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Effect of source and rate of nitogen fertilizer on yield and water and nitrogen use
efficiency of peppermint (Mentha piperita L.)

Podiise sdgallle Tl dl elbe s o3l 0 3l gdgie I LS e s iy Usle

ol

.o
KT PR B P ‘;I,K,;JSL.;J{‘;\J‘,,E:;Q\}__»,C,;;! AYR0 oSy £ 9 Dlw L £ . 188 0 1B (Sugie Il 5. E & ld Sy
SEXY (A Ol pl (215 pole dxe . (Mentha piperita L.) ik gl 5

=il Eluini ol OT O o (15 9 (il O it 63 yuSUOE gt 0959 gl D9 3TAmii § £ g e b ) glRi0 Ay
9ITAY-AY sla Jluw 5 5155 4w b Dolai ol sl ol = b ab 9 b 3556 O g0 k3T (Mentha piperita L.)
0391 9 Po—rignl 3l gu 0391 Jold (39 5 (ST .3 F 12! Oliwjas ol crb @l 9 (5359Lis™ oLi1S 4 1FAF-AE
A 5 1 5B s lio 3590 slowd Olgie 4 JUSD 33 039 7ok YAL g Ve e ¥e jio rotaw 13 (UAN) Ol s pauigel
A Cumd (SR 33 £ 5 k™ AV/Y) halo3T 95 Sl 38 U395 P55 oks™ B (81 4 Jalb Slai 37 & SKlos 457 318 Vi gl
Ot pogsigeT 0391 (5385 i (359, sl Lital 331 b i oalo S ;Chow .59 jid (WSS 13 p T 9ks” M) Jof Jo
90y 33 .00m) g (HUKR 33 P95 1) pauignl Sl gu 9 (HUKR 33 5 oks™ 1A) 0391 4 S ((HUSD 35 p Foks™ YO L)
03T 293 9 Jol Jbaw 38 il (o 3 sShos 510> 9 Culd (S giy (il & Kot Ol g Pauigal 0391 395 ¢ s lo3T Jlw
948l al3B1 0395 995 Uilmo it l3B1 b 4l 039 55 (STgim el oy SUSR 55 0395w P57k 1o 9 YA Sl Cui i @
0 G134 OT O yao 59l gw (21U WD &5 g 33 (S yulay 39 5 OD dRbl! Sl o1 b pawigal 0391 9 091 (Slddgs
DWW g 9 (o gio 2 p 5 V/£) 0391 o oo 3 o557 1) O pasigal 0391 3957 35 (S pao 03958 £ 579k
2080 3 o 5 4 SabodT p9d 9 Jol Jlw 5o ST (8390, 9 SoLaBl 27 Ji5 10> .09y sy (Ko s g p 57 1Y) pauigel
P33 JLw 33 033,35 B man (8103 (LS 033705 395 L pao Ol wo Sl B1 b Nt iy 039 55 p 5 5ks™ YO+ 5 TA-
Pogel SlWguw 9 035l i (2517 9 318 G L e 5 2 £ 1Y cad b) Jol Jlo & Cad (P57 2 5778 i b)
oid Wi L e Eacl LS 33 o T ok 1Y+ aetaw B o i pauigeT 0391 395 38 lof chisll AL (b pan ol 331 b
90391 4y S § 39ms llio Lo 3T Jlo 95 8 30 pouignT Wldlgu 3957 53 339 546 <5 5998 38 (I Bl B e 9
0351 355" (SYL y3lio B o 4ty o0 S5 ) g lo3T ol gl el 9.810 Ol Jio (S5 9 O 5id powigal 0591 295
S 08 bl i (S s 21 PawigeT OlWaw § 09 (ST 4 Cuwd OliwiaS 38 JA Sl sy 3O Oy pauigel
292 7@ Posigel OWaw OT 51 s 90391 Mgi (2 (ol gk 35 45

(Sl Elai 9 395 B g (L1552 (5 panigal 0391 pilul 1 5ols” (Slaoslg

Al o Il 0 ) (587 a5 g s lie ) WAONIA L iy )6 FRFATD (08l 5 5 6
(oS 451K6) il B ol 5 el e el gae Ol 55 ely b s 5 (55588 ol (55,518 oSl (6 5575 goeitils )
@delposhtdar@gmail.com :¢sG 5 531 )

