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Effect of drought stress and nitrogen fertilizer levels on physiological
characteristics of two red kidney bean genotypes

\ ¥ - Y . .o ) . P
6;‘6..\.@.&‘5 C\mh’fﬁo—cwdﬁwﬂbca:bwwﬂ

o>

Pode Alomo 5o 3 Loyl 55 93 &5 i Dl » 059 55 555 sk 5 (S s ST (S 9 PSP IR0 . T 03] Jhoro

FAFTY (N Lol nl 5

D090 & (3T 30 B Logh cuigis 93 410 3 hos 9 K Il 3d Dlho p 139 395 3 (K S ST (w2 gt ¢
=9 R 48530 IO 1TAA-IFAL (alh) Jlo 58 1T dw b Solai ol (svasaly & b LIB 10 |59l dud 0 5 Sla D 5
T 4w 30 (ol mole Olgais 4o (Sl i Sl .o T 1ol () Ol ye oS0 b b § (539U o g
9 (s S5 31 e Fio o 80) (T ¥l 31 (g (K S 5 (il S S e s o £) Jgeme ST
D+ ¢ o T Jlaz 38 03958 395 Tobaw NBg (el S Iy o Mo 1T0) (T ¥ a0 Sy (K D
S5 D90 4 (£ ole Olgis 4 35 (DBLOB3 pY 9 51 09)) Lg) i35 95 9 S 53 L3955 P59k 10+ 91+
3 019 (I 89,157 @ B9 15 Slgoms Dl 2 i X i S e 47 310 O gl ik 48 5 59
i Jolite p51 .09 18 e wo 38 O Slais ! xbaw 58 (AL llale lod ) 9 § AL Sluilale Gls S
SLod Sdl g (g (S5 bl D Jd9 b7 @ Jdg b (Slgime Dlho y o3 o Jloi! gehaw 58 38 039 xS
J89 A7 Slgom0 5 DT (b (Slgiome o2 p el (250 Dlho Jal7 4 ouie (S 5 09 19 g0 (AL Il by
WD F 9 4 (Slgie § (ALT Tl (Slod ST o381 9 4515 3 Khos g Laiiaiig sl (5 Ldg b5 b Ly L5 @
D) (w3 2380 g5 98 10 b AL Hluilals s LAl > 4 oud Sb Dlho AT pa 81 Cael 30 039 g 395 B pae
38 39 1318 15 ALE Huilasls Slod Cdl § &5 9 ST o S19i5m0 5 3 319 3 (S195%0 (S Firmigid S0 0 5 (9 yiuy i
B a0 45 318 0L Lo oyl s .aoT cawd 4 DB1083 p¥ 51 Kis i ahaw 10 410 & Koo ¢y gy &5 Jl>
ol b Sbd Cél 9 &5 » g ¢ Oliwo 5 9 (S0 3T ) (Slgiome oF 9 OT o (Slgime 5 g bawr i Bl Sl 039 g
A Lyg! 610 3 Slas el sl 9 W3 7 (SES S Ll 50 AL

W5 O i (S350 § 308 Lagd (ifd 3 Kot ¢ BLF HIilale (Slod ( Kis giF (g » (Sl (slaoly

WAV iy gl WA /Y VISl 55 fu s

(oS 3180) 01t DB 3ol 5 el sk amil e 015 o1 s lio 5 (55538 mr3 5 DB 2o 5 Sl bl el 1S
(a_mohammadzadeh@ut.ac:k;; 31 )

o\,qsgti,:;u@,béujé,',jusw;ﬂ skl =Y

Ol o8ty ads mlie 5 (355LES o 5 Sluslawl =Y

Ol 5 S g ode Sl oz -8

Yay



WY Sl o olad ons sl b 010 o5 g sle "

