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Identification of epiphyte bacteria isolated from
sunflower in West Azarbaijan province and
investigation of their ability to growth promotion
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Abstract

In order to identify epiphyte bacteria and investigate their effect on growth
promoting, samples were randomly collected from the leaves and stems of
sunflower plants before the flowering stage from West Azarbaijan province.
250 bacterial strains were isolated from the surface of organs (epiphytes).
Four tests of indole acetic acid, ammonia, siderophore production, and
phosphate solubility ability were used for initial screening and selection of
strains with higher ability. The results showed that among 250 strains, 100
strains were positive in at least one out of the four tests and were selected as
growth enhancing strains. The identification of representative bacteria was
done based on the comparison of phenotypic characteristics and sequencing
of 16S rRNA and gyrB genes. The results showed that the representatives of
the selected strains were Burkholderia multivorans, Paenibacillus polymyxa,
Pantoea conspicua, Pseudomonas fluorescens, Escherichia coli, Pantoea
agglomerans, Bacillus subtilis, Bacillus thuringiensis, Sphingomonas
aquatica. S. aquatica was reported for the first time in the world and P.
polymyxa, P. conspicua and B. multivorans species were reported for the
first time from Iran as species associated with sunflower. The ability to
stimulate growth in plants by bacteria isolated in greenhouse conditions was
investigated using the representatives of the groups of strains. The results
showed that the studied treatments had a significant difference at the
statistical 1% probability. Among the studied strains, E71 (P. fluorescens)
showed the highest effect (54%) in increasing growth factors in greenhouse
conditions, and E48 and E80 strains had less effect than the control.

Key words: Ammonia, Indole acetic acid, Siderophore, West Azarbaijan

(95 (ole Ao
4l J‘..dijb 4.1>u
() (] 9 SCE] (qwige
> ISSN 2588-5073
9 I ISSN 2588-5081 online

18 ¥ bl g sler ) 03led V¥ 0398
Yoot dxio

Research Article
Genetic Engineering and Biosafety
Journal 2024
Volume 13, Number 1, Pages: 10-21

http://gebsj.ir/

https://ecc.isc.ac/showJournal/23064

10.61186/gebsj.13.1.7

Citation dlis -pl ps il 3,

Khezrinejad N, Khodakaramian G, Shahryari
F. (2024). Identification of epiphyte bacteria
isolated from sunflower in West Azarbaijan
province and their ability to growth promote.
Genetic Engineering and Biosafety Journal, 13
(2): 10-21. doi: 10.61186/gebsj.13.1.7.

URL: http://gebsj.ir/article-1-478-fa.html

el (OFY) O o)l s cid‘-fﬁ\b I -
Obu b 3T Okl s Ols ST 1 edkslaer < ol slacs ST
5 0SS5 pige iy 51 55 T U5 s s 28

A R K Q DA | S B ou


http://gebsj.ir/
https://ecc.isc.ac/showJournal/23064
http://dx.doi.org/10.61186/gebsj.13.1.7
http://gebsj.ir/article-1-478-fa.html
mailto:khodakaramian@basu.ac.ir
http://dx.doi.org/10.61882/gebsj.13.1.7
https://gebsj.ir/article-1-478-en.html

[ Downloaded from gebs.ir on 2026-02-02 ]

[ DOI: 10.61882/gebsj.13.1.7]

