"OlRl 2 529US 9 pole 4 "
4 bl 9 5le ) o)led poler Mo
10 -1 amio ojleds

oLF Cure 4w oy (Sl 9 (Sid1ex Slhogas Sau 30 bow slowd 9 5 Kyl y 5T
(Satureja sahendica ) soigw 030 (29518

s . Y . o, .
(S g s g Oé‘j:l;é;m‘w“ﬁ)
Sl e oty iyl i )18 aist g 2ils—

2558 10 5 ba R Dliiond i go ¢k e 05 S0l 038 ¢ hmnsy (pm 5 SLIS Ci 2 Y Y

ol Wiy 5 S5l S S s e sl sl Sl ¢ S ol Sl 36 ) 55t 4
3L oS b = b L6 s alsT Satureja sahendica sigem o5 0 5,3 oS ez 4w o la
S (PPmMYS: 00 ) deal &SI o ol Lajlass 5 (A)pdas (Sl 5 Clont s plylons ) B opar o
05 STl s a5 o BaleT Lasl 1 5353 48 j5ba d(B) o (61,8 (Sloam 53 ) Lo 5 (1Y 1) ) el
¢ il ss b 5l (Sl LaaamalS ) Sl e 28 8 plonil 174 <) JLo ) otﬂ\é\,«,uﬁw,ﬂ
o ) S e Laagal S oSis 5 5055 carel8 b cardlad b ¢ eratandib ol ¢ G50l e
o i Wl Loyl s e Ais (6 Sl o 3T Ll s amalS oS 5 5 05 Lod 5 il
o301 LgT i 5 ol S &SCis 5 5055 camalS Uob ¢ T ol 5 4 alis s ey JgbiO o S 5 o3
AT 3 Lasles b Ladomas Jolize 51 5 aamas 5 bapless o (Stglin 45 315 0L il sl 4 5 s bis S
53 (B Lyl 5 55 4 il J b 5 0 s Aoys (618 Lagless 5 lomer (o s ) G2 3T il s 53,0 Sliw
Ll 5 3, 03T Ol 51 iy slos ona 457515 0LE Lamar 5:500on e lin 35 3 stmn 70 gebans
(FV) am Las L (o) Ol sie 1) (35 4l S 5 (JAV) G5 @l s das s lis (gl 4 Sl 3 ot la 3T
S 5T b o Sl Cma Gk o g o 3 S bl L2 5588 g 53 g b Comex e 1 zi
Aol Ll U 5l SSialy 48 S5 0L Laamar i baslag 31 o 03 Coma 33 51 2 55y )3 4l sue
N omlasT ol 8 53 3 ast (s Ld 5 O o L3 35 4l S 5 o3 s (sl Slio 3 &S o
x5 pe S sl

ey O3 (S il aalS 5y sla S5 L 0l 1l Dlels”

Ol ol 68 ol mesle VY Y0 sl Ao

Olws 57 Ol Olwby3T (sladkl 55 5 Asb Satureja sahendica sl b | (gigw o5,
Ol ! .Jamzad, 2009) s,ls 281, olile S 4 (Lamiaceae) L 031 gl 4 Glaze JlueSy AL
o> oblE Sy b 5l a8 s © ol pda Lo Sl (gloy alE ol

cﬂf,uﬁ;?gutaa:wf SO (o A g S 01 0Ll O e shST (Ol LS sl e Jodamma i s iy 5

2558
E-mail: alizadeh202003@gmail.com
DAV

WY iy i 56


www.sid.ir

Q\)L{.@.& 9 a.}\)':l;

