olp! SLeb pole
DOI: 10.22059/ijhs.2016.59817 (BOY-BBY o) 1¥AD 50l ¥ 5)les FY 5,50

S a8 3950 95 K3 3atel b 9 Sy S Sl By g sV ST Al sz 6 W
Yo slod Ly 53

¥ e Az § | SN qudlls dabold
Ol Gl 5l ol K23 (g5, 9LaS 8aKESls caliwl 5 (6 55 (g gmeils ¥ 5 )
OFRE/F/0 15 pdy fou sl — VWAF/N/YS 1ol s o)

ol

O oS by Ralil 4 5y Ka) b ol by el b 51 (65l 53 olS A S s guome s gl Juls o 51 YL (e
SLLS Joo 5 S 53 2l Sal, Bl 5 il sl S 5 e, 53 YU sl AU g e sdle 53 w88
LS, 5 NS Sle Fp p YsSasl (5,58 i)z, P T g PR I JCIVY
A st g B3 X0 5 T YO Juld ales mhiw aw 53 S o35 LK s s, sl el b (K55, 00)
s ol 38 28 ool imsty s Bl » .8 el LSS Hler b olas JulS b LB s ) sSU o pon bl
s A B LS (3L Dlges 4 e 253 YO slas 5 2506 b o sSale 0a OS5 (Il s 33) ¥ (555
sk o Sule DBLS 55 alS cpl a5 Jl s (dl J2alS 256 L 03,50 g5 al Sl 53w g 855 ¥O 5 ¥ (sles s 3
S sgba b S (gols ame gba w s YO sles (o me 53 DL B 15 L ady; O gl S Ao ys a g S ZLB L

b 0d5 5 s ples A S 4 Jeo 2 g Sl > G NSyl 2,2,6 b SlS mdls

Y o5 pl Ay O el 7S (R e S S 1SS SBe 319

Effect of mycorrhizal fungus on some growth and physiological indeices in
‘Perllete’ grapevine under high temperature stress
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ABSTRACT

High temperature is the most important limiting factor for plant growth in many regions. This problem is very serious
because of a heading global warming phenomenon. So study of high temperature effects on different cultivars and
species and finding out solution to improve plant tolerance is necessary. In this research, effect of mycorrhizal
arboscular fungus on some physiological traits of grapevine (Perllete cultivar ) subjected to three temperature (25°C,
40°C, 45°C) was evaluated. The experiment was conducted as a factorial experiment based on completely randomized
desing with four replications. The results indicated that photosystem 1l photochemical efficiency and chlorophyll
index were reduced in vines subjected to 45°C without mycorrhizal fungus inoculation. Whereas this parameters were
not significantly affected in vines inoculated by this fungus. In general, in ‘Perllete’ grapevine, inoculation by
mycorrhizal had significant effect on tolerance improvrment to high temperature stress.

Keywords: Vitis, chlorophyll index, photosystem I1, root colonization.
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Table 1. The effect of fungus and temperature on
shoot fresh weight (g) of grapevine

Inoculated

Temperature - Control Mean
with fungus
25 63" 57° 60°
40 67° 64° 65"
45 62" 60> 6178
Mean 64" 60° -
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* Means with different letters (small letters refer to interaction

effects and capital letters refer to main effects) are significant
according to the Least Significant Difference (LSD) test (P<0.05).
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Table 2. The effect of fungus and temperature on
shoot dry weight (g) of grapevine

Inoculated

Temperature with fungus Control Mean
25 30° 26° 28"
40 29 29 294
45 29® 29 29*
Mean 29" 28" -
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* Means with different letters (small letters refer to interaction

effects and capital letters refer to main effects) are significant
according to the Least Significant Difference (LSD) test (P<0.05).
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Table 3. The effect of fungus and temperature on
photosystem II efficiency of grapevine leaves

Temperature v:/?%cgditggs Control Mean
25 0.817 0.79% 0.8"
40 0.73™ 0.76*¢ 0.75°
45 0.73° 0.66° 0.7¢
Mean 0.76% 0.74* -
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* Means with different letters (small letters refer to interaction effects and capital

letters refer to main effects) are significant according to the Least Significant
Difference (LSD) test (P<0.05).
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Table 5. The effect of fungus and temperature on
phosphorus content (g/kg dry weight)of grapevine leaves

Temperature  Inoculated with fungus ~ Control ~ Mean

25 1.08™ 1.07° 1.08*

40 1.29* 0.85¢ 1.07%

45 1.1 1.16° 1134
Mean 1.16% 1.038 -
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* Means with different letters (small letters refer to interaction

effects and capital letters refer to main effects) are significant
according to the Least Significant Difference (LSD) test (P<0.05).
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Table 6. The effect of fungus and temperature on
proline content of grapevine leaves

ces gl s S gl uoliEl alilee a
FUIFM Cos (2alS Koo s 090 oo o (6 S 32,5
Al ol G (S 23l 20 4 i
b soudime b3 a8 Koy (a3l odeliassa =
> FO 4 Fr sled 90 2 0 0l Al e
5 @B L osdgsSale HlalS Lulyd 90 j2 10 5 gl
Yo glod ay o0 Sk a4 (T Jooo) cdl mals aals
445 398 g b 50T ot S5 2ol
99 oS (i) jlogigus 2 iliee sl g,
o) (Sircelj et al., 2007) 345 o ax5-b 4 camn] o
3ol Wigy )l £l slaailols b ST olge
i o2y om 5l adle b laanl
5 A5 Ah asde uzxes (Tausz et al., 2001)
L oosdogSale QLS usrde dzj0 ¥ sles
Rl 4 o (gt Caaglie VoS )T Ay 76

(Fgaz) wisls ylas S5

255 Sy (Ko a5LE p Les 5 g5 3B F Jgoz
Table 4. The effect of fungus and temperature on
chlorophyll index of grapevine leaves

Temperature  Inoculated with fungus ~ Control ~ Mean

25 37.6° 362° 36.9°

40 35.9° 34.1° 358

45 35.6™ 34.2°  34.9°
Mean 36.4% 34.8° -

Temperature  Inoculated with fungus  Control ~ Mean

25 1.9(6.7)% 2209  2(7)°

40 3.1(22)° 2.8(16)* 2.9(18)"

45 1.5(4.5) 1.3(4)° 1.4(4)°
Mean 2.2(9" 2.1(8)" -
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* Means with different letters (small letters refer to interaction

effects and capital letters refer to main effects) are significant
according to the Least Significant Difference (LSD) test (P<0.05).

** The original data offered in logarithmic scale that are mentioned
in parentheses
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* Means with different letters (small letters refer to interaction

effects and capital letters refer to main effects) are significant
according to the Least Significant Difference (LSD) test (P<0.05).
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Table 7. The effect of fungus and temperature on root
colonization percent of grapevine

Temperature  Inoculated with fungus  Control ~ Mean

25 415" 25.6° 335%

40 50.9% 22° 36.5%

45 24.4° 20.3° 2248
Mean 28.9" 22.68 -
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* Means with different letters (small letters refer to interaction

effects and capital letters refer to main effects) are significant
according to the Least Significant Difference (LSD) test (P<0.05).
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