Ol g xl)@x»cu,_;;),uﬁ\im; E5ES 0uSiEils Sl skl _Y

O 6555188 (659555 g oSt 55 skl ¥

Ok s &:Ab@.:]acb}dj)}we@h S5 saS 0uSisils slul —F

Ok ybw,hcu‘}_;wusu&uu SaslaS 0uSails sl —0


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1395.18.1.2.1
https://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-606-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2025-10-20 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1395.18.1.2.1 ]

A0 Hlgr ) oslad cpaitoms o Kol o5 psle Al

3, Shes 505 5l 3 ol cpl 53 48 Liles S 5518
055,28 45 o T oo Sty ol 55 YL sl
PREL PN N IS | I TN J Y Iy
T 53U 3,5 5> (Golder and Vangelder, 1998)
035 0,8 s hS N0 5VO B4) O35, 34
Sie oS s 8 et te il gl o GBS s
il 3l el LS 3 035 5 p S kS V0
OLLSan 5 63315 5 oo (M plins ol 5> Sl
555 Sl jlas s S 5,158 (zadi et al., 2010)
e e 3 055,55 i a0 & sl 059 5
059, Bl 511 ol 515 58 0 by o olE
5 G5 g3 5T B BB Esl 5 AST s el
LacS 1 mlaw 5 5 5 S gy by Rl il s 3
05,8 Cte S LY (Zhao, 2006) 15 .5 55 s
33 e ol OS eSS 5 5 0 Ll 5l
Sladl a5 s i 85 (slad sSU4e sl L
31> s SIS 5 gland 5 T
o olS (6l 5L 35 e 055,25 e
3 e s St s S5
Wyls Jolize Sl e gl e plo b gle S5
A5 au e aS LT 5l .(Auscheol et al., 1994)
o 53 555 as 5as 5005 YU sl sland Glas S
355 p S mlin 3 Sl (g e (el )
2sS YL oS b dpame ST &7 G55 23
Oliises 5 015,588 ldal 51 S oS WS g
3 2l s (Broadbent et al., 1987) 4_il
3lis I eslizwl (Sattelmacher et al., 1994) O, San
O e 2 THLS 2l sl 1) 055 26 o5
S S5 s S Ao 5 055
8 s 59 i 3| (G 33 O g A Sdine
PRS-y prapn) P T S W P S G-
e b ol oS s Sl p g yaT dneas
350 Oy (6 by palhe L 05 50 35S
.(Taghizade and Seyed-Sharifi, 2011)

Aok

212 ilal OLALE s gazms 51 il Glgr 5
Lo ag s Lis (o ools 5L 09530 595 SAl530 51
AL e )ls OLaLE S 5 e 1531 0T
C\.’.’d (Omidbeigi, 2011) Cwl Jlu ;5 o5 1800
— OLals alex 3l (Mentha piperita L.) lils
b s g ls Ol il abauly 4 45 el gl
5L 10T gl eslizwl 5 (Kumar et al., 2004)
o) 3 OVl esla il .l 05 9 Oldis a5 55 50
2> LT 5 il (e (o)l mlio ) kg
p3 el SLaslil Sl eoman 5 55587 Jo s
G5t 548 s bl 551 ST ol oiS
=2l 03 ls s ag Olew ) 5 Ol s 5lw 0
DLE ¢l 1 CalS e 03l 5 (2 (5551 5 prlan

sl 2513 QLS Lo gas 1))
Loy 5l colin bzl ¢ g g)ls 0LE W5 s
LeT o s 3l5m Ol Rl ) shiney (o1)5 Julse
035,55 paie (205 pgr Jolse 5 STl it
S350 0T (53 ol Wiy (glao 55 plas 53 45 ol
S oLE (S loe sLaduT 3 51 (6ol 53 5055
33 05s 8 45 BB 51 (Saxena, 2004) 305  pwlul
OT Oljn (288 5 5 &S5 51 guamms Ol oo ol 31
s5b & Oliime o oks Lol S5 (g I S
gl 03 (a5 slas S Sl adllas o lodnl
oS o5l 5 gas3m =l 8T o) (#105 olals
o Ol or an ml 53 5035 Gl 55 s gl
o Lal (1zadi et al., 2010) O, LKan 5 g3 52 3,155
053,55 355 e o Sl (o sz 555 5ad
i g Lin s il 53, Ses (ol 3l Cgr
Slap s S5 L bl Sl (s3daze sLa il S
polas (Kasual, 1999) J sulS .l ikl 314 & glaze
Ly S )3 059 = (;?}——15 Voo 5l YLS
il i 533, Shas 5 bl o531 g

