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Abstract:

The experiment was carried out in the Al-Adawi area in the city of
Damascus during 2020, 2021 seasons. In order to study the Effect of
treatment with  biofertilizer (Azotobacter Chroococcum) at two
concentrations (5 and 10 ml/l) and biofertilizer (Em1) at two concentrations
(4 and 8 ml/l) and their interaction on some of vegetative growth and yield
charactaristics of strawberry plant (cv. Festival). The experiment was
designed according to a simple randomized design, and the vegetative
growth and vyield charactaristics were studied in the laboratories of the
Faculty of Agriculture at Damascus University. The results showed that the
treatment with biofertilizer (Azotobacter Chroococcum) 10 ml/l
supplemented with biofertilizer (EmZ1) 8 ml/l was superior to the other of the
treatments and to the control treatment in increasing plant height (22.97 cm),
number of leaves (33.4 leaves/plant), leaf area (137.39 c¢cm?), number of
flowers (14.22 flowers/plant), number of fruits (74.92 fruits/plant), yield of
plant (226.93 g/plant) and content of fruits in total soluble solids (TSS)
(10.233 %), vitamin C (58.095 mg/100 g wet weight) and at reduced
titratable acidity (TA) (0.597 %).

Key Words: Strawberry Plant, Biofertilizer (Azotobacter Chroococcum),
Biofertilizer (Em1).
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«Fragaria _«iall <Rosaideae 4lilall a5 cRosaceae 4lilall <Rosales 435 «Plant Kingdom 4l ASleall 358l aiy
ag Ao gy dal) clablid) cazlys 50 63 e ST 3 558l 55 . (Pua et al., 2007, 309) Fragaria x ananassa g si)
Gl e Ulall dadall 8 iy &l adaw gyiall desane yere ude Sla Sudll ((FAO, 2014) ,USa 241,109
Franie o)l cpuial) Bamy o (id S (L) e Figila JSh st AS e 48]l idagine Tl §yual 4ilu
& 100 JS (s5ing 3) Aniiyal) L33 Lgiaghy o)l 3aaii . (Schaffer et al., 2018, 272) adaiall g yall <l (e ()55
¢ 4.89 dgle Gl g 2« K¢ 7.68 (o) g 0.40 (oisy ¢ 0.67 el g 90.95 e dajlall HLaN s
aliall (g A sidl) LSl amys i S5 Ay B E (el (3o 58.8) C (el Lalial Z8LiaYl cculy S
Husaini et al., ¢Giampieri et al., 2012, 10) <Ll ¢ )5l ¢ Hueid) (b &l ¢ uladl) cagall capaal) 1 Jie (g aall
Sl delyy adies . (Torronen et al., 2002, 797) Uaydls calill Gialyal (o a5l 8 50K dyda dpaaf L LS (2016
Al Al LeilS e Slmd Aially Glady) Al halad Tang s il A8lal 520091 o ol S
DA e Sy Hlalaal oda e oSl Lo Joliil dagaill def)3l) ) aasill (o 23 AL ((Bayoumi et al., 2006, 178)
D LS e gsiat Al cluaddl a5 . (Itelima et al.,2018, 73) dysalls &yl 320uY) Jie dgmpds 2lge sl
J e 52l AL QIS Y sl cos V1 Jasad e Lghpaty Capas ) dysead) saan ¢ )l aal Azotobacter sp.
Rashid et al., 2016,) (sl Ly g dll (3l s DA o Ayl Aalise (3o 35 Ll LS cLgaly ol uillS el
Chennappa et al., 2018, ) liis gl clid yuall (b€ V1 e saill Ciligesn zl) Ao )il dileayl (164
¢ Uazy Akl e HUSA/3S 7 S5 Azotobacter LSy pdll @ilbils Alelea o) Tripathi et al (2017, 1180) s +(23
A1) Abeall Sgally clall Lty SLlly SLay¥ls (3sY) sae Jasias cilall g L)) e JaS JS& i polyethlene
Neamah et al (2020, (s -bylaall AL L genll (0 Gad Jil cidaef LS C (el 4400 cly Sull (TSS) A1)
Azospirillum) Al o) o LfE 30 3-S5 (Lmmdl) gsandl sledly Sl cilals A lalea ) 408)
AN L)y aalsl) clall dalily Ll sae el slhae) 8 cdsin Lagia JSI (cilsifde 10 5853 Azotobacter
il dlelee of Gupta et al (2012, 256) G -4l dia gaadl (o calli LeS puibins i1 dania s @l S (iaens
ey bl g La)) e caly JLiSa/aS 7 5S 5 Azotobacter s sLiSa/ sk 30 3855 Vermicompost (e Jarlas 35l
(Azotobacter spp) LyiSa 3ol cilils dllee o Rueda et al (2016, 48) aas . lall aacy akiel) Yy GhsY)
A Lebaall canl LaS L J gy oI015 cnlail) o Lyl 3alyy 8 Lygine s i 100 38510 g3V o i 2V
Alsally dualisYls )l dAaliaally H3all Joba 8 dugiea 33y ) Jfgs 6 3850 &g 3Y) aw AzOtobacter spp LS
.(TSS) 4 2413 4l

