‘515_) (_‘51.:: =3 le:_.};.o@@..\iﬁ

Environmental Stresses in Crop Sciences

*.

P
.';/sté';

% 1801 5lg ( J9l o3led a3 3k >

http://dx.doi.org/10.22077/escs.2020.3603.1881

A ;.“ub 9 1! o

O35 A Jalone & i)y G901 ol 655 95 <5 3gls 39 S TS g
ST G bl o

rs'lsT S| f”‘_g..\m S0 “c}g_é‘;lﬂ wJ

Sl )3T S aad o8l ((53,0liS 0aSiiils o ely; HlalS (5550e 58 ¢ 5551555 ,5T axsgal ils
b, 3T Sae aaad olSisls 65,5lis saSlasly jLotils Y
A.C‘)A olKasls dul.: ;"919 oasasls ‘L_,’_..:L...uw) 05; )boL...J Y

VLTS

AJlho wlazine

Sl bl CotS' g oS (gLl Comod! Judo 4 a5 Cowl e 10 (29,10 (LS (32 ¥ k0 1 (SS9 Shgmiy w0
4 duxio W s 9o 9 Wygo jO A Cawl (T j el GBS 93> (SUS DS el oul aS Ll
OLLS 4990l e )lus 595 50l (oS Cadlad (il 381 L (Funs 3 sl plgic s (39S D9 20 LS
W ol 5y 2 TS 5 3 053 SN 1 ol 5] o sl (ks 5 m 5 S pler 2T eyl 50
b A1 0 Ju 5551 59008 ol —3lmal 9T (ko el ol WAL 55 (gl i po Sy 35l 5
o) e a5 355 (AL Jalone Jalis (oo 99390 (5l Jals o plonil 1,55 s 55 HSLaS JolS Sl
¢ (Origanum vulgare s Origanum majorana) s o swaisS 095 Jole ((yid y o5 o Bev 9 YO
B aihd a5 b slond 9 08 i Jlasl gyloj idg (i pus 9 e Gid) (AT ol pguw Jolo
Cagby Slgize lo @igy Suins 00l oy bl g TS i 45 o1 Lk bt o9 JolS pulS 5
STy 595000 (Slgie &5 (o5 ol adgii eyl 9 JS Juda S D Judg ls @ Judg S lgiomo oSy (oo
o Ll 30 oyl 395 ol Jodomo 018 i3 1) bl 053L 9 cpdg (MDA) w5l gs oalle «(H202)
93 05 1 o Caigby lgiznn aigiiayl5 (S Judg S @ Judg S o )l L S (59 8] sl (oS
Codglio (puwaigo 4 4z gi b« Sms ) Hgimand! plgieas olaiS 51 ooliwl a5 sls (LS gulis .ol (guiliwl 0330 9

a0 IS gyl oL Sy liear (e e oS 53 1y (TS G e 11 Wilgin

el loojl

3909 b sl yiolyly
LIS -

RUT

Oi9) o &S

1edly o F b
1YA4/+0/7Y

TN
1Ya4/+2/Y)
2)“‘ é.t)b

19+ ke
VO (): YAL-YAY

doddo

oolS cel el oS al; oy90 Jsb o (S S
S Ol 45,0 e oo LESL 5 by ol ©f Jonsly
Lo Jobes 0y (2ol LS oo Ty S lazdly g Lo Joles
o My 2 58 S phe (a3 Ls (LS slacdl
ol 5 Sy bwsgi (BL)3 59 (i aitye aiS
G B 5 Jedg )5 sw o 8Lys ,8 el bl oo
Bedise JiSe b Fwgid anlyd dzlye g edbiBte
G loaiyy) Hab at b (Sis i byld o e
Lol oo 2ols 55 CO2 i ABA jiw ialidl s

