il g
. Aallia) (Fluorescin) e s slil) diwa L) 1
Aol 48 330 5 28 3] ya da 3 8 Bkl Ciias s luall King B s il
O e Jagalie V) e pall cuad 3odall 8l peatsdll Jya pamde il 05 ) 5eda
> U nudiil) (358 Aa 3 Caad Glalal) Cani g daiil) 2 Sl ccia 0 Y]
.(King et al., 1954) 365 nm
34255450 Ao 2o LS gal (anh 2
Sle LSl e )33 i 42 52 45,0 0al Jin s 8 LS sei dagliad (asdll 14 (5 5l
(Holt 3 42 4a o AV 5 ca 4 4a 50 IV s g il A 3all 0y S e 5 King B s sl
etal ., 1994)
Microscopical Identification gl padddll b
: Gram stain  al_f dsay fasaill ]

Y 511-2-1-2-2-2-2 Fajlall 5 _jaall 8 LS 5 K3 o

Azotobacter spp. LAS peddly Jie 3-2-2-3
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Azotobacter spp. ksl Jj 1-3-2-2-3
15 524l 5% 121 3505 da 2 aa5ally 3 jasall Lol g¥) Caaie 3 Aleatinal) 4 ) 30 ol W) A

e

RN
Jilwdl Sucrose Mineral Salts dawy.1
ot 10 4303k <l 5 (1988) ) Uiy (2l LIl U (e Al 44y Hlall Cas Lo sll 138yl
ool sl e 68 (e a2 0.5 (3 0 S  slaal Ja100 A psand Sl g3 S (e a2 39 59 Sl (1
0 o 0.1 5 MS04.7H,0 Al o sansiaall iy 1€ (o o2 0.2 5 KoHPO, (5 y2g) Aol
Gl S wae 0.025 FeSO,4. 7H,0 Dsuasll Gl 58 e 220.02 5 CaSOy psadlSll iy 58
2351 e a& 0.01 5sM0O3 a5l sall 2 ol S e a2 0.01 5 MNSO4.4H,0 dlall yiniall
i el Bl Jaams o5 Jaws ) 131 et a5, a1 I IS) — ST 04 2 Aila) s K o sndli sl
i bl & clagsuasall aie dlld days il clall e aals 1 aaall W) 57,2 )
Azotobacter LS S saall a8l T o)) 138 Jariiasl 28 5 daiee
«lall Sucrose Mineral Salts wy .2
5 sl (833 )) ol 48kl Jan 1) 138 s 5, Azotobacter LS dsaiil Jav gl 138 aaiin
&b Ava o baasally ahe LI0Y) dlee Al a g das gl I IS — ST 9615 dila) pa Lo (1)
. Adina (5 b Lk
(Nutrient Broth) 3!l (3 sall w3
Nutrient gl (e ae 13 0L <l g 3 jenall AS A1 Gladad oy o gll 138 juaa
et (i yad Jaws s 138 Jasid 085 30 3ally alie 5 canlil i g 555 kil clall e 53l 8 Broth
LSl b
(Motility Test Medium ) S al) jLid) by 4
Nutrient (s e a2 13 A S ST G sanin (g0 o 5 — 4 A8lals Tani ) 134 s
gl 1 anall QST AY) alail dayy haial) slall (e 43S & <l ginal) cudl g broth
AS ) o L Sl A e CadSll das ol 138 el 385 3 3all g Caalie g il d a4l
.(Collee etal., 1996 )

 Alarional) i) 58 g Jullaal) B

(Gram Stain Kit) al £ ddma s 1
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Jardl 3k g 3l gall Ul Juadl)
(VSI) Adljall Gl 5 J gaall dgna (s0 8 seaal
:Jard) (340 .C
bl Je 1
a0 a3 T 4l cdala 5 Aley cpli) (sl (e Al ST JA1S 4 i) Gilise Cania g
Normal Saline ) aledll Jslaall (p Ja 9 (5 sind daina JLiidl il (8 aca s s 4 il e a2 1
Jea 0.13a0 & Ay yial) Cadladll (e s cilee 4303107 aiadll e Juass @l 5 (Solution
Jery Cua lall Sucrose Mineral Salt (SMS) davs s san el (8 W iy Candds (< g
Al sa Cagyh b el 96 Baal s 2 37 5l s da pa Aalall 8 Ciian 5 i K (0 ) S
sy jal) 483 D
Streaking Jaukaaill 45, yhy ba i 23 ol janiosall ol e 40 58 g yla 8 Gl aay Jaad
by o la gad ey OV Jall Gilada 8 peniiall 2085 Jal e (D e GG dglaall ) S5) oy
Ay san s 5 4y jeaall dpanaiil) clla sadll ¢l jal cpad (2 45 ) s Ay Slant gl HISY)
Azotobacter spp. LS AsY) gaddal) 2-3-2-2-3

&3 3 «(Krieg & Holt, 1984) & <kl iy JAeAzotobacter LS &Y je Cuadd
ol 84 jeaal) il saill 5 4 jedaall claall e slaicY)
(Morphological Characteristics) 4 el cilial) A
_yanivsall JSG Cum (g0 leall SMS Jass 5 (3 el il jantinall 4y pelaall i) il
Leana 5 Ll
(Microscopical tests) 4 gaall cila gadll B
Azotobacter b Sy dwwal 1
4yl 5 jeaall pandll L g galy odlel ) sSadl Jaw gl e dpalill ol penivsall o) o
LelSiy L sl AdanSla s ol 8 daiay gLl e LS
(Motility test) 4s all JLaal 2
O 7o)t Bl 2 37 da Ly Ciias g Aiedall 48y yhay 48 jal) Jany e 4 laldl (il candl
AS all o byl 4 e Vs edal) o gas 2l o) 8 saill Ll o) Aels 48-24

Azotobacter LSy o je Bia 3-3-2-2-3
Chias 5 3y Sl @Y 3adl (Slant) Jilke JSis caliall Jadall oy e 4y sla (il candl
Loei gl el dans 2 3 a8 claia o5 el 24 5aal 2 37 5 ) s da
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Jaadl (kg 3 gall ) Juadll
Bacillus spp. LS e Al clSad) aamia UG Y 4l 44y 4l 3-2-3

Sl dSE Cuadd ) Aul ol oda b Lle Jseand) 2t Gl Y Sall pead AL jall
. Bacillus spp.l&l e

CUl juaat1-3-2-3

Gl A 3558 el AS il Cllaglas s Lo 11 138 pas L uria broth das s dasind
sina L OOPALba g2 4 55 5 paniee it Bl jaand o5 38 5 Baa 3ally e g Ay sl U1 a5 adl 5y
led danadall 451 A (A8 Lo S (dxall SV dasy o Liati af ) Y Jal) (e
ZE e Jpaslldelu 24 saal 2 37 da 3 (i) Cuivas 5 | uria broth s Sle 4o slall
U by ypant2-3-2- 3

O i 8 Aglae 400N Al sl e )5S0 3 Mineral Growth Medium daw s Jexid
Gl )S (p£5) MgSO04.7H0 d8lall aspmniaall Gl 5S 25 3 jpedll paliiie jhaddl oLl
A sall i35 3 oDl 85 sSAall A sall (e o gl) 138 jaand W3 2650 S aé 3 a5
sl g 555 A ) paall JaSl o (5) (A sim s el ol Jae g laiall el ope daaS 6 candl
Uje ISl ) S &5 390 S o3 e 19.6 a8l ;a5 Jo 75 4xw Flaskes 4ala ) 3l 4
.(Szumigaj et al.,2008) 33zl aic

LY b g ili 3-3-2-3

0.5 »_lx5e Optical dencity s b sl axs (e % 2 o_laia Zlal anay ZlaY) o g il
z 0 Ao 0 37 5,0 oa A 2351 Jel) Aialalls flasks s 5 e 5ili 600 (o 5l Jshal) aie
. (Szumigaj et al., 2008 ) 4clu 48 sad 5488y [ 550 100

Bacillus spp. LA (e i) Gl Sd) amdia gadiiou) 4-3-2-3

520 el 2y 3 (oa AN L S aaate (adlail 8 (2011) Kanmani 4k sl

Juad 15 (3182 10 32al5 45 %0 90 A o plea & U] Loy quiay (Aelas 48) ()
Cudda (3383 10 s2al A8 /5 52 8000 de i (5 S pall 2kl Jlea Jlaatinly jedill las g (e LA
(TCA) 4l il 3 i)l Janial (a3 Ay gual) AWK Glall 550 Clua il LAY
Aoyl a5 92 4 4a )y clelu 33ad & jig aan / aaa %8 3S 5i Trichloroacetic acid
Lo gll 33 ga gall i g sl un il @llh g 338 10 82l 4880 /5 52 8000 A poss 5 S 10 3l dilee
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Jandl 3 g 31 gal G Juatl

Aan & 5 %095 38 i el J Y (e Grena 4gl) Caaal g el 1 34T 5 Cal 1) Jaal ld aay
52a) 4883 / 550 12000 e o 5 3-Spall 3, hall Akl 3 EPS b o delis 24 534l %2 4
s edlall )3 5l la (m al Aol 24 5aal | o 40 A s ol ) Caia 5 il 1) Jeal 3) 4383 12
Ll <Y @Y e 10 s
Pseudomonas spp <N (s (A A cil Sl asia zUNY Al A4 4l 4-2-3
LAl i 1-4-2-3

122l 2l AR il pamianall o shacia o Jii el g ddtnall Ay LS4l S cudais
King B Medium Broth v (x s 5 (Ao (s 53a3 Ja 10 A Ada 5 530 (5) 52 ) aliaall J8LI)
:\.c‘).a.u,\joe 28 e @J\Pu‘)da_\.ln.\.m e oJ\JA ‘L.AL;@&L..J\ t‘)\‘)‘d\ Oiiias }bM}Abe&LAM
(Bakker et al,.1986) .iclu 48 sl i /55 100
U by ypiant 2-4-2-2

8 Aalae 400N Al sall e ¢ 5S1 A Nitrogen free medium (NFM) Jaws s Gascid
MgSO, asmuirall iy 3 | a2l (KoHPO,) @l o sanli sall i b haiall olall (e il
Laall Al S a2 0.2 ( NaCl) psposall 2518 a1 (CaCo3 ) psmad Sl S g IS a2 0.2
s adl 585 sSAall o) gl i 35 a2 10 35S 5K cae 0.005 p s seall il s a2 0.1 (FESO4)
7 G sngomell Q80 Jaaad aay 11 ) aaal) JaST Y AL aany laad) slall (e S
24 &) 515 Ja 100 42 (Flask) 4aala ) )50 ksl ¢ 55 &5 (Ranganayaki et al,.1981)
ALy 15 80al5 % 121 3, )a Aa phsauasdbaie 53,50 JS 2 Je25 -
ZUY) g dili 3-4-2-3

4 S A5 (Pal etal ,.1999) Jaw sl ana (e %3 o_ylaie # 1) anay £ LY Jaus g il

iele 72 50 o 37 Ao,y Aialall 8 Chaingy jiegili 660 o sell Jodall aie] la i

(Evans & Linker, 1973 ) 4382 /35,3 100 L& jla3e = jde pu g

Pseudomonas spp.Lsiss ¢r (A cil Sad) daatia (adadul 4-4-2-3

bl i Talm) Y)Y Sall sl a5 4-4-2-2 Aailadl 3 3l 8 LS 44y Hhall ¢ el

Aaad)
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Jard) 3k g 3 gall AN Jadl)
Azotobacter spp.<¥ =8 (e (A A cily Sl daxia F UM Agadl) AL, 4l 5-2-3
LAl jpaat 1-5-2-3
28 s ol 8 ) Saall lass Il & 3530 ll) jucan [ jad Qi) (SMS) Jas 5 adiiu

i s Azotobacter Lo <Y je (e Al e Jiny Z Bl juas g 3aiasall aie 2345l (O Je 5
e el L) danaddl 45591 ) lall (SMS) daws s (e slaiall 432l e Loop full))
18 3l °a37 5l s da 0 e dialall b calil) Cizas g oDle jumal) Bl (SMS) Jaws g
U e Jpasllicly
ZUY) g ymaas 2-5-2-3

Qo) A Ml e osSE g3l s Nitrogen-free Ashby Broth daws Jesiul
(K2S04, 0.1) 5 (NaCl,0.2) 5 (MgSO4-7H,0, 0.2) 5 ( KH,POy, 0.2) 5 (mannose 20)
aaall JaST Y ol any s shsall slall (e 4uaS & Candl 535 oS3l 3l sall i35, (CAC03,5) s
Bl Sl g 5540 ¢(Rasulov et al., 2013) .7 A (s sone) a8l daaed 2y il )
Blaall ale g4l jo JST ) Sa S5 (3,90 IS (2 Ja 495 @8l sy i 2 4ans Flask 4ala )
.(Vargas-Garcia et al., 2003) 428 15 31l 5 %2121 3l s 4a x
U by il 3-5-2-3