Ll s gl Effective microorganism el jlaial sag dysall saa) g 15l aal (Em1) gsuall slasdl any
LSSy ¢ suall Jiiaill LyS) daslil 45800 dal) LISH (ha legi 80 sging anh jumaius (e sl o5 cAlladll da8a
Juxi Cua (Javaid, 2010, 347) (g3¥) clifiay studll ilyias Garlesii€yls byl ¢ ilaall (iU jaea
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e gaill iladaia Gans 358 Ll LS @laal) jualiall cilil) aliaial digadis e o Leaging Al adgal) oLl
Einizadeh et al (2018, (- -(Talaat, 2019, 254) cbilall gai Ao fi53 Jlly clidyally (IAA) Ll s Jg)
Gl s Calall 3505 Aol Aalisall 50l ) ol % 3 5850 Sl il e (EM) sl slendl sladiud o 517)
£ /i 50.29) C el (e HLall (s5ine Gt I % 2 S5l Aleleall ol g AT dga o oLl g A3laaly Ll
Cata il Al of Hammad et al (2012, 407) ass a8 Lil pe 250adls % 1 350 ae 4laally lld (Gila ()35
1023) il bl daliy) el dael (o/aS 8.3) 385 aslisl) sled) wa (EM) (ssunl slandlly Festival il
@lls Ao (EM) gseall slaadls iladll o Hassan (2015, 44) aas . 5Ll sasa ulee Gl ) o0l LS (@il
mgaalls Al sls AL (C (el s (TSS) Al A Lloall dgal cra HLAll (s5ime Grand ) 5ol Sl

SN @l Sy (TA) Bplaall ALLN

&l (a2

e saanlloda 53 Ay AilesSl Baandl (o) jaianS Aggal) saanl) aladin) AlSe) e daad) 1 Lpeal Sl
sl alaudls (Azotobacter Chroococcum) ssaad) sleull Lals i)y Sl 13a Caaa ola Ua ey ¢l il
lesis LS updl) il dualily pad Suiaty ot e (Em)

gl 35k dga -3

;A saladl (1
canall Aaugio HLall ¢ gaill Jates uaill Hleil) il e say . (Festival caiall) 3ol iy e duhall o
e b b eal SN Gl 1Al o5l ey ey 0S1a el LA aplad) opslll ¢(Rysaan) S Ak i
Chandler et ¢Whitaker et al., 2012, 2) 5)liae 445 (558 gty i LS 3e LS ST Callail) Alae Jaay Jasho
.(al.,2000, 1366

r&agl) adsa (2
Cle Lyl 341 25 LS 2020 aladl Pla pald Saudly Gy b (iied e 8 gsaal) dihaie Gl 8 4l e
LBied daala el ST Al i) e Jallailly lalall