RIS PN NI SICHIN PR PO


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1395.18.1.2.1
https://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-606-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2025-10-20 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1395.18.1.2.1 ]

Tl 55 Slas p 05555358 Vi s g5 T

gl 5 3lin el bl (i o JSCES
AV S 655 b 055 35S
SLacSTs 53 1) Jils plias 53T g olS A5 1S
o ) e a1 S s Ol

C_«w\ 03}5

by 599 3Mg0

55 \WAYAF 5 \FaY_aY cladle ;s LilesT ol

b e 5 (655l o sils SLadot ae 5o
o= 3 dibie ol UG | | Ol 5 al
w3 FA Jsb 5 Jlad s Y9 5 am o ¥ LUl e
N3 Ly el Sl e Ve gLl 5 (35 4dds OF
e ke V57 Sl al Skl s ls
55 Sl a0yl slrelanl (5L LT
St ¢St a5 St bl 1l (5,0
Trb el = S oo o el T LT
Cgr i ) 5SS an b balas JulS™ (slacsS sl
I s aal> O 8 (A Pl sl (o)
Sl 0T Jool s 5 o slaw slis b 3 8 bl 587
ST O pan Ll s 5 olE 25715 0357 (o5
o= ol (alsT slajles sl ST 055 50 5
oS S YAT 5 YV OF Ve i) 055 55 e
355 ¢35 5 dsl Joale Ol e QLS 53 03555
(p s snT Sl s 5 (UAN) Sl 25 5 50T 051 coy51)
Slomn Lds 4 8 555 093 Jsle Olyte 4
2 D p s geT 0550 5 p g saT DM s w51 055 2
(8355 Hlaw 2 53 .Sl Ao 3 YY 5 YV (P S 5
a5 L OT ale 5ol Sl amal 3l w555 duoys Yo
5oL (il gLl 5T Slabs Sl 4
s 35S Lo sldad ¢ g i DUl alS Cge
ST ST ol 4y dlom o ez 55 s 43 8 i s
- S I P T VS -5 W P I U PRV
g by S 0sT il Jad oS w5 s
e 530 SV Ol 4 olE 05 Al

O s copsl Glas S 55 059,25 O pmae 21
LT ol Coddlo i p i poT Dl s 5 55T
A 358 055,58 5 ealss sl |5 el ooy
S 5 O e 5 e mln ) Ol s
23 ¢a0m) 3 (Nowsher et al., 1998) 555 s Cals
slas S ISl oLl ST slacsLs
LS el ol Gas j3 0550 5 (o siiseT
355 n S Ui saT 5SSy s 4 055 28 S
Oljn 5 e SU 055 ! .(Malakouti et al., 2008)
S Az 5 3550 055 725 O Oljs 2 355 5 s
48 Wlesls 0L 01 Sty Sl ok 5 48 5,13
el o s Loy A8 13055 25 slas s Sl eslizal
(235w m Al 5 055 55 O pae DLl 513
LS Uil el (Kandil et al., 2010) 3 55 o 555
Sl ool oins Ol ol OBLE 53 055,25 U5 e
23 aie ol fae JSKb a0 0LE ol 655 &
Gl S on s ealasil s Slas 41y o s
(e le ol s 8sLaS Slles O ST oy
e S Jels 0T sias |5 sl b5 )
03555 dm odd i 035 %8 o) S8L 3L L
=302 S S h oS 5 (ed b O
(odeds ol 053,25 4 (3Ll 5, Slhas )
OLaLS 53 035,55 o e (LIS Bl Lo Wil 5 o0
LS e A s il e Ll (S
o b sl L 1,18 (Salvagiotti et al., 2009)
Aty a4 eds Gl e e e o
@S I b Cu o dd O e g2 e
A Sl g 5 St ele Ol e &S5 5 50
S5t g iy 8 0dd Ol gl e usly
.(Moll et al., 1982)
e Jold Las 87 s e SO Jool 5l
TP 9 K (e Ol (e
ol s 5 ol (Terry, 2007) L 545

BRSITPER U;L‘“}{ o g e O35/


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1395.18.1.2.1
https://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-606-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2025-10-20 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1395.18.1.2.1 ]

