
 

 

APPLICATION OF PHOTOSYNTHETIC BACTERIA PNSB ON THE GROWTH AND 
YIELD OF KOMAK BEANS (Lablab purpureus (L.) Sweet) WITH SHADING 

 
 
 

 
A B S T R A C T 
Komak (Lablab purpureus (L.) Sweet) is a food source of high protein and potential as a substitute for soybeans. This 
food is also referred to as a functional food because of its various health benefits (on the circulatory, reproductive, 
immune, digestive, and skeletal systems). Intensive agriculture that uses agrochemicals has been proven to cause 
environmental disturbances and health problems that affect food security and agricultural sustainability. The use of 
biofertilizers is the solution to overcome this problem, such as the use of photosynthetic bacteria PNSB. The research 
was conducted to determine the effect of the application of PNSB on the growth and yield of komak beans under shade. 
The experiment was arranged in a Split Plot Design, consisting of two factors, namely shade as the Main Plot and 
concentration of PNSB as Sub-Plots.  The shade consists of two levels (no shade and 50% shade).  The PNSB 
concentration consists of three levels (0; 5;  and 10 mL L-1).  Each treatment was carried out with four replications. Data 
were analyzed using analysis of variance and continued with Duncan's Multiple Range Test at a 5% significance level. 
The results showed that the application of PNSB with a concentration of 10 mL L-1 without shade increased the number 
of leaves aged 35 days after planting by 26.25 and total N by 6.05%, while the application of PNSB with a concentration 
of 10 mL L-1 with 50% shade increased total chlorophyll 24.50 mg L-1. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 
Indonesia has legume plant resources that have the potential to be developed as an alternative food 

ingredient for soybeans through a food diversification program because they have nutritional quality, taste , 
and image that are not inferior to soybeans, including komak, alternative raw material for making tempe 
(Antara News Megapolitan 2022; Ekafitri and Rhestu 2014; Haliza et al. 2010; Komak is rich in nutrients: 
carbohydrates, protein, fat, vitamins (A, B1, B2, C), β-carotene, P, K, Ca, Zn, and Cu, can be used as a 
substitute for processed food ingredients such as yogurt, sweet soy sauce, and protein isolate raw materials 
(Arifin 2014; Purwitasari et al. 2014; Suwarno and Maryani 2003; Widiastuti 2017), are beneficial for health 
(circulatory, reproductive, immune, digestive and skeletal systems), so they are called functional foods ( 
Andra Farm 2022; Hartoyo et al. 2010; 

Intensive agricultural practices that use agrochemicals to increase crop yields can cause 
environmental and public health disturbances that affect food security and agricultural sustainability. 
Biofertilizers (biofertilizers) have great potential and play an important role in increasing plant biomass and 
productivity. The relationship between plants and microbes is important for sustainable agricultural 
development because sustainable and ecologically innovative technologies are the best way to maintain 
soil fertility and increase crop yields (Kumar et al. 2021). 

Photosynthetic bacteria (PSB) are bacteria that can photosynthesize, can convert organic materials 
into amino acids or bioactive substances with the help of sunlight. These bacteria are very beneficial for 
agriculture because they can fix N2, add H2S to the soil, are a source of minerals for amino acids, nucleic 
acids, physiologically active compounds, and polysaccharides, increase root and plant growth and plant 
quality, reduce the cost of using chemical fertilizers, and increase resistance. against pests and diseases 
(Bali Provincial Food Agriculture Service, 2022). 

One of the PSB groups is Purple Non-Sulfur Bacteria (PNSB), prokaryotes that have versatile 
anaerobic metabolism as photoautotrophic, photoheterotrophic, chemoautotrophic , and 
chemoheterotrophic, depending on the presence of nutrients, O2 concentration, and light intensity. This 
metabolic flexibility recommends it for biotechnological applications such as environmental bioremediation, 
bioenergy production, biopolymers such as polyhydroxybutyrate (PHB) as an alternative to petroleum-
based plastics, and in agriculture as a biofertilizer (Carlozzi and Sacchi 2001; du Toit and Pott 2020; Lee 
et al. 2021). Androga et al. (2012) added, PNSB is a gram-negative prokaryote, facultative anoxygenic 
phototroph, belonging to the class Alphaproteobacteria and includes several genera in the orders 
Rhodobacterales, Rhodospirales, and Rhizobiales. 

In the agricultural sector, PNSB is widely used in biofertilization, biostimulation, and biocontrol to 
encourage plant growth which contributes to increased nutrition, production of IAA hormones, induction of 
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the immune system against pathogens, production of carotenoid pigments, vitamins, able to interact with 
other beneficial microorganisms in the root area ( rhizosphere), and produces endogenous 5-aminolevulinic 
acid (5-ALA) which functions to suppress abiotic stress and improve plant quality (Madigan and Jung 2009). 
These bacteria can grow in both aerobic and anaerobic conditions and can use organic or inorganic 
materials as electron donors for biological CO2 and N2 fixation (Larimer et al. 2004; Pechter et al. 2015), 
can live on the leaf surface (phyllosphere) and increase the activity of other phyllosphere microbial species. 
Around the roots increases the metabolic activity of other beneficial bacteria to promote growth and 
increase nutrient absorption by the roots (Androga et al. 2012). 

Photosynthesis in PNSB occurs in the intracytoplasmic membrane which consists of photosystems, 
transport proteins, cytochrome complexes, and ATP synthase proteins. The photosystem transfers energy 
to the reaction center and initiates cyclic electron transfer (Androga et al. 2012). Photosynthesis 
biosynthesis is mainly controlled by O2 (bacteriochlorophyll synthesis is suppressed during aerobic 
conditions) and light, at low light intensity, photosystem biosynthesis increases to collect more light energy, 
and vice versa (Firsow and Drews 1977; Pemberton et al. 1998; Zhu and Hearst 1986 ). Changes in sunlight 
intensity and temperature greatly influence PNSB growth and hydrogen production (Androga et al. 2012).  

