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5- Trichoderma harzianum (TH)

6- Glumus intraradices (GI)
7- Glumus mosseae (GM)



VO g aidy b))l

5 kS Copo 4 13)95e SodisS g pail e Lo)250 7 iy i
= ey 355 Cilises oo 156 g Lgw drug g L) 4l
5350 e paldl 13 ol 15, ol33l elag )5 5 )i 51 5o

26,5 )5 adlba

Lo iy, 9 dlge
5 SigliS pole oSl mgly (objgel 4o )je )3 sy ]
JugS ol B 3TN 5T Jlo 9 )3 o)l b @lie
) L il o Joole 53 Ly (sl LIS sacSsh b 4l
A SO A )0 0 p0ud 058 Calisre ydle g by ou]38l slag, 8
(s i) nls (1 Jols s i 53 ol Jole a1 1
595 1320950 L el (¥ (TH) ool jylo Lo)250 7L el (¥
ool 555 V39 Sam b sl (F ) L D] oposls”
+Gl 559> il (8 TH +GM a5 gd guils (0 (GM) ftwgo
2 2SS (Ve Ve o) g dus 3 i 355 Jole 5 TH
@l bl o a3 48)S a5 ) J 5 Clind pgw asie I LS
Sl yto Bl Yo U jao Bas 50 (oilojl de)jo S (0]
9595 53 S (e W jad lise VIV il (o) pgd L
NMsgSee Lag )b cunl 039 £S5 98 3 )5 V7 (595 Oliee
olibgylB olStlejl 5l Lo)2sS 0 9 S (S jealS <8,
355 Ad (SBalS 09,5
PDA cois boeo )3 aglia ool bl Lo)0p0 0 1S5 cap
YO (slod > aan G e 4 (BT g 59,0u8d ¢ inoj cam 0,lac)
CitS b )3 (aljygl o) @ S 9 WS g 423
)18 (Cavalcante et al., 2008) (sla jwyp wlol p pAS ogmw
215 loys ] 5 s S ba s | oS 03 e .5 00y
PY LS oy Sy 3 sl g ls asly V" sl Laypr
Tl (S 08) bgw s oS0l oL odd B)led Jeginugen
i flex sald sl )S o Giulojl gllas oS s 00 )8
A ol 5 sl as d We glod 3 Jsieds 5l L 0,550 odlo
Mg iy il etalof] 8 pm 08 il sali gl o8
9> sbaaSy Jolg g ord JSi5 yie (ol Ve Jolsd & (6o
g s cilizee Jolpe Al b5 iy yie (Lo Cudin iy,
@A Al pe 38 plodl ol 4 Jool cole) b ety

Soate yomd Sl oo L0395 17 o 13y disle 'L A5y o]l
Aod alS | i)l g (plend 355 Spas (lie olS i)

Gosling et al., 2006; Meghvansi Johansson et al., 2004)
etal., 2008; Nzanza et al., 2011; Martinez-Medina et al.,

2 12)9-Sm Mg (Shog n legs b Ol ial3él (2011
el S jind o (lise g 039 ke bigw b (s o b))
Schroeder & ) el bLs,l ool 53 00iS cyusd Jole (o yioto
Djebali et al., 2010; Gianinazzi et al., Janos, 2005

.(2011;

oL Girly 90 e L (wyp 3 55 2900 )8

oab Al S Jolo s o39ll (Sligw )3 oty 9 ool
Harman et al., 2004; Rojan et Brunner et al., 2005) .l
31 09y5 93 blite 5l ol )] ,Sly (g3axie lllas .(al., 2010;
S g olS yig dsngs g Ad) St Sl (oo LopanlS)lg o
Martinez Harman et al., 2004) wib 350 b gylow | (S
oo (Martinez-Medina et al., 2011 & Johnson, 2010;
1523550 5 poiple o355, ples Cllab oS 005 01y g2 3
Gl (g phe i Jyae 155 Ll )3 Wl e Y gyl
.(Meghvansi et al., 2008; Johansson et al., 2004) ._sl
Martinez-Medina et ) - ,)LSen 5 Lyso — 35k 51 (6,00 ol
b Ti5-Sen 5 L2 loss o ol ] Sk 35 (al., 2011
Citrullus ) "aslsiin og e  slod plisl o3gicuu ) g 4y bl
Sl ilidl sals ay cuud (gl ixe yob 4y 1, (lanatus
olyslede 4y a5 asc sl o Ledl (Egberongbe et al., 2010)
o o g SS9 13209500 9 po5bi) Lo)2s0 7 2l
998 Jlois jd il (l38l (o)l sixe yobo & (gl pas) dals
5 eslitl ity (2 dhgeas €S (53,8 i
bds coa @)l 9o cnl Jlite 31 cld g 15 )05e 5 Lo)2950 0
L Lo iS5 5 0 355 o live (il 5 455 lis
Llsd 4 v g (odlasl blod 4y o Lag)Ls ool i eslazl
2 33t slagingiy &Sl 3525 b g anlss ke (S5l
OlalS pdolio g 43) 1 15580 g )20 )6 BT 4o
Ol piSat s )Ly JLolS cleMbl Lol sl 0uis plosi] caliseo

