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Article Info ABSTRACT

Article type: Background and Objectives: Parsley (Tagetes erecta) is an important

Full Length Research Paper  pedding plant of asteraceae family. Environmental stresses, especially
salinity stress in agricultural soils are increasing. Therefore, it seems

Article history: necessary to f_in_d_ a suitable_solytion_ to reduce the effects_ of soil salin_ity

Received: 06.10.2023 and the possﬂyhty of gultlvatlon in the_se types of _sons. Meanwhile,

Revised: 07.14.2023 growth-promoting bacteria are one of the important options as a factor to

Accepted: 08.14.2023 deal with these stresses. This research was carried out with the aim of the
effect of growth stimulating bacteria as biofertilizers in making parsley
plant resistant to salt stress.

Keywords:
Bacteria, Materials and Methods: In order to investigate the effect of the
Ornamental flower, application of growth-stimulating bacteria on reducing the effects of

Physiological traits,

g salinity stress in orange parsley, a research was conducted in the
Salinity stress y ge parsley

greenhouse of the Faculty of Agriculture of Zanjan University in 2022.
This research was conducted as a factorial experiment in the form of a
completely randomized design with treatments, three levels of salinity
stress (0, 4 and 8 decisiemens) and three levels of Bacillus bacteria
(control, Bacillus subtilis, Bacillus velezensis) in three replications, which
in total It formed 27 experimental units. Morpho - physiologycal traits
include: plant height, flower diameter, number of flowers, plant fresh
weight, plant dry weight, root fresh weight, root dry weight, total
chlorophyll, antioxidant, ion leakage percentage, peroxidase enzyme,
proline, sodium, potassium and The ratio of sodium to potassium was
calculated.

Results: The results of this research showed that the effect of salinity stress
as well as the effect of bacteria on all traits was significant. The interaction
effect of salinity in bacteria was significant in some traits such as fresh and
dry weight of roots, diameter and number of flowers, leaf ion leakage
percentage, total chlorophyll, peroxidase enzyme, proline, sodium and
potassium percentage and sodium to potassium ratio. Based on the results
of the comparison of averages, due to salinity stress, plant height, fresh and
dry weight of shoot and root, diameter and number of flowers, chlorophyll,
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potassium percentage decreased significantly and in contrast to the
characteristics of flower ion leakage percentage, peroxidase enzyme level,
Proline, anthocyanin and antioxidants, sodium and the ratio of sodium to
potassium increased. Also, the use of bacteria moderated the negative
effects of salinity stress and by increasing the amount of proline,
anthocyanin, antioxidant and increasing the amount of potassium, it led to
the improvement of growth conditions in 8 and 4 deci siemens per meter
salinity stress. Among the bacteria that were used, Bacillus subtilis showed
a better response than Bacillus velezensis in ornamental parsley and
reduced the effect of salt stress.

Conclusion: The results of this research showed that salinity induced
negative effects on the morphological, physiological and biochemical
characteristics of ornamental cabbage. Growth promoting bacteria reduced
the negative effects of salinity stress through direct and indirect
mechanisms. Among the bacteria that were used, Bacillus subtilis showed a
better response than Bacillus velezensis in ornamental parsley and reduced
the effect of salt stress. In other words, at high levels of salinity stress, the
damage caused by salinity stress can be prevented by using growth-
promoting bacteria.

Cite this article: Grayloo, Azar, Aelaei, Mitra, Mortazavi, Seyed Najmeddin, Arghavani, Masoud,
Salehi, Fahimeh. 2024. The effect of Bacillus subtilis and Bacillus velezensis bacteria on
tolerance to salinity stress in orange marigold (Tagetes erecta L.). Journal of Plant
Production Research, 31 (1), 189-211.

@ OIS © The Author(s). DOI: 10.22069/JOPP.2023.21438.3049
v e Publisher: Gorgan University of Agricultural Sciences and Natural Resources

K.



YRYY_Yedr :mle LLS )
e LS adai  eld, idats do wid
YYYY_YYVA @t LU G ALY SROERgR N

