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Saravanakumar et al., 2007 Pseudomonas-induced defence molecules
in rice plants against leaffolder (Cnaphalocrocis medinalis) pest. Pest
Management Science 63: 714-721.

Table 4
Effect of seed with fresh suspensi 1 p ions of PGPR
strains on bacterial leal blight incidence of rice gruwn under greenhouss conditions.

14 1 B A SR S T

I Treatment Bacterial leafl blight incidence (1)
)
4 13 B Fresh® Talct Sodium
g 4 gﬁ@i e il Table 3
1% fE‘:J‘ Untreated control 75 76,3 75.3° Effect of PGPR applied as a soil drench on Phytophthora blight of squash.
ff:rﬂ Pt Bactomin 113" .2 118 _ , = R
il Bacillus pusmilus INKT 507" (32) 543" 58.3* [23) Lesiien Disease severity
I: i 5 i — S ‘;:— e Trial 1 Trial 2 Trial 3
0 — ncillus puanilis SE° 2 a4 —
fei F e Bacillus subiilis GBO3 367 A9t sk 34 0.8 bed® 0.8b 15d
;}P‘; {52} SE49 0.7 ed 08 b 1.6d
Bocillus subrilis IN937b A8 (37) 51°(32] SE52 0.7 cd 14a 25bc
SETE L1 be 16a 20cd
Brevibailius brevis IPC11 467(40) 5137 (32) IN937a 1.0 be 14a 20¢cd
Bacillus pumilis T4 37.5% 457 (39) IN937h 1.1 be 1.5a 29 ab
[52]I ﬁﬂll " INRT 1.0 be 18a 256 be
Baciltus amylotiquefaciens s1a¥(3z) 543" 58" (23) 15 ab 13 ab 2.5 abc
IN937a (29 024 0c 0d
¥ Fresh suspensions: each PGPR was applied onto surface-sterilized seed by 21a 15a 35a |

soaking for 12 h in bactenial suspension amended with 0,22 CMC at rate of S mig of

seed prior to seeding,
© Tale and sodium alginate formulations: surface stenlized weed were treated
with powdered formulations of PCPR amended with 0.2% CMC at a rate of 10 g/kg of

Zhang et al., 2010 Evaluation of plant growth-promoting rhizobacteria for
control of Phytophthora blight on squash under greenhouse conditions.
Biological Control 53: 129-135.

seeds.
Chithrashreea et al., 2011 Plant growth-promoting rhizobacteria mediate
induced systemic resistance in rice against bacterial leaf blight caused by
Xanthomonas oryzae pv. Oryzae. Biological Control 59: 114-122.

184 1 B R I S A e s gk

Table |
PGPR strains thist significantly reduced bacterial speck on tomito leaves in greenhouse assays

Bacterial strain® Reduction umber of lesionsfom? beaf (%),

Experiment | Experiment 11 Exporiment 1] Mean|SE*

Paeudomonas fluorescens S9B-61 61.53 5849 7143 6.77
Bacillus pumilu 7398 6587 1220
Bacillus past 5526 [ E] 67.46 6.3l
Bacillus coreus 83 n 4516 6833 6270 1208
Burkholderta gledioli IN26 3458 5543 6270 440
Siene homons mal tophilic TN28T 4158 6561 5635 11.59
Bacillus eeres M-22 A6.77 6154 55.56 T43
Bacillus aoylaliguifitciens IN93Ta 4753 4151 5794 31

* Baeteria were applicd by soaking tomato seeds in baierial suspensions for 30 min before sowing and by
soil drench immediately after transplanting the tomato scedlings.

Campbellb et al., 2006 Integrated biological control of bacterial speck
and spot of tomato under field conditions using foliar biological
control agents and plant growth-promoting rhizobacteria. Biological
Control 36: 358-367.

http://c730.pixnet.net/blog
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Table 1. Yields of sweet corn and southern peas from intercrops

Seed Rates Corn Peas LER
Pounds/acre Pounds/acre

Full corn 5600 <k i) o

Full peas gy 1200 adicks

Low corn 4200 800 142124

Medium corn 4600 800 1.491.32

High corn 5000 500 1.311.26

Land Equivalent Ratio
LER = (intercrop corn / pure corn) + (intercrop pea/ pure pea)
Ma Mb Mn
AF e A

LER=Y (—+— + ..+ —
Sa Sb Sn http://www.attra.org/attra-pub/intercrop.html
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¥ & Phaseolus vulgaris (Common beans) 248

KIﬂFfEY BEANS
Flageolet beans.

Red kidney B Black kidney beans.

KIDNEY !ANS \tbv KIDNEY BEANS

Cannellini beans White kidney be g'gns Pinto beans.







R+ & chickpea (Cicer arietinum)
- > \‘. )

4§ & Hyacinth Bean (Lablab purpureus) 424 £ L £ & Horse gram (Macrotyloma uniflorum) 54

24 1 & Bambara groundnut (Vigna subterranea) ¥ & Winged bean (Psophocarpus tetragonolobus) 244




% & Black gram (Vigna mungo) 763

;% & Rice bean (Vigna umbellata) 301
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gr e Cowpea (Vigna unguiculata) 763
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