slabes b 5 5led) Pl e (e sle
Sl 515 S0 b 5sdy 03505 SleS 5 (i
Tl ) beSL S b el
B Kl ol S5 eslial ot S e
Sl ) case SIS deel 5 el DIz
Ali-Arabet)oblgwjgjcsl:—.»f@)}.l{
Ols 03 Y0 sla gy anlllas ¢ ads s (al, 2012
Seslizal b amalS 5 d ol a5 G5 4l
SO s S ol gy clsls
4= ¢« Satureja mutica 45; e 2lare
s ey Sl s S
Slslest 51 5 e oy Sl ) g S e
ot 23 F 5 oban b (055 a0
Aol (b s ey el 4 s JSUIL
SN ez 1 das o 55 Dglize T3 ki
3 uﬁjT sl e g silwdlad ool g Jlaxl
5 ATP e (glajl 5 ey el STy
Hosseini ef al., ) 4al (o ol s L3S o 5
S8 oS ) S gl 4 e s L Q007
oL pl 55 Sl 3ye 93 5 Sl 31,1 (g lasl
AN a gl 548 S e > )
4 Sl (:\>U| Sl o e Sl Lo s
s 4 il S5 SLyk ool 4 s 205
oml 5 Sl o) s Gladised D3 Ao
son oS ol sk deT sasleg 0y
Sl 5 (Gi8ler ssg bl 4 ol Glasles

sl (G590 OT

5 Thermopriming
6. Biopriming

DS Sl Lk S (oS b g Wl
i sy Sy el Olpl k) 5y ol
) 5B e S Lol oS g0 35 (S5l
M an 4 g esy gl A oS Gl 23 8
(Faker Baher ef al., 2001.).4S™ o ¢SS
WS e 5 (S5 Wl S O3 ol
5 IAS a3 (Sl Lty g OWLS ol
03,5 355 JKue LAy OIS o5 ol ysn
O davly 4 & cul S L0 KKl ool
Loy 5 355 s B8 55 i o
5 Sodmsd b h (SGSS1 kil
LT o sty 55wl ol olad s
«(Afzal et al.,2006 ;Ashraf and Foolad,2005)
Simlpy K5 (i K> 5 ol
sk 0T 55 o8 Cal S5 51 Sl &S
S Sosb 4 LS o ST old 25T )50
3 e Sk ladsl 3 b 54 e e3ls ol
33 85 ol amatyy bl das 5 sy 3 G540
o Siml gl iy, (Armin et al., 2010)
D sl 53 oladan 5 S Sl
&la i s, .(Ghiyasi et al., 2008) 35,5 o 550
bl Kty bl ol g mly
Sladgou 53 sk Odles) | Kiayl  pad
by Sl IS sl I gloe il (6 5
2 a3k 0blest) T wl s (bdseysn
23 0lest) TSl sk (S (slad sloes
JEIE M VR L OV JUCE i P G -

1 Osmopriming

2 Halopriming

3 Hydro priming
4 Matricpriming


www.sid.ir

AN

¥ b Sl ol els (A) T

o 53 &S T Ul e Sliabeiie ST Ol
B) ps3> b Olsie 4 bayles ol 0l S5
Drr ¢ YO gl g3 s S Al 1l
3 Loy LY N cbjs 23 ety ol s, PPM
By Sl g o8 Sl s B b
@8 s dals Olye w0 ke OT Lo i,

W)

. = &
s S8l Olo gzt 3 g 03 b las 5 i Kl S

b 995 9 3 ge

e A AR £ DR WRSPREVL A

© gl W 5 A& leT Ll s g3 s lesT
CJL d& ).} Jﬂ)}fb Q)}.ﬂ 44 M\f‘b )}L
JL@.F‘ lJ. )‘ﬁ Aw > GQQLAJ MAK 4.1[.1 LSJL‘T
MU&}LAJ.'J ‘p—:“\%QU:J"&:Jm?J-:“UW
fngo 05 ESSL 5L 3)se s oAb el
A e Ol Sl b K Sl

Jsl o Olsis 4y anlllas 5550 65y Sal e

anllan 350 L;.L.@,w ajfm;‘_gbg:,:w&l:&}p;-j&lﬂsb»- QL&;&A-\J).\:—

Tablel: Geogrphic characteristics and seed characteristics of three populaions of Sahandy savory