0l T Sl eddlis b ol glag SL plabs L g a5 (g s

Genetic Engineering and Biosafety Journal
Volume 13, Number 1, 2024

S
Ol s Gblie S AMS 51t o 0l ST 0alS iy 2SSl 53 T L6 s s Sl slag SL plls sl o
3L sl 4 a5 b bl (b ) aplil o 51 b SU o 2l YOu sl 5 (sosls S dolas Jsb 4 g 203
5 SUsal el Sl ol W5 05037 Dlexr VL U5 L slacn il 2S5 adol s SJLE 6l ol L slagy 2l
3G 03 ¢S s el Vel o xal YO Ol 51 aS ol Ol s S S 8 4 lewd C= LUl 5 s sk
hglin sl oduled Glag St plalid us sl 3S Ay sdul Bl slacy il Olse 4 5 op Cate Al sla el
SLaSS w8 5 slacp il slasdyles o 315 DL s 5 As bl gYrB 5 165 IRNA (slad3 b JI5 5 s sl Shs
Pantoea [Escherichia coli Pseudomonas fluorescens Pantoea conspicua [Paenibacillus polymyxa Burkholderia multivorans
s Ws 55 L, sl S aquatica 458 .acus Sphingomonas aquatica Bacillus thuringiensis Bacillus subtilis agglomerans
LUl s oS 0l Kl b ool e slads S Olse w0 Ol 2l 5 5L o5l B. multivorans 5 P. conspicua P. polymyxa slas S
s> OLES s A ooy Lacp il (slaes S sduled Sl eslizal b (slalblS oyl 1 53 o It (slags ;Sh oy oS 53 Ay i3S
POETL o il p 3550 S cp il Ol 5105 5 Sl pme osl&S (g5ls Ao s S olel Jlaz| cb“): o s Soles &S
E80 5 E48 (sla sy sl blis 55 5 sls OLis ablS Lol o 55 gddy sla, oS (iolssl js 15 (Ao 08) L36 o xi (Fluorescens

Azl dals 4 Gl (6 7S 50

D830 ol Szl Ikl (S ol ¢ o 20l 3T 1S (slaolly

Introduction

el o3 S s ol @L;,p BERPIRY J:JJSCJM slayes,
(Jabbar et al., 2009)

5 e Srae A 4 (LIS Sl sl ol
zh sl (Santoyo et al., 2016) 5,ls slacs slassS
G0k 5 Ay bl amen 5 ALS sbaolen J S 4l
Shestizal 5 alasd glassS 51 eslinal « glasd o5 ke OlaLS
Jlesl slaaly 53 0L OOie oMo 45 Wil oo pslie 1)
Kumar et ) il o g lan S5 J xS 4 0B s Sy, ol
23 s sk 4 plend 08 Sl 4 5L al, 2016
S pae Sl A0 OWdne ( Sedes N ph e e3linal (55,508
23 e sble Olb glr p o pled GlassS 5 e se
(oo 4 Zoa gl slrl daOT (slaes 313 (5553LES Y puanme
U iy (S ST s Osmen b e Sa)
5 Bl G2l (S Ghble s (Sol sl 5 sen

PPNV
el s 55 e4e Jpame (Helianthus annuus L.) Ols Kbl
23 g 5 dsd e SAS ms psba Ol ulw 3 &S
o 228 Gl 5 s VL s Shee s w 0T S
gl (Forchetti et al,, 2010) col i3l - s L3
Ogdas VYU 30 3 Yoo dle s 0l Kl Sler s
OY W5 5 JLSe o oSS VA Lo 5 Slas L IS
2 Er le s O Kl C S mla g Wl (5 Ok
g S VYAY s VITA (55w s sl e & 0Ll
Gy S e Aiy s Ll d 5l e duls 3 0l Kbl
P M5l e SUE e S slaals K el ses
Gls Ols ST 255 05 sdge 1 1y Ol U3 (S alS
Vb chle fals 5 e Yo Jbudl el (Mo g5 5 )
Malik et al., ) coul dusl K 52d sdigldl oo glad!

e O LSSl o Kkl ey W S 0l (2001

VP Ll g jleg /) 0 Lol /(000 Jumw 0590 [ (St § (S| 9 Sl ) (oo


http://dx.doi.org/10.61882/gebsj.13.1.7
https://gebsj.ir/article-1-478-en.html

[ Downloaded from gebs.ir on 2026-02-02 ]

[ DOI: 10.61882/gebsj.13.1.7]

