s el
bﬂ:’.félaguﬂld"ﬁJ
B e iagg 4l
VAR (Jgl 8 lowd cpids g Comns Al
Yev-YYY
http://jopp.gau.ac.ir
DOI: 10.22069/jopp.2020.16138.2459

(90 S 3 om0 68 Sl 15388 9 oK S0 i
(Narcissus tazzeta cv. ‘Shahla’) Mg& 5 9 J5 40

Tl e a8 9 ' Sl pmsasans flas uea’ pales pols e
(O el ediom e o s oK1 ((355LES 0 a5 ¢ GLSL oo 05,8 Al 2 )8 (g gmils’
Ol i oy i oS3 (55 5LES 0S5 ¢ SLEL pske 058 st
Ol clior o izr o o813 (53,58 oSy ¢ JLel p ke 03,8 St
YA /08 5y sl ATAV/Y /T 3l s

S
oslizal IS 5 lamil oy pasls S Olyea OF 51 a5 cd i 5 5l35 g (AL Slgd W55 s 5 4bla
Ol 555 b 5l ol Ol 53 23S 5 5 (s3laBl pge SV pammen 51 SO Med oS5 IS Sl w ar 5 L ssd oo
S 4 olS oo Olgn 51 AT el (63,5L28 55 A5 s (s O 5 S 5 O (550 5 JLSes
5 i sl ol i adlas Gaa b ragsy ool ol ($55,0 ol Jgame g 5 slua 5550 5 S5
el WS 5 S el s e lao s CBIE 5 plend s (Rl Slas st Sl 2 oS

5 sl e s plil 1SS b ialal SLS 2 b B s LsSU S pee IS 2ass cnl ey, g 3l
LIS 51 U bl OF o 5 e Jele 5 oy Sad b dopn T 500 Ve (Uald) A0 mhae Sl s S
Aol Jsb 4ol £ pd (550 5 (Koo lasled dlesl L5 J¥ e e Ve 5 8 Te(Uall) ho mhaw Sler 55 i
LS p e 5 A5 58 (S Jbs IS (IS b (S slaws Jold s 2550 Slis LS (6 S350 Dlis s

g g 5 S el 5 ke ol palie 5 S 5lnS] L JSLS 5 VB Glag 5T S

SRS o LAl s 55 s e JS alta s W0l Bl 15 (655 s S sla i ol 0LE s ekl
bolian (ol oo b dops T (St 25 el lasles Sl e IS k8 0n 508 5 St KAs S
Sy A 5 Sl ame S S Gl (Sas s oo glagis Blie 3 el s Ve e T (5550
4 Sl 5 L5 IS oy VY ials Eel ol b b dopa T Lol es e IS Ve e el S b
RANAE 53 Cdo Gl aSgsba (lids S A 5558 Glame JralS can S 5 (gosd sl AT Al dals
O s I L S sls 0L il el dali b aglie 53 Ao)s YO 5 T e (S 5 (5 sl
S sl S St Ssbar il Sl ST JSLE 5 VB slag 5T cdls Olpe (K2 5 650

hassanbayat@birjand.ac.ir -3 J s *

yev


mailto:hassanbayat@birjand.ac.ir

1724 (1) o,lowd (YY) Wl 2L wdg5 (sla pidgss dy i

el sty Aol w0 s 5 0l 870 olB L el cd b ds s Ve Lol e (Y ge Lo e )ngg.bﬁijUlSﬁjT
3 S 2 ol Ol (SE 5 (6o A5 RIPI L g s e o 5 S el Glgms 2 S50 5 (SE gl i

