10.22092/sppj.2020.127215.1085

SEX NI EE
IFAA Jlo o osled FO-F aler

Moy Sl sl wlel 9 ST o S 4 Joxi Glp W Sl 31 solawd Jlonde Ly ¥
O 58l 3 9

Preliminary Selection of Some Pear Rootstocks for Tolerance to Deficit Irrigation
Stress Based on the Growth and Physiological Indices

¥ Y Y \ .
g_s“"ﬁ""’.";'k‘:"ﬁﬁ @)‘W‘gs@u‘w%‘“"‘L;J}G‘bA:’“

Ol 21 ¢ 8 e Dl 5 ke oy ¢ Dl 13T o5 ¢ ab e 5 5518 0185 (6 S5 (g pmiils )

95 5 sl (Dl Olojlo ¢ GLEL 5 pske Sliions s S0 06 rwd o 9 dinn (Slao poo 0ulSin 5 L1 Y
Ol S wsiosles

coliile 57 0kl (aeb mlin 5 555lS7 5 sl 5 Slidod S e ((BL 5 (8] ple Dlaies i3 liils ¥
Ol pleoliile ST e g5o3lES g5 5 o5 sl e laios Olejla

Ol 21 € 8 el 5 p sl oy ¢ oDl ST o5 ¢ ach e 5 (555518 0aSils skl ¥

WWAAAIYY (s gasb ITAAIB/D 1edly 3o gu 36

S
el 2 T o5 5 4 oo 1 (D sl Sl o Sl (2038 YA L9 (g 9.8 (2l T (Bl o (S I9el
YAD-¥) FO-Y 508 9 Jlg (Lo Ao K505 5 A, Gl el

OOl 3590 dly E9 DLRIN 9 (W LS50 (395 b bl o e Do g 3 (S i 4 oo
O b b e 203909 39 9 Ay BBl (2L pol G 50 bl (nl g b 0 EL Sl STy
4w )5 OHXF87 § OHXF69 « 851939 s Pyrus betulifolia « &35 35 L i SBAL 1 ST o
oS Jlosl 3 3957+ (o SIS Ll 58 48530 Cad b o33 B+ 9 YD 53 (SileT (A Ggvy Lyl
4 (1g0n) &5 4 SRS § (o Ay O g 2L 98 bl 5 OHXF87 9 P. betulifolia Sl 0% ) g
Uilalo oL 331 AS81S OLE 1) GalusT o i 4 Joou cpuidmod § Ay Cal oo (3 5505 9 (2 Vb ud 5
9 91 9 U Jotome SO g 57 (90 Ol o 3 DT (ol Slgiom 209000 38 Sl sl
Slg=izme Ol 3o o9 §F ol a0 30 YY/Y b P. betulifolia by 45 318 OUS g3 cuid 9 5L (SHIuly comcmod
4 5 DT (b Slgiome (ALl sl a7 4 42 g8 b O IS 5 O Bl 53 1 &5 p o (i
3 Al Gl 3 el 45 de g0 Cud b Moy B ST 500395 9T (09D 13 doy3 AT 5 AN
95 ol § A 18 LS gl Gy e g LT Lol yd 30 by O3B oy Vb (51510 g9 OHXFST
OHXF87 4ub ulg 33 § (5553 4 (OHXF69 « 1939 s P. betulifolia 41 15 ST o i 4 Jood
Bl = 50 (W L Sloat (5l camilio b LRS! el 4 (hesS Sy 2L, Pl po Y Sl & 39
ol ST o S By

1 =% OHXF Series «3 31989 yu Pyrus betulifolia Bunge ( Sis g « W :(guls” (slanojly
A5

CYSYOVYOFY: il h.abdollahi@areeo.ac.ir :J s o4, &

YAO



AAA Jlo Y oot (FO-Y " 5y 9 g8 (81054 dloxo”