0l T Sl eddlis b ol glag SL plabs

OLKan g 5135 (g s

J xS Jele Ol g « Erwinia 4 Sphingomonas Psudomonas
.(Nongkhlaw sleds sslical alS sla S 5lay ade G545
B S s glag sSL e ol and Joshi, 2014)
53 5 (Henis et al., 1986) iz alS T S5
S ks Sl 68U Olse 4 & ol L oanlis
e Gsdsed L OIS o 1) b ol glas S sl s
WBlol b S w5 ol i) glag S s Gl
S A OISl oS 0 Bh Jdee Sose 4 el
.(Nongkhlaw and Joshi, 2014) .l 15,55 5 Sler ool

Ol ST olS b gl (slags U plalid s ol 51 St
05 A6S IRNA 05 b s «(oisd slajiss o) eslial U
Ol ST oS iy S 2Ul5 o a5 OYFB Ol

.L.Zabu.a C,?équ sl la= Qﬂl _b,w};

Materials and Methods
oI Ul B Sl e 5 5 gl el Sl e o
LkSL:J)ﬂT thj; t.u\:.w‘ v<n.~.~\ Jj.,\..:‘ .,\:jj; 6LAQ}&JT ceg .)\.:r)
el Loy 2ul plad (655 Hs8 sk A5 5 Slind D>

A

Dyoosn M5 Uil Gl el Sal Jadsl W5 g5l
o3linal odd S5 hgy Sl lagn iul u g el Sl Jssl
Sl sk cpas (Weber and Gordon, 1951) .
Lo o adhy o KOl 4 2L SL Glags 2l
0S5 10 wpsmsal Dlid 0 5) Gy Spe p ST Dy i
5 oAl s 050 s LIS 0 5410 4 5 D s
05 er Y oolan & Ghaie O 2 G 3 edS Sl S 0 S
ol Ty Ol s 0 DB S m ke
e TVl o5 Sd g el (A Dl 4 bl
Y oS 0l e SIS Gl o S (IS sk
Olen a2 V50 070 coal 0 1S) (S SOl Jshoms 51 2 s
A ke YO O Slp 2 e V00 1] s VY0
Sy s A S WLl S Lasme 4 (s ki O

Ok 53 Lol (Sailil 5 pge 035 130U e (e s
Sbopl » esdle (Dinesh et al.,, 2015) ol sli3 ls s 50
p o Dlols o (ool Wle 5aS s WVl (oladl
Ola opl 3 apde e 5 LOT w35 oS
Gl Sl ensn OLLS L ks dide gleunslS )l S
Bl & Syl sbas,st (PGPR) 0LLS iy S e
ez 5 bl B (ol RS 50 0l Jouily (3l
ol o3 el Sl WS e Wy RS s
e Sl 5SS s S (Shoebitz, 2009) il o sax
2oL Sl b ol D pon oS 03p (05,Ke f iy 5l
Cogl Gl St Jle 5w e (S5 kol ads
Sidae IS Jele il Gl SL (alS sl
At o ld g odins LSS 5 Gy a5 Jld sl SL
oo i ol sla i 51 & (FUrnkranz et al., 2008)

L fg, g ol
Sl Gl iad gl Gl S bl 5 5)ls 5 € gl
310l Kl oalS wile 5 S 5 51 Slakad wousd ol slags SU
(S sl Gble) o 20bml3l Ol s il el
(Sl 5 romls (wleke ollge O w0l ol st
i OF 2 e Yo w68l [ gb a0 ek gas S ch,,_‘
A esls OIS Sk gy 4By ¥ e 4 g Jate O e
Sekd S sly S Sl eslinad b aide (pl SIS 1 g
-4 (NA) dae BT i8S lame (555 5 42815 5 0 grmeilios 5o
Cole VY Sl w50 sl a8 i a8l b

s 6)‘24{; QJ‘NW 4> 2 YA LELGJL:‘));L#‘)J

Wl3as eslizal 5 Sde ob S (IS (sl il ful (5 106K
V¥ Sde 4 NA Lo (555 A3y 51 Lo SL o Saia b
e ol SIS Gl e s LA IS Jlse s s
Sl SVsb e sl LSS e g S
Sl sis S 03 Ble O sl s (o Sk el TE S
a3 b sles 53 5 A Osje ke O 2l e SO sl

