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Table 1. Combine analysis of variance for developmental events and durations GDDs in three maize hybrids
(MS) ol o o Sile

axyd Glar sy, Slaar ;-5 X SESTY slaar -3, Slaar ;-5 slaar -3, Slaar ;o5 slaar -3, Slaar ;-5 Slaar ;o33
S.0.V. ]:&CLJ «33T Agsa\.;)}gb C)Lgdfj;}dé ﬁ‘ug,ﬂjﬂ-b r.a:)'l};dfju}g.lé Lgb‘df)ﬂlé a:)fd\:)}g_\é S 50k uﬁmwn(u Jflfov\.i&is iﬁ:)}‘yﬂa;.x_»)
df (SEGDDs) (4".LEGDDs) (8".LEGDDs) (12".L EGDDs) (TEGDDs) (PEGDDs) (Si.EGDDs) (PSFGDDs) (SDGDDs) (PMGDDs)

Year J. 1 114.253" 13958.832" 5217.714™ 108333.204™  399656.668"  481761.568™ 491670.102" 108333.204" 539656.576 75065.892"
Hybrids o€, 2 89757127 11.768.81™  19304.557™ 8185.376™ 8601.256" 19673.874™  11415.134™ 8185.367"  23867.675"  6346.400"
L bl 81.746" 229.464" 25606.738" 653/921" 443.883" 1723.729™ 1587.626™ 653.921" 275.290™  1297.986™
HybridsxYear
PGPR 7 3896.307" 31801.968™ 80740.765™ 37142.648" < 37444.030" 35934.669"  37746.1477  37142.648™  41865.007"  23751.656
PGPR x . 7 151519 76.638" 42023.175™ 955.863" 339.692"  6450968™ 658.792"" 955.863" 687.498™ 525.433"
PGPRxYear
PGPRx g))’ * ns ns wx ns ns S L o *
) 14 162.949 68.420 39721.067 800.504 766.098 734.016 606.247 800.504 676.653 566.796
PGPRxHybrids
PGPR X s 8,45 x Jlu
PGPRx Hybrids 14 62.748" 136.549™ 42728.035™ 827.266" 556.807" 681:554" 738.363" 827.266" 1404.046™ 401.627"
xYear
Error aliTelzsl 144 66.431 116.552 38250.841 321.101 419.558 416.057 303.677 321.101 906.025 252.834
Total Js 191
(Ao 3) Ol yis 0
1 . 31 2.41 2.24 2.1 1.7 2.41 2. 2.
CV (%) 8.13 5.00 5.3 6 5 59 88
ns: Non- significant s gxe e NS
*and**: significant at 5% and 1% probablity levels, respectively Lo )3 S 5 oy gy ezl 7 gla 53 1 ae 5 41K g K
SEGDDs: Seedling emergence GDDs 12" LEGDDs: 12" leaf emergence GDDs Si.EGDDs: Silk emergence GDDs PMGDDs: Physiological maturity GDDs
4" LEGDDs: 4™ leaf emergence GDDs TEGDDs: Tassel emergence GDDs PSFGDDs: Pollen sheding finishing GDDs

8" LEGDDs: 8" leaf emergence GDDs PEGDDs: Pollen emergence GDDs SDGDDs: Silk drying GDDs
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Table 1. Continue