S5 et ez bt () s 51m 059 Bl i e bl ar b
Species name Name of Population with provenance Seed thousand weight Geogrphy attitude Geogrphy latitude
(3,5 Ol ,3T) Sl 0.38 37°4727" 46°14'47"
Satureja sahendica Osko
(85 0l )3T sl 0.025 38°52'08" 46°53'58"
Majarition
(8,5 Ol y3D) Clis; 0.02 38°52'08" 46°53'58"
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1. Vigour Index (VI)
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Table 2- Mean square of seed germination characteristics of populations, treatments and interaction between
them for Satureja sahendica in laboratory condition

Sl o Kol
Mean square
Sk s ey (Gl de)s Sl e Jlj S sl a el S el b e, db el db
S.0.V &7 Germination Speedof Number of Sk o 3l/ dor s Seedling Root lenght
Df Percent Germination normal seedling vigor  Rootlet/Shootlet length lenght Shoot
index
S 2 561.6%* 33.2%* 22.5%%* 847.4%* 0.05* 486.5%*  153.78**  98.54*
Population
Sl 5 1310.7** 53.03** 52.4*%* 287.6** 0.19%* 275.3**  108.94*%*  70.01**
Treatment
Sl # Comesr 10 261%* 9.26%* 1.44** 99.93* 0/04* 59.79* 13.23™  2891*
Population*
treatment
(15 34 49.48 84.08 1.98 62.32 0.02 57.26 14.47 19.21
Error
Sl 7.60 11.83 7.6 15.94 19.25 11.39 13.37 11.05
CV
4o 53) 500l o 53 15 me 5 s gma ik 5 4t FEE T

"8k ** - non significant, significant at 5% and 1% respectively

o) 55 sl jled pla g dald Slal g o el Dl Sy b Ol Comer 4y e ls

dool Dl i b Sl Comer 4l el (F

F i) s it sl

2l Y Ol el g0 YO 500 S
iy Garls S0 53 3y iy dald 5 bjles

YO S el sl b Gl Comen

a&:ﬂuj Ll % s Satureja sahendica S Y 3 4l = Sl g J:il:.n dus s =Y J g

Table3- Mean Comparison seed germination characteristics of three population Satureja Sahendica in
laboratory condition

Sl Sl o) Sl e araty) dsb wrél. Jb ) o ol b ol ol sl
Populations Percent Speed of Rootlet Shootlet &l / Seedling 4 Juy
germination germination length(mm) length(mm) Rootlet length(mm) Vigor Number of
(No 05 sprout /shoot index normal
-aay let seedling
Sl 86.4b 11.9b 13.9b 18.42a 0.79a 32.3b 27.7¢ 17.3b
Osko
e sle 97.2a 14.54a 19.54a 23.1a 0.9a 42.6a 41.37a 19.4a
Majarition
ol 94.2a 13.5a 15.4b 20.96a 0.8a 36.4b 34.2b 18.8a

Zeninjab
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Dissimilar letters in each column mean significant difference at the 5% level using Duncan's multiple range test.

o la 3T Ll 5 45 Satureja sahendica Eomaz 4w 550 G35 yles i om Blie 1 S0k awlis - ¥ i

Table 4- Mean Comparison seed germination characteristics between treatments on seeds of three
populations of Satureja sahendica in laboratory condition

