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23,8 5,55 (Patel et al., 1996) ;Ko o Bl .03)5 o0 csly
g 1y i 0y Slas VL )lal Cugh Cuta b o il oS &5
O ON I

o3yl 4l 3, Slae 1 553,555 38 i ¢ s by
S VYO Gpima )l 3Slac (it F yia) 39 osins
O S ixe gl Lol cal awd 4y (o il FY/Y) HlSa
oanltio (5to sl VFI¥) JESa 13 p,SlS N0+ slog b jlog (3
555 e pice | 3815 ot 53 5 4l 3 Shas (g 20 0
el oS 35,555 359 (D Jol>) b ssalidio (o Bl VA/Y)

S5 g 9 Slas

{F Jgi2) 13 )b gine (Soielsm 35Skes ol s ,5b
3y Slas s e il cel ugb, iS5 g (o kol Slds ials
by Hlis Wodly :Ske duslie 030,85 dali b duslis ;o (S5elau
2 el 450 b o & bgsyo (Soiedsn 3)Shes (it oS
(0 Jsis) 39 JLiSa 5 S5k VAN i b 0y L b
s s il 1 5] A M5 e (S5l 3Slae el
Jolgd talS 1l Jguanme A5y Cat pus ytal 33l doesls 53 5 Sy
e 8 i (S5 slapasls s G b il sl
s 3)8es g (sag) slaplil )> Suis odle g i34l
ESNIVINEVIERE /S IS PN B
= oS lp 3 olS (o1d (slap 3l 4 03,95 0y oluati]
(Patel et al., 1996) |, Sen 5 b .(Patel et al., 1996) Lil,
5 i 5,Slas VL (ol Cug ki | 0 il olS & izl 5
3y-Slae ol Slaby ialS' Ly g agi | (iS5 oS
Job 3 o)l aped Jlass ) 4k & s S’ (So3glse
Sy (HLiSe )3 £S5 LS YYINP) 395 (s (38 & 03y Juab
(0 Jga2)

iyl (Soislom 3, Shae g 553,555 355 cilisin s
pSlas i (F J5) 252 osine 23 Sy Juio
VPINY) 3,555 355 LS 13 ¢ S5 YYD Goyne | (ol
pis slass Sl ol Sl (e85 ael s @y (1S 3 p S5lS
10 J3) (B2 5 5ok WIN) 5 ol 3555 558
A Jiwgd 3,555 dgaS 51 )3 &S Cawl 03y L Sladss
33 Lnaity, 13 oo S5l cargn 5 dbion S
g A5 &5 335 oo (ge Sy 9 (2l sladdy) jlad
olaiil 5 Slos (EalS Coles 3 5 (g 5 il 15) ol
L —islojl ;> (Piri et al., 2011 a,b) cewl oS So59d90 o
oola 3, Slae (3L, 0,555 355 JLiSa 0 oS 5+ 3,8
Khan et al., ) aol cws 4 (Zeamays L.) )3 3 5 g Sis
LS 3 p S5 LS YD 5,5, L (Poonia, 2000) Ly, .(2006
g0l 0dbline 5yl olS Sis edlo 0 1y (6l Gz i3l 2,565

3y Slos 1 553,565 365 Bpas g ()l Sl 1iSen
Oty 4505k 4 (B Joda) 4b I e 05 h ] (S0glan
Jmad Job ) ylal Jb cutin jlas 5l 05kl (So5glgn ,Slas
Jol Cowd 4 0,555 555 LS 10 p,55LS YYD Gpuao b ol yor A
395 Gymn pie g (5lnl )b slos | i o liee e g
F Js2) 13 Jobo

P bl )b e e 0 (Siden 0,8ee Gl
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IR Ll oF o lous F ol (55,9l owlicis pg 4y pis Y VF

