ot 94
A

i,

Ls-‘fl} Pyl Gkﬁaadé@..&.'lj
Environmental Stresses in Crop Sciences
1T Ol ) o slg 0 slod (33198 Wl
11¢1-11o-
http://dx.doi.org/10.22077/escs.2019.1854.1439

A ,.m.é" 9 ! Sl

o Wigw o) 97 S0 5989 38 9 o ludign Dlho (S 9 0 hee (S SB3T WT
oS (ST 9 o Wl

PR RVERVEFIAG TR0 XVIWRTE- I SR W K'Y
ol (ool oz oRiils DUls ol g el 09,5

AVIVITY by gyl AYIFNY el s du b

ol

ol 5 20 bl o s g o8y 92 S Selgn b 9 londgn Glio (B g 3 5Klos p ums; 095 13T (o) elitons
OligAlS W g sliuwgy 3 1TAB-AF (ely5 Sl 50 1,55 dus b (Bolai JolS (S gl 4y 75 B 50 (b yos Gl Lo o lnoS
J>lre w0y B0 Gloj 30 (koS (55lul (20 Lulpd) 55kal poe) )bl ok Jolds quuy 320550 G035 s 1,21 Jso)|
9531 32 5950 3305 (ABLE) (Shuws 5 SBO9T 0 1)l puis) b Hlz 30 () SI9T 3)l5 g (B Adws 3 (idians]
5 40) 3l Gl TSy GBS (lams 5T cadlad (35 o 010 LS s iogy (1325950 3 yiSbgi 31 plgi 00,18
P35 R PS5 9550 Ve IYD G 5 ) Jolowo wiB g (g 0 (Slosome (43S p (g 059,50 50 Qi Ol YAIY #£/3 A4/4
25 G el Cd & w3 Il xS gi 3l g 1 y98e plgi 00y 30 (S 55 033 05 32 S ko VBV 9 S 55 33s
OF 2505 3 55gil 3 1359500 plg5 030,05 b (il Ao 3o 33 (oS5 (55T &2 boge po (HLSB 33 )55l YFAY) il 3,k
SWOgS 5 33,5 45ty o k5 49 gy lil kol Cowd Ay (S ) GBS O 3yl5 pus g 030 Lyl i (HLSB Ho 0T oS YoFB)

S 00 335 4y Wit 920 922 4l 0, hae 581 (5l i gy K (ylgaeas ilgi oo (eaST 55kl 3 (S

150950 ccadg 1 « 1558 31 e SmanS T 3T GUoges 35T 1 sutels sloo g

Pk &S axils lebl (Tubabicer et al, 2004)
P a0 (eSS g)lal Ly 095 ails o, Slee
Hamzei and Seyedi, ) soww 5 Glojom 0l Jol>
oty 15 eSS o)kl plil a5 wis,S 3,5 2013
5 FO sty als o Shoe o2 galls (il 5 (p0lS
wle Gialtl s byl d a4y s w0 A
L tals slo)Sel, 51 50 (o (G sladss 028
SIS 5 s ey o (Sis G AL e
5 s wl S s sszee lapasl )y S
B Gase GlaSE )0 (Fmj a0 plgrea S|
(@l polie plo g (ers ied Sl 188 5 (wgege

doddo
38kee (goaiiSoguzma Jalse e Sl S S
Los Seddas 5 Siad blis 5l sl 5o LS
el piius jgbay a5 (Passioura, 2007) el
sy Soledyd 9 b 3l Collad ringnd aiile ol S S
Munns, 2002) aas o 3 56 cou 1) o Sles 4
S| Ses (g s o Shee Al sly (eSS )]
Oweis and Hachum, ) ¢l jlo,e5 5 oYL Jewsly
Sl gogame o3lail 0 )5 o LSS (5 )Lo piiancs (2004
SN,b s canl ol 0y gl Jolie jo s cely o
Sl o5 oLS gy 0dy by S Cusby el sl
oLKes 3 by (Stone and Schlegel, 2006)