The research aimed to determine the effect of the application of photosynthetic bacteria PNSB on 
the growth and yield of komak bean plants under shade. 

 
 

2. MATERIALS AND METHODS 
 

2.1. Time and place 
The experiment was carried out from March to October 2022, in the garden of the Agroecotechnology 

Laboratory, Faculty of Agriculture, Mulawarman University. 
 

2.2. Materials and tools 

The materials used in the experiment consisted of black komak bean seeds, topsoil, chicken manure, 
photosynthetic bacteria PNSB, vegetable pesticide Neem Oil, turmeric, garlic, lemongrass, and papaya 
leaves, pesticides Clinten and Metin (used when uncontrolled aphid pest attacks), and compound NPK 
(16:16:16) as basic fertilizer. 

The tools used in the research consisted of polybags, Jewelry Scale 3 kg 0.1G 0.1 gram scales, hand 
spayer, XENON electric disinfectant pest sprayer and mist blower booster fogging, self -locking wire zip 
cable ties, Lux Meter Photometer Light Meter LX1010B, stationery and NETAC U352 64GB flash disk, 
double tape foam, plastic container box, plant labels, Digital Moisture Meter, plant scissors, bucket, stake, 
shading net 50%, hoe, shovel, LCD digital caliper Vernier Sigmat caliper, soil pH and moist KS06, WS-A7 
Mini Hygrometer Thermometer. 

 
2.3. Experimental Design 

The experiment using polybags was arranged in a Split Plot Design (RPT) with six treatments and 
four replications. Each treatment consisted of five plants, so there were 120 experimental units. The 
experiment consisted of two factors, namely shade (N) as the Main Plot (PU) and PNSB concentration (B) 
as the Sub Plot (AP). The shade consists of n0 = no shade and n1 = 50% shade. The concentration of the 
PNSB solution consists of b0 = 0 mL L-1; b1 = 5 mL L-1, and b2 = 10 mL L-1. 

 
2.4. Experimental Procedures 

The stages of experimental activities consist of preparing shade and planting media, planting seeds, 
and applying basic fertilizer. Shading uses a shading net with a density of 50% which is installed by the 
research environment design. The planting medium is a mixture of soil and chicken manure in a 1:1 ratio 
which is mixed evenly, then put into polybags, each weighing 12 kg. Three (3) komak bean seeds are 
planted per planting hole, after one week of age, one healthy plant is left as experimental material. 
Compound NPK fertilizer (16:16:16) as a basic fertilizer is given when the plants are one week after planting 
by immersing the fertilizer around the root area at a dose of 25 kg per hectare. 

 
2.5. Administration of PNSB Photosynthetic Bacteria 

The photosynthetic bacteria used were a mixed culture of PNSB bacteria, given 5 (five) times, namely 
when the plants were 15, 30, 45, 60, and 75 days after planting according to the treatment concentration 
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by spraying all parts of the plant. Spraying was carried out at 11.00 because PNSB is active during the day 
in light conditions. 
2.6. Maintenance 

Maintenance includes watering and controlling plant pests (aphids). Pest control is carried out by 
administering the vegetable pesticide Neem Oil and a mixture of turmeric, garlic, lemongrass, and papaya 
leaves. Chemical pesticides were used once due to an aphid attack due to high rainfall and humidity during 
the study. 

 
2.7. Observation Variables 

Observation variables included the number of leaves at 35 days after planting; stem diameter at 35, 
70, and 105 days after planting; chlorophyll a, chlorophyll b, and total chlorophyll content at the age of 70 
days after planting; N total; dry pod weight; the number of dry pods; the number of dry seeds; dry seed 
weight; the weight of 100 dry seeds; light intensity, temperature, and air humidity. 

Chlorophyll content was measured using a spectrophotometer at wavelengths of 649 and 665 nm. 
Calculation of chlorophyll content uses the following formula: 
Chlorophyll a = 13.7 D-665 – 5.76-D-649 (mg L-1);  
Chlorophyll b = 25.8 D-649 – 7.60 D-665 (mg L-1); 
Total chlorophyll = 20.0 D-649 + 6.10 D-665 (mg L-1) (Wintermans and de Mots (1965). 

 
2.8. Data Analysis 

Data were analyzed using analysis of variance, followed by Duncan's Multiple Range Test at the 5% 
level to compare two treatment averages. 

 
3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
 
3.1. Results 
3.1.1 Application of photosynthetic bacteria PNSB with shading on number of leaves, stem 

diameter, chlorophyll content, and total N of Komak Bean plants 
 

The results of the analysis of variance and Duncan's Multiple Distance Test on the number of leaves, 
stem diameter, chlorophyll content, and total N of komak bean plants are shown in Table 1. 

 

Table 1. Recapitulation of data from research on the application of photosynthetic bacteria PNSB with 
shade on the number of leaves, stem diameter, amount of chlorophyll, and total N of Komak 
Beans (Lablab purpureus (L.) Sweet) 

 

Treatments 

Number 
of leaves 
on a plant 

(sheet) 
 
 

Stem diameter 
per plant 

(mm) 
 

Chlorophyll content 
per plant 
(mg L-1) 

 

N total 
(%) 