%&L‘a if;‘ i‘jf;‘gs

S5 i 49 Jooxi 31 i 39 Lo gl g ouiitles o ghoalt S5 55 il
(Tagetes erecta L.) 2,6 o9y 500> 5

o Cf L. v .. . Yo o, R P
g;’JL"A*T@"g;“J’J‘°N‘L$J¢J‘(ﬁJ”ﬁ“\:‘“ d)&&|‘#‘ﬁ|;).>|

azargraylo@gmail.com :asGL, .ol 1 Ol s clos 3 o5 (g3, 5LES 2a8Liils o SLéb poke os S il pulis)lS s el 5l
maelaei@znu.ac.ir :asbll, .ol ul Ol s los s oKils (g5, 5LES 2 aSLiils « SLEL oo 05 S Ll oJ s o 5
mortazavi@znu.ac.ir :asLll, .ol »l Ol Ol s oKl (g3,5LES 2aSLiils ¢ SLéL psls 05,5 Ll
arghavani@znu.ac.ir :asLLl, .ol 1 Ol ) «Olow 3 oKy (3, 5LaS 2 aSCiils ¢ SLEL poke s S Ll
fahime.salehi@znu.ac.ir :asbL1, .ol ul Ol s colow 3 oBils (55, 5LaS 0aSiils ( SLeL oo 03 S S5 s gl 2l

a.h:S.z- e Sl
o 4 Gl Coeal L Las S (Tagetes erecta) (s ier S :daa 5 anlu Wl g g

33 Fs GG 3 (658 i ey 4 Joes gl 25 .ol (Asteraceae) ols bl
Ol 5 Sl oy sla il RalS g clie Sl b opl by ool 5l -
Olgeas Ly S e Slas 8L o onl 03 ey o o 4y So5 0 S 50 ol 5o s
AU O b s ol s e ey S 1 S b il b alie gl s
Gops A5l 53 g nr oS Jeoss sl 53 g3 558 Dl 4 A5 S e slag SU

L3S s

O Sl SR iy S e sla L 2,008 il e sskie 4 il iy g 5l se
Il 53 O3 o5l (53,5128 suSCiils SRS 3 ooy (il s dar olS L5 (555
33 SUIS b I8 s S sl S 4 sy oal S s 1Y)
Shesliial mhaw 4w 5 (e e A 5 Y ) Gopd G5 s an (slasles
Sy pe LSS aw s (Bacillus velezensis Bacillus subtilis casls) o5kl s SU
Sidgs 5 ebdcsn, Olio sl LS 1) bl a1y YV fame )3 45 L3S
Sz 5 5 05 o JS sl (S ke wlS gl dels 25 dlest Sl s dss 8oLl
S p S S Aoy OS] BT Ol (IS sy Sy 5 035 alps ol

A dlos ol 4 s S 5 ey e o3 (s ST vw‘j s

Sl plad oSl s 5 So5d 15 Gl aS 0l DL s w\@u:uwg
}Jh.;td.«i.i)&ai;.-‘jjsOJ}J.;..!LAC)LL.Dfﬂ))dﬁl{))d}}jdﬁ&l&j‘.)ﬁ)‘)@&&

b = ode oS e

VEYAT/Y e Bl s b

AR AN

VRO 5o p 0y s

SIS slaa3ls
(S

(Soss S
S i

s S

ARY)


mailto:azargraylo@gmail.com
mailto:maelaei@znu.ac.ir
mailto:mortazavi@znu.ac.ir
mailto:arghavani@znu.ac.ir
mailto:fahime.salehi@znu.ac.ir

;".’.J"""M‘)J‘U':jjj'l‘)‘J:“S‘ﬁrific‘:jw‘g}syjjls“ff‘jﬁC"“:""M);‘Jf;b‘*’
LJ:."?_}J.LSch Jl.bu‘j;]a};ﬁi)}&\}h r].’u‘&:}}‘;g))j ;ol.:ftuﬁ)\ Sl g;)}":’
W3l Gl el 4 e Sl e OMenS (5T 5 b 3T s Gl
e L s A3 S s A s S RS cmse 8L 0 e
G5 3 Ay Ll b s 4 e el Olge (5 5 OIS 5T il sl (s

A58 e e ¥ A G50

Sl gas 5 e S G Corge 5558 oS sl DL tasn ol il 1 pS 4w
Loy S Sl S S U e S bt 5 SOsnsd (SS5s005
O 03 S (G5 S e SIS Al Lol it 8 5 s Lol g5l s
el L & S et sl L 235 1 el 5550 ST ol SL
Sls SR o5 A s sl 0L ms sk S e OS1s ees
Sl 1Ay S e Glas SL o8 L Ols e s 5 SV ke 5o Solsw

28 S8 soph 5 S

5 ekl Gosh ol s S Lt (VF 1) dargd o ol wgns o Jlsé ) el S 595 o ol e o Dlel )3T gl 5 0 ctuw
(BT i sla ags 4 i (Tagetes erecta L) (o)l o8, (s ,aea JS 6590 G5 4 Jood p il gkl
AA-YAY (HTY
DOI: 10.22069/JOPP.2023.21438.3049
() S s © ST o i 5 (65)5liS pole olKitils 50