Origanum ) Oregano .Sl o6 L hexjye
Sy 0dlgls 4 latie iz Yoo sg0 3l S (Vulgare
55 el o olans gla ile @l o 85l sl sl
Oyl ;3 &5 (2LS L8 7 Sl o 5l ) s
(Kintzios, 2002) ol oals g wad oo oolatul
3 Shas oasiSgame arme 5 i s (K5 G5
- Wle oLS ge3 g 0, (Wang et al., 2001) cwl oL5
Sa55098 550 sl el yly 5l (55l 05 g0 J5S T alass
3355 o0 )18 Ol 058 Ll cow lalS SG5elsd

hmohammadi@azaruniv.ac.ir : g 5SI Cony .(sdemme dpo 195xmls 005,155 *



VENY Sl N0 Al ey pole jo e sl s

VAF

gl )3 e sopls 5 seboe gliul oS
2r 50 e ol S le (65)0liS g (S (o)l
gyl 2y (olS ladsle bawg s slooas
05903 Jos oyl ol laicds a5 Cuwl (ROS) Jled 55T
Spbse oS by b lSgile S el
.(Breusegem et al., 2001; Kowalski et al., 2006)
e Sgae Bk 5l OligS 45 was e i Slalllas
S Pl cdld ioli8l o ol SlawnST ol sl
Joe Jlad (50T glgil goaisS gl lsieas Cilans|
.(Harish Prashanth et al., 2007) o5 o

oS Ll 3G bl el oo 5l Bas ol by
Sols oLS 4sS 90 )0 2leS i & Je Ol
slagasls g ol p oljgS oaisS sl (w2 5 o) 0
@S G5 Ll o emiye oyl oS Sujsls b
O

gy 9 0lge
sl S5k gk B o et Ojgen pil ek
S A ol Al o 1SS aw b SBolas LS
rtSyse SysSE s alosl VYAA L ,s oyl
s Sypon Ol Giline Shl e Jols
Naeemi et al., ) (xJ p» o5 le Q00 5 YO o0)
(5 o 5 2lpS ) gl 90 59 (K25 (5 (2019
Origanum vulgar, . s> ,» 235,08 oLS 4isS g0 (53,
3 ey slbe,d s Origanum majorana
(Pran QoS o dntd & 50 5 SRz Dlidod (ol
S FSN AR PWESST [N WHEL SO P
QLS (s 5l dad 28 olis pogats CuiS sla
Slplals oo a4 ( I 0 5 F al> o U Jlais g0 0y @
SE alerd 9 (So5ed Sloogas il Jlil Sl
Ay 0,98 Jab el 0 03,91 V' Jgax 0 axlllass g0
595 VWAA ol ,31gl 5 VYAV oloatinsl Lansls) 51 Jgame
b oS Shdskme 5 SleS 25 e Jlesl ole
slay e A » Gl Djgen Ay a
Otalojl ol 53 09l a0l 51 5 i as g o
ohgy 3l aplal 5l Sy e S Cugb; g Sejlail sl
0355 LIS oolod ol 45 (o 3 ppay e ooliil s
Solel @ dlo ol b al> e U lalS 5 oud
S Sley) 2l5 gl o B (aalS 5l LS 5l g wias

Olsieas (relsy armelopul cblé ozl o fuily Shals
o Ll 5o el sleonsS el (n et 5 S
Lyl.s o (Hong et al., 2000) b o il Ses
15 5 4l gals sanSTal o JsSge culled St i
b Gl eanS s e slasSge colld bl
D551 SloisS el a5 Ll 2 1l 323
ROS aJgs oy o3l pae il oo G855 ROS) Jled
Sobw slo,tsle o JUsl 4 s @‘\Mléﬂ FACR
ooeiisy 4 il gaad Sdabe St
sy Ol yeesd ol 9550 DNA g bl jomgy S ooy
b e o Sydige Slplie JUS1 5 sriugts el
33,5 50 Gl 9 kas 5 3995 G 895k 5 I, SRS
oz 2S5 sl Jsle .(Debnath et al.,2011)
WS GieST SlaaisS plp o cladlre 6l Sl s
(ROS) Jlad (35051 oS G005 w9l slapinn
Wi el g GloSl T Glagiann Jols oS
Mittler, 2002) oS o oolazu!

