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Effect of Azospirillum Inoculation on the Growth and Yeild
of Cotton (Gossypium spp) Cultivated in Saline Soil Under
Different Levels of Organic and Mineral Fertilization

The study aimed to evaluate the impact of Azospirillum inoculation on
growth performance and yeild characteristics of cotton grown in saline soil
(8.1 dS m™ 1) under different levels of organic fertilizer (0, 10, 20, and 40
t ha™ 1) and mineral fertilizer rates (150-100-0, 100-100-0, and 50-100-0
N-P-K) in the Lower Euphrates Basin. The experiment was arranged in a
Randomized Complete Block Design (RCBD) The results demonstrated
that inoculation with Azospirillum spp. Significantly improved the growth
and productivity of cotton cultivated in salt-affected soils, particularly
when combined with organic fertilization. The integration of bio-
inoculation with the intermediate organic matter level (20 t ha™ *) produced
the most pronounced enhancement across the studied parameters. This
combination improved both vegetative and reproductive growth, increased
the number and weight of open bolls, accelerated phenological
development, and enhanced boll-setting and uniform opening percentages,
ultimately leading to significant increases in dry matter accumulation and
total yield. The findings also revealed a clear superiority of organic
fertilization over mineral fertilization, whether applied alone or in
combination with bio-inoculation. Organic amendments improved soil
properties, enhanced microbial activity within the rhizosphere, and
increased plant tolerance to salt stress. This was particularly evident in the
inoculated treatment receiving 20 t ha™ t, which achieved the highest levels
of productivity and fiber quality. In contrast, mineral fertilization—despite
showing improvements over the uninoculated control—remained less
effective than the inoculated organic treatments due to its limited impact
on soil structure and microbial activation. Moreover, the inoculated
treatment in which nitrogen fertilizer was reduced to 60% of the
recommended rate exhibited notable productive performance. This
indicates the ability of Azospirillum to enhance nitrogen-use efficiency,
reduce dependence on mineral fertilizers, and consequently minimize
environmental pollution. Seasonal variation was also evident, as the spring
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season (first growing cycle) outperformed the autumn season (second
cycle) in most productivity indicators. This advantage is attributed to more
favorable environmental conditions during the spring cycle, which
mitigated salt-related and thermal stresses, enhanced nutrient uptake
efficiency, and improved growth and yield attributes.

The study recommends the use of Azosprillium inoculation in combination
with organic fertilization at a rate of 20 tons/ha as a sustainable agronomic
approach to enhance cotton productivity in salt -affected soils, while
reducing reliance on mineral fertilizers.

Keywords: Azospirillum, saline soil, organic fertilizer, mineral
fertilizer,Syrian cotton yield indicators.
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(Dahle.etal.2011;Bashan & de— 4] J—ag aa 30 i) o384 al aidl
e Azospirillum ) 3)x) A1 Bashan, 2010; Bashan and Holguin 1997)
s and o Ll e A cliag sally clidyyeally Gl uS YIS gai ciladaie 7l
Calall 4850 Al wall 5Ly cdyy ot el aae 5aLS ¢l 8 Lngldhse
O (S Gl peas ) dile dpal) cilejill sae 30l () L(Vessey, 2003)
Sl 56 6 ady & AZOSPIIIUM s 78t g Cun (N-P-K Luluy) 5 aliall
Al g ) axe a3 AU ALl iy Las colall Ayl AXSI a3y ¢ S5l
A Al bl ekl um alall algaY) il caad clall Aala) B Gy
saliiaal) cilagyy) Bl Spien DA e (ghsau) dleadld (bl i slia Azospirilium
Ll Lalal) Galall st AT Culs ey« (Egamberdieva, 2017) 523
o ) s mal) sae ) Clilia) e Aaill) Aysmall Bald) dgmg e i)y 4y il
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ais dalle 455 & g jall Ol il Al gai (& AzOspirillum o gl il dal
Al (5 guand) Slacal) (pa Adlida iy ghna aladia)

