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.(Crocus sativus L.)

Effect of different fertilizer source and corm density on yield, vegetative organ and photosynthetic
pigments of saffron plant (crocus sativus L.)

\ M M *\ . & —\

Ol ol ys dgdon ol yg aly (oDl oI5 o8zl «(55,5LaS oSl cel ) 09,5 =)

arash_borzou@yahoo.com :&Lilse Jggumo odoum g3
AWAFO/F bl )b VWAYIVIY b s &b

oSz

Fo oallae o Slos a4y plitws Cqz Jyame CobnS 5 oS oaias Gl Jelse cSLl olhae; el o
Jbo 5o (otalojl ol oo Jelse o Finten 5 e ilises (slaeST5 5 oosS” elsil 51 eolinusl (lee nl 5o sl Coronl
53 &8lg LT sgls sliwg, ;o slae,re 50 1S5 am o Bolas a5 slacSel 7 b LIB jo L5556 &0 VYAY
Pl e Shas 51 S5 i (s 955 5 035) (stloord ST 5 4ty (ST il adlllae jlitens Sz 8 ol 0
As 5 VY0 ) e o155 s i 1ol el (slo o ool e o 5 it (slo 1S, 5 (s,
2 eSS 100 Ol opsl (aleerdogS (355 Bras (9u) wald) mhaw ez 6995 b 5 (mpeyte 5o A
82,0 0,56l S VO Jladeds o5l (olonds 255 ﬁ‘?‘ Sypan g LS 50 2wy Gleeds GreSTg 5t Sy 995 LS
2 Sl At slajless il as ols las Gilejl gl og GBS 5o d VIO jladeds anSg i (S 355 9
5 St S (oo 53 4 VA Yl 015 b olyde; slajly SblS 5 Jlogins woys Sy e 43 Slio &S
s pS15 g 055 @lie hlie il a5 ced S5 @ o3¥ cdls Sy sk sz 4 9031 9550 Do (olad r slonsylid
o 3 055 3 oolaiwl gy e e jo a VA il oST5 jo S olawd (5 Gtes o Jae addllas 550 Slas ST
S Y1 Lasgio b o585l o0litl pue 5 aspnsin 5o 42 £+ o815 5 U5 oass e 5 FFIAY olin b (S i
JESa 55 0,55k IVE 5 VAT (slogaSilon b a5 oy 3,Sha (2505 5 23Vl el sy e a5y 5o
A& Jol> DiF; 3 DiFy slo,lass )

Lol i o515 oyl ¢S g i g ualS (4 5lg

YYY



5 gy plail o Shos 4 o515 5 alie (535 lia 3l

L a5 ol glojens alem 51 ol el Cawdds
a5 el Gl o (OYAP () Ken 5 chuw)
2l e s Sl Glejle 5 ol Saegy
50 20055 el a5l Giew a5 cab ]
Gdeol, 5l (S S axg )5iS o5 sloiee;
re3s Wlae (pl b oo (29)bs; lp solerinn
GleosS e 4 Sl oS 5l s0sS milie
b 35 Gl 2 Sy slaogS Sl (S
agd Dglaie Slaal gl S aae Slogzge glgil
Sy S5 il 5 Ll eVl &5 wisd o
L @l polic g5l wal)d g ol 0l S 2o Jolse
30 LOYAY ol pal) ansl asls i B ISoa
2638 sbajles Sl ad wyp o) 0, Sles
IS 5, Slas g J5 Slaws (5 hen 5 090 Lo —xe
Al ol S g i s 955 5l eolaiul Sl o
patiin b b (Koocheki et al., 2011)
olyaes o Bacillus subtilis s 2SU 5,15 a5 00,8
S oo S, Slos g JF Slaas yiolidl 4 s
oSy owyp Baa b Giow o) (Eldin et al., 2008)
2 oles olS p cwlie (6355 ok Bpae g