35 DAP 35 DAP 70 DAP 105 DAP a b total 

Shade tn tn * ** * * * tn 

n0 (0%) 21,88 a 3,98 a 6,29 b 7,14 b 10,95 a 3,40 a 14,34 a 5,25 a 

n1  (50%) 21,32 a 3,60 a 5,54 a 6,23 a 15,27 b 5,49 b 20,34 b 5,66 a 

PNSB (mL L-

1)  
** tn tn tn tn tn tn * 

b0 (0) 21,88 b 3,63 a 5,83 a 6,34 a 12,52 a 4,45 a 16,36 a 4,87 a 

b1 (5) 18,25 a 3,89 a 5,79 a 6,99 a 12,46 a 3,93 a 16,37 a 5,24 a 

b2 (10) 24,66 b 3,85 a 6,12 a 6,73 a 14,36 a 4,96 a 19,29 b 6,26 b 

Interaction tn * tn tn ** tn ** tn 

n0b0 20,75 ab 3,98 ab 6,34 c 6,91 ab 9,16 a 3,16 a 12,30 a 4,51 a 

n0b1 18,63 ab 4,38 b 6,32 c 7,20 b 12,92 b 3,74 a 16,63 ab 5,21 ab 

n0b2 26,25 c 3,59 ab 6,20 c 7,31 b 10,78 ab 3,31 a 14,08 a 6,05 b 
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n1b0 23,00 bc 3,29 a 5,33 ab 5,77 a 15,88 c 5,75 ab 20,42 b 5,24 ab 

n1b1 17,88 a 3,40 a 5,27 a 6,78 ab 12,00 ab 4,12 ab 16,10 a 5,27 ab 

n1b2 23,08 bc 4,10 ab 6,04 bc 6,14 ab 17,93 c 6,60 b 24,50 c 6,48 b 

Note: The average value followed by the same letter is not significantly different based on Duncan's Multiple 
Range Test at the 5% significance level. tn = Not significantly different; * = significantly different; ** 
= very significantly different 

 

 
a. Number of leaves per plant  

The effect of different shades was not significant on the number of leaves at 35 days after planting. 
The effect of different PNSB applications was very significant on the number of leaves. The number of 
leaves increased significantly in the 10 mL PNSB L-1 treatment compared to the 5 mL PNSB L-1 treatment, 
but not significantly with 0 mL PNSB L-1, while the interaction between shade and PNSB was not 
significantly different. The interaction without shade and 10 mL of PNSB L-1 showed the highest number of 
leaves, not significantly different from the interaction of shade with 0 and 10 mL of PNSB L -1, but significantly 
different from the interaction of shade with 5 mL of PNSB L-1 and the application of PNSB 0 and 5 mL L-1 
without shading. The lowest number of leaves was obtained from the interaction between shade and 5 mL 
PNSB L-1. 
 
b. Stem diameter per plant 

Shade had a non-significantly different effect on stem diameter at 35 DAT, but was significantly 
different at 70 days after planting and very significantly different at 105 days after planting. 50% shade 
provides a smaller stem diameter. The effect of PNSB application was not significantly different on stem 
diameter at all observation times, but tended to increase the size of the stem diameter, while the interaction 
between shade and PNSB was significantly different at 35 days after planting, but not significantly different 
at 70 and 105 days after planting. 

The interaction between 5 mL PNSB L-1 without shade resulted in a larger stem diameter at 35 DAP, 
not significantly different from 0 and 10 mL PNSB L-1 without shade and the application of 10 mL PNSB L-

1 with shade, but significantly different from 0 and 5 mL PNSB L-1 with shade. At 70 days after planting, the 
interaction between treatment without shade at all levels of PNSB application and shade at 10 mL PNSB 
L-1 was not significantly different but was significantly different from shade at 0 and 5 mL PNSB L -1. At 105 
days after planting, the interaction between the treatment without shade at 5 and 10 mL PNSB L-1 was not 
significantly different from the treatment without shade at 0 mL PNSB L -1 and the shade treatment at 5 and 
10 mL PNSB L-1 but was significantly different from the treatment shade at 0 mL PNSB L-1. The increase in 
stem diameter during shade interaction at 10 mL PNSB L -1 compared to shade interaction at 0 mL PNSB 
L-1 at ages 35, 70, and 105 days after planting was 19.76 respectively; 11.75; and 6.03% although the 
difference was not significant at the ages of 70 and 105 days after planting. 
 
c. Chlorophyll content per plant  

The effect of shade was significantly different on the content of chlorophyll a, chlorophyll b, and total 
chlorophyll. 50% shade increases the content of chlorophyll a, chlorophyll b, and total chlorophyll. The 
application of PNSB had no significantly different effect, but the application of 10 mL L-1 PNSB tended to 
increase the content of chlorophyll a, chlorophyll b, and significantly the total chlorophyll. The interaction 
between shade and PNSB was not significantly different for chlorophyll a and total chlorophyll content but 
was very significantly different for chlorophyll b. 

The interaction between shade and 10 mL PNSB L-1 significantly increased chlorophyll compared to 
the interaction without shade at all levels of PNSB application and shade at 5 mL PNSB L -1, but was not 
significantly different from the shade treatment at 0 mL PNSB L-1. The interaction of the treatment without 
shade at all levels of PNSB application showed a lower chlorophyll b content and was not significantly 
different compared to the other interactions, but was significantly different from the interaction of the shade 
treatment at 10 mL of PNSB L-1. The interaction of shade with 10 mL of PNSB L-1 significantly increased 
the total chlorophyll content compared to other treatment interactions. 
 
d. N Total 

The effect of different shades was not significant on the percentage of total plant N, but shade 
increased the total N content of plants. The percentage of total plant N was significantly influenced by the 



 

 

application of PNSB. Application of 10 mL PNSB L-1 significantly increased the percentage of total plant N 
compared to 0 and 5 mL PNSB L-1. The interaction between shade and different PNSB was not significant, 
but the application of 10 mL PNSB L-1 with shade showed the highest percentage of total plant N and was 
significantly different from the interaction without shade and 0 mL PNSB L-1, but not significant with the 
other interactions. 
 