Wl Rl (g R ek sh LS Rl L s 5 S e 5 a2dl a8 £ e

SIS Glae 5T Cllad 35 5 I Corge (o0 5 S LS ko aen o 5l 0L mls 1 S e
S5 b o s S A Il b o Wl (S5 IS (IS 455 008) e 5Tt s (ST ISLES 5 5VLIS)
Loaglis 55 S 03 e ez Oljee (S5 5 (o5 G20 Jl b o Bl 2alS S by IS 5 5555008 Ol e
55 Sljer 5,58 L aS ap (SEs Sl Sk Gosd A 4 Cand W85 el ol 0l Ol S g SR e
5oy s b as,s Ve L;“{).];)Cla.ﬂljﬁjﬁc,,isas:b Ol s (Sosba WS WAl ae Ol SRS

ol o5 BB Sl olS kS 5> Shas g5 BB e 50 e een s e ¥ bl OF (6558

Sosd 5 SEF ehsa wdiipd sl Ao

S o & e e 5 ol Gl a5 OLuS ool gl 5l (Narcissus spp.) .S 5 IS
Gbls o5 Oler i 3 2L 5 ol Sl 8 OLlS p e 3 S 5 (Amaryllidaceaee)
OT Sllie 0Y) Ksbe Kistaey 5 Ko 3 0l il G S 0l sl 5
S asS 4 Ko Lz OLLS L g edd O jae S g A5 G S Gble e Ll
s oS Ay Jumb 5 S sy celt o (Narcissus tazetta L. cv. ‘Shahla’) S\es .5 5

G Yoo d‘]gf’ h..u):ﬁ ))LM &S ol ol 035 'y qul).&nu QT)\ASQM" db.)u}:})\bcj_w &Ag
sl SAS S W5 sy O pSas ver TV e SR SIS Sl s

5 Gusd L (V) Sl s, alS S e Bl Jiy @l e 655

\ﬂ) cJu).wLSA Qulﬁg M) u,».hls C,&L o u..ﬂ}«d)'ﬁu g)l).i‘ alises djoL\A BLECRERY 6\4;‘):;.,\.4
- 3le n ¢ be ¢ B (G, 5o b

) o] Z oo . | . ]

S sl VY Sl i (1) AS e ssde S 3wl Ol (a8 0l 5 5)ls (hoss sl >

935 ls < 25 oS el (10) ol Ol
Ghle Ll oS v I doss EVY dolee O35 ls Cgr (25 oS ) (70) ol Dl

Ol g (80) ol 5 e | [ 4=
jljrsj(VV)Msde S Sistaas 5 Sis B el A2m g0 D) 90 Hlae (29012 P>

_ loyas 3 Olays 43 Ol clas 1§ Jle
N s W5 8l es 53l g3 Ay T 3 s oz 53 O slagse s LS

Jju.wjf.l: S .(Y')thﬁ Sooslas

2 Sidtdes 5 St gble S ol

b g sl Oloys 53 O laatyy 5 S5 g
S ST (TA) 553 0 eslinal sy lagslez
SUHIV-L ws el 5o oS cpl 51 el s
Jae s bl (80) Las e Oli s
2l il ke wlio 53 VU S50l WS 5 gl 8

(oY)

Ol GO 5 o5 5 g oo eslinal (5555LS
S Sy Lok Hui LT pl by 55 bl
S LU Sl Gl 4 S s e Sas e
syl ISt 0T sy 5 ol by Of Sl s

YA


http://filehouse.ir/tag/%D8%AE%D8%A7%D9%86%D9%88%D8%A7%D8%AF%D9%87/

Ol g palle g ol e

23 Soxt A Jess eddamla glas paly

skicods oy il 5l Cailes als OlalS
Loy @ (alp sl o ey, Loy
ScGll s WOl 03 5a0 memte b 5 ol Ol
ol Srol i 5 b STy il Sl s
Lol s s NA™ 5 Kiglao s Sliie (YY)
Ly Goxs w Jed el Olgea Ll
Gos 4 Jooie pbl S(gsbar 5,5 15 eslinl
sbdshe 55 Na™ L acglie 53 o5 KT 0l
53 (YouY) oLKes (“f}“ O0) Lol s
LopdS S e e oS sl sabesT
BER Pt P IR P RPP S RRCH 41
e Bl s s et et o)
P oo bl o3 s (80) g ls e
b oosd 5 ol S S5 8 Lyl
A S 5 Ve Lo 00 5 YO ao slackle
St 8l o o P S S el
S (O7) s S sl el e 4 el
23 SUls LIS 55 o584 Jes ladasis
Shced Jskeos,s Nat 5 KY 5l ol s bais
LSl s OlalS ablie glas al, Koo
sbadle s 5 Bl oss 5 SO
Pl Jess Sl o &S col lst 2T
S e (B 5 YY) 55 e iyl
L5 or b 3T SaS w4 558 5 Ko sla il
e polie OLLS Glabs @ 50 e e b
e SIS 4 Jes G (658 alaly 1) s
SLlS L3 OlSI AT Glap sl el Olge
RS 5 g e RS ) (8 2005 2
ey s 4 oS Kb e (ROS) 'Jls 0581 L
wdo SAS 5 gladnd 5 Lobas, S e