Slo Lila Sy 0)50 3 (y3all g ganall sad ety Aulall siall Ll saly ks
Leis b cualy Wil b dyydilly Aypmdl) g5 8 a3 50l of Jangl a8y Al ¢ 81 50l
53l Jlia) oy /0l 40 2ie Sl Carali S af/ok 20 die daild) dlabed) b
A gall Aaglall 33l 5l ) ddlaie (B cpanS Y (el (e duabia Ly (goaall Jlail
(El-Kholy, 2019; Singh ef al., 2020) <L)l <53 5« (Kader, 2018)sn WS

Aashylls dgseil) o 03l BIAL i) 2 gpaanll Slassdl an AZOSPIFNUM ) s
g 6y Jaally sl O oy Laa ¢Adl3all ualial) iy

[ padd) g8l aae g 4yl g5 8N axe Ao Azoprillium.spp —b ikl 56 (4) Jsan
@ S=and) deamuil) (pa AdbiAa iy gia it A glally 8 Jilia 4y 5 B £ g Sl el il el

g.hkd\j
ball /4 )alll g g all dae Gl /4y padll & g 56l 2o

Gl

11.64 | 10.74 12.53| 3.79 3.75 3.82 I
12.66 | 11.75 13.56 | 5.39 5.25 5.53 iol
1491 | 13.98 15.83| 6.12 6.07 6.16 102
12.15| 11.24 13.05| 5.09 4.95 5.23 i03
11.84 | 10.94 12.74 | 4.99 4.95 5.03 iml
12.25| 11.34 13.15 5.3 5.26 5.34 im2
12.66 | 11.75 13.56 | 5.51 5.46 5.55 im3
7.18 6.53 7.82| 3.73 3.64 3.81 N
9.94 9.34 10.53 | 4.69 4.65 472 nol
10.14 9.54 10.74 | 4.91 4.72 5.1 no2
10.65| 10.05 11.25| 5.09 4.95 5.23 no3
10.44 9.64 11.24 | 4.98 4.85 5.1 nml
9.94 9.34 10.53 | 4.74 4.66 4.82 nm2
9.63 9.03 10.22 | 4.52 4.52 452 nm3
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4G gaad) WL g Ao )30 o pladl Ale e daaly daa

) a3 Sl 3gana 2026 o 7 aadi 48 Alaall
173 1.27 219| 064| 047 0og| LSD
5%

xSl (s5iss go AZOSPINNUM — dailall CDlelrall Cijell 5 AT 3als (e
g ool At a1l N-P-K /S (0-100-50) Lobe ol 4y agill (o jmida
el da ) (g ALISH gt ) 3 Anilal) D labaally 3jlie dyydillg dyyumdl)
s L dlgine oS ol 4l ) N-P-K —a/3$ (0-100-100) 5 (0-100-150)
il G dninall 3aa ) Sl da il dadld) e cdbed) e Lgina i
e OIS gl bl of S5 1385 ¢ Jsl) e Ly by s ey (12.66-5.51)
o Al Aamll sda gyl gyl sae Balyyy JalSiall gaill Gt A Lage
) slesll dealally Andld) e cBlaleall cojelil a3 . (Zakzok. efa2018)
i Lo i o559 (9.63-9.94-10.44) 5 dyyas Loy 8 (4.52-4.74-4.98) s
g b Ajlie die sl Jl 3 clesill sl GS 0K ol sang Sasall sl ¢
Opisall A 3 el slend) (e B ST S ganal) slawd) of (a8 Caliaall sland)
Uasss 2ay Al 4Ll (ailomdll sl dygumall salall o 3) ¢ Anilall cDlaladl b
go Al dae o i Opaansal) il A3lie iy g siall Akl Lyl Tl Gulia
LS s sall pe Aplie Y1 aussall el OIS dgydills dypadl

rlall Gilad) a0 il g iy B

bl JCo el oS mail) vie cbilall g i) of (5-Jsan) gl el

ey zelall 2aLally dadldll pe claleall 45580 AZosprrillum  —— dadlall E5lagl)
Paul,etal.2011; Sharma and ) JS 44) Sl L re ol ells g Cua i)
g\l (e 2y B Azospirillum . zall) o (Vasudeva,2005; MacMillan, 2002
glin) el aly Cua ((Garcia. e£a42020) G5 3,31 Gl g i)y tai)ss ol @il
102.84 ciliasg HEN) slew —a/(da 20 Lel) Ciliadlly dsild) dlelaall die i) culal
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ais dalle 455 & g jall Ol il Al gai (& AzOspirillum o gl il dal
all g g suanll o) (pa Ailida il giasa )it

