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Give justification for the following statements 
1. Why equal quantity of carbon and nitrogen sources used?  
2. How to prepare 0.5 gm of selected lignite based phosphate solubilizing diazotrophic 
bacterial isolates Bacillus sp. (DT) and A. chroococcum (DT) ?  
3.  Why selectively allowed only 8 earthworms in each jar?  
4.  increased by 217.34 and 270.77 per cent on 40th day   - how for  percentage value is 
above 100? 
5. Give conclusive mark? 
6. Why digestive system analysed? Why not analysed vermicast? Relate gut population of 
organisms before addition and after addition of lignite based phosphate solubilizing 
diazotrophic bacteria. 
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