3.1.2 Application of PNSB Photosynthetic Bacteria with Shading on Dry Pod Weight, Number of Dry 

Pods, Number of Dry Seeds, Dry Seed Weight and Weight of 100 Dry Seeds of Komak 
Beans 

  
The results of the analysis of variance and Duncan's Multiple Range Test on dry pod weight, number 

of dry pods, number of dry beans, dry bean weight, and weight of 100 dry beans of komak beans are 
presented in Table 2. 
 
Table 2. Recapitulation of data from research on the application of photosynthetic bacteria PNSB with 

shade on dry pod weight, number of dry pods, number of dry seeds, dry seed weight, and 
weight of 100 dry seeds of Komak Beans (Lablab purpureus (L.) Sweet) 

 

Treatments 

Dry pod 
weight per 
plant 
(g) 
 

Number of dry 
pods per plant 
(fruit) 
 

Number of 
seeds 
dry per plant 
(grains) 
 

Weight 
seed 
dry per plant 
(g) 
 

Weight 100 
dry seeds 
per plant 
(g) 

Shade ** ** * ** tn 

n0 (0%) 133,13 b 119,42 b 429,26 b 98,70 b 25,51 a 

n1  (50%) 60,00 a 58,33 a 201,58 a 50,33 a 24,64 a 

PNSB (mL L-1 ) tn tn tn tn tn 

b0 (0) 96,20 a 89,88 a 318,17 a 72,60 a 24,30 a 

b1 (5) 99,98 a 88,13 a 334,47 a 74,11 a 25,62 a 

b2 (10) 93,51 a 88,63 a 293,63 a 76,84 a 25,31 a 

Interaction tn tn tn tn tn 

n0b0 130,63 bc 118,00 cd 425,33 b 95,45 cd 24,70 a 

n0b1 154,73 c 135,00 d 430,68 b 88,28 bcd 26,54 a 

n0b2 114,03 bc 105,25 cd 431,75 b 112,38 d 25,28 a 

n1b0 61,78 a 61,75 ab 211,00 a 49,75 ab 23,89 a 

n1b1 45,23 a 41,25 a 238,25 a 59,95 abc 24,71 a 

n1b2 73,00 ab 72,00 bc 155,50 a 41,30 a 25,34 a 

Note: The average value followed by the same letter is not significantly different based on Duncan's Multiple 
Range Test at the 5% significance level. tn = Not significantly different; * = Significantly different; 
** = Very different 

 
a. Dry pod weight per plant 

The effect of different shades was very significant and reduced dry pod weight by 54.93%. The effect 
of the PNSB application and the interaction between shade and PNSB were not significantly different. The 
interaction without shade with all levels of the PNSB application showed heavier pod weight compared to 
the interaction with shade at all levels of the PNSB application. The interaction without shade with 5 mL 
PNSB L-1 application showed the highest pod weight, not significantly different from 0 and 10 mL PNSB L -

1 without shade and the interaction between shade at 10 mL PNSB L -1, but significantly different from the 
interaction between shade at the application of PNSB 0 and 5 mL L-1. 
 
b. Number of dry pods per plant  

The effect of different shades was very significant and reduced the number of dry pods by 51.16%. 
PNSB application and the interaction between shade and PNSB application were not significantly different 
from the number of dry pods. The interaction between PNSB application without shade provided a greater 
number of dry pods compared to the interaction with shade. The highest number of dry pods was obtained 
in the interaction without shade with the application of 5 mL PNSB L-1, not significantly different from 0 and 
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10 mL PNSB L-1, but significantly different from the interaction between shade at all levels of PNSB 
application. 
 
c. Number of dry seeds per plant 

Shading had a significantly different effect and reduced the number of dry seeds by 53.40%. The 
effect of the PNSB application and the interaction between the two was not significantly different in the 
number of dry seeds. The interaction without shade at all levels of PNSB gave a greater number of dry 
seeds and was significantly different from the interaction between shade at all levels of PNSB concentration.  

 
d. Dry seed weight per plant 

The effect of different shades is very significant and reduces dry bean weight by 49.00%. PNSB 
application showed no significant effect on dry seed weight but tended to increase dry seed weight when 
applying 10 mL PNSB L-1. The interaction between no shade at all levels of PNSB gave higher dry seed 
weight than the interaction between shade at all levels of PNSB. The interaction without shade and the 
application of 10 mL PNSB L-1 showed the highest dry seed weight and increased the dry seed weight by 
15.06% although it was not significantly different from 0 and 5 mL PNSB L-1, but was significantly different 
from the interaction with shade at all application levels PNSB. 

 
e. Weight of 100 dry seeds per plant  

The effects of shade, PNSB, and the interaction between the two were not significantly different on 
the weight of 100 dry seeds. 

 
3.1.3  Effect of shade on light intensity, air temperature, and air humidity  

The results of the analysis of variance showed that the effect of shade is very significantly different 
on light intensity, but not significantly different on air temperature and humidity as presented in Table 3. 
 
Table 3. Effect of Shade on Light Intensity, Temperature, and Air Humidity 

Treatments 
 

Light Intensity 
(mmol m-² s-1) 

Air Temperature  
(0C) 

Air Humidity 
(%) 

Shade ** tn tn 

n0 (0%) 1.358,05b 29,08a 55,51a 

n1  (50%) 812,43a 28,60a 55,50a 

Note: The average value followed by the same letter is not significantly different based on Duncan's Multiple 
Range Test at the 5% significance level. tn = Not significantly different ** = Very significantly 
different 

 

3.1.4. Application of PNSB Photosynthetic Bacteria with Shading on pH, Temperature, and Humidity 
in Planting Media for Komak Beans  

 
The results of the analysis of variance for the pH, temperature, and humidity of the growing medium 

for komak bean plants were not significantly different between the shade treatments, PNSB, or the 
interaction between the two as shown in Table 4. 
 