s 19.5 82U305 cans 72.99 Jaas 53 mildl) e aalill (e ans 30 Loy 30l (ol cans
Gl A (madds die g caw 83.30 il et vie Aadlal)l e Alladdl (e
ilad U et Lee cam 96.40 @l sl Jans cdtbandl dpeagill 5a %60 ) Jeal)
Gl 138 3y (Al Gldial el die i il salll aod b gpall il
o i bea (e SN Hodall ged e e Azospirillum sy J) Sl Jek A
el (min e sl dleal) Jead st 5 Aglall 5 alially sl Lol sl
oo S ecnlull Al n) liaS gy (smadl e ) i ey il Alalial
50555 b e Sy bl (IAA) 3 iy o Jpmy1 e A5l cilipaell Lajld
(Bashan ef al, 2004; wblall Johall gaill juaaty olgal iy LOAN AUl
.Dobbelaere et al., 2003; Richardson efa/2009)
Al AaasdY) sa e Azospirillum A matl o ) Al clul ol
(Ol Aast ) 6l (i Al AU daisall i) sl Jpad DA (10
Apadll b ol il g Uil Al gl sall iy 5a e Ula oSal Laa
i g Aadlall e ae dadlal) C bl 45510 2ic 5 (Egamberdieva et al., 2019)
20k 40 Janay Lsame saaal) Zailall e O alaall Cajelaly cclall g i) b )
—100-150) (s5iwar S3e Bandi ae Giindlall j2 pilelaalls can 82.05 Ui i03
e Al Ao o 84.4 - 87.12 lla s K= P= N /i< (0-100-100) 5( 0
DAl o 2Ky Lee Aailal) claleal ol iy Gl pas dadlall e cDLaleall A8
ials adyy salll Cilisenn zUS) Sundy Azospinillum s =g Y sy 55N
Ll A8aal) pualiall
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4G gaad) WL g Ao )30 o pladl Ale

(o) Alye

Sl 3gana

2026 als 7 21l 48 aaal)

8y o L clll (§) caladl ¢ 3ally (am) Sl Jsha o AZoprillium.spp J) ikl Ll (5) Jgaa
G panl) Landl) (e AAle Gl glee ia da glally e 43 5 A g gl Gl il i

g.'a.\a.d!‘g

Ll |l pge | oY) ause | bugidl | g8 ange | JsY) amise
220.87 | 201.44 240.29 79.8 79.55 80.04 |
266.58 | 232.46 300.7 97.19 92.36 102.02 iol
286.37 | 252.54 320.2 | 102.84 98.95 106.73 i02
255,59 | 226.38 284.8 92.62 87.4 97.84 i03
24791 | 21351 282.3 91.09 86.28 95.9 iml
253.18 | 218.86 287.5 93.23 89.42 97.03 im2
259.68 | 225.45 293.9 96.4 92.57 100.23 im3
190.3 180.4 200.2 72.99 73.78 72.19 n
229.75 200.8 258.7 80.63 77.91 83.35 nol
247.68 | 218.35 277 83.3 80.05 86.55 no2
268.67 | 232.04 305.3 85.3 82.05 88.55 no3
263.96 | 227.62 300.3 89.42 87.12 91.72 nml
247.8 213.4 282.2 84.97 84.5 85.43 nm2
227.25 205.8 248.7 79.19 77.99 80.39 nm3
6.79 6.41 7.17 5.83 6.1 5.55 L'%'(;))