NC

Ay



S 5 Ol o Glgme &S 0l a5 (V) il
33 53 Sliss Sulda 5 o SlSles Col Ol
s (Lavandula angustifolia) . s o shaul oS
Soss s s (Salvia rosmarinus) (sl
3357 sl 53 SEAlS Olgee b el il o SRalS
S Gl s edle s St Ol 4 S
5 2 Il 55 (o550 bau s el U
Cle e dlse sl ol 5o e BB &S
(A) A3l bag s )S Glsme Aoy YO 505
5 OllS a8 il e SIS sba
G oS b e S Slale 5 codS 3l g AIS
wls OF plad 5 b Slhopas 4 UgS
s Sl et b (S35 Sl BLII AL ol
gty s S35 0358 L3 ead 423505 O
Wy 55 pled gloss sl Sl sl S
LosS b el & as Il (g5,5Li8 SN sames
33T Sl g gy e pll el Cdde s
oS Ay S o Slsn, o & Lies
Sy dlge Dlssrse ol dibsme (PGPR)
e s ol s oS Joos ‘&ﬂ PVIERE
5 ok sl s edpbe WS s Sles
dhows ) St lask VT 5 bl olS s
wivy Ly (a5 S S (glulas
R S il alS laeiiS by
S0 e Al andls 6 S s 5 e
ok b g ol Wl (g ele (gD
Jolse Aln o Jed dagmlus WS O
OlS 3 Koot oo Wl 5 Bsubew
S das e 0L Slialie () LK 3 Sl 5 e
S PGPR' (lagism L odd mili amiy olS
RS e A Sl g a1y el Szl Joa)

ok e 5 S o e A0 e Ll

1- Plant Growth Promoting Rhizobacteria

Ay

EVRT

5l S (Tagetes erecta L.) (s e olS
Ol ST o3l il Glae (ol S S 0 5
Oy s oS ol () ol (Asteraceae)
el S5 ehsn GF e Sl 5 K]
235 S o S S 5 shils 5 LG AL (6 phnr
BERNP R R PR ol 6“\}5 Sy s
(b 355 (phay 35 Al calshe gl S 5
s oodle Jf gl (V) cl lsy e, st
o035 5o Sleus 5 masls el gl (sl
Sl bl axdlas gl oS ol sl IS5l abar |
LS e eslinad ;;)?'uﬂ Olys 5 el
G bl ke 4 i 8 S s
b G oS ol LS 5 sl 50l
Sl S 5 S g w8 el
ssh S5 5k il L Buee (e oS (M)
oS ol S S Ol5e 55 Ol el Sl s
o LS 4 L (LIS g ) oS S el

(F) odls dal g (6 5 e
AR L3 Bl e S S sost S
Oler slay iS5l ol o SV e 5> Shes
s b e a0l L8 L IS ) 5 ol
Bl s (558 Hlees &S (555508 Gbla
s M Ol o 2 O ) (0) ke
S Sosd 5l 20 G el DI 5 sl e OALS
eesd 3 Rl olS asy S ST sl ulse
S o 4 bge OLLS 3 (58 e 3G
G 3 A3 o ok 4 S il e S s
35 48) 33,5 o 0381 o051 U, ¢l 5
Al GBSl iy e ChlE (g)pd Bl
R N sl sla e
5 S S J:;L?g:»d OlS Wi s Jsls
dale Jlos 4 |y S Olele (6ILL b e



VF¥ o) b)l.o.n.:} X 2,93 ‘uﬁlﬁf .A.&J,; ‘_;Lbu,u.h9f A g

B s st el Sope 4 (S i)
Sl &blS 53 LS5 b sl SUIS b
Ol oKl (55,5La8 0aSls SLel pyle o5 S
A ) opd gl 53 Jeld Jil HsSE s el
Jolo pss 55U elan a4 dald 5 ey ey o
Gy b mdl) Ly Sme g SL ol s o
Bacillus 4w L el Bacillus subtilis
o ISEils 5l s SL g mdls pie 5 (Velezensis
S S5 Ad ag Ohe Kl gl
oSS ke 4 LSS el @ Sy S S
) ¢S 53 Oz 4 Olgiol 54 0L oS53 51 )5l
2 (WS gl Ghosae YA ssus 05 s
CiS gla e (bl e elinad ciS gla s
Slod il w56 s Ll 3 5o 5L S 3
Sl Bl Jal s 5 ke s ol S ol 4 s YV-YY
5poe WS seh 5l ey 288 s LS
& ot 5SS SIS (gla iy s Ladleils coler
Skt sl Sl W pls) 5 el 10
(Sols Slatams ©) sl 555 5 S Sbt wantl,
Sops ol Ozl 5l e atia jler LS 2t
A ¥ glachle s bl O Gk 5l (L)JS i)
Olpe & s e pdo ol pon & oy ey § o
Jles! (s Cla e ) atan 3 5L 4w als LS
g Ol S sl S el S3w pN s S
win a WOl EC = 5l i il 5 S
Sose 5 AE Sl S EC Ole LS
Sore (Sl Jpeme ST L) osi] (Sed peas
ChlE Lo USL Glles pexes 23S
4 Sosd Solad g 5l e ats S )+ cfu/ml
Ly Gl cmbe by Lus Jlesl QIS Loes
VOVA 5 sy s sl ST sl amus VASYY
00 alin oo Sughy 5 i 3 3l S Sl s