 
 
Table 4. Application of PNSB Photosynthetic Bacteria with Shade on pH, Temperature, and Humidity of 

Planting Media 
 

Treatments pH Temperature (oC) Humidity (%) 

Shade tn tn tn 

n0 (0%) 6,36 31,04 65,83 

n1  (50%) 6,46 30,88 63,33 

PNSB  (mL-1 ) tn tn tn 



 

 

b0 (0) 6,48 31,06 61,56 
b1 (5) 6,41 30,94 64,06 
b2 (10) 6,34 30,88 68,13 

Interaction tn tn tn 

n0b0 6,53 31,00 61,25 
n0b1 6,40 31,25 64,38 
n0b2 6,15 30,88 71,88 
n1b0 6,43 31,13 61,88 
n1b1 6,43 30,63 63,75 
n1b2 6,53 30,88 64,38 

 
3.2. Discussion 

 
3.2.1 Interaction between shade and PNSB photosynthetic bacteria on the growth and yield of 

Komak Beans 
The results of the analysis of variance showed that the interaction between shade and PNSB 

application was not significantly different on the number of leaves at 35 days after planting, stem diameter 
at 70 and 105 days after planting, chlorophyll b, and total N content of plants (Table 1), dry pod weight, 
number of dry pods. , number of dry seeds, weight of dry seeds, and weight of 100 dry seeds (Table 2). 
Shade significantly influences light intensity, but its influence on other environmental condit ions (air 
temperature and humidity) is not significantly different. The light intensity received by plants in conditions 
without shade is greater (1,358.05 mmol m-2 s-1) compared to shade conditions (812.43 mmol m -2 s-1) as 
presented in Table 3, but the effect is not linear on The rate of plant photosynthesis is thought to be because 
the komak bean plant is shade-tolerant. Utomo (2007) stated that the high intensity of sunlight is not directly 
proportional to the rate of photosynthesis, several plant species reach different compensation points, 
depending on the type of plant and its level of tolerance. In addition, PNSB photosynthetic bacteria can 
collect more sunlight energy at low light intensity by increasing the biosynthesis of their photosystem, so 
that the rate of plant photosynthesis does not decrease. According to Darma et al. (2012); Pemberton et al. 
(1998); and Zhu and Hearst (1986), light intensity and quality control the photosynthesis of PNSB bacteria, 
at low light intensity, the photosystem biosynthesis will increase to collect more light energy, whereas at 
high light intensity the photosystem biosynthesis will decrease. Therefore, even with low light intensity, the 
photosynthesis process continues to run actively and produces sufficient photosynthesis for plant growth, 
development, and yield. 

The interaction between shade and PNSB application had a significantly different effect on stem 
diameter at 35 days after planting, very significantly different on the chlorophyll a and total chlorophyll 
content of Compak plants. The interaction of shade treatment and 10 mL PNSB L-1 significantly increased 
the content of chlorophyll a (48.91%), chlorophyll b (52.00%), and total chlorophyll (49.80%) compared to 
the interaction without shade and 0 mL PNSB L-1. Although the difference was not significant, the interaction 
between shade and 10 mL PNSB L-1 increased the total N content of plants by 6.64% compared to the 
interaction without shade and 10 mL PNSB L-1, while the interaction between shade and 10 mL PNSB L-1 
was significantly different. and increased the total N content by 30.40% compared to the interaction without 
shade and 0 mL PNSB L-1. This is thought to be because the komak bean plant is shade tolerant, according 
to the research results of Darma et al. (2012) which showed an increase in the chlorophyll a (5.99%) and 
chlorophyll b (13.7%) content of soybeans of the shade-tolerant Petek variety at 50% shade. Apart from 
that, the photosynthetic bacteria PNSB can convert N2 from the air into a form that can be absorbed by 
plants (NH4

+) by the nitrogenase enzyme. Although the nitrogenase enzyme can be inhibited in the 
presence of oxygen, Larimer et al. (2004) reported that the genus Rhodopseudomonas and Rhodobacter 
are very tolerant to oxygen and can live in conditions of minimal oxygen. Elbadry et al. (1999) added that 
the nitrogen content in rice increased by 7.10% with PNSB (R. capsulatus DSM 155) inoculation on plant 
roots. The total N content is thought to also be influenced by the association of plants with the N2-fixing 
bacteria Rhizobium. 
 
3.2.2 The effect of shading on the growth and yield of komak beans 

The effect of shade was significantly different on stem diameter at 70 days after planting, chlorophyll 
a, chlorophyll b, and total chlorophyll content, as well as the number of dry seeds. dry, but not significantly 
different in the number of leaves and stem diameter at 35 days after planting, total N content, and weight 
of 100 dry seeds. Compact bean plants with shade produce a lower number of leaves, stem diameter, dry 



 

 

pod weight, dry pod number, dry seed number, dry seed weight, and dry weight of 100 seeds, but the 
chlorophyll a, chlorophyll b, and total N content of the plant is lower. higher (Tables 1 and 2). 

Table 1 shows that the different shading treatments were not significant and reduced the number of 
leaves and stem diameter of komak bean plants 35 days after planting compared to without shading. The 
results of this research are in line with the research results of Komariah et al. (2017) on red bean plants 
and Suparwata (2018) on green bean plants which reported that the number of leaves on plants that were 
shaded was less than on plants without shade. The number of leaves and stem diameter at 35 days after 
planting were not significantly different from those in shade, presumably because plant growth and 
development at that age were not yet optimal, branches and leaves did not cover each other, so the plants 
could use light optimally. Apart from that, legume plants belong to the C3 group, namely plants that have a 
lower light saturation level compared to C4 group plants, so these plants are tolerant of low light intensity. 
This is the opinion of Sundari et al. (2005) who reported the results of their research on the effect of shade 
on green beans, that C3 plants had a lower light saturation level than C4 plants, so they were tolerant of 
low light intensity. 

