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Abstract S
Cocopeat is the most widely used culture medium in o . . o
Iran, but the increase in its price in recent years has St R Ll el Ol 3 elind 350 sy p Fd e S S S
made it necessary to review the reduction of the volume S e g ol e R 3 il a5k el sladle s of

of this type of culture medium for the production of
seedlings. A factorial experiment was conducted in the
form of a completely randomized design with 12 Slasds Jb LLi5 55 5 8050 Dlho 5 SIS s e 5 e
tr_eatr_nents and three replicatior_ls. '_I'he factors_incluQe sk SLls b B )5S sy el S a3
biostimulant at four levels (no biostimulant, amino acid e o el o 1 oy L
1 in a thousand, seaweed extract 1 in a thousand, amino e 02 S S Jold LSl A el DS s L T
acid 1 in a thousand + seaweed extract 1 in a thousand) bos Sl oslas Ola 53 G el dod (a5 S e 050 el
and the volume of culture medium in three levels (40, DS b s Sl o s oo i 1 S el ] il s
80 and 120 cc). The results showed that the interaction TR A A

. . . g Gl Ao VY gAY ) A 53 S w4 Olsa
effect of biological stimulus and the volume of culture A y “51“ ’ o ) jw W j ’ _
medium on the traits of seedling height, leaf area, fresh Slo 2 S5 o o 5 ) S e JlEe S48 0ls 0L s
and dry weight of shoots and roots, chlorophyll a, b and @ s ISty 5 alm plll Kot 5 5 055 S e LS plisl
total, chlorophyll index and carotenoids were , . .

. X Al St Lo 555,08 L Js s b
significant at the level of 1%. The highest fresh weight e o S g 2 W 5 B8 et o
of aerial parts in treatment of combined use of amino Sl (s 5 GBS e oS 530 e 3 2l ) 5 055
acid biostimulants and algae extract with a b_ed volurr_1e Pl 5 055 S 5 Al e VYo iy o b S ol 5 il
of 120 cc and the lowest fresh weight of aerial parts in bl ol ) (. Ll s |
control treatment with a bed volume of 40 CC was | | & otz el o2t Ak A om0
obtained. Based on the results of this research, the S o 53 (2l 5s Sl ojlas 5 ael Al S 50 )8 G ol

combined application of amino acid and seaweed 5L St by ee Glis ses 35 1y 56 e =) La Y
extract in a bed volume of 120 cc had the best effect in B o5 Pl b A e

improving the morphophysiological characteristics of WSl sleads
bell pepper seedlings. (s 1S sk Slidan s S (55 5 5 505 50 Slis 1 (galS SlalS
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Table 1- Variance analysis of the effect of biostimulant and cultivation medium volume on
morphological traits of bell pepper seedlings
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** *and ™ indicate significant difference at the probability level 1% and 5% and no significant
difference, respectively
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Table 2- Mean comparison of morphological traits of bell pepper seedlings under the
interaction effect of biostimulant and cultivation medium volume
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Fig 2- Comparison of the average effect of
the volume of the growing medium on the
stem diameter in bell pepper seedlings (the
letters H1, H2 and H3 indicate the volume of
the growing medium in three sizes of 40, 80
and 120 cc, respectively)
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Fig 1- Comparison of the average effect of
biostimulants on stem diameter in bell pepper
seedlings (letters M1, M2, M3, and M4
represent the control and the biostimulants
amino acid, algae, and amino acid x algae in a
ratio of one in a thousand, respectively)
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Table 3- Variance analysis of the effect of biostimulant and cultivation medium volume on
physiological traits of bell pepper seedlings
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Table 4- Mean comparison of physiological traits of bell pepper seedlings under the interaction
effect of biostimulant and cultivation medium volume
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Fig 4- Comparison of the average effect of
growing medium volume on soluble
carbohydrates in bell pepper seedlings
(letters H1, H2, and H3 indicate the growing

medium volume in three sizes of 40, 80 and
120 cc, respectively)
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Fig 3- Comparison of the average effect of
biostimulants on soluble carbohydrates in bell
pepper seedlings (letters M1, M2, M3, and M4
represent water, amino acid, algae, and amino
acid x algae biostimulants at a ratio of one in

a thousand, respectively)
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