aouf_ssharifi@yahoo.com :Cog xSl oy . oy pbowm g5, 195wl 00i )55 *



VAFY

S50l g (oleordion Slao (o g 0,Sles S
o plil 2

o g g olge
3 dsSls &smay VYA -4F el Jle s Lisles]
2 LS A b (Bolas LS sl al )b JB
YA @l Slaise b Joo)l ghysdS any sbiws,
Jsb 4dB5 0% 54z 0 ¥V 5 Jlod (o0 adBo Ve 5 ax o
szl Jme b 21 gl 20 190+ gl 5 3,5
ey b dale ol Sidans wulil olls abes]
ol 5 a5 (6l e L) sl s Joli
RVERNA RIS NP VOX. © S-S VO] B oW BT E SRR WA
gl Sz 50 Sy slassS Brae g (poalin >y
BrysSee 0 p)5 (oall) () laogS o5 pas)
25 sy (rysSee 5 byl ol 0,lS 5Ly
S b 5l as 5 G mOseae g4 5l oolatuls yge 13650
gm 03litusld g0 ;IShgsl ol s Ol Gl Cem;
5l as o4 Azotobacter chrococom strain & il
5 oolislen Clasis wd ags ol 5 S acge
03,51V 5V ladsazr )0 Sb abeard 5508 Sloogas
el 00l

25 it o) 57 o Gl 8 b o (otalejl s 5
S gpagte 55 i Fee @S5 LT U ak
S 93 Job 4 S bty Jold cilejl axly o al
5 olnbl jslatans g sia il Yo (Ghio, s alold s
e @ilols Galre o S 4 oylol OT Ul poe
SAS L gedls (sl 05 48,5 5 45 550 VIO s S
sl o1 o5 12 a8 o soliiwl  edls wlo 51« lass g0
Eoo Jolone 5l izmon 09r JUad g 00y Sk sas V-V
b eolanal d 4 s ale g Sz Gy 2
So,b byl o mali ale o celu 90 Do 4y by dy plas
g Slwbial By 4 lnyeSee )8 b il wd S 8
Gianinazzi et ) ) Ken 5 g3lsls lwg soddiogs
2 50z a,S Ve Ll ol e al sl (al, 2001
Al oolatwl (LSe 2 j0 059l Veo) S a0y
Oy 4 Vel 5 jlaSTly YUK glag T emi
said i «(Karo and Mishra, 1976) |,ius 4 9,8
«(Dubios et al, 1956) |,Ken g o gsls 59, & Jsloxo

3,580l gy 3l eslasul b Sy 51 S (g gl 5]

ol &S s ebas aisS o ] GlelS gadas (o cege LB
I bB Ojgon |) Cdx e s iy o lag B
O g olS e iali8l jo g ooly (1,8 lalS s jo
Cooper and ) ausl ails glaba>dMo B 51 Sz
(S5 5 S s an Jess w38l (Tinker, 2003
Gl LS o greml eeal cqr Lol
oS o4y «(Khalafallah and Abo-Ghalia, 2008)
N elerd (@8 loans, (358 Gk 5 (S
NS (Sigden 5 (2l jolie Q> (I3 &)k
(Cardoso and Kuyper, 2006) c.l <l); sbaplls
il asls )bl (Behl et al, 2003) o\ Ke 5 Jeo
oS by Gl carge Ll g 1 eSee Al
Mﬁdjﬂ‘oo)mjp}fujfclaw
ools plid S s bl il o eadplxl slo o)y
9 2y GRlBl ed S 2B L Sjpr Sl
Slyime 5 oSl 5T slogy 3T colled (lalS o, Slos
S o il AL & i |y (el el LS 5
.(Porcel and Ruiz-Lozano, 2004) sas o il
Clidle crge 5 Lalpd 5o (dgn Gl RS
o s ot slompl dooatisn (Jsbo slae
s5ize ST G sl, i 5 iensT Jlb slaaisT
Turan et al, ) ;Ko 5 ol (Liang et al, 2013)
Sl xSL L o> g puS 4 zili as asols ylas (2013
S T slaes 3T cudlad iol38l Cge 0y S e
e il g olalS e Jeos ol (nl 5 0
o,e U1 LielS 5 (Ahmad and Prasad, 2012)
Mandhania et ) sgi oo yxie 1) cioluST gl o
, (Porcel et al, 2003) . )Ken 3 Ju,s -(al,2006
O (2 A5 (orre 53 Shigw )3 [n)eSee )8
gl STl 5115 59500 51 1555 lalS aS" wisls

