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Fig. 1. Trend variations of survival percentage of mint speciesin 100 (a), 80 (b), 60 (c) and 40 (d) of field capacity
during growing season. (first harvest of wildmint, spearmint and pepper mint werein 47, 60 and 82 days after starting
of water deficit stress and second harvest were in 110, 137 and 180 days after starting of water deficit stress,

respectively).
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Fig. 2. Trend variations of number of total branch of
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field capacity during growing season. (first harvest of
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and 82 days after starting of water deficit stress and
second harvest were in 110, 137 and 180 days after
starting of water deficit stress, respectively).
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Fig. 3. Trend variations of total length of branch of
mint speciesin 100 (a), 80 (b) and 60 (c) percent of field
capacity during growing season. (first harvest of
wildmint, spear mint and pepper mint werein 47, 60 and
82 days after starting of water deficit stress and second
harvest werein 110, 137 and 180 days after starting of
water deficit stress, respectively).
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Fig. 4. Trend variations of number of total leaf of
mint species in 100 (a), 80 (b) and 60 (c) percent of
field capacity during growing season. (first harvest of
wildmint, spearmint and peppermint were in 47, 60
and 82 days after starting of water deficit stress and
second harvest were in 110, 137 and 180 days after
starting of water deficit stress, respectively).
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Fig 5. Trend variations of number of total stolon of
mint species in 100 (a), 80 (b) and 60 (c) percent of
field capacity during growing season. (first harvest of
wildmint, spearmint and peppermint were in 47, 60
and 82 days after starting of water deficit stress and
second harvest were in 110, 137 and 180 days after
starting of water deficit stress, respectively).
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Fig. 6. Trend variations of total length of stolon of
mint species in 100 (a), 80 (b) and 60 (c) percent of
field capacity during growing season. (first harvest of
wildmint, spearmint and peppermint were in 47, 60
and 82 days after starting of water deficit stress and
second harvest were in 110, 137 and 180 days after
starting of water deficit stress, respectively).
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Fig.7. Trend variations of SPAD of mint speciesin 100 (a), 80 (b), 60 (c) and 40 (d) of field capacity during growing
season. (first harvest of wildmint, spear mint and peppermint werein 47, 60 and 82 days after starting of water deficit
stress and second harvest werein 110, 137 and 180 days after starting of water deficit stress, respectively).
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Table 3. Analysis of variance of leaf, stem and total dry weight of mint speciesunder water deficit stressin controlled

conditions.
Dry weight SS (39
&ol5T az 40 Sy a5l Js
S0V 3 o df L eaf Stem Total
Species &gF 10594470.2" 873649.2"" 9784924.5™
Soil moisture S Cugb, 3 36166888.4™ 10619290.0™ 94468450.7"
Species x soil moisture (515 cygb aigS 3154759.2" 1110930.5" 6583740.0"
Error s 48 123148.3 479457 2319303
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Table 4. Mean comparison of mint species's effect, soil moisture regimesand intraction of species x soil moisture on
total dry weight under water deficit stressin controlled conditions.

Dry weight (mg) (p )5 o) SiS (339
Sy aslw Js
Species 4y L eaf Stem Total
Mentha longifolia L. Ay 1225.8 918.2 2144/0
Mentha spicata L. (g 3118.8 1058.3 4177.1
Mentha x piperita Shals gl 1270.5 1139.5 2410.0
LSDyo.05) 2231 139.2 306.2
(=) cadyb) S gk, w5)
Soil moistureregime
100% 4181.0 2216.8 6397.8
80% 2493.9 1552.0 3645.9
60% 811.8 512.5 13243
40% 0.0 0.0 0.0
LSD.05 257.6 160.8 353.6
A5 (£h) cadyb) S Jugby )
Species Soil moistureregime
aigy 100% 3434.9 2544.1 5979.0
Mentha Longifolia L . 80% 1329.6 1028.1 2357.7
60% 138.5 98.0 236.5
40% 0.0 0.0 0.0
Oy 100% 6002.1 21174 8119.5
Mentha spicata L. 80% 4411.4 1287.6 5699.0
60% 2062.0 827.9 2889.9
40% 0.0 0.0 0.0
hals glx 100% 3106.1 2386.1 5492.2
Mentha x piperita 80% 1740.8 1562.5 3303.3
60% 235.0 611.4 846.4
40% 0.0 0.0 0.0
LSDy.0s) 446.2 278.4 612.4
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