(MS) Sy Sile
5.0V _— 4:)-} sy Ab ) ayss e 5 5s,  Glidles § o )ss cladnya-3as 83 JS 0y55 glaamya-s,  AUE a5 o)ss cladmya-Ss, Wl OAE 093 gladr 55, als s Slas
- s G df’ (VGGDDs) (PGDDs) (SGDDs) (FCGDDs) (GFPGDDs) (Grain yield)
Year Ju 1 277476.014™ 7324802 441.954™ 531.004™ 182508.692" 932960.520"
Hybrids b, 2 1623.209" 370.829"™ 2825.876" 34.090"™ 738.649™ 29114651.319™
Hybridsxyear e 735.554™ 465.385™ 2261.650™ 8.172" 37.644" 722645.913"
PGPR 7 17470.518™ 96.961" 293.117" 85.854" 1924.994™ 15748589.789"
PGPRx Year PGPRx gL 7 295.380" 781.0017 55.445" 56.760" 40.457" 584998.900™
PGPRX Hybr'?ipr Bl gy 904.294" 290.562" 111.892" 31.119™ 35.411" 717818.800"
Yeartzﬁ:;iL;é;’F; g 779.613" 274.438" 163.795™ 44.453" 156.076" 8997887.831"
Error leT sl 144 485.875 262.040 295.518 32.547 78.281 10692919.850
Total Js 191
CV (%) (doyd) o g 2.71 9.75 10.27 6.76 1.08 9.44
ns: Non- significant I3 sxe e NS
*and**: significant at 5% and 1% probablity levels, respectively 403 & 5 Aoy gy S| o )3 13 me S 41T ¥
VGGDDs: Vegetative growth GDDs PGDDs :Pollination GDDs
SGDDs: Silking GDDs FCGDDs: Flowering coincidence GDDs

GFPGDDs: Grain filling period GDDs

Yoo
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Table 2.Mean copmarisons of years, hybrids and PGPR intractions on developmental events and duration GDDs in three maize hybrids

(Traits) clis
Slrar -5, a3, Glaa -5, e =53, a5, Slaar 333,
Treatments s 4’;—5[:? ek V.n.sjl}: e?j, seb S 5k eb; als Ol (L;J LSS ous S CHESNN -y SPH
(SEGDDs) (12".L EGDDs) (Si.EGDDs) (PSFGDDs) (SDGDDs) (GFPGDDs)
Control (no inoculation) (b pue) uslz  1/119.450e 773.600h 1005.525mn 1092.675k 1178.225k 777.000k
SC704 Az 89.500m 702.525pq 927.025t 1009.950r 1096.975rs 852.475cd
As 99.925i 762.200i 980.6000p 1066.500m 1152.475n 787.150hi
(2004)  yrav Ps 92.050Im 717.6500p 939.550s 1022.900q 1109.600r 842.450e
Az+As 97:225jk 733.525m 960.575q 1044.5250 1130.550p 801.15gh
Az+Ps 92.050lm 687.750qr 911.700u 993.050s 1079.550t 55.650c
As+Ps 99.850i 749:450k 981.0750p 1066.500m 1152.200n 794.000h
Az+As+Ps 77.500r 658.125s 876.975w 956.550t 1032.700v 868.875hc
Control (no inoculation) (=ab pe) Lals 103.600h 781.775fg 1022.700kl 1109.725j 1194.925jk 772.250jk
SC704 Az 75.900s 717.6500p 948.050rs 1031.550pq 1117.925qr 851.150cd
As 88.100n 773.600h 1009.950m 1069.975jk 1139.3750p 783.900i
(2005)  yra¥ Ps 77.700r 730.025mn 956.550qr 1040.2000p  1126.250pq 840.850ef
Az+As 81.650q 749.450k 976.975p 1062.075mn  1148.025n0 800.900gh
Az+Ps 75.900s 706.400p 933.525st 1014.375qr 1096.475s 855.425¢
As+Ps 83.800p 758.300j 989.1000 1079.4501 1164.900I 793.800h
Az+As+Ps 70.250t 671.850rs 892.950v 973.050st 1057.850u 857.125¢

vU)\vULg)UTJ‘:@aAQ)LEM):@JL&.}'CEM_}JQgibL;'Q‘AJ;{Q}AJT‘_,»D'J{MQ;J::JQ)J’LQ)‘JK&Lh;xiﬂ:ﬁ;}f.w}h):
Means in each column followed by similar letter(s), are not significantly different at 5% probability level using Duncan’s Multiple Range Test

SEGDDs: Seedling emergence GDDs Si.EGDDs Silk emergence GDDs SDGDDs: Silk drying GDDs
12" LEGDDs: 12" leaf emergence GDDs PSFGDDs: Pollen sheding finishing GDDs  GFPGDDs Grain filling period GDDs
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Table 2. Continue