A0 Hlgr ) oslad cpaitoms o Kol o5 psle Al

ESaS iy ol 03 ST f e Ssods L
SVl 53 0l 5 (6 e Sl O C)J.Auif,lzﬁ-
e Sl b (6,8 0l (0 gl S 0y 5
QMJ#)&‘L&QJ_S@oMJJ\ngB&
e 3 atta Slai laesl s LT Ok
Lﬂ)zoujougwu\_ﬁp.\_&c@\
Shed o3l 0o OT e Glaj 5L 2 50 (02
oSl b Jsl dle 53) (B pan OT S oo 5 s
2T S 2TV (Sl b pss Sl 5 VYA
Ol T S 4 S (Sl § samms 3 LS
5 S L 03 4 potne b 05 5l ()98 (2
013) A g0 (3l (ot S O koS

4 (United states Bureaus of Reclamation; USBR)

4y 3S L Ol s (USBR, 1984) Wl s
ol ol A\jb‘ dii J)J.:- BE gIZ'.\J_.LM)T J>m

A O pan ST S e § Ol e s S
995 oA CilS b il el abiT o8
355 3555 3 68 sl S 3 yme 53 b
5 %0 55 yslae GLaS S s (6L ol pen 055 %
JUE S 5 T s €0 sl glaesS b o
Jal 55 Jsl Jlw 3 dd w2138 Al 287
Ot 03T L ole ey Lalsl 53 53 Il 3 slovtzia
o Js &l Hler shls (M plnd slap gy e
23 el sy ol p by (fws &) e
Ja.xuwéfudﬂdﬁbdt_&d_«p
Jome o Ll b ol ol S sy ke b
6 S o300 5 ylate i plonit 5L T ¢ 2T
Al sl 3 an O i 5 ol T OT Hlis
bl glas S 4 LT 4 5l T ula ol
Al ) 5y S

ilesT Joen ST glacs 5 (S5 sla Sy o) s
Table 1. Physical and chemical properties of soil in the experimental site

) S o ety Snd
e Clay Silt Sand oSl il 0595 IS S Potassium  Phosphorus
Soil depth % % % Soiltexture ~ TotalN (%)  O.C (%) Ec(dSm®)  pH (mg.kg?) (mg.kg™h)
0-30 30 54 16 Silty-Clay 0.079 0.71 2.23 7.5 127.6 7.03

j}.ﬂj@)bu‘ﬁd_.}wbm(g_«_xg»)h)odd&
www.irimo.r ¢y 428 Wbl Ol )
L:uT;}f.a.a S99 sl c‘_;iij}j}:; &\)lf
Ll 4.._.wl>ul (“) 3 (Y) ‘(\) LSLAA_bb )‘ aiu.'l_.w‘

:(Mojadam and Modhej, 2012)

b ool 55 J e i

e SOl adsle ol b (Lo o ole 5 Lawl gl )3)
S{RPNEPR IS PRCE S IUES JUE S
S oS i 055 ca gas 05, S &S izl
G ST o ame HLS i (6 S o 5lu]
e ST Ol s (p 8518 St o5l

(1) alas,

(e e 05 5k8) T

(Y) alas


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1395.18.1.2.1
https://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-606-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2025-10-20 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1395.18.1.2.1 ]

Tl 55 Slas p 05555358 Vi s g5 T

() sl

(AT’J&A,‘JJ{JE))gTd)jaJ.e=(y&jﬂj{(f%)gwasaL@ﬁ‘@b‘sx\'/"'/"' (s,

5 S oyslaS o sils (65,5l a8 euS_zils
A (5 S el Ol 5 sl (e s
e St O bl 1 il el g

:v\iafn\rubu

33 odd Cdls  olald i I ey

osliial L (T L b gy @ wpe p S Fr e
Sl Celw aw Sty o o IS oK
1> OLalE o8 2lesT 5o 0T iy

(o y3) il O en = (il 035 /(p 8 F4) oS &SCast 035) % Vv il O o (F) abasl
(pare 50 33 05) oilil s S = (m o 50 53 8) &8 5 8K o3l X il Ao 3 (®) dat

(5) ]

(2 33) oile o 3 o= 053 75 355 gelaw 2 53 bl s Shae /055 75355 prdaws Olat il 3 Shae ST x V0