Bl Gimga )3 cnlpl )1 929 5508 53 Lgw (55, )8

1- Plant growth-promoting fungi
2- Watermelon



WAE L ) oyloc Y Al (5559biS owlich pgy s pii VF

3ysme doyd gy gda 3 °(LSD) s st BMST 5l g0
A8 )5 )15 duylie

g8 sla 0 S5

o uljl (slag,B il (lo)loss (o) (ol @S bl 2
Ol y= e mixe @l yad e lisee yolie Cow olS A,
o=l S aSgyeb s cab b +a Lég)ls ob ga Lég)ls
Iy Bls d Cand pind oo SBpae slajloss 53 bag )6
el glajlos )3V Jgiz) cuils (650 8 Jdg)lS (liee s
Gad @ Jdg)lS e jind pials g Bl b (il ()9)
oialS 5 45, oyl el 5 5,8 b o ol Lol cdly tals
O )3 ime Bl LS 53 p)SolS Ve 0 Wl jaud e
G Lo)2950 1 uils > 438l (2ol jaud Jlo > o () 21N
o 4 Comd Lol Gl il ()l o gl yaud Bls o &
Esotme (S9-me (nyiur (il dxgi LB el ol jhud
238 s Feose yusapls 855 152)sSee 9 Lop2sSsi Yo 5> oIS
ol (90) 1oL Jlog 4 Cod &S 0 03 yud Jglite 50
Martinez- .(\ Jgaz) ol Lis Sial3 8l aopd V8 dgus (7,8
Loy2sS0 7 9 132y9-See cym 551 oy > (Medina et al., 2011)
395 il Laulyd 53 & Kaged ()15 odledeS Laulpd 53 epille
4555 1520550 VoSl g ool jplo LoppS i )18 oo
slie (e SISl aslgrin olS ) e b i) ugesls
8L il 8l Ll ol 53 12)98ee (ymsliaigls g il

O] el 4555 iy ppSan il 58 Jibg S e
o 3 [52)9500 SS9 pailjple o)2pS 7 69> Slagedls 5
Sl gyl pixe glay Al ialS yawd g Joliie yaud 8 pae
SHdme yob ]y @ J89)lS (lise 0)hnd 358 Bl gz gcnl b
2 58 LopasS el ol (ials jind slajles plo ) Cons
by (b +8) Lo edg)lS" ggeome (line yand Joltto Byae Laslys
Sy il 8l (a3 V8 dgas) e BB jebo 4 sl 4 s |
s ) Jdo )l ebale Giolidl js ldiee oy
(Lo & Lin, 2002) x5 oxnlive pgil iyl L5

zedli > 4 aS ol L b 4 Jibs IS Cannd Sl pusS awy

5- Least significant difference

o plool e Lo 1S oSz 5 ool b b IS caie il
9ol oS S Sl Sy (Lol S5, )b il jlate
iy S ot bl oSy dw S 5 4w o
9 3=b S o3Il J39)lS sgimme Sy )3 Vb 4 Gl Sl s
2 a baye jle plyis 4 Sy sl e p ae dw (1Sl
s9bate obS Jdg IS slime lis s Sy pled (ke 9 S
Jud9,S) (sitmgd sloo S, lojen (Ma et al., 1995) s S
(Porra, lyss ogy 5l ookl b bgw 4l drwgs oSy (D ga
L sillae 003)5 (6,:505ll T yiagiby Sl oS Lawgs 2003)
J5lie L Lawss, 5 00 i3 S 5 23 5125 </ (o) ol
(Lo I L Jeols ojlac ()3g05 Blo 5l L0 ] 5l
g olg ylagiby Sl b iaglli F5Y 5 FYD (slagge Jsb > 0l
P35 32 3PS ke e 1 o3 (e 25 slaalaly b Bullae

(Porra, 2003) . apulxe &LS L 5 59

Chl a = 16.29 5% 8,54 %2> (1) dslee
Chl b= 30.66 =%*° — 13.58 = (V) dslee
Chla+ b =22.12 520 + 2,71 F8%2 (¥) &oles

GrSoilasl cpa Lol SO als 1o aulS dbsyo 3 pizcen
a8l ckj).’ Sas )9 “5).3 Gb.w g tl.cv)l JucL.o Wlaw @).s
oyt ks i plsil 6y Shiges | (TDM) JS Kis oolo
¢ . KR ¥ e R
i lS dls o o 1) 1SS 2 jl W aw (LAI) Sy o (ad i
ali';w)ﬂwg@cjﬂé‘a&hﬁtjﬁd)g&lk}lmﬁo)’ojﬁw
9 g 43 d VO clod j3 celin YA e 4 oyl )3 oo
aloyo 3 s 25 [0V E B L (383 ol b cng
i J) oy s 35 Shae o3l (el S (o
5,8 os g iy yio ¥/0 pdaw )0« S o yie jl gladdls il )il
09031 31 g 038 dmlre Cagloy 20 y3 WY bl i ol
SBl9Ss 5 (Bgi el =By Syl (iga) Livosls (135 Jlos
aalllas 3)50 Slio S po uilly 55 (Sl g0l) Lol )l
oalaiwl l: 9 4]954);1 C)Jo L5)L°i J.\A uu‘..wl » uw‘.o)i JL.: 93 le)_g
L Laosly 800 dunlis g plodl (/Y aseuws) SAS l5éle s 5l

1- SPAD-502 Minolta Co., Osaka, Japan
2- Spectrophotometer, JENWAY, 6300
3- Total Dry Matter

4- Leaf Area Index
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