o St Sl dess G e oS d b gy db o b bl db el bl sl
Population Treatment Percent Speed of Seedling orail ez, Shootlength Vigor Number of
germination germination. length(mm) Rootlet/ shoot let (mm) index normal
seedling
Ol als 41.8c-d 2.6g 23.8h 0.99ab 10.3e- 13.5f 10.0h 16b
Zeninjab Control h
lo o 43.2c-d 4.8fg 23.7h 0.9ac 9.3e-h 14.4f 10.23g-h 17.3ab
Chilling
Pl Ca Jw| 45.7¢c-d 5.4f-g 32.0e-h 0.5¢ 16.8c- 15.2¢-f 14.76 e- 20a
Gibberlic acid 500 f h
(ppm)
el YO [ JO 42.1c-d 5.9f¢g 27.7f-h 0.7ce 1le-h 16.7d-f 11.66 e- 20a
Gibberlic acid 250 h
(ppm)
AR Potassium 40.3c-d 5.5f¢g 25.4¢gh 0.6de 8.2g- 17.3d-f 10.84 f-h 20a
nitrate 1% h
I ety o wPotassium 42.7¢-d 6.3e-g 243g-h 0.8ae 7.5h 16.8d-f 1037 f-h 19.7a
nitrate 2%
sl als 36¢c-d 4.9fg 57.8d-h 0.99ab 29.5b 28.3ab 20.8 g-h 16.7b
Majarition Control
lo o 75a-b 9.7b-¢ 35.3d-h 0.96ac 11.7e- 23.6b-¢ 2647 d-¢ 20a
Chilling h
Pl S ! 54.3b-c 7.4d-f 35d-h . /Abe 16.3c- 18.6¢-f 19.00 e- 20a
Gibberlic acid 500 g h
(ppm)
elisis YO! St 79a 12.9a-b 46.8b-d 0.8be 17.3¢- 29.5a-b 3697 cd 20a
Gibberlic acid 250 ¢
(ppm)
[ARSSCRCEES Potassium 74a-b 11.5ac 34.4d-h 0.6de 6h 28.8a-b 25.75 d- 20a
nitrate 1% g
I ey <l wPotassium 74a-b 4.9f-g 343 d-h 1.1a 6h 28.3ab 25.38 d- 20a
nitrate 2% g
| Aals 25.1d 2.6 42.9d-f 0.8be 22¢ 20.9b-f 10.76 h 8.7¢
S 2
Osko Control
by 91.6a 8.2¢c-f 44 2c-¢ lab 20.1c- 24.1b-d 40.48 b-c 18.3ab
Chilling d
Pl 00 St 89.2a 11.9a-c 60.1a 0.9ad 36.7a 23.4b-d 53.60a 20a
Gibberlic acid 500
(ppm)
s YO0 S e 4 91.9a 13.8a 54.8a-c 0.6de 22.1c 32.7a 50.36 a- 20a
Gibberlic acid 250 b
(ppm)
7\ el & 25 Potassium 95.9a 13.9a 36.7d-h 0.7ce 7.8¢g- 28.9a-b 35.19cd 20a
nitrate 1% h
AR ol zPotassium 95.4a 13.4a-b 45.2¢c-¢ 0.8ac 11.7e- 33.2a 42.83a-c 16.7b
h

nitrate 2%

Dissimilar letters in each column mean significant difference at the 5% level using Duncan's multiple range

test.
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Table 5- Mean square of seed emergence characteristics of populations, treatment and interaction between them for
Satureja Sahendica in greenhouse condition

Sl (Sile

Mean square

Sl b ) O G Loy o e dsb Jdsb fadyy Comi ealE Jb A 0is 85 oS 035 Sl
S.0.V 3137 Emergence% KRS el araly Sl Seedling Fresh S S 058/
DF Speed of  Shootlet ~ Rootlet Rootlet length weight Dry FW/DW
emergence  length length /shoot let weight
Conor 2 79.2%* 0.76** 37.3™ 45.1™ 0.3" 102.9™ 556.1* 0.02" 0.004**
*
Population
Sles i 5 1157.8%* 1.2%* 55.9%* 7.3" 0.4* 55.8" 88.6™  7.14%* 0.011**
Treatment
Slad Ul ¥ Comar 10 30.3™ 0.5%* 23.9™ 117.7%* 0.4%* 217.2%* 130.4* 2.04* 0.002**
Population* *
treatment
s 34 14.7 0.05 12.95 254 0.11 454 38.6 0.7 0.0003
Error
Sl 25.6 245 19.9 25.1 27.9 17.7 20.99 25.4 18.9
CV

ns
**‘* A

.L.p):\}bdk}lclaﬂ:)A)l:L;'m‘gjbsluxb%é}?@:
"8 ¥, %% _ non significant, significant at 5% and 1% respectively

