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Stress T(°C) Cultivar carbohydrates Catalase dismutase Peroxidase  peroxidase
(mgg' FW) e U mg-' protein-----------m-------—-
S. officinarum a b b ab od
. 0°C (CP69-1062) 84.11 157.14 14.71 15.09 91.84
e S. spontaneum 26.09 ¢ 89.29 ¢ 15.50 ¢ 1547°  119.90°
Cold stress S. officinarum d b e b a
4°C (CP69-1062) 25.00 160.71 13.30 14.87 150.00
S. spontaneum 61.94° 160.71° 14.07 ¢ 15.48* 128.57 %
b S. officinarum 3¢ gyed 17857 11887  14.32¢  118.20%

(CP69-1062)
S. spontaneum 50.45 be 242.86 # 13.924 14.81° 89.29 4

e 0 LSD (yg05] (ol 51 coiian Syt By S slls JBlas a5 gt o slaosls .ol oo (SE £Mean) 1,5 aw . Sile sas ;o

W56l g Dglas el ws o iy Jleis
Each number is the average of three repetitions (SE + Mean). The data in each column, which have at least one common letter,
are not significantly different at the 5% probability level based on the LSD test.

Control 25°C
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wSllgonelle 5 e uSIl s polie o &S
Cils 3gzg (=4 IFFE) o )ls me g Cote  Siuan

(Y Jga2)

] 50 G allo im0 (540 I s i
a3 sl 53 oslle s s 3y 5 Lo Blite i
)15 08 50 S50 () Jgo2) 09 I3 Sre o
S. spontaneum Jozios 455 3 CP69-1062  ul.>
aolls 4 Cans S MDA i iol58) el bojuo 25
CP69-1002 ulux (5,lo5 o8, 5o ali8l ol olime .o
OS5 6 )50k mli b mls cul (¥ JS5) o9 i
S Omizmad g ol Ken g o5 il ciyllas bgw ol (o
9 Vorf sladle jo cuiy @ 095 Sldlae jo 55 U
30 Loy i Cod MDA 50 457 &50,5 5,155 VeV
bgi b 5 28 92 Jorxie g ulas 03 90 O
Ol 85 GlaigSay b Jol> ol g b el
aols 4 Cawd Joxie 5 el o8, 90 2 ,0 MDA
350 siies ol 03, 55 Gl el e w23 il
Guo et al., 2006; Yadeghari et al., 2008; ) <ol
Kim and Tai, 2011; Valizadeh-Kamran et al.,
Ol )8 il az 0 -F @ i 5l Lo el L2018
obzen o1 Jlade Jg <l zals 08; 90 2 ,0 MDA
¥ sles jo malS pl Gl 0g pion cald 4 Cons
G55 5l i eles )5 o8, o ol S le ax o
Od Jise cde 4y sl S cpl sl 009y Joie
b ol 03, Jslossys (55 5| o2l oS slaclld
all oolidl Blast Loy (35 il 30 Jeotie 4595 o gldo
O 456 9bas (Pearce, 2001; Rihan et al., 2017)
5 POD SOD laSl 5T sloe 5l cullad ol ss
@) b osslin cute Kiwwss MDA i 3 APX
(¥ Jsaz) =+ NYF § 7=+ /0FA* I /ST % 55
SRS MF L G e o oS oS
sl o581 o elodl i O 2 laal (ygnlanns]