(Traits) oliw

a5, Glaa -5,

e =53,

Slaa -3,

Slaa =33,

Slaa -5,

Treatments sl qwl:f sk P.h:jb.\ dfj. EET) S 5k a:; &ls Odd CL;J S as S CHERNN S-Sy SPH
(SEGDDs) (12".L EGDDs) (Si.EGDDs) (PSFGDDs) (SDGDDs) (GFPGDDs)
Control (no inoculation) (=il pue) 4sts,_139:600a 868.050a 1142.550a 1232.450a 1332.150a 780.275ij
SC700 Az 113.950f 774.675gh 1055.350h 1142.550f 1232.450fg 853.350cd
As 129.175b 811.050de 1103.775d 1191.725bc 1287.725bc 788.800hi
(2004) yyar Ps 119.450e 781.650fg 1064.250g 1151.525¢ 1242.075e 847.850de
Az+As 124.950d 817.425d 1103.750d 1191.850bc 1287.425bc 809.4009
Az+Ps 109.475g 756.375jk 1043.125i 1129.675gh 1218.825h 855.800c
As+Ps 124.950d 831.300c 1106.000cd 1196.350b 1293.300b 795.250h
Az+As+Ps 94.625kl| 718.6500 1004.900mn 1090.750KI 1178.250k 935.025a
Control (no inoculation) (=i eue) sz 127.950bC 849.300b 1112.525c¢ 1200.775ab 1273.825cd 779.85ij
SC700 Az 103.600h 756.075jk 1030.65jk 1116.775i 1205.325i 852.875¢cg
As 115.600ef 820.525cd 1095.225¢ 118.875cd 1235.950ef 788.675hi
(2005) \rar Ps 95.675k 761.525i] 1039.550ij 1125.300h 1205.325i 842.875e
Az+As 103.600h 796.500e 1063.750g 1151.350e 1219.250gh 801.650gh
Az+Ps 98.550j 734.800Im 1004.150mn 1090.750KI 1156.450mn 855.650c
As+Ps 106.300gh 812.350de 1076.975fg 1164:575de 1233.025f 795.25h
Az+As+Ps 85.9500 700.450q 1061.475gh 1145.475ef 1219.525gh 871.750b

Means in each column followed by similar letter(s), are not significantly different at 5% probability level using Duncan’s Multiple Range Test

J})\J}é)UTJ‘b&AQ)wMJ:@JL.;.:>|cla.ﬂjé;si‘bLs'Ah‘:.&g-Q}»_}'Tuﬂ‘a‘f!nglﬁ.»;.})fébhgﬁuﬁl:ﬁ@ﬂf):

SEGDDs: Seedling emergence GDDs
12" L EGDDs: 12" leaf emergence GDDs

Si.EGDDs: Silk emergence GDDs
PSFGDDs: Pollen sheding finishing GDDs

Yov

SDGDDs: Silk drying GDDs
GFPGDDs: Grain filling period GDDs
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Table 3- Continue

Traitsts Slis
Db Glaar )35, o58b Glaar -5, O plos glaa )35, O e (slaa )3, LSy o)3 slaazr )5,
Treatments sles Aa_mltf ‘..a:)'l}.s dfj! b slaayo- 5, Jflf ab; 4ls Jflf als
(SEGDDs) (12" L EGDDs) (Si.EGDDs) (PSFGDDs) (SDGDDs) (GFPGDDs)®
Control (no inoculation) (i pie)asls 133.650ab 835.700bc 1125.300b 1122.350hi 1207.450hi 774.250jk
B73xK18 Az 102.475hi 738.800I 1048.200hi 1044.6250 1130.550p 850.875d
As 124.950d 817.425d 1098.950de 1113.500ij 1199.100ij 781.450ij
(\¥A¥) Ps 119.950e 756.075jk 1042.875i 1057.650n 1144.1250 832.675f
(2004) Az+As 125.175cd 774.375gh 1081.450f 1079.5501 1165.375I 795.350h
Az+Ps 99.850i 172125n 1021.750I1 1035.975p 1121.825q 855.175¢
As+Ps 124.950d 796.500e 1090.750ef 1092.550k 1169.875kl 792.100h
Az+As+Ps 92.050Im 779.2259 991.900n0 1001.900rs 1088.150st 856.725¢
Control (no inoculation) (m pas)als 112.300fg 794.725ef 1035.775j 1191.900bc 1313.100ab 770.850k
B73xK18 Az 88.475mn 733.525m 960.575q 1133.800g 1223.400fg 849.675d
As 126.750c 75.050f 1027.325k 1187.300c 1282.900c 780.430ij
(VWAF) Ps 93.1501 745.575kl 972.400pq 1134.025fg 1218.950h 828.775fg
(2005) Az+As 98.200j 762.200i 993.050n 1164.825de 1261.550de 797.350h
Az+Ps 81.650q 721.900n0 952.625r 1178.250d 1196.350j 854.400cd
As+Ps 103.600h 771.300hi 1005.850mn 1178.250d 1271.950d 791.175h
Az+As+Ps 75.900s 685.500r 919.750tu 1072.150lm 1160.150m 855.925¢