oS cnl slp o3 o5 g A S b s Ao

1af

53 Oly sk Sl asls gy WO 3 s e
S odan s JEle ol s S50 O
00 xS b ) bl Al SabIS
r,liw}j Olajpd il oS Wlosls OLES L ity
Wl iy S o slacs SUoss K 5 pamsns s
slae S sl il
23 Ui IS Ol 5 el glxl glac e
oxam (W) ssdpe 58 5 55k Sdee ole
dld b ol Eol hasny 5 psh s
G5 5 AlS e dssdes 035

o SLS S ilelay cplply 5 alyy C3L 5o 5 e
25 ol 0 OY) s e ol e IS
23 St 5o PGPR 3l eslanal (s Ll 5
55 SaS M Jgams dag 4 e - OV 55
(VYY)
B T R O B
S0 2 SIS 3 o 5 Rl s oL st
bbb 5ol sy i ) —asls oS
oS G Ul @ oS pl VWU S 4
O s a e b Ol e sl >
e 03 OIS e 5SS st
Ly Sl Oler laysis Sl ol 3 30slES
Loy ool Rl SRl b= 5o Ol LIS
G5l 03 oS ol sl Dl (pes B
Olpe & skl lagg st sl el 5 )55
ol Rl eSS G s S 2SS
S olS opl sed 5 Al 5o Shes SRS st
O

W gy 9 3lge
Gl St Lt adlae e o tasn gl
J L;\i)ﬂjjﬁj‘?fe ‘J‘:‘.'iﬁ) clis Ba °l:§ N3 LSJ.>:A

Sogi o Cod iyl o3y (e pledgn



Sodats Jshme A3 LI DPPH to s +/0F clale
LA (g 1saSS GBI gl 5 5 L6 s adds Y
Loy aals Llis 55 256 OV 55 ek sl ol
Analytikjena specord 250 Jue e gy S
ool o sl JIGsl dwys ((V4) wd ekl

o S dlome 5 alaly SWS

(Abs control - Abs sample/Abs control) x100 (V)

Aald zse Jsb ds Abs control f s S

s gas 50 Ik ol ADS sample
05 N g Ole S o3l gl tondsn Ol
VL edd sz mle Oh s Sl eslanal b o3l & g
et 2 S OFpen Loy ¥ Sl gl 2 o
SaiSle Ay 53 H3 Vrrr Lo badds Y )
A3 5 (ROTINA 380 Benchtop Centrifuge)
A Ve @ skl Sl A e 0
S e Sl ol 2 Ja ¥ s il
o3l 13518 Bl am s Ver 0 8 Ol el 53 el
WBLAN L oo oy OLL 4 2 J1s 5o 2ST5 5 A5
an Sl S gl ol 5 e Y 008
S a5 7Sl olSs b a6 OYe g0 sk 55
Ol 5 A3 (5 5ol Analytikjena specord 250
aloen s 550kl (gla o Sl eslizal b s