NUE (gign™) = LYLDs / Nt
& 055 035,55 il eslil o1,LS :NUE
28 s Shee LYLDr (035,55 5 1 S
O n Ni 3 (a0 53 0,5 adebosls 355 &S
bl o (e 03 8) o o3linl 055 25 5,5
4z Laesls 055 Jle 5 5l ol 1 sy
gl sl o Rl OIS (s s s WLl
035055 p 8 A YAY 5TV OFr V) 055 x5S
S S 5SS A s S el OLSs s
sl 5 oLl 2 LaST Jlw 53 slmosls S s
Cgr s oLl LSD 0 53T S eslial b ba S5k
o i e 5 Loosls 0L 51 0 g 85 4 2
L?-}S'Lg.uasu:_JJ;C};MjAJ}‘clan‘};c
A SOl sme ol il o il b
L o & goty dalas g5 il l b 5 O 5
Sl eslinul U gyl T Sluslows i Ol (glales 95
5 il SAS 9.1 5 Miniitab (sla 1531 p 3

o g b
€3 1y dl ol j1aS s § Jaste jilejT

IS o eas Ly il 5 &8y S 055,25
Wl 58 1 S Oy 5 eslimal g (6,8 o510l
hmloen Bl 039,55 S g 5 25 055 55 S 5
@S (L5l Gl Gbl o S 3 8
(=155) Coman LS 5 ((S5)3) &S5 5 58
db sl A BV slaaaly oo 5 a5 05,5
:(Timsina et al., 2001)
105558 (S3L5L) S (oL (V)
NRE (%) = LNY;x 100/Nf
Az y3) 038,25 Cb3L L ode oI, NRE
0315558 & S OWLE & 4 55 055 55 Ol e (LNY
0355 355 Ol Ni 3 (a0 03 p,5) 0
Al ga (o a 53 0,5) o oslicl
(K558 28D 0395 o e 215 A)
NUTE (gign) = LYLDs / LNY;¢
&S & 0 8) 03375 o pae LIS NUTE
355 &8 938 s Shae YLD (055,55 ¢ 5 5
23 053,55 Ol (LYt (a0 s 0 5) ok o3l
(prmre 2 05) ods o3l 3,5 5 S DS S,
Al
(105 S 05 s sl esleal 1,8 () abasly


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1395.18.1.2.1
https://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-606-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2025-10-20 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1395.18.1.2.1 ]

A0 Hlgr ) oslad cpaitoms o Kol o5 psle Al

2> S3lie S5 s (555 55 i oS 15 0L
&K\ﬁ,laﬂ.ualaow&ﬁ\jajjﬁo&ﬁ
(055,55 sl Jolie 55 &Stz 5 Slas) Laosls
o_ksg:._luojb_::solh.g&;{u«f;bow
oS 5 4 o3 AF S AF AT Gliabl 390> L) 30
(p s T Sl s 5 05l el 23 p 55 50T 051 (Sl
,w\dm;w?}_k;w s 53 (B ) JS2)
e”t‘\_ﬁgﬁq,mbdﬁj{\”}ngow,w
S ;5 Y/8 5/ JJ)%}QQ‘ﬁ:J(:HJAT
D35y Emeda 4 p 8 STV o 51 Ll izl
S ok a8 i 258 p g > S
035055 08 AAS 2 3l 4 Dl pas s o5l 58
eSis 3, s 4, 53 0 8 S YO (3 an
038 &l DIl 457 Sy 5o 4303, S WLl
psseT DMy 5 GLSa 53 0 8 5 LS VAR)
(B -) JS8) 55 S (S 3 0 8 ASNVF/4)
038 sl 38l = 059 2 =51 (Zhao, 2006) 5515
Sl s e ol OS s a1, olS oSt
el Sladul dlaotiy i &S5 lad S 5o
5 S5 3 a 303 o S 5 slat
Sy > (Saiedi-Gragani et al., 2014) Ol,LSen
oS SN SAYO Vet ho y3lie 4 (6 jinr oS
D35 p it 45 3,8 S 035 5 e feh
el Dl e 515 N0 CL”M_:,{M
(5255 wlie plad s Sleysl sl 5 AT s
Ol s 8 Eeb )y (g a8 Sist 035 ol 0l
)Elﬁcuj\a:u:_wldwl:;)%w
& prinr oS &St 035 Sl Eel o gaT
Ll 0T et 03 p S S o)l 5 ekss S
g il > Shas S e uilsls 4 b
LS Luilul oo S8 5T Jale Oloj 457 5ls OLes
e (b 68 an 5 8 55 (ool 1y b 3
Jmlie 51 oy A3 sl gne 355 7 55 055 5