L LT Sls sme o slis J,a):c’.;JL«:>|c\w;:;Sﬂ;L;lu\:.\.’eQ}U'Twl.ulﬁMdfﬁd;yél,l:af&hﬁpopfﬁ
Means in each column followed by similar letter(s), are not significantly different at 5% probability level using Duncan’s Multiple Range Test

SEGDDs: Seedling emergence GDDs
12" L EGDDs: 12" leaf emergence GDDs

Si.EGDDs: Silk emergence GDDs
PSFGDDs: Pollen sheding finishing GDDs

SDGDDs: Silk drying GDDs
GFPGDDs: Grain filling period GDDs



1A o laas o 53 OT ST T Ly b g0 53 5
S Ll oo pateioe gl ol (Ydguar) iz dls
Sty 5 0las b5 Slodd oy sla &8 555
Sla diw 53 JSI8 ) 5gb (sl = 5L 3550 2o S
SLa s 4 s g 035 Sslize KoK b i leT
Alesls 59 (G olie fealy Calises b 2STL el

J=lr s e s 5 e SV ST b
L bl s eims anelnd (hal Ay 095 (6 e
4> 5 L .(Kiesselbach, 1999) cul 4515 5 Shas
Sbm @lad T3, PGPR (65148 36 (sla,lS 5500
ujcm&_ifag\}_ﬁd.\.ﬂ,@)b;mou\;
LS Hseb b i e mBs o Sl 5l Jol
Alesls 3 5t o

s e (o ol 51 sls 500 awlis
s> oles Gledl e 5 plesl (slasr )3 =53, 512 PGPR
é?)}:L;Laﬁﬁguélo.s;rw\dbpﬁ)sésf
i Lo SU S i U L OT (sls s 4SCT04
3 6 g 8 (sl 4 i gy 0 il i
53SC700 5 B73xK18 (lacS o5 Lo sl 5l 5usls
3 el U a8y 03 50 el 5 el 5o e
20T ST ST L5 Hligass sy S Loy 5!
e o (Yade) 4B 8 518 (st (slaas 0
b el Gl al Gla S yo @S 558 o aduine
Sl 3 2leS sladly 5 0l Bl i &8 )55
LPGPR I (s iy Bb555,8 (sl Sls 230, 0LL
SLa 4ls by s ol iles s Oslize S
> Slas amm 53 5 el JoaSS 55 ol5me 5B 03 8
4 - (Stevense et al., 1986) 5,15 &3 adls
sl g5l U asdlls 5,50 GLAPGPR 45 U ) oo
3 Sy oS S o Sl ge A 5 035 4 055 S lad
Aloks @y 50035 (gl als iy p8am 5 0L

s oS, e olie 1 gla 5 Kke amslin b
= S ods oSas glaa 53—, <l PGPR
S ous oS (Jla 53 8 534S Ad edine

Yod

OLis PGPR 5 5 La &5 555 momen (Il

a3 ole & gladsts au 35 &gl oy
IS5 o 5eh l (0l o ol b o e S5 50
ol Oli s 9 b sl dd, LT L