S5 D g slols was il Sl
sl Sleslealag Jols 5 i sl
SEPETI

Glue (D () (DE ol o
SO i A S b S sS Sm k
Sl e 53 55 LS 55 (6352
(Tatari ef al, 2016; Rahmati et al, 2015a;
s Rahmati er al, 2015b; Ghasemi ef al., 2010)
Ceul s s3lizwl (Abdollahi, 2010) g,
Sl el o) 035 e Sl s
s Jl—s glholul ol acS=
Aib oo Ugolmal 08, L S5 53 03 5
Cy39dmes |5 4 (Abdollahi ef al., 2018)
58St ans bl y3 4l ol 5l eslizal O
X ol (5w (I8 (slaal oSt
OH*F69 OHxF40 Jol__s Jl_Ke 6
33 oyl 935 1 4ol s OHXF333 5, OHXF87
I ol S haas (Sl ann 5 (51 5t 4o
Llas 515 eslital 5 4o

Jds 4 Colsas m al B8 sl o
031y eslimal oy iy 2350555 5 6,8 5
35135558 I Wi sLagl 5 Lokl
=9y sbasl 4UST 5 (Abdollahi, 2010)
9 P. betulifolia Bunge (s,Jo sl (& 6
4 skl Csda b 55 P calleryana Decne.
slaisas LgTolyj o sslas J s
b Sy slaslay il
ez 9(Chalice and Westwood, 1973)
&S Aol e

o le

YA?

400

Olaasls o g Ol 53 Ol s 63)@ RSEPY
w ol SO G S oo Sl g
é_ﬁ.)_ 3k (63N YV Jlu js Ol 5
S OT S5 5 )L Sl5a do ez 5 0 ke
Ol ) g (FAO, 2018) 55 o5 Osdee YF 3l
IS il pl gl A 5 5 S 5 e |
Jslas 5 5 4o Pyrus communis L. m’;
Se s oI A Y F 5 L Sa i a g
(Anonymous, 2017)

w5 @ 01l (D () B s
4y 2y 2e) (Louise Bonne) 5555 o3,

=
<J"‘(L> 59 50

93 ol 5 ¢
(Spadona) U gl s (Williams Duchesse)
O s eomes (Abdollahi, 2010) !
S S ol ¢ I 05 Ken (slanl
xr.a.dl S b yup saal (Tukey, 1964)
5 (OldhomexFarmingdale) Jlu— s ,6
—& (Rhenus) s ) 6 —w glaa L
Ll e (Pyrodwarf) Coylgs5 ,—
(Campbell, 2003)
L S 5l ool oods slasly b Sl
35 gm0 Caliten (glay 58S 55 ( IS Calies
(Westwood, 1993) 15,8 5 oslicul
b Ol M A5 Calises Ghlia s (S
o gmima (D w6553 085 5l 6ok

! dal 55 (Abdollahi, 2010) 5,5 s



w8l D Sl 5 eolin Sledie i £

sdd I (St a4 et 4l 3 e 45
S5 oy sl L P, betulifolia 4 8 \gs
LS s 518 (Sis 4 Jaota ol LT
(Stern et al., 2013) O|,LSen 5O ol =L
Cadides (650 laasly s 1a,ls LBl g
35 (Calibes Slidsw 3 0l 318 SIS
P. betulifolia sP. communis L. u}?
osleiwl 3 4 (g loei Oy 4—p 4« Bunge
(Stern et al., 2013; 45,5 0,5
(Hancock and Lobos, 2008; Westwood, 1993