(S ol CBla> cgwlrﬁjd&jlwq&j
Cool 5537 Glad LSCsly 03— s
Sharma and.us” s Ll oLS 51, slauST o7
YU 3lae 45 Coulods 54155 (Dietz, 2006
Ady 5 e 5 Ol e RIS e il 5 o0 055 50
S T 03 ol g 533,8 el)s 0blE
23T oS b Jos IS (gl s a4 055
(Fredeeret al., 1991 Cul ol 0313 Cd 5K 3
S 9 059 48 Sl esls Ol QLE:.E;J@L:;
S 1568 5 b IS 015 (613 e sk 4 St
Angraet al., ) oL 5 1, KT s )5 30
5 ol 85 33 53 15 (TS S 5L (2010
O3 aallae 3 )50 aSls DS a0 )5 L g Jomete
SR Sdes el sl L 4SS ST 5158 s esls
T o Slge 565 1 5 IS (6l gome ¢ St
ol 085 53 SRl ol Ol 5 3L Sl
2y Joite 05, 51 plen

S5 patls Ol 415 &8y sles (6ol Ol
O, 8 Q,Sq-..u\o.s;‘_;ﬂ Q\AL;):G(JL:'-
CMest| oS s ST 3,18 (Jacksoret al., 1981
DLalS s (S 2 5 15m b (LS Sl le sl
O3y &5 s a8 Glanj ol 55y (oSS 5 aad,
S AS EE Sl guast (AS b G a3 g
.J)lau_ﬁd._isdﬁl_i &394 =>= U1, dfj_; sles T
fﬂQ)\POch:)_&.UWgTJ@\Ku
=l o5k s gl g 5 Al A58
255 S8 0us s 5 Syl S Eel Ll g o
el 03 Ty las S5 8 1 gles b
OT Jlids 1 i 4 (S bd 25 Lyl 8 Coo
.(Keener and Kircher, 1983, » ;3

S g SU s s 4 ol s,
T el AU crmen 5 055,55 558 5 (S
Lo oS (S5t Slio (o5 5 4l 5 Slae
s g plox

Yao

400

=93 (Phaseolus vulgaris L.) Jsere sl )
e 45 ol U 5ty g (o 5D 1l oS
£3 0 3| 8 O gebea Yo e S e el ﬁj);\ Slodas
(S5 m 035m0 13 Jods a5 das o S5 1) Olg
Trke Jol5 e oS Ol gie 4 VU Golne 3l e 5 b
O3 5 r.a\,‘e .(Beebe and McClafferty, 2006)xL .
s 5 iy 4S A gage Jolss 5105820 5 T
PSS EJCIE e PP Tl 3 1) =5 oLals
oSS i i (Rajalaet al., 2009)das s
A5 5 edh e Olgz ol e 53 bl S
s DT Cyngdimmn L bl 53 Yame 55 L)
Lyl s 53 a5 8 plowl gl i La3T mls 3,8 o
plobawlae jo LS Culosls Olis s J 28
Cl ol b (S s Y B
Lo g olE 53 5585 40 055 -5 555 .(Singh, 2007
3 sl Jeils ol pl 3 b 31l ol otalie
05 S Ve s5dm) 3,13 0355 (S g S
.(Van Schoonhoven and Voysest, 1991:Ss s
35 S 1035 58 sLas S 5 LSl sl
52T 35S .l (655 0 OT S 53, Shas
HNeslimul GTHS 5 Sl JhalS™ 5o b 51 055 5
103 DY e 5 s 1alS g mie s
GRS e OT 35S (s Ol g 4 L5 o0
g alS (5 s il S OT ity
.(Saneokat al., 2004 .»wa 059 5 Mﬁl.u 3
o153 028 1 o el (055,55 4 0 o sdle &
Sy 23T S 5 35 IS Sl 8y o

.Ding etal., 2005 das g )l 5 5L o
Sl sla,l5 550 5 (oSS (el oS ey
S s n dso sled 4 0lLS s Sas 2
53 Scis s bl s oS sl G sel
T olid oo 53 olS 4y 5038 1y el oS
s St S S Jpb 2 S eSS



