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Fig. 1. Effect of irrigation levels and bacterial inoculation on linseed grain yield (vertical bars indicate
standard error (SE) of three replications and similar letter in each column are not significantly different

(LSD 0.05)).



ITAA (£) 5,05 (T1) o (ALS i (5la g &

Lodals Sl dwmidls |y ded doys o 5 ke
G S o3 VB Al 5l s /YA L Sls
Pseudomonas 5 Bacillus sp strainl sla s
Jos ol dsys 00 s (Y JSKE) ss Jla, e
RS Aoy Y Kl L Pseudomonas e
A Aoy U.»JSVS Bl 0Ly el Aoy
.33 Bacillus sp strain2 5 Jals sbajles 4 Glaze
Slagd 4 S hon VA Rals Sl dals jles
My (Y K8 sy s, Pseudomonas
st Mg 5 Olid Il (Sl el J i)
53 (8)) el ers Sl oL SL sai S Lo i
S ey (A OSes 5 olls sla g
Bacillus thuringiensis L ;SU 45 31 eslisal
St V) Gl e (S s Slend oS |
Slad s Rl prmas 5 QLS s Lied Sl

V) s S S s 5blans m-j

£l Ja....s
P (%)

75%

‘_;)\.:,T —alisea C)hﬁd
Different Irrigation Levels

100%

slax ouanlis byl ale) sBy, OLS olE s als jaud Aoy oL SU C_.B.\J

3 el Sl ol Gk il ald A s
dls s Aoy s ol SL =3 ol blas
(Y dodr) Al Sls g Ao s S Jlez c]ad 33
bl il z ol Sl S0l i s
bl bl aos Ver L s Lals cble
G (oo y3 Vo (il 3l 5 dos /FY Sl L
Ao ot S bl dns 00l
Loyd S b SL sl e Lol
dojs Y Sle b elisass s Sl s i
Dl 4 Gl Gheo 3 VE 18l 51 e Ul sdaline
(B ol s U Jsdr) s oyt dals
Bacillus sp strainl jlas ;s jaed Ao s oy 5 i
Loaals Jles il edalie Aoy /7 Sl L
TENGNWR IR W ST e LR R WS PRV wﬁu
(Y JK2) s Jls, 5 Bacillus sp strainl jles
Pseudomonas sls,les oS 5Ll L3 Vo s

oy VY Sls U Bacillus sp strainl

& control

8 Bacillus amyloliquetaciens

m Bacillus sp. strainl

O Bacillus sp. sirain2

R Azotobacter chroococcum

O Pseudomonase putida

: @ Azospirillium lipoferum
50%

5 bl il an b -Y S

ALSD +/40) Wil o L pKil 0355 l5 sns b 0 kias0LE O g ja 53 4l By o 5 41 S5 4w (SE) 3,4kl

Fig. 2. Effect of irrigation levels and bacterial inoculation on linseed grain P (vertical bars indicate
standard error (SE) of three replications and similar letter in each column are not significantly different

(LSD 0.05)).
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Fig. 3. Effect of irrigation levels and bacterial inoculation on linseed grain Fe (vertical bars indicate
standard error (SE) of three replications and similar letter in each column are not significantly different
(LSD 0.05)).
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Fig. 4. Effect of irrigation levels and bacterial inoculation on linseed grain Zn (vertical bars indicate
standard error (SE) of three replications and similar letter in each column are not significantly different

(LSD 0.05)).
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Fig. 5. Effect of irrigation levels and bacterial inoculation on soil electric conductivity after linseed
harvesting (vertical bars indicate standard error (SE) of three replications and similar letter in each column

are not significantly different (LSD 0.05)).
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Table 4. Correlation of grain yield, grain nutrients and soil nutrients after crop harvesting.
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