GrETe 38 (o) e esDle
S s> olis (Nikzad Gharehaghaji, 2013)
ol el e Oy e bl ol
4 gsdks Juss 45 (Accession-63 BGH)
OLL (958 Cid 3 ol 18 g 0kl Sla 85
IS o) DR PSTEINEI RGN PR
dal; sl 1> (Abdollahi, 2010) 5,8 I 3
S sbas S Ly o Ssp sl
S 5o 0 S QL 4l osde il s
3y 5 Olwl okl & 5 53 5 gdoes
5 lemd bl Ji s (el o3l
PRSNENECIHYF X el (g glaa
= o Al JLS 5o Colen s 4l
Ao o B S e 558 55 68 )
w25 &SS s 55 P betulifolia Bunge 4
Ghlis sLasSs o (68 5l ¢ Slodis
Ll el 487 sls 0L Ol o) eSUist aas
3L e 6558 s e SV b

ool g0 laab gl sy eyl

YAV

as 93,0y 8 as(Stern et al., 2013)
N2 Sleda oLl 5, (S350 D)5
(Mansuryar et al., 2017a; <oulaz S
Mansuryar et al., 2017b;
oli Olaline o sw 3l (Mansuryar, 2016
=55 3l Jmol (s a4 8 sl
005 SLa A5 Ay e o 1 (5555
Sy, eSis glacSls js eals ks
J—Js 4 ;S J (Abdollahi, 2010) ¢l
re ae ml el plasil Dl s ke
Gole slacSs (sl - aly ol Glae o sllas
35 g5 g 5 5SS g 5 ST

2D s S e p8 g aarsl
b sl 5 S n g (Bt Sl
3 libee (gloas 8 Ll BT Jles 5 Lyl
PRE PR Sy 1
s £ 515 oslial 35 50 (St 4 Jans
Ji(Lombard and Westwood, 1987)
(Al Maarri et al. 2007) O, 5 ¢, T
&l =, P. syriaca u’; S Jeole sladlgls
S pedhe s S a5 S 4 foos
L. amygdaliformis glaa_ }? -
Jee>w &S 55 P. cordata 4 P. elaeagrifolia
Slaasli ;53 bl s (Seta o SV
S5 eslital 5550 anl A g (gl Dl
(Bonany et al. 2005) J.:\sc.'ejf

r)?\? Cadibee gras § giaab s
4 J—ov ¢l = (Bell, 1991) j— by
SLas S alad ol b 50k sla i



AAA Jlo Y oot (FO-Y " 5y 9 g8 (81054 dloxo”

S ols Sose a bl Gl 5 Coylsns
5 aTdins gL mo s 08 tin s 5| s
22 bl p e Olldond s gr (G i o
4‘“‘*“4*6-’@5

Lol 2ol oS slosles dlesl 61,
@SSO gl B Ly e sl b Blus D)
Lo S AS Ve ol 55 54 e sl
LS ol3 55 5 aule (S (g lue S 5
e Y40 Il 13 Lo algl Sl o gy
235 0,5 ae asle3T Hlad a5 il
RN E- L g I PSS JC
Dladd 2 53 0de a0 )y p 3, e asly Sl
Sy hsleyT

Yol 5l SIS 5 slos Sl
b oy Jsb Usal & sl am s AE
J-EJJ-’C;@)-U;&J«JJABJ.»J{U
VJJJLSUJL«;JL«G\MEJQ.@&%Jf
53 by HlEl 5l ey 5 5 e el
sla i Jlesl a4 Cod Jlo Olen 53 (ST
3 (As 25) 4o y3 00 oy g 4 (55LT oS
(Field as )50 b b (Candst [23) deo 53 VO
oy & 55 09 dald LS s capacity)
< g
Sl ol osleul Sgy plowl sac)ie
LS 5,85 T b g o gl b

A)b\"Lg)L__:iT

Sl (:l.x_é\ (Atashkar et al., 2019)
33 o ol s glajles Jlasl
Lol i 55 OIS 555 51 e g i o3lizal

MJJ\")QL&\gTC)JSJJAlf&)HT

YAA

Gblis ys sl glaaas b it s
Sldde bl iags ul 55 0 siS Calibes
bl 5 ol 5o LT oS 25 4 Jaos
s o il S Ll s s (8
Sl Glasdin Ol 52 4 Al 5 0 ol
gl i s bl ol eSS sla ol
94 358 Gas g Ad) Dole gy ronen