LS ngl>4.<5 O g

VP Ll g jleg /) 0 Lol /(000 Jumw 0590 [ (St § (S| 9 Sl ) (oo


http://dx.doi.org/10.61882/gebsj.13.1.7
https://gebsj.ir/article-1-478-en.html

[ Downloaded from gebs.ir on 2026-02-02 ]

[ DOI: 10.61882/gebsj.13.1.7]

0l T Sl eddlis b ol glag SL plabs

OLKan g 5135 (g s

R L L T A el
Glid (LAs el I3 S e uT 33 4dy 4w U oo Ol w
Al S sk 002 Y Ol 4 gl 0
aids 53 5 VYo S b aids ety e w akgad 5 S
ol anils 55 o 5l oy 3B e LS S5 Sl
f bk gad pl 51 AS (IS gk a3 =T sles 3
A eslizal e s lo s sla 2S1s s SIIDNA Ol e

slaos S5 il o gyrB s 16S rRNA  slady S
Y0 Jels 1y Ko YO o= 4 s sl gyrB 5 16STRNA
ke /Y MQCI2 ¥, LeY/e 10X PCR L )5 S
a5 1/0 I DNA 2y S 1/0 ANTP b e 51 Y e
i Sl Jse Sa) s (O3l SS50) Sl SO
(5'- AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG -3') fD1 sla S5l
16S 0} &l » (5- AAGGAGGTGATCCAGCC- 3) 1D1
gyrB-F sla S5kl S 3 rRNA
gyrB-R P (AGCATYAARGTGCTGAARGG)
wle gyrB o5 |, (GGTCATGATGATGATGTTGTG)
Jola ez e 4l ol plnil O3l &S 5 Law 5 0l
S Do e grndons a5 40 ) (g3l Sl dl e
G s a3 A8 (g3l Sl s Lol 4t o Y caids
g 453 OV DNA & Sl Jlasl sl Yo e
165 05 1) rsmdows a3 N 5 (QYrB 0 2SS 6l 0)
s VY gles 5 B8 5 aads S oode o (IRNA
Sl 3 alg b aS AT s s dids S ode 4 gk

oS 1/0) Aoy V0 5,81 J5 PCR &Y gaaes 3549 2SI
s 03 5 a8 (TBE (IX) 3L ) de Vev s 56T
R R VIR S .= SIS ST TPV P
S 5 S ) ey A2 bl I 0 B e saSal
235888 15 5,5 0 SSU s J5 ol e JS 0
S s S s i b L, dbys TBE  (IX) AL
o Ao N0 (ol Jalms )5 Ss 55 L PCR Y pams
S 0 K a s bl Jp S aons 0 5 L

Dag Cute Olge a4 Jlo Soso & S lalaoms
3,8 A sy el a5 el Szl Sl W5 5 0505

by Sbigel Mg LUy en gl SUsl Mg
(Ao ) O mbe lame 4 (6 5L 5l ) SO gy 2l
O 453 YO gles 3 el VY ou@jucjx
el D3e) Sl sl 5l 2 e S e S (9IS
A YO 0y e DT ) e YO e 1S S 00
o Gidihe £or Ol a4 do)n B0 il LS5yl
a Glosgd @ ble 555 s sbml Al dlol S sl b
L3S i SUsel a5 Osa3l am 3y e Olye
.(Cappuccino and Sherman, 1992)