L pdy Sygpe S B (el g adlate

09y 9 Olgo
Tobw Bras g o1 (o) p seliteds Gadod o)l
4o (Crocus sativus L.) ;l,ac5 LS 5 caslio (6555
B 3 Sl Sy oty WYAY el L
5 Glasyie 0 LSS aw o Bolay S slasol
s Lzl Sbl sgls (gliasgy yo @dly Syl o
VYo Fe) an o515 o aw Joli iolesl sla Lo
g sl 0 6355 @l g (mpeyte yo an VA
Oliests 0ysl (2loanddsS (095 Srae o) ald
G OeeS e (josS lSe )3 pSels N0-

Yy¢

doddlo

ojg Slas il Ldoar Lo yo ol ae)
sloiee) )0 =) 9 Sisdn R (Siedo
FB ool slyy sleplly § glails
oly @hyslas gbells o (3l leue
JB s lo e ool L 4 (Gresta et al., 2008)
85 o ek oS 5 lactl slage; )0 4z
odes i &5l o8, e (Temperini ef al., 2009)
P& Ll ol olaizl Glnl 4 Gl ole; sy
55 358bes (g1 oy 5l (S 588y adgr el 4,
b 2le)siS a4 Ced pliie; g)l5e mhaw wxl
;o [(Permeh et al., 2009) ol o WL 4 WLl

Olie) S 5 (o5 oSkes n Sse Jelse Gl
Solate 5995 mbe 5l oolaiwl 5 4y oST5 4 s
(S 05 o lil Bl a0, Sles Jpax jglaied
Sty Sl oy glaieds a5 laslhs ;5 (VYA
Wb oplml ey o Slee 5 oan WSl 4 cllS
Yo aloldyo ay Ve o Slg a5 0o S aduin
WS e 5 a4 WLy sy e s, e Sle
Behnia and ) 55,5 0 o, Slos (p gy Jgam> 4 yin
oSy e 4w 6,55 oy o (Mokhtari, 2010
g Sebo ez Jolae o ey obj g bawgie o5 an
@lises Jolge ax STl oL, GLSe jo a5 Y
oS Lol axials (65, an YL 5 lawgie (ST )0
Olae; 0,8les Ty b avogi ()l slisS 4 Lawgie
GrSoiz DS olyae; YL o515 L mhaw (ol o
6995 3L B>, (Temperini et al., 2009) cuislas
0, 8les Ol a0 Ar B VE sgu olS ol oS
Shed alez 5l S 4 bape glopie 4 S
Sl dtily (oS el g (Same (g
OYAN) oK 5 (guusel (Temperini et al., 2009)
Byan b olyae) dals g NS o, Sloe a5 wisls lid
g cudls ialidl gyls gme jebay sleend slasgS
JEINERNC I NI RV S NE N IRENTE
oy5 (lor® 5 (S jo55 (AE SBras e g 0l



IVAY Jlo ¥ o )lad VY al> o5 ails jo )5 sloimgy

5 5 039 dab e b Cllop S e 0
Oered S (6 S oslail maw axly o S olass
o) iy Gk 5l b, sl ol
cdz lade woles yo .ol sl (Arnon, 1949)
Slogss Jsb yo yiog by, 3] o5 s Lo’
G 0,5 Cud g odiles egil FEYIF £YPIS
5 oolaul b Sy (atb) JS 9 b @ by IS (slyime
dwlo b3 Lailg, CJB o (Porra, 2002) |y o,
Chlorophyll a (ug.g™") = YY/YO(Assrs) — YOO
(Asrss)
Chlorophyll b (pg.g’l) = YVY. (Agess) — F/2)
(Agsys)
Total Chlorophyll (ug.g") = YVIV& (Asess) +
VIVY (Assrs)
L S oy SAS 9.1 158 o5 L laosls U1
30 Sl s mlie Sk 4 lin g Excel 1531 0 5
slasls sz eel 5l eslawl b wsy mu b
A el SSls

s as ols las uibly a5l ol mls

solatuwl g D) a4 o515 Hlewd o dnlllas 5,90 Slaw
Syge Slae (ooled 5 (F) (6355 alidee mlie |
Jgoz) o Jlo dme duoy0 o (5 kel o o adlllae
gle g an oS5 o Blie S Bk Sl (S
Sr Jsb gea Slio n DXF) (s355 Ol
2 O97se Grwgd GalaSs) ol 5 S ol
JRIEIRES a9 S bl gske jo plae; Sy
o> 3l Sl plo 5 a5 Jboyo il (g)lo pne
DS S 5 Gj9 9 S polaws @S Sz 59

