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Chapter 7

Plant Growth-Promoting Bacteria Associated

with Sugarcane

Samina Mehnaz

7.1 Introduction

Sugarcane is an important industrial and cash crop in many countries of the world.

It is grown in over 110 countries, in tropical and sub-tropical regions, in a range of

climates from hot dry environment near sea level to cool and moist environment at

higher elevations. Besides sugar production, sugarcane produces numerous valu-

able by-products like ethanol, bagasse, press mud, molasses, and essential items for

industries like chemicals, plastics, paints, synthetics, fiber, insecticides, and deter-

gents (http://www.pakissan.com). This crop is perhaps the most economically

competitive source of ethanol and can effectively contribute to a cleaner environ-

ment. Ways of improving its productivity are subject to investigation in several

countries. Worldwide climate change due to the intense use of greenhouse gas-

producing energy sources has resulted in the development of sustainable energy.

Consequently, sustaining and enhancing the growth and yield of sugarcane have

become a major focus of research.

Sugarcane and other grasses such as rice, wheat, maize, and sorghum, currently

have much of their nitrogen (N) needs supplied by costly mineral fertilizers. It has

been a general practice to apply 250 kg N ha�1 year�1, or more in most of the

sugarcane cultivating countries. In 2008, an estimated 1,743 million metric tons of

sugarcane were produced worldwide, with about 50% of production occurring in

Brazil and India. In India, sugarcane is grown over 4.2 million ha, producing about

250 million tons of canes annually and the nitrogen requirement of Indian sugar-

cane ranges from about 250 to 350 kg ha�1. Brazil is the largest sugarcane producer

in the world, with the crop occupying more than five million hectares with a yield of

495 M tons in 2007/2008 (UNICA 2009), 16 million m3 of alcohol in 2006 (Mendes
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et al. 2007; Oliveira et al. 2006) and annual application of nitrogen fertilizer for

sugarcane is around 50 kg N ha�1, with a cost near US$ 500 t�1 (http://www.udop.

com.br). Researchers in Brazil are intensively working on further reducing the use

of N-fertilizer application by one half (<125,000 t N year�1) due to the biological

nitrogen fixation (BNF), so the producers could save estimated US$ 62.5 m year�1

(Oliveira et al. 2006). This approach can significantly reduce the cost of bio-energy

in the whole world.

7.2 Plant Growth-Promoting Rhizobacteria

The biological reaction that counterbalances the loss of nitrogen from soils or agro-

ecosystems is the BNF, which is the enzymatic reduction of the atmospheric di-

nitrogen (N2) to ammonia, catalyzed by nitrogenase and this process is unique to

Bacteria and Archaea. Bacteria which fix nitrogen can also be beneficial for the

plants by using other mechanisms such as phytohormone production, phosphate

solubilization, etc. They are grouped under the name plant growth-promoting

rhizobacteria (PGPR) also known as plant growth-promoting bacteria (PGPB)

defined as “free-living soil, rhizosphere, rhizoplane, endophytic, and phyllosphere

bacteria that under certain conditions are beneficial for plants” (Bashan and de

Bashan 2005). They are capable of promoting plant growth through different

mechanisms, including BNF, phytohormone production, phosphate solubilization,

siderophore production, and biological control. PGPR belong to diverse genera

including Azospirillum, Azotobacter, Herbaspirillum, Bacillus, Burkholderia,
Pseudomonas, Rhizobium, and Gluconacetobacter, among others. In this article,

only those PGPRs will be discussed which have been isolated from sugarcane.

A complete list of genera, species, source of isolation, country of origin and

references are provided in Table 7.1.

7.2.1 Azospirillum

Azospirillum belong to the facultative endophytic group of bacteria which colonizes

the surface and interior of the roots. Bacteria are micro-aerophilic, gram-negative

rods and often associated with roots of cereals and grasses (Grifoni et al. 1995).

They are very well known for nitrogen fixation and higher production of indole

acetic acid. In the group of bacteria responsible for associative nitrogen fixation,

Azospirillum is as important as Rhizobium in the bacterial group known for symbi-

otic nitrogen fixation. It is a very well-studied PGPR. Several reports have been

published about its beneficial effect due to nitrogen fixation and growth hormone

production. Due to its nonpathogenic behavior, it is the safest choice to use as a

biofertilizer for any crop.

Three species of this genus namely, Azospirillum amazonense, A. brasilense, and
A. lipoferum have been isolated from sugarcane. In 1976, Dobereiner and Day
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Table 7.1 List of the bacterial genera and species isolated from the sugarcane

Bacteria Source Country References

Acinetobacter
baumanii

Apoplast Cuba Velázquez et al. (2008)

Agrobacterium
tumefaciens

Stem China Xing et al. (2006)

Azospirillum sp. Rhizosphere,

roots

Egypt, South Africa,

Brazil, India

Gangwar and Kaur (2009),

Hegazi et al. (1979),

Purchase (1980), Ruschel

(1981)

A. brasilense Rhizosphere,

root, stem,

leaves

Spain, Pakistan,

Brazil

Graciolli et al. (1983), Mehnaz

et al. (2010), Reis et al.

(2000), Tejera et al. (2005)

A. lipoferum Root, stem,

leaves

Brazil Dobereiner and Day (1976),

Reinhardt et al. (2008), Reis

et al. (2000), Tejera et al.

(2005)

A. amazonense Roots, stem Brazil Cavalcante and Dobereiner

(1988), Reis et al. (2000)

Azotobacter
chroococum

Roots Spain Tejera et al. (2005)

A. vinelandii Rhizosphere,

roots

Egypt, Brazil Graciolli et al. (1983), Hegazi

et al. (1979), Rennie (1980)

Bacillus spp. Rhizosphere,

roots, Stem

South Africa, India,

Pakistan

Antwerpen et al. (2002),

Gangwar and Kaur (2009),

Hassan et al. (2010)

B. cereus Apoplast Cuba Velázquez et al. (2008)

B. pumilus Apoplast Cuba Velázquez et al. (2008)

B. subtilis Apoplast,

rhizosphere

Cuba, Pakistan Hassan et al. (2010), Velázquez

et al. (2008)

Beijerinckia sp. Root Brazil Vendruscolo (1995)

B. fluminensis Rhizosphere Brazil Dobereiner (1961), Dobereiner

and Alvahydo (1959)

B. indica Rhizosphere,

roots

Brazil Dobereiner et al. (1972)

Brevibacillus sp. Stem, leaves Brazil Magnani et al. (2010)

Burkholderia spp. Stem, leaves South Africa, Brazil Antwerpen et al. (2002), Perin

et al. (2006b)

B. ambifaria Rhizosphere,

roots

South Africa Omarjee et al. (2008)

B. cepacia Rhizosphere,

roots, stem

Brazil, South Africa Luzivotto et al. (2010), Mendes

et al. (2007), Omarjee et al.

