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Table 2- Analysis of variance (ANOVA) for root dry weight, percentage of root colonization and Mycorrhizal root dry

weight
Olaz o (Ko
@y (MS)
Oy (S5 ;! Opwlimigs oy gbaady ) Sl 5
S.0V df Ay y S 3 Al EUSY Y
Root dry weight Percentage of Mycorrhizal root
root colonization dry weight
- 3 0.061 0.420 0.072
Replication
(M) 15,550 o x -
Mycorrhiza (M) 2 6.088 725.352 0.113
(A) P}:lﬁ)::-wj)'" ns i ns
Azospirillum (A) 1 0.000 6.978 0.001
(L) o ob) ns ns ns
Lentil Cultivar (L) 1 0.033 0.006 0.202
AxM 2 0.010™ 0.008™ 0.011™
MxL 2 0.150™ 6.850" 0.018™
AxL 1 0.125™ 3.983" 0.202™
AxMxL 2 0.034™ 2.865 0.211"
e 33 0.064 0.567 0.087
Error
o)y Sy g do gy el a3 bine gl Gbine Sslis pas Sl g 4N 5T S

*and **: significantly at p < 0.05 and < 0.01, respectively; ns = non-significant
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Table 3- Mean comparison of the main effects of Mycorrhiza, Azospirillum and Lentil cultivars on root dry weight,
percentage of root colonization and Mycorrhizal root dry weight
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(Mean)
M}ﬁ . s .
o ear Shady ) SS9
s W) S 039 gl juigls .
S (@205 2 05%) ady (rorosie 32 055)
Treatments Root dry Percentage of AR
weight root Mycorrhlz_al root dry
m?2 o weight
g. colonization g.m?
(Mo) a9 367 3.04° 012"
None-use (M)
1555540 (M1) i posasls 4.79° 40.10° 188
Mycorrhiza Glomus intraradices (My)
(Ma) aso sests 4.76° 44.56° 2.09°
Glomus mosseae (M,)
(Ao) 80 05 4.38° 29.59" 1.29°
pdanl None- use (Ag)
et p9) T e
Azospirillum (A1) il posl ol il
Azospirillum brasilense 4.39° 30.30° 1.33°
(A1)
L -
) (L) e 4.36° 29.96° 1.30°
e o) Mashhadi (L)
Lentil cultivar (Ly) 56 44T 29 9g° 130
Naz (L) ' ' '

50 -
45 -

=]
ab
b b

40 -

35 -

30 -

25 -

20 -

15 -

10 -

5 c C

o 1R 1R , , ]

- T

MOL1 MOL2 Miti M1L2 M2L1 M2L2

Percentage of root colonization

Mycorrhiza x Lentil

MO:Nope-use MU Glomus intraradices ML Glomus mosseae
L1:Mashhadi cultivar L2:Naz cailtivar

Wy y gl 99l 0 )3 (595 32 s P81 )3 1525950 518 e T (aSlhe dullio -1 JSUS
Fig. 1- Mean comparison of Mycorrhiza x Lentil cultivars interaction on percentage of root colonization
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Fig. 2- Mean comparison of Azospirillum x Lentil cultivars interaction on percentage of root colonization
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35
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15 A

Percentage of root colonization

Azospirillum > Mycorrhiza x Lentil

AO:None-use Al:Azospirillum brasilense MO0:None-use MI1:Glomus
intraradices M2:Glomus mosseae L1:Mashhadi cultivar ©1.2:Naz cultivar

Ay Ogawl S Mo )3 59y 31 s @Byl 43 152 5950 3 ogaks ey T ke 31 (3aSilke duany e -3 JSCud
Fig. 3- Mean comparison of Azospirillum x Mycorrhiza x Lentil cultivars interaction on percentage of root colonization
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