0538 35 sl 5 (S 2 1"

sy S5l T OT 51 ey 5 45 5 Jlael sl 5
slacade Lojile chd)o)gs (b ys il plail 223
S 0505 Olej 238 plowl 2 s oy g 4
ST o Sl 5y e a5 ls G5 S
N IS Ng T G WP PERIC g
caL:f i, L;J,:fa;l.u\ g 3y AN
el S 5l S /0 e 4 03k (S L
A e dELST a5 bl LS Y
D9 31 JS S5 S sb @ Jbs IS 6,8 5l sl
& s=mn (6 S 031051 6l ((Arnon, 1949 & 45,7
&l 5 (Bates, 1973 iy s, 31 ¢S = s
S35 3 s G5 555,08 Ol e (6 8 o 51
&) = .4—d osleul (Lichtenthaler, 198Y jd_>)
5 dslea 51 1 OT o (6 smmn (6 -8 05100

:(Schonfeldet al., 198815 8 oslizul

FW—-DW
TW—-DW

RWC = x 100

S 058 FW 0T s (¢l ges RWC 0T )3 45
Sl el 055 TW 5 ool ¢SKist 059 DW il
O 3w 8 1y el a5t (5, o 51 (51 Az
Loy odlsyadl JSlonle, Lo,S o jla,
& 5 el oSl eslin
a5k 6,8 051 lads gy &5y b (DeltaT, UK)
slas =S o3l s s & 1 e el
LYY el ys ljay ok 4 aLS iulel
IR-99, ) Jra o6 5 3 053Le miles I o3liz
oL iles & 3 iy 23 5 O 50 (China
e VO g alls 58l Las y3 ¥ 59l (gla ol 1 8
S 3 (sl o mils ol (5 8 65100 el
3G sl g xS O S a sles
58 plnil (gl p Sl 5SS sa LS a ot

Slos S0 Ol e shicel ol e o

\LLs

b wey 930

Ele 5 GIsES sy (iR e a5
Ll S Ol g 53 ply Ol g8 ol o
3,5 Sl S aslinal ) (loST 2 b s 8
L}:M&K&&S}QC}QB):&)):SBZM
N s ol alsT slajlas e 5SS 4wl
0593 dsb 53 Jseme (LT imbaw 4w j5 (S 25
s e e e #0) dals Ol pe 4 A,
S s A 53 Ik 3 (St (s 25 (s
5 (bns &t 1 s o (o 0) (S F o e
¥l o 51 ey i) 093 Iob s (S s i
355 Sl s St 5l pdes e oo VY0) S
pAe) i o g )3 (o)l amta 51 O35 =5
100 g Ve O (ald) (055, 35S o e
ol 5 p s Joole 0 SUSS8 3 055 55 ¢ S kS
Sl PSS sl o s B L ) e
(3 gdomn iy 5 0ok 651 p 3 'Red Kidney Light
IS (LalS™ £ Liie) DB1083 jidwsdsl Y
(5udee ddiy 5 o3lius) 45 5 JSK& Morado 5yl
tr 5 3 oy (S 55 b les dlesl Ol g
2T slales s glanS ¥ 8 L F Ll
D)5 0500 slles s ol gl S
035 jaass o p el S 4 f) SO e
93 ‘L;_:‘.;V.;h;z;lﬁg_al{ot_,w RS
Coals Cauny Bl S iz s ¥ dsb 4 oo S
L WA Dl sls 5 WY s o 1 e 5 00 alools 4
Ly s S g e (Sl 0= F LA G
s 8 plowl e (Sl Ve Cas) g9y 5 5 Al
(S50 03 35S e Cai) Sy 93 55 (83355
e o (IS 1 3 0T LK Caai 5 2



WY Sl o olad ons sl b 010 o5 g sle "