T0) s

prolin (%)xToluene(ml)/lls.s

s (umol/g fiw) = M

gr sample/5

Sk ol L ol el 1 Sa S A s
A bl LS S S Ol Sl
Sl S8 Y L ol Dl i

Sl ke Ol b piaed 5l an 1) S o3l 5 Wl

AR

L, 5 3L e it 5 ol # Bl
Sda) Lol alS o5 pas 5 OLS LS
ol pli)l Jold sl Clio d(ais Cia
(el Pl Sz 5 5 0 JS ks (S sl
Jols (S mnd Slio 5 ady, S 5 5 0
WeSIAT JS g5 el iy o
A e Sty 3T bl 5
I R e
SSesll Hke a Laly cpl 53 Al (5,85l
de Sl e Bl e S B LS p L
Sl A eslanal SIS A Gl e SE L A
L Eoled iy plasl Oboy b iy o 53 b IS
S A (Sl el S KaS w  S s
JE gpinad 5 OIS 5 OLS 0 S ol
A e Sl Ay 5 alsa pll a3 daay
G2l Sl adas 5 2l el 5055 ale g
RSP UUII W- N 300 fjf e} CEs L Jlses
53 W1 by baplail a0l s 035 anmlons
Colu YF S @l S sl ax 3 00 gles 53 0]
Oos Jamms Gl lawg g 5 LB S 15
Olie i alms alyy 5 al gl i
S Se3Il (VA¥4) 05T oy 5l eslinal b s IS
2 e 5 sy w0 S el L(VF) W
A apulss DPPH i, @ 0lst 2T 5 (10)
5 OV) 38l iy 4 cmlbwssl g, Seslul (V9)
5 leduns g 4 3leaSly o5l Cled (6 Sosll

OA) ds elosil (VAAY) 05l
e Aoy e g S| BT b
o 3 L e 8 ksl eS| S
Sheslinad b5 sl b b 2als (g 8650l
elsl OPPH) Lsbdes b S b oo -7 oY
VO 4 SlSl 2T co b e gl S

b At Dol I doe 1D ol o 31 0



VF¥ o) b)l.o.n.:} X 2,93 ‘uﬁlﬁf .A.&J,; ‘_;lhu,u.h9f 4.)‘)*».'

S el N Goph 5w by e il
AL 2 ol Sl anglis 5 A2
NINVY b b 6y L) cp 5t oS s> OLE
5 ol bl 6 8L Sl s e Sl
AL VTV (o 8la b 56 w5 gl 508
(Y dsiax) o S0 2,08 ke s 4 by e
Slis 511 LS il (1) OLiSes 5 S ey
SN s ot a Jed Ol (i Sl b
23 LS pome oS A, glaatle o S
OLLS o) iy el Cel gp5d A5 &l
)sdjbu&gt')}j)lmguiﬁgw\jaﬁd
Lyl el s aSgsbas o)ls N S
Al s s Sl B el LlE e
o smlesl b OLS tayn (V) 538 oS s,
s s S s 8 S Ndw ams
Ay il ol skl 5 ook e s3T5
Sl elS 5o S 055 5 5 O3 ORIP (R
53 ol 2l Blen 3 aS wmils Ol 0T .(Y0) w5 S
Mg gopaia oS i, Koo o 550
S S Blae A g G 5 W sesa s
Josb Sl 1 obio a5 3l5e ol 45 e ol S s
300 0dd 218 (YF) S e el b L O
53 bess g 5 p sk a3l SSLI lags St
5 AL Gl L 5 e 2ol olS
L s gyl S8 e ol olS 3 psk S

(YY) Wsls sl 38

Vas

b5 050 oSl 1l Glal s 500t
SLal OF & e O s Ve g sl 5 o
O Cele Y ods w1y Wb b e NURY
o313 13 5l S il a3 YY glos Lo S O ples
(ECL) wo o, Seilll bk ses Colia Olye
5,5 A s 1) sl 3 (5 sla b e
O St e 5 0den 5 IS 1 akds Yo Dkaay
S Colta Ol ol S sl ax s YOOU
Jye b b5 (EC2) w5, Se3ll Tsdoms Las sui

S i Ay = 2ox100 )

el e e el (e ol

38 15 bl s boled e 53 55 S
(asn opl 5l edel Casa glaesls aen (YY)
b ks amslie 5 Las 2IUT SAS Jissle 3 lav s

A3 S el (Ul (glaslsdir 05051 ol

Pl 4 by bl wsm b el gl
5,08 5 Gosd i Lol i as sl olis bolS
doss S dlexs CEM): Cde ol o6 SL
OSle aslie G Gb (V dadr) LS s pae
Lows ol cniohe wusd S ol
S pde Sl 4 b e sl TP S0k

WYV 8k b 58 @ gl 508 5 s



AR IS (K55 s ge Dlho Ay S e G L 5 o5d A5 ST bty 4 ) Jsdr
Table 1. Analysis of variance the effect of salinity stress and bacteria on some morphophysiological traits of
Tagetes erecta.
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Table 2. Mean comparison of salinity stress and bacteria on some morphophysiological traits of Tagetes erecta.