el ga) paa (3
Els Jsidll ey coblins JS8 o Lesadis Al aats Lediel 0 0.25 s Gand Cibaddly Gia)) & o3
Lall e bl ga e 205 53V il G s 70 Adlasdd) i€y baliadl) (paa bglad e 2020/12/26
Laalsll
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telly dsandilly dardl) cililes (4
Sladly dpecdll 235 i/l 1 laiey el i gomal slendl Caral Cam dpandily Candailly (o)ll Cililee 1)
Oesnly Jidnll aey Y1 Aaial s ieds e 3l ele g bl Jfg 1 Janar (20:20:20) NLP.K AlaesS
) e el 5 ey Ak
Al diwags (5
Jis i) 13a 2l Lells sag (NLPK) (oSl Ainall jaslinll (o Laginas Leispamd Ay A peal Ayl (a3
T Cinpey ol Ay (e Alida Blpn (pas (pas 25 im0 () Ailina (slael (e 5 e i8] de )l e )
(1 Jsaa) Aulll) Aglilly Aolal) Qe Cuppaly oo 2 43la 1 Jate (e Sy pas Lginsilad
.(Gupta, 2000, 438) sias uel) ddpyla alasiinl i SolSaal) Judail) -
-pH meter jlea alasiuly ¢ays8 tpH 4yl Avages da )y -
Pl Jragll Slea alasiuly s sEce Al Sl A B0l -
lagySaall o B Bplae 23 caspuilisll Cilag Ko (e 5255 Ay Ablialy (ggumal) (y5)SU 300l )08 14 umal) 3Ll -
-(Jackson, 1985) (suaall clils ddailsy
(Kjeldahl) Jalals jlea aasiinly 1 JSI g1 -
Giliad) jlga alasiuly 58, . (Olsen et al., 1954) Olsen iy alasinly #Uid) sl (aliiul - Uall )giodl) -
-(Spectrophotometer) A sl

-(Jackson, 1985) (flame photometer) cuelll Slea alasiuly oy & 1 Liall o gauilisall —
AS ) sl 08 2020 alall Gaad) £l (lSa B Al Agilually Al sadl) Gailadld) 1(1) Jsaad
KO |P,0s | N | sl EC pH Sl Jlal)
chd) | pUal | S | gl | 5:1 paldiwa | (3lre (%)
iS/pa % ds.m? (25:1)) osb | eda | Sa
386.5| 442 [ 022 | 24 0.65 7.8 | 52.8 18.3 28.9

r<Blalaal) (6

1(2) Jsaall A eage oo LS Al algall aladtii) &5 -
edlalaal) (B askiodd) Jsal 1(2)ds2a)

d8Lay) ALk AN alaud)
) ol .J/J5 v | Azotobacter Chroococcum LSy e (lxs 1
ST | 3010 vV L2 %10%8 =da 1 3S5
. 4 v
Al ol aa j;i 8 v Eml gopall cuaddll 2
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1 AU gail) o 4y il clalae ciilsy v/
Allee e alal sl (1
.J/de 5 385 (Azotobacter Chroococcum) (gl slandly dlaladll (2
-JfJa 10 355 (Azotobacter Chroococcum) (sssadl slandl 2laladll (3
Jfded 385 (EMI) @yl slendls dlaled) (4
a8 385 (EM1) gpead) sbendls dleledl) (5
Jde 4 585 (EmL) sl slesd) + J/de 5 355 (Azotobacter Chroococcum) (sl slendly dlaled) (6
Jfde 8 S5 (EmL) sl sledl + J/Je 5 355 (Azotobacter Chroococcum) cssall slewdly dlaladl) (7
Jde 4 585 (EmL) sl slad) + J/de 10 3855 (Azotobacter Chroococcum) gsaad) slawdly alalaall (8
Jfde 8 S5 (EmL) sl sl + J/Je 10 3855 (Azotobacter Chroococcum) gsaad) slawdly alalaall (9
TS5\ U TN PRSI IS U 5 UUN VRSP Filii IO PO IO BN A RS PN P S NBON I TN S

s O de )l amy el (e ials Gpeed s Ae )3 e Gaged o

g jaall cpdipal) (7

A alial) .1

Letas b JSU ol Ayl Ales (i Al o g (333 Jlshal by lil) Jsha il 3 1 (ana) cilill) Jgha—1
bl Jsha haugie o Jpanll &

