¢
% .

A;:/,g‘,//n

‘515_) (_‘51.:: =3 le:_.};.o@@..\iﬁ

Environmental Stresses in Crop Sciences

1£4) Ol 29 o lods (uddd 3l Mo

http://dx.doi.org/10.22077/escs.2020.3786.1915

5 59l 9 109 T Do guas » oLF Ay ol )l (5 w93 GBS L § S i I

(Melissa officinalis L.) 4 guxi yab

T50 500 (o295 U pten 7T (5 el 1o Gl s S gl

a;).e,..: oKislo ‘LS)BL”;‘“’"“".’.)' 0uS i 95 ‘)..'h' 6)515"&3 9 ‘cjl.c ..\.,.'l':)l @.JL;_.;":)lf Sy sl

555 e SRS g 5laS oSl il sikige 05,5 Y
)93 ‘aL..: oKl “5)')5L.:~5 [4:91:: oaslisle Y

PRV o Wlasine

el sloojl

4942050l S5 5998 309 )51 Sluoguas (5 yhuwg iy (LG ySL b ol Zudili 9 (Sls id J1 owyy sbiody ol o
p)

Ol (S Uidiznd 4y 70 30 3155 duw by (ol JolS ST gy b B 50 00id 15 (S5 @ ygu04y (i Lo
Tl 9 (Jol5 (55l o0 B0 5 VO (ol (5 5bal) edans s 50 ST dgunS i .o el 1TAA s 50 0,8 seld
AZOSPITIIIUM - sl SL b gl (2l Sl gl pue) wald) g B 50wy Sy slagySh L
i 5 & Streptomyces rimosus ¢ Bacillus amyloliquefaciens Bacillus sp. strain A dipoferum

sl s30les
oy glaogs

9l bl
Sl oo

£ 2 S 5 5 55 51 010 LS ol gl i 4395 5 30 o2 3 5 slol sl ygiSb plyicay
el 00 53 1 F 3 gedw dBlio S (339 5 3y S (339 oo 9 WAS L olas o Lol GloasLis olas aigy

HOLIPRF TR
\Yaa/+¥Y ¥

090 Slao plod jo pals 4 oo Jdd ul guli8l 0 I Sae ilwl 8 Slos g SO 59lgm o Slos

ol oy yioS g 010 (LS vl 4y Cond Wlao (pl 1381 )0 (codo i L6 SL L LS 7l a5 Jb o b

vy b
\vaaq/-AIYY

9050 599885909 5T Gluoguas Sgugy jabinoas Siale)l (1l gl & aogi b .o sualine zodli (yauy gl low 5o

B. (lagisl b old il (sylelnS sloghe) 9 Jol5 )bl Lulpds 50 asgumiyoly (oS g (05 3 ,Skos
gl o0 dmogi S. 1IMOSUS g A lipoferum amyloliquefaciens

:)L&.'»'.SI é.t)b
VFe) bl
1O(Y): YAY-F-0

2 goaxie (JsSse g (olardisn ((So3els8,50 Dl
2y oo LS (Emam and Zavare, 2005) wgi oLS
L (SOiPR 9 (S5 e sl Sy 0 s &b
My Sy 6 hwgiy GBSl s Fuly O sgeS
Qb ails Ol i (] )0 cages i ailys o (PGPRY)

doddo
g o) oS dgame Jolge (p Sees 5l (o (SbS AS
2 ohs 5 Ok sl 50 (65,5laS Slgame o,Slee
(Wang et al., 2014) cosl Sisdas § Sas sble
Solot sl S b og> w0590 Jsb o el
Gy Al po g ol Dol 4 azgi b g Wigd o0 azlge
Ol il Wl oo i ol 51 Sy ,a wiyls )3 ol o a8
Al g all Al byl o Slee g gos sy Al

! Plant Growth Promoting Rhizobacteria

ar.danesh2000@gmail.com : g xSl Cny - S o (2dls 515 Jlose 1685l 005, *



Ya¥

Yazdani et al., ) wS o jolw o clw To 5l Joane
wleo 1o popab g jhae jshaieas ol ol bl (2004
Ol oSl Sloys (elem 5l ol (egiite Glao )8
‘GJﬁ sl o 2o colac! Q:l:.:;'q‘n\j alox3l (69)l50 @
Capecka and ) sges o)Ll (5,9lblis § same g,
5l pose Jliiwl & azg b ojg,el .(Mareczek, 2005
3 Es ol CetS dnugi Coenl il s eyl lalS
shaeze Sl Al Gezmen (GUSine 3925 (rrizmen 9 HlaLS
a2gi kg3l 1,8 (Sl plalS ciS Cdyiy s a8
Sl ly e e SIS (e 2l @
oole iol3dl ok edolds )| slas iSL a3l (53 S >
Al Soa b Jiaghy cnl ool o Slee 5 S
o213l )| (5 0mg5 ) S SL L gm0l okS il
i AT Lo ok Suslsdges ST Dleogas 0,

