uﬁ} @J.c =5 GL&LA@@..:JJS
Environmental Stresses In Crop Sciences

22 Journal homepage:
University of Birjand https://escs.birjand.ac.ir Vol. 15, No. 4, pp. 1073-1089 (Winter 2023)

http://dx.doi.org/10.22077/escs.2021.4216.1992

Original article

Effect of seed priming and foliar application of growth regulators on
morphophysiological changes and safflower grain and oil yield
under drought stress

M. Heydarit, H.R. Tohidimoghaddam?*, F. Ghooshchiz, S.A.M. Modarres Sanavis, P.

Kasraeiz

1. PhD student in Plant Physiology, Department of Agriculture, Faculty of Agriculture, Islamic Azad University, Varamin,
Pishva Branch, Iran

2. Assistant Professor, Department of Agriculture, Faculty of Agriculture, Islamic Azad University of Varamin, Pishva Branch,
Iran

3. Professor, Department of Agriculture, Faculty of Agriculture, Tarbiat Modares University, Tehran, Iran

Received 22 March 2021; Accepted 30 May 2021

Extended abstract

Introduction

Safflower (Carthamus tinctorins L.) is an annual oil plant from the chicory family (Asteraceae) which,
due to its high oil (30-40%) high quality (having more than 90% of unsaturated acids, especially linoleic
acid and oleic acid), has played an important role in expanding the cultivated area of oil plants and
providing oil seeds. The global cultivated area of safflower in 2019 was about one million and 140
thousand hectares and the average global production of its seeds was about 590 thousand and 869 tons.
Water shortage stress, as one of the most important non-living stresses, has a destructive effect on most
stages of crop plant growth, such as germination, seedling establishment, the structure of organs and
their activity, and makes it difficult to achieve the desired result. Priming is one of the methods that after
placing the seeds in their bed and facing the ecological conditions of the environment, physiologically
and biochemically, they get ready for germination, and it can be used to reduce the negative effect of
dehydration stress in many from plants. There are several different methods for seed priming, including
osmopriming, hydropriming, matrix priming, hormonal priming, and biopriming. Plant hormones
(growth regulators) are useful agrochemical tools that help plants to consume nutrients more efficiently
and demonstrate their genetic and physiological potentials.

Materials and methods

In order to investigate the effect of priming and foliar spraying of growth regulators on the
morphophysiological changes and the yield of safflower oil seeds of the cultivar Pandeh under drought
stress, An experiment was carried out in the research farm of the Faculty of Agriculture of Tarbiat
Modares University as an autumn crop during the agricultural year of 2017-2018 in the form of one-
time divided plots based on the design of randomized complete blocks with three replications. The
experimental factors include three levels of irrigation (optimal irrigation (cessation of irrigation until
the discharge of 25% of usable water), medium water stress (cessation of irrigation until the discharge
of 45% of usable water), severe water stress (cessation of irrigation until the discharge of 65% of usable
water)) in the flowering stage until The end of the growth period in the main plots and five levels of seed
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priming and foliar application of plants (pure water, gibberellic acid, salicylic acid, ascorbic acid, humic
acid) along with a control treatment (without priming and foliar appication) as sub-plots were
considered.

Results and discussion

The results showed that with the reduction of irrigation to the level of severe water stress, the yield and
seed oil decreased by 41.31 and 43.46%, respectively, and significantly (P<0.01) compared to optimal
irrigation. Also, with the reduction of irrigation water to the level of medium water stress, the amount
of malondialdehyde increased by 15.92% and was significant compared to the optimal irrigation. With
priming and foliar application of growth regulators, height, total chlorophyll, yield, and seed oil
increased and malondialdehyde decreased significantly (P<0.01).

Conclusion

Based on the overall results, drought stress had a negative effect on the morphological characteristics
and yield and oil percentage of safflower seeds. With priming by pure water, although the physiological
traits and yield were improved, it was not significantly different from the control treatment. Foliar
application of growth regulators by increasing the amount of total chlorophyll and improving growth
had an important role in increasing yield. Due to the lack of water in the flowering and seeding stage of
safflower in most regions of Iran, foliar application by growth regulators such as humic acid, salicylic
acid and gibberellic acid can play an effective role in improving yield under medium water stress by
increasing biochemical traits such as proline.

Keywords: MDA, Oil yield, Plant height, Total chlorophyll
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Fig. 1. Comparison of simple means of foliar application of growth regulators on plant height
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on leaf area index
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Fig. 3. Comparison of means of interaction of irrigation levels in foliar application of growth

regulators on Total chlorophyll.
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