Ualee JS gginds S il dused JS IS5y canlgll clall 3 3hsY) aae Glua 20 5(@ls/Adyg) Gl s -2
cBlalaally ) Sall loal) Jasssiall 340 5 (g g el Sa A e

L aaly Jlsde Ja5 ) xSa S (e LS Bed (po palll AL Llama 35l uad 32T 5 1 (Pa) A sl dalusall -3
Gl &5 w10 Jsday bt st Lgle o3 Al A4 48)5 e Leaiag 220 scanner Jgall muldl Slea danlgy jpa
P s sas0 Aol Aalia) s Image J ) seall dallas maliy 3yl (e 4l dalud)

Aalily) alial) 2

IS (gsints ) Se il duad JS JC Cumy caalgl) @lall b ) axe Glua Gyl oo 1 (@bifa) Y s -1
cDlaleally il Sall load) T siall 32T 5 (e s el S B e Alales

S il At JS J< Gy caalgll bl 6 sailad) Ll sxe Glaa Gyl e o(ilgdfipal) Ll s -2
cBlalaally ) Sall lsad) o sial) 340 5 (pa g el S B e Alalas JS (g5

JS 4 bl ae e ol e o5 ey san o dlilas JSIAaliY) Gl 3y5l e 1(@lai/g) Ay -3
sl Sl O bl e lelaa 5 ) 50l 5L (e clgff Jaeay cadal s (lales
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:de il clinal) .3

e Lila JslaaS (% 2) LSSV Gaas aladinly o o3 1y 03 £100/8w) C Cpalid e JLall) ggiaa—1
-(Ranganna, 1977, 2) Dichoropenol indophenol—=2.6 4iia alaiiul

Caidgsan o )% IS LA juac w3l (e de 5 34T 23 :(% TA) Splaall ALGY Agaal) (e Jlalll ggiaa=2
A g 8.1 dmganll dap il agirgaall Gilele Jolaay aplae o o jlatall oWl alaainly Je 100 Y
:(Gunness et al., 2009, 166) AUl Asleall A (40 8plaall ALE L gasl)
(pon pand) 3550 5yleall) [(llgiusall 1o NaOH X 0.0064 x 100) =%TA
clid) manl LlSa Jale 50 0.0064

co ) e g€l Slea aladiuls uldll &5 1 (% TSS) Aatel) 4l Adall agall (pa Ll ggina—3

A ill Alaay) Judadlly 43l avesai (8

0Se S5 Glye 3 dlalae S S5 cBlalan 9 e Gl 13s Jad Cus Japead)  Jlsdiall apenaill (335 dpaill Crena

DLl s llas giall 45lia5 (XI-state, 2016) dnlaasy) Jadlaill saliyy alaainly bl Judas o3 el 20 goa

% 5 Aysina s5iue dic (LSD) sine (3 Sl luss Fisher

:ABlial)y pilisl) .4

AN it (Pas) A8y sl Aabisal) o(cilii/Adyg) (3L sY) ey (am) bl Job haagia B gl Baad) il (1
Azotobacter ) (sseall slead) slasinl vie clall Joka 53l ) ol dusgyaall O aladl) gaen o (3) Jsaad) & i) i
sl aled) Gy Jee il A lelea b cOlral) Joaadl iS5 o0 )00y (EML) (sall Sbamadls 03540y (Chroococcum
clall Joda el cabael dum Jfde 8 3850 (Em1) sl el J/de 10 3853 (Azotobacter  Chroococcum)
S5L (Azotobacter  Chroococcum) (gssadl sbawdl o Je il o o (s 15.97) 2Ll pe A5l (2 22.97)
L e A)aally Lygins (ilyfidys 26.93) Ghs¥) 2ae 5alyy ) ool aipad) 3:S5IL (EM1) (gomadl ol oyl
L) e 40l ol Aals) 53l 06 LS Ay yaall (651 DLl adl) psan e Alaallys (clyfdsys 17.80)
JJde 10 3854 (Azotobacter Chroococcum) sl sbewdl (s Jelial) dlalas & Alalas Jmdl uilSs ¢(*ans 88.87)
(o 137.39) s dabin LT bl Gun Jfde 8 S5 (EMI) (gsnl) slandly