W ‘)_?l 9 ‘_?‘).‘o

gy 9 Sl
Srmgny Sl Sh g (Sas s Sl adlas jolaied,
SdPree Sl Sleogas  n olS b, easssls)
B o oadio B s S &g ialejl s ol
Slidos ae)he 0 1S5 4w b Solas LS slaS sl 2,k
Jolis Lol 553518 s alowl VFAA Lo o 5,8 0. olStils
W o)D) o s jo Ol 058 25 alises zgla
S L dls o 8,555 5 (S skl o y0 00 5 VO
Tl pae) wald Jold mhaw O )0 ad; Se sla
Azospirillum) b SL 465 > b mdls § (b iSU
Bacillus Bacillus sp. strain A Jipoferum
S 5o (Streptomyces rimosus 4 amyloliquefaciens
b el 5o )loss sl 2l S el e i ais S
L oot 905 by, 9 TSBT cass oo 5l solil
M5 g sl Poe gaadsb o 0 e wlis
.(Rajabi Khamseh and Danesh Shahraki, 2020)
slalas ol&aslesl jo oL SL slajles Jlos! jslaeas
Sbod 1) Se3elsesed o 5o el ¥ Do 4y 9255530
(bl slajless 60 b Sh Gommilomge 5 (20lS

2 Tryptic Soy Broth

~eilSlg S (505, anled SIS alS sl 4 g
B by (s SloosS (lsreas ob) ooiaslis )| g ashe o
3K plsiedr (arme slo s 5 (b slacaw] (tals
mde 9 SAS Ll )3 b 65,5laS )0 (ng slad>l,
Ebhin Masto et al., ) o5 oo Cguzme > Sz
(PGPR) ai, S,me syawgp, s, SL (2006
oLF 0, Spetp g ooli; ol a5 wiis las ST
Oi9re S aiile (ilize slo)Sgjle alwgts bje
Sl 9257 (lgnolSomginal 51 oolisial (g phunesl
iP5 by baygdesien adsi (g ate (lyiedr
(orins o 9 porions D508 a5 (s )10 L5050
Sy S Sl (S p )l oo Sl S ud; 5
P Snbie Gl yrne Sy Gkl wSlg e 5
Slgo K00 5 pedS ieie 0595 A (g e
(Farshi et al., 2003) aues iol8l 1) oLS o) (gdse
2 Wlgi oo by Sy (rhwnn, S SL L il
Gl azilyo g oS Jads Jloyi Loy mhaws jo 1) 0l
Criman 355 Jyame a5 5 oS Cullu o Sy
9 0L5 )3 ol (o Slgme Gl o (porins LS
e 5 LogsblS cesl o sanlie PGPR L L
g e G sie bl I (Casanovas et al., 2002)
Gl @y kS ;s RWCY lie 5 2 iSL ABA
L il plin baaijy) ol i (o] aziips a5 2o
<@l Azospirillum brasilense BR11005spp26
Sigand slsime I3 b Jsbo Syaml elass 255
b s oalS suls sl Sl 5) Res S sk
@ e PGPR (glojlos conl (Sis 25 b agzlse
SaS oS 5 0h AT Iyl slacisond il
Saravankhumar ) oS Cueglie ios Jlie ;o b oS o
o8 a5 LSl slaalgyyl pails og,0nls) et al., 2011
65,015 55 Uk Cueal sl asins  Sis f5 halS 4
3 ey (nl 50 (2 BB Co a5 Sl )65 b
Melissa) agou,ob cwl sois Jol> sl
4 Blaie Hhee gyl olS S lsieqs (Officinalis L.
Ribeiro et) sl s (S pan 3,50 slls g gliss 0,0
Sy gla 5 L allusiz 5 ale oS ol (al., 2001
Lalyd 5o o i)l 5 ol S 850058 5 2 GBS 2 5

I Relative Water Content



Yad 4.15.;6).)1.3 -.5.1)51531.45151 uL...awfoLf KWW cJ.:.b.b:L'o'.'{)l 6).5.‘.05}.1) LgLa:Lg).'ZSng :S.....o u*d)-ll Zol)l&o.ﬂbjm S

owlo] 0, 5loe = S jelan o, SlacX ilo] ws o [¥]
b Giegi ool 5l deol> slaosls oot o cules s
3o B Sle s lin .85 & y50 SAS l33le 5 5l el
Glp ol plxl oy 0 Jlis! mlaw ;0 LSD g, a

23,5 oolawl Excel |l580e 5 51 50 )10 ged g 5

il 5 (S 5 Jlesl bl w528 s bl
Vil gl )3 wypoyee Slio (sl 6L
255 oS sles Jlite S1ad o e ws )
S 59 £ lrasly slawy (Lol slaasls slass
35 ool 3 St 5 Sajglaer 3 Sk s ol sms il