U g il azgl  do 5 b plgies | e el S 2L,
oaSide doal Cand 4 4l g (So5dan 3,Ses 4 bgyye (claosls
Ol ol @8ly > ey el Jhaie aSST 4 4 g b )
S ol g0 5 & ol (Sl 3,S5lac & > > Slas
oL Ul 8 13 o bl lds 31 cov el )l 93 ol e
o) LSen ¢ sasb asteals )8 45U coss 5 1 oS cadly
byl b cciby jesls jials LJs (Pandey etal., 2010)
Ll ) dny G (ol M) ey Sl |y (SWtd 25 (15
oS ol a0l jas il gy dby L dwglie 5 ogllasls
J30 0wl 4 0395 dlge anass jials Bl cuilby Lasls

ol 0 2bg) ddgs

Cibby adls Hlade cppYL S ol lis b 1Sl duslds

5 ab Jols 3,555 358 JLiSa 13 p kS YYD e o

Cd 4 (3,55 258 bpao pus) dald o 31 ol ljee a8

bt Jage ) flin sy (Sl o o 42 (0 Jpi) 2

G99 Jelge o8 bl oo el ol g o515 068 ol ke Juid )

ISis lial 90, U jlade o glug b s el wile o
Dad JS Suis oole g w0, m cuily asli

dg—o g LaclangS Giulidl el Gobo cnl jl g jiwgd il
ol 53 oo oyl )3 Coles 3 &S bl 5l g 095 0 A
Sl 3,595 355 Bpan oS iy bl Glgie 2,5 0 )90
.(Sangale et al., 1998) > &il> 5,Slas 4iul33]
Wl 5, Slas 3,565 395 Gruan g (5,l] by iiSen p
iy 5y Slas iy 4 ygb any (F Jgi) 48 o gine 05 ]
Byan b olyon 15 Juad Jobo ) ()bl )b i slas 51 05yl
O Sl (pyieS g ol Cawd 45,565 365 LS )3 p,S5kS YYD

£ Jsi2) 2ol s 398 Bpaas pas 5 (olel )l o sl 5l 55

05 8l Cadiila o (yoA L
by pasls 0,555 358 il gglaus 5 (gyll b 5l
03l (3 Jsdome 5ol g3 (iSan Ll gy )l xe
o (6yll lady mals (¥ Jaus) wis I gxe o) yhul cudbld
oLt i o YL A0 s s b il asls als
Jsiz) scol ey ) b Jsbo )5 ()l )l i ) il
ol wlsbs ialS i 51 ) 05,0l coilp el ials (0
als 5des p oylol 3 230 51 b i 51 s a4 ol See

3,595 Tobm g (S (A 5l Cod 0 sl Culdld py pad Ul g 3 )Shos (e o (Sile) iyl 4235 —€ Jga
Table 4- Analysis variance (means of squares) of yield and harvest index in psyllium affected by drought stress and sulphur

levels
(W yd) Cudlls o s Ll w15 3 ySlos S59em 5 ,Slos &3l sy ot 2abie
Harvest index (%) Seed yield Biological yield df S.0.V.
132.01™ 798.26 ™ 33.33™ 3 W
Replication
5943.03* 102670.7* 11336* 2 g;b.e‘_ Slosd
Irrigation (1)
178.83 20143.71 42.36 6 u,lu_pl oles!
Main error
2932.22" 54060.1° 578.48"" 3 2555 255
Sulphur fertilizer (S)
- " §5S (]
71.16"™ 3914.42%* 163.52 ** 6 2555 355 X )l
IxS
89.84 879.9 117.86 27 =8 ol
Sub error
- - . 47 £
Total
5.93 3.9 78 47 (1e053) Sy oy
CV (%)

bl e HId gme p g duo > S5 g gy Jlain] e ) 5 xe oniad Ui i 4 NS g e e
*,** and ns are significant at 5 and 1 % probability levels and non- significant, respectively.
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Table 5- Means comparisons of simple effects of drought stress and sulphur level yield and biological yield in psyllium

(Mo,3) Cild yr Las L (56823 0,55kS) il 5, (US55 0,5 5hS) (S 59lgm 2 Sdos W low
Harvest index (%6) (kg.ha) Seed yield (kg.ha*) Biological yield Treatments
(cug) ol
Irrigation (time)
26.81a 300.12 a 1119.31 a* 8
23.33b 233.06 b 998.64 b 5
23.31b 19150 c 861.22 ¢ 3
(S )3 0 55kS) 3,555 o
Sulphur level (kg.ha™)
22.35h 199.19¢ 891.17 ¢ 0
22.49b 221.65b 985.32 b 75
24.61a 276.16 a 112191 a 150
24.77 a 282.42 a 1140.16 a 225

ol 5S35 g03] bl 2 Ao yd gy Jleas prdaw )3 I3 dxe cglis dgag pie oaimdLE gt 5> wlie By >
* Means with the same letter(s) in each column have not significant difference at 5% probability level based on Duncan’s test.