alell sl W A8 Aalidly 3hsY) saes calall ¢ Wiy asgia 53l A (EML) gsend) slessdl gsinall il sy a8
sad b Lpiat 1y a5 A o(Talaat, 2019, 254) clibyally calinnS V) gt e 4 535asal) 4381 6 LS
Ghsl oy skt Al pe bl dae 5alyy Iy )l il lall sy 4850 Aalusall 50l Uil LAY ki,
il 3as L (Eml) gl aledl 33ydl) lils 4llas 23c Einizadeh et al (2018, 517) saag Lo ae (3 125 3230a
4 (Azotobacter Chroococcum) (gsaal) sland) alasin) vie Gupta et al (2012, 256) oaay b aw Leal) llagi Al
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* Azotobacter Chroococcum LiyiSil aledl jsall ) s 289 40850 dalisdll GBlsy) 2ac s call) g W) Jass gia Baly)
-(Chennappa et al., 2018, 23 ¢Rashid et al., 2016,164) Gl ) Jie 4ilall il ga sl gy Ll G g

Al it (Came) 4y 0l dalosall ¢(cbiifAB)g) (3L sY) dasy «(am) cbill) Jshs Jausia B dygead) Baandl) il :(3) Jgand)

v e ) e .
2 ) Ay gl Aaluall| €297 ) {alaal
( s"““) 2,9 (c\/Ad, ) (t”‘"‘) Al Jsha
88.87 f 17.80e 15.97 e L)
97.24¢ 20.40d 17.29 de | Azotobacter Chroococcum=5 m/l

107.18 cd 21.73c | 19.53 bcd |[Azotobacter Chroococcum= 10 m/l

95.93 e 19.80d 17.19de Emil=4 m/l
104.14d 20.53d | 18.87 cde Em1=8 m/l
110.05 ¢ 2160¢ | 1914 bed Azotobacter Chroococcum=5 m/l

+ Eml=4 m/l
Azotobacter Chroococcum=5 m/I
+ Eml1=8 m/l
Azotobacter Chroococcum= 10 m/I
+ Eml=4 m/l
Azotobacter Chroococcum= 10 m/I
+ Eml1=8 m/l

4.54 0.75 275 LSDy.05
D eleall s Ay sina (33 dsasd ddlidd)l Caynl) um

AN il (cla/f) byl o(wla/spd) JLal assy o(@ls/am) SR e hagia B Ligadl 5aadl) a0 (2
g5l slaally L Llaall il Gum Sl aa e 3 Al ellad) il (4) dsaall 8wl xag
12.90) 2aLill awe 43jlaally Lsine V) 2ac 30l ) e2yiar (EM1) (gsand) slaudls 0250 (Azotobacter Chroococcum)
Gl ole il (0 Jelill 2 e (il w53 14.22) Sl aPlay e leflaag 1L i (il _yfsm)
) Clebaall asen O i Jfde 8 S5 (Em1) gl sledls J/de 10 3854 (Azotobacter Chroococcum)
@saad) alendl (p Jelial) dlalas o Alalas Jumil culSs (<ulifspa 9.30) aLall e A3aally gina Ll 2 53l Y <l
Jldll e el calael i Jfde 8 3855 (Em1) seall sledls J/de 10 3854 (Azotobacter  Chroococcum)
(Azotobacter Chroococcum) gsall sbawdl (e Jeliall cleles alasind die dalyy) Aol Jaasd L (clayfsyd 15.13)
sl slead) o Jelil) Alalas o Aol Juail i€ cLagall dariiad) 380 e Hlaill (arys (EM1) sl slaudly
e @l LS (@l 222.41) aiipall 03855 (EML) gynd) sladls aiiiyall 53-8 53 (Azotobacter - Chroococcum)
(ol 128.27) sl we 5adly Lgine Laliy) 50l ) Ay 2l Dlalaall