Jshall aic 0.5 W ke doe 55 43S g Jaws sll ana (e 9T o jlae 2l anay £ LY Jas 5 il
150 La jhie 7 jde pugdeln 72 8aal (2 30 Aayu dbalall 4 aingy yia il 540 o2 sall
.(Vargas-Garcia et al., 2003) 482 / 5 5
Azotobacter LS (m Al Gl Sl daia addiu) 4-5-2-3

ESPA Lol Y)Y jall Jlidl Sy 4-4-2-2 Aalad) 558l & LS 43y jlall Co s

ASO el
rdliall Cigpl Jaad b A pall 4@ Y ad) AL LAl 6-2-3

Evaluation of Drought Tolerance Potential

s LS lial) Cag pla Jaai AL Ll
G3xa (b0 s 8 Adliie <l 38 51 (PEGB00) JsSodla Gl sl sale caeaslial 1
Gt paill o Ay 5iSll @Y jall 446 apdl i e dlaiae Cilia il iy (NB)
i)l sleay) ik
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(axall / ()55l) 725 5720 <715 /10 <%0 (PEGB00) (1o Ailida ) 3 ji bl |2
Y e e 71 = Q) o3 candl o5 o Vil e sbiall S Jascal NB daves
.(Joshi et al., 2020) delu 24 324l dc 5 ) jall L iS4l

©a30 3 Aa 2 2ie (A8 85 )51 200) ) 8 Auals (8 Aliaal) (e deln 24 20 3
el Cadall Gl Slea aladiuly e il 600 A e J sk die OD A8US (ulf o

saill AYare lua 239 PEG (10 4dlise &) 38 5 die 4y )0l de ) el el HLEA) o3 4
. (Patel et al., 2019) (PEG ¢ 4lal 5 jlarall ae 45 5laally) 45 jlaal)

(Sati et al., 2023) saill Lafiall Lghalii 5 slyall CllSa) (1 5 pilse 8o 203 3 5

o S5 £ 5 S Exopolysacharide 4 5iY1 daiall & 0Kl @ =l sl &6
ol Ledaad L8 5008  Azotobacter spp s Pseudomonas spp Bacillus spp.
e il 3 Y e 6 lal iy s Calaall

Biochemical Identification :dw! il 48 £a%5al) <Y jall ¢ g gassll (aiidal) 7-2-3
15 535 °a 121 5,0 s Aa a 3aea5ally b _uiasall Jals 5Y1 Cadie 3 Adanicaal) s 30 Bl g¥) A
. Aady
Gelatin Medium ¢Sl i aug 1
oY) Je (N.B il (daall bl (e Jo 100 A 0iidhas a2 12 ALy s
DS i st el 2S5 50 51 0.1 N S )5S 5 suel) G adinh 7 N PH s souel)
ol 4285 20 330 3115 550 s A o e saagally alie g calil g Hyal ey «aidall 0.1 N
.(Feltham & Barrow, 2003) ¢xiball Jiad Ao b il L6 jlasy
Urea Agar Medium sl Sibauy 2
Je 95 & (Urea Agar B ase) o) b sall ST dasi 5 (3 gmase (0 a8 4 0L pan
Canal 34883 15 3041 2 121 3,0 ya da )2 baa sally Jas gll alie ladey 5 calizall Hhadall elal (4
gl e 555 ¢a 50 3 An ) s i ey (i il adadll) 9440 L) Jslae (0 Je 5
a5zl Ao L S AdE LAY Jeaial 5 caliatil Jile (S8 iy daian Jlia) Gl
. (MacFaddin, 2000) sl
MacConkey Agar (Sisskall s baws .3
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1058 o8 52 A3 el Al e o Sl Aamal) RS ) Cilalal Canin o s o
3l & is Autoclave saasall daul s ale o lalai sy (Sl ale a5 hatall elall (e 1
AL G Sl s sy ey 98 5 Petri dishes bl & 4va & sy 2 50 — 45 4a )y
i 3 S8 pakal 35 pakall S (e L sl 138 G5 ) i o 5 ol Akl
A eladl) il Ay 23l (5955 (s 5yeiidl) ) paniunall gl
Simmon Citrate Agar < i ¢ sadw S oy 4

A8 il Gilagdad Cas ias 5l il @l inl (Je b yiSGl AabE 48 jeal das l) 138 PRER
ES S5 & Baa pally aie 5 3as) ) 450D jilile 5 ad) g didas daala ) il i g 5y, dniiadll
. Slant Al 3 ) seay 3 il byasy canliY)
Triple Sugar Iron sy jSal) (A ¢) £ by 5

e s HoS Censouedl ai )€ e Ul e L il 20 28 jaal Jasssll 138 Jeatul
G o ppmnt o 55U 5 oSN S jedill A e (g aill s CO, (s SN S Al
3am sl e 5 3m ] 5580 e 6 Bl A a3 sl g 3y Amiaaal) 48,20 cilades

Sugar Fermentation Medium < Sl jadibug 6

Jsaall 8 4 jaall il <l 44030 ¢lld 5 (1979) Macfaddin »S3 Ll g Jaws ol juas
e 5 QLA Ay sl U e 4.5 @l s duala )y JUEa) il e g 5 shiall oWl (e i ¢(4-2)
5583015 (Glucose) 5SSl A8 il Kl o JS) e 0.5 chal & aaua sally Laus sl
A % 1eohie Sl Ales 38 5 e Jpanllsoa e ((Mannitol) J sisll s (Lactose)
o il s ol 138 Janind 5 e 3 jpuanall i) ) calls 5 4880 cilad yo Jlaninly sl il

b Sl @il e byl 4L

by Sead) pad Ja g <l g8 (4-3) Jgaadl

) o 3alall
10 Peptone
1 Beef extract
5 NaCl
0.018 Phenol red

(Indole Test Medium) Jsi¥) JLid) bauy .6
5 5 Osin ae 10 L eas 3 Jou¥) £l e L Sl Al 4 peal o sl 138 aadiad
SSTPH=7.2 ) i s oned) pd Ll Jaast day 5 sl slall (e 4S8 0 03 gl 3y )5S (g o2
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Jandl 3 g 31 gal EMAY Suadl

4530 121 3 s da  8aasally Caade 5 il dangll g 55 a8 ¢ haiall slally 511 ) anal
.(MacWilliam,2012) &y 15 34l
s Alanicall Cidi) g<I1 g Jillaall B
Urea Lusdl dstael
paadl JaSy YN JlaS) a5 slalall lall (30 48S 40aS ) L) sall (0 a2 40 A8laly s
S dasy mnat b Jleain) cpal Jaday s <% 20 Sled) 5SS raad daana 235y Je 10 )
. (Collee et al ., 1996) L s
Kovacs reagent ¢St sl Cadis 2
oo iU ALY (Bio —merieux) 3 el 48 13l s 5f rua (SIS 138 233
50V ZlaY Y el AL

Catalase reagent  Jjalilsl) idls 3

&) ¢ %30 385 Ll Jslaall e HyOyp Crm s el 2S5 5 Jo 3 48l jias
Jerin) | Aaiea A8 A Jadng 5 % 30 038 55 Jslaa e J pmnll alnall jladall elall (10 Ja 42
(Tadesse & Alem, 2006) . 3Bl a3 #l) Je b i<l 5 )08 e (5 jaill
Oxidase Test s ¥ idls 4

Tetramethyl-P-phenylene 3k (e a2 1 403 @lldg Wil Joladd) 138 s
Jarind il 100 ) paall JaSi & hia el sille 90 & diamine dihydrochloride
(Baron etal ., 1994) 3uS ¥ oy 3] 25} e U 58015 )38 e (5 aill

Biochemical test 4:g:s gaisll ciba padl) C

Catalase Test Julilsll as 3) Jlidl ]

=M b gl e (Aol 24-18 yans) dualil Ly 53S0 (e Aaass Jaiy JLadY) 138 (5 s
e bkl 4l Cidaal o5 L oop N Adand e Adas Aaala ) Ay 3 ) Y ) duaily palal
Al e Jy eanS V) e @l Jalddl ) il o) ¢(%3) 3558 HaOp Cm sodel) 208 5
(Collee etal., 1996 ) JLua du sall

Oxidase Test JetsasS s¥) ay3i) JLid) 2
Tetramethyl- P-phenylene diamine Jssame S alld 8,50 ) &
dn S ghoe da wlpdelw 48 jemd piSAI B jeat il L) &0 185 g hydrochloride
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e @ SSITLJAT A e e 400 60-10 1o (oa—edill A Hseda Jag A alase
. (Cruickshank et al ., 1975) Jelaill dun oo dayis
Indole test Jsu¥) JLsd) 3
Tryptophan Y adall dysad e b 5l 46 e g aill sl s g
delu 24 18 e 65 £ 50 e Jsa¥) han e Ay sall (i) caadl 3) <Indole
o <l ok bl ¢umall 30 JLS) day 5 Aol 48 -24 24l 0 37 81 s da i
el o Ao o gl e ol pan Aila ) geda ()5 ) 2 0 ae i) ) (Sl S CailS
.(MacFaddin,1979) syl
Urease Test s as i Jbdl 4
5285l s Aa V) Cuicas 5 W jlaal ol el U S HISTL ) sall Jaw g Slile Jalas
a g e LAl AE e Jy a8l ) i) e dassl) o e dele 48 5
(Holt et al., 1994) . 3 s
Citrate Utilization Test < il é¥giul JLIa) 5
Tun s Thnan Lebia s <l i) BBin LS GG e g aill Laad) s (g al
28 30 s Aa (a5 A il Y 3all Jild) Simmon citrate agar daw s g8l 3 ¢y s )<l
(Atlas Jia¥) dulay) e Jy G0 ) sVl e s gll o o) Jsa ) el 48 3ad 2
.etal., 1995)
Motility Test 4 all jLid 6
Blet yall aa cpaall 48y Hlay b yiSL aleal) 4ns Jgilall Ja s e g gladl HLaaY) o gl
ZoS sall JLEE) ) Aelu 48 82l 328 Aay Guaal) 2ay o3 (e g e i) e ) Jsea sl paal
Slo dily el () peamd ¥ e Janasl) () i o) LS5 LEAY) Ayl e AYa gakall baa
(Collee et al., 1996) J sislall &IBlgin
Gelatin liquefaction Test ¢xiSuadl Aluw) jLadl 7
(Gelatinase) Skl w35 L) 8 Loyl ALE (e LAY 1ha o iy
DSt T gl il - L s o)yl Ly Sl ol ) e iBladl Al e Joary (52
Lol laaiar e o) del w4831 W1 328 8 oy i wian g (pakdall 48y ylay 0y DUl
Lo Sl Al HLaia ¥ dulay) (e Jagdelv coaisa o A3 8245 b da sy
.(Collee et al., 1996) oSl Jalas e
Growth on MacConkey agar medium SigStall oy Jo 5aill 8
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el 48 534l 2 28 5 ) o Ciican g ST S5 Sl Jan g e 3y sall LY culalas
(Collee etal., 1996 ) JLia¥ dulay) e JayJan gl (51 iy saill ) 5eda
Sugar fermentation Test <l Swl) jadd L) 9

& 532 Lo Jaal ol el iy Sl e Ay glall il Sl add Jals gl e B8 o
ol pad Aalie aa ¢l 7 80l 2 37 50 a da ju s gL 24 18 sany 5 55
DL A el (e AV Saa) GO0V G daa gl s s 0y (e s
.(MacFaddin , 2000)
(H2S) 0500 Ay S £ 1310

il s 5 ¢(Stabbing) oahll A& ks Ll Triple Sugar Iron daw sl =il
ordall bad Joa ol gud 25a s oo dSU LT 7 30l L gy el cadim glg ca 22 50 da
(Colleeetal., 1996 ) s oued) 2 S e W) e by iS5 508 e Jyy sl
L J5id %0.1 A sadll o b sl Al o Lidsll 1]

a3 J518 9% 0.1 e g5t ) lall 5 Bl SMS by 4 LSl s
Ll e @l periosall gai g Jilud) T ol (85 ) 5Sall ) seda () L bl 4 3aal 2 37 3 da
L% 0.1 2 s saill e b Kl AE e AV Gliall
(NaCl) pszagual) 8518 %1 (B sail) o LSl A8 e cadsh 12

psgall 0,06 1 e g5ty Al liall 5 Jiludl SMS Jassy (8 L Sl Cuas
sl Dl paniusall sai g Jilall Jans gl 83 ) 5Sall ) seda o) calil 4 3300 2 37 5 ja dajy (i
LR dalay) e A Clall Jaul
QoS da g jhaaS J gl %2 B gall) Lo LSl A6 (e cadsh 13

Oo Y JymalS %02 e (g ging s Galaall 5 Jiludl SMS daws 3 L) cus
ety Jull Jan gl 85,58l seka o)) bl 4 33l & 37 Bl a A Geas A s S
aa g yuads Jg el 3 ga g salll e b S A e AYs cliall s gl e <l jantioll

sl

AAial) Ay ISl Y Jall LAY e gad g ) LA Jes 8-2-3
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s Bacillus spp L ¢ BNEERH &}.\S\ wasadil da O Glia gadll o) jal &3
A Sl Y el Guiall g & sl maasl Pseudomonas spp