03] 415 3,S1as Sl 3,1o8 2 555 g 5 Sl G5 o 31 (e s T Jyan

Table 6- Means comparisons of interaction between drought stress and sulphur level on biological and seed yields in psyllium

&l 3 ,Sdos Sjgen 3 Nos s
(36 3 0,5 5k5) (565 13 0,55k5) Tre)atment
Seed yield (kg.ha®) Biological yield (kg.ha™)
4.217 be 6.1003 ab™ 11S;
3.263 ab 0.993 ab 1S,
7.289a 3.1032 a 1,S;3
8.291a 1.1127 a 1,S,
6.217 bc 9.993 ab 1,S;
5.229 b 7.987 ab 1,S,
9.254 ab 0.1054 a 1,S5
42470 2.1030 a 1,S,
2.19%¢c 6.877b 13S;
3.216 bc 4912 Db 13S,
6.239 b 4.963 ab 1555
7.203 ¢ 8.1070 a 13S,

e 533,565 TS FYD ¢ 10+ VB« jho 0inbilis Cui 5 4155y 9 Sg Sy Sy g by 090 Job 50 (grlol cug dw g gy et oxm il Cui g 4 ily 9 1o dy
Iy, and I; are: 8, 5 and 3 times irrigation during growing season and S; .S, S; and S,: are 0, 75, 150 and 225 kg sulphur per ha,
respectively.

el 3SI g05] ol p oy iy Jlassl gdans 53 I gime ©oglds dgang pie oaimd LS ygiar 5D dlie By
* Means with the same letter(s) in each column have not significant difference at 5% probability level based on Duncan’s test.

wly 3,565 clale (63,555 365 (sbalaws ciliske ol il Ay o a8 8 Clile
Moine lalidl esl 3,555 395 Bpan (V Jgia) 392 )l ine A5 I gime o) il 4l 3,568 cdale 4y gyl by Lol

Oty a5 eb dn )5 ol jla 4 s pale ol cdale Oyt 450l L ey Silie duslie Seng ol b oV o)
Cowd & )l )3 3,565 395 £S5k YYD B pae 15,555 clale iy Jad Job o oyl L ccim e 35,555 clale
bl (5 o ie Ogll5 2,58 358 Bpma (slasled bl 2ol 0392 Jobo ) skl s s jlows Sl ol (liee 028 5 (VYYPPM)
(3,555 Syae pae) 2aLs Jlogi jl 35 aily 5,555 clale (208 3y ime U] ggamme 13 Lol el cuwd 4 (Y/YVRPPM) L,

S > paie ol 2908 | (S g9090 al (A Jgiz) ael (A Jos) A5 oanlin Gilises sl oy (5olel Llod


www.SID.ir

IV Leusli ¥ o lols F ale ((g5,9LS (owlols pgo i \YA

Slass )3 Spwge 3, 8as (5o o i oAb dlS Hhwge 3)Slos
238 0l Olie S 5 (LS 53 p)SolS O1AD) (o)lal )L cutin
(A Jgan) del caws 4 (S 55 2,5 obSVY/Y) (oylol b aw Lo
ol 5153 s oMol g s 4 Ylainl wilg o j2lS
S90S 3 (il jiiw ialS coles j0 9 (sler slaplu]
(Ahmadian et al., 2011)

$liwge 3,Slas oio 2 553 35555 oS cilises g 51
YYD G yan (Y Jodn) dd jly sz dopd iy Jloin] s 50
2 2353k AV/0) $lioge 35 Slos iy JLiSo 3 p, S5 LS
il G LS 33 £S5 LS VYD 3L 58 g5 ) (s
Spas pie Jlogd 4 Cud S 5hS VY (lise 4 Hlowge 5, Sos
PSS WO Jloi b ()3 sime ST Jg dd (a0L3) 3,565 355
(A Joss) ael oty ([l 13 p,5 SLST/AN) 3,565 358 U3 o
ald sl ol o a5 cuwl 03,8 5155 (Evans, 1996)  yls!
dae s ¢ olewd (sladsS 5 ,,LS L (Mentha piperita L.)
23 $lsge lie ] g A g 29500 sy uilisl S b
Hbse Rl 5 oS

