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Table 1- Effect of selective endophyte bacteria on cucumber seed germination after 7 days uder lab conditions

Ao (em) axaiyy Job (ke (em) axdilus Job (1SSl () s34 59152 2999 pad Lo
Isolate Rootlet length median (cm) Stem length median (cm) Germination (%) Vigor Index
Enl 16.5a 63.67b 1954.6
En2 16.72a 12.18ab 66b 1949
En3 8.7c 11.17b 95a 1887.7
En4 8.17c 12.6ab 48.67cd 1479.6
EnS 5d 64b 704
En6 10.4b 56.67bc 1371.4
En7 7.71c 45d 572

Control 4.8d 42d 395.6
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Means in each column followed by the same letter, are not significantly different at %5 probability level, using Duncan test
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Isolate  Root length Shoot Shoot wet Root wet Shoot dry Root dry
length weight weight weight weight
Enl 22a 17.67a 4.2¢ 2a 0.78b 0.28a
En2 6d 9.17¢c 5.87b 0.52¢ 1.05a 0.04c
En3 15.67b 13.67b 2.55d 0.5¢ 0.25¢ 0.04c
En4 9.67¢c 10bc 6.72a 1.2b 1.2a 0.1b
EnS 10.33¢ 9.67¢c 3.06 1.36b 0.37¢c 0.1b
En6 9.67¢c 8.5¢ 6.64a 2.33a 1.08a 0.27a
En7 7.33cd 8.33¢c 4.5¢ 0.43c 0.57¢c 0.04c
Control 13bc 10.67bc 5.62b 1.3b 0.96ab 0.1b
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Means in each column followed by the same letter, are not significantly different at %5 probability level, using Duncan test
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