(2008)

B. cenocepacia Roots, stem Brazil Mendes et al. (2007)

B. fungorum/
graminis

Rhizosphere,

roots

South Africa Omarjee et al. (2008)

B. gladioli Rhizosphere,

roots, stem

South Africa Omarjee et al. (2004, 2008)

B. plantarii/glumae Stem Papua New Guinea Omarjee et al. (2004)

B. sacchari Rhizosphere Brazil Bramer et al. (2001)

B. silvatlantica Rhizosphere,

roots, leaves

Brazil Omarjee et al. (2008), Perin

et al. (2006a)

B. tropica Rhizosphere,

roots

South Africa,

Mexico

Omarjee et al. (2008), Perin

et al. (2006b), Reis et al.

(2004)

(continued)
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Table 7.1 (continued)

Bacteria Source Country References

B. unamae Stem Papua New Guinea,

Brazil, Mexico

Caballero-Mellado et al.

(2004), Omarjee et al.

(2004), Perin et al. (2006b)

B. vietnamiensis Stem India Govindrajan et al. (2007)

Caulobacter
crescentus

Roots Pakistan Mehnaz et al. (2010)

Citrobacter sp. Rhizosphere Brazil Magnani et al. (2010)

Comamonas
testosteroni

Apoplast Cuba Velázquez et al. (2008)

Curtobacterium sp. Stem Brazil Magnani et al. (2010)

Delftia acidovorans Stem, leaves Pakistan Mehnaz et al. (2010)

Derxia gummosa Rhizosphere Brazil Graciolli et al. (1983), Rennie

(1980)

Enterobacter sp. Rhizosphere,

roots

Brazil, Australia Li and Macrae (1992), Magnani

et al. (2010)

E. aerogenes Stem Pakistan Mehnaz et al. (2010)

E. cloacae Rhizosphere,

roots, stem

Pakistan, Brazil Graciolli et al. (1983), Mehnaz

et al. (2010), Mirza et al.

(2001), Rennie (1980),

Rennie et al. (1982)

E. oryzae Stem Pakistan Mehnaz et al. (2010)

Erwinia cypripedii Apoplast Cuba Velázquez et al. (2008)

E. herbicola Stem Brazil Graciolli et al. (1983), Rennie

et al. (1982)

Gluconacetobacter
diazotrophicus

Roots, stem,

leaves,
apoplast,

bud,

sugarcane

juice

Brazil, Australia,

India, Egypt,

Cuba, Mexico,

Philippines,

Argentina

Asis et al. (2000), Bellone et al.

(1997), Cavalcante and

Dobereiner (1988), Dong

et al. (1994), Fuentes-

Ramirez et al. (1993), Gillis

et al. (1989), Li and Macrae

(1991), Muthukumarasamy

et al. (1994), Prabudoss and

Stella (2009), Reis et al.

(1994), Velázquez et al.

(2008), Youssef et al.

(2004)

G. saccharii Leaf sheath Australia Franke et al. (1999)

Herbaspirillum
seorpedaceae

Stem, leaves Brazil, Philippines Asis et al. (2000), Baldani et al.

(1992), Olivares et al.

(1996)

H. rubrisubulbicans Leaves Brazil, Philippines Asis et al. (2000), Olivares et al.

(1996), Pimentel et al.

(1991)

Klebsiella spp. Stem Brazil, South Africa Antwerpen et al. (2002),

Magnani et al. (2010)

K. oxytoca Rhizosphere,

roots, stem

Pakistan Mehnaz et al. (2010), Mirza

et al. (2001)

K. pneumoniae Roots, stem India, Brazil,

Australia

Govindrajan et al. (2007),

Graciolli et al. (1983), Li

and Macrae (1992), Rennie

et al. (1982)

K. variicola Stem Mexico Rosenblueth et al. (2004)

(continued)
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Table 7.1 (continued)

Bacteria Source Country References

Kocuria kristinae Apoplast Cuba Velázquez et al. (2008)

Lactococcus lactis
subsp. lactis

Leaves Colombia Cock and de Stauvenel (2006)

Microbacterium
oleivorans

Apoplast Cuba Velázquez et al. (2008)

M. testaceum Stem Brazil Mendes et al. (2007)

Micrococcus luteus Apoplast Cuba Velázquez et al. (2008)

Ochrobactrum
intermedium

Rhizosphere Pakistan Hassan et al. (2010)

Paenibacillus
azotofixans

Roots Brazil, Hawaii Cavalcante and Dobereiner

(1988), Seldin and Penido

(1986)

P. polymyxa Roots, stem Brazil Graciolli et al. (1983), Rennie

(1980), Rennie et al. (1982)

Pannonibacter
phragmitetus

Root Pakistan Mehnaz et al. (2010)

Pantoea sp. Stem, leaves Cuba, Brazil Loiret et al. (2004), Magnani

et al. (2010)

P. ananatis Stem Brazil Mendes et al. (2007)

P. herbicola Roots, stem,

leaves

Brazil Graciolli et al. (1986)

P. stewartii Stem Brazil Mendes et al. (2007)

Pseudomonas spp. Rhizosphere,

roots, stem,

leaves

Brazil, South Africa,

Australia, India

Antwerpen et al. (2002),

Gangwar and Kaur (2009),

Li and Macrae (1991),

Magnani et al. (2010)

P. aeruginosa Stem India Viswanathan et al. (2003)

P. aurantiaca Stem Pakistan Mehnaz et al. (2009b)

P. fluorescence Roots, stem India, Pakistan,

Brazil

Mehnaz et al. (2009a), Mendes

et al. (2007), Viswanathana

and Samiyappan (2002)

P. putida Rhizosphere,

roots, stem

India, Pakistan Mehnaz et al. (2009a),

Viswanathana and

Samiyappan (2002)

P. reactans Stem Pakistan Mehnaz et al. (2010)

Rahnella aquatilis Roots Pakistan Mehnaz et al. (2010)

Rhizobium sp. Roots Pakistan Mehnaz et al. (2010)

R. rhizogenes Apoplast Cuba Velázquez et al. (2008)

Saccharibacillus
sacchari

Apoplast Spain Rivas et al. (2008)

Serratia spp. Stem South Africa Antwerpen et al. (2002)

Staphylococcus sp. Stem, leaves Brazil Magnani et al. (2010)

S. epidermidis Apoplast Cuba Velázquez et al. (2008)

S. saprophyticus Apoplast Cuba Velázquez et al. (2008)

Stenotrophomonas
maltophilia

Rhizosphere Pakistan Hassan et al. (2010), Mehnaz

et al. (2010)