WAl ya Gl g ye ildle

(Y Jgaz) €85 )8 ol 593 3b o s (g il
Job 53 )bl 593 dw a (gylol Hed ok 5I) Liscmadyial 38l b
2N J52) 8l Ll 10,3 BV ol sy lalEn(as, Juab
U 59y b > (Heuer, 1994) g a cilaass sl bl
slaplal ploiy> gy aslon (S SluSiges ol 5 (Sts
G00d ) (S Ml 93995 5 (polal o 900 039381 (LS
9 ooy iler LS x o3 (& Zaplachiniski, 1994
cod (Brassica napus L) 1S olS s il ) aiwl (clail
3 ol i asshl (ol w¥ albigss b slg o (Sis i
o=l 4o lalS (LSS Lal oyl oaly 3 oLS (gl 1y iy Lae
Iy aceie ol olS g 009 plysn (gjaml milats ol S olS 'y
bl € sy G A o i 3, Shas alS o
(Ghoulam et al., 2002) | ,\LSen g pYs s lawg  Sis i
Ashraf ) 5¥ g8 4 (8,3 9 (Slama et al., 2006) |, Ken g LMl
Cawl 0l ()15 5 (& Foolad, 2007

Cbale o YL 553,595 98" Cilises zobaw slajles o 5
ol oty HSa 13 3,565 395 2,5 5LS YYD G yuno I olS g
bl dg3 3,565 365 £y oS IVD Hlows b (4l ize glas Lol
3,595 355 Spae pas slagd sl g8 odon Sl (e S

Al o ds e

s g 3 3

(Y Jgde) 4 )l gime ()bl @l 5 cons Mnge duop
olsh (al3 31 4 ol (L5 (A Jyin) LaSibo auslio gl
a8 48 (glasS s Plasge 10yd (I3l s (o)
SYNN) ad)y Juad Job 55 (silol jb cotin los 53 $hange dio )
“ste sk 4 ol o) olel Alols (I3l L )b 4 g (ae)
S d jlesd 50 PDhiwge duoyd (i o5 Bl ol (gl
ol Jolgd Liolsal (A Jado) del s 4 (o3 VVE) (g,
gelale Liliol Cioge aS o oS @ (S i W] cuw
Omidbaigi et ) ;LS § Kipah i s0lgs $usge hoyd
Cogby LialS U olou,y Guilol 5,Slee sl 5155 (al., 2003
A5 g iG] el a5 g ablype alS S
45,5 ssal i (Ardakani- et al., 2007) - ,Len 4 SLSs)
S ooy S Jy b ) (alom ol > Slas (i
Sl ey e Sl 5 5 a3 g ol oS
ol hop> oyt 5 (=5 byl dopd Fo o 5l il
)bl Glizs slagssy ol Cand 4 (ol)) byl a3 Vo jlas
koo o Joolsh (llidl L a5 ab plis gl olS s,
3ySdos ((5)ll 593 cpizman ol oo iaLS oS 13, L]
L 4oyl 0 oy yis 1y ol otims oSt (sl S 5 g il
3,8as g bl (Il il oy (g )lul y93 b Sk
(Refaat & Saleh, 1997) 5,8 lay ials’ il

)5 B 855 555 e ol il o Plyngo 2oy
YYD G yan (Y Jodn) A jbo dre doyd iy Jlois] edews )3 o
Pleago 1o y3 (e (sl e & o 2,555 355 5 S5
395 Bpao pis lags sl ol (i (iS5 45 (103 10/+4)
3,555 355 £,59kS YYD G yuno dol Cawd 4 (Ao p> A/FY) 5,565
Span pis sl &) S Plowge 103 s003 F) ol o
il Hles ol b gyl ime WS 5 u (als) 5,543 268
S35 sl colin L Lulul a0 51 0550 slse (A Jso)
ol s o 5,1 b 40 Ll st ol g o s
2SS e (ase Jelge 45655k 4 05 (o0 518 (Jame
“ e ol 0350 dlge CudS 5 iS5 g gy (laLS ges 5 L)
(Omidbaigi, 1995) 54