by 5 0555558 sl 53 5 b
O Sleds (VA) 5SS 53 0 8 418100 las 4y
L Sen 5 —lhss (Y Js>) 555 (Y/0) 55 S
s Jlasl 87 s ST 5,18 (Vurayaiet al., 201D
4 > Vigna subterranean L.oLS 5, Sois
S s o e Ay e 5 5 sl alS
) &8 o (oo Ay e 5 S T S
S S g A s S T s el s
o 2alS sl S (el OLalS (S
RS G b Sl g e (S 15 e
03 s 5 55l sl Ol e G5 b
Csby 3 5aS Ll b s il e St
Gl Ll e oS )3 ABA 5 il a5 S
258 8 e ol i LS 25
.(Kacperska an&ubacka-Zebalska, 1989
35S 4S5, S 5,058 (Zorica, 2002 LS55
5B Ol s doe Eoely (St N 5 05
DS 653 8 D3 (55 53 55 S L ana g
1 035,55 2508 15155 b 04 Ji b 5 s
55 SnolE G wnn g el
o 5 A sl Bl bl 4 o s
1 T b Slsmn 2 05975 5 555 (S
OV Jsids) 350 Hls ime do 3 &K ez e 2
R e Rl L A sl 0L e S0l 4y s
Slssmn b 5 1 OT o sl g (S
Soore ol Hles 534S (g b 4. S3L alS
Cp S i 25 Hled 5 g (Ao y3 AV/D) o i
(Y ) s odalive S ol (Ao 3 $9/8) ludie
ol_”fjagTLgL@LE}w,c&“_gdb\_ﬁcJ_c
oS S DT o lsomn 225 > o 5 Jaos
Lol s 55 ol 4 il (S 55 bl S )
sy s S OT ol 536 baaty, Sas i
LSS O Jedley o 53 50355 G5 G b
(Turkaret al, 2005 o/ )LSer 5 OS5 LS oo ok

Yav

Keener) as az 8 L 5 & S a @ijlx!qu
Solale gles Cél awlws (¢l .(and Kircher, 1983
253 (a5 AL Slilala glos (D) alE
lsn 5 AL Sl o sles LT el 5 8 Oles
T Ol g ol (6,8 050l gh VY VY Celu 5s
SN el s a5, slsn sles) s S aulous
a5 53 1l 1 S S s il 50 oS!
ek e 5 SIS s s e
535 pa s acalowe ol (0s dl O g ol
ldsoet ) 5,8 oslizul 5 daly 51 (SDD) 25 4>
(al., 1977
SDD = Y%(Tc - Ta)
Ta s ALS jllule glasTe adaly ool 53 &
LY sl e g S ol Slelu 5 ea sles
Sl S 455 59y Lela 8 Sl oy, slas
Bt e VI P R STR)
L) S 33,5 aloee oS i) 1 ime 093
S5 S s Ol 53 St p il > Shae
SRR PO g TP R
Slaglie 5 il sl a2 Sl 0d 8 D) 0
23l MSTAT 5 SAS. 9.1sLa, | j3lp = | ol
oS3 05T bl lasles ks auylin 3 8
.&chbd\w):@dbb-lc}a«):

o g @b

s S 513 0Lt il s o gl

23053, 555 5 A3 by Jlaz| o 3 S
el &8 o el o ys K Yl peba
315 Ol b Soks awlin () Jgd) 54 15 gime L)
& 2l 4 e 0 Jlasl (S 5 oS
e pat s e S sosb 4 s S Ly
Sist 15 53 0T o a8 5 (YY) Jsame 5T )
e li eSS o iy A edalin (V/8) wud



05555555 ol 5 (St 2 SN

05570 355 5 (Sas 25 ke 53 50 3 ol L 955, Shas 5 &K 55 5 5 Slio bl 4 o =) Jgilr

Table 1. Analysis of variance for physiologicaitsaand grain yield of two red kidney bean geno$yppedrought stress and nitrogen fertilizer treattse