S. pavanii Stem Brazil Ramos et al. (2010)

Xanthomonas spp. Stem South Africa,

Pakistan

Antwerpen et al. (2002),

Mehnaz et al. (2010)

X. campestris Apoplast Cuba Velázquez et al. (2008)

X. oryzae Apoplast Cuba Velázquez et al. (2008)

Zymomonas sp. Stem South Africa Antwerpen et al. (2002)
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reported the isolation of Spirillum lipoferum (now known as A. lipoferum) from
sugarcane roots. Dobereiner also isolated A. amazonense from sugarcane roots

but data were not published. The information was communicated without any

detail in 1988, when isolation of Gluconacetobacter diazotrophicus was reported
(Cavalcante and Dobereiner 1988). A. brasilense was also isolated from roots of

Brazilian cultivars by Graciolli et al. (1983). Reis et al. (2000) isolated A.
brasilense, A. lipoferum, and A. amazonense from four genotypes of Brazilian

sugarcane and found them in all parts of the plant except that A. amazonensewas
not found in leaves. Other than Brazil, isolation of Azospirillum spp. have been

reported from Egypt, India, Pakistan, South Africa, and Spain (Gangwar and Kaur

2009; Hegazi et al. 1979; Mehnaz et al. 2010; Purchase 1980; Tejera et al. 2005).

7.2.2 Azotobacter

Azotobacter is a gram-negative, polymorphic, obligate aerobic bacterium, although

it can grow under low pO2. It is very well known for its nitrogen-fixing ability and

can fix at least 10 mg N g�1 of carbohydrate (Becking 1992). Azotobacter is a poor
competitor for nutrients in soil and mostly isolated from roots of the grasses.

Two species, namely Azotobacter chroococum and A. vinelandii, have been

isolated from sugarcane. Hegazi et al. (1979) and Rennie (1980) isolated the

A. vinelandii from sugarcane rhizosphere. Graciolli et al. (1983) reported its

isolation from roots. A. chroococcum is recently reported from roots of sugarcane

cultivars growing in south of Spain (Tejera et al. 2005). The author could not find

any other report about the isolation of this organism from sugarcane.

7.2.3 Beijerinckia

The occurrence of nitrogen-fixing bacteria in this genus was mentioned for the first

time in Brazil. Dobereiner and Alvahydo (1959) and Dobereiner (1961) reported

the first observations of selective stimulation of nitrogen-fixing bacteria in sugar-

cane in Brazil. Additional studies on the occurrence of this genus in soil of several

Brazilian States (Rio de Janeiro, São Paulo, Pernambuco and Paraná) led to the

description of a new species named B. fluminensis (Dobereiner and Ruschel 1958).

Analysis of 158 samples collected in different regions of Brazil showed that

this species occurred predominantly in soils where sugarcane was cultivated

(Dobereiner 1959a), as 95% of sugarcane soil samples contained Beijerinckia. In
the sugarcane rhizosphere and on the root surface there were 20–50 times more

Beijerinckia and two to five times less other microorganisms than in control soil

(Dobereiner 1961). Additional studies showed that roots, leaves, and stems had

positive influence on Beijerinckia population. A direct influence of the plant on the

development of bacteria was suggested (D€obereiner 1959b).
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In 1970s, the introduction of acetylene reduction methodology stimulated fur-

ther studies involving Beijerinckia and sugarcane. The nitrogenase activity in

sugarcane roots was much higher than rhizosphere and nonrhizospheric soil

(between the plant rows) and Beijerinckia indica was the most abundant bacterial

species in roots and soil samples (Dobereiner et al. 1972). Quantitation of BNF in

sugarcane based on the extrapolation of the nitrogenase activity data indicated a

contribution of 50 kg N ha�1 year�1 (Dobereiner et al. 1973). Vendruscolo (1995)

also isolated Beijerinckia sp. from the roots of sugarcane. Before the discovery of

G. diazotrophicus, Beijerinckia was considered as the most important genus,

responsible for nitrogen fixation in sugarcane growing in Brazil. Isolation of this

bacterium, from sugarcane, is not reported from any other country although it has

been isolated from other crops.

7.2.4 Burkholderia

The genus refers to a group of ubiquitous Gram-negative, motile, obligate aerobic

rod-shaped bacteria including animal, human, and plant pathogens as well as some

environmentally-important species. Some of these organisms are useful for pro-

moting plant growth and bio-remediation. However, the problem about the threat to

human health remains open. Until very recently, the genus Burkholderia included

30 properly described species, but the number of novel Burkholderia species has

continuously increased (Perin et al. 2006b). Five of them, Burkholderia vietna-
miensis, B. kururiensis, B. unamae, B. tropica, and B. xenovorans can fix atmo-

spheric nitrogen, three species namely B. tuberum, B. phymatum, and B. caribensis
help the formation of nitrogen-fixing tubers of bean in tropical regions whereas

B. vietnamiensis, B. ambifaria, and B. phytofirmans are known to synthesize

vitamins and phytohormones that help crop growth and development (Stoyanova

et al. 2007).

More than ten species of this genus are reported to be associated with sugarcane

plants. These were found in all parts of the plant and rhizosphere as well. Most

of the reports are from South Africa and Brazil. The association of B. tropica,
B. unamae, and B. cepacia has been reported more frequently as compared to the

rest of the species. B. vietnamiensis is reported only from Indian sugarcane cultivars

(Govindrajan et al. 2007). Complete list of the species name and their references

are given in Table 7.1. Although the species isolated from sugarcane are non-

pathogenic to this host at least five of them namely, B. cepacia, B. gladioli,
B. graminis, B. glumae, and B. plantarii are reported pathogens for other crops

(Stoyanova et al. 2007). Of all Burkholderia species, B. cepacia is of greatest

importance. It is an extremely versatile and flexible microorganism, which can be

considered like friend or foe of humans. Although B. cepacia is known as a plant

pathogen, today it is accepted as one of the most important agents for plant

protection and plant growth promotion but its use as a biofertilizer/biocontrol

agent in fields at “commercial level” still seems to be very difficult.
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7.2.5 Enterobacter, Klebsiella, and Pantoea

These three genera belong to the Enterobacteriaceae, a large family of bacteria.

Members of Enterobacteriaceae are rod-shaped, gram-negative, facultative anae-

robes, motile or non-motile and most of them reduce nitrate to nitrite. Isolation of

members of Enterobacteriaceae has been reported from several crops including

rice, wheat, sorghum, sugarcane, grasses, and dicotyledonous plants (Li andMacrae

1992). Most of these isolates are capable of nitrogen fixation.