L, e 3 Slind C> a3l 1olind S
05 0 SH e SN Jald S e (pl 23S 20
T - A ‘fﬁifj S g 5 +/0 oS Slid
ST e 810 5 s ojlias 0.8 4/0 (psszie Sl p S 0
fome 05,8 S| 51y ol 0 She O 20 S
S SLSEE 5 odd iS Gl o po 4 b SL S
GAES g 403 YA glos 3 555 iy ) Sk
0351 e O g 4 Ly il GBI 53 5, la sl S
L35 A Sk b s Dlins S GUlS 5 O]
(Gaur, 1990)

o il S 53 ) b ssdems 55 s 2 Sl B A
A eslizl (Chrome Azurol S) CAS &K I lass
Sled 3 5 S8 dae ol (o) kB Dm0 g S
SASL S ose 53 Kdd OIS e s YO
ol ol ) e ) i Sl S WS A
el CAS Lo 5l ol cxtle ool 3 s S 540 0

.(Schaad et al., 2001)

b SU s 5IDNA (53lulir o 55 DNA (s3bulix
L el (Ausuble et al.,, 1992) J plosl LB Y ) @
a5 YO-YA by ;3 NA Le 5 Wiy 555 95 5l e

VP Ll g jleg /) 0 Lol /(000 Jumw 0590 [ (St § (S| 9 Sl ) (oo


http://dx.doi.org/10.61882/gebsj.13.1.7
https://gebsj.ir/article-1-478-en.html

[ Downloaded from gebs.ir on 2026-02-02 ]

[ DOI: 10.61882/gebsj.13.1.7]

0l T Sl eddlis b ol glag SL plabs

OLKan g 5135 (g s

6“‘3\"‘]5 6‘"’@‘“))%

S sl bt 5l GlalbdS sla vy sl 1S ag
Shdm e eslizad NN s w0 JI 58 5 anle (ol
e 4 s A Csbe oS S il S bl
SIS 5 g a3 WYY (glos 53 e 555 95 3 csle
3300 lp e Ky s ek S ol 5l ol s S

Al an S b
e (o S Sl gl s 1SS 5 a5 Lwant ]
G5 bl mpe dob 30D =) )X chle |
el Sl 25555 @35 oads Sl S elital =d 4l Olss
L ooade ) sk cpla dd eslind GlllS (slao el
LAQL,\K);WjWT@:); e 4 (6L O il g
S Ol Sl A oo Vo e e A 228
Al Lol S olulS @SBl b 4 V)t clile o
O gl 3 03 8 BLS1 O3 5 (3l ax2el Oy dald e
55 sabds (bl Lol s 3 s S o4 oL st
a5 15 b gl 5 gop Rl b SIS
Jsb 5o o350 O ,m S 5l w5 «cilS 5l obe 53 23S
S S o3l Lol s aty; 5 Ble Sast 5 5 055 Bla 5 ady,

A

Gl b B bl ol el Ty sl b
S5 bSL e VD) e T L sl ulS slaiS 5l
L Jols b 2 LSS a bl Sles o it bl (Jsl
Ly bsles S0k 13,5 w325 SAS 9.4l hlo 5 51 eslinul

A s e Mﬁ;ﬁicls.ﬂjs OS> glasls dim O g3

S LSl 5l Kol an) el sbel LSl
J5 s S @S0 55 DNA (glojlil SSLas 51 ads S
S K Ok, By Al S s bakigel sl
Llogp ppdsl b dS s 5558 S0 J5 bl (s 2 Sl
S s IS Gk 52 S S 1105k
D3 e pSls J5 o8aws 0y e T L i (5500

(Ausuble et al., 1992) ,i (g l5 oo OF 5l 5 o S

S5 5 sl JIs i 2lils SE 55 ey g Wesls A5 5
D3l 5 L3 1anl gyrB 5 16S IRNA (slads Sl sl s &
ol e Oosea S SOose 53 5 ew, 2 Chromas
SLs ssmse b Jls Losdd lns b JIg Las
ome S Jg 5§15 Cl anslie 3550 55 slaesls
o3l b abol> gla Iy as ds1 05 SSL 5IVL calis b
oo a4 Wiyl s gileeis o Clustal W )\)Se\(aj' 3l
J5le s sl eslial b (Saitou and Nei, 1987) slaloan JLasl