Phaeago o ySlas
bV Jgi) <855 )8 il )93 b o 3Mwge 3)Slae
Ol 2l o5 G5 ad Rl plgs g olal Jolsd (il
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VYA 50,555 055 cilito zabaw §1 owyy

3 S oo cnlplsy sl ord (gjng sl Logas
iy bag e gasge cpl 4 1) lyamg S clale yiul8l olge

Oialisl el Liolosl ol 55 5,565 565" calise g glaw b yuno
Joaz) 40,5 sali Jlegs 4 Caas 0l & Clyang S clale
Loguad gy 18y Gal3l 2 0,565 598 Cuta Sl 4 225 L (Y
oy Slicmg S cbale bl g e obS (s piwg slacdl
O cdllas iz plo dei b gadse opl 2 Cuns Jole ]
.(Serraj & Sinclair, 2002; Loggoini et al., 1999)

(A Js2) 33 Jobs

Bl & ylaas ga S Gldle
J3i2) €855 )15 (sylol 595 3l cov il Clyamg S clale
I Swid i e Gl L ol gy cdals B, (¥
OB b 4 dd dlwlS (g5 ne jslas olS Sy S e
Slydag S Cle (a8 (05) b Jsb 3 o)l )b aw) 105
39 03l polaisl 33 4 1) (5 0jg p)5 52 S5 £ 9,5 WIV)

oLS (dug) by s sl gllae ()bl 45 bl 51L(A Jga)

05 ! (S Ol 23,555 ol 5 (Suid (IS JT (Olas o (16ilke) il lg 4325 -V Jgua
Table 7- Analysis variance (means of squares) of effects of drought stress and sulphur levels.of qualitative characteristics in

psyllium
Ol sy GRSy s Sl Pl e @l 3,595 sgicne a2 i golia
Carbohydrate Prolin Mljcila e vield Mucilage Sulphur content of &dl;! EOV
content content gey percent seed df B
3.73™ 159.51 "™ 0.049"™ 12523.16 ™ 0.0032 ™ 3 )I/&, i
Replication
378.72% 16619.7° 39.72% 397064.63° 0.0597°* 2 Sl e
Irrigation (1)
lo ‘
2.1 119/09 0.29 5320.24 0.0019 6 “LD s
Main error
3555 365
21.49% 2211.34* 3* 252800.99%* 0.01150** 3 Sulphur fertilizer
(S)
. 555 L
1.19™ 196.49 0.05™ 1364.39" 0.0002" 6 258 Tf s Sl
X
4.96 58.80 0.19 4181.62 0.0003 27 = ol
Sub error
- - - - - 47 S
Total
00) &l puss o
13.9 55.6 52.6 215 17.4 (%) Sl 2
CV (%)

Wbl o o gime il 5 Mo pd S g iy Jloin] prdaw )3 3 pixe odiad Ui s 4 NS g i ai
*, ** and ns.are significant at 5 and 1 % probability levels and non- significant, respectively.

05 sl (hsS Sluogaad 323,555 Zobauw g (Subid GG 03l S Kile dumlio -A Jgo
Table 8- comparison of means for simple effects of drought stress and sulphur levels on qualitative characteristics in psyllium

Clisdy S gy gt PhepdSls 415 3,55 soion
(%02) (2,2) (162,30 5 545) ’ I\“/quz?lage) (53 55 055 (k) sl
Carbohydrate content  Proline content ~ Mucilage yield percent Sulphur content of Treatment
(%) (%) (kg-ha™) seed (ppm)
(cas) ol
Irrigation (time)
10.71a 3.01c 5.85a 11.67c 220.1 a*
8.45h 4.10b 5.01b 12.42 b 220.0a 5

711c 4.8la 3.12¢c 16.71a 219.7 a 3
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IV Leusli ¥ o lols F ale ((g5,9LS (owlols pgo i A

9.13¢ 3.92b 3.88b
10.09b 4.19 ab 401b
11.87a 497 a 5,52 a
12.14 a 497 a 5.91a

EPSEXT ISEXC
(b5
Sulphur level kg.ha™)
941c 2153¢ 0
10.52b 220.2 b 75
14.78 a 225.1a 150
15.09 a 226.5a 225

sl 5SSl 9051 bl pr o y3 gty Jloin] s )3 I3 ixe Coglis dgmg pae 0aimd LIS (g b 53 Ao gy
* Means with the same letter(s) in each column have not significant difference at 5% probability level based on Duncan’s test.