Since 1980, there are several reports about isolation of nitrogen-fixing members

of Enterobacteriaceae from sugarcane. Rennie et al. (1982) described the members

of Enterobacteriacea as the dominating nitrogen-fixing bacteria isolated from

sugarcane roots as most of them belonged to the genera Enterobacter and Klebsi-
ella. The most commonly isolated species of these two genera are Enterobacter
cloacae and Klebsiella pneumoniae. E. cloaceae has been reported from Brazil and

Pakistan (Graciolli et al. 1983; Mehnaz et al. 2010; Mirza et al. 2001; Rennie 1980;

Rennie et al. 1982). Li and Macrae (1992) also reported the isolation of Entero-
bacter but species were not identified. E. oryzae and E. aerogenes have been

reported from Pakistan (Mehnaz et al. 2010). Isolation of K. pneumoniae has

been reported from Australia, Brazil, and India (Govindrajan et al. 2007; Graciolli

et al. 1983; Li and Macrae 1992). K. oxytoca has been reported from Pakistan, and

bacteria were isolated from root, stem and rhizosphere (Mehnaz et al. 2010; Mirza

et al. 2001). Magnani et al. (2010) and Antwerpen et al. (2002) also reported the

association of Klebsiella spp. with sugarcane. Rosenblueth et al. (2004) isolated a

new nitrogen-fixing species of Klebsiella from different crops including sugarcane

and named it as K. variicola.
Pantoea, another nitrogen-fixingmember of Enterobacteriacea, has been isolated

from all parts of the sugarcane plants. Three species of this genus, Pantoea ananatis,
P. herbicola, and P. stewartii have been isolated from roots, stem, and leaves of

Brazilian sugarcane plants (Graciolli et al. 1986; Mendes et al. 2007). The unidenti-

fied strains of Pantoea sp. have been reported by Loiret et al. (2004) and Magnani

et al. (2010) from Cuba and Brazil, respectively. Other members of Enterobacter-

iacea, isolated from sugarcane are Citrobacter sp., Erwinia herbicola, E. cypripedii,
and Serratia sp. (Antwerpen et al. 2002; Graciolli et al. 1983; Magnani et al. 2010;

Rennie et al. 1982; Velázquez et al. 2008). These were isolated from roots and stems

of Brazilian and South African sugarcane plants.

7.2.6 Gluconacetobacter

This genus belongs to the family Acetobacteraceae. Members of this family are

known to produce acetic acid, which are usually acid-tolerant and grow well below

pH 5.0. They are gram-negative, aerobic, and rod-shaped bacteria. Gluconaceto-
bacter is a nitrogen-fixing and acetic acid-producing bacterium. The first nitrogen-

fixing Gluconacetobacter was isolated and described in Brazil by Cavalcante and
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Dobereiner (1988). Initially a new genus and species was suggested for this

organism and it was named as Saccharobacter nitrocaptans. When paper was in

press, based on the results of DNA/RNA Tm and DNA/DNA binding values, it was

named as new species of Acetobacter, i.e., Acetobacter nitrocaptans (Cavalcante
and Dobereiner 1988). Later on, it was changed to A. diazotrophicus (Gillis et al.
1989) and then renamed as G. diazotrophicus (Yamada et al. 1997). It has been

isolated from all parts of sugarcane, including apoplast, in trash of sugarcane and

also from a mealy bug associated with sugarcane plants (Pedraza 2008). In addition

to Brazil, it has been reported from Mexico, India, Cuba, Egypt, Argentina,

Philippines, and Australia (Table 7.1). Isolation of this organism is not easy as it

is slow growing and affected by several factors including the presence of high

nitrogen fertilizer which decreases its population.

This organism has lack of nitrate reductase and only partial inhibition of

nitrogenase activity by ammonium ion, enables it to fix nitrogen in the presence

of soil nitrogen. The minimum use of nitrogen fertilizer for sugarcane crop in Brazil

is believed to be due to natural occurrence of this organism in their soils. In addition

to nitrogen fixation, G. diazotrophicus is also a phytohormone producer. There is so

much research done on this organism in Brazil and other countries and its effect on

sugarcane growth in labs and field has been studied extensively. The whole genome

of this organism is sequenced (http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2164/10/450).

Several scientific papers and reviews have been written about the isolation and

significance of this organism (Boddey et al. 2003; James and Olivares 1997;

Pedraza 2008). A recent review by Pedraza (2008) provides detailed information

about all the work done up till now on this organism.

Recently, another species ofGluconacetobacter, i.e.,G. sacchari has been isolated
from leaf sheath of Australian sugarcane crop (Franke et al. 1999). Unfortunately, this

bacterium does not fix nitrogen. There are no reports about isolation of any other

species of Gluconacetobacter from sugarcane.

7.2.7 Herbaspirillum

The genus comprises several diazotrophic species, some of which exhibit the

potential of endophytic and systemic colonization of a number of plants. Two of

them, namelyHerbaspirillum seropedicae and H. rubrisubulbicans are repeatedly
isolated and reported from sugarcane. H. seropedicae could be detected on root

surface and as endophyte in intercellular spaces, as well as within intact root cells

(Olivares et al. 1997). H. rubrisubalbicans was described as a diazotrophic

endophyte with slight pathogenicity in some sugarcane varieties (Baldani et al.

1996; Olivares et al. 1997). The bacteria are gram-negative, curved rods with

polar flagella and grow best on dicarboxylic acids, gluconate, glucose, and

mannitol, fix N2 at a pH range of 5.3–8, and very high sucrose concentrations

(up to 10%), even though they cannot metabolize this substrate (James and

Olivares 1997).
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H. seropedicae was originally thought to be a new Azospirillum species because

of similar growth characteristics in the semi-solid, N-free, malate NFb medium

devised for the isolation of Azospirillum spp. (Tarrand et al. 1978). However,

further analyses showed that it was a completely new genus, i.e., Herbaspirillum
(Baldani et al. 1986). The similarity of Herbaspirillum and Azospirillum made

further isolation of Herbaspirillum difficult, and therefore, Baldani et al. (1992)

devised a new semi-solid malate medium (JNFb medium) to more easily distin-

guish Herbaspirillum from Azospirillum spp.

Gillis et al. (1990) reported that H. seropedicae was very closely related by

phenotypical and genotypical characteristics to a mild pathogen of sugarcane and

sorghum called “Pseudomonas” rubrisubalbicans, which also fixes N2. After fur-

ther analyses, “Pseudomonas” rubrisubalbicans was renamed as Herbaspirillum
rubrisubalbicans. It was proven to be able to incorporate 15N from labeled N2 gas

(Baldani et al. 1992) and is only the second confirmed diazotrophic plant pathogen,

the first being Agrobacterium tumefaciens (Kanvinde and Sastry 1990). Most of

the reports about these two organisms are from Brazil. James and Olivares

(1997) published a very comprehensive review, describing the details of these

two organisms and G. diazotrophicus, with special emphasis on their association

with sugarcane.