A e 5 bOOtSTTAP IS5V L s MEGALO

SOl i plerd s sLO 5T bl p Wacn gl plulid
5550 bas SU Cilie bl S 5 ba i oluls gl aS 5
Schaad et ) ai o3,y 58 4 lay il ol gl (sl an
5 S e Gl s il A8y slaoses Gl 2001
S eslial (Qpmilr — Sl ey a4 SlAeS) Oga3l (kY
(S Jess SYBE Glessl cpsemms ok o5y 4 DUl
S35 alil sl hgy el s 5 oY asde
L jleslaal b o S b Sl eslial .(Schaad et al., 2001)
ST bl aas s plomil sl St s Oy T wl
XY S ) e b s IS B b Al ladd
Lo 4 o KB /0 Sl clls w5 0 a5 e S
2 S mbe Sl eslial e | eslinl mls as Gl &l
4 S SIS e Al iS5 L) Ol el
3OS ) wtin Sl B (S e BB T L) dals
g 4253 YOTA (glos 55 i gladass (5 1S

VP Ll g jleg /) 0 Lol /(000 Jumw 0590 [ (St § (S| 9 Sl ) (oo


http://dx.doi.org/10.61882/gebsj.13.1.7
https://gebsj.ir/article-1-478-en.html

[ Downloaded from gebs.ir on 2026-02-02 ]

[ DOI: 10.61882/gebsj.13.1.7]

0l T Sl eddlis b ol glag SL plabs

OLKan g 5135 (g s

Results and Discussion

L Olid S Ul il Vo sl Gedos s (2014
53 e O3l S Dlind SN 55 (6 s e Azl
o L O T S Nt R Y (W RES
e 0> e cpl (Wang et al, 2022) Ls S 5 oas
P. o Glagp ‘C.)\;f a3l el glacp
|, Falsibacillus pallidus s Bacillus safensis moraviensis
Gt 53 wamen W3S plulid Slid oS > Olge
L SLgel g Ul cop gl YA &S 03 atis ol
3ok Olele 5o UIS ae S Olpe 4 gl b
s gl el s aLS sladhe 53 s e LS 5
SIS 5 oS 35k wge ol ge Sl 215 Sals sl @l @
by logase Sliml Mg ppiims ol (g555liS
i) e SLLS aay B0 s 1 ol SL glagyn sl

(Hayat et al., 2010) s s

gyrB 3 16S rRNA slads oL JIg o 25

E45 [E38 E32 E27 E24 E13) laaS L op 2l VY sliws
5 ol sdslel Olye 4 (E80 [ET78 ET71 E66 E64 [E48
S el Saen 53 S 513 b5l 5,50 PCR 0e51 53
askad 3 16STRNA (] 51 3L 100 (ganked s o) 5
Gl S5l cis b e gyrB 05 5l sk (Y

A3 S .S g gyrb-Figyrb-R 5 fD1/rD1

4 b 15 6l PCR Jsame 50 b5 55 51
sl bodel s gle 15 s S byl s 3 5SS &S0
b oSSl al 53 ek alie 05 Sl s g ge la JI
05 5 16STRNA 05 5 oll s odd e 5 (slad L il
Loandlee )50 lagn il bl BLE OV JS2) gyrB

s e 0L 1 ab,SL slas S Ll

g‘;a.g}@l:}

S b Shs g 5 Sl sLe,SL gllis

Lol g4s,

51aS 0l Kl lalS wle 4505 0A 5 S & ged T3S
oo 53 el s 4 g Obmlyd] e bl
ol Vo Lol 5l aS i goluldr b gl op gzl YO
5 ol Sl Jgl G sh 50 W5 (laes o> LUl
Vo 5 ot oS el YO o nl 15 amals |y Sl