WS 0,63 p e g a5l 6 S
S g Si adlate )3 lpl 5 )8 4 arg b
5 Shoe 350 )3 () 1809 g (LoSS (6 )lol Cuonl
ool dsly ol e ealiplonl Bgase S sy 5 o >
395 5 oS5 )l plgs b oy Ban L gy,



VYFY

92 Sl g alerdon Dlho (S g 0 Sles () slaogS b i e 5 s3le

B oS o ol bohs )0 ae )50 50 4ty Sloogas
JBle o clls (S15 g ol eols JI 3 olbSoldl cusls
58 L s s bahs S50 o515 alie bl
pr deads) o)l o s 0y90 bl o al
Tyt alginl o Ol 5l satin ezl eolatul b ady,
3 o cddoln! e WS aS (g ,5bds al (6 S0l
ssbie ady ) o Slgied; gy gl T ) laady ) 09,9
VO sloo b oygl 4o oo Sis (gl a5l .us )5
Sl 39 S loy ) pio b cele FA o @ 4z o
Golp b ady, SaS 035 e 5 0D 00 13 (0

Al e S ole e ) Cdo b sy

o9y Sl eslawl b oz 5 S ndg «(Bradford, 1976)
2 g Seslasl (1 Bates et al., 1973) ), Sen 5 3o
P B A olass alsw Job g g gl )] s jglaieds
G oasyie )0 dgzge sladiy Sl ey 5 (Sa; ol
sleais (e 5l g 05 e ol bl i dolas 50
b Lol gloosls Siles 5 wiods bl saisS ey,
03liiuld g0 il g 45285 Jgozr jo o ol b))l Glse
BUEST S VA WPV PR U T SRR KT S UUUS S JURNULI S g -
3 oo o ol bsls s (sl 5| L) 0, el
g dziy olaw g ol bl oS Cold, sbadie (yuo

o Ul lgea Jols slaosls  SKileo 5 ooios pes
adlas glp ol a8 5 )15 @ bosls Ldgas j25 40 i

92 Oy 0399 Job yo oudicad se bl ) Jgua

Table 1. Climatological recorded condition during the period of barley growth

el bl 30 G ooy k] o8 Gyl dloys
parameter Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun  Jul
0y . B e
o OelpendlenSe 0 51 39 86 08 28 8§ 114 145
Mean of minimum temperature
0y . N e
Ol epsenie 1 4 58 05 9 128 201 255 264
Mean of maximum temperature
0y . “
Chelmapbuse 4 06 09 4 41 78 14 185 204
Mean temperature
o Demscasby PlhooSibe o0 38 60 45 41 369 31 351
Mean of minimum relative humidity
| Demicashy oSl 000y 4 g1 71 78 724 778 648
Mean of maximum relative humidity
(1) copmss oo Lo
. . 64.7 583 509 713 579 595 54.6 544 499
Mean of relative humidity
(MM) &ilale Sui b il
eGSR oS 08 1087 57 826 17 421 267 109 97
ymm( Mean of monthly rainfall
o hounglell oftbe o 56 70 46 73 65 78 109 103
Mean of sun shine hours
Evaporation i 354 0 0 0 0 21.2 141.2 194 214
gosilogh goe p S sdeSle 5 06 g5 09 29 9 16 229 252
Mean of soil temperature (cm)
oo g PBlas slod (pKileo
Mean of minimum temperature in soil 0.9 -7.5 -68 -12 -53 -03 4.9 92 123