7.2.8 Pseudomonas

The genus belongs to the family Pseudomonadaceae and itself contains large

number of species which are distributed into subgroups. Pseudomonas is known
for different beneficial and pathogenic characteristics. It is a very well known

PGPR due to its ability to produce phytohormones, siderophores, antibiotics,

phosphate solubilization, and production of antifungal compounds. Some species

also fix nitrogen in addition to above-mentioned characteristics. Pseudomonas
fluorescens and Pseudomonas putida are very well known and well-studied species
of this genus. These species have been isolated very frequently from different crops

and also used in several studies as inoculum to promote plant growth. Pseudomonas
aurantiaca and Pseudomonas chlororaphis are known to be used as biocontrol

agents, due to the production of antifungal phenazine compounds.

Pseudomonas spp. have been isolated from stem, root, leaves, and rhizosphere

of sugarcane growing in Australia, Brazil, India, Pakistan, and South Africa

(Table 7.1). P. fluorescence and P. putida have been frequently isolated and

reported from India (Gangwar and Kaur 2009; Kumar et al. 2002; Viswanathana

and Samiyappan 2002). Viswanathan et al. (2003) isolated P. aeruginosa, in

addition to P. fluorescence and P. putida from sugarcane stalk. In 2009, these

species have also been reported from Pakistani sugarcane cultivars (Mehnaz et al.

2009b). P. aurantiaca and P. reactants have been recently isolated from stem of

sugarcane plants (Mehnaz et al. 2009a, 2010). Magnani et al. (2010) reported the

Pseudomonas spp. as dominant bacterial community in leaves of Brazilian
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sugarcane cultivars. Although there are several reports for the isolation of Pseudo-
monas spp. from sugarcane, reports for identified Pseudomonas species are not

many.

7.2.9 Other Bacteria

Although the genera described above are those which are very frequently reported

and represent dominating bacterial community associated with sugarcane, however

there are several other bacteria which have been isolated from sugarcane. These

include the diazotrophic and nondiazotrophic organisms. Bacillus spp., Bacillus
subtilis, B. cereus, and B. pumilus have been isolated from rhizosphere, root, stem,

and apoplast of sugarcane (Antwerpen et al. 2002; Gangwar and Kaur 2009; Hassan

et al. 2010; Velázquez et al. 2008). Brevibacillus sp. was isolated from stem and

leaves of Brazilian cultivars (Magnani et al. 2010). Caulobacter crescentus and

Delftia acidovorans from rhizosphere, Curtobacterium sp. from stem and leaves

and Derxia gummosa from root and rhizosphere have been isolated (Graciolli et al.

1983; Mehnaz et al. 2010; Rennie 1980). Cock and de Stauvenel (2006) isolated a

lactic acid-producing bacteria, Lactococcus lactis subsp. lactis, from leaves of

sugarcane. Recently, this bacterium has started getting attention due to its pro-

biotic nature. Paenibacillus azotofixans and P. polymyxa have been isolated from

root and stem (Graciolli et al. 1983; Seldin and Penido 1986). Rivas et al. (2008)

isolated a bacterium from apoplastic fluid of sugarcane and identified it as Sacchar-
ibacillus sacchari, a new genus and species of Paenibacillaceae. The closely related

genus to the Saccharibacillus is Paenibacillus. Two nitrogen-fixing bacteria Rah-
nella aquatilis, Rhizobium sp., and R. rhizogenes have been isolated from roots and

apoplast (Mehnaz et al. 2010; Velázquez et al. 2008). Recently, nitrogen-fixing

species of Stenotrophomonas have been isolated from stem and apoplast (Mehnaz

et al. 2010; Ramos et al. 2010). Xing et al. (2006) isolated Agrobacterium tumefa-
ciens from sugarcane stalk. Strains of Acinetobacter, Comamonas,Mycobacterium,
Micrococcus, Staphylococcus, Xanthomonas, Zymomonas, Ochrobactrum,
Kocuria, and Pannonibacter have also been reported from sugarcane (Antwerpen

et al. 2002; Hassan et al. 2010; Magnani et al. 2010; Mehnaz et al. 2010; Mendes

et al. 2007).

7.3 Role of PGPR in Sugarcane Growth

Beneficial effects savored by the host plant in a PGPR–plant interaction have been

speculated to be the result of BNF by the colonizing bacteria, plant growth-

promoting substances produced by the rhizobacteria, antifungal, and antibacterial

compounds or biocontrol agent. In some cases, a cumulative participation of all of

the above mechanisms was observed.
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7.3.1 Biological Nitrogen Fixation and Phytohormones

Systematic study by various workers in Brazil over the years led to the observation

that some sugarcane varieties grown for decades or even a century do not show any

decline in the soil nitrogen reserve or yield despite the supply deficit of nitrogen

(Boddey et al. 1995). In some varieties of sugarcane, grown in well-irrigated and

fertilized tank (with proper supply of K and P) without nitrogen, yield increase was

in the range of 170–230 t ha�1 in the first year. In sugarcane varieties CB45-3,

SP70-1143 and Krakatau, the trend of yield increase continued for three subsequent

years. Researchers were convinced that in these varieties, 60–80% of the nitrogen

accumulated was a result of BNF (Boddey et al. 1995). Studies have shown that

BNF by the endophytic bacteria has contributed significantly to the nitrogen

nutrition of some sugarcane cultivars in Brazil (Boddey et al. 1991) and Australia

(Li and MacRae 1991). Nitrogen balance and 15N-aided dilution studies have

confirmed nitrogen nutrition benefits by sugarcane; however, there have been

cultivar differences in amounts of fixed nitrogen ranging from 4 to over 70%

Ndfa (nitrogen derived from atmosphere) of the total nitrogen from the atmosphere

(Lima et al. 1987; Urquiaga et al. 1992; Yoneyama et al. 1997; Asis et al. 2002).

In the last decade, numerous studies were undertaken to optimize conditions and

reap maximum benefit from various bacteria–non-legume interactions. However,

most of the experiments to test the performance of bacteria were conducted under

controlled conditions. For sugarcane, these studies include the tissue culture, pot

and field experiments but only few PGPR have been used in these experiments.

Most of these experiments are conducted with inoculums of G. diazotrophicus,
H. ruribulbicans, and H. seropedicae. G. diazotrophicus increased 26% plant dry

weight of micropropagated sugarcane plants in green house (Muñoz-Rojas and

Caballero-Mellado 2003), plant biomass almost 19–50% in a pot trial (Suman

et al. 2005, 2007) and 13–16% yield increase in field trials (Govindarajan et al.

