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« Drought and salinization threaten more than 50% of
earth’s arable lands, and irrigation demand is expected to
increase 10% by 2050 due to climate change alone?.

* PGPR represent a diverse group of bacteria that produce
a wide range of enzymes and metabolites, influence
nutrient acquisition, modulate hormone levels, and
ameliorate the negative impacts of biotic and abiotic
stressors’. However, there is no general consensus of

Fig. 2 PGPR improved root mass by 43%, shoot mass by 45% and reproductive yield by 40% under drought conditions. The effects of
PGPR were significantly greater under drought compared to watered conditions for shoot mass and reproductive yield. Graph reflects
parameter estimates and 95% ClI's for mixed effects meta-regressions on subsets of data, controlling for observations and citations by
coding them as random effects. Significance tests reflect mixed effects meta-regressions with drought as the sole moderator (o =
0.05), controlling for variation due to individual observations and citations by coding them as random effects.
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comprehensive search on Google Scholar and Web of magnitude as mycorrhizal fungi®*

By 2050, the world’s population will exceed 9.1 billion,
. and food demand is expected to double®.
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variance. We extacted parameter estimates and 95%
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« For ease of interpretation, effect sizes and Cl's were
back-transformed from response ratios to percentages.
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