surface

Table 2. Physicochemical properties of experimental field

nslojl as )50 S o buois 950 jud Slooguas Y Jgux

oy

S s -
Texture SP pH Zn K P N Carbon  Sand Silt Clay CaCOs Characteristic
----- (mg kg")--- (%) RS
Silty loam 47 7.8 28 212 19.8 0.06 0.62 35 42 23 15 amount
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Table 3. Analysis of variance the effect of irrigation levels and bio-fertilizers on some biochemical traits, yield and yield

components of Sahand barley cultivar.

a> 5o

_ o L8 Ly Jokoxo i
i @b sob! Sl Polyphenol ISl lisn olen Soluble
S.0.V df Catalase oxidase Peroxidase  Protein  Proline sugars
S . i " " . "
Replication 2 5642.8 1113.2 2084.5 529 20.22 2843.4
‘5)L“’T CS"“‘" o - . % o *k
I'rrigation (1) 2 385.2 1284.6 605.2 44.8 53.32 3273.5
) sogS ” " " . " -
Biofertilizers(Q) 3 38.6 123.7 58.4 5.07 7.47 381.8
s 3095 %5yl . ” "
1*Q 6 5.64™ 254" 584" 0.44 0.69 334
oyl stz
Error 22 1.65 3.74 1.72 0.13 0.16 9.56
Table 3. Continued aold) .Y Jgus
axy®
G ol o g gyl alduw Job  amigslasi dAly; o> ey (39 .
& o Plant Spike Number of Volume Root 1o 2 ySlos
S.0.V df height length tiller root weight Grain yield
)l)ﬁ’ ek ek ek ek ek
Replication 2 63.23 0.524 0.404 ™ 998.05 13.58 2603710
Irrigation (1) 2 7.31m 7.07 0.016 " 42055 327.25 476403
w) ‘Sl&é,s ok ok ok ok Hk ok
Biofertilizers(Q) 3 502.3 1.33 2.98 5062.2 30.06 32901
g:"”"")e’S':'ts)L"i ok o sk *ok
1*Q 6 1.10 ™ 0.26 0.022 207.43 1.02 4694
byl slas
Error 22 2.10 0.075 0.147 51.13 0.25 1308

By S g i bl Jleimt mhans jo o me g o me f LTS 4 sk g % 1S
ns, * and ** are non-significant, significant at P<0.05 and P<0.01, respectively
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Table 4. Means comparison of the effect of irrigation levels and bio-fertilizers on some biochemical
traits, yield and yield components of Sahand barley cultivar