<, 550 4 4> 5 L .(Sheridan and Clark, 1994)
“H.&.—",‘gs“l—;&‘—“ ;}JﬁPGPRJ;T—?
sye A5 U la 6 S0 ol Yoo oS oy oo s
h)\f}juﬁu}_:}}gﬂuo\_:fu)amﬁﬁﬁ
<,3(Ontogeny) s e 5 o) Ciwy anT 3
a.\_,zcj.g@u‘}fm%m)\;,;‘u@ab

s

2GS Glaaa 3 —5a, 4038 sladils ;b
S i e sla s SL I Rl b 5 il s
303,58 lls 533 i) 5 5 s (P JSE) il
U IS 555 55b w5 b g 3558 Sl
Ols Ay 548 D SS90 sl ) 5o
Sl B 03,8 ls sy Sps b g bos 8
5 adls 3, Shas bl 55 oge (5505 3 g il
4 4= ¢ L (Sheridan and Clark, 1994)s 5% o & guces
iy OLALS (smi sl T3 WPGPR 3T (sla 18755l
i a1 ) ST WS o sl ge A 5 09
A 3 La kS gy Lo o e a5
5 4 «(Evans and Poething, 1995)e5 5 slals
Sse e 5 L WPGPR 5 ol 2le3T )3 o8 sy (0
2S5 5 o8 555 5 e o e ey oS S
AL odd 03 8 (gla 4l ) sl (51 S

sLacS e v Jolime 51 gla Kl duylis
aS sl Olis S b slaas 559, »PGPR
51 il b 0T (la,dy 45 SCT04 <5553 S8, 54l
Q}Lgc.\_?:ﬁauc“_&l:um'_?ukgu&,{\_g
g adls JLN}JJJJJL;J_:JL{L,‘,;L;LADU
PGPR, Lo ‘o 53 SC700 5 B73xK18 (sla &5 555

3 ALl ol Ly L 6805 5l il



OLL odias Olas 5 ails ¢S o:b;\»@xbf
4 (Daynard et al., 1971) C—wl als Qb 10,93
A5 sl 5w b SiolasT opl 3 PGPR sl 3 Jlez|
5 S s ol S s 3T 5 ) S e sl
sl 8 ety 4 5L 5 eSS 8558 (S s O
Wl okt 65 58 Sy o o oSS (61

0353 a3 =555 1 Jln 31 Sla Sk duylie
o )5 daogy b,y oS Cole jedein by Ld)
Il s e (g a8 Gl )3 =555 4 SilejT pso
e3> dlo 53 (Gl gy b e)93 4 5> 5 atdls 5L Jl
s 20 ¢ e .(ﬂdiﬁ-) il 035 5 YD
~55) &1 PGPR 5 La 8,55 e I sla Kk
SC700¢5 55 457 sls Olis st 9y Ay 0y 93 (Slaas y>
Tl i 4w sla (ST 1l L 0T glayds &S
3 ey Ay 0555 eSS (gl 03 5 0t
SLa 855yl n s (28 oL 8 (sl
B73xK18 (gl &5 53 5 sl gl STk il (lagles
il b 855 50 il 5 Lo ren 55 8CT04
2L 0T ST ST Ly phisesd g 5055 Ll
oplply O JS2) s § 415 ol slaas
23 sy Ay 50 Jsb 1A S5l o aseia
g anils Sl eS 53 s lesTgl ol lad L
sy by e J b s ssline 5L PGPR
sl Sl el s 855 el 5 il a8 55
Ll 03 0 L glaze

s 9 Ay adem e Jald D)5 s, Al
5 (Bl e 04t Jo5b U5 amalS ) 5 gb) 4l
2548 U 8l 045 o) (ool (5 A A 0
o—! 5 (Stevense et al, 1986) c—ul (L5 |5
LS 00 o eb s S L o
34w i, 4 (Orkwizewzky and Poething, 2000)
Lypd oo pabi e S gl
;p}_gj_:al_:; (S <J>= ;5 .(Poething, 1994)