gs—nd el A Laledlls (EM1) gs—nd) sleaadly (i VA am Sl af¥lon o 3al alalisal )l , wiia @
Jie salll iladaia (ro bl (s5ine 3355 5hal A Clesd) 3 dypead) L) 550 ) (Azotobacter Chroococcum)

118.21 b 21.73c | 21.68ab

120.03 b 23.13Db | 20.97 abc

137.39a 26.93 a 22.97 a
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.(Talaat, 2019, 254 ¢Chennappa et al., 2018, 23) Ul LA bl aais Al clidpally clias glully calinus )
Z L) 8 Aamiall sl claliie joal ALYl )] dae 5aly) 4k ale 435Sl gl aae ks culal) U Al Ly
I dali¥ly Hlaill aae 3aly) Jllyy HLall sac 3ol alally # WY1 dlee Lo 8 Laysns ppad) dlle s Al Bl g
Hammad sasg e xay J2pdll s e Azotobacter LSy dlaled) xie Tripathi et al (2017, 1180) oaa Lo ae G
-Festival judll caia bl Je (Em1) goall sleudls (550 xicet al (2012, 407)

2 Sl) Sl (ldfB) AsaliiYly «(@l/ial) slall) aasg (lfsn) Jw3Y) a3 baugia (b dygaal) Bl il 1(4) Joaad)

(b ) Aaliny) | (@b/amd) Sl sse | (cla/sn)) LY s Alalaall
128.27 i 9.30h 12.90 h KTYAY
133.44 h 1040 f 13.93¢g Azotobacter Chroococcum=5 m/I
149.64 f 11.67e¢ 15.73 e Azotobacter Chroococcum= 10 m/|
140.80 g 10.73 f 14.60 f Eml=4m/l
168.22d 12.60c 16.53 cd Em1=8 m/l

Azotobacter Chroococcum=5 m/l

154.97 e 12.27d 16.33 d N Emi=4 m/l

181.49 b 13.00 b 17.07b Azotobacter ChrooEoccum: 5m/l
+ Eml=8 m/l

177 64 ¢ 1267 ¢ 16.73 ¢ Azotobacter Chroococcum= 10 m/I
+ Emil=4 m/l

222412 1513a 1907 a Azotobacter Chroococcum= 10 m/I
+ Emi1=8 m/l

1.69 0.29 0.33 LSDg s

O alrall s Aygine (g8 dgasd Adbiad) Cajnl) i
C omalid (% TA) bplaall ALEY Llagaal) (% TSS) Aish Ll Llal) dgal) B Lygaad) Saaal) 5L (3
P 50 L (b 039 £100/4e)

&= J[d= 10 S5 (Azotobacter Chroococcum) gsaadl sbeud) G gaiall aladiul Ol (5) dsaall & bl s
9.400) aaLall xe 4,lially (% 10.233) 48N L83 bl dgall 33 ) oa Jfde 8 3850 (EML) (gsanll slend)
8 plaall AL Al (i ) ol cBlaleall aan o o LS g paal (553 cleleall aaen ae 33)E4lG5 (%
10 S5 (Azotobacter Chroococcum) sl sbandly dlaledll o Alalre Juzadl cuilSs (% 0.685) 2Ll e 43l
Sisn ad LS (% 0.597) b yslaall AL A penll dpas J8 cibael Gom Jfde 8 3uS50 (EML) (gsund) alendly Jfd
DS AL 3y e JC Legalaain) aie (Em1) gseall sledly (Azotobacter  Chroococcum) (gssall aslad) aladsiul
Dl ssine el Baagd Wiy (cabay (19 § 100/3 52.381) aalal) ae 33)aally C el (o L) (s5ina b (midial)
J/d= 10 S5 (Azotobacter Chroococcum) (gssadl slawdl G Jeliill vie (abay (435 ¢ /gs 58.095) C (el (e
Jfde 8 385 (EmL) o) slandly