oo el st B3 (L lasTy Oe 9y odan
Catalase Polyphenol oxidase Peroxidase Protein Proline
--------------- (OD pg Protein min™") ------------—-—- (%) (ng/gF)
11+Q1 91.8 50.2°¢ 69.5° 7.011 7.05°¢
11+Q2 94.5% 61.9° 72.9° 8.6" 8.9°
11+Q3 93.2b¢ 59.3° 72.4° 8.3h 8.39°
11+Q4 99.92 66.9 2 78.22 9.9¢ 10.25¢
122Q1 86.3F 41.9°¢ 61.4f 11.7% 341¢
12Q2 89.07 ¢ 4634 66.8 4 12.3° 4.54°
12+Q3 88.6 ° 45.64 65.2° 12.1° 4.01 "
12¢Q4 90.5 ¢ 482 68.1 < 13.12 5.78 ¢
13*Q1 82.4h 37.5°F 57.20 10.2 5.93¢
13*Q2 83.08 ¢ 39.2¢f 59.1¢h 10.9 d 6.66 °d
13+Q3 83.7¢h 39.8 ¢f 59.7fe 10.6 < 6.12 ¢
13+Q4 85.04 fe 41.1° 60.3 ¢ 11.4% 6.85°¢
LSD 2.22 3.27 2.17 0.61 0.68
Table 4. Continued alol.f Jgus
) Low Jeloo w33 aliw Job Ay o> ad ) 39 als o ySlos
Soluble sugars  Spike length  VVolume root Root weight Grain yield
(mg/gfw) (cm) (cm®) (g/m?) (kg/ha)
11-Q1 83.4°¢ 6.68 ¢ 99.43h 31.671 2065t
11+Q2 949" 6.771 120.40 ¢ 33.20"h 2172 %
11Qs3 92.8° 6.76 ' 112¢ 32.45N 2161 ¢
11Qa 105.72 7.11 °fe 140t 35.60 ¢ 2223 ¢
12+Q1 57.5°F 7.86 b¢ 202.20¢ 41.58 ¢ 2465°
12+Q2 62.3 < 8.12° 237.80° 43.01° 2526°
12+Q3 60.6 8.02° 223.70 ¢ 42.56° 2513°
122Qa 64.7 © 9412 280.20 # 47.54* 26822
13+Q1 65.2° 7.17¢ 145.10° 36.60 2245 de
13<Q2 78.5 <d 7.43 cde 172.13¢ 38.03 ¢ 2305 <
13<Qs3 75.14 7.33 d 161.83 ¢ 37.58 ¢ 2280 cde
13<Q4 82.9°¢ 7.79 bed 195.90 ¢ 40.54 ¢ 2311°
LSD 5.23 0.465 12.109 0.853 61.25

oy 4 Qa, Q3, Q2, Qi ¢ poalis dl> oy 6)L3.3—| 5 o SlaaSs al> ey Lg)L:.,T (029) 6)L3.3—| pos ooy a3, i I,
2 w0 b s foisine sl BT 5 55 e By b sloiein AUl 5 i 55em 25l D350 9,25 ol

A a8 S ez e

I, I2 and I5 are no irrigation (rain fed), supplementary irrigation at boot stage and supplementary irrigation at
heading stage, respectively; Q1,Qz, Q3 and Q4 are without Biofertilizer, application of Mycorrhiza, Azotobacter,
Mycorrhiza + Azotobacter. Means with similar letters in each column are not significantly different at the 0.01

probability level.

STl slam T clad b3l S 4 (Sojslsm
9 030 o0 Sy g (S A HlalS Jest dgup 4 i
llhow x> 0 b aes Iy oSl ol lals as
Ol gousie sla i 5 .(Ma et al, 2011) asley o0
loaiss lp o) GlalS 19500 slag )8 was o0
WS oo Cdadlone S Lyl s y0 eadadgs S I JLss
¢ Xly .(Khalafallah and Abo-Ghalia, 2008)

Jeie SloaST T sl 5T cudlad lals 55 50

2 ST 8 L s slaasTy YU sla ]
Abdel Latef, ) wb oo iulj8l ol Cosgame Lyl &
S A 4 plalS e Jood rge sl (0l 5 2010
,UT Lzals 4 (Ahmad and Prasad, 2012) _lo.>e
Mandhania et al,) sgi oo cioluST slo iS5
oS 5,5 a5 Whes, S bl sliime (2006
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Table 5. Means comparison of biofertilizers effect on

Sahand barley cultivar plant height and number of
tillers

Treatments  Plant height (cm)  Number of tiller
Q1 54.154 1.30°¢
Q2 64.58° 2.07°
Qs 59.46 ¢ 1.74°
Qs 71.68? 2.6°
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Q1, Q2, Q3 and Q4 are no Biofertilizer, application of
Mycorrhiza, Azotobacter, Mycorrhiza and Azotobacter.
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