(Analytical Profile Index 20)  API120 «_ii) 9-2-3
G Apdial) Ay ,iSll Y Gl & g8 pandiial Azotobacter Al xl API gasid ¢l ol &
Ariadl 48 il Jlesiul 43,k
T orae LilesS 15581 20 e ol S (5 ging G L 53Kl aanil oL AP (s 3ay
a3 Adiaa M se e (5 sing (Wells) 1 s 135231 20 (e AP test alas Canaiy cilily 32c
s (Plastic transfer pipettes) 4Siudl dale daul s (5 58 Glaay 3IRY) 238 (s
ol Wy (Cumand) a3 puilae) Al La) S5 ¢ sl cal a3 () iy cdilanll
Ol e Aol 24-18 amy SOl Wl 3e) Jf oy uaal) ey Call Sl ddl) 35k e Lo
API Ui s jed M) e ga )l DA (e Lgale o il 25y ) g 8e) 8l Jgan s 92 37 A
.20
ciliall CBlalaa juaad 10-2-3
- 2dg Al edlalaa 1-10-2-3
- A clie a1
feh WS Ll Glie Cuaea
o 20 Gams mhand) e (e AT 4 il Clie Cinen 3
Al Ale ) ol ) e o3 S e Bhlie e ciliall G b
oo 2 Jaie JUA e la y pai s Aol 48 Baal 4y e A 50 20 ie (AL Al Cle Cidia C
el el 4 5 Judas 2
Leilia 2ot EBlalaall & daodioall 45 il Cilisal A0l 4300 jual) Slia gadll o] jal &
- Ul Jsaadl a5 o3l S de ) ) A e it (8 4 slhaall Al all
A 4 Al g Ay 580 Jalladll (5-3) Jsea

Ay N- - i ++ ++ ++
OM | No3 | Nmat | O | K Na Mg | Ca™ | ., | TDS | EC "
& ppm | ppm | PP | PPM | ppM | ppm | ppm ppm | ds/m | ©

18 20.1 40 2130 | 176 | 4142 | 705 | 360 | 8.1 | 1985 3.1 Al

— A Al skl (o giaal) 853
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Cluad 3y il el aay Gl 4 51l 055 Jas panal IS bl 4530 055 Ja

A o Cadaill a2y 5 J8 4 il e die ()5 el Aol o) el a5 ol (ALl (5 siall

Clel Al Claws &5 ey il ey (b ll) Catadll J i)y Gl QA (A 4 i) Caias

Cuaa g 200 38 Hlall aladiad o 4 i) Cliie ess Bualad) 350l (5 1AM ae eluall ) aally
-: (O'Kelly, 2005). oLl dlalaal

weight of water

W, %= x 100

weighe of dry soild

weight of water _ w2-w3 x 100

W,% =

weighe of dry soild mass T w2-wl

bl Al o5 = W1
calall 4 a3l o= W2
sl 055 =W3
- 2l agiad 4
Bl 4y g da 13127 die Cadde o dabne duald AL WLST 4 i) Cliue G
sl ) Aastae alaaly Lenyjsis cdima add 2l dabadd) 450 0S5 Glld 2ay A28 15
.(Chukwuneme et al, 2020) ASsiudly
;9% cBlalas 2-10-2-3
o9l a1
dac) )l &gl s pla /de] H 5 ) 5w Aadll 8 deadiil o) jiall 301 gd CdA
b S il Caiall (e 3 saill 34T a3 Cua
Al Jall B30 ) 9dy yudaad 2
=) el a8 il sl il ey
Al Cade oF (a9 4383 5 341 %70 S5 JeaS aladiuly Ladaw )il sl g
38 10 82l 92 38 5 a 520 guall il 5 slas J sl

Skl slall aladinls dia WS gl cilie by

(khan et al., 2003) 4elus 24 sadl s sl 5 a da 0 5l cuida ¢

AR Gal 0 43 ) s A o Bl daSae 455000 Gl e B s Cuaia (]
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¢ S Al clalas 3-10-2-3
1ol Al jukal A
gu\@;\@;@@&}smm‘;&&w\s Uidal) 4 ,iSGl) Y jall Japliss o3
Bas) 5B jpertsa Jald 3y yha (e LehandB 2t s ) Al Asllad @Y jall (g 50 ~ Gl Glae juas
"o 37 Aany delu 24 3ad de el Gpan g (sdaall NLB oy (& 4,08 A S (g
.(Azeem, et al., 2022)
Seed inoculation with bacterial isolates 4l <y jally jodd) mdli B
faaditiall s Al g jaal) 5 Ada giaall s oD e 83 g sall 5 jliaal) Sl Y all Lants o
lurian — e leaili 5 ¥ el 381 &5 delu 24 a5 NB Glo Ll af dum T
Al i del 72 334l 530 3)) s da o 2ie &) FiaY) daalall 8 Leaa 5 &5 (L. B) (bacteria)
8 e il oy Gllh aay (3380 10 Bael g 4882\ 3 52 300) e DY 2l (5 S e 3 sk Jae
(OD 3¢l e Jsmandl dal o sl HU elall (0 ALE ClpaS Canai o3 (pellet) sl il 23
() aninall &5 KWl 32all) CFU mi?t (1019 Jalas Al gl 660 e =1)
.(Asadullah & Bano, 2018)
Al 8 Lgie) ) dele 24 s ouSll Al s 8 Addedd) Al 4l a3 A
. (Nasim&Bano,2014 ; Mubeen et al., 2021)
- 1A a0l 455 4-10-2-3
IS s el 24 JS (5)) Gliall (e il sive A5 dlale 3 ad e Al all calas)
BreviBacillus <Bacillus subtilis) 4 siS &V je 4wy (Aele 72 IS ) delu 48
,Azotobacter chroococcum 1 « p.fluresens< p.putida ¢« choshinenensis
G g dlalae JST ) S &M 5 | (5 uiSh 181 53 Aldlaa 5 (AzOtobacter chroococcum 2

A Jsaal
i) el g g 4y Sl Y Jad) (6-3) Jsa
alaal) il gia 4Kl AL ¢ g
Ll 72 K g, delu g8 K,y deln24 K, (dele ¢y 529) Control
delu 72 S ) el 4B IS o) delu 24 JS (5 Bacillus subtilis
delu 72 S ) delu 4B JS o) delu 24 JS (5 BreviBacillus
el 72 Sy deludB IS g, delu24 K s) Pseudomonas putida
el 72 S, deludB IS g, el 24 K, Pseudomonas fluresense
Lelu72 K, delud8 K s, delu24 K s, | Azotobacter chroococcum 1
el 72 Sy deludB IS g, el 24 K s) Azotobacter chroococcum 2
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-1 Al @l pdipal) s g a5 11-2-3

Measurement of transpiration il Jara pals A
s a0 AR ke Ay il o) ) & el s (i (33 5k e il Jare (el o
Sl e ol ylad Adlia) Ciad | jladall slall (30 Je 20 (e (s sind Aals j Ol Sy (& <l all)
il Y a8 a3 a3 V) (sl i a3 @l g ¢ Al G el (5108 aial oLl el
ypaai] (a3l <l phad 4 ple + S+ Clils) e JSI 0 o)) Jas bl a sl J3g AL 6 30l
Alabes JS (e 52 gkl L) dueS
adl o il Jane (el iy (i) ) slall bl lass ) 585 5 At
.(Maylani et al., 2020) <l/ps: /ol a5 Lo T ysma 53 skl el Ape
Strength of seedling 53l 548 jats B
Glplll gl padd 3y Hhdall elally cilue g Gl bl pea &5 4l el any
e 3all s o5 s mmdll £ sandll e (53l g sanall Juab 3 AN Jud sar (iasibdl)
e 5l Glall &35l o 1) g ie 5 (°p 40) A L (Al (A Cadia o5 (ST (5 sl
(Talukder et al., 2022) :¥alaadl M (po & 50l 3 8 Cuaea 5 Alabaa JSI (5 piadl)

_ Shoot weight (mg)
~ Shoot length (cm)

Seedling strength (mg cm™1)

Stress Intensity Agay) Bad uld .C
Galall ¢y 50 e Talaie) 5 (Fischer & Murrer 1978) i sk caus slga ) 504 Casd
- AV Aabaal) (pe Cinis g ) jalll

Stress intensity =1 - (Ysi / Ypi)

Ol palall Alelaal Calall (5 6l = Ysi
(3aa) ala (50 Ll Aldadd sl 550 = Ypi
Stress tolerance index Agay) Jead Jula @ D
43, )l s Stress tolerance index index STI)) aliall slga ) Jesd Jiby (uld o3
AV Asbaal) Caaa 5 bl Glall 00 e alaie YL &ld 5 (Shetty et al,.1995)
STI = (Ypi x Ysi) / Ypi?
) G

Stress tolerance index index ea! Jasi Jida = ST
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Gl o) Adaled) aladl 5 6l = Ysj
(3ok) s 50 Gl bl Alelaad ) 5 4l = Y

Cell membrane stability index: (o D) LR A ) i) o |

double- ddH20 (853 sa sall <l s3¥) 220 o 2l Adall elie ) jiiu) pdise 2aa o
fle 200 —ulaii 5 (2017) <0535 Singh 5 (2009) «wsuals Guo G distilled water
Onan i ddH,0 Je 20 Ao ssing sl (8 Lenngs ae 5 Jisha Leaakailis (31 ) 5Y) (e
Jstaall dplia 5 G (b 2l A0 elia) e A jall 5l ja da o die delu 12 52l calsY)
s Jlicly (E.C-meter CM-21P, TOA Corp, Japan) 4l el 4l ¢l (e ala a0l
(s oy oy o5 4880 15 53al Ay 53 An 32 100 Y Jstaall & oy o5 ¢(E.C 1) 4 sY) ka5l
CE.C 2 54500 oSl Alya sill (1l oy 5 4 530 A 50 25
. (Salsinha et al ., 2020) 404l &pall st o4 [SM dus

P EC1
IS (%4) = [1—m]}{100%

Chlorophyll stability index g sl A ) i) il
GsY) oda Ciangy leashiiy Hhiall slall aladinly 31 5Y) (e aile 100 Jud o
& i) il IS I DMSO e Ja 10 a5 il ) S5 00 & liia) Canlil 8 dadaial)
pabiaial Junasd o3 4583 15 8301 43 530 60 5)a Aa 2 die Sl plea (8 JLEAY) Canlil umn
Gsd A S oal) gLl 93 3a gl Ciuball uliie e sia il 645 - 663 e dallaall
(.BioEra Ltd <ELIT :z3 saill) Aaudill
A Dl lasiuly 5 50 S Ul 4l
100 x (shapall s )5l Maa) / Slgal) con s 5lSH Meal) = (% CSI)
. (Pawar & Kamble , 2015)
Moisture content (%) measurement G Al s giaall pali |G
(A (3 il LS g Ly eda jla sl 33 3 el 8 4y gl )l (5 gina (i)
O on ek A sl 8 Allaall Al e Jiand s daisall (31 55Y) il 8 sl
O35 e Aagill s 13) 3155V b 52 pall Ayl i Ulawiens e a1 (31559
. (Jabeen et al ., 2023) 4 skl s isa Ao Jrasivd ccalal)
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Apal) Cadad oy I ey le ) (3 Al (0 2l R10 005 & s sle s 0y A
b Al 5y sle) Lo Jaad Aysie a0 110-105 4550 pa A 50 0t b Aol 24 50d]
Al Aabaall aladinly 43 sk I (5 giae paad g Ay slall ()

Mn = ((Ww-Wd)/Ww) x 100
N salall (e (7) dasha )l (5 sine = M i Cus
Al Qb ) 55l = WW

Ladaill g el 5 9 = W

Statistical Analysis (Slaa¥) Julail) 12-2-3
bl clls s Completely Randomized Design delSll ) sdial) aveaill Jasial

6 sina e ilaladdl Clan sia (4l (L.S.D) aff Ciadie] 5 @ gulall aladiidy Lilasl
.(Steel & Torrie 1997) «_ouill a4 (0.05) Adlaial
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Results and Discussion LGB g gailidl) -4

Bacillus LAis: paidddy Je 1-4
Bacillus spp i e 1-1-4

Adadlas i (e iliad) (e (et ddline Ghalia (e 4y i die 60 aan a3 Al yall o0
o Al Gliall aaea e Bacillus spp . LS (e 48 &Y je (e J sl a5 cdusniall ¢35 S
Nutrient das s alasiul xie L je al jall L Sl cldal daias 4 jelae Cliia @l Al | Lgzen
LSl e gl Laidle Uas 5 45 <5 ggar

Cultural & Microscopic Characteristics 4gaall 54 3 cliali]-1-1-4

«Nutrient agar «lall Jall s e L o3 ) Bacillus spp . LS < ekl
(ISl 4 peme L S ¢ cal K danal dan s ¢ daliiie je ol g (an (6 cld Adla Gl jeriine
(Elkholy et al ., 2023) ae bl oda uddl gi g A oY CuilS Lpany g ol ) ganall 45 584