A5)le (Aamanl) 3oal) V) annspall mialy (555 gy i) Cajelid (5 AT dga

13 (gpeds - cDleleal paen b bl i) T wigia b (Rl g pell) S oy

(%48 dyshlls cdysie Ay 27 3)hall As ) Lalidl ag)lall T ) Ulle 35l

gLty el 2bals aphall clas ) Lamalls (Rl 33 5all) J5¥1 psisad) Pha

=l Jhall Jase 3L o Bla) ey Las ¢(gymndll saill Jalye Pla e il
L) sk g iy Al e
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ais dalle 455 & g jall Ol il Al gai (& AzOspirillum o gl il dal
all g g suanll o) (pa Ailida il giasa )it

add die dald e Bl Claall ) g sl il agy) il dial LS
lall sl s sy a gall (5 sl (0 %60 A (Faxall dlaidl (5 sise

oRlll K-P-N /¢S 0-100-1005 0-100-150 ¢ siesalls &3 Jlis ¢ 259.68
Sl e ¢ 253.185247.91 S

) & Gladl sl 8 el 13 (el

e (gl oLl 3o US adyy GLOU Jis sl (gsina uyas ) AZospirillum - aaslal
Gila ) cually ghunsdlly g 5l Lagead A3 ealiall (abiaial 32y DA
pems Las 320SY) labiae il Japiig g all Jie algadl saliae il pe 2 ) 52k
538 Baaxle ilualyy xSl sy L clal) Jaly Sla) (sl Cpads oalal sleaY) cagas b
ol (Okon and  Labandera,1994) 5 ¢us «Azospirillum esbill 3eadl) BY)
gl 8 %30-10 Jama Gilad) (550 salyy N ol 5 Azospirillum 5 &k
(Oreli et a/ 1997; Bashan w.agl LS ¢ aldl slgayl <3 el caiyy dipeylal)
S a8y alall alall oSI5 uead g il Jigisalyy of ) and Bashan,2010 )

Slo Ll alall Galall 36l 8 amal) e gpand) il 3 585(Blaise, e£a.2007)
Gala (s el a/oh 40 Y] slew dlelae cilans 38 Aaildl e EOlabedd) yaa
(Chandra, o3 L ae aaaiy Le g caalilly cdlaladl) ALy 43)a (3 268.67)
el il dag Gilall gl & ey sl dansall )y (gsumall slendl o 2004)
gsanl) aanill b (Plaza, 2004 ) 4al) 5Lal Lo ae G 13as ey V) b€l L3l
e ISV el el (3585 Lansl )30 Agan (g Al A ol 3ol (b peany
G Y sl 8 Al Cagylall deeDle ) Gl agnys ccalall ¢l 3 SBI sl
O b epadll saill salyyy sl el S ady DA (e Dalad) 5ol oS5 Cajin
) S gl B Lgisnn a8siall Apanstl) Aughayll £ il )hal) sy (mliadl (s
o Adlall salall oI5 e Ul (el Les cudtill cana 3235 sl Ll shals

bl dasl
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4G gaad) WL g Ao )30 o pladl Ale e daaly daa

) a3 Sl 3gana 2026 o 7 aadi 48 Alaall

Glpdisal) vy JcAzospirillum spp o Akl LAl dufe (Ll
Oa Adlide cilgiue cad daglally 550 45 B g4 5all ol clal A gl gl
fiirally g gudnd) dacadl
il a As 3 e 8880 gy MY a S50 cra BN sk

Apanally g ganel) 20 Adlin) ae Anilal) O abeal) o (6) Jsandl il gl

Caaidl i daill ye D lebeally 43l il Ao ol idl) Ciliiall b ggine IS
B8 aiat ) iy Les cmilal) e aaLalls 5)lie gecailly Sla3Y) lage ) geasll 520
AZospirillum - asila)l CBlalaall gaea o Laasl . Jgeanall TalitY) 5y50ll jpaiiis el
20 sise go Lo Vs cmilall e aalall Ljlie Hla3Y) ) Jsasll 00 el s
Jaray paiiall amall slaad) we il 3pilae 4y Loy 64 Janssios i slaw a/ks
1 sl psall ) 13a 5add) yead ghays clagy 63 Jansiey dpnlend) duagll (0 %60
Jia gaill Biiaall ligarell #U) 30k) DA e Sual)l gaill a3 & AZospirillum
G ooSal ks Al AW 2Ldl) e lee ccllyally il
(Abdulla and Karademir.2019; Bashan & Bashan, 2010;0kon & a3yl
& gl 3ol Ciugul LS (sharman and Vasudeva,2005; Labandera, 1994;
Dsbusilly G il Aaliy (5ySlly (grrall paliall diala 3alyys Apdall Ll Gaess
Ljlie i) K8 ae ity o Y1 paill Jalie 3 colall 8IS 43t 5 Lae capuailisdly
. (Cooperband et al., 2002; Edwards., 1992) saeuall jue 5 dadlall je EDllaally
@senl) i) aalis 3 ¢ a3y dba po gaaill diia b il oladl udl 5 AT dga (e
Gl el e sadll 558 sl S5 aill 50 jpall b gaanll sl ge
AL A Ll Aijlae gy 161 1y Cus gpune Sl 2/ 20 po Aaill) Alaladl
ALK <15 52l ¢l Jfiail) 508 i) ) Gl ghady clagy 186 ) guaill b
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https://www.semanticscholar.org/author/M.-Vasudeva/88361121