1- Reactive oxygen species

veq

Ll e Olama j5i ol Bl 5l S o s
Sl il Bl S S ()
oS s falS o o) Dlada odip
o Bl pde (RS cnl BYs 5l (S st
Sl 25 Cod oS 3 L8 Sl eslanad 5 odr
S5 A I g wlle L8 zals LOA)
Sheslinad 5 A5 o Dol pde 4 e (SIS
IS e s g 5 s oS
3R W S ol a8 33,5 s 05,5
23 A il I o5 bl 5o g,
S G Sty (S S s
5 Gl LSl el (St OIS ol
2 oalssl 5 WS s Ol SES
S ol 0L (ols e il sl b anglis
Solssmn mals dald 4 Cod US55 558 Ol
3 ke g s sla sl 51 S (YY) el
Sp K58 5 Jbs kS @l Six i
Jbs S Ko 55 dsb s 0balS Sl e
Lo JulS Ks Fn s S e B ) 5
Ssd e Col S 2 (YY) das e s
el 2 Ln wedo oS g g5 Ll
L e oS s Bl o A el o
oS Js 4 L08) e S pde Ll s
Okl Sy JBs SRIB s s L ls
BRSO W] IR PR e P O U P PP PN <
0D S 1y S, b olS b,
Syl Jeily Al el ot S sba
Sop el Cda el et s s S gl
Sy A= 5l e cde s el 5 s see
s el 5 (Fr S YE YY) S 5
33,5 CaZ KT oo olS 5l 55 gl ol

()



1724 (1) o,lowd (YY) Wl 2L wdg5 (sla pidgss dy i

A €l>.u'\ Lo C}d.w 31 e VEAS CU.?)\ 5 S
et S5
Olew ¢ 51 (Narcissus tazzeta cv. ‘Shahla’)

Sbrse oA Sl s
3pd ki Lol slag s (g3lulir ot
QJS)Jui?l;fJ\fjf\‘o e i 5y Sl 0
Sl s S plml ol gt Yoos lag s
e b 33l SlS e B 53 ) Sl o s
S o S A5 dyl ble al el 1SS
Sl o b ds s T 00 Ve (Uali) A Clzw
3t bl O ope i es3 oo 5 (FC)
o) dals e Dl 52 (NaCh s o
oo b (Y adlae s oeslinad 3 ol
5,8 a5 bl Gl 5 s Y ge e
O bt Sz Slosar und Gl Sk
ol EC 5 pH lu. e L3S el
oslital 3550 OIS () Jsdr) A (6 ,Seslul
5wl ki sy Sawth bl gl >l gl
Slp s el YO 5 YV Cg s Ol
(b sl ¢ Sl SRS 5 Sl
b Jese SSZ00 s aB Y Sey Lagp ko
Vo Ges 3 e 5 38 Hsabse sle 3 Yl
Lk bl dobdl 5 s S g sl
dals OF L Sland 5 adsl Ay oy b s olalS
S el amia 3 b s Dlads sl @
L Lol (g5 5 S bl dlesl g5,2
wdas Slpa s Y ke L (Y=Y =Y+ ) NPK 58
Sl ol b e K22 L
Sl Sl el e b s S dles! Laolls
sl by Cunss el Casa Ao Yol
Lol JUSS 555 5 58 035 035 Gesb 3l Loluls
Slai (1) w3 aie meo 4 cele
S Opk) (SKas s aals glaollS mb)

5 (ald) ¥ O lde 0350 WLl L (s

AR

sl o glaable 5l ghe mau 5l ROS
23 5 (ot 5 s> eS| g SYGIS)
LS o eslinal (Langs5 5,8 5 Jgb OlS 5 asle)
(89)