2006). Oliveira et al. (2006) usedH. rubrisubalbicans andH. seropedicae in a green
house experiment and observed 35% increase in dry matter whereas Govindarajan

et al. (2006) used H. seropedicae in a field experiment and reported 5–12% increase

in yield. B. vietnamiensis increased 19.5% yield and Klebsiellea sp. GR9 enhanced
the plant biomass 13–19.5% in field trials (Govindrajan et al. 2006). Burkholderia
MG43 inoculation in sugarcane resulted in an effect greater than increasing the

fertilizer from half to the full recommended rate, saving the cost of ~140 kg ha�1 N

fertilizer (Govindarajan et al. 2006). Enterobacter, inoculated to roots of micro-

propagated sugarcane, assimilated 29% of nitrogen by atmospheric fixation (Mirza

et al. 2001).

PGPR can be used discretely or as a mixture for inoculating plants in pots or

fields. A mixture of bacterial isolates used as an inoculum gave a synergistic result

in terms of plant growth and development (Govindarajan et al. 2008). A mixture of

G. diazotrophicus LMG7603, A. amazonense, and Burkholderia sp. when applied

to sugarcane gave a comparatively lower yield than individual inoculation of

B. vietnamiensis MG43 and G. diazotrophicus LMG7603 (Govindarajan et al. 2006;
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Oliveira et al. 2002).Oliveira et al. (2002) inoculatedmicropropagated sugarcanewith

five different strains of nitrogen-fixing bacteria (G. diazotrophicus, H. seropedicae,
H. rubrisubalbicans, A. amazonense and Burkholderia sp.) originally isolated from

sugarcane. These strains were used together in various combinations. Plantlets

were transferred to pots containing N15 for assessment of nitrogen fixation by the

N15 isotope dilution technique. The bacterial inoculation documented a maximum

rise of 39% in total biomass over the uninoculated control and assimilated 30%

nitrogen by BNF (Oliveira et al. 2002). These studies emphasize the importance

of strain selection in a mixed inoculum for obtaining higher performance in

the plant.

Some of the factors that may affect the performance of PGPR are nitrogen

content of the soil, soil type, host plant age, and variety. Soil provided with high

amount of nitrogen fertilizer (ammonia) reduced the colonization of sugarcane by

both G. diazotrophicus and H. seropedicae (Fuentes-Ramı́rez et al. 1999; Reis et al.

2000; Muthukumarasamy et al. 1999, 2002). Muñoz-Rojas and Caballero-Mellado

(2003) observed a drastic decrease in the G. diazotrophicus population with the age
of the plant and the genotype. In some sugarcane varieties, apparently, the persis-

tence of the endophyte was for a longer period and in higher numbers. Lima et al.

(1987) compared four varieties and found that IAC 52-150 yielded only a small

positive N balance that was only one-eighth of that shown by CB 47-89.

Environmental factors like the soil hydric stress and seasonal changes also

contribute to the observed variation in diazotrophic bacteria number (Reis et al.

2000). Oliveira et al. (2006) observed the influence of the soil type, inoculation

mixture, and nitrogen fertilization level in the yield response and BNF contribution

of two sugarcane varieties. Inoculation promoted increases as well as decreases in

the productivity of the sugarcane, with regard to the interaction of the soil classes,

sugarcane varieties, and nitrogen rates. The inoculants showed better growth-

promoting effects in the soils with lower and medium fertility, and without nitrogen

fertilizer. More field trials are therefore required to optimize these parameters

including time and way of application of the PGPR and environmental factors.

Moutia et al. (2010) described the influence of genotype and drought stress on plant

growth promotion by Azospirillum sp. Two agronomically contrasting sugarcane

cultivars R570 and M1176/77 adapted to different agro-climatic zones were inocu-

lated with Azospirillum sp. with and without stress. After 103 days of planting,

cultivar M1176/77 responded positively with 15% improved growth in shoot height

and 75% more root dry mass when subjected to drought stress whereas R570

responded negatively particularly in the absence of drought stress.

Some workers observed that the overall growth promotion and nitrogen assimi-

lation in a plant inoculated with PGPR is not solely due to BNF. Sevilla et al. (2001)

suggested the participation of other growth-promoting factors in addition to nitro-

gen fixation as both wild and nifH� mutants of G. diazotrophicus promoted growth

of sugarcane in the presence of nitrogen. Similarly, P. fluorescence, P. putida,
indole acetic acid-producing strains, increased the plant biomass of micro-propa-

gated sugarcane, from 2- to 5-folds as compared to un-inoculated plants in in vitro,
experiments (Mehnaz et al. 2009b; Fig. 7.1). Moutia et al. (2010) reported the 75%
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increase in root dry weight of sugarcane plants due to auxin production by Azospir-
illum sp. rather than nitrogen fixation. Most PGPRs are producers of phytohor-

mones: indoleacetic acid, gibberellins, and cytokinins (Biswas et al. 2000a, b;

Verma et al. 2001; Yanni et al. 2001), iron-sequestering siderophores (Verma

et al. 2001; Yanni et al. 2001), phosphate-solubilizing enzymes, (Verma et al.

2001) and 1-aminocyclopropane-1-carboxylate (ACC) deaminase (Khalid et al.

2005). Growth hormones produced by the bacteria enhance the development of

lateral roots and improve the plant’s nutrient uptake from the rhizosphere.

7.3.2 Biocontrol Agent

PGPR induce resistance in plants against fungal, bacterial and viral diseases, insects

and nematodes. Induced resistance (IR) is defined as an enhancement of the plant’s

defensive capacity against a broad spectrum of pathogens and pests that is acquired

after appropriate stimulation. PGPR bring about IR through fortifying the physical

and mechanical strength of the cell wall as well as changing the physiological and

biochemical reaction of the host leading to the synthesis of defense chemicals

against the challenge pathogen. PGPR provide different mechanisms for suppres-

sing plant pathogens. They include competition for nutrients and space, antibiosis

by producing antibiotics, viz., pyrrolnitrin, pyocyanin, 2,4-diacetyl phloroglucinol

and production of siderophores, viz., pseudobactin which limits the availability of

iron necessary for the growth of pathogens. Other important mechanisms include

production of lytic enzymes such as chitinases and b-1,3-glucanases which degrade
chitin and glucan, respectively, present in the cell wall of fungi, present in the cell

wall of fungi, HCN production and degradation of toxin produced by pathogen.