ais dalle 455 & g jall Ol il Al gai (& AzOspirillum o gl il dal
all g g suanll o) (pa Ailida il giasa )it

(Mahmoud & = saill 553 JLaS) & pusy Laa cctlatll Jaly 31301 cplsl) )iy iy gl
el ol ae s il Gl by (Mohammad, 2008; Blaise ef al., 2007)
ee ohdll Gl Al cbudnal i (8 Al (geaall laudly sl Z B
Wl ae ol ypentll WLAG i) Logliey A5l A s
sl dpanill o i Ay (815 il 858 s ) Wl ool 338 Azospirilium
Sall Al 3an 8 A eaal) saldl G580 M) judy e cAZOspirillum b maH aa
nalial) Al 3Ly bl A0 Aalind (8 (et (o35 ¢ pubosgapl) Agsanl) A8l (ppasas
Agsemal) 52au) aladid of il Cjelal Jilaally (Monchaud, 2005) awsell jlas e
Dlie yladl) ol dm o) giadll 5l a8 agasd 28 Anldl) e DLl 3 Agiaedly
Ols sqmaills SN (Fis Ayl G 38l jpali DA (e iy cmilall je L) Alalaay
Sansill gl 338 . AZOSPIrNUM 5 ailall C M alaally 45 )lie die A gin s Jil el 138 oS
Gilas G il e Ssaall spandll (e Jumadl S0 gailly JRY) S8 ) (gamnl)
A de 8 Lsins Ualini) o/l 40-20-10 D 43l ey goannl) slendl DLl
Ml (gysmall sl Gfny Lae cilall e aaLall Aijlae aailly Slagy) sad AU

(Brady & Weil, 2017; culall 4yy3al) dl) (ppuens Ay ill ggenll LaLiill 555 (gsacanl)
Omend e dyguaal) sald) 5508 ) Wl uatll 138 (53235 «Cooperband et al., 2002)
palea) Jia saill niia lSye (U] ) 5 cmslgalls Alasls ALl B Galsd
Ly A5l jualisll Galiaiel Gped (& aged cllyyy olellan dain 48l glly 43l
& Alad) salal) o815 salyys gl o lall 30l ady s cculal) Jals dual) el
8y o <lld LSail Ny ( Chen et al, 2004; Canellas et al., 2015) <) dasl
ciled) e il A3lie daildl ye cOLlaall b il SlagY) dabe b s S0
il e gpan) sland) Clygie o BEE SV OIS S a0k 40 sie b La
yeudll W . (Edwards ef al., 1992) awsall (A dalivse 3ysemy jualiall el [l
Ljlie il Wl Lmglgigl) pdnall b Uasgie Gust Gis 38 mildl je Jed)
Ob ey i (S c(goumal) dpaniill dlia M) sl (ggine G50 el ail V) canlilly
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4G gaad) WL g Ao )30 o pladl Ale e daaly daa