ashy 50, Sas gb SlalS was o ol 1y aild 3 Sas g jiiwgid
395 sbaphil 3 1) (in (s5tmgd dgo o 35 winlss VL
2 dliw ol Slas b aily 5 Sas dlayly (opl 3 0gMe 0SS xosd
9 Cute (Sjolom 3 )Slas g &l Jlia (g it > 4l sl &g
N &g gl Cato b wild 0,Slos pismed Dgr (41 bze

(N Jgia) cutls o)l dme i Lol e

85 Aual (545 Sl (313 03l (Sisaan
29> 455 3 Slas lial 93, Shos (03l (Ko @l
G ot (K5 5 53,558 il gk il o oyl
2 dliw ey g gl b (Siedamd Slos ol 0 &)
o 41D 3, Slas g diily jlin 50 cliuw jd &by Sl gy
shLS e bloyl (g 40 ol gl a8 esaliio ()l gm0 g ot

255 T 9 Subd (i 3 Cod 0l 3,8k (51521 5 3 ,hes ot (Ko il -4 Sy

Table 9- Correlation coefficients between yield and yield components of psyllium affected by drought stress and sulphur level

5 ,Sos
) 3,5es @I, o9 Al A dlam g, dldwdlag digy g5 i
w3 S99 1000-seed No. of seed per No. of spike per Plant Traits
Sﬁjg Biological yield weight spike plant height
Plant height
gy 5 dliww dlaw
1 0.54° No. of spike per
plant
Al 5o &by dluws
1 0.63° 0.89% No. of seed per
spike
1 -0.16 M 0.78** 0.29 il )I)]’ Q}9-
1000-seed weight
1 0.66** 0.56°* 0.66° 0.83* (5l 25
Biological yield
1 0.47° 0.70° 0.54° 0.68° 0.22" b 3,Sos
Seed yield

bl o HId me p g duo > S g gy Jlain] e ) I3 me oniad liS i 4 NS g e
*,**and ns are significant at 5 and 1 % probability levels and non- significant, respectively.

Ot S 9 Cute (San 55 (4 Slao plo 3 )+
292599 (1= +/M) 15 osalie Hlsge 3 )Slas g SHhwge 1oy
155,85 5,155 iulejl ,> (Norozpoor et al., 2005) I, Ken 4
YL o (o jlojyhul 4l 3)Slos 5 Suwge 10> &5
a3y Shoe ()l Jolgd (Al L aSl 4 v gi b g 25)0)95
|y s 251y )3 e 3,Skae ials Lalaa jal oyl bl ials

Sy s 4

S o guad g il 3 Slas (s 0l (Siasan
dyleo yidy 43 aily 3y Sloe 355 0 sdal i 45 jolailon
ol o yal asly a8 sl U g dme 5 Cute (Siused
(r=+ YY) $Mcsge 35 Shos Ly 1y Stasad o5 YL als 5,Slos
ol e dor el it b 5 Shes dp e i A L
(o (ol 09 b oo Gl 5 Howge 5,Sles
Joi5) 391 45 ize e Lol Cuto 5 (S Slas plu b il 3 Slas


www.SID.ir



www.SID.ir

3555 Lol g (Suid (i 5l ot 0] phesl (S Sluoguad g 4l 3 SMes (y (Samed clpd -+ Jgi>

Table 10-Correlation coefficients between seed yield and qualitative characteristics in psyllium affected by drought stress and

sulphur levels

G RVETVIC I v ) ey Sgoe HMawgo 3 ,Kos Mawgo duo > &> 3 Slos Olee
Carbohydrate content Prolin content Mucilage yield Mucilage percent Seed yield Traits
1 &by 5 Slos
Seed yield
1 0.37" T Hmsge Lo p>
Mucilage percent
1 0.88" 0.71% g 3)Slac
Mucilage yield
1 0.12" 0.14" 0.52" Ol 5

Prolin content

1 -0.23"™ 012" 019™ 0.33™ Slyps S 5o
Carbohydrate content

Wbl oo HId gime pE g o> SO g g Jlein] w3 I3 gme onid LS iy 4y NS g s e
*,** and ns are significant at 5 and 1 % probability levels and non- significant, respectively.
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