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Introduction

Rhizosphere microorganisms have evolved together with the plants and
represent a valuable gene pool for plant growth and health. Potential
beneficial effects:

» Nitrogen fixation

» Facilitated nutrient access from fertilizers and soil stocks

» Improved water availability

» Improved plant health

Soils of poor quality are most promising for an application and most
studies origin in tropical and subtropical countries. However results
have been inconsistent and the question is:

Figure 1: Biofertilizer being applied in the BIOFI project in India by the Indo-Swiss collaboration i
Biotechnology (ISCB) (photo: M. Natarajan).

What are the factors determining the success of inoculation? : - : :
Biofertilizer performance depending on climate
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Greater effects in developing countries than in developed countries
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