Sl 60 oelle Galnl 95 e wdgi wiall o0 (glle

G5 50 w2 g el 5 8 08, 0 w2 EL e
o glos a4 i ol 5 il az 0 -F gles o Jee
plos Lod cal 53 15 «V Jgo2) 990 y2eS 3,5 (Hlo a0
By Joho G & Cde 4 Yoo (Sglie slac b
ol ,o (Pearce, 2001; Rihan et al., 2017) el oo
b oy il cuis (e Shai) 5 St o)) (o)
J5i2) 2l so s Sy oo 53 (5 o shne S3leS S5,
o Cow laaag pSUl cois ol e a8 semuay ()
a5 5l i CP69-1002 ulus (5w o8, ;0 Loy
2l b mls () (Y Jgoz) o4 S. spontaneum Jozco
5 SISL 4 (Concellon et al., 2007) ) ,Son g ¢ysluils
sl cuils calle (Takac et al., 2004) Ko
SRLS 8 ey il et Gl oyt 5 il
odS b &S Cewl (s 3 (S35E0 9 Loy A5 S0
Liu et al, 2013;) owibo adlas o @b
oh%en 5 ,25ly (Valizadeh-Kamran et al., 2018
DN 58 ¢ slanlllas o (Wongsheree et al., 2008)
Jobos 5l by pSUl et o s a5 (Jsbo slas 5o
OLen 5 )51 iz 00,5 (3155 Lo s 5 Cos
aS wis S o)158 aeey b (Azzarello et al., 2009)
Rl g slid o B A padSn Sy erge Lo A
OWSes 5 (J el oads (g slaJles yo g xSl i
3 sz dile U 1595 oL o 5o (Li et al, 2018)
P Loy A5 S a5 o) S (nl 4 glaslle
aald 4 Cons oy S ctd Jooie 5 ubes 08 99
s s ol 3, 5 Gl al 5 8l il
=8l 055 o0 )8 Loy 15 Coi ol S a5 il IS sboa
5 oad Jise Jslo slid ool wnys canl o gl
S e i o1l ) @ sk 9,0 lacds 2SI
o Olie WAL Sl 55 A Cuns olS ojlail e
aaly> i 55 ol iU el Ol a5 e o5
oial38l g ,Le 4 (Hausladen and Alscher, 1993) s,
oS & s Olus EL1 asls gao 0 0 5l i

Takac, ) 05 oLS o a0 yoin Sl Sae 9 00,5 34
2004; Concellon et al., 2007; Heidarvand et al.,
2011; Liu et al., 2013; Karami-Moalem et al.,
2018; Kazemi-Shahandashti and Maali-Amiri,

i a3 .(2018; Valizadeh-Kamran et al., 2018

s MDA e (ol a4 Gl oo 1) Lo p (25 Cod S
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Jozs slamrle 5l (S i balps o o ali8l &S
G5 £585 5l o5 (5 aml G5 o1 T el el oL
Sl bam T b 2iSen e b g 00,8 ST, olS o Loy
4 by glacdled g bty LSle La> g g)lal
ST Jad ladisS (10 o 5T L g 09d o0 o]
gte Jsbo 0Slac 5 ol o sl sl ol
Orzed Galgpn S ge bads 1) ol (gigd collad
Ap o cldly IS Gasss lalie bi> el
Joshi ) 558 o (5,55 slaca! 51 b 5T sla IS0,
@ ol e dep o i oy 3 Jeize 3l .(et al., 2007

slae jo I pgwgd olerndod cdled il
3,5 o)lal o paamlannSly ralS 5 aSeSLS
(Theocharis et al., 2012)

Solro slauiE S (30 5050511 gy 5
Oliee 2 08y 5 Lo blie j31aS ols ylis aalllas oyl gl
35 Y g do )0 K mhaw 0 Sy Jele slaaid S
CP69-062 lus (5,5 o3, ,0 a5 laisSa «(\ Jgoz)
a0 ao gl o wele YT 51 o byw i S
Gologme jebay wals 4 cos W8 Gl ol 5 5l
az 51 ol,8 cil az 0 -F glos jo Jg .05 lay (i3l
sals b Jolas gkl Ll Jg amdl zals o] lade
08, 50 Jolwe loaid mezs ilidl (7 .V JS0) cuslas
G pd, cnl a5 aw oo Sl i il 5 Lalyl o
PUWIR L I ST WL IR JC g WSSO WP PR DR VW
G axg b Jg conl alils 1) a8 mess (ili8l b Jess
Gl ailas 2alS EL g MDA e oyl o] 50 oSS!
g8 10 el 005w Joow W 6l (6550 penilSe o
oo ;o boyw i L)l o S, spontaneum Jozcio
Bl rals aalls 4 Cond 03 ol ol T 8l 4z 0 yao
@ S ] lade ax 51015 il ax 0 -F sles 1o g
KWIRY U]bks’ﬁl'm L;)La] .]al?d)‘ k515 Sl o..\.w).A.MMa..\.mLm
Vol Jomito a3gF 50 Joloe aid 2alS (z ¥ JS5)
ol 6;,......»9..3 Lgl.(b),....wc ).al.w 4SSl 009y L.A.LCL)J‘A.I
o Fwge Bro 1) oyl daasd &5 glay wilos S
POWOL L JRCEL U RVONC 3 UV KVOW. 1 N H{ P~ POw
ad ol 5l ax 0 -F gl jo oS Jbd I, elis