N o S S Gk o3
EW Al ) (Narcissus sp.) .5 ; slaad,
sl el e 5 el Ol oS sls 0L
T ol s B S 13 550 e
e 4 el e ()58 Rl 8l L S als OLAS
s (O) S el LSS als el
s S Ls S Sl (1010) sl 5 0lsle
Ay 5 S e Ol (S35 5 5o pls 5
(0) 3l Al e IS

SV a1 (S 55 oS Sl 4 e s L
b sl sl Ol gl s CliS 5 s gola] e
sl 5 Ol s s JhKas ol Ko
ol G3slS L S A gl OIS
5 S S 4 elS al Jasd Ol 5l 26T
5oV S e g M5 ket (5558
CL?L;\ S v 2 5 Dladlle bl ol (55,0
B s 5 S s il ragn 05U eas
Mgt 555 oS p osd 5 SEE sl
Gaa b ol i ool lcwl sdis 518
S Sarh s St sl el b adllls
bt s (NP (ol Slao s
el (S5 S ey 5 e sla0y Bl

Wy 9 Slge
53 WA Jl e el J’.’.U‘ BEINE- ST
Bl L oKEl (gisliS 2Kl s
o2 b OlS —der g elr 00 kS s
W04 ol s Jgb ( Jlad 0V oYY Lal e



Ol g palle g ol e

Lol ples adlS OLL by 03 8 &0 oS A sl s ol cid b us 4 Ol
Gl bl of Sl ol il walsl ple Goss s S i dlesl gl Al Ol
Naaden Ve e e o0 gaclle L IS un e s 2l e sl b lize (a0lUS
ot YIAA 5 0780 XYO NN L S oslital abye (gh5d 5 Sit b i Jles!

Sy g B A B s

celesT 3 o eslizul O 5 S olend— K 3 Sluasede -\ g

Table 1. Physiochemical characteristics of soil and water used in the experiment.

Water Soil
: - ol
b e Sor e e Soss e oo ke :
K Na PH  EC K Na EC PH , Sand Clay Silt texture
meg/Lit  meg/Lit ds/m meg/Lit meg/Lit  ds/m 7. 7. A
0.35 56 779 11 6.41 11 194 81 20 43 28 29 e
Sandy loam

ooyl 0593 OLL 53 il b jles S S I Culda palie —Y g

Table 2. Electrical conductivity values of soil in different treatments at the end of the experiment period.

S S s8I calis lajles S S S calis bales
(J:_‘ - J“';“'l).gf“;> Treatments (;:-»’ )-! J*;-“i)‘g;"‘g Treatments
EC of soil s S EC of soil o S

(dS/m) salinity Drought (dS/m) Salinity Drought

19.00 40 90 4.90 0 90

22.33 70 7.20 70

27.03 50 8.90 50

34.52 30 10.30 30

22.10 60 90 11.10 20 90

29.71 70 13.30 70

35.95 50 17.61 50

40.08 30 21.22 30
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Table 3. Analysis of variance of the effects of salinity and drought stresses on some flower quality traits,
biochemical changes and sodium and potassium elements of Narcissus tazetta L.

SV s S s S JS Jes ks K ks & sl “’fﬁ’ i
CAT Total Carotenoid Total Flower Flower sl SOV
activity flavonoids chlorophyll diameter number d.f o
0.01 0.20 0.0011 2.050 0.68 0.13™ 3 o
Drought
0.40™ 0.22 0.0007" 1.315™ 0.96™ 0.24™ 3 o
Salinity
0.005™ 0.07™ 0.0002" 0.268" 0.15™ 0.12 9 X S
Salinity x drought
Las
0.001 0.06 0.0001 0.034 0.16 0.18 30
Error
s
24.85 14.95 21.21 13.29 3.35 9.68 (h2s) Sl s 22
CV (%)
-y JJ.\:- asls!
Continue Table 3.
e Sy e /el o -t el ISUS s e e
o S : ~ s < eS| N T
+INat Nt o (o Leaf Na* Pl Bl candvd S SOV
KINa"of — KNa'of g inee  Bupke o LeafK®  GPXactivity  df o
bulb shoot ’
1.60” 0.63” 0.68" 0.64" 0.74" 1.12™ 0.03” 3 o
Drought
14.85™ 3.49” 5577 3067 981" 448" 0.18” 3 o
Salinity
0.28"™ 027" 038" 015  025° 043" 0.02" 9 S5
Salinity x drought
Uast
0.18 0.03 0.04 0.10 0.13 0.03 0.0006 30
Error
s
23.47 24.41 16.84 19.88 15.62 13.38 8.92 (h222) Dot o 2