SIS Lol s s Satureja sahendica Summs Y 5di jow Sls o 5 Kls alin -7 o
Table6 - Mean Comparison seed emergence characteristics of three populations for Satureja Sahendica in

greenhouse condition

N O o doys o S arany, Jsb il dib e, s elS b FO3s S Bjy 05s S
Population Percent Ry Rootlet Shootlet arale/ Seedling Fresh Dry Oyl i
emergence length(mm)  length(mm) length(mm) weight weight .
0o shoot et () (g
& Dw/fw
Osko 1694 a 1.05a 21.5a 19.39a 1.18a 40.89a 34a 2.44a 0.073b
Majarition 15.28ab 0.93a 18.38a 18.24ab 1.099a 36.64a 23.29b 2.4a 0.099a
Zeninjab 12.78b 0.65b 20.36a 16.53b 1.32a 36.89a 315 a 2.38a 0.077b

Dissimilar letters in each column mean significant difference at the 5% level using Duncan's multiple range test.
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Table 7- Mean Comparison seed emergence characteristics between pre- treatments with populations in three
populations of Satureja Sahendica in greenhouse condition

Corer s Ol o L e eslE Uik Jsbooi RO ety b 055 s 055 035 S
Population Treatment Speed of Seedling & arads) length(mm) Fresh Dry weight ;54 eKes
Emergence.(No of length(mm) - weight R
sprout .day) b 7
Rootlet/ Dw/Fw
shoot let
Ol als 0.5f-h 34.5cd 1.27bc 19.3b-f le 0.057efg 0.057¢
Zeninjab Control
enmya b 0.88d-f 49.17ab 1.17be 26.7a-c 5.07a 02a 0.039c-¢
Chilling
O &S 0.64e-g 35.3cd 1.08¢ 18.3b-f 3bc 0.083def 0.027a-d
¢lsy2 Gibberlic
acid 500 (ppm)
Yo 6K o 0.17h 31.7d 139c 16.7d-f 0.9¢ 0.054fg 0.06¢
¢l Gibberlic
acid 250 (ppm)
1Y peyPotassium 1.03c-e 38b-d 1.38ab 23.3a-¢ 2.17c-e 0.11bc 0.050e
nitrate 2%
ARSI 0.68ef 32.7d 1.2bc 7.8b-f 2.37c-e 0.087c-¢ 0.036b-¢
Potassium nitrate
1%
b NNES 0.98de 38.3bd 1.99a 25a-d 1.7c-¢ 0.067d-g 0.039¢c-¢
Majarition Control
b s 1.8a 37.2b-d 0.86¢ 17.2¢-f 3.27bc 0.118b 0.033b-¢
Chilling
O &S sl 0.26gh 28.3d 0.72¢ 11.7f 2.17c-e 0.058d-g 0.026a-c
¢l sy Gibberlic
acid 500 (ppm)
YO0 &S ol 0.54f-h 38.3b-d 0.77¢ 16.7d-f 2.3c-e 0.057e-g 0.029ab
¢l sy Gibberlic
acid 250 (ppm)
Y mdtiPotassium 0.57f-h 30.8d 0.86¢ 14.17ef 3bc 0.087cd 0.029a-d
nitrate 2%
1) oy 2 1.4ab 46.8a-c 1.39a-c 25.6a-d 2.17c-e 0.054fg 0.024a
Potassium nitrate
1%
}gJ Aals 0.73ef 35cd 1.3bc 20b-f 1.7¢c-e 0.067d-g 0.039¢c-¢
Osko Control
b 1.6ab 37.88b-d 0.78¢c 16.55d-f 3.27bc 0.118b 0.033b-¢
Chilling
0 S e bl 0.18h 53.3a 1.38a-c 30a 2.17c-¢ 0.058d-g 0.026a-c
¢l Gibberlic
acid 500 (ppm)
Y0 S il 1..39bc 50.8a 1.17be 27.5ab 23c-e 0.057¢-g 0.024ab
¢l sy Gibberlic
acid 250 (ppm)
1Y peyPotassium 1.2b-d 36.7b-d 1.03¢ 18.3b-f 3bc 0.087cd 0.029a-d
nitrate 2%
Y oty S 25 1.26b-d 31.7d 1.39a-c 16.7d-f 2.17c-e 0.054f-g 0.024a
Potassium nitrate
1%

Dissimilar letters in each column mean significant difference at the 5% level using Duncan's multiple range test.
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