S 5 ke Gy 5l Ugane gl lalS oS
abhulgay SloS 5 cpl cdale 5 058 o0 (s 050 Slge
355sn et 2l & g SRl Je e Julse
ol olllas (Selmar and Kleinwachter, 2013)
0550 dlge 0,8las ;o Dliadd 4y e (S AL w0
wlidss (Corell etal., 2012) 548 oo (Sgylo SlaS 5 g
(T. vulgaris and T. daenensis) ;yisgl 655 95 s9,
Alavi-Samani et al.,) ol )Kea g ols 5le lawg
Gl 4 e malle S 25 a5 ol oles 015
Ol 0guaS aziiye s llpd 0gd oo (uilul o Slos
Jub SlaS 5 5l ol s o Gl cely bae o
L oablie jshiedy GlalS lawgs lagnl a5 595 o (S
ols (Khan et al., 2011) 545 0 ol ol 0guaS
o 05 3 i W S5 bl 3 eniss
Herms and ) sas plas] 49l pudspbo 4 |, abl
cel Wlg oo Sis i izen (Mattsou, 1992
4 e g oud glanST A ply glagl A olxl
I Pr Mg S ogd regd e o tals
4 45|936A oS =B il Olsieds 44l slacdslio
(Jafar et al. 2012) S <SS a0

Wiy S e 5 SonS Tl cols b glosle o35S



VAV eS8 buld co l35nS Bh sl & Sisriire S5 kS 45T 90 Sufslsn e Sl iSTy (o 050 5 g ST

A oolatwl (TDR) mwiogh ) oKiws 5l S ueb,

SB ugb) slgome i (i 9 laplals )0 (rizen

W ET-ESR WY VAR

By b oleS i (Wad al> o (ol 8,19 adigy oo jo O
RVESRYAR d.JLo.sJ.o.s SB sugb, slgze a5 Slo b (5, Lol
Con GrSeilal sl wd Jlesl vy gusb, aldss

callland jg0 S (oloads 9 (S 5ud Slpogas ) Jgur

Table 1. Physical and chemical characteristics of the studied soil.
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Tablel. Analysis of variance physiological traits of two Oregano species under water deficit stress

a4 oolo wwo yo oo . .
> e Saby ‘ b eSS Juds,ls
i @l g0l31 e S 3 (s a 39,5 Chlorophyll Total
S.0.vV df dry matter RWC Chlorophyll a b chlorophyll
Sok 2 0.02 ™ 29.06"™ 0.00032" 0.0013" 0.0012"
Block
oligss 287" 179.67° 0.00594" 0.0031° 0.0142"
Chitosan application (C)
H3b) w5 1 14.24 ™ 761.79** 0.00516™ 0.0076™ 0.0251*
Water regimes (W)
Lb‘s,f koK Kk ok
1 0.78 6.250 0.00027" 0.0207 0.0163
Species (S)
Heby i X oS 0.96 ** 66.64" 0.00022" 0.0015™ 0.0009"
CxW
1€ X o ltan
loaigs X olgs 0.11 7 1.23 0.00001" 0.0121"* 0.0122"*
CxS
P x o &
loaigs X gk w3 1 0.57 " 0.811 0.00033" 0.0019* 0.0006"
W xS
CxWxS$ 2 0.67 " 20.04v 0.00007" 0.0168"* 0.0187"*
loslobal ) 0.07 14.09 0.00020 0.0004 0.0004
Error
CV% Ol o g 11.62 471 11.57 17.46 9.50
Table 1. Continued afol) Jgus