&_a_w‘ ‘)'\—“)84_’@'_’))”\_‘”)°33"

s S 51 il b OT (sla,ds «57SCT04 5 53
L;w&b}élﬁbbhckb};cMcﬁl:wM
> SCT700 5 B73xK18 (sla ¢§ 555 5 Lz dls LS
j‘w‘*ﬁi‘f‘ﬁ‘—“guw@c—wﬁ)ww
S5 3T Ly pbgesspm 5 Syl
paia o oy (Y pie) 4 8 15 sk sl
S (6l 5L 350 Sl ys =5, 5 4T A
fl s LT e Jla 5o e &850 ( JS1S 0us
sl o5 L L PGPR
03 5 55 il OLL e (JS s oS
Ol SIS 5 55 bui &8s 5 (Kiesselbach, 1999)

Rt sl

W)J)ﬁ_ﬁgﬂf}@)i&bdb%éﬂ%
3l @l 1) D)l als 5, Slas o gl )53
PGPR 5" 4wy » ks 4 .(Clark, 1994 Sheridan and)
Ay sl ,l8 g5l U sl Jlaim! 4 ol oslis
5o ol I CiS 3 g 5 A8 S e LS S
o Kls dslin bl o JSS7 5 5 O oSt
Gl a3 —5a, sl = La 68y 5 Jlw Jolize 51
cdb;:ﬁjaﬁmwaj\s&j}j;pjw)
ijA.:wSC?OOgS)})Q‘) )}S}:Jdéu\“ﬂ)
g..:l;,‘t_:s@:;_.,d\_ﬂ;‘_;u,\;\jgcuefﬂs
sa ey ol 51 gle Sl awlas (v JSC5)
PHEWC )}J};ﬂéwjéub))—)jjg‘jPGpR
il L 0T (gla,d 457 SCT008 53 o8 513 Olis 55
A Do 0 g 0l el i o sla 6 ST
&uféubbmcméu,ujugf)pju
Abls LS adls ¢ )jl},f.euf..\._w)d\j‘_g

c;_a:))w LL-QA)JSC?O4}B73XK18L5\A 6)}.5
Lo rbsasdsm 5 S AL eS 5 )4
(A JS8) dzsls 13 g gla 45 e 5o b 0T &5 &S5
Oles Blad 511 KouS La 8555 sl mls !
u;‘iL‘)T sl gla diw s ‘ig—ij}j}iﬁ gsf"\:d”)
el 4 b &85 55 Soslize ey 5PGPR L3 sl
WSS g5 S A e n iy L 2L ST



0333 SLaar > =335 o 31 sla s Kiks g lie
e Jlw )30595 ol a5 sls Q‘.&_}L&_.MJ_?&LB
PR ) o S SO P - W P P PR
Gl 053 s 45555, 2 PGPR I gla ,: Kibe
31 el 5y el e o s 0L 5 as S
Lasled ;s L demylie 55 i e sl (55T,
bl 3L e S ls dly Il s
e Ll i s L 5 o VP JSKE) s ol
JooSS (gl s 0 o3lizul PGPR Sles 5 2olejT sl Jl
S asse ol 5l 8 gla dely s S Gl o550
S Sl ol o2 5 G )93 Ll 03y
S ol eSS bdlal) 53 il 0o g T ol o
4_34_7-}3\4.»}_‘2&}_»9%@)545\55&6\)?\
(S S s e - Sy 55, gb
45\;;ﬁ&}@wpbw,nwa\mﬁjgvjb
{Cox, 1996) 3,15 (5 jéus Cnet!

s e, Jle blize 1 sls Kl 4 lin
sls OLaS &ls Qd 5 095 sla 4> y5 -39, PGPR
L OT sla,ds a8 SC700658 555 Jlw g3 a ys &S
o g ol el i aw s 68T I Rl
St gbe S sladals ey ol foSS sl
asls 5L il ol gla oS50 s 4 o
5 5Les jeen 43 B73%xK18 5.SC704 sls 5,55
3 ALl 3 Rl by L &8 555 i il
om gl e 3 La BT &G &G Ly oligosa s
5o La 68 e i ool (Y Jgdsr) dizls Sl 5
0033 J=oSS 6l PGPR 51 5 iobesT gl Lo
0595 Azdls 3L Jaline gl S sladsly 4 4ls OAd
s asls 3, Shes S ol al e 415 OAS
(8 e 58 3 pn Il OLSGl 0T 095 5 GV b 5 035
|y 4515 3 Sles ol Bl s 55 5 e 4 elibs 5 kg
OLSes 5 5, ls (Grant, 1989)s5Lu s 215
Jsb 53055, F Sl 5459 (Daynard et al., 1971)

