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Table 2. Mean squares of studied traits in corn experiment under drought stress conditions and inoculation with
mycorrhizal fungi
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mycorrhizal (M) ' ' ) ’ )

S*M 4 54ns 0.6" 0.07" 13417 743" 0.021" 317.8™

WLsError 32 86 15 0.07 5.20 227 0.006 80.15

CV (%) - 13.68 135 13.84 6.40 14.35 15.02 27.77

*
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*"* and ™: indicate significant diffirances at 0.05, 0.01 and not significant respectively
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Table 4. Effect of drought stress and mycorrhizal fungus species on the plant height, shoot

and root dry weights
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FC 74.27* 6.13% 0.36*
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0.6 FC 64.30° 4.15°¢ 0.28?
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G. intraradices 71.07° 5.48° 0.19%
G. mosseae 63.13° 5.04 0.54°
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Table 4. Effect of drought stress levels and mycorrhizal species on SPAD chlorophyl index, leaf area, leaf relative

humidity and root colonization precentage
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