A Al de ) e (e 4y peandl LSl Al sad Gailiad jedai Al Ol jentiosal) sl (Sa
Adinall 4 geanl) L Sl HLERY ALl o) sl Cadaill 51451 jall Aasall any S S0 Ll
LAY jedat  JSEl dadatia jie ¢ 3 pdiia s 308 de ) Yiwall Gl jariiall 65 L Bale | LA
Lab sl o WIAN e S o5 gsing Leddle 5 g pmae JS8 e eaall i 4 unal)
{(Foysal & Lisa, 2018) aaiia lelany Laa el jla 2l 8 3y sy

e )l cleall J3A g« Bacillus spp LasiSa @Y je e cayaill Bale Ay
G e (il ia (5 gaae on LS e b e Ualfs Y)Y jall G Gua | Ay el
Olae¥) el yatall ¢ A sgd) alsall A ) S A dalall £ 500 G S (LS 5 ol K drpial
el A s Vgl g A a g1 68 5 gall Ol LAY il ulal e s LS
. (Sanchez-Ledn et al ., 2023) Bacillus spp. LS gaddi 2ty dyy sl

Pseudomonas spp . LSy peiddd s J3e 2-1-4
Pseudomonas spp . LS Jje 1-2-1-4

Y e o Jsanll o5 duaiall o3 S dddlas 3hlia (0 ddliae G i (e e 60 gas 2
Ll Unw s 223 53 King B medium b s Lo Wi 3 Pseudomonas spp . L ¢
LS e il
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Cultural & Microscopic Characteristics 4gaall 54 3 cliall 2-2-1-4

LS KingB medium <lall J3al) s Je Pseudomonas LS <yelkil

3,lallda jodie saill AL (ol S draal Al 3 penivsall Jga 3 guiadie o) jhia Alla €3 Gl perivue

Gl (A Ol periuall Jsa Ol o padia ol hia Alla ) sebs amy g (JSE) 4 geae L N5 <42 -4
O sl dasal G ge LAY ) e s (galiie W) ¢ guall

48 524l LI uma 3 a8F ) LT 3 (2020) ccrssads Hua goo sl 5l il i
Gl o jedal 5 aane o g dacls Lol ga I3 B i Ol janivss 4485 3 ¢y gie A 2 28 ie el

Azotobacter spp LS padudiy J e 3-1-4
Azotobacter LS Ji 1-3-1-4

e S Abilas (e AdliRa halie (3o lgaes o3 A 4 gl Glie (0 Aje 60 gon o
(o g sl 138 gall 2B dasi 1) 58 5 sucrose mineral salt (SMS) baws e e ) a8 5 Al
sl

Cultural & Microscopic Characteristics 4gaall s 4 30 ciliuall 2-3-1-4

dacls clule Gl jarine (SMS) bl J 3l Laws e Azotobacter LSy & ekl
cpaall Al ( JE I ) () Gn L Ll i s dgdalae Akl daiia Lgany 5 delaly
L5 S N Aygeas O Le Can ) 53 288 JISEY) 20a3 5 el LeSOY Tk, Sl 45 S L iUl
ale el dlle a5 (Saribay, 2003) 8 s W ik @l sl e LA L, Ja)
(ada el g Jghall b Adline Aludus JC5 Ul s daliine 2 Ao sana sl da 52 30 5l 83 500 Ll 2l 5
. (Krieg & Holt,1984) & 2, Wl

(EPS) sl i) cily Sl amia UMY Bacillus spp. LS <N e 4 £ 2-4

aady s LaaY Lgle Jganll 3 30 Bacillus spp Lis <Y e aea Camaadl
Aatiall Y Jall i (1-3) Jsaall, EPS U cilall ¢35 s U8 (e EPS gl et Yl
Gloa DA (e EPS 7Y Lete LSYI amaasi g LAY Calall 05 6l s EPSJ il o350 5 EPS
Bacillus LS (e &Y je (10) lail &3y (Wl calall o5l / EPS A alall o 55ll) Jaedll
. eV daxall i3 spp
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S A Cl Sul) ania WY Bacillus spp oS e e Al g (1-4) Jssad

/EPS ddiall 0l | pida YAl il 0l | EPS ddladl oish | 4, S 3,
LA Gl ¢y 8 A A/ pila
1.9 500 950 Bl
1.93 350 678 B2
1.75 410 720 B3
1,94 420 816 B4
1.57 402 633 B5
1.02 680 700 B6
1.82 500 912 B7
1.68 493 830 B8
1.53 424 650 B9
1.8 406 733 B10
1.87 320 600 B11
1.34 461 618 B12
1.42 483 690 B13
1.45 486 708 B14
1.29 700 906 B15
1.72 340 588 B16
151 330 650 B17
191 415 733 B18
2.22 350 600 B19
1.35 590 618 B20
25 -
2.22
, (19 9 194 L8 L g 187 1.91

=, 1.75 168 ' ‘ 1.72

'._3 1.57 T 153 ” 151

%’ 15 1.34 142 1.29 1.35

§ 1.02 |

= 1

"J,

3

% 05

Bl B2 B3 B4 B5 B6 B7 B8 B9 B10 B11 B12 B13 B14 B15 B16 B17 B18 B19 B20
Y el

. EPS gl b ls¥) culs (Al 5 Lglail &5 A (10)) Bacillus spp . <¥ e (1-3) Jsid)
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oA AN cil Suld) ssia WY Pseudomonas spp. LS e e Al & 3-4
e Lgle Jsamall o5 3l Pseudomonas Spp. L iSs &Y e asen il
EPS zLiy Leie LiSY) apaai s Lelid JLaay 45 yid e (60) oo Lo Sl s2a A8y J3e
Oos) EPS gL Jaaae (2-3) dsaall ey EPS Jalall s s A (4
(AU Giladl 550/ EPS 3 il

oA B al Sull amia WY Pseudomonas spp.butiss <N e Al 8 (2-4) Jeaad)

/EPS e {JJJM pila l-,diﬂvu’la.ﬂ a8 | EPS -U u’la:ﬂ s | 4 ) e,
LAl diladl ¢ 38l A A/ pila

1.94 360 700 Ps1
2.71 140 380 Ps2
2.45 240 590 Ps3
1.45 110 160 Ps4

3 220 660 Ps5

2 245 490 Ps6
1.67 310 520 Ps7
2.6 210 560 Ps8
1.16 530 620 Ps9
2.41 240 580 Ps10
1.95 252 492 Ps11
1.63 341 556 Ps12
1.6 330 540 Ps13
1.35 390 530 Ps14
1.82 412 751 Ps15
1.91 240 460 Ps16
1.83 311 570 Ps17
3.04 220 670 Ps18
1.72 233 573 Ps19
1.5 342 516 Ps20

—
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3.5 1
3 3.04

2.71 26

2.45 ;
25 241

1.94 2 1.95

2 1 : 1807911 g3 L7
1.67 163 16 )

1.45 15
15 - ‘ ‘ 135 .

1.16

0.5 -

LA Calall (56l / EPS alall ¢34l

0 .

13 o AN & Q N o 1\ Q
SR SR IR ARSI R SR SR PSS JEN GRS P P P PRI e IR
N )

EPS gl b WY cuils il 5 Lgldi) o3 A (10) I Pseudomonas spp. <Y s (2-3) Jsal

G olA A ail Sul) aaia WY Azotobacter spp. LS <Y e Al & 4-4
Lilee Lgile Jsanll o il Azotobacter spp . LosiS OY e asen Cin il

=8 Aaling 3hlie e Cimen 3 i ) sl e diie (20) G Lo S s 8 A0 5 J e
OO s IR (o EPS sy Lgie LY 2 oai s Lgilid JLaaY o3, S 4 lailas
oo /EPS sl )5 ) EPS zL5) Ja=a (3-3) dsaall Gruy . EPS 1 Glal)

(LAl Calsl
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A F AN cly Sul) amia g WY Azotobacter spp. Lk <N e AL £ (3-4) Jead)

/EPS W lall 35l [ pale LIAU Glall 5o [ e EPS W lall (ol [ )
LAl calall 54l A/ gl ETEN|
1.86 225 420 AZ1
2.25 320 720 A7Z2
1.88 170 320 AZ3
1.23 710 880 AZ4
1.4 500 700 AZ5
1.8 210 380 AZb6
2.2 195 442 AZ7
1.36 96 131 AZ8
1.94 180 350 Az9
2.06 320 660 Az10
12 100 120 AZ11
1.55 215 335 AZ12
1.15 320 370 AZ13
1.93 130 252 AZ1l4
2.7 100 270 AZ15
1.53 150 230 A7Z16
1.67 126 211 AZ17
1.42 190 270 AZ18
2.13 112 239 AZ19
1.32 250 330 AZ20
*] 2.7
25

3 - 22 206 2.13

3, 1186|188 L8 1.94° 1.93

4 1.67

;]') 1.55 153

Q15 - 14 1.36 - 142 || o

N 1.23 12 |11

3

g

J 05

DA > A* 4548 N AR D DN DD O NN 9 D
A A A At

O all

EPS gl 8 lsy) cuils A g Wgldsil o3 A (10) ) Azotobacter spp . ) <¥ e (3-3) Jsdd)

——
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S/ axde (12,22 N 1.02) on @l 5 EPS Uil dase G gy 2l Jglaadl e

ZUY) dsas sl 53 33 Pseudomonas spp LS il Wi« Bacillus spp LiSsl daally

1.15) o Azotobacter spp LSl EPS zUil dalas cua gl yig ¢ jil / aale (3.04 ) 1.16) O
C A el (2.7 S

L ySs s Bacillus spp LS o S e (10) sl & Legle J seand i il il (g
aY Lelail o5y EPS Uil 8 LSyl el iy sAzotobacter LiSil s Pseudomonas spp

il i 5 EPS J dadie cilS Y jall pen O (3-3) 5 (2-3) 5 (1-3) dishanll e Laadly
e Lyl il 555 ¢(Ranjbar et al ., 2021; Bhandary & Alagesan , 2024) e il o2
bl Jde EPS zWl aixy | (Hindersah et al ., 2017) s (Balikova et al ., 2022)
e Lyl ading 5 mall il 8 e auiny Gl 5 cdaus g 13g] b £l e iy pasviaadl) e )3l
058 Ladie EPS £l 8343 055 e Bale 5 cpH A gaall a3 53l jall da 2 Leie Lailadl) (iany
a3 Jora (oally EPS U o135 (Al-Abbasi, 2018) s s sl s &l juls g S i Jau gl
(PH=7) 0o dua seall da 3 Ciaal WS Liag o ol £ UY) Latny epmal) 358 (g el (72)
(Abou-Dobara et al ., 2014) . (8 -7) pH e zu¥1 55,0 dladh

o Lgile ) e s ) Lgaadi Ca g plal) die EPS Uil 8 <Y Jall i (1-3) Jsaall el
Y 2l EPS Uil & DAY ading g, Gumall il i85 daall ¢ 55 dim gen da 53551 s ds 0
ZU) & Gl aaiey L (Sathishkumar et al ., 2021) L _iSall sl Geaa DL & 53 e
Al 5o oLl LS GEPS gy i il cliad) s 4380550 Jal gl e sas) 5l AN ea EPS
ZUY 5 aal Cliall Cada ey AL (il EPS z W1 <l I (2015) Argianas sl
(Argianas, 2015) . EPS

Aa 35 335031 <l a5 S5 gyl (g 2ad) Jie A Jal sma EPS ) il of (S

Oe )l Gt aa ol ) Pseudomonas neibii264 EPS i «Jial) dus e 3 ) el
DAY a3 Wi (Williams & Wimpenny, 1978) 55050 <l o g S ae Gos 5 il
Of Sy dum (EPS zUl e 5igi il dagall ol 52l (00 Pseudomonas spp LSy (8 4l
B (JUd) dass e EPS (o dilise iS5 o) 53 Pseudomonas spp o 4lise <Yl g
5 38 Ly calginate s Pl s Pel die (EPS (e Jaid oo 5 f Taal s le 55 VDL (oany i
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LS Y pasd S 5 (Sandhya & Ali, 2015) ADE g1s¥1 oal @yl
Aplall il 8 e el 585 calginate o 3315 GleS g ) Akladl Pseudomonas spp
S alginate (sl Gadl Gl e il ) Bdalaall jue Y 2SS Y celld mag
(Balikova 48 saadll ol IS 3 K6 1S Ps| sl Pel L) alasiuly @l g oy paall 4022 Y)

etal ., 2022)

i EPS i)y Jes3 L¢iSey Pseudomonas  spp Lo i ¥ piaay
EPS i s ol jidum mdall 3 pallda s aloall Jheddline dgon 58 o pil
=28l bl Jaad ) a3 a8 Las clgall Gy b b (b Sl g
i (e EPS gl (e a5 SU jaimn JLal) s of o-Se dlla S5 Ly el
Pseudomonas = EPS ziY o5 S jaan Joadl s o yudadl G 2 s g (L)
Sl ol o%a (Sandhya & Ali , 2015) .sleay! s, 5 algay iyl Jb 8 putid
355 5= O O-Say el Qo (e ALEN Galadd) 5 g 5 Jie Ay Joal 520 EPS L)
&8 O oS AT @Y je (s iy 4l Y Sl a8 EPS L) o () 36530
(JUal Jaas (e | EPS (e Adlide ciluaS 5 Lel il Azotobacter spp (e d-dlise ¥l
Cag b J b b sl Aee s S jiliad Bt ul EPS (e o jall V) (aey i 08
Coail (JU) d (e EPS (e s SU s JLia) s of S d) s as s
Ay pdmadS sy S -4 Gaes e dc ) 3all Azotobacter  spp oS
— 5 ailly A )lae l—alisy EPS 7l sa—a s Jane 0—S15 <EPS (53— S
. (Vargas-Garcia et al ., 2002 ; Gauri et al ., 2012) <k <)