&Jl}f‘)&):\dug)}.ﬁ&ﬁ@b&uﬂe))b

AR}

03wl PGPR &S 5,405 Lz .(Daynard et al., 1971)
Y RPN W S\ (S WO WP V) B ) BN BT W
st sy Ay 0y53 EalS Cor e Al oS & o
ou&udeth_wﬁwngduaf,y
&= PGPR 5 Jlu blize 51 (gla - 80ka dulis 5L
45 3,8 Gatios Jlidl 03,8 0555 Glaer 35,
o s i aw Sla STl Sl (Al b L yody el
aJJ_?o)ij;\ﬂdﬁ_ﬁ@b)ngubbpr)b
il b e liglasleg 5 Cbls 5L Sl
2 daOT SE ST L pligesss 5 5L 550
ol b o (VY JSC8) b S 415 ums (slaas e
sty s LS b 5L PGPRAS™ 558 (oo (i)
Gladll s glisles, $ 053 a5 ol o gls S
SUdl 038 0555 Job Llazsls gslime 5T tle3T
Q,su”,_iw&g_?\&_:&)&wpw),;
0383 o=l O3 90 5 SYsb .l (glo kg Ll (6l s
.(Berzy et al., 1996) & (6 ol Gé\fc:ib);j:;
L) 0l S o 3l ge 5 LPGPR S3T 4 55 b
LT oml 535U Jleml 4 &8 ey o i 4y i
L RIP Cr e S een 4 2L ST el
il 0l ladl 03 0595 0L (gl gl S (slads
e yes 5 dle oline 51 gla 5 S0le avlis
A5 &S 3Ol 55 A S 6,95 laaxys -3,
;55 e 6855 4 S SCT04ES 55 (L 53
3 055 ol JoeeSS 8l 68 gle S slad
Lyl s 30 e Ol mls ol (VY JS) sl
rman 0033 (=l sk ST sladbe o
s ol U a8 s oyl oty
ol eSS g b 68505 5Ly e oo S (slads
Olss 23 JSE 0393 Jsb ajlu oo edeinl)yoyss
;.,@\;‘;J)su\aaﬁwwu)\ﬁs\,citQ}m{
PVsb 5 a8 e e (Sl sy sl e
2l 1y sty s Ses 1531 0l 0555 pl 055
.(Iremiren and Milbourn, 1980) s ;L s