Yro

(siloniosS ol Gpan 5 LSa 0 i ol
) 095 g LS @Sl VO jladeas o)l
@ ey g GESe jo i VB ldedy (enS'g s
oolitul 350 STy i (Ghey 955 45 Sl by
DA Sl laegezme hls (o pl o
oz 5l O oS ce i sl 1S
S o v 45 009y ZoSpirillum o Azotobacter
Slasi &y (S 9 Sl ke 2 50 8L Slam
L bay mdls Slles g a3y Jsko V- (CFU)
Sl b oS5 50 Gsd la S oolel (gamilagn
oole] g o St b JO s g 0B bl lake
b gl Jols GQL@)'T K PRI ER VI SLA
S, e alol 5 e Jhx Jsba clls
S35 2 5 e o alold o9y yie gile YO S00Sy
Sl 5l B g Sl syee o515 el s,
o3 G sl Cuzr as)ie Sl
osbiiedy (o Jsuz) oAb (gl paigel oleend g
sl 5o asyie dasly CllS sl e (sjlweslel
Lyl 53 5 0b 055 Gees pied wetS 5| S Jlo
D)5 Sl pR ) S9as Cg 4o 5l 90 as e 5 e
ol b olojee 9 WYY ole slo,> V0 o ey s
Al 0 pge lal 5 Shge 5o Jgl ol
plosl basy ol s 5o g jskaiods olo g2 505
olies oSles el jslateds (gl pdiged 0l
ST Gelo OLD) (2ol £5,5 L plojen (otales] as 5o
Pb slas 235 Glej ,0 SpSage 2 50 4
Caz g ohled «gyslaer ally, Sopedy ool
Bislesl 4 J5 liz! (Sas 5 5 o59) orj
VO (slos j3) ogl 50 IS Stz (59 s 9 Jiiie
Sz b g aSoslal (Cele A Coedy g 4z o
055 50 B g Jead slel jo (sdug, plail (6 S diges

&iroyie S g 51 S 2 e Sladiged S o



5 gy plail o Shos 4 o515 5 alie (535 lia 3l

03e3l 0y90 Slao (5355 wlie g i o515 BT uilly 45 -) Jgar
Table 1. Analysis of density effect corm and fertilizer sources of evaluated traits
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u‘):-” (':‘.L;A d‘?)f . . . = e e . e
SOV @bl @+b) Jds ks b Jds)ls a Jeds ks Spdek Sy 50 S ol D S5y S ol

df Total Chlorophyll ~ Chlorophyll ~ Length Fresh leaf Number Dry stigma Number

Chlorophyll b a leaf weight leaf weight of flower

s 2 81.68 25.94 15.55 6.15 310.52 3993.43 0.22 19.06
Replication
D) 4z o515 2 100.20" 42.19" 12.78" 106.9" 14376.04"  104227.9" 842" 1858.12"
Corm density
F) o555 alie 3 12962.24" 4225317 2508.45" 17.9" 173.02 3154.83" 0.39” 100.40™
Source fertilizer
DxF iz 3 6 6.94° 2.01° 2.87° 3.65" 7.92™ 104.95™ 0.007™ 3.54"
Interaction effect
s 22 0.34 0.67 0.76 0.42 5.95 24491 0.005 0.95
Error
i - 0.34 0.48 0.37 3.07 3.32 5.74 4.18 2.01
CV(%)

il g oy VS g gty e ys Sl g I8 g BB pae Kby o 5 4 g NS
ns, **, *: Non-significant, significant at 5 and 1% probability level, respectively
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Figure 1. Interaction of density corm and fertilizer sources on number of flowers
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Figure 2. Interaction of density corm and fertilizer sources on length leaf
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Figure 3. Interaction of density corm and fertilizer sources on amount photosynthetic pigments
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Table 2. Comparison of the mean corm density and fertilizer sources on evaluated traits