) a3 Sl 3gana 2026 ale 7 saadi 48 alaall

Vw29 s 50 0380 1Y) €Al qapes IS 481380 jalial) gy el dpanil
aed g Ayl Lpll Clia (pend e daimly 3ygemr (el Vs o gsmmal) alendly 4l
) aliall g dyaiuly Gabaiel) dalin) e Jl Lee cdadlill dagal b))
Ja! asall (358 Laa ol . ( Marschner, 2012; Taiz & Zeiger, 2010) aw sl Jlgh
Y] ) el iy D alaall alins b gaailly J3Y) e IS 5S4 S e
Dl e b el dadily Alxins )ha oty U5V ausgal) 0 Cam ¢ Gnanssall G Al
G gl dahl) 3 p€all Ml 28l salad) oS15y sail) Sia Las ogyhaill culal
G S asall G Gy B adgie s WS dusha)l g i)y shall paRlias) sal o
(Plaza zaills Hla3Y) ) s sll dpiail 35l JUal s e sl gpusdl) el ¢ Uny)

.et al., 2004; Chandra, 2004)

Jshy ) s el e 580 Jshe & AZoprillium.spp J gdlil L5 (6) Jsas
At il giesa cind da glally 3 Jflia & 53 (8 £ g 5al) Ol il malll s A3 (e 540
izl g (5 guad) Landll a

Logidl | B amse | oW amse | giall | (B amse | JsY) puise
178 183 172 70 72 68 I
164 168 160 63 64 62 iol
161 165 156 64 70 57 i02
168 172 164 66 70 63 i03
169 173 165 68 70 65 im1
171 175 167 66 72 60 im2
166 172 159 63 68 58 im3
186 190 182 77 79 74 n
179 184 174 73 76 70 nol
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ais dalle 455 & g jall Ol il Al gai (& AzOspirillum o gl il dal
all g g suanll o) (pa Ailida il giasa )it

176 181 171 71 73 68 no2
171 174 167 68 69 66 no3
172 178 166 70 72 67 nml
176 180 171 72 74 69 nmz2
179 184 173 74 76 72 nm3

L.S.D
3.1 3.2 2.9 2.7 3.33 2.01 506

Clpdgall Lo 2 Azospirillum spp 5 gl AU Al Bl

MJ‘A&SJJAS‘ uhs.“ uu(uﬂd\ sl s g A< u”ai\ aue) mwts.m

ianally (g gand) Mandl) (e Adlida cligica cad daglally 35

eoladll sl clpisall e laaaly Llsy) 1,56 Azospinillum  —y matl) ekl
Clela) pren b aalgl) cilal) 8 dangid) ciysal) aae s 4N Clyeal) de Slld b Lo
oan ¢ (ilal e aalilly mdlall 2alall) cpaalilly dadlall je EBlalealls 45510 Aalal)
Alalaal) 3 iy dnall o3gd il b cila s (9= saa) olsiwses Saud) g3 e kil
LS Gy (17.77-22.65) caly dam ¢l sla s a/5h 20 g5 wa daildl)
b wlallfdasiag AK Gy (13.00-18.35) Jolie ¢ sl o cilll/dasdiag
D sl 2/0b 10 ae dnilall Alebeall Lol ¢ ssiusall (it wie Aailall e O bedl)
b wsier Al dale i Al e %600 caddalls daild) dlabaall;
[isiiie @l jsa 16.26 -15.74 5 ) e bl [AS @ljsa 20.75521.00
sa 15.50 caalidad ol bl e aalal) dlelee calaef (Jolaall i bl
Aylie daaly dysine gy COLelaall 4y sy (Sl [Asia 3 )2 9.50 5 /Al
Lo sia (55ise pa AZOSPITNUM —; 7)) o ) i silall o8 milall e alall as
o Gl Lo sas cihsall (S5 G Aygina 33 ) sl (—a/h 20) (gamall aland) (e
Okon and Labandera, ;Bashan & de-Bashan, 2010) ¢ JS 44 Sl
L DA e clall iy gy wmdl sl 33y Azospirillum oLy (1994
(El= Ay il LS caially Lyl & Ja i ) culiylS iy aally iy S 4Y)
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4G gaad) WL g Ao )30 o pladl Ale e daaly daa