MS) Slay o Sk
>
! z ) 'y
3 - © o & K i 8
i I H H 5 3 3 28 s
e 4 5, 88 g8 3% 48 g 2 vy d2
©sl3T Nl \“‘x'g j‘ig j;g _"l)% 1% ::E \\_'3'|_ : g n g
SOV, o qf v 5 9 & o O b 2 + 8 Fa %9 5 30
Block &S 2 1.48° 262.6** 0.0145* 0.003% 3.29% 0.32° 0.123°  0.0017° 6.67° 4155099°
Drought stress(DS) S s 2 3.98* 1149.8* 0.111* 0.057** 32.9% 5.31* 34  325.13*  5561.7* 12539660*
Error (a) ol sl 4 0.358 7.84 0.00036 0.00132 0.140 0.219 0.12 70.17 812 1287069.3
Genotype(G) Ny 1 0.963°  450.8** 0.0238*  0.00405** 4.78* 1.78* 5.06** B28** 52.88* 4847812.9**
Nitrogen(N) O35 3 2.14% 68.62** 0.0123** 0.0049** 3.2%* 0.565**  PB1** 0.437** 162.9** 1077794.2**
DSx G S SR i A 2 0.418° 11.63° 0.0057* 0.00011%  0.676** 0.093°  1.02* 0.478** 21.38° 47745.%°
DSxN O pe Sas A5 6 0.202° 7.08*° 0.0019**  0.00104**  0.502** 0.05%  0.54* 0.186** 17.7% 45365.9°
GxN O35 X ol 555 3 0.218° 5.64*° 0.00054°  0.00052° 0.169°  0.0073°  0.46* 0.022° 15.8° 3325.%°
DSx GxN O35 5 ol 5% (S A 6 0.192° 2.37° 0.00045°  0.00007° 0.04% 0.007%°  0.27° 0.012° 4.99% 40904.8°
Error (b) o sl 42 0.295 10.05 0.000449 0.00022 0.0905 0.068 0.151 0.024 9.9 106378
C.V(%) O it b - 22.5 4.3 16.8 24 15.9 20.7 23.6 15.8 12.1 14.7
ns: Not significant Sl gae 2 :NS

*and**: Significant at 5% and 1% probability levelespectively
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Table 2. Mean comparison of physiological traitd grain yield of red kidney bean genotypes for ¢ggp®, drought stress and nitrogen treatments

E b garls S OT il X555, O 3 s als > Slas
(LAI) RWC (%) Carotenoid (mg.g FW) SDD (°C) Grain yield (kg.hd)
Drought stress S A
Normal irrigation Jsene 5T 27a 80.5a 18a -435b 2950 a
Mild stress Cads A5 25a 71.7b 10b -18.0 a 2200 ab
Severe stress Lds A 19b 66.9 c 09b -16.4 a 1505 b
Nitrogen (kg.hd) 0535
0 2.0b 711b 1.0b -219a 1964 b
50 22b 71.7b 1.2b -25.6b 2082 b
100 26a 74.1a l4a -27.5 bc 2313 a
150 28a 75.3 a l4a -28.9¢c 2514 a
Kidney bean genotypes L J slacs 55
Akhtar e 25a 75.6 a l4a -25.1a 1960 b
D81083 D81083 23a 70.6 b 1.1b -26.8b 2480 a

L, gyl e a8 ) ey Jlez>I Cb.wp s glaals dim 3 505T alal py cdizud &5 e oy > (gl 1 S@LAUEJL:» Ot B >
Means in each column followed by similar lettesd not significantly different at 5% probabiligveel, using Duncan’s Multiple Range Test

AL Il le glos 3l 5 65 s (ST s NS ca Jds IS gl (St Ji5x s 85 blime SI— ¥ Jade
Table 3. Interaction effect of genotype and drowggigss on chlorophyll a, total chlorophyll, prelicontent and canopy temperature depression

Treatments toloiT elayles a s )5 S s s 8 s p il
Ly s ) Sis iS Chlorophyll a Total chlorophyll Proline AL Sl gles 3l
Red kidney bean genotypes Water stress (mg.g* FW) (mg.g* FW) (mg.g* FW) AT (°C)
Sy ST 0.235a 3.62a 1.29cd -3.02d
Normal irrigation
Akhtar A 0.122¢ 172¢ 1.97b 2.30¢
Mild stress
Ll RS
0.075d 1.08d 245a 3.94 a
Severe stress
Sy ST 0.170 b 2.80b 1.11d -3.33e
Normal irrigation
D81083 A 0.083 d 1.15d 1.60 ¢ 245¢
Mild stress
Ll RS
0.070d 0.92d 1.45cd 3.59b