14 -9



iy il cag eall Sl @l Lalily sai 3 gl saan) L8l

a5 Le ey AZOtobacter LySy dlaledll 2ic Tripathi et al (2017, 1180) saas Lo o Leal) llia s Al bl 38)45
alaall AL L genl GLIKH A5A0 Lliall Mgall 5205 3 (EML) send) slendls Alalaall e Hassan (2015, 44)
el 8 53sasall jilaally Lill) 488l £all SN 505 Azotobacter LSy 5o M sl sda (gais C (paalis
) daliss 56 LiS 50l 5 g ramal) palll e lgnniy galll Cilaliia (35S0 o8 Laga 2 5255 s (EML) (s5nl)
Al 5y alady Clall Laling Al 4 giaell GLSall (o LIS aiai lgih o & Cun gl Jhall dlacy )5l

(Rashid et al., 2016, 164 ¢Javaid, 2010, 347) okl ) ey aalal) 8 ddlad) salal) oSy

C oalid (% TA) bplaall ALY Liaganl) (% TSS) Al La1dl) Ldual) sgall B Ll Baau) 136 1(5) Jgaadl
Al W (@b 0y £100/3)

C ol |ALAY Lagastl| ddal) dgall

03 £100/34) | TA) dplaall | 4u<l) 4313 Alalaal)
(k) (% (% TSS)
52.381¢€ 0.685 a 9.400c Y RAT

53.333 de 0.661b 9.467 ¢ | Azotobacter Chroococcum=5 m/l

54.286 cd 0.653 bc 9.833b |Azotobacter Chroococcum= 10 m/I

53.651 de 0.666 b 9.500 ¢ Eml=4 m/l

55.238 bc 0.640 cd 9.933b Em1=8 m/l

Azotobacter Chroococcum=5 m/I
+ Eml=4 m/l
Azotobacter Chroococcum=5 m/I
+ Eml1=8 m/l
IAzotobacter Chroococcum= 10 m/I
+ Eml=4 m/l
IAzotobacter Chroococcum= 10 m/I
+ Eml1=8 m/l

1.282 0.014 0.197 LSD .5
0 alrall s Aygine (g8 dgasd ddbia) Cajal) uim

54.286 cd 0.657b 9.567 ¢

57.143 a 0.627 de 10.000 b

55.873 b 0.614 e 9.900 b

58.095 a 0.597 f 10.233 a
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ralatiiuy) .5
@l Sl ll€ Al oy alaai uly Sl cl il A alidyly (g)—imddl saill Hulee sl Sy L
-(Em1) sall sledls (Azotobacter Chroococcum)
@seal) aledls J/Je 10 38 i (Azotobacter Chroococcum) (gssadl sbend) fur Jeliil) dlalan (558 milial) cuiy .2
shald) el ahee & J/de 8 385 (Em)
s eBlaled) & (Em1) gseall slasdls Azotobacter Chroococcum LisiSs (gseall alaudl lagy) 5l sl .3
Pyl pdll Gl Ll Basas AtV saill lpdhe paen (a8 2jke JS5 Legale Gigial
ralayiBally wluagdl .6
(Em1) (g5l 2bendls J/dw 10 S 54 (Azotobacter Chroococcum) (ssaall slawdly 35l cils Alabaas sty —1
dae slls Aoy L) sp3uilly g pmdl gl lina ey Juadl 150 Lagilhae Y (o olsa e JalaS JfJe 8 3850
degis LS
Aaaiuly iyl als e (Em1) sl sleudls (Azotobacter Chroococcum) gsad) sbawdl 56 Gy sl =2
il Glualy 3805

(501100020595) saill oy (385 (3kad mals (3e Upan indl 138 1 (Jygall
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