) a3 Sl 3gana 2026 ale 7 saadi 48 alaall

salyy ) ol Azospirillum  —; mak) of iy ) Khawas & Adachi ,1999)
Goan)) danilly milill maaly 530 e oy Lo ehail) 8 datiial) el sae 8 Gysies
Aelaal) iy SIS Al Cagylall 3 A ala o ylaill S o 1oV a8 Jaedlly
50 A Gileealls Alie Lgin 5 % 60 ) il & (il e dailal
58 ) b Snall o3 8 Lsaldl il asrys e eV Al ) clal )
Ay 8 L oSl palial) palaial Sudady cuag il JilG oy e Azospirillum
st gdll Allaall g jSaall Lol Gaias 8 Waysn (Y ALYl Al e ¢ ulisil
LeiasSis Boadl sad dabye A Glall aadl 85 e p Les cpp—all —alialls
b sdlaal Ji aalu (gsamal) sledl aladiul of LS (Vacheron et al., 2013)
Ak (lsie JSDy A1) jealially clal) 25555 ¢ s sl e A8l el (psas
(Kar and Bhawan, 1991 )a) HLil Lo se (3il5 Ley ¢ sall 55

Lasitally A<l cljsal) e A Azospirillum spp o Al 5l (9) Jsas
Sail) e Adlide Cilygiee ciad Aaglally 550 45 B £ g al) ol cilidl el
nally g gl

Lugid | Bamuse | oW amse | siall | (Bamse | JsY) puise

11 10.5 11.5 16.4 16.1 16.6 |
16.26 15.23 17.28 21 19.8 22.2 iol
17.77 16.08 19.45| 22.65 20.8 24.5 i02
15.69 14.69 16.68 | 20.69 194 21.98 io3
14.31 13.26 15.35| 19.42 18.66 20.17 iml
14.53 13.43 15.62 | 19.67 18.86 20.47 im2
15.74 14.5 16.98 | 20.75 19.5 22 im3
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ais dalle 455 & g jall Ol il Al gai (& AzOspirillum o gl il dal
all g g suanll o) (pa Ailida il giasa )it

05| 87| 103]| 155| 128 13.2 n
1262 1213| 1311 182 175 189|  nol
13| 123| 137/ 1835| 177 19|  no2
135| 127| 143 187 18 194| no3
13.45| 128| 141 184| 176 192] nmi
1301 | 1232| 137 17.9| 1696| 1884 nm2
1226 | 11.87| 1264| 17.33| 164| 1826| nm3
031 o020| 032| o049| o051 046 -3

Caliday Ayl 3aa Y1 L GLcadlly daild) e e Ll Cyelal Jlaally
cilell e aalal) Alelaey 4lie datiially 20N el de b Lagya Lt Leilygiass
i 5n 18.70) o Cum Sl slew 2/ 40 (i die tie aill Jef s
Ll g daall 555 8 Aygamall Saladl 50 S5y Laa o ll) /Aatiie 558 13.50
(Brady ailaall yaliall (aliaial 5o 1S ad)s ey Ll Lygumd (paad je fysal)
Gle & s cbasais Clysall 03685 aeyy Lae & Weil, 2017; Kumar ef al., 2021)
eV anay iamall dlassdl L) Caliaally dnilall e cDlabaall Cin (i 3 cgsnll il
g3—mnl) sl EDlalae (o Ji Caela LT bl e aalosl e s Liadl i)
Crmaand ) il LSl clypal) s 5iat Agaaal) saliall of () ey e i) e
e e Algs ) skl 2580l SN Lgaed paad caldivse IS dysanl) Al (alss
(Abd El-Lateef & El-Metwally, J1aall (alaaicd) dalaiuly culall Aldal) Jéal
(A sall Jalpe 852 06 el dpaadll (el saliia) oli Il 2020)
(Opasal) A3l die g AT dga (o geanlly 13)lae Joshall el e 5l i g
) A (g 3B ¢ S o igall (g ple Sy el Gl dass IV i 9l of L3
5% ) Sgaall g ledY) 8 Jslag nyhall cilays dald dalidl Cagylall 8 syl
el s el eliyg siall ~las e