SEF 05 03 SEF 055 >

g5 =

. . ‘ JS sl oS glis) Sosh 5
B 2 il el sl el d'i:elicr)nvzgr Number of  Plantheight . s )
Root dry Root fresh Plant dry Plant fresh flowers (cm) TE oo
weight (gr)  weight (gr)  weight (gr) weight (gr) (mgr)
6.05% 37.39° 10.55% 24.05° 8.23% 3.55° 23.11° 0
479 30.51° 7.83° 18.76" 6.87° 277° 20.72° 4
2.57° 17.19¢ 4.17° 10.98° 5.57° 1.66° 18.27° 8
L8
5.40° 33.05° 8.80% 21.11° 7.94° 3.33° 10.55° Bacillus subtilis
452 28.71° 7.80° 18.80° 7.16" 3.00° 9.66° Bacillus velezensis
3.50° 23.34° 5.95° 13.88° 5.55¢ 1.66° 8.33° b pze pds

b e Sy 5 U5 Ll WlS s,
Sles o wnl 5 obess oS s » sk
P Soph 45 IS edalle (6) 58 T e Sler
olrls i 5 5 055 olS pi)l el w
bapiass mls & g b (YA 5 YA) 58
olos ol Lo o 5 sbay S5 L kS s
ol adls JUs & 1y 3 Shas 53 o3 1O U Ve
L) S e o SL el b s (70
oLS 3 ol pll S 5 5 05y GlBl e

KUADIRW S PP Y
O aS sl QLES s ) o tady; KE3 9§ Oy
S e 6L 5 osh S5 Jlae 5 Lo
Tl 03 i IS k), S 5 U5y p A
Ssosba (V dsdr) 25 b pme Lo s S =
5l ralS aly, SUS 055 s S e
gl B Gy Sy S e 651 Sl sl
Flie 3 oSl gl glis ol 0l 2alS
Wy SLE s 5 Ui ik & sl Ol
Slas o p S VN 5 0T o Ske Lo e
ol 6L o s o S el e
Sy 5038 pAeS 5 Ll st pedale
53 SYY SWPY (Sl b s 5w g i

i e glsine Sl pde SOLLS O g pa 53 St Gy >
The common letters in each column indicate a non-significant difference

ARY

el w s Lol el SISy 5 05
Sogs w5 MV e 53 edd D1 bty 4
)\)ﬁ“)b&dw}-‘ch.w)éﬁ)bdjw-
Ol o5 i ol il pSls amlie ol a2
Sy o3 S V00 5 YO oSle L oes S
Olier (2 pS 525 Suss U5 pde Dlad 4 by e
G5 p S YN 5 VA o Sle b 5w 5
D3 e g e e N (So g S sled 4 by e
o 5 8L 8 ol S Sl e ol
b o ol ol Sist 5 5 055 (e
35 08 A s es odle peskel o SL
SVIM oSSla b i 55 s gl S
ngfl{:ﬂ)lSH&)LA.;aglaﬁjna.?ﬁ):pf()/‘\o
)J%}S}ﬁ@jYwawk‘j&alﬁf
s € &S Wil of e ods 5 St J o
sl 558 o0 s jole Ol s el sl
s Il s Pt 5 Gheml RS 4 e
slajexls jfall Cel a5 &S ”J‘fd‘



Aoy e iU s AS g)ss A5 Ll s salS
5ol Wiy gl W SEE s S5 05y el
35 B0 A5 e b SU nl ity Sy e
e Al il glaeilSa L olls s |,
2 GRIB O SlS S s (G Gl
bt a Jooss Rl b die slse 035 (o i
S 5 LS atey Sinsy gl (FY) S Jlosl
g lsago g slag SL &S ol Ol (YY)
5 ais 035 GShs ul 5 et s e skl

sls il 51 G sladlg 5 alse ol

(p55) ada)y 5 033
Root fresh weight (gr)

3 e g el N Sops e 4 by Gp
sled 53 a8 sl Ol il sy (6 SL )8 e
D3GR 9 M g e T A Goss S
AL 58 (s 5 0b) el jles
i) ol o ) Ly il 3l g Ay S s
Sl 3 8L e Sl 4 OIS s |l
s s oS > e e T e st
Wb S Syge g p ok (Y 5 Gl S2)
s sz 03 e sl 4 e pes alS
55 el Ay s el 4 s Wl 65
iy Gl sl L, S e sl St 3

(Salinity stress) 5o i

$5SLoees B Bacillus subtilis

& Bacillus velezensis

(I AR s F 058 2 G 5 s G e ST 5Kl aemlie s ) IS
Fig. 1. The results of comparing the mean interaction effect of salinity stress and bacteria application on Root
fresh weight in Tagetes erecta L.

4 -

", =
P ATy

"

2R

s,

(p)5) ady, Sz (39

Root dry weight (gr)

s,

T A e T A T A T A TR T A

s,

e

LS e e e e

I T A

ot

o

o

¥ A

(Salinity stress) .,ss i

N 25U e B@Bacillus subtilis

@ Bacillus velezensis

(TN A JE ak) KI5 055 2 6L 0 5 ot 5 Bl 1 oSile alie gl Y S
Fig. 2. The results of comparing the mean interaction effect of salinity stress and bacteria application on Root
dry weight in Tagetes erecta L.



