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Fig. 1- Root colonization percent of alfalfa roots with mycorrhiza at the early and late growth season
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Means with the same letters have not significant difference at 5% probability based on Duncan’s Multiple Rang Test.
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Table 2- Analysis for variance of the effect of two mycorrhiza species inoculation on plant the morphological parameters of

alfalfa
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Mean of squares a4 &b
Wl Jsb Jgb S (jg Camd S (g S gj9 SR ol SR 0l ol Oyt
LW wled Pl & alds Ay lop plasl Sy adlw
Stem Root Root to shoot Root dry Shoot dry Leaf dry dry weight DE SOV
length length weigh ratio weight weight weight of Stem T
70.13 16.41 0.01 0.02 0.08 0.03 0.02 2 )l.)g .
Replication
ns ns ek * ok ek ek )Los.o;
2.65 1.89 0.33 0.09 6.45 1.9 1.42 2
Treatment
1229
33.77 2.29 0.001 0.06 0.33 0.12 0.05 4
Error

S size pas g +[+0 cof+) Jlain! pdaw )3 )b dme iy 4y ins o F HEEE
** % and ns: significant at p< 0.01, p< 0.05 and non significant, respectively.
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Table 3- Comparison of growth and shoot biomass of alfalfa under mycorrhiza treatments and control

2o plal d ddy y SUES (139 Comd (2lgd Pl LS (459 S SUES (39 Al SLis 59 Ay SUWA 439 slos
Root to shoot weight ratio Shoot dry weight Leaf dry weight Stem dry weight Root dry weight ~ Treatment
1.137°+ 0.1 1.212°£0.13 0.512°+ 0.08 0.7°+ 0.06 1.078%+ 0.08* wald
Control
3.107'+ 0.26 2.807°+0.16 1.218%+0.11 1.589°+ 0.08 0.911°+ 0.07 G. mosseae
3.307°+0.12 3.658%+0.25 1.602°+0.13 2.056*+ 0.15 1.267°+ 0.1

G. ntraradices
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*Means in each column and for each factor followed by similar letters are not significantly different at 5% probability level using
Duncan’s Multiple Rang Test.
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