AL dde LT (g5l 51,8 O

b 5959 3l
el i ol s eslizal 55 slaal
<l 9 P. communis L. u}fjl L;jf).a al
o9y 4l aw ,US )5 P. betulifolia Bunge
Coyl93 s sOHXF87 (OHXF69
JsEe 4.5 o (Jacob, 1998) (Pyrodwarf)
s el plgl dd, Sole JHI ) ol
£33 3 et ot 509 - Sen laasl
(oo sl Calses La)l S5 s (S5
5603 Golmal s loa b, s
s ol Jlgls S P betulifolia
oy eslewl o g o9y &)
5 e Lo g ods &1l ahad 0550 2SS
&~ (Abdollahi et al., 2005) Ol,LKea
OHSen 5 s s—aaie 5 (S5 53 4l
asl ¢! —(Mansuryar et al., 2016)
laas . 51 3 5Ll s, 50 P. betulifolia
o JeaiSS ls (Ken ol Ol
das (i gy Saasly ol sl alS s
s OHXF87 (OHXF69 eu__Ssli S,



w8l D Sl 5 eolin Sledie i £

sLis ool jasls 5 Gy S Olge o JS
Ja080 a¥ Slei slaesgs s a8 2y sk
IS 55 S s ses s 2 ST e
Sl S s ol ok v IS 5ol
235515 il 55 el

35 Y slaw o S 6,15 4ges 1
o bas s Calizes (gla i 51568 e o)
45 503 4B a5 5 Ol Sl LS,
Slas 53 GG g bl 5 s (5l
La bl plssl Ls 31 8 Sl a3 -V
Ol jr 2l 3l L adasly 53 g5 s (5SS
i Ol 5 88 1y lan o8 1y s T
L5 oS ol 3l s La bl (S
Sl 5 s ool &8y sl 1 ey aboO
Samale am Slajoygs ¢S s La gl
25 8 Do oS l5T 53 (515 2 s

A SV .3 U WS B
o\)m,r\ﬁpdmw@l,_f
Ol e Sl eslewl U g (Sairam et al., 1994)
(EC) S8 culin ol o s S
JiWalk Lab) EC o&Kvs bwy
&l = 4wl Cws 4 (Trans Instruments
adol 51 S 1 OT s 8 gime (5,8 o510

TS eslaial 2

05sWd 8 5055 WFOT j3 S
o 538 s Wt 58 S

.Jﬁ u.w\.wj)j

YAQ

Ol 5 (2555 LOIIS &35 ae 50 b b
N o T oS slasleg jo oY ST
A BLSN b 5e 4050 b B 4 O

ol Jold ol plail gla o5 )
laanl (555 S5 58 5 i) o el
o 5307 Sl oil (b s e AT S e 5o
e ool ol bl sy i T )
O Ot S 51 B 5 55 1 e 5s6b
bl mlay s Lds A5 s sl s
asly (W2 Ol ) gl Jals iy sla el
SLes slroy 55 53 (5 1 slum) 0 S sluw
5070 3T e 9 (5 LT Al ) i
A S 15 Gl sy

ot el alie OLSG ) 5 bte 4y
oali 5o ol (Sl Al Ol e gla st
(A5 0,8 sl 5 plisl I3 Jols G
a9l Cal3l) pmd LSy Co o Oy s &
S a0 ds ol Sl g (Wb il 53

.xﬁww)wbugﬂ

s N\ & 3} C«GJ o~
Ll = (Relative Growth Rate = RGR)
AL.;‘ B

RGR = (L2-Li)/(t2-t1) (Liu et al., 2012)
53 JLg gLl Lo daly ) 53 oAb dpmlons
St 59553 e gl L st 5,
P ST IC S P PR JE e
(Relative water <8 1 i 0T Ol Juls

p3lie 58 1 las content = RWC)