@Yje ganl (Sa EPS U e o)l Jie ALl il 2say Sim o Sa
ey Jady Y 8 AN andl o s (B o800 aa s 2 EPS iy seli of AzOtobacter spp
e V) 05 S5 b 3aaaall g Hlall oy ISl cilaae ) ol agdl 4y 5 5 e EPS 1) 8 cladtial) s
wAY) o S (Hindersah et al ., 2017) bl sai 3 i s AL& calaall Jaa g ¢y gaal
O dalse 330 e de ganal disdhg a EPS (8 520SY) ilaliae Jalis of ddia cap 14 100 8
s sSalall Lol Y1 0 5K  ASaedl W i e clsd JS5) 2aind EPS 8 300SY) Cilalias 3 )08
ATl S 3 sa 5 e (5 Al Aadil s Ll 13 1) 5 o 0% (2015) €505 Li 2T LS
Li et al., ) 2adal jualiall y i s ol 5 clagiall Jie alall EPS Galiiue 8 80083 33l
(2015
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cildal) Gy Jaad 8 Sl AL a8 5.4
lalnl JEYI Y 3o 10 ) Jlia) &8 EPS gl e Llid s jladl @ jall aran auiad 22y
sl aasi 8 e g aliall Jaad e LIS o8 L 5 S (0 EPS

cilal) Cig b Jaad 8 Bacillus spp Liiss <N je LlE i85 1.5-4
, B2, B7, B1, B10, B16, B3,B11) EPS - Lalisl JISYI @Y 3l 5010 ksl e
DS) 8 Ased] Lgaimy ol IS (e aldal) Ao glaal LS 5 Lelild aaail ) 5300 ( B19, B4,B18
(B19) Al 5 (B4) a5 gilia) i s (%25 « %20 « %15 %10 960) PEG G iulliia
OD (0.730) 5 (0.730) seill 3US Fad sty 3) ¥ ol Aoy (g0 Db ST iS5 My sime Ui 585
(4-3) o8 Jsaadh e WS I 5 e
ciliall dagliall Bacillus spp LSy <Y e 3sS (4 -4) ad ) Jgaad)

Polyethylene glycol concentration Isolate

Average %25 %20 %15 %10 0% No
0.560 0.340 0.440 0.560 0.630 0.830 B11
0.450 0.310 0.400 0.410 0.510 0.620 B3
0.386 0.290 0.320 0.390 0.410 0.520 B16
0.468 0.320 0.370 0.390 0.530 0.730 B10
0.720 0.570 0.590 0.660 0.840 0.940 B1
0.528 0.390 0.450 0.510 0.580 0.710 B7
0.730 0.530 0.600 0.740 0.810 0.970 B2
0.730 0.490 0.580 0.610 0.710 0.980 B18
0.730 0.560 0.640 0.770 0.820 0.950 B4
0.730 0.550 0.650 0.720 0.800 0.930 B19

0.023 0.051 L.S.D

0.435 0.504 0.576 0.664 0.818 Jaxall

0.016 L.S.D

cilial) g b Jaad & Pseudomonas spp LusiSs oY e Aid a8 2.5.4

Ps16 Ps3 « Ps8 «Ps2 «Ps18 «Ps5) EPS Ji kil SiSYI &Y all (e 10 sl o

ad] Loy a3 A (e iliad) Ao laal LS 5 el (A5 e Ps] <Ps11 <Ps10 «Ps6

(Ps5) & all (i) cuinsi s (%25 « %20 « %15 «%10 « %0) PEG600 (1 4liia 3 i

(0.802) 5(0.768) saill 43S Cualy ) <Y jall 4y (e Slani ST 5 L sina LS (PS18) 4 jall
(5-3) e dsaadh e LS (A5l e
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ciliall dagliall Pseudomonas spp L 5iS <N e 3eUS (5 - 4) Jgaad)

Polyethylene glycol concentration Isolate
Average %25 %20 %15 %10 0% No
0.768 0.540 0.710 0.750 0.880 0.960 Ps5
0.802 0.550 0.770 0.860 0.910 0.920 Ps18
0.750 0.550 0.690 0.760 0.810 0.940 Ps2
0.589 0.353 0.480 0.560 0.670 0.880 Ps8
0.558 0.310 0.460 0.610 0.630 0.780 Ps3
0.512 0.380 0.420 0.440 0.540 0.780 Ps16
0.525 0.450 0.303 0.470 0.600 0.800 Ps6
0.525 0.440 0.510 0.570 0.590 0.890 Ps10
0.525 0.290 0.350 0.283 0.560 0.870 Ps11
0.525 0.370 0.440 0.470 0.680 0.800 Ps1
0.044 0.098 L.S.D (0.05)
0423 | 0513 | 0577 | 0687 | 0862 Average
0.031 L.S.D (0.05)

sl gk Jaad A Azotobacter spp.lsiSs <N e AliB 3 354

Az10 <Az19 <Azl <Az3 <Az14 <Az9) EPS Jlalul JSYI Y jall (e 10 i)

(Az6 <Az2 <AZ7 <Az15
O Al 30 58 dsad] Loy a8 DA (g Cilinl) Ao glid LS 5 Leilils e ) il
(AZ15) U 5 (AZ2) el & gliall ity (%25 ¢ %20 « %15 %10 « %0) PEG
Oxe WS il e 5 (10.586) 5(0.582) OD 1 el curly 3) ¥ ol Ay (g0 Dlaad SiST LS

(6-3) Jsaalb
ciliall daglial) _Azotobacter spp LS <N e BsUS (6 - 4) Jgal)
Polyethylene glycol concentration solat
solate
Average %25 %20 %15 %10 0% No
0.526 0.270 0.380 0.440 0.660 0.880 Az6
0.582 0.310 0.540 0.610 0.680 0.770 Az2
0.578 0.320 0.580 0.620 0.670 0.700 Az7
0.586 0.450 0.530 0.540 0.680 0.730 Az15
0.548 0.310 0.490 0.540 0.660 0.740 Az10
0.576 0.380 0.520 0.590 0.660 0.730 Az19
0.534 0.330 0.410 0.600 0.660 0.670 Azl
0.534 0.310 0.400 0.400 0.560 0.690 Az3
0.534 0.180 0.350 0.510 0.720 0.820 Az14
0.534 0.180 0.320 0.360 0.720 0.840 Az9
0.026 0.058 L.S.D(0.05)
0304 | 0452 | 0521 | 0667 | 0.757 Average
0.018 L.S.D(0.05)
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Ps18) s Bacillus spp LS ¥ 3o (10 (B2 5 B19) @ jall o)) ey &l 038 (e g
Azotobacter LS &Y je (= (Az2 5 Az15) s Pseudomonas spp LiSa &Y je (5 (PS5
Galaall gyl Jaas L pa8 sl Cilel jaY Lladil 55 EPS zlal b s @Y el el spp
Gy

EPS gl a1 ilial) slealy 5 J85 Batie Y e 4258 3 EPS gl (Jlea) s
Pseudomonas LS (Ps18) & jall cuaiil sagaall jie g ylally & jlae Caldall alea) 33b ) as
LSS (PSB) Aall Leali ¢(0.802) waly 3 aldll slea¥) Jha (3 EPS (e 4S8 (e spp
e B Yo Bacillus spp LS @Y e il Law |, (0.768) <l Pseudomonas spp
LA S zlal Jaee J8 Wl (B2 5 B19) 0l 21 (0.730) <l Pseudomonas spp LS
sda bl iy il e (AZ2 5 Az15) <Y =11 (0.582 50.586) —aly Azotobacter spp
. (Yaseen et al ., 2020) z= galull

A Clalea) Jb 8 AN & s <l a5 Sl Ll sk oy cLin et al. (2014) s

8005 e EPS Zaalii) L3530 5 oo Ghosh et al. (2019) Jé (e cusal Al o il 5 dabiss

(Linetal ., 2014 ; . Pseudomonas spp s Bacillus spp LS 8 calaall algal <l giua
Ghosh et al., 2019)

LSl Y (e Al EPS <Y e of 1 (2019) «os0a) s Tsegaye Wil L

Jl & 4l (2019) « Margesins Collins Jbils Adlisa algal ok yie Taa sati of (Ko
e LA dlead Lazall 4lain) ] (e s S EPS ddall dal) Sl i calga ) sk
L2019 ; Awalsl) clind) g A o u LEE) HalaS EPS Jans Al gall i dua LAl Cag il

.(Collins & Margesin Tsegaye et al ., 2019)
Ciliall Alaatall g EPS  Lalil) JASY) e 5all g g gasl) il 4-5-4
Bacillus spp Luiss ciliall Alaaiall g EPS 2 Lol jisY) e jall (5 gaa pansll i) 1-4-5-4

2 A lgle Juanidl Bacillus LsiSs &Y je e 4 s saiSl) ilia gadll ¢ ja) 2ie
S Y Gandl 0 15T LS AS jaia g ol e danal daa ge CilS Y ) aes o el Al 0l
C(7-3) s> (A LS sl
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3815V GSE 2y uaal) aay g () sSe Jeny leall (i) sl e L iUl e 3 3)
(Paul et al,. 2021) LiSdloda ey le o

S ) ladind s 6 U g 3 Al dlag) e 5 3all Bacillus spp bl da o 55
. (Turnbull, 1996) ¢ =3 4 S sSig 02 925

Pseudomonas b S; ciliall dlaaiall g EPS dlalii) sy e jall ¢ gaa sansll (adal) 2-4-5-4
Spp

J—asidl Pseudomonas Ly @YV 3o (e A gn sl Glaagadll ¢ y o) 2 ie
SV g 5N o LAY E e S Y Sall poen o ) Al all o3 a8 Lgdle
A 5o Lgil LS A€ jaia g ol j& aal Adlu s (Idowu et al.,2006) a—e <L1d (331 53
a3 5 D) el A S jal) jldal 8 g ellh Sl il 5 ) el JlgaY
MacConkey agar medium by e saill Gl S5l 50 HpS zlil s iy <)
(7-3) dsa (A LS | Aaa ge Ll o dy Jassll (5l i

Azotobacter L sSs ciliall A_taatiall g EPS - lali) 5sY) e jall (g g gansll paidudil) 3-4-5-4
Spp

oo A& lede Juasiall Azotobacter LS &Y je Ao 4 gs gal) Cilia sadll ¢ ja) 2ic

o ) o2 ) g1 a0 V) g SaSH (5 LAY dan ge il Y el aaan Ol o) Al )

o 0S (0 %L (G saill e AN ) o LS A4S jaia g ol 2 Al 4l 5 (Idowu et al.,2006)

& saill (e oS4l &l L (Sachin, 2009) 4sle Jias Lo ae il o328 (3455 5 Glycerol s NaCl

Azotobacter owia gl il anal dalu il maad J il e Adladl 380 3 o) 3) J i % 0.1

Jsanll 8 e o8 WS Jsai) 200 e 48 Leds (Revillas et al ., 2005) g <l il 5
(7-3)
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& Juadll

Azotobacter s Pseudomonas spp ¢« Bacillus spp LS 4z g sassll g 4 jglaall i LAY (7-4) Jsaad

Spp
Azotobacter spp Pseudomonas spp | Bacillus spp sy -
(Az15 , Az2) (Ps18 , Ps5) (B2, B15) '
- - + plg drpa 1
dﬂ:ﬁjj‘jjﬂ 4 sac JRAN & gne el 2
Al s ¥ Ay sl 5 A0l 8 ) s 4 5 el ok 3
+ + + Catalase test 4
+ + - Oxidase test 5
+ - - Urease test 6
+ + - Indole test 7
- + - Methyl Red 8
- + + Kovac’s 9
+ + + Citrate Test 10
+ + + S all Hlidl 11
- - + Gl sl dra (585 e AL |12
N 0 0 NaCl %(13 iicéi‘l fr— ALl 13
+ n n Jsid %0.1 B seill e LN | 14
+ + + Gelatin hydrolysis 15
n + n °C42-°C4 16
- + Lactose 17
+ - n H2S 18
+ + + BES\S 19

dagiiaa sV (n) , e dagiio(- ), das ge dagiin(+)

Cumdd i cciliall Saat SV EPS I lalil ) il 4,086 <Y e Ca Cuadld
L gn seSl) il LsaYL Gile 5 Vitek-2 <dll Sleas (B2 « B15 <Ps5 Ps18) <Y e
( Az2 <Az15)

S Ciae g sa il s sesSll Clia gmill g (5 jeaall Ganidll miln ) 1ot
(8-3) Jsaall 8 (e Lalie @Y 32l Cumd s ((Logan & Vose |, 2009)