VF¥ o) b)l.m.:' X 8,93 ‘uﬁlﬁf 45),3 ‘_glhu,u.hg).ﬁ 4.)‘).“».'

5> JS ol 5 IS 8 oG0S s ekl skl
308 pde 5 ot N S e Siews A led
2> 8N 5 e e Y Sl b s 4 oS
Jeaas (o8 A5 A 5o (Y 5T e IS0) 5
it s S 5 gl ols 5 Ol 558
Rl 4 Al e talS Sl 3l A 5 e g
ol 3 D) 5505 il Sl adtes Gl
Gy o3 J8 slaws o 5 dlesl b s sy
A Jdse o SL sl sl sl JRals

A3 8 g 3 IS sl s Rl e (g 50

ol S sl Ol s gy 1 I8 aldas 5 Jhad
Bk oSt 5 eoss i bl
e S Jlex| CJM 03 b (6 e
o5 A s Sosba (V Jddx) sp s e
ol 6L Js il el S kS s
S5 s s il S e s e ped fdel |y el
S g s e A 5 e L ogoss s S
2 Szt O M I pSke alie s sy
JS sl 5 ks e oS 0ls 0L 8L 58
BRSNS T N WL VLYo B W PR S PP

08 5 Gosd S opde Dl 4 bge 4

cd

e
R

"

LU TR TR TR TR D TR ]

1
o

TR z
S NS

e

" "
-
"

12
10
q 8
()
2 8
= g d
13
2
’lo 4
~ g
2
0

(Salinity stress) (s, s

N 5L s BBacillus subtilis  @Bacillus velezensis

(L A 8 B S8 5 sosd AT Jlie S 5Sile alie mls Y JSS
Fig. 3. The results of comparing the mean interaction effect of salinity stress and bacteria application on flower
diameter of Tagetes erecta L.

6
@ 5
o b
38 4 ;:
2 Ty
“" - B c
2% 3 FoSE
Ll Ll
> 5 d i s
x2S 9 SR e
? £ i A
5 SR e S
N Bt I
B T
NS -,
0 R Y
¥ A

(Salinity stress) (,s s

B 5L s BBacillus subtilis

@ Bacillus velezensis

(P56 s S slams 555U 5 )8 g ) G e 1 Kl dmlis s - ISS
Fig. 4. The results of comparing the average interaction effect of salinity stress and bacteria application on the
number of flowers in Tagetes erecta L.



S dms e ool s Gl S ot JS ke
D3 s pll ale (i delasl Lyl 12 55 olS
S 4 e S a8 Rasn cnl 5s g 5,8
ﬂ&o?ggk@ﬁww,\;m)@\,@
Ay Sme sl sSL Sl 5 () Wl e
Sheedlos doal O5058 s Wl Zsl L5 e
slac b bl Gk Sl Schedle deal 50
S oS edS Sl 5 Ot ST slags
LS o baim p510S) gla 5STy 5l ol Sleds
Olien olpor @ o Jsho L35 oIl Ols (YY)
G5 sl 4 s LS Gladnl Bl o
2l Olge @ piea s o 5leli 8 5 okl
S5 5l LA el el W S 4 Jess
Osus 5 (V) Jabb dex 5l oba S s (g5

el ol 55058 (F)

Q;M)-’Lih?f@u 'S 5 S i Aoy
M&u«»;d@\ C)‘Jj‘dSJ(J oL ;fﬁ ey
el mhaws js i () 2 5L 2,08 5 o5
A‘“"“-.’.u"‘ @L:’ (\ JJJ"') L )‘JL;.\M Loy &i
S T e S s Ol e 1 Sl
Cosd S5 4 bgye Aoy 00F Sle L S
DA 5 SSL L pde 5 e et s A
f“"i”“")”'/\"’ Jﬁpbﬁdﬁ@b.k&):
ol sl 6 SL sl gosd A
Glid St pdis (0 K8 Wl csw
6 e Ygane bzl 3 30 ol 3 s sk
313 L5 Il gl 3o S Sy S
St g;?fg}‘té )jbi’ ‘-L-:) wa LSJ:SL’ 5915
Cj\a)ﬁ U'-t‘ 45 J‘.) &ﬁls CLM| blﬁf B b Lfﬁ
(F0) il sl mexd SRS s 4 ol (Sas

L L L el o P o Pl P A ¥
PN 8

¥ A

(Salinity stress) (s, i

120.0
100.0
28800
13
] & 600
22
$E 400
20.0
0.0
B sl oo

B Bacillus subtilis

= Bacillus velezensis

(U s S G o ALl s soss G bl 1 pS0le amlie s -0 IS
Fig. 5. The results of comparing the average interaction effect of salinity stress and the application of bacteria
on lonic leakage in Tagetes erecta L.