Stem diameter was significantly different and decreased significantly with shading by 11.92% at 70 
days after planting and 12.75% at 105 days after planting. This is because at the age of 70 and 105 days 
after planting the branches and leaves have developed further and cover each other, there is competition 
between plant parts for light which is one of the factors that greatly influences the rate of photosynthesis. 
Apart from that, at this age the plant has entered the phase of formation and filling of pods and seeds, 
photosynthesis resulting from photosynthesis is more distributed to the pods and seeds. According to 
Harjadi (1979), at the beginning of growth, there is maximum use of light, but in the end, the appearance 
of the plant decreases due to competition between light and other growth factors. 

The effect of different shades was very significant and reduced the weight of dry pods, number of dry 
pods, number of dry beans, and weight of dry beans, but was not significantly different on the weight of 100 
dry beans (Table 2). Shade causes reduced light received by plants, thus affecting plant physiological 
processes (opening and closing of stomata, transpiration, and photosynthesis). Kurosaki and Yumoto 
(2003) reported the results of their research on soybeans, there was a decrease in yield components and 
soybean yield with shade due to a decrease in the rate of photosynthesis and the level of light saturation. 
The lack of light received causes fewer pods to be produced and yields decrease by up to 75%, depending 
on the plant variety. Arsyad (1995) in Rendy (2012) added that the critical phases of komak beans are 
almost the same as soybeans, namely the vegetative growth phase before entering the exponential  phase, 
the flower formation phase, the initial pod formation phase, and the initial pod filling phase (65-70 days after 
planting).  

Shading significantly increased chlorophyll a, chlorophyll b, and total chlorophyll content, as well as 
total N content not significantly. The contents of chlorophyll a, chlorophyll b, and total chlorophyll increased 
significantly with 50% shade, respectively 28.29; 38.0; and 29.50% compared to plants without shade. In 
conditions of lack of light, plants try to keep photosynthesis running. Shade-tolerant plants have thinner and 
wider leaves, and contain higher chlorophyll b and a lower chlorophyll a/b ratio compared to shade-sensitive 
plants (Soepandi et al. 2003 in Komariah et al. 2017). 
 
3.2.3 Effect of application of photosynthetic bacteria PNSB on growth and yield of Komak beans 

The effect of different PNSB applications was not significant on all variables observed, except for the 
number of leaves at 35 days after planting and total N content (Tables 1 and 2). Application of PNSB with 
a concentration of 10 mL L-1 significantly increased the number of leaves at 35 days after planting by 
25.99% compared to a concentration of 5 mL PNSB L-1, but the increase in leaf number was only 11.27% 
when compared to the control (0 mL PNSB L-1). Application of 10 mL PNSB L-1 significantly increased the 
total chlorophyll content by 15.19% and total N content by 22.20% compared to the control (0 mL PNSB L -

1). 
The number of leaves at 35 days after planting and the total N content were significantly different 

from the application of PNSB, presumably because PNSB was able to collect N2 from the air and dissolve 
P to make it available to plants as stated by Lee et al. (2021) and Sakarika et al. (2020), providing live 
PNSB cells will indirectly increase N availability because they can fix N2 in the air and function as a P 
solvent, making it available to plants. According to Mitchell (1970), plants need N in the vegetative and 
generative phases, because N is a component of nucleic acids and proteins needed for cell formation. 
Gardner et al. (1991) added that a lack of N will inhibit cell division and enlargement, while a lack of P will 
reduce the number and length of roots. Hardjowigeno (2007) states that P plays a role in the formation of 



 

 

albumin, carbohydrate metabolism, root development, resistance to disease, strengthening stems, 
formation of flowers, fruit, and seeds, and accelerating ripening. Wong et al. (2014) reported the results of 
their research that the application of PNSB increased the growth response of pak choi plants. 

PNSB application did not significantly differ on stem diameter (35, 70, and 105 days after planting), 
chlorophyll content (a, b, and total), dry pod weight, number of dry pods, number of  dry seeds, dry seed 
weight, and weight of 100 dry seeds. perhaps influenced by the compatibility/suitability between the 
genotype or plant variety and the photosynthetic bacteria PNSB, environmental factors, and inoculation 
which ensures the formation of an association between plants and PNSB such as soybeans and Rhizobium. 
According to Sumarno et al. (1989), the ability of soybean plants to fix N2 depends on the compatibility of 
the soybean genotype/variety with Rhizobia, environmental factors that encourage N fixation, and 
inoculation that ensures the formation of Rhizobium colonies. In this study, the environmental conditions 
(pH of the planting medium and temperature and humidity of the air and planting medium, except light 
intensity, were not significantly different) (Tables 3 and 4), so it is suspected that PNSB growth is influenced 
by light intensity as stated by Androga et al. (2012), PNSB growth and hydrogen production are influenced 
by changes in sunlight intensity and temperature. 
 
3.2.3 Effect of shade on light intensity, air temperature, and air humidity  

Light intensity was very significantly different from the shade treatment, while air temperature and 
humidity were not significantly different (Table 3). Shade affects the intensity of light received by plants, 
apart from directly affecting plants, it indirectly affects the microclimate around the plants (Reskynawati 
2014). According to Bunyamin (2010), microclimate is the climate in the air layer near the earth's surface 
(± 2 m). Microclimate directly influences the physical conditions of an environment. Lakitan (2002) added 
that microclimate (temperature, humidity, air pressure, shade, and the dynamics of sunlight energy) is 
important for human, plant, and animal life because it influences the behavior and metabolism of living 
creatures. 