.L.Z)Lg\.aa:.-):—)'))wblj&)&&ud?)p&ﬁ5hojjsjus\~g3)wosu@gﬁly—\‘ Jsd

Table 3-Simple correlation coefficient among developmental events and periods of maize hybrids based on GDDs.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
48 347 %8 i 3 342 “T34® 348 '3'{7,,\ ,3%@? W 'ii\@ X = '?i;qz;g%’fn‘ )
Ty ) o \ T > > > =
1 1
2 0.747" 1
3 0.7377 0.862" 1
4 0.702" 0.760" 0.930™ 1
5 0.709™ 0.732" 0.913" 0.965™ 1
6 0.720™ 0.742" 0.924™ 0.976™ 0.987" 1
7 0.717" 0.733" 0.914™ 0.968" 0.980" 0.992" 1
8 0.719" 0.704™ 0.886™ 0.930™ 0.943" 0.953" 0.945™ 1
9 0.729" 0.845™ 0.959™ 0.909” 0.908™ 0.924™ 0.918™ 0.887" 1
10 0.890™ 0.855™ 0.866™ 0.965™ 0.920™ 0.929™ 0.920™ 0.873" 0.884" 1
11 0.871" 0.826™ 0.822" 0.177™ 0.550" 0.158™ 0.520" 0.542" 0.311 0.117™ 1
12 0.888" 0.885™ 0.732" 0.704" 0.214"™ 0.280™ 0.209™ 0.449" 0.239™ 0.543" 0.081™ 1
13 0.995™ 0.872" 0.835™ 0.850™ 0.764" 0.662" 0.639" 0.659" 0.552" 0.520" 0.851" 0.135™ 1
14 -0.854™ -0.854"  -0.781" -0.851" -0.874™ -0.880"  -0.871" -0.829"  -0.631 -0.836™ -0:540" -0525" -0.597"
15 0.714 0.738" 0.726" 0.742" 0.739” 0.895™ 0.986™ -0.530" 0.965™ -0.641" 0.929™ 0.979” 0.949” 1.919” 1
ns: Non- significant Sl gms b NS
*and**: significant at 5% and 1% probablity, levels respectively Loy3 &Sy 5 ho s gy dlal sl 53 s ae S5 4 K, K
SEGDDs: Seedling emergence GDDs TEGDDs: Tassel emergence GDDs PSFGDDs: Pollen sheding finishing GDDs VGGDDs: Vegetative growth GDDs
FCGDDs: Flowering coincidence GDDs 4" LEGDDs: 4™ leaf emergence GDDs PEGDDs: Pollen emergence GDDs SDGDDs: Silk drying GDDs
PGDDs: Pollination GDDs GFPGDDs: Grain filling period GDDs 12" L EGDDs: 12" leaf emergence GDDs Si.EGDDs: Silk emergence GDDs

PMGDDs: Physiological maturity GDDs  SGDDs: Silking GDDs
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Effect of plant growth promoting rhizobacteria (PGPR) on phenology of late
maturity maize (Zea mays L..) hybrids

Hamidi, A, R. Chaokan?, A. Asgharzadeh®, M. Dehghanshoar”, A. Ghalavand® and
M. J. Malakouti®

Abstract:
Hamidi, A. R. Chaokan, A. Asgharzadeh, M. Dehghanshoar, A. Ghalavand and M. J. Malakouti.2009. Effect of plant
growth promoting rhizobacteria (PGPR) on phenology of late maturity maize (Zea mays L.) hybrids. Iranian Journal of

Crop Sciences. 11 (3): 249-270 (in Persian).

To study the effect of application of plant growth promoting rhizobacteria (PGPR) including; Azotobacter chroococcum
,Azospirillum lipoferum, Azospirillum brasilense and Pseudomonas fluorescens.on phenology and grain yield of late
maturity maize (Zea mays L.) hybrids (KSC700, KSC704 and a promising single cross, B73xK18), a field experiment was
conducted in two successive cropping seasons. Exprimental treatments including seeds of maize hybrids inoculated with
single (one by one bacteria) and co-inoculated by two and three bacterial combined inoculants and no inoculation as control.
Duration from planting to seedling ,fourth, eighth and tvelveth leaf, tassel,ing pollen and silk emergence, pollen shedding
termination, silk desiccation and grain physiologic maturity. as well as vegetative growth period, pollination, silking,
coincidence of flowering and grain filling periods were detrmined using Growing Degree Days (GDDs). Grain yield per
hectare was also determined. Results revealed that PGPRs affected phenology of maize hybrids as leaf, tassel, pollen and silk
emergence was accelerated and duration of pollination, silking ,coincidence of flowering and grain filling period was prolonged.
Corrolation coefficients analysis revealed that GDD for developmental periods and phonological events were positively
correlated. It was also revealed that application of inoculantion with combination of all bacteria inoculats had the highest
promoting effect on phenology of maize hybrids,. Co-inoculation of seeds by Azotobacter chroococcum and Pseudomonas
fluorescens and inoculation of seed by each of them had also high promoting effect, respectively. Maize hybrids had differed
in their phonological response to application of PGPR and KSC704 responded more vigorously than other hybrids, followed
by B73xK18 and KSC700, respectively . The highest grain yield obtained from KSC700 co-inoculated with all bacteria.

Key words: Growing Degree Day, Grain yield, Maize, Phenology and Plant Growth Promoting, Rhizobacteria.
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