Ak 4 s 0L (g8 i ol Sl
F 05508 oSk VAT 0SSke b S kS
IS Jd5 IS op S 555 (Soh S5 pde 4 by e
“bse 505 p S 2 Sk UM Sl L g

Y

4:\)‘ u'“-.’Ll)‘) 4 3 @b-' J»’Lw\_;-g ZJS J.::,,ks
08 5 Gosd S5 el SIY dads s el
J:\ Lﬁjj L )‘)W .\..,o)) &Jﬁ cE.w )J ng:s[_’

dns Lo C’“L"' S )ls‘_;uu SSL s Goss ‘_};Li..o



VF¥ o) b)l.o.n.:} X 2,93 ‘uﬁlﬁf .A.&J,; ‘_;lhu,u.h9f 4.)‘)*».'

48 53 LIS el 1) s 23S ﬁ}si e
SASL B 5 sost A8 Rl 5 el Sl
[ S MR TRV JU JPRN PR e
J:<;L:.a dos Lo CiL" O dsds) o s Db g Loy
oA S sl Ol 6 SL s s Bl
23 s S ke YOIO (o 0kis b 5leeS 1y Ol
A 5 e m el A Goss 51 aads
Lo MeSle Ol (n F6S 5 25 8L 2208
w by i3S 55 s S ke AT (Sl
ol kel (8L 5, 5 (5550 S ple
Fo sl bdshe 53 Osltnsl, (S 55
ol 3,8 13 Lal i Cow oS &S Aas e
20 S b el Gl 8 Sl ol
Span pde 5 e e Aot Ll 2
G S e bl b Sl e oSt
Slam sl wdd plnil latags Gb ol sl
Sl SalS s Gl s 5YBK) olass] ot
Slaas g b odd mdls 45 5ol olS 3 (5550 A5
Jeiliy ol Sllas (FA) ool s PGPR
SIS eS| Al S e slas SU slag su
55 53 .(YA) das o OLS )3 js okl 8 sla A
S Sl il pds oS ol ol 5515 s o,
oRIR 4 ass A el pl s Al S e
bl 34 e ST 5 5YBIS CJles L
3 S L ol e =¢)L..J::,MJJT L ol =ik
boGoss 5 0L ol Sl e 5 LB b
238 o Jpame (Rl G pe S AS e L
Loeddmdl QLS & dase Ol =l ol
alie 53 ) 5SS kd, S e lag St

(00) S o ol ol DALS

Y.y

mlis mlE p e p peerews A0S
S ol Ol gL sl ol S oSl
oS e W 50l b IS 508 Olpee cn 5
skl GG 28 4 bae 5055 0 S
NS ke b S J5 1S 5eS 5 2 5 it
20 pde sled 4 by 5055 05 e S ke
SN St GaesSs JMas RalS s S
ol s b e o ad il ae sla 25 Ol )
3O OAE s e 6lS gy a (S JhalS
sl 1S (les 1S b asls LS (g el a1
o5 e 5l e gl LB oS o
Byhge IS slid 4 ol Zol s
5 e WIS, st gl 01 53 S b
gl L (F) OLan 5 LS L(F) L3 e mar
ot oS Lis S edaliie zlind 5 S35 ol
AR Grzes dede SRS, Jds S Bl
Sl s sopd 5 Ll 5 s 8IS Ol e
SO s 1S IS BT 5 ke
o 15+ 30 00 0 ) 5552 o
Goss S L3S SIS 5 s e 0ie 2
S b wa Loy ls e sb sa sl Ly ks
SRl b g, sl S (P e
AP e e G S e Slo
O 3 6 i oS s ke e
ol oS s g alall s 35 IS (g s
il 03 S Js IS Glsees 55 (YO) Ak
Sost G kil g Al S e Glag SL L
(V) Ly 5 (F5) 015 KT Oympn SLS o

.))\) CA.SJLhA j.ol:- @Lﬁ L> 45 C,.w‘ [ J‘J‘_};



45
40
35
30
25
20
15 f
10

peroxidase (mg pro/min)

(4285 )3 (g o5 (o) oSy

‘

Ty
B e e
|

(Salinity stress) s s

B 6 2SL e

B Bacillus subtilis

B Bacillus velezensis

(BN A S8 1S 5T S Ol AL 3 5 o sh G flie ST il e s —F JSS
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