Environmental and health concerns about the extended use of pesticides in

agriculture necessitate the finding of alternative control approaches for eliminating

or controlling pathogens from crops. Several authors have reported on the use of

bacteria or fungi as a biocontrol agent. Strains that inhibit the growth of pathogens

Control P. putida (OK-St) P. putida (QR2) P. fluorescense (PB-St1)

Fig. 7.1 Effect of sugarcane isolates, Pseudomonas fluorescence (PB-St1) and Pseudomonas
putida (OK-St and QR2) on root growth of sugarcane plantlets under gnotobiotic conditions
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and also have nitrogen-fixing properties could be inoculated into sugarcane vari-

eties and thereby enhance the growth of the crop in the field. The well-known

diseases of sugarcane are smut (Ustilago scitaminea), stem rot (Fusarium spp.), red

rot (Colletotrichum falcatum), and Nematodes (Melaidogyn sp.). Red rot disease

caused by the fungus C. falcatum is one of the major production constraints. It is

responsible for the deterioration of sugarcane cultivars and continues to be problem

in other countries such as USA, Australia, Taiwan, Thailand, India, and Bangladesh.

Plant protection chemicals are currently not recommended for this disease. One

approach adopted by the farmer is the use of disease-free seed canes for planting.

Such measures are impractical due to the difficulty in diagnosing the dormant

fungal infection in seed canes. One key to overcome this situation is the use of

biocontrol agent to contain this disease.

Researchers are already working on this aspect and several published reports are

available. Antwerpen et al. (2002) checked the antifungal activity of Burkholderia
isolates from the sugarcane rhizosphere, against U. scitaminea (sugarcane smut)

and Fusarium spp. (stalk rot). Forty-seven strains inhibited the growth of Ustilago
while 72 strains inhibited the growth of Fusarium in vitro. Twenty-one of these

bacterial strains inhibited the growth of both Fusarium andUstilago (Fig. 7.2a and b).
Kumar et al. (2002) isolated P. fluorescens strains from sugarcane and reported

antifungal activity against Fusarium oxysporum and Rhizoctonia bataticola. Hassan
et al. (2010) reported the antifungal activity of sugarcane isolates, Ochrobactrum
intermedium, P. putida, B. subtilis, Bacillus sp., and Stenotrophomonas maltophilia
against local strains of Colletotrichum falcatum. Malathi et al. (2002) conducted a

study on the possible detoxification of phytotoxin produced by the sugarcane red-rot

pathogen C. falcatum Went by antagonistic fungal and bacterial strains. Eleven

P. fluorescens strains and two Trichoderma harzianum strains, isolated from sugar-

cane rhizosphere, were grown on a medium containing the partially purified toxin

from the C. falcatum pathotype Cf 671. Results of this study confirm the efficacy of

some strains of biocontrol agents in detoxifying the pathogen toxin. Viswanathan et al.

(2003) isolated and checked the antifungal activity of P. putida, P. fluorescens, and
P. aeruginosa isolates against C. falcatum and observed that seven isolates of these

three species were strong inhibitors. P. aurantiaca, isolated from sugarcane stalk, also

Fig. 7.2 Antifungal activity of sugarcane isolates against fungal pathogens of sugarcane. Fusar-
ium sp. (a), Ustilago scitaminea (sporidia) (b) and C. falcatum (c)
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showed antifungal activity against four local isolates of C. falcatum (Mehnaz et al.

2009a; Fig. 7.2c).

Ramamoorthy et al. (2001) published a review about the ability of PGPR to

induce systemic resistance in plants against diseases and pests. The authors also

mentioned that use of an endophytic PGPR strain for inducing systemic resistance

is more beneficial for vegetatively-propagated crops like banana, sugarcane, and

tapioca. There are several bacterial determinants involved in the induction of

systemic resistance by PGPR, the most important being lipopolysaccharides present

in the outer membrane of bacterial cells, siderophore, and salicylic acid production

(Van Loon et al. 1998). PGPR bring about ISR through fortifying the physical and

mechanical strength of the cell wall as well as changing the physiological and

biochemical reaction of the host leading to the synthesis of defense chemicals

against the challenge pathogen (Viswanathan and Samiyappan 1999a, b). Up till

now, most of the reports about induced systemic resistance in sugarcane are from

India. Viswanathan and his group worked on PGPR-mediated induced systemic

resistance in sugarcane against C. falcatum and published several papers.

Viswanathan (1999) and Viswanathan and Samiyappan (1999a) revealed the

utility of endophytic P. fluorescens strain EP1 isolated from stalk tissues of sugar-

cane in inducing systemic resistance against red rot (C. falcatum). In sugarcane, due
to PGPR-mediated ISR against C. falcatum, enhanced levels of chitinase and

peroxidase were noticed and specific induction of two new chitinase isoforms

were found when inoculated with C. falcatum (Viswanathan and Samiyappan

1999a, b). Viswanathana and Samiyappan (2002) also reported that application of

PGPR, as sett-treatment, induced systemic resistance againstC. falcatum in addition

to enhanced sett germination, tillering, and growth of the cane both under controlled

conditions as well as field conditions. The Pseudomonas-mediated ISR was signifi-

cantly higher in the disease susceptible cultivars than in the moderately resistant and

moderately susceptible cultivars. Less pathogen-induced invertase enzyme activity

was recorded in cane tissues from bacteria-treated stalks, and higher juice characters

viz. sucrose percent and sugar yield as compared to the untreated stalk tissues, after

pathogen inoculation. These studies clearly show that PGPR-mediated ISR and

plant growth promotion can operate under field conditions.

Arencibia et al. (2006) described a new role for G. diazotrophicus. According to
their report G. diazotrophicus induce systemic resistance against Xanthomonas
albilineans-cause leaf scald disease of sugarcane. G. diazotrophicus passes and/or
produce elicitor molecules which activate the sugarcane defense response resulting

in plant resistance to X. albilineans, controlling the pathogen transmission to

emerging agamic shoots. The disease was not observed in the presence of

G. diazotrophicus. Their results point toward a form of induced systemic resistance

which protects the plant against X. albilineans attack.
Defense mechanisms induced against insect pests in plants are different from

that against pathogens. PGPR do not kill insects, but application of PGPR brings

about some physiological changes in the host plant that prevents the insects from

feeding. In nematode control, PGPR induce resistance by altering root exudates or

inducing the host to produce repellents that affect nematode attraction or recognition
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of the host (Oostendorp and Sikora 1990) and altering the syncytial development or

sex ratio in the root tissue (Wyss 1989). Guyon et al. (2003) isolated B. cepacia
complex, B. graminis, B. gladioli, B. caribensis, B. fungorum and B. tropicalis from
sugarcane and observed that all isolates show anti-nematode activity against Mel-
aidogynae strains of nematodes. Unfortunately, other than B. tropicalis, all strains
are also human pathogen. Strain of B. tropicalis that was able to paralyze nematodes

also fix atmospheric nitrogen and was isolated from the rhizosphere of sugarcane.