—
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4l N ) el (8 -4) Jsa

casdial) Qi) ey | @

Bacillus subtillis B2 1
BreviBacillus Choshinenensis B15 2
Pseudomonas Putida Ps5 3
Pseudomonas Fluresense Ps18 4
Azotobacter chroococcuml Az2 5
Azotobacter chroococcum?2 Az15 6

sciliad) (i g i cai 3 ) ol i) e B Ay ) e ) il 6-4

A Y el s A sime i g 8 a3 ) Jilaill 5 (9 - 3) Jsaall G
A0Sl A Jall 53 3) Calaa) algaY A jaall ol Ll i iV ane 330 ) L8 p<0.05 (5 siase e
(%90) sl 324 4wy 5 (gm/ plant/ hour 0.247) ill Jase e Liae b Azotobacter?
Pseudomonas putida 48l A jall Lol g (ilaall dia e pee <l jaldl ) 3 jlasndly 45 5laa
(% 79) aly giill 8aly ) A

iyl ;\M‘B)J—J\k—!\)ﬁuuuu_ﬁg‘}_mu&u&\mdjuﬂ%
3y Wl 4 lalacaic (0.284) o C:‘_'J\ Jrae amedi) 3 Cal aall by gt wa 33 3o al aall
(% 43.3) @il paliadl d 53eLe 72 S s Aldae e (0.161) I

Sy st s (g )-tS F LAl G L (g sire JAaT 2 pa g a8 sl 8 il

ClS A e 4 Kl Y el W sd dailall col jalll <l Jaee o)) 288 Calaal)

4.5 <1l 3 Azotobacter chroococcum 2 LS dadlall @l ol ase cils 1 (0.410)
Aclu24 S
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cilial) Cig a cuati 3 A0 Cl ol i) e ama Juda B 4 sl e Jad) il (9 - 4) Je

g/hour/plant il ¥
):::j: Aelu72 Js 4 | Aeludg dsay, | Aelung Juay, | S St o
0.137 0.090 0.140 0.180 Control
0.220 0.180 0.220 0.260 Bacillus subtilis
0.193 0.190 0.140 0.250 BreviBacillus
0.233 0.160 0.259 0.290 Pseudomonas putida
0.227 0.210 0.220 0.250 Pseudomonas fluresense
0.130 0.140 0.160 0.350 Azotobacter chroococcum 1
0.247 0.160 0.170 0.410 Azotobacter chroococcum 2
0.023 0.040 L.S.D (0.05)
0.161 0.186 0.284 Caliall il Jana
0.015 L.S.D (0.05)

O WSy Al Azotobacter LS of Sd Gl 5 Al Glal 5o ae gliall sda i)
ol e Clisse e Aleall s saill Cilalaie 2] @y 6 Loy clill gad 3y 3 & g 1550 i
. (Dey etal., 2017) <bieall clall Gabiatial Jaaas g 4y )3l

T e omdlae e IS8 QM8 O Sy Ly Sl G o (A il pall ey e

i (e ANl palinll (alaiial g4 yill 4 sk ) Gultial 5 38 JAA e Ll

0 i) e JB Bacillus  subtilis b i 7285 o (Zhao et al.,2017) il cJLiall
Jslaall it adll il

¥z 85508 334 ) ) ool Giliadl (e il Agay) of diclen 5 (2016) Zlatev 2

U glas 8 il Y ara e Bale 3 Cilaall dlgay (i il Al QLS el sle il 8 i)

5 Y Ge sl s el hass ) 13 o o Say @l aa s A8 A S e sldl GaliataY

3ol 35 sdadl sbually 3 sanall Slae¥) Gy ¢ jieall 300 il (8 Al alga) I cilaall ga
.(Lisar et al., 2012) zull <xYaee

sdlialdl Cig ol i B AN <l o) Ay gan 98 98 B Ay Sl < el il 74

e Leiislie 5 bl dypa B LSl <Y el g 5 (10-3) saad) G
LSl Gl (11-3) Jsaal) B say)sl) il Camaa gl 8 5 LSl dadldl e el ol
Ciia M5 (0.253) <l 2l 4y e 31,50 JSY) AL 5ell 4 Azotobacter chroococcum (2)
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s Azotobacter chroococcum (1) & el Leali 5 5 AN ¥ jadl Bl ae 45 ke 4y 5ina 5
Azotobacter e (e IS (% 51.9 ) 5 ( % 84.6 ) sl &l bl 4y pan 8 30L ) A
Sl ol & g 45 Hlae MVl e Azotobacter chroococcum (1) s chroococcum (2)

(5 ohl) LS Y Sally dnile e

(0.147) 5(0.201) <uilS 3 <l ol 4 o Jara 3150 T a0 Calaall el e < il LS
L Sl Ay s dare OIS (A 3 phaand) pe &5 8e Legia SV el 72 ¢ 48 amy s 00 S
LV (e el 24 229 (0.194)

iy Aol 48 amy sl (e 18l SV 58 Aol 72 200 0 ) (10-3) Jsand) @il (e Jaa )
CAelu 24 2 s ML A e dele 723 )l (0 (% 23.3) aly (alids)

el 5 Slan) (Bl alall il i 54 Kl &Y el cp L Jaladll LS

& Azotobacter chroococcum (2) LoyiSda Ldaall aie s il ol MA 5m 4 o8

prc) Alalaall &l ol A a1 (0.080) ded S8 s (s 8 (Aol 48) 2ay 5 -
(Aol 72 22 5l ae L Sl el

cilial) ci gl caat 5 A <l o) Ay gua 9898 (s (B A el e ) LA (10-4) Jgia

mgem-1 <kl 3 g8
{‘j‘;:’:“ Rolu72 g4, | Aeladg dsay, | dslu2a dsay, [T A e
0.137 0.080 0.160 0.170 Control
0.180 070.1 0.180 0.190 Bacillus subtilis
0.180 0.150 0.180 0.210 brevi Bacillus
0.153 0.130 0.140 0.190 Pseudomonas putida
0.157 0.110 0.170 0.190 Pseudomonas fluresense
0.207 0.120 0.240 0.260 Azotobacter croccuml
0.253 0.190 0.290 0.280 Azotobacter croccum?2
0.027 0.046 L.S.D (0.05)
0.147 0.201 0.194 caliall 5l Jans
0.018 L.S.D (0.05)

3 AN <l ol Ay gan g5 8 Ao A Sl culaglall Aglan¥ e il bl jall (e el )
Y el il of (2002) wieles s Egamberdiyeva s s s aliall Jaria Canli ¢ jiuall

gai g iV cpeat ) 3 Bacillus subtilis s Pseudomonas fluorescens — 4 ,isyll
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Ahadinly malll o) elaly Caliall Cagyk b 3 s M @l by B dleaY) Jesds sdall
Osaall saiy il 58 a3 ) sal Bacillus subtilis sAzotobacter chroococcum
.(Yang et al., 2014) Al deal¥) oyl b A5, 8 calaal) Jaad

Pseudomonas s Bacillus subtilis alaaicly & il =adlill o Zabe A )0 A
(Zhang <sléal) cagpla Jlal Ja a3 93 )3 <BES gai g i) (puni ) (591 @€rUginosa
.etal., 2018)

sdlialdl Ci gyl caati 3,3 <l jalyd slgay) Bad Jla B 4y sl e el il 8-4

iy sisal A prall 3,00 il oy A Calaall SleaY) sad G (11-3) Jsaadl 8 gl iy
(0.657 I 0.817) S a8 5 jliaall diull 4y i) Y ally Alelaal) vie dalida Calia

« Pseudomonas putida ¢« BreviBacillus <Bacillus subtilis <Y 31l e J<
Azotobacter <Azotobacter chroococcum (1) <«Pseudomonas fluresense
5(0.960) dailall ye <l bl A alea) 328 el cilaw Gua M5l e chroococcum (2)
@Y =l N dwally Wl Azotobacter chroococcum (1) dailall <ol bl 8 algal 3 il culass
Azotobacter chroococcum ) LS (we J8 (S (S15 dlgaY) 528 Cuadd 338 48001 uedl)
Y el AL e Tolia) T8 )l cuia 5 (1)

72 ¢ Al 48 a3 () b siually slea V) sad 8 4 gina 33 ) s e Y O il iy
24 dSS S co‘).L:\.u&Li :\lql.m) aasldl) P Q\thﬂ J\.@A:}!\ b.luu Z\_IJuA (0937 ’0721) (:\.c\..u.:
(0.594) 5330 e <l 0Ll e % 57.7 il 53 50 (0.840) Al cilS Cum (Aol

L i zlill) dlalae calaef 28 <l pall) 3 alea) 308 (dd 8zl s i Jalaill K LS
oalias) Ay 5 (0.310) ey el 325 8l (42l 24 5 Y ae AzOtobacter chroococcum 2
Gl sive e Bagaadl 3 500l g sagaall ye <l oLl ae et lie vie (% 72.32) 5 (% 63) sy

Aclu 72 2y s )l dlea
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i) ci gl ciat B A ol jald lgaY) Bad Jala A Ay il e el (11-4) Jsa

SgaY) 5ok Jida

“‘:L;jj“ Aol 72 g4, | deludg Jsay | el 2a gsay, | BT Sl e
0.960 1.120 0.920 0.840 Control
0.817 0.910 0.750 0.790 Bacillus subtilis
0.727 0.920 0.710 0.550 BreviBacillus
0.777 0.950 0.710 0.670 Pseudomonas putida
0.667 0.970 0.619 0.420 Pseudomonas fluresense
0.653 0.720 0.660 0.580 Azotobacter chroococcum 1
0.657 0.970 0.690 0.310 Azotobacter chroococcum 2
0.045 0.078 L.S.D (0.05)
0.937 | 0721 | 0.594 calial) il Jaea
0.029 L.S.D (0.05)

G ciliall e il slea) Gag ki Pseudomonas putida - sl cilils wali )f

Ci€ai g Amlall i 6 jlie o gaa) 23] g Ailad) alall (5 sima s Caladl/z SUall ()5 sl At (pens

Mga Y aad AN i) 5 8 Gauead s i dll (03 S DS 4413 gaPseudomonas putida
. (Kéalman et al ,. 2023) <sleall e mll)

Aga¥ clwdle 8 Lalias) oy glil Bacillus  spp — 3 <l a8l ¢
il Ll il o i O 8 s ptsel) 3 s 2l glle e sl
(Azeem et al., 2023) ey 52k e

A3 Cia (e dllad S Azotobacter Spp <Y exs gkl o)) Adl il Cid SS

ae )l cslall 5 1) 3ol ) () ol sl Laa siderophore L) 5 a gl gall g la s al)

Lgale Sy ae )l ciladl 05 o0 e a3 3 Aailal) e clally 4 lae culill gl )
. (Shirinbayan et al., 2019)

Pseudomonas 43— 3 Al gl of salie Uil ) 1 sla 535 ((Sandhya et al., 2009)
g 3k 8l eUae ) g Calaal) da glie sy bl sad ausd ) ol putida

(Pandey et al., 2000 ; Hugh 4l <l jall 835 50 51 ailisl) ae il o2a (58 5
peall Adlal) salall 5 il g i) of e gaii Sl <et al., Richard 2003; Gakir, 2004)
(Pervez et al., 2004 ; Suralta e Load il 515 Caliall e iUl algay) 308 2l 35 ae Liaddl|
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O ) Alga ) ) el 4 oS (8 sl daa ol 3l el e 2l Cua cet al., 2010)
Pseudomonas s Pseudomonas fluorescens_sBacillus pumilus LSl o) aa 5 cileal)
Slaall Bagae Ay A sbially (U alae) a3 Ae giia b A g ol Glaudl Je fis putida

s cilial) Cig ks caali B Al cul pald lga) Jaad Jala A 4 sl e el i 9.4

A gina 8 5 58l 5 lan ) Jalail il < jedal G (12-3) Jisaall 8 gl <o L

g 3] Caldad) alga @l bl Jaad B 334 ) 8 p<0.05 (s s e A Sl Y el o

4oy 5 (3.800) Jaai dids Jaza el illacly Azotobacter chroococcum 1 a Sl 4 jall

B Sl A3 Ly (aliall Aia jee el oll) ) okl &5 (%6 107) il 5305
(% 91 ) @y Jaall 408 521 ) 4s Pseudomonas putida

ub;ﬂu‘):.d\ c.\‘)s.ml\ 3‘)3]\ Q\JJMM@U&#WUAEM\MJJM\ ‘).@_L:;\
(2.414) S 3kl Adlas i (2.700) (e Siliall Jasil) BLE Cuadlil 3] liall (5 sisa B3l 3y
(%10.59) Caaly (alidd) s 5 el 72 JS ()l ddalas e

Calinll L ginsa s (5 S I s La g sine JAI5 3 s 5 e s Jsaal b ilil) amm

(4.6) Jaaill Jdal A e 5 45 5l Y 3l W s dailad) ol jolall Jaacll 2008 Cand ) 28

Aadlall &l bl ae ((Azotobacter chroococcum 1) 4 Sl A jall (g ,iSall ALl e s
cAele 48 JSh Ay a5l 52