:l:om&bbﬂ.cﬂojjﬁc}hwjas}ftj

Slscinn oS 55, Ses 1 059,55 7 sl 53 J
053,55 b 53 dbw Jolite 51 (o) 2 s s
73 Skes (b e 035,55 il I & ol Ol
53 (5 el Sl (o O Jl 53 53 0lS
2 e S SN 55, Shee 2l 3l o pgs JL
31 g (B e 03525 05 ST 2 1) 4 58
35 GLSa 55 p 5 oS MIF) Jgl Jla 55 0T s
pe Jlas 53 53 Shee o 28 (A Y JS8)
S 3 0 SN0 VE 51100 0) 035 5 O3 e
SYO0F s T Lol (ps> 5 sl dlw 55 i &
05 S YA o 13 LSa 45 0 84 LS F 0¥
agazr g Ldewypes 9 ol e s 5 4 059,48
Slio okiS J 25 a0 pls p Jases Jolse 3]
Lo Lo () o el i 5 3 S 5 oS
e Sl 8,0 3 ol a8 s 5 4K 1 LsT
Q\mﬁg}_:bg@\&g‘mrjadbjaakfjo)’j
5 635ml b Gb Al es oy sy 0555 sl
055,55 348 i3l (Izadi et al., 2010) ol LSen
S s il L o8 sl 5 el
L5 005 oo o ol e e 53 03955 2
Cel 503, S b5 035 5 Bl 11, oLS 5L
5y My Rl s e g glaes sl 5 il 53l
PRUSES PR N I H g SR FLS I |
T Sl ) 2 > (Zeinali et al., 2014) O, Ses
5055 2 e 53 05555 p SAS e Y0 e
B aS s ST 318 i gl ol plutl
3 Al 05 p KA Y B 055,55 e
553 Shes (ST 5 3L GBI 5 Shes 1S
AT oy 055525 p S S Ve e s
gln &Sz 5 Slas S uilsls 425 b
3055, s o ol D131 sl 0les s
38 1 055 e 53355 £ 55 Joline
Alss S0l dwslin .54 s ime jliws &St
Stz 3 Sas 2358 555 53 e Jlime S


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1395.18.1.2.1
https://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-606-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2025-10-20 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1395.18.1.2.1 ]

Ce o 55 Slas 205555058 Vi s gy "

50000 1 a a 12000 -
T 45000 1 b L ara 2 .
< 40000 4 A L - " A _.’I'\10000 1
o A .o 5+ B b b ' a
2 35000 - c R o NIt o) < 5000 4 Y
\%\ 1 ] e 9g > c | L =g
a % :gggg d . ),. .... o a a a = 000 1€ 0 A R y =25.314x + 3232.5
N N cor PR R et y1=88.430x+12709 | 4 2 dg__ Re=0.9377
<= C et b R2=0.9115 'S, 4000 ST . =0 ¢ b y = 18.905x + 4081.3
g 15000 z( b : R ¢ o R2 = 0.8366
L 10000 { c y 2= 97.751x + 15923 A 2000 4 y = 16.948x + 3952.4
5000 1 R2=0.9626 R2=10.933
0 T T T ] 0 T T T T
0 70 140 210 280 0 70 140 210 280
ITTRT Y ST
Nitrogen fertilizer (Kg.ha'l) Nitrogen fertilizer (Kg.hat)
. . a Amoniom sulfate A Urea o UAN
o Y1 A Y2 seeeeeeee Linear (Yl) = -« Linear (Y2) +eeeseeee Linear (Amoniom sulfate) Linear (Urea) =« « Linear (UAN)
g a 180 a
140 a s 160
& L oo £ ’
= 120 . /_ . 5 140
g R o b g b
% =< 100 : § A/_ \%‘ ; 120
z 2 2 100 b
5 2 80 3 S g
S q>)‘ 60 y =-0.0002x2 + 0.4741x + 16.405|[ '}, @ ¥ =-0.00125¢ + 0.7461x + 27.414
e R? = 0.8267 e 60 R? = 0.8496
& 40 y = -0.0007x2 + 0.5042x + 24.343 T 40 y = -0.001 + 0.5505x + 38.504
a R? = 0.8464 7] R2=0.913
w20 y =-0.0009x2 + 0.4341x + 21.858 w20 y =-0.0014x* + 0.5601x + 36.572
04 ‘ ‘ ‘ R2=0.873 04 . . . ‘ R? = 0.9766
0 70 140 210 280 0 70 140 210 280
RITEAETS O5a g3
Nitrogen fertilizer (Kg.ha't) Nitrogen fertilizer (Kg.ha™%)
o Amoniom sulphate A urea o UAN O  Amoniom sulfate A Urea o UAN
-------------- Poly. (Amoniom sulphate) Poly. (urea) — - = Poly. (UAN) e eeeeees Poly. (Amoniom sulfate) Poly. (Urea) =« « Poly. (UAN)