Lsg hie p S o
S eel ey Ols KT b ol slacp il il Gaiss o
Jsdol W LUy b 5l o8 OlaldT Olial Cilises bl
SSE 5 bl e g mal Olse 4 cdonl Sl
Sl Sl SL adsl SSE Gl s s e LA
las U Lo ys Osmosn Ay Opa3l 5103 s Ak eias
Lowl Sl J sl .(Bhattacharyya Jha, 2012) s S el
v ol g latl ol 5 plaanls o
S dadin ) iy sy il 5Bl anad S0 Gl JSial
@il 5 g a0 Sl (sl glaain, S KE WlS as,
Syls Sty olS Gl 5 St 5 S, LSS G g
P. &> & CLL .(Spaepen and Vanderleyden , 2011)
Yo—o0r 4 ud glaaiy, |05 el ol 4 putida GR12-2
BBl g boodd Slas slayds glaadsy) 5l Sl o)
gz 003 o5 Eol oL SUIAA (5 same 55 sy IAA
5Bl Shalpl Ay, dd, OF (G 53 45 358 0 4y Jske

Dad o by S gdke slge 4 olS s 2o

My pUls cdgl slagp sl Sl (F oGS adlae s
Sl SL S Gl ke Mg il 1) s
53 p S S (S xS OLLS s Al el
Ross et al., 2000; Berg, 2002; ) <ol sl 5,158 50 L
Shaharoona et al., 2006; Almaghrabi et al., 2013; Xu et al.,

VP Ll g jleg /) 0 Lol /(000 Jumw 0590 [ (St § (S| 9 Sl ) (oo


http://dx.doi.org/10.61882/gebsj.13.1.7
https://gebsj.ir/article-1-478-en.html

[ Downloaded from gebs.ir on 2026-02-02 ]

[ DOI: 10.61882/gebsj.13.1.7]

0l KT 1 el b ol lag SL plulis L g a5 (g s

+5) @ E32(MN326517)
6 § @ E48(MN326521)
YU Pscudomonas putida (MGO11581)
Pseudomonas filiscindens (HG313679)
@ 571 (MN326513)
89 | Pseudomonas fluorescens (MNS77281)
Pseudomonas fluorescens (MN420675)
o3 § Pseudomonas fluorescens (FJ422406)
90! Pseudomonas fluorescens(MN256402)
e Pseudomonas acruginosa ( MH356580)
— 99| @ [38(MN326518)
Eschenchia coli (HMA486679)
Sermatia marcescens (KT441074)
Pantoea agglomerans (FR872702)
@ 127(MN326516)
Pantoea conspicua (HQ242738)
s | @ 145 (MN326519)
so! Pantoca agglomerans (296083 )
Stenotrophomonas maltophilia (KY229728)
Stenotrophomonas maltophilia (KX384650)
Pscudomonas geniculata (MNS89400)

63

»
9] 1 Stenotrophomonas maltophilia (KU693275)

91 | Stenotrophomonas maltophilia (KJ691855)

Burkhokieria pyrrocinia (NR 029210)
—mﬁliurtlmw«h multivorans (KJO18993)
»s | @ EI3(MN326514)

| @ 80 (MN326512)
100 | Sphingomonas aquatica (NR 156849)

100 [- @ :24(MN326515)
Pacnibacillus polymyxa (KMS01056)

Bacillus thuringiensis (MN203620)
1 @ £66(MN326522

Bacillus cereus (FJ982659)
Bacillus circulans (FJ581445)
Bacillus pumihss (MF581189)
“ Bacillus safensis (MG725750)
@ [64 (MN326521)
Bactllus subtilis stram HI71 (JX515571)
Bacillus subtilis stram 151007-R3 (AJ277905)

