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Effect of water stress and foliar micronutrient application on physiological

cahracteristics and nutrient uptake in sunflower (Helianthus annus L.)
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Table2. Analysis of variance for grain yield, SPAD value, chlorophyll fluorescence, micronutrients, carbohydrate and proline content in sunflower in water stress and

foliar micronutrient application treatments

@57y Sl s S 89 7 S5 AT s JS by s e by IS a0 wls 5 Slas
S.0.V ek e d.f Carbohydrate Proline Mn Zn Fe Fv/Fm SPAD Grain yield
(MS)  Slas o il
Replication IS 2 0.05 70.2 281.6 2223 1149.7 0.002 1.6 2352
Water stress Sas s 2 269" 132.8” 1687.9"  54797.97  7368.4" 0.02" 149" 5398.5"
Error a Call sl 4 0.3 26.2 1235.1 10643.7 672.2 0.0007 0.76 764.9
Micronutrient AT 6 1.67 128.17 1180.3"  19880.2""  11491.9” 0.0053" 13.3" 525.2
sl S 12 1.8" 21627 796.1 15261.8"  16024.8™ 0.0057" 7.04 1185.77
Water stressxMicronutrient
Error b o sl 36 0.2 21.1 473.4 3393.8 1460.2 0.0017 1.27 428
CV (%) Sl S 4.2 12 7.24 7.09 10.4 5.8 7.5 19.5
ns: Non-significat S5 sxe 8 NS
* and **: Significant at 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively Loy &S5 5 g el s 55 ls an o 5 4 ey %
TAY
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Table 3. Mean comparision of grain yield, SPAD value, chlorophyll fluorescence, micronutrients, carbohydrate and proline content in sunflower in water stress and

foliar micronutrient application treatments

Sty S oAsn fa %) ool s > Shee
Carbohydrate Proline Mn Zn Fe Jos S Gulayss e Jd, S sue Grain yield
Treatment b7 gla,les (ug Glucose.g' FW) (umol.g”'. FW) mgkg'. DW Fv/Fm SPAD value @m™)
Water stress St A
Control (A5 0gb) dalis 10.1¢ 38.6b 310.7 a 770.1b  3874a 0.71b 14.1b 126.1 a
I 2 S 3 1242 4352 29692 821.9b 354.6b 0.75a 154a 97.3b
Water stress at flowering
i 0kl 3 i 5 11.1b 39.9 ab 29392 8722a  3554b 0.69b 15.62a 953 b
Water stress at grain filling
Foliar micronutrient application O e oS pols 5L J s
Fe AT 11.4 ab 39.7dc 291.9bc 786.1b  377.6ab 0.74a 14.4b 115.5a
Zn ) 11.52 ab 45.7a 315.5a 798.3b  412.6a 0.72a 13.1c 104.4a
Mn o 11.3 ab 42 .9abc 298.2abc  795.7b  385.5ab 0.73a 15.9a 112.4a
Fet+Zn Sostoal 10.4c 36.5d 311.1ab 792.4b  315.9¢ 0.72a 1470 97.8a
Fe+Mn FCORRN 11.1b 36.55d 285.2¢ 797.5b  321.3c 0.715a 16.4a 106.2a
Zn+Mn Kariss, 11.2ab 44.56ab 291.9bc 884.3a 360.9b 0.67b 16.2a 94.1a
Fe+Zn+Mn S tgarronl 11.66a 38.68dc 309.1ab 895.2a 386.9ab 0.71a 14.2ab 108.6a

.JJ)JJ&):@#Q,L&JMﬁ@JM:—lCL):Ji}\:‘slA;»\:_\.'.?Q‘,»)'TJLJJ{‘MJWQ,FL;UBS&LhﬁQQPJA):
Means in each column and for each treatment, followed by similar letter(s) are not significantly different at 5% of probability level, using Duncan’s Multiple Range Test
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Fig 1. Interaction effect of water stress and foliar micronutrient application on grain yield in sunflower
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Fig 2. Interaction effect of water stress and foliar micronutrient application on chlorophyll fluorescence in

sunflower
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Fig 3. Interaction effect of water stress and foliar micronutrient application on SPAD chlorophyll value in
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Table 4- Correlation coefficients between grain yield and physiological parameters in sunflower in water

stress and foliar micronutrient application treatments

Plant characteristic S Sl 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
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* and **: Significant at 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively
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Effect of water stress and foliar micronutrient application on physiological
characteristics and nutrient uptake in sunflower (Helianthus annus L.)

Babaeian, M., M. Heidari’ and A. Ghanbari’

ABSTRACT

Babaeian, M., M. Heidari and A. Ghanbari. 2010. Effect of water stress and foliar micronutrient application on
physiological caharctersitics and nutrient uptake in sunflower (Helianthus annus L.). Iranian Journal of Crop Sciences. 12

(4) 377-391. (In Persian)

To study the effect of foliar micronutrient application under water stress conditions at two stages of growth
on chlorophyll fluorescence, chlorophyll, proline and carbohydrates content, nutrient uptake and relation
between them with grain yield of sunflower (cv. Alster), a field experimental in split plot design with three
replications was conducted at the University of Zabol, in 2007 growing season.. Wter stress at three levels
(control, flowering and grain filling stages) were assigned as main plots and seven micronutrient treatments; Fe,
Zn, Mn, FetZn, Fe+tMn, Zn+Mn and Fe+Zn+Mn, were randomized in sub-plots. Results showed that water
stress at two stages of growth significantly reduced grain yield. The impact of water stress was more pronounced
when applied at grain filling and grain yield decreased by about %24.3. Foliar micronutrient application
increased grain yield in water stress and application of Mn had the highest positive effect on grain yield.
Chlorophyll fluorescence, free proline and total soluble carbohydrates content increased in water stress condition
at both stages of growth. The highest concentration of these components were found in the flowering stage.
Foliar application of micronutrients increased accumulation of these components, the highest chlorophyll
fluorescence was found in Fe, chlorophyll in Fe+Mn, proline in Zn and carbohydrate in Fe+Zn+Mn treatments.
In this study, the highest content of Fe and Mn elements were found in non-water stress (control) and the lowest
of these elemnets were observed in water stress at the grain filling stage. It can be concluded that water stress at
the grain filling stage had the most effect on reducing grain yield of sunflower. Although the highest chlorophyll
fluorescence and concentrations of the osmotic regulators (carbohydrates and proline) were found in water stress
at the flowering stage. Since water stress at the grain filling stage reduced the uptake of micronutrients,

particularly Mn, therefore its effect on sunflower was more pronounced than water stress at the flowering stage.

Key words: Water stress, Micronutrient, Physiological caharcteristics, Osmotic adjustment and Sunflower
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