Slacuw] Sad 35 pasie cqx Sl S Glyea
09550 8 4 o) @ gslaus]

oHan Ol oIl g v
08y 5 Loy Jliie Sl aS 00 cnl 5 JI0 (o) cnl a2
Oliee Loy (25 51 (g 0095 Jlosine rdgn (e 2
Ssysbar () Jgo2) o9 ylo g s 0 iy whaes o ]
Olyee Gialdl cely aele YF gloj 0,90 ;0 Loy s
Jorxie 4isS 5 CPO9-1062 ulu (5,125 68, )3 ols
ol oy oedle b wels 4 cws S, spontaneum
oot oy 4 Jooti g (g p oo o (e (Khnon
3% Oddon Ol Lopw 150 0lbls S92rg Jooie 5557 )
2,0 ¥ g ho glabes jo Joie 5 ulas o3 90 o
SF les o s il bl wels 4 s o5 sl
sl dlad (ol 8gie 5 oy gy Cde 4y 01,8 il ax o
«((Pearce, 2001; Rihan et al., 2017) Jslu SJglio
aile ol ol 5 il 4z 50 Jae lod 4y Cand pdg  l5ee
S yude ol 4 S lizes (g 050 e
5 Joote g5 30 Oy e Gl Gl e (Y Jgo2)
Sierar POD 5 APX SOD (slaps 5T colled i
il (i Azl oS 0l ssmlive (515 i 5 Sudo
(¥ J9az) 05 o0 9l 1y Jshoo o 20lS 30 0y
e b s n Ol SB351 5 S 8] oy 2 0o
OV Jooz) aisls a0 SO mhaw jo (gl s Sglas
0 Loy A5 Zo )5S0 oS 5 Gl (e oS g9y
oobes 5l o8, 5l s S, spontaneum  Joxie 4565
5 5t,8 6o mli b mls (! (V Jguz) o5 CP69-1062
Kim ) b 5 o5 5 (de Freitas et al., 2019) | ,Sen
Brar et) | )Sen g, @ oLS ;o (and Tai, 2011
(Rasheed et al., 2010) ,San 5 o, 4 (al., 2018
o3 o (Liu et al,, 2013) Ko 5 g Sis oL )0
Dorffling et al., ) ;|)Kee ¢ Kiddjso juw 90 o>
oK 4 |9J9:.w5J Wlinw; paS oS o (2009
Naderi) ., 4 5,00 9 (Apostolova et al., 2008)
Joshiet) ;) Ken g b9 5 paS oLS o (etal., 2020
s Cels Syl jewdioes LS s (al., 2007
5 glasdlhae b 55 (Hasibi et al., 2010) l,SKen 4
ol 3825 L (polie @S @ olS 59, 2 VYA JLo
YRS UFRTIV B IRV SRR Y 4
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9 ,lp @0y LS ;o (de Freitas et al., 2019) )/, Ko
o Ke g J S olS ;o (Braretal., 2018) | 5o
Sl o0 g o ile b 15293 oLS L5 (Lietal., 2018)
il pasS oLS s (Dorffling et al., 2009) Ko o