Cilial) il a5 3 ot algay) Jaad il B Al e el s (12-4) dssa

Agay) Jaad Jala
J;‘;‘; :’j‘ Aol 72 g4, | Aeludg dsay | el 2a gsay, | B Sl e
1.833 1.000 2.400 2.100 Control
3.000 2.400 3.600 3.000 Bacillus subtilis
2.533 2.200 3.100 2.300 BreviBacillus
3.500 3.000 4.100 3.400 Pseudomonas putida
2.267 2.100 2.400 2.300 Pseudomonas fluresense
3.800 2.400 4.600 4.400 Azotobacter chroococcum 1
1.833 1.500 2.000 2.000 Azotobacter chroococcum 2
0.273 0.472 L.S.D (0.05)
2414 | 2971 | 2.700 caléal) il Jaea
0.178 L.S.D (0.05)
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e 53 bl 3k A e sl Jead 35 g Ll ged 3885 B.Bacillus LS o 2

3 i) ada g lidaall Ay s s 5 Alall <l ga yedl 334 ) 5 Siderophore (slas Jie s il

Fonseca et Sl dlea¥l Jasd (e 1% Busubtillus LS < Sy ) 5 ddle Slal ) ase
. (al.,2023)

Sl cae Bl o il e Wgi 08 818 & Bacillus  subtilis 4 sl <l
saliall Cuat ) iall el s i) oLl (5 sina g (31 5Y) ol AgilSa) 5 32KV
Aae V) 0 5S8 Gf @ yelal 5 aslall a Sl e 3158 850 A Sl @ el cailS
Calaall Cog ypda Jead 8 A sl ol bl 5 08 e 2y 55 el gall 238 pgen Can Ay gl
.(Yasmeen et al.,2024)

& ol B.subtillus LosSs Arbidops.s D@l ol cils gli G il jall oy Caaa

G sliall 8 Batial) Glial) adati g ot A830 ) A e ¢ Slall alaldl dleal Jaad s

O Jlad JSy JI6) (5 goa - IS Lgaladial (S Leald cmiliall oa ) pdally Caléad) e Ul aleay)
(Woo et al.,2020) Al libeal) e llally 3aly Al ) juall

siliad) G gyl cuati 3 ) o ol e 3Bl s L&A 4 )y & Ay sl e ad) 8l 10-4

A S Y all G A sina il 5 8 llia 48] Slas V) Jalaill il I (13-3) dsaall ey
A jall 8 681 ) Calaad) alga il palll e 33U eliall 4y )l jail 33l ) (& p<0.05 s o
5 (57.643) oM Ll 4y ) i) lef Willaels Azotobacter chroococcum 2 4 Syl
A Sl A ) Ly s (Gl A yra e ) 3Ll ) B daguadly 45 )lia (47.8%) iy Baly ) Ay
(Y% 45.6) Caly w0 Ll 4 ) il 30k ) duss Azotobacter 1

8L o calaall A pmall o) jaiall 30 <l ol AlE 8 (5 sina (aldds) andi Jgaall jelay
72 IS g Adlas die (61.057) (e sléall Jaaiil) 4118 hzaadi) ) =kl eLiall 4y ) yaial
(% 312 ) sl Galisil s 55 slasd) dldlas e (41.991)

388 Calinl il giaa s (5 S0 1 s e (5 gine JAIS g5 Jsaall b ilil) cania
A i) dad e s 2 Sl Jalls b sd Asilal) il jalll e 30 oLl 4 ) ) Candi )
chroococcum ) A Sl Al jall (o SOl ~ 6l die il (83.000) (o3 L)
CAele 72 JS A el 5 e sh dsilall @l ol as ((Azotobacter 2
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Chliad) i gyl caast B A cul ol e D) LR Ay ) i Jada B 4 sl e el L8l (13-4) Jaad)

o Dl L) 4 ) Rl
’:‘;f:f Aolu72 g4, | Aeludg JSay, | Aelu2d Jsay, | o St el
38.977 52.130 34.170 30.630 Control
47.243 40.000 39.000 62.730 Bacillus subtilis
42.610 55.430 39.630 32.770 BreviBacillus
44.637 57.580 40.300 36.030 Pseudomonas putida
56.217 71.330 52.180 45.140 Pseudomonas fluresense
56.780 67.930 58.270 44,140 Azotobacter chroococcum 1
57.643 83.000 47.430 42.500 Azotobacter chroococcum 2
1.934 3.349 L.S.D (0.05)
61.057 | 44426 |  41.991 caléal) il Jaea
1.266 L.S.D (0.05)

elial) ) a5 Aay 330 DU 5 day 35V 52uSY) Cilalias oS) 55 dasi e liall ) i 3205
oY) @i 5 Oxidative stress auSUll alga¥) [ i e gl s Cilial) dgal e uniiall
Vi 138 g slgal) gk it Aadll pue il el 45 jlie a3 Aadlall ol ) b 8 e
Apde ] A (0 65 08 5 Calaadl algal it ol ol o clilll Slaas e | 4 55K @Y jadly el (o
(Wang et al.,2013) 4aild) il jold) 31

(% 45) Mo Do)yl iy Calaally sagaall <l jaldly 45 jlaa saly y Jil < ekl

Go lan gl elaall a5 Aliall alea ) (Lo Ao sall Lalii Y1 ABe 5 3agaall e il b

Bagaall 30l il A (Alle ) puall duwd) e @yt Baa gl Sus ¢(Quan et al.,2004) Jé

Clpdiall Cns aind e Jead QM) Al ol 3 LS Y e Gy 8 kel 45 jle lially

il & Ciliadl Jaadl s Lage p gl sl 20y S sl sl Lz ey 45l (e gualinll

ahaii g el saliaisl s aquaporing asdii s eliall ) jiiul g LAY ) 8 dleaalos JMA (e
(Wang et al., 2013) ) sau) daaaill 5 ) g2l

s i) Cig s caal B Al cul ol b gy ol B 4 Sl Y ad) 50 114

Ginie EPS Ul daia g caliall dlasta S Y e o pladiuly 4 pide a3 <y

il iy 5 delu 72 48 24 2 sl A Ge i) Ciliall o1 jiall 51l jaly Jasd
Ay Cilaall dpludl ) ja¥) Caids G caelUail 458K @Y el G (14-3) Jsaa (8 da sl
Y all AlSal o g 15 any sl il i ol 3) Jad g 5ISH dasaa (g ol G151 (5 5
Al A el (3685 ) gmiliil) LAl 5 Jid gy 518 drva (e GBI 5Y) (5 sina e Jalial) 84, 5l
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b5 1SN A ) e 83k ) Jy Jad g0 (6 gima e Llaall & Pseudomonas fluresense
8l JAA (e Adiatiall 3L ) At 58 plasaad) <l ol b g ) 5ISIH (5 ginay 45,580 (% 32.5 ) Ay
e Bliall g dulud) ol il e bl A e 33l ) (8 ¥ ) 5508 308 4y Sl Y )
Pseudomonas ) <Y 3=l (78.68) 5 (79.27) Jads_sISl &y ) 8t oIS 288 b5 5K (5 gina
5 S ) e AA) ol 5alll (315 591 (5 sina Jare ae 434l (Bacillus subtilis) s (fluresense
(67.44) <uilS 588 Jd g ) gI<1 (5 gina (ga il 2Ll GBIl (s sine piada (e Ciliall dlea) g Uaiul
(% 16.19) 5 (% 9.76) <ilS (mlias¥) A 5 delu 24 am (51 ae Wil delu 72 220 gl

(sl e dele 72 548 a0 e S

a5 s Al il Jama (8 (g ginn ST Giliall (5 gina g A Sl Y Sal) G Jal)
A & Azotobacter chroococcum] LSy qalil) xie (86,110 ) il dad tef g <l Ul
e g deln 72 amy o )ll) Calaall A jaall die (53.2) Caady Jad 5 6ISU (5 siaa JAla delu 24 amy

- (RSl dails
chliad) gt it B < il J g sls Jala (B & Il i al) LG (14-4) Jgaad)
‘ Jd gl Jula
Ji‘:,j;‘ Aelu72 Sy, | AeludB Sy, | Aol 24 gsay, | SO Ssiae N
59.783 53.210 60.110 66.030 Control
78.683 75.650 79.710 80.690 Bacillus subtilis
75.267 69.950 71.830 84.020 BreviBacillus
75.670 71.610 74.710 80.690 Pseudomonas putida
79.270 72.550 81.620 83.640 Pseudomonas fluresense
74.030 68.540 71.350 82.200 Azotobacter chroococcum 1
71.927 60.620 69.050 86.110 Azotobacter chroococcum 2
2.726 4.721 L.S.D (0.05)
67447 | 72626 |  80.483 calial) il Jaea
1.784 L.S.D (0.05)

aie zin Al 5 (Jd)sISN (6 sina) iy ) SlSI Dlanal (5 saldl Galadll Jlsy Caldad) slga

Ik G sl s )5S s sina 5 (Mibei ef al., 2017) sl elidl C¥ara (5 siva (alid]

33 &l ol (& (A geall cliall Slanall 3ol ) g Al jall el 8 alea) oy ylay (il o) Hauall 3 A

Ol e (8 ALaal) il 5V Adlad 0L sl Jandii (e il Lagy 4 Sl Y 3l dailall ¢ jiuall

33y sl (Reactive oxegyne speices) soall ) sdall z Uil 4 sana 5 Qs 58U (5 guall 3l
. (Khan & bano, 2016) Mg & N Jis & geaall (alaall 45 jala 540 6
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Bacillus e 5 i) sail s il by i) Gl dgle il 5 il ae (385 Al jall il 5

Galat Bal) e e o8l 138 5 30 il Jads )N e 3151 (ssiaa 33 Liilal ob spp.

Al A5 (Moreno-Galvan et al., 2020) .Nutrient balance bl () 55 5 Jad 5, 51

s 8l 5 o gyl s b g ) IS0 (5 sima 3045 I Azotobacter spp. I <Y m il (ool Adi
Adlall Al jal) ae (385 &Lyl 138 5 (Shirinbayan et al., 2019) Aadldl ye aa 45 jlis

sl g caat 50 o okl A A0 (pasha 1 s siaall (b 2 ) ) 805 12-4

5 sina 8 Lagin Jalaill y Calial) il e 54 Sl Y dall il I et (15-3) Jsaad)
22315 Al o gha Sl (5 simall (e chaal 3 A Sl Y el G G s Ay pail) A gk Y1 4 A
Azotobacter ) <Y =l cala g &y i€l @Y Jall maas (4 s sine JSG sk )l 4 il (6 gina
32.1, 32.7 , ( chroococcum 2, Azotobacter chroococcum 1, Bacillus subtilis
a5 LSl dldae pue (23.22) <ulS Al skl & i) (s gina & jlae sl e (33.8)
s e (% 38.4 <% 41.09 %% 45.84 ) sy )

delu 48 JS am (gl vie (=il 38 sl ) 45l (s sina 31 (16-3) Jsaadl il (e cpd
% ) o8 paladdl s 5 il e (22.19) 5 (27.37) ulS 28 (g gira IS5 5 (A2l 72
sl e (% 45.5 5377

S sine e (5 sina A Al jall 28 1 Kl Y el 5 Ciliad) il s o Jalsl (S
delu 24 JS s 5 Azotobacter chroococcum 1 L _iSall Alalaal) die Jav &g il 25 il sk )
Aele 72 2 ) 5 LSSl sdlill axey Alabaall die Jaow 38 5k ) (5 sine JB

Caliad) gy caati B A <l jald Ay il lal) (s giaall Jada B 4 Kl e el 8l (15-4) Jgaad)

4 Al Al (g giaal)
J;‘;‘; :’j‘ Aol 72 g4, | deludg Jsay | el 2a gsay, | B Sl e
23.223 18.240 20.190 31.240 Control
33.870 27.370 28.110 46.130 Bacillus subtilis
26.140 20.090 22.130 36.200 BreviBacillus
29.403 23.310 25.810 39.090 Pseudomonas putida
28.560 22.140 23.390 40.150 Pseudomonas fluresense
32.767 21.120 29.010 48.170 Azotobacter chroococcum 1
32.147 23.110 29.010 44.320 Azotobacter chroococcum 2
1.305 2.260 L.S.D (0.05)
22197 | 25379 |  40.757 caléal) il Jaea
0.854 L.S.D (0.05)
{ ®}
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Cll 8 Lghiel ) s el tall 3A il sh il G (2024) «0s0A)s nasseem S
a3 Guas Pseudomonas , Bacillus 4880 &Y 3all @l G 45 50 e 5 Calially sagal)
sl g sanall (555 83k s BlsY) s elaall e A il (s sina pl& ) 5 elally 4y i) Jaldtial 5 30
(8 olaall (e 2y ey LalEia Y A Sl S Sl 4l ) il lIaS 548 sl dalisall 5 (5 puadll
Jlal Gy | Galaall Jaat Jad (e las BPS 5 3008Y) chlalias Jelés ) Adleal J slal saal 4y 3l
3 ,riSal) Y el Asalall 4 Al g Calaall Slaad ¢ yedal Ay Kol e dall Asdlall el jaldl of
ALl Syl 4 i e el e (s sine Clas

