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Table 1. Some physical and chemical characteristics of the studied soil.
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Table 2. Analysis of variance for effect of drought stress and SNP on measured traits in two genotypes of milk thistle.
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Figure 1. Mean comparison of leaf relative water content of milk thistle affected by withholding irrigation
levels and different concentrations of SNP. (Different letters on the top of the bars indicate significant
difference at P < 0.05 by LSD).
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Figure 2. Mean comparison of cell membrane stability of milk thistle affected by withholding irrigation levels
and different concentrations of SNP. (Different letters on the top of the bars indicate significant difference at P
<0.05 by LSD).
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Table 3. Comparison of means for the effect of SNP on enzymes antioxidant activity in milk thistle under

drought stress.
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Means with at least one similar letter in each column or row in any trait have no signification difference based on

LSD test at %5 of probability level.
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Figure 3. Mean comparison of grain silymarin content of milk thistle affected by withholding irrigation levels
and different concentrations of SNP. (Different letters on the top of the bars indicate significant difference at P
<0.05 by LSD).
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Figure 4. Mean comparison of silymarin yield of milk thistle affected by withholding irrigation levels and
different concentrations of SNP. (Different letters on the top of the bars indicate significant difference at P <
0.05 by LSD).
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Figure 5. Mean comparison of grain yield of milk thistle affected by withholding irrigation levels and different
concentrations of SNP. (Different letters on the top of the bars indicate significant difference at P < 0.05 by
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