(VWAF 5 ATAY) (55 8 glassS Olee 5 755 5> Ml ¢liai (D 5C) il 5 (B) ¢S «(A) 5 5 Shas ) S
Fig 1. Fresh (A), dry (B) and essence content (C and D) of peppermint in nitrogen source and rate treatments (2014 and 2015)
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Fig 2. Stem nitrogen content (A), relative yield of essence (B) and leaf nitrogen content (C and D) of peppermint in nitrogen source and rate treatments (2014 and 2015)
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Fig 3. Biological (A), economic (B) and productivity (C) of water use efficiency of peppermint in nitrogen source and rate treatments (2014 and 2015)
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Fig 4. Nitrogen Use Efficiency (A), Recovery Efficiency (B) and Utilization Efficiency (C, D) of peppermint in nitrogen source and rate treatments (2014 and 2015)
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Effect of source and rate of nitogen fertilizer on yield and water and nitrogen use
efficiency of peppermint (Mentha piperitaL.)

Poshtdar, A.1, A.R. Abdali Mashhadie?, F. Moradi?, S.A. Siadat*
and A. Bakhshandeh®

ABSTRACT
Poshtdar, A., A.R. Abdali Mashhadie, F. Moradi, S.A. Siadat and A. Bakhshandeh. 2016. Effect of source and rate of
nitrogen fertilizer on yield and water and nitrogen use efficiency of peppermint (Mentha piperita L.). Iranian Journal of Crop

Sciences. 18(1): 13-31. (In Persian).

To investigate the effect of source and rate of nitrogen fertilizer on yield, water use efficiency and essential
oil of peppermint (Mentha piperita L.), an experiment with factorial arrangement in randomized complete block
design with three replications was carried out in 2014 and 2015 growing season at the Ramin University of
Agriculture and Natural Resources of Khuzestan, Ahvaz, Iran. Nitrogen fertilizer sources including; Urea,
Ammonium Sulfate and Urea Ammonium Nitrate (UAN) at the rates; 0, 70, 140, 210 and 280 kg N.ha were
applied. Results showed that fresh yield of peppermint increased in the second year (97.7 kg.ha'*) was more than
the first year (88 kg.ha). Dry yield of peppermint was greater in UAN (25 kg.ha?) than Urea (18 kg.ha') and
Ammonium Sulfate (16 kg.ha). Genrally, application of UAN fertilizer led to higher essential oil yield and
maximum relative essential oil yield in the first and second years in 280 and 210 kg N.ha treatments. With
increasing nitrogen levels, stem nitrogen content increased and in Urea and UAN treatments more nitrogen
accumulated in leaves. Water use efficiency was greater in UAN (1.9 g.m®) folloewe by Urea (1.4 g.m™) and
Ammonium Sulfate (1.3 g.m®). Maximum economic use efficiency and water productivity in the first and
second years were obtained in 280 and 250 kg Nha!, respectively. With increasing nitrogen levels, nitrogen use
efficiency in the second year (0.34 g.g™*) was higher than the first year (0.17 g.g%). Recovery efficiency of Urea
and Ammonium Sulfate decreased, however, application of UAN fertilizer up to 170 kg.ha' increased the
recovery efficiency. Physiological efficiency of nitrogen in the Ammonium Sulfate fertilizer was similar in the
two years and showed slightly higher than Urea and UAN fertilizers. Results of this experiment showed that
application of higher rates of UAN fertilizer in peppermint in Khouzestan had higher efficiency, while nitrogen

use efficiency in Urea and Ammonium Sulfate fertilizers was greater at the lower rates.

Key word: Essential oil yield, Nitrogen use efficiency, peppermint and Urea Ammonium Nitrate.
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