Olydor s S Ol ¢ JST 55 5 Oljee ¢ 0nds 1



AAA Jlo Y oot (FO-Y " 5y 9 g8 (81054 dloxo”

L Laesls il s o 5 Lals gos o)
J— S o b o5l Sl ol
S 53 g e 5 ) SS d b Bslas
S8 e 5 3l esli il L 5 e T
L,.i_w )\J'_é\r,.‘ 9 (Microsoft Excel 2013)
Ll Sl s oLl (Sigma-USA) &l
e 03 SOl (glacals i 0 5a3T 1 eslizal

AL e dasy S5 Jlez|

o g b
2 D Glise glaasl oLl s
O als L OT a5 (6)LuT 057 Ll 2
5 5 D el a8 sl s s
3 5n ES g5 5 oy gl s Lt
(el sl il Sl e gl b
Y JUL g By 5 PR P Pogrs
bl gLl odipls s 5 sy (sl et L
Sl et Ll pimen 5 S 5 sl

S o 0B s 3 s aalsl 53 65 5 50

aby sl asls

FLE | il 53l Olgn ol Ay s

Stdws il 58l g (g iy S ) baassly
335055510 Lo, 35 b S Sl ey &5
V’j sla i dlasl 515,70 b g smares
5 il (I e ol o5y LT
oAV 25 sy Ll s o 513 Ol s
b 9300 P S 4 o pB R B S
ol oS sl 9 P betulifolia 4,

Ya.

Sleslinal U sLie (ol d O penl ST,

s ST 0 e o bl ¢, Sajlul
S\
cble s (’l"d‘ (Heath and Packer, 1968)

dsb 53 il (6,8 o3l b s lTss0 e

9y ) —

A NG o

3 ool ag open s S5O OYY - 5
Slestial Ly 8 1 sB3T s s 6,5 o510l
55 1 oslas jleslinal Uy oy 5ot 5 U3 m
2 o gy Sl S8 655 L))
A e GG OVO e I b

O—r S el s el
b & e Ay S
oS g hml g, LS s )
ol (=l_>y'\ (Buysse and Merckx, 1993)
5 1 JsUl o las ag 5l oo pshite ol
Sheslial b e b PYO = g0 Jsb 55 55 ol
Jsdoue Gladd Sluie dd 513 e g5 Sl
dlons 5 505508 530 8 s o
L

Jsdoee gl 5 g Sl (6,8 o510 6l
(Bradford, 1976) 3,535 5 j2g, 3 eLS s
e Sl e a5kt ol 4 Al eslind
38 sl s S Vo ol om0l
oKiwsys JolS™ 03,5 b phdua 3l oy 5 4
33 Jsdous Sl 5 dd onls i 5 205 1Sl
s § o 0% e
Lojb ol e S 5 p 8 e 2 055
o Lo 5 48T Ikl (e S enlid

.M@WJﬁéM%é}gwﬂT



w8l D Sl 5 eolin Sledie i £

5,8

O Ll 5 48Tl Ol e S
Aoy 00 VO w53 53 (gl T S
by a5 U1 R Ol e e b B
il (ol 5 &5 315 Sl e 3
LS Ol el (S el el S
Lr’)*f Cakizes glaaly js Gdd ) gla el
om0 (Y 5 ) JSCa) 5 Soglite ) 3590
A s i Ol o 5V el
oS Ll 5 3 e Ay S Olon b i
33 0T 3l s s P. betulifolia s\ 55 s ,lT
A odalie OHXF69 5 s yl53 5 s saasly
(O )

ol s o ol el bl
338 W5 Ol o Y & P betulifolia
Cod b i 300 V0 (T o5 Ll o 5o
A 5 O sl L 5 Assls aalsl as e
r-fnsL“JW)>@5-‘)4§1uf~:-eﬁr5¢fx
odd &1l s alie (Y JS2) dsls (5)LT
SR 5 Ll Gl el s Ll
Lis jl iw S 3 o0l Kb 8 slaw
92l slaanl gLl 80 5 A5,
D0, Jsb Il s 4 OHXF69
sy &S sl il s