CV (%)

.)bk;;mgé)k:}l;)j,\{}wﬁ\)OJLA;}lC)Ja.Aﬁ)l:d;MY,;)?gnSJ ‘

*, ** significantly different at 0.05 and 0.01 probability levels, respectively; ns: non-significant.

i1

s R



Ol g palle g ol e

S5 S5 iy 5 s polis palis 5 pland s Dles 5 F S0 5 S G el S -E Jpur
Table 4. Simple effects of drought and salinity stresses on some biochemical traits and sodium and potassium

elements of Narcissus tazetta L.

e ped ey T ey S oo ) v\::f'p&é- v\:jﬂwl% U slos
K*/Na* bulb K* bulb Na'shoot Total flavonoid Carotenoid Treatments
% DW % DW (mg.gt FW™) (mg.g* FW?)
S
Drought (%FC)
2.22° 1.85° 2.03° 151° 0.06° 90
1.99° 1.71% 2.46° 1.66® 0.07° 70
1.63° 1.56™ 2.47° 1.69%® 0.05° 50
1.40° 1.31° 2.60° 1.85° 0.05° 30
Soss
Salinity (mM)
3.20° 2.29° 1.61° 1.55° 0.06° 0 (Control)
2.07° 157° 1.85° 1.62° 0.06 20
1.39° 1.49° 2.45° 1.69% 0.06° 40
0.57¢ 1.07° 3.64° 1.85° 0.05° 60

e s e Ao 3 0 Jlen Cla“): Ols anﬂ bl O e s 4l G (gl slael
Means in each column, followed by similar letters are not significantly different at the 5% probability level using Duncan test.

S5 S iy 5 s polis palie 5 IS JoAS (JS kb g) 0 5 S glasles i 51 -0 Jgue
Table 5. The interaction effect of drought x salinity stresses on flower diameter, total chlorophyll and sodium

and potassium elements of Narcissus tazetta L.

S s o el T g Sy J5J2a ks = ‘;’“‘"’Lw?bg b U los
K*/Na* shoot Na‘bulb K*shoot Total Ch_llorop_qyll Flower diameter Treatments
(% DW) (% DW) (mg. g~ FW") (cm)
S Sosd
Drought Salinity
2.38° 0.68° 3.29° 2.95° 332 90
1.66° 0.729 2.70° 1.77 2.39° 70 (usl2) 0
1.09° 0.80f? 1.69° 1.55%¢ 2.34° 50 Control
0.87% 0.719 1.51% 1.00%" 2.21° 30
0.81% 0.72° 1.43% 1.91° 2.81° 90
0.71% 0.77% 1.31% 1.47%f 2.35° 70 20
0.79% 0.77% 1.46% 1.19 2.21° 50
0.68" 0.81% 1.36%¢ 1.22°% 2.02% 30
0.63% 0.99%% 1.48% 1.87™ 2.09% 90
0.59% 1.00%9 1.41% 1.154" 2.08% 70 20
0.40% 1.13%f 1.02% 1.14%" 1.97°0 50
0.39° 1.29% 1.00° 1.12%" 1.91% 30
0.37¢ 1.68° 0.94% 1.23°0 2.02% 90
0.25° 1.40% 1.01° 1.02%" 2.00°% 70
0.21f 2.65" 0.84% 1.01% 1.98° 50 ®0
0.15 3.02° 0.64° 0.81" 1.81° 30

e s pae A3 0 Jlexs c]ﬁ.w)é oSSl o}»ﬂ bl O o s wlie Gy > slls slael
Means in each column, followed by similar letters are not significantly different at the 5% probability level using Duncan test.
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Fig. 1. The interaction effects of drought and salinity stresses on the activity of CAT and GPX enzymes of

Narcissus tazzeta L.
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