& A Al Al o 5 L Sl Asalall il G sina il il palall ) S (5 sl
e 5 alaall Cag oyl 8 Al all a4 aSull Y el dadld) Gl 8 skl aad g alaa)
JSE W sai (5075 Las slaall (e (A S bl slaal 4 5l 8 olpally a1 () s Calial)
G A (9585 138 5 3B oLl (8 ) puall ulls 5 Jeatill iy 5 dleaY) 305 (il (e ol
5 iliall dlga dalud) ol il =S 3 (e 5 BPS i saly 35 4 sl i 8 Lyl dlae i 33
ey 315 A L Sl 5 A Galea) 5 g pall U IS (e il ) gl 5 gai (ppaan
(Vardharajula et al,. 2011) . &l (e Shdeall slal (aliaial iy g2l
sl i gyl i 3 A cul ald 43 ) ol el (s giaall (B 4y sl e Sl 50 13-4

A gl slall (31,553 5 sinae (g Ay Sl Y Sally il il ) (17-3) saall ud
G WL (66.92) 3okndl d Sl Y b Aailall e il bl 1Y il slall (5 gina S
G alaall aan (8 il elall (5 sine 2l 3) a8 5l Yl W sh el a3 3,0l 3) )
Pseudomonas 35S A3l W ) s dailall 3 000 3140 4 (83.000) oball 4l Cua
& s Brevi Bacillus &3 =l la  sa dadlall <l ol 31550 8 (71.026) &b 38 ol 5 putida
k) die g U sina cdlil)

i) 3 <l bl (31, sl slall (s gine 3 T gina i Calaall ol 4nds Jgand) (g
el 72 JS (sl Aalae 8 (s sine JB) () Y gem 5 caliall il siuna 330 ga (52 0k IS 5 T i
(%524 ) skl e (aledi) A g

EPS Jldaiuall b Sl 5 oanll elall (5 sinall & alias] Caliall A peall ULl el
I LS5 % 85-65 sl i Ay ol sl 3,0 i 31,5Y el slall (5 gine o Jadlas
Bacillus spp. 2,55 e S RWC I ad Sl Pseudomonas spp
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& Gy Gsina b Slgine S Caliall il siae g 4 Sl Y all Gale Jalal (S
) &= Pseudomonas putida L sSill dldas axe vie (98.37) Cilaw A e 5 ol oLl
g (LSSL Aded) o) Alalaall (& s (52.170) (oot sl (5 sima Jil A Aol 48 S
(Al 72 2 g )l
il i g a3 5 0 i 88,50 il 5 sl s b A0 Al S (16-4) Jsead

] 2,0 Al s il
’:‘;L; :’j‘ Aol 72 g4y, | deludg dsa | ol 2a gsay, | SR St oy
66.923 52.170 67.120 81.480 Control
80.013 61.140 96.150 82.750 Bacillus subtilis
71.026 56.160 85.787 71.130 BreviBacillus
83.000 65.850 98.370 84.780 Pseudomonas putida
75.220 59.150 86.320 80.190 Pseudomonas fluresense
73.610 57.230 90.370 73.230 Azotobacter chroococcum 1
77.817 60.190 94.110 79.150 Azotobacter chroococcum 2
1.412 2.446 L.S.D (0.05)
58.841 | 88318 | 78.959 caléal) il Jaes
0.924 L.S.D (0.05)

il i) 2ie Jaa g G (3 DU il ) (5 gl e Al) slga) il st il

matll ) s sinall a3 g Laalasil cilas 5 35500 sl ) (6 ginal) 853l ) oLl

Gl il Al s sinall (A& (@l 13 s aa s L (Sl alea Dl A jeall cilall

A g Laa 4 il Ay sha ) A8 sy el pabiaiial e cilill 3,08 aae ) Al alga Dl i jadll

ae Aagmll oda Gy Aglall WAl =iy (Turgor pressure) SWiY) haall (jalids)
. (Fernandez et al., 2009 ; Kebede et al., 2014)

25 G 6 Pseudomonas spp. \osSa 33 Clils 7@l of cuig Ale il
Uy yall Pseudomonas spp. <ida 3 Giliall Cagla Jb b € 85 30 G YRWC
RWC e =3 JA (e aliall dgal e Haloxylon ammodendron <l ) saall ddhie (e
. (Das et al.,2024)

LS 3 il zails sl Cus (( Yasmeen ef al., 2024) g L gl 3és
CGaa Galiall Gagyl dh 8 S UK 500 G, RWC e JMBacillus spp.
58 il gyl Jla (35 3 il (3 RWC S w35 ilial) dess Bacillus subtilis < ¢!
indole-3- Jie clal) sai ) 3ai o ) JMA G0 RWC J1EY) 5 fpuand 4y 300 <0 5al)

acetic acid (IAA), 1-aminocyclopropane-1-carboxylate  deaminase,
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e il Sland) s3a 2elud Cus Exopolysaccharides, and phosphate solubilization
RWC il ) 505 Lae ciliall Cag oyl (a8 Jaadl JS8 cilbiaall 5 olall aliaial 5 510
bl aladl gaill

Azotobacter ) i) Jadll il U (AL-Khazrj ef al., 2020) ae gl i

o Ol oy Cus 3,0 Gl Bl 5l A il ALl (s sisal e ((Pseudomonas ssp s ssp

3kl Alaleay 40 )lie 4 Sl Glaild) Aila) v dasgie lef Ciia il Sl (5 ginl)

il Sl (5 ginall ¢l aa s ¢ 31 Sl s siaall S8 Laalias) s )5 (Control)

saill 3iat il ga a8 3ok e lill Ailall Aall a8 LSl 50 3N Gl 8
(Dilfuza, 2011) <Ll 5 ial Sleall sai Jiny 53 i) J ¥ e i

G il 31 5Y (RWC) endl) slall (s sina e Bacillus b 5Sy gl o Jas o)
Ll il el (5 sina (& Caila 3 a3 ) 3 Sl VL o il malil) gal Calaal) slga)
5l il (31 5l < gdal alaadl alga 52 ) e Lalisil e yedal il 5 caile e <l ol 45 e
Y b dlebaal) il & jedal L <Electrolyte <l s ySIY) il jud S35 S 30l dadldl) je
(Agunbiade et al., 2024) <l s SN il pui b Laliss)

i sla (5 sine ekl EPS J4aiil) 5 Pseudomonas putida \5Sy asilall 3 )3 il
sinall o Jaliall 8 L Sl acbie s il Claead (85 33k ge okl 4 jlis el
.(Sandhya et al,.2010) ¢ WS Jsiall je oLl 48 ja ) AL 4y il sk )
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Conclusions and Recommendation Cilua 5il) g clalitiny) - 5
sttt 1-5

ol Lo Aallal) Al 5l (e i

Bacillus Pseudomona ) 4 xS g il 30 Aliaiall g 4 3 (ulial &0 e Jgaall]
daata 5 Adlide @y e gl 5 Jall A e EPS J 4a3w (Azotobacter
il Ay 5 lalEl Cilaall Staad ST 5 EPS JH sl SY1 Y Jall aladind &5 ¢ Calaall

el yiall 3 )3l

c\)é.na&\ BJ.J‘ u‘JJb&JLGAY\EMQ_Q:\SASL;‘ L;Ji L;).\SS.\M Lﬁ}:‘éj\ t.ua;.d\ Jlaxia 318 2
Ll 5 g 5 10 A1yl e ol Qs (3o JS 8313 JNA (pe ilial) dleaY) g5l i
liall dea¥) gyl cint LIRN |y joall Fas g Slgay) 503

sad 3ol 5 Jesill Jids Gliasl (8 4 gima b ) gemn s Ml "lalisl) i 28 dlaal) alea).3
(g oIS A ) il 5 dae O LB VL ) puall dani 324 5 5 AleaY)

(e o Ao Sl Y el el Gl el ildaldl oyl ad B AN el galll ldia (st 4
JYA (e oliall LalaiaY) e PGBB 4l fread ) AdleaYl il sl 3 jaadll b <4l
. EPS z

J gy oIS (g ginaBaly ) 95 ,all) 5 68 80L ) DA e aléal) alea Al ool il o Jilasl) 5
oalidil 5 deay) sad (=il I AdlaYl G5 Sl s sinad) 5 deatll dila 5 G153
ookl LRl ) puall A

Zlil g Caliall o gyl conilall ad e oLl 3 Sl Vel 24 4lSal A jall 2 CiiS 6
A5l olpay LaliiaY) g bl 8 Calial) Jead e adS g bl ae Jeliy o3 5 EPS
L Jshl sl

G sinall Glo Lliall g ppenill Allad Gagl ind < Jall s2a aladiuly <@l o & o Sy 7
LAl glaliall 8 clilall ) 5 4y il )
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Clragill 2 5
s bl a5 L) Jaa sl 5 ) i) e slaie YL

lga Cag ks il (e 5 AT £ 5l Janiy gai 32l ) (8 (6 Sl #alll 3US Hlsal ]
Al panla dlas

g5l Cadas 8 Caliall dlesiiall g EPS U davinall 4 i€l WL 36 S HLidl B )5 a2
daliil g gai A ALED Caleall 3 jlall HEY) Cagas s bl sleay) Jie lalgay) e s A

.(Phytormidation) 4sitall dallaall aladiulS bl

Ay k_ej‘).ia Gt bl sl 33l ‘éﬁ Aol Y jall 3. S H.\s.\j Llas O ylate) a3
(gl
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Summary

Summary

The study was conducted in the graduate studies laboratory at the
College of Science, University of Karbala, and in the Ministry of
Technological Sciences - General Authority for Research, with the aim of
preparing a bacterial vaccine from some bacterial species that promote
plant growth bacteria (PGPB).

The study included two main axes:

The first axis: Isolating 60 local bacterial isolates from soils
suffering from drought and water scarcity. It included a series of
experiments to diagnose the isolates morphologically and microscopically.
It diagnosed 20 bacterial isolates from the following genera: Bacillus,
Pseudomonas, Azotobacter. It also studied the ability of these genera to
produce extracellular polysaccharide. All isolates produced sugar in
varying proportions. 10 isolates from each genera were selected, and the
most productive of extracellular polysaccharide were selected.

A study of the tolerance of the most productive bacterial isolates to
levels of drought induced using concentrations of (25, 20, 15, 10, 0)% of
600 (peg-600) Polyethylene glycol. It selected two isolates from each
genera that were the most productive of extracellular polysaccharide and
drought tolerance. Biochemical tests were performed on the six isolates
selected in the study and the following were diagnosed:

(Bacillus subtilli, BreviBacillus Choshinenensi, Pseudomonas
Putida, Pseudomonas Fluresense,  Azotobacter  chroococcuml,
Azotobacter chroococcum?2) and the diagnosis was confirmed using Vitek-
2 and API20 for the first isolates.

Second axis: Using the six diagnosed isolates in alleviating drought
stress through a series of the following experiments where yellow corn
seeds were soaked. Zea mays L. was inoculated with the bacterial filtrate
of the six isolates under study for 24 hours. A factorial experiment was
carried out according to a RandomizedcompleteDesign (RC) design to
study the effect of bacterial isolates in improving the tolerance of yellow
corn seedlings to drought stress conditions induced by different irrigation
periods every (24, 48, 72) hours. They were grown in Growth chambers



Summary

under standard growth conditions of temperature and light intensity for 15
days. The results showed that: The use of bacterial isolates caused a
significant increase in the drought tolerance index for unstressed yellow
corn seedlings (irrigation every 24 hours) from 2.100 to 3.0), 2.3, 3.4, 2.3,
4.4, and stressed (irrigation every 48 hours) rose to (3.6, 3.1, 4.1, 2.4, 4.6)
for each of the isolates Bacillus subtilis, BreviBacillus, Pseudomonas
putida, Pseudomonas fluresense, Azotobacter chroococcuml, respectively.

The isolates significantly affected the increase in the chlorophyll
content of the leaves, as it increased from 66.03 in the leaves of unstressed
seedlings to (86.11, 82.20, 83.64, 80.69, 84.02.80.69) for the isolates
Bacillus subtilis, BreviBacillus, Pseudomonas putida, Pseudomonas
fluresense, Azotobacterl chroococcum, Azotobacter chroococcum 2,
respectively.

The isolates significantly affected the reduction in the severity of
stress and the percentage of plasma membrane damage, and the percentage
of decrease was recorded at 32% and 31.5% compared to the treatment
with bacteria for the isolates Azotobacterl chroococcum, Azotobacter
chroococcum 2, respectively.

The isolates had a significant effect in increasing the soil moisture
content and the highest moisture content of 33.070 was achieved by
treatment with Bacillus subtilis.

Drought had a significant effect on most of the studied indicators
and caused a significant increase in the stress intensity and the percentage
of damage to the plasma membrane from (0.594) (41.991) respectively
from non-stressed seedlings to (61.05) (0.937) in seedlings exposed to
stress (irrigation every 72 hours) and a decrease in the seedling leaf content
and chlorophyll stability from (80.438) to (67.447) and a decrease in the
tolerance index from (2.7) to (2.41) and by a percentage of (9.7% and
8.93%) respectively.

The interaction between each of the bacterial isolates and the levels
of drought had a significant effect on most of the studied characteristic.
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