 
4. CONCLUSION 

Application of PNSB with a concentration of 10 mL L-1 without shade increased the number of leaves 
aged 35 days after planting by 26.25 pieces and total N by 6.05%, while application of PNSB with a 
concentration of 10 mL L-1 with 50% shade increased total chlorophyll of 24.50 mg L-1 
 
SAYING THANK-YOU 

The author would like to thank the Dean of the Faculty of Agriculture, Mulawarman University, Prof. 
Dr. Ir. H. Rusdiansyah, M.Sc., who has provided research funding assistance from the DIPA PNBP funding 
source of the Faculty of Agriculture for Fiscal Year 2022. 

 
 
 
REFERENCES 

Andra Farm. 2022. Compact nuts, fresh, benefits, properties, nutritional content per 100 grams. 
https://www.andrafarm.co.id/_andra.php?_i=register-tkpi&kmakan=CR020#benefits%20rinci 
(accessed 04 September 2022). 

Androga DD, Özgür E, Eroglu I, Gündüz U, and Yücel M. 2012. Photofermentative hydrogen production in 
outdoor conditions. Hydrogen Energy-Challenges and Perspectives. DOI: 10.5772/50390. 

Antara News Megapolitan. 2022. Komak beans can be a substitute for soybeans. 
https://megapolitan.antaranews.com/berita/2353/kacang-komak-bisa-jadi-subtitusi-kedelai 
(accessed 27 August 2022). 

Arifin Z. 2014. The effect of the ratio of black soybeans to black compote on the quality of the sweet soy 
sauce produced. (accessed 15 June 2022). 

Carlozzi P, Sacchi A. 2001. Biomass production and studies on Rhodopseudomonas palustris grown in an 
outdoor, temperature controlled, underwater tubular photobioreactor. J. Biotechnol. 88(3): 239–249. 
DOI: 10.1016/S0168-1656(01)00280-2. 

Darma M, Soverda N, Jasminarni. 2012. The effect of shade on the chlorophyll a/b ratio and the yield of 
two soybean plant varieties (Glycine max (L.) Merill). Bioplantae. 1(3): 161–170. 

Commented [AC7]: Fullstop is missing at the end of the 
paragraph.  
REWORK ON THE CONCLUSION AND PROVIDE A PROPER 
COMPARATIVE RESULTS OF THE STUDY AND ANY SPECIFIC 
OBSERVATION OF THE STUDY. 



 

 

[Distance] Bali Province Agriculture and Food Security Service. 2022. Get to know photo-synthetic bacteria 
and their benefits. https://distengahngan.baliprov.go.id/mengenal-bakteri-foto-sintesa-dan-
besarnya/(accessed 18 Sept. 2022). 

du Toit JP, Pott RWM. 2020. Transparent polyvinyl-alcohol cryogel as immobilization matrix for continuous 
biohydrogen production by phototrophic bacteria. Biotechnol. Biofuels. 13(1): 1–16. DOI: 
10.1186/S13068-020-01743-7/FIGURES/6. 

Ekafitri R, Rhestu I. 2014. Utilization of nuts as a raw material source of protein for emergency food. FOOD. 
23(2): 134–145. 

Elbadry M, El-Bassel A, Elbanna K. 1999. Occurrence and dynamics of phototrophic purple nonsulphur 
bacteria compared with other symbiotic nitrogen fixers in ricefields of Egypt. World Journal of 
Microbiology and Biotechnology. 15(3): 359–362. DOI: 10.1023/A:1008971515966. 

Firsow NN, Drews G. 1977. Differentiation of the intracytoplasmic membrane of Rhodopseudomonas 
palustris induced by variations of oxygen partial pressure or light intensity. Arch Microbiol. 115(3): 
299–306. DOI: 10.1007/BF00446456. 

Gardner FP, Pearce RB, Mitchell RL. 1991. Physiology of Cultivated Plants. Translated by Susilowati H. UI 
Press, Jakarta. 

Haliza W, Purwani EY, Thahiret R. 2010. The utilization of local nuts supports food diversification. 
Development of Agricultural Innovation. 3(3): 238–245. 

Hardjowigeno S. 2007. Soil Science. Academic Pressindo, Jakarta. 
Harjadi SSMM. 1979. Introduction to Agronomy. Gramedia, Jakarta. 
Hartoyo A, Sukarno, Rohmawati, E. 2010. Effect of the non-protein fraction of komak beans (Lablab 

purpureus (L.) Sweet) on blood glucose and malonaldehyde levels in diabetic rats. J. Technol. and 
Food Industry. XXI(1): 40–44. 

Komariah Ai, Waloeyo EW, Hidayat. 2017. The effect of using shade on the growth and yield of two red 
bean varieties (Phaseolus vulgaris L.). PASPALUM. 5(1): 33-41. 

Kumar S, Diksha S, Sindhu S, Kumar R. 2021. Biofertilizers: an ecofriendly technology for nutrient recycling 
and environmental sustainability. Curr. Res. Microbes. Sci. 3. DOI: 
10.1016/J.CRMICR.2021.100094. 

Kurosaki H, Yumoto S. 2003. Effects of low temperature shading during flowering on the yield components 
in soybeans. Plant Production Science. 6(1): 17-23. 

Lakitan B. 2002. Basics of Plant Physiology. Raja Grafindo Persada, Jakarta. 
Larimer FW, Chain P, Hauser L, Lamerdin J, Malfatti S, Do L, Land ML, Pelletier DA, Beatty JT, Lang AS, 

Tabita FR, Gibson JL, Hanson TE, Bobst C, Torres JL, Peres C, Harrison FH , Gibson J, Harwood 
CS. 2004. Complete genome sequence of the metabolically versatile photosynthetic bacterium 
Rhodopseudomonas palustris. Nat. Biotechnol. 22(1): 55–61. DOI: 10.1038/nbt923. 