Lals casllas

Jore &55 )0 w0 9 el )l 15, )0 oo Joloee
5 Lo ol o 1y cwl atilas vals b (g lo pixe Dgles
5 onbuiByie Joho (oliordion 5 (Siglnsed localld
Jooi Sl lapuilie 0,5 Jlb lp (oo olS
Pearce, 2001; ) el ailas 1, Jolowo slaaid alawlgas
5 5kuyd o s b mls ol (Rihan et al., 2017

oals ) yioS dasl w50 andlland ygo Olho (o (Soiwmod Y Jgu

Table 2. Correlation between studied traits in controlled conditions

= 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1
Traits
1 a Judg ks 1
Chl a(1)
2 Chl b(2) P 0ss !
’ card) HEE 079 0261
! broct) SR 240 -86" 167 1
° U IO EARE LA
¢ EL(F)""‘J”“S’ 'SE 7007 325 6507 -580° 6447 1
! W"S"C’:;;’J"“ €N 328 040 205 -101 263 236
’ CAT®) M 102 273 -058 -186 -63" -228 218 1
’ S(")l;)"(‘;;“"“"’*’“ 316 -84 186 605" 630 049 202 -44 1
1 POD(I0) Pea 4 82" 056 684" 548° -159 188 -43 770" 1
t Alj';(l“‘;')"”"“”‘“T 012 -012 144 235 124 -078 -519° -30 -219 031 1

Aadl oo w10 S g iy zokaw 50 o dire Sglas odims LaS o B Ay s g % (Dl
The * and ** symbols significant different at the 5% and 1% probability level, respectively.

O3op o 5L kais (g le 4 (Ball et al, 2002)
- ol sbalié ol 5 ols Ll esl LROS
<l slasse 53,5 Salr b asd (ol odle igd
3 Foko slalae Lid> )0 (i, slaisy JSias s
Byls - S Loy 55l GO0 gl el
Omized Jsle sloaid (Theocharis et al., 2012)
o5 b oS SlgSar Wl el melal )0 coge B
Syl Jomily ol sgime 2ol g Jobo 0950 lag)]
0k Jobe 0950 e Slezsl alall 4 ys g 00l 5 i
Kerepesi ) wb o (iulydl oy a5 Joss l5ue g aid, 5
ol slezsl gleo zals L laasd oplsls «(et al., 2004

el S5 glptedr plyiee 1) 0B slyime Gl

o8 S 5k 5o b 4 oo S emlio (Sufsls 5
Lo 22 oo slocisiy 215 slr olere Slsieas o
oeb sbles o (Yuanyuan et al., 2010) o,5 eolazu!
Sy OlS 5 plo ) Cos O] Jaupg) S e ilie
Ol Loy (25 228 Sl 13,65 1 (6 oy Sopmsli S
=B pile SG Glgieds oS )3 oo slaaid g
e ol il oo ali8l aeluel Loyl b yadiaslee Cpe
s el me (LS )0 Lojw & Jood LI o cale
wile (Sglnsed Gl aSly b peiiins jobay laws
ad bLI)| )3 bS5 (5 3mgid Slge JUl s
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ol e Gl o s ROS) iensT Jleb (sl
5 SelSgslaacal dapniyn o pS Zel b oSlse
Sl mals ey s 1 wisd o Jsko clalié
SaenSI il sloml colled dosSse ol (o
Luo et ) azso_so Lil3il |, SOD 5 APX POD alex )

(l., 2012

ST s ot il Cedled lino 5] gl

lsouno
2 by g b Jlite S1aS o0 cnl p s addllas ol gls
3gr o gime dopd Sl ;0 SOD (o5l cdlad l5e
col el YF b Lo 25 o5 glisSa () Jsa)
CP69- jolu (5 x5 03, ;0 SOD @ 51 cdlad il
ol aals 4 Caws S, spontaneum oo 4555 4 1062
Sl pobar Joocte w5 55 (Rl Gl Gl I
B oo lis Wilgi e (pl a5 09y e o8, 51 iy
Qb i buld 0 boyw 4 e ol ;0 SOD o531
95,8 ,0 SOD (o5l cdled of 5 il a0 -F sles jo
o ey ok i e 4 i 25 o)
o 31 725 0 oot 5 (Sl slaclla
Sbaes ol e aSSIJl ol ongy ol S il az ) a0
Sl bl bl ol (6 o JSK5) canl iy aals )
Chang-Quan and Rui-Chang, ) Sl> 4, 5 olsS
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