92



4G gaad) WL g Ao )30 o pladl Ale e daaly daa

) a3 Sl 3gana 2026 o 7 aadi 48 Alaall

Laliy) chdiall (any b AZospirillum spp . gl L5l ey,
Cilygion ciad bl Aeg ) 3a Aaglally 8 5le Ay B Aaliay) ¢plal) el Ailgl)
rinally g gl Suadl) (pe AdlSe
:\-\S\ . . S. ‘ .. (1

bl (G Asina By (11) Jsaall milis coelsl :(§) Bsad) c1ig — Yol
il gia s diana of CilS Lygme Aplawd) Glilayl e il (i dsdld) e s dsildl)
5.75 szaldl e sl dlalas B 84.15 G sisall (s Janigia ol Cua (gl
pali 3 ¢ gouanll Sl (e o/ 20 835 3alls AZOSpirillume daslal) laladl) é ¢
sal) ) sl Lea (K GP e Nglaall yalial) (aloaials (gydal) saill (pad 8 il
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Gylae N dlebead) 3 Y) daildl je o0l e Aioeall 500ud goinall 0N el
Sl aandl) G el L e ki A/aS 1464 Gy il e il as
5S) L ae Gy 13 Lgpimne sl 5K aed (5 Aagldl Cagyl G S Y sany
Loy Ghill Jpane Lalily sai Gant gl slewd) Zuaal (Tao.622/2017)
il gl alatiuad 8ol (s cAianall 5aanY] pe A )lie Al sale il ae| 4ty 4Lyl
o) el LAl aanY) pe A3 )lie Ay sumnll BaanY] Crerdind Al Cebed) & el
el (Dlalrall paen 8 ApAY gl A3lie xapll ausall 8z Gle (358 d5a
prasar Al b =) Tasie Lmanpl) 395a]) ase Jams Cua cAaidle je o dadle culS
prsall & ohaill Aoy imd tAaalsnids A Jalse Bary @l jpudi (Say Aadyal) By el
@radl) sall Jalye A skl e lia) 3205 Altina 3 ya Cilays (o LA 21 )l
& dsmanall Gadaty Lain ¢ Jsadl (nsS5s (Asual) JEN SV e (o Guny Laa ¢ a3l
Gsall Dl die el g LedY) Gy ansall Al 8 Apha GllE] a)al) ausdl)

ol g i) ae Sl aldl slgadl aa e Jlaa) ) ddl)

98



4G gaad) WL g Ao )30 o pladl Ale e daaly daa

) a3 Sl 3gana 2026 o 7 aadi 48 Alaall

)
Jh 3 sl 45 8 ol e Azospirillum o @l 56 duls sl
tehbe G paslall (S Sandlly (goaand) Mpandll gk
a3 Clpine g & Ussale Lt AZOSPIrIUM SPP. s ilil) il Copelal
@r—adl sl Gpant A aab Cun Aaglally Al il 8 analisly ol
Gladl gyl ady () ALzl lgs)ss dandiall Clysadly g5 8l aae 3aly)s o)
Agina 8)5—my Ol gl il Jabyall i ) (sl ¢plaill 2SI Al
geaill ulaty clysall a5 o Glag) el Lo 35S clpligall (s s
o Aaildl Aleleall die Ciang AaliY) iy Spall b elol Joadl o il gl e
sl Ghadll daly) cilas Sim HEY) slaw (10 /0 20 g AzOSpirilium
Aaill Aleleall die SISy (Cigine Gl 2/3S 675 5 /38 1770 aalsll el
o Lgiee Cilian Al L) sl (o s/l 10 xe AZospirillum —,
ot i A/aS 616 ¢ pme b afaS 1715 s Cun Ll
s ) sl 43S L Amisdlly AZOSPIrlUM  — Gailall Aleledd) Cipelil o
o daaly it ciia 3 cDadie Ll 3ol dnlend) Aea gl e %60
Ol 3o US a8y o (ol wlil) 8)08 2S5 Loy cAlpanlily (el gas e
il gl e aal) Ly panall saan) e slae ) Julisg
ool il Al @yl 3 S e V) e sall (3585 ) @ ekl e
Alal sald) oS 35 5 sl Jiaill 300 30 Ail) Ca g ylall dae Do A
tluagil)

Lol g gaill 3 jasl Allad Lad) i) Jiay Azospirillum spp. —— ohdll ) gl il
A0 i) ae Juinall (g suandl Mpansil) zad die La gad 5 cdadlall 4y 5l & GV 330

99



ais dalle 455 & g jall Ol il Al gai (& AzOspirillum o gl il dal
all g g suanll o) (pa Ailida il giasa )it
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