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2- Vesicular-arbuscular mycorrhizaec (VAM)
3- Arbuscular mycorrhizae (AM)
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Means with different letters are significantly different based on Duncan’s multiple range test (0=0.05).



YYD 9> Cluogas o5y » Piriformospora indica cusswl z,6 b

T8 g (s il obaw )3 00 (¢S 0l Olio (Olas o (0Slka) il g 42525 ) Jgir
Table 1- Variance analysis (mean of squares) of measured physiological traits at different levels of drought and fungus
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* and ** are significance at 5 and 1% probability levels, respectively.
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