o )lous Jedo ls a5 s

Treatments @a+b)y b Jds,k5 a Judg s S Job ;’*’;‘.’55 5y slass s J5 olaws
Total Chlorophyl ~ Chlorophyl  Length 1er;fs N.o . Number
Chlorophyl 1b la leaf weicht leaf Dry sﬁlgma of flower
1 (SPAD) (SPAD) (cm) e’ (m?) weight (m’)
(SPAD) (gr.m™) (kg.ha)
D) az (515
Corm density
D a C (4
(e‘ﬁ,& sap.y 404130 171.65 232.47° 24.60 40.15 173.64°  (.93° 36.04°
~ J
D
i oy 40091° 169.83" 231.08° 19.89° 7046°  284.22° g 48.25"
.. p) d
D . C a a Y P
(; L sanaa. | 398.36° 167.90° 230.45° 19.07 109.21 358.88° 260" 60.93*
2P0 2 VAT
F) 355 mbis
Source fertilizer
Fl C C
055 iyme 5359 350.15¢ 142.46° 207.67 19.28 68.03 245.49° 1 59¢ 43.64°
(&) d
F a
s\ oyssy  41632° 175.46" 240.85" 21.64° 7412° 276.63" g 49.10
= °)9' )
F . . P a a a -’
( ;J b S 439.65° 194.67° 244.97° 22.64 78.62 289.19° 908t 49.43°
- 7—-*5~ 9=
e i) 398.42¢ 166.46° 231.83¢ 2118 7233°  277.69" 173 51.45°
= 90 «5—*—9-14..

5l ls e B o po i Jle gl )0 Sils (yge3] Billae gt 12 50 S e B> gl sla Silee
Means followed by non-similar letters in each column are significantly different at p=5
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Table 3. Comparison of interaction effects density corm and sources fertilizer on the evaluated traits

lows @+b)y J35,85 b Jids)s a J.bs,ls S pdsb
Treatments Total Chlorophyll Chlorophyll b Chlorophyll a Length leaf
(SPAD) (SPAD) (SPAD) (cm)
DxF) Jlaws 3l
DF, 354.20¢ 144.50" 209.70* 21.20¢
DF, 417.86° 176.43¢ 241.43¢ 25.69°
D,F; 441.73" 196.16" 245.56° 27.42°
D/E, 402.73° 169.53¢ 233.20¢ 24.08°
D,F, 350.76" 142.63! 208.13" 18.53&"
D,F, 416.06" 175.40% 240.66° 19.93°
D,F, 439.66™ 195.00° 244.66° 20.89%
D,F, 397.16 166.30" 230.86° 20.20%
D;F, 345.50' 140.26' 205.23¢ 18.10"
D;F, 415.03¢ 174.56" 240.46° 19.30%
D;F; 437.56" 192.86" 244.70° 19.62%
D;F, 395.36" 163.93¢ 231.43° 19.25%

5l ls e B o p0 i Jle gl 10 Sils (50T Billae gt 12 50 S i B> gl slaSilee
Means followed by non-similar letters in each column are significantly different at p=5
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Continued Table 3

Sl S5O Sy olass F S WEST 55 olaws
Treatments Fresh leaf weight Number leaf Dry stigma Number of

(gr.m’z) (m?) weight(kg.ha’l) flower(m?)
DxF) plaws il
D,F, 35.88" 143.73° 0.74* 30.30'
D,F, 40.77° 179.58 0.92* 36.91"
D,F; 43.81° 186.41° 1.22% 38.71¢8
D,F, 40.16 184.85% 0.83* 38.24%
D,F, 65.93% 263.20° 1.71% 44.68"
D,F, 70.55% 285.23° 1.92% 48.42°
D,F; 75.46° 298.44° 2.10* 50.67¢
D,F, 69.89° 290.02° 1.83% 49.24¢
D;F, 102.27* 329.54* 2.32° 55.95°¢
D;F, 111.04* 365.08" 2.60° 61.98"
D;F; 116.58" 382.71% 2.93* 64.97*
DiF, 106.94" 358.19" 2.54 60.81"

ISl e B o j0 i Jle gl )0 Sls (50T Billae gt 12 50 S i B> gl slaSilee
Means followed by non-similar letters in each column are significantly different at p=5
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