JOUE S TV S R ES TR VIS PR N VWK (PR TTX ) sailles plle ey ilelesjl

S.0.V df Carotenoid H20: MDA Proline  Essential oil
Sob ) 0.0004" 0.0015 0.085" 536" 0.0008"
Block
Oligies ) 0.0032™ 0.0018"™ 4.745™ 89.32* 0.106"
Chitosan application (C)
Rk m3) 1 0.0001™ 0.3522" 24.169™ 63348  0.726"
Water regimes (W)
aaigs 1 0.0045™ 0.2393* 0.1120 36.93" 0.859™
Species (S)
9Py w3 X Gligis 2 0.0004" 0.0161"" 4.591 16.89™ 0.064"™
CxW
Laigs X ol jgsas 2 0.0023° 0.00017 0.257" 1730 0.084"
CxS
aigs X ugb) m3) 1 0.0007 0.0800" 0.609° 55.03" 0.234™
W xS
CxWx S 2 0.0013™ 0.0037" 0.051" 6.03™ 0.126™
b3l obal 2 0.0004 0.0013 0.091 1.92 0.005**
Error
CV% Oyt o pd 14.26 18.97 16.44 13.63 15.81

BRPPEETREILESPRTS (RPN VPR WSR A I SR N PR TR

* %% significantly different at the 5 and 1% probability level, respectively, ns: non-significant
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Table 2. Mean comparison of water regimes, species and chitosan spray interaction

O39S b (obh Jelomo g 4595 Sugby w3y Jilike OIS (nSilo s lio Y Jgur

w5 ol ko
b Oliges Sis oolo oo S5 de ks oslwl ool
Water baigs Chitosan Total dry b Judg,ls Total Essential oil
regimes Species concentration matter Chlorophyll b chlorophyll yield
mg/lit g mg gr' FW w/w%
0 2.576°£0.194  0.009°+0.005  0.121 %+ 0.006  0.309%+0.025
O.vulgare
250 32972+ 0237  0.0849+£0.012  0.221%+0.012 0.319%+0.015
O P 500 3.651°40.155  0.0879£0.007 0254 ®+0.006  0.911°+0.090
Well- 0 1.612°£0.024 0.125®+0.018 0.230°+0.015  0.349°+0.015
watered ) 4 iorana 250 2770°+£0.046  0.1562+0.004  0.2852+0.002  0.427°+0.037
500 3.5012£0.206  0.0864+0.009 0.233°+0.014  0.209%+0.008
] O.vulgare 0 1.376°+0.165 0.006¢£0.002  0.092+0.004  1.111°+0.065
SIS s 250 1.298°+0.029 0.122%c+0.023 0.240°+0.012  0.348°+0.028
Water 500 2320°+0.181  0.008°+£0.002  0.1309+0.009  0.396°+0.024
deficit 0 1.600 ¢+ 0.089 0.104°d+£0.010 0.189¢£0.007  0.161°£0.011
stress  O.majorana 250 1.664°+0.168  0.010°+0.004  0.127%+0.013  0.446°£0.044
500 1.601°+0.030  0.122%°+0.028  0.249°+0.023  0.360°£0.015
[ 0 mg/lit Chitosan 250 mg/lit Chitosan B 500 mg/lit Chitosan
100
‘_i 90 ab
32 80
2
5 I 6
s ij 50
2
EY
3/ 10 ++’+:+
0 s +.

Well-Watered ((icd oy

Water Deficit Stress (o7 o5 (i

Water regimes

by )

S o Cagby Glgimo g (39S (S Jokre 9 (Sugby w3y 1) JSB
Fig.1. Effect of water regimes and chitosan application on relative water content
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Sltas ols las ools il jlg 4325 51 Jol> slaasl
Sy 2 Sl 6 sy w5 Ol el
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Fig. 2. Effect of chitosan application (A) and water regimes (B) on chlorophyll a contents, and Effect of chitosan

application and Oregano species on carotenoid contents (C)
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