B9 ) g vy ) s mhaw

iy g/
Al Sis 1 glajlend 2 Sile dslie 4 azgi L
olS oS syll @ bgipe coif 4 g glis)) JBlao
YAIVY) Jol5 skl 5Ls aoys B¢ g (e ile FYIYA)
Wlgiiee ol 350e8 (235 GRl3O J5az) 05 (e il
5 @l o o ol Cix Sy cl) il Bl
Plaisl iy, 41y i st olse s ;5 (s
Sy 2lsp i ar (Sl (g5gid dlge al by s
Silva ) 54 0 LS ;0 &gy gl )| zalS cely ol ol aS
308 wonipll sla ingi s Lelul , (etal., 2013
ol ol 45 WS e Ty 3503 il s 2l L ozl 45 O]
Spgddle )3 pgaza ) b obe drwg g ol alS
ol Jsko 0, L2alS L cosls aalss Jls a4 LS
Alodsl amiye g 2o sgame (LS slaplu]
ol ol gl 1) ol 5o 2leS Gegmne
5o &g glas )l ols aseis lals el I L S, S-S
Golosre Hsbay sall 4y Lo 2L SL mil Gl les
O Jgaz) ols olas alsal

B Gy oolitals g (2l sla sl lis
Bacillus =il  sbo,les o
4 Azospirillum lipoferum amyloliquefaciens

ey 4 Ly

g Fe/oV FoNF Sle L Streptomyces rimosus

2 Permanent Wilting Point

ac o 4 dald g ool dli (glalis puew 5ol ools I8
AL S g ools Jla]

O Grbansd 9 Seand el Jold (e g Oliles
9§ S8 Syge ey oD 9)08 K e ol e 5o
sac Vo &S 1o 10 g obm!l aoye e FI0 ojlaily Slos S
i 5 K528 (slb T el iy S 2 L
odel Josds (5,10 pdigeld a4 50 S jliciS 5l LS S
O3o3] & 4zl b lisyse e pole ol caledy s
S 50 0 Sl Ve B O) g ol olde 5L g SB
G A Oland 055 LS j0 0,56l £+ L O (5l 095
Yazdani ) ai ool (Lol 855 bSa ,0 a,5eks Ve
Lolal wlS ool 5L s lp (et al, 2004
LPWP' § FC' blis cugh, e 0 S 5l o)l paiges
L o -3 (6 S 05kl (6L Slas oSiiws 31 oolanul
Cush) Gmly w00 slre 4l o (85 Sl
5 ol ot G Sl S et Jsosll i
L sl o )las 5 S b, o sizgh, cslogias Jlac!
S i Sl SM-150T mwcugh, olws 5l solawl
Cagb, a5 Gloj ol (gypSoslul allyy, e S
Sl o iy Jyogl o Cogh, Jmb a> 4 S
(Farshi et al., 2003) S Cogb ) 0908 bl 1 5,Lo]
2o slajloss sl 5L y90 O Blime s Jloel 5 anslona
oty Jleel vals jles O plie @ a2 b 5 i
sy JolS gylol aoy0 B 5 VO lajles o5 os
28l Sl Jla (Brae ol Gliee woys 00 5 VO
Digimizer ,lj8ls 5 bwg Sy zhw 5,505l ais S
L8 O j90

olS gl sl wwadlsp 5l Gy 0B, 093 GLL o
ooled (23 5 ol slaasly Slasd s 5 5 T 03l
039 9 @ler slaplal S 0js e jslited o
omibeol gzl el o solawl Jlozws gq5l5 51 JS5 e
O)gods 9 sl ol jlosliinl b g I L julails by, 4
A bl ol Olew] Sis sole 0,5 V00l Sig
(V) 5 (V) Laulg, 51 uilsl 0 Shas g a0 > dloes jslaioa,
(Kiani et al., 2014) o oolawl

owlo] doy0= (f,f)wu/w-j/ (2,5) adsl oolo iz 4

)]

! Field capacity



VY Gl V0 ol el pgle 5o (oo lais vas

039 152 BasLh dlaai g Lol (aslh sluai digr gLyl 2 (b b udili g (Sbs (i3 (Lol Ol 5T (ko dmglio ) Jgo

ol 0 ySlos § ST jal g 0 ;Slos (il o 30 (S o b (Bl Sis (39 oSy Sl
Table 1. Means comparison for effects of drought and bacterial inoculation on plant height, number of main and sub
branche, leaf dry weight, stem dry weight, leaf area, essential oil, biological yield and essential oil yield
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In each column, means followed with at least one similar letter(s) don’t have significant differences at the 5% probability level
based on LSD test
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Fig. 1. Interaction effect of drought stress and bacterial inoculation on number of main
branches. The vertical lines on each column are the standard deviation.
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Fig. 2. Interaction effect of drought stress and bacterial inoculation on number of sub-
branches. The vertical lines on each column are the standard deviation.
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Fig. 3. Interaction effect of drought stress and bacterial inoculation on stem dry weight. The vertical lines

on each column are the standard deviation
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Fig. 4. Interaction effect of drought stress and bacterial inoculation on leaf area. The vertical lines on

each column are the standard deviation
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Fig. 5. Interaction effect of drought stress and bacterial inoculation on biological yield. The vertical lines

on each column are the standard deviation.
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