® 175(MN326523)
Bacillus Iicheniformis (AHO10483)
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Tablel. The phylogenetic tree drawn based on the sequences of 16S rRNA and gyrB genes in the epiphyte strains obtained in
this study along with other bacteria in the NCBI genomic data bank using MEGAL10 software with bootstrap thousand
repetitions. (The numbers in parentheses are accession numbers of genes)
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Table 1. Biochemical, nutritional and physiological characteristics of epiphyte strains isolated from sunflower from different

regions of West Azerbaijan Province

Strain reaction

E27, E71 E38 E13 E78, E24,E64,E66

E45 E80

E32, E48 Test

+ + + +
- - - +

1
+
+
+

1 1 1

+ 00+ 4+
+ 4+ 0+ 4+
++II 1

1

+ + + .
1
1

I+ 1

+ 0+ 4+ +
III++I
1 +I+I

- %
- - +

+ - Gram
+ + Catalase
- + Oxidase

+ + Tolerance Nacl 2%

- - Growthat pH 5

Growth at pH 9
Starch hydrolysis
Gelatin hydrolysis
O/F

Ketolactose
production
Urease

Motility at pH=7
Acid production
from:

Adonitol

Ribose

Sorbitol
Erytrithol
Xylitol

Dulcitol
Arabinise
Sorbose
Melsitose
Celebiose
Glucose
Maltose
Rhamnose
Mannose
Terehalose
Manitol

Inositol
Melebiose
L-Tartarate

+ Malonate

+ +
+ +

+ 4+
+ 4+ o+

+ + + +

1 1
+ 4+t o+ 4+

+ + 4+ .+
I+III
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Table 2. Analysis of variance of the effect of different bacterial treatments on sunflower growth traits

Stem dry Root dry Stemfresh Root fresh Stem Root Degree of Source of
weight weight weight weight length length freedom variations
4.68™ 2.05"™ 7.5™ 4,53 58.33™ 40.13™ 2 Block
9.77™ 7.47" 12,57 8.86" 207.38™ 178.27™ 12 Treatment

2.19 1.20 5.18 4.34 70.15 31.88 24 Test error

7.22 9.10 5.11 10.78 8.66 7.96 cv

doys ) }Dc]a,,,_)ééjlé&u})bﬁﬂjré%)A{%E&%Eé}%iéans
ns, * and ** non-significant, significant at 0.05 and 0.01 probability levels, respectively.

Ols Kl ol il 5 atyy S 5 5 035 bla 5 aluy I b sy Ao bl 36 5 Kle angli -F Jsur

Table 3. Comparisons of the average effect of different treatments on root and stem length, fresh and dry weight of sunflower
root and stem

Strain Root Stem Root Stem Root Stem
length® length Fresh fresh dry dry

(cmy (cm) weight weight weight weight

@n @n @n @an

E13 35.4f 87.6¢ 40.3° 46.8° 8.7¢ 22.2¢
E24 39.8¢ 73.2 37.2¢ 40.19 10.92 18.1f
E27 42.3¢ 69.4% 39.5¢ 45 5f 7.4¢ 20.59
E32 34.79 76.7" 35.3" 41.7° 6.8° 19.6¢
E38 45.2b 86.6¢ 40.2° 49.2¢ 6.9 22.2°
E45 39.1¢ 90.42 325 40.29 7.49 18.4f
E48 30.3 83.3 31.19 39.1" 6.3f 16.99
E64 33.4" 85.2¢ 44.8° 50.5° 8.2¢ 22.4°
E66 39.5¢ 77.99 36.6 52.12 9.6" 24.22
E71 46.52 86.3¢ 45.42 46.3¢ 8.4¢ 21.2«
E78 35.2 70.4i 39.4¢ 47.44 8.6¢ 23.9°
E80 38.5° 89.8° 32.6' 39.2h 6.5¢f 16.1h
Control 23.6/ 57.8' 28.6/ 35.3 4.19 10.21
IS e Sk b

iz (Sl O 3a31 5370 el Szl o 53 13 e Y B S ke By (sl shael .

* Average of three replicates

* Numbers with common letters have no significant difference at the 5% statistical probability level in Duncan's test.
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