Severe stress

LI g ls gae oyl M):@dublcla“): ;S.Ib slawals dom 0 5a3T ol s cdizn &S 2ia o Lg\;l:e\f&l.a&:fd\.:a Osn A 3
Mean in each column followed by similar letter(e8 aot significantly different at 5% probabilityke, using Duncan’s Multiple Range Test
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Table 4. Interaction effect of drought stress xagjen on chlorophyll a, chlorophyll b, total chlptyll, proline content and canopy temperature dego

a sk b s 45 8 dsa s sy il
Chlorophylla  Chlorophyll b Total Chlorophyll Proline AL Il gles 3l
Treatments 2T s s (mg.g* FW) (mg.g* FW) (mg.g* FW) (mg.g* FW) AT (°C)
g 0)})""‘
Drought stress Nitrogen
(kg.hat)
0 0.143c 0.091c 2.35¢c 1.16e -2.97d
Jgens 50T 50 0.191b 0.093c 2.84b 0.94e -2.88d
Normal irrigation 100 0.243a 0.155a 3.97a 1.29de -3.56f
150 0.233a 0.133b 3.68a 1.42de -3.30e
0 0.866d 0.026f 1.12ef 1.11e 2.46¢
G A5 50 0.085d 0.033ef 1.20e 1.78bcd 2.30c
Mild stress 100 0.121c 0.055d 1.76d 1.98bc 2.42c
150 0.118c 0.048de 1.65d 2.27ab 2.32c
0 0.056e 0.025f 0.79f 1.32de 4.00a
s A 50 0.063de 0.021f 0.86ef 1.47cde 3.80ab
Severe stress 100 0.083d 0.035def 1.17e 2.28ab 3.62b
150 0.088d 0.031ef 1.19e 2.74a 3.64b

Ll (g4l sme sl M):@lecbp Sl glaals i O 53T bl cditd &5 e g 6‘)‘56@“"}:@\:‘ Ot B >
Mean in each column followed by similar letter(s3 aot significantly different at 5% probabilityke, using Duncan’s Multiple Range Test
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Effect of drought stress and nitrogen fertilizer levels on physiological
characteristics of two red kidney bean genotypes

Mohammadzadeh, Al, N. Majnoon Hosseinf, H. Moghaddant and
M. Akbari *

ABSTRACT

Mohammadzadeh, A., N. Majnoon Hosseini, H. Moghadda and M. Akbari. 2012. Effect of drought stress and nitrogen
fertilizer levels on physiological characteristafstwo red kidney bean genotypdsanian Journal of Crop Sciences. 14(3):

294-307. (In Persian).

To study the effects of drought stress and nitrofgetilizer levels on some physiological traits agcin
yield of two red kidney bean genotypes, a fieldexkpent as split factorial arranged in randomizethplete
blocks design with three replications was carriatiat Research Field of Faculty of Agriculture, ity of
Tehran, Karaj, Iran in 2010. The main plots wenedghirrigation levels (irrigation after 60, 90 abhd0 mm
evaporation from open pan class A) and factoriahlmioations of N fertilizer at four levels (0, 5@, and 150
kg N ha') and two red bean genotypes (Akhtar and D81083% wssigned in sub-plots. Results showed that
drought stress x genotype interaction was sigmfi¢a <0.01) on total chlorophyll and chlorophyll a, proline
content and canopy temperature depression (CTDjilaly, the drought stress x nitrogen fertilizateraction
was significant§ <0.01) on chlorophyll a, b and total, proline content @&iTD). Results indicated that drought
stress reduced grain yield, LAI, leaf water contehtorophyll a, b and total and carotenoids, batéased CTD
and proline content. However, nitrogen fertilizgmphcation increased all of the measured traitsepkdhe
canopy temperature. Akhtar red bean cultivar sholghler carotenoid, proline, leaf water content aadopy
temperature whereas the D81083 genotype produggtethigrain yield under the drought stress condition
Generally, application of nitrogen fertilizer ineseed LAI, leaf water content, pigment content, ipekontent

and grain yield of red kidney bean and led to réidadn canopy temperature in drought stress canuit

Key words: Drought stress, Canopy temperature, Grain yietdlife, Red kidney bean and Relative water

content.
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