Lee S-K, Lur H-S, Liu C-T. 2021. From lab to farm: Elucidating the beneficial roles of photosynthetic bacteria 
in sustainable agriculture. Microorganisms. 9 (12). DOI: 10.3390/microorganisms9122453. 

Madigan MT, Jung DO. 2009. An Overview of purple bacteria: Systematics, physiology, and habitats. 1–
15. DOI: 10.1007/978-1-4020-8815-5_1. 

Makayasa CHA. 2020. Analysis of the effect of the boiling process of black and white komak beans (Lablab 
purpureus L. Sweet) on phytosterols. 

Mitchell R.L. 1970. Crop Growth and Culture. The Iowa State Univ. Press, Ames-Iowa. 
Pechter KB, Gallagher L, Pyles H, Manoil CS, Harwood CS. 2015. Essential genome of the metabolically 

versatile Alphaproteobacterium Rhodopseudomonas palustris. J. Bacteriol. 198(5): 867–876. DOI: 
10.1128/JB.00771-15. 

Pemberton JM, Horne IM, McEwan AG. 1998. Regulation of photosynthetic gene expression in purple 
bacteria. Microbiology (N Y).144 (2): 267–278. DOI: 10.1099/00221287-144-2-
267/CITE/REFWORKS. 

Purwitasari A, Hendrawan Y, Yulianingsih R. 2014. The effect of temperature and extraction time on the 
physical and chemical properties in making komak bean (Lablab purpureus (L.) Sweet) protein 
concentrate. Influence of temperature and extraction time to the physical chemical characteristics in 
preparation of protein concentrate komak bean (Lablab purpureus (L.) Sweet). 

Randy. 2012. Growth of soybean plants. http://rendy-franata.blogspot.co.id/2012/12/fase-
perbanguntanaman soybean 12.html. 



 

 

Republika Online. 2022. Komak nuts are useful as antidiabetics. 
https://www.republika.co.id/berita/m8807k/kacang-komak-ber benefit-as-antidiabetes (accessed 27 
August 2022). 

Reskynawati K. 2014. Growth and Production of Green Bean Plants (Vigna radiata L.) at Various Levels of 
Shading. [Thesis]. Agrotechnology Study Program. Department of Agricultural Cultivation. Faculty of 
Agriculture, Hassanudin University, Makassar. [Indonesia]. 

Sakarika M, Spanoghe J, Sui Y, Wambacq E, Grunert O, Haesaert G, Spiller M, Vlaeminck SE. 2020. 
Purple non-sulfur bacteria and plant production: benefits for fertilization, stress resistance and the 
environment. Microbes. Biotechnol. 13(5): 1336–1365. DOI: 10.1111/1751-7915.13474. 

Sari IP, Yunita S. 2020. Literature review: potential utilization of non-soy tempeh protein. Journal of Food 
Technology. 14(2): 72–87. 

Singh A, Abhilash PC. 2019. Variety dataset of nutritionally important Lablab purpureus (L.) Sweet from 
Eastern Uttar Pradesh, India. Data Briefs. 24: 103935. DOI: 10.1016/j.dib.2019.103935.  

Sumarno N, Sunarlim, Supriati Y. 1989. Increasing the efficiency of nitrogen fixation by Rhizobium 
japonicum bacteria. Pg: 281-295. Proceedings of the Commodity Research Workshop and Special 
Studies. Agricultural Research and Development Agency. Bogor Food Crop Research Institute, 
Bogor. 

Sundari T, Soemartono T, Mangoendidjojo W. 2005. Yield performance and tolerance of green bean 
genotypes to shade. Journal of Agricultural Sciences. 12(1): 12-19. 

Suparwata DO. 2018. Response of growth and production of green beans (Vigna radiata L.) to different 
shade treatments. UMG Scientific Journal Academic. 7(1): 10-21. 

Suwarno, Maryani. 2003. The potential of Komak Beans (Lablab purpureus (L.) Sweet) as raw material for 
protein isolate. https://repository.ipb.ac.id/handle/123456789/21772. 

Utomo B. 2007. Photosynthesis in plants. Vegetalica. 01(3): 1–26. 
Wardani E, Priyo W, Karina R, Rojid S. 2015. Antihyperglycemic and antihypercholesterolemic effects of 

komak bean tempeh (Lablab purpureus (L.) Sweet) extract in diabetic hamsters on a high cholesterol 
diet. Pharmacy. 12(02): 164–175. 

Widiastuti A. 2017. Effect of substitution of komak bean juice (Lablab purpureus (L.) Sweet) and skim milk 
on the organoleptic properties, pH value, and total lactic acid bacteria of komak bean yogurt. 
Indonesian Nutrition Media. 12(1): 72–79. March 2017. DOI: 10.20473/MGI.V12I1.72-79. 

Wintermans JFGM, de Mots A. 1965. Spectrophotometric characteristics of chlorophyys a and b and their 
pheophytins in ethanol. Biochim. Biophys. Acta. 109: 448–453. 

Wong WT, Tseng CH, Hsu SH, Lur HS, Mo CW, Huang CN, Hsu SC, Lee KT, Liu CT. 2014. Promoting 
effects of a single Rhodopseudomonas palustris inoculant on plant growth by Brassica rapa chinensis 
under low fertilizer input. Microbes Environ. 29(3): 303–313. DOI: 10.1264/jsme2.ME14056. 

Zhu YS, Hearst JE. 1986. Regulation of expression of genes for light-harvesting antenna proteins LH-I and 
LH-II; reaction center polypeptides RC-L, RC-M, and RC-H; and enzymes of bacteriochlorophyll and 
carotenoid biosynthesis in Rhodobacter capsulatus by light and oxygen. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA. 
83(20): 7613–7617. DOI: 10.1073/PNAS.83.20.7613. 

 
 
 
 

 

 
 