This isolate can serve as an alternative of chemical control for nematodes.

An interesting strategy to use PGPR as a biocontrol was suggested by Omarjee

et al. (2008). The authors studied the relationship between Burkholderia popula-

tions and plant parasitic nematodes in sugarcane and observed that more pathogenic

nematode, Xiphinema elongatum was associated with B. graminis, B. silvatlantica,
B. gladioli, and B. fungorum whereas the less pathogenic species, Helicotylenchus
dihystera and Pratylenchus zeae were associated with B. tropica. On the basis of

their results, the authors suggested that the B. tropica might be used to reduce

nematode damage in sugarcane by promoting certain nematode species to create a

less pathogenic nematode community.

7.4 Conclusion

Large number of PGPR have been isolated from sugarcane. Most of them are

nitrogen-fixing bacteria and several species can infect the internal tissues of sugar-

cane. The endophytic nature of these PGPR makes them suitable for the use in

vegetatively propagated crops such as sugarcane because of their capability to

colonize and persist in the intercellular space of epidermal cells, also reducing

the need for further application if the same vegetative parts are used as propagation

material. The beneficial effects of PGPR include direct plant growth promotion

through BNF and phytohormone production, biological control, and inducing

systemic resistance in host plants. Complex interactions between plant genotype,

specific environment for N2 fixation and highly efficient diazotrophs are necessary

to stimulate BNF in sugarcane but these are not clearly defined yet. It is also

observed that instead of using single strain, it would be more effective to apply a

mixture of strains to get good growth and broad spectrum activity against multiple

pathogens and pests. Considering all the studies carried out for sugarcane, might be

researchers are close to developing a biofertilizer for this crop but there is still need

to carry out more studies, as most of the scientific literature available on sugarcane

is dominated by Brazilian researchers and they are more focused on G. diazotro-
phicus and H. seropedicae. Brazilian soils are rich in these organisms and they are

doing well there but several countries do not have the same climate as Brazil nor

same bacterial community. Therefore, scientific community should focus on other

PGPR like Azospirillum, Pseudomonas, Klebsiella, etc., and their performance

should be evaluated in the field experiments. These organisms have greater poten-

tial to be used as biofertilizer due to their abilities of nitrogen fixation,
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phytohormone production, and acting as biocontrol agent. These organisms are

easy to isolate, well known for their ubiquitous distribution and association with

grasses as compared to G. diazotrophicus.
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isolada do solo cultivado com cana-de-açúcar da região de Ribeirão Preto, São Paulo, Brasil.

Master Thesis, Faculdade de Engenharia de Alimentos, Unicamp, Campinas, Brazil

Verma SC, Ladha JK, Tripathi AK (2001) Evaluation of plant growth promoting and colonization

ability of endophytic diazotrophs from deep water rice. J Biotechnol 91:127–41

Viswanathan R (1999) Induction of systemic resistance against red rot disease in sugarcane by

plant growth promoting rhizobacteria. PhD Thesis, TNAU, Coimbatore, India

Viswanathan R, Samiyappan R (1999a) Induction of systemic resistance by plant growth promot-

ing rhizobacteria against red rot disease caused by Collectotrichum falcatum went in sugar-

cane. Proc Sugar Tech Assoc India 61:24–39

Viswanathan R, Samiyappan R (1999b) Identifcation of antifungal chitinase from sugarcane.

ICAR News 5:1–2

Viswanathan R, Rajitha R, Sundar AR, Ramamoorthy V (2003) Isolation and identification of

endophytic bacterial strains isolated from sugarcane stalks and their in vitro antagonism against

red rot pathogen. Sugar Tech 5:25–29

Viswanathana R, Samiyappan R (2002) Induced systemic resistance by fluorescent pseudomonads

against red rot disease of sugarcane caused by Colletotrichum falcatum. Crop Prot 21:1–10

Wyss U (1989) Video assessment of root cell responses to Dorylaimid and Tylenchid nematodes.

In: Veech JA, Dickson DW (eds) Vistas on nematology. Society of Nematologists, Hyattsville,

MD, pp 211–220

Xing Y, Yang L, Huang S, Li Y (2006) Identification of a new nitrogen fixing endo-bacterium

strain isolated from sugarcane stalk. Sugar Tech 8(1):49–53

Yamada Y, Hoshino K, Ishkawa T (1997) The phylogeny of acetic acid bacteria based on the

partial sequences of 16 S ribosomal RNA: the elevation of the subgenus Gluconacetobacter to
the generic level. Biosci Biotechnol Biochem 61:1244–1251

Yanni YG, Rizk RY, El-Fattah FKA, Squartini A, CorichV GA, de Bruijn F, Rademaker J, Maya-

Flores J, Ostrom P, Vega-Hernandez M, Hollingsworth RI, Martinez-Molina E, Mateos P,

Velazquez E, Wopereis J, Triplett E, Umali-Garcia M, Anarna JA, Rolfe BG, Ladha JK, Hill J,

Mujoo R, Ng PK, Dazzo FB (2001) The beneficial plant growth-promoting association of

Rhizobium leguminosarum bv. trifolii with rice roots. Aust J Plant Physiol 28:845–870

Yoneyama T, Muraoka T, Kim TH, Dacanay EV, Nakanishi Y (1997) The natural 15N abundance

of sugarcane and neighbouring plants in Brazil, the Philippines and Miyako (Japan). Plant Soil

189:239–244

Youssef H, Fayez M, Monib M, Hegazi N (2004) Gluconacetobacter diazotrophicus: a natural

endophytic diazotroph of Nile Delta sugarcane capable of establishing an endophytic associa-

tion with wheat. Biol Fertil Soils 39(6):391–397

7 Plant Growth-Promoting Bacteria Associated with Sugarcane 187

View publication statsView publication stats

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/226508685

	Chapter 7: Plant Growth-Promoting Bacteria Associated with Sugarcane
	7.1 Introduction
	7.2 Plant Growth-Promoting Rhizobacteria
	7.2.1 Azospirillum
	7.2.2 Azotobacter
	7.2.3 Beijerinckia
	7.2.4 Burkholderia
	7.2.5 Enterobacter, Klebsiella, and Pantoea
	7.2.6 Gluconacetobacter
	7.2.7 Herbaspirillum
	7.2.8 Pseudomonas
	7.2.9 Other Bacteria

	7.3 Role of PGPR in Sugarcane Growth
	7.3.1 Biological Nitrogen Fixation and Phytohormones
	7.3.2 Biocontrol Agent

	7.4 Conclusion
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 149
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 149
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 599
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
    /DEU <>
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