5 L) I el 53 1 el
P. betulifolia 4\ ;5 \g5 &8 5 slaas 2ol 331
Tl 53 53 Gk (el 5o (o y el
A sdalin as 50 Cud b do js 00 VO i

ijch)JQ-}“JJL&HL;JjLJJJJ

Y4y

el 53 L a0T 5l ey 5 655 o
5 Ool35 o OHXFE9 oS ol Sl ans
() JS5) L eaal 2 OHXF8T

ol Sl a5 L) Ol ol
| . L;J'_f).s s P.  betulifolia
s g e (IS (Slanily )
el (I laasl ins S L e
43 (Abdollahi, 2010; Westwood, 1993)
oS ol S haas a0l a a5 slan
Ls g edch o5l e, 68T 53 (g g 3550
by s e OHXFST a0l s Ll 55 45
oS e)g3 anar Ly odalie (6 pnaS
03 OHXF87 asly iy ol (’ﬂ b o
B PR STl AR AL BERUEE Y STE
5,8

I L ey 55 e W Conss
L adaly 53 o2 3050 0033 53 5 sl
5 oS A 48 L ealin G 6 slanly
by g Ll L a3l S
s P. betulifolia « o\, 95 35 sNL s
Ok 3 (e By S o S 5 (68 )
ol Jl> 55 (Y JS) 55 OHXF87
4 0l ) LS (D blie )3 (DS (slagl
oS ol S bdnsd 4y (555 050 dad D)0
Aalp b a5 b o 58 pa ool ol 5
b b awslie ;5 OHXFBT 4l zaS Al 4l
LSl 5 Slg ojlsl oY 525
sl 2 sl ol L CBls (ST 5



(0 Blw) &b

Height of rootstock (cm)

(o hlo) 4k sl

Height of rootstock (cm)

AAA Jlo Y oot (FO-Y " 5y 9 g8 (81054 dloxo”

—e— 100%
a tgagr =D.69 e —e— 100%
-8--75%
2" @ 50%
b tge, 048 32
uig i
€ tgog,=0.35 b
qﬂﬂé 2
5% 6
=
- m.-e.f-"-"."
P betulifoli =
. )./rus e 1_11 olia . OH x F69 (Daynir)
i - - : -
0 15 30 60 o 0 15 30 45
100%
- a  tgag =0.58 —— 100%
-@-- 75% it
~@- 50% - g B
gz @ 50%
RE
b tguy0.20 32 5
3£
b to, =011 3
iz
=
65
Dargazi genotype #
Pyrodwarf
33
0 15 30 60 0 15 30 45
11s
_ —e— 100%
1
-+ 75%
o @ 50%
-5
3z 85
LE
FE
3"
x"ﬂg =
L q  tgog =0.40
=
= tga,, =0.18
g-n-=n"B b ar
4= BB ) tgag =0.14
o sEEs OH x F87 (Daytor)
35
0 15 30 45 60

Days after deficit irrigation

60

60

3 tga, 052

tgay, =0.33
te, 0.28

tg0t, =0.53

tga, =0.36
tga5, 0.33

.5)lﬁTr§J:5)lAgajj)9- U}A):L»qi\i(&..}m);ﬁaﬂ)twjluaswwblﬁ&)qui&ndhqgﬁjolﬂw&n—\ Jﬁ,:,
Lo dlslas 0 od b do s 00 }Vbcla.w}:):&)lﬁva‘gh)k;..L.i:&lij)l(lg(xgr)dﬁ))\:ﬂal}l:wulﬂw.m);ﬁaﬂ
,3LM;_QCLE)\ﬁl}\c\}:ﬁ)hs;u;)}wC,Lc,ijﬁc.\..b)L;Lajla‘,oJL;ngl):A{L:.AJ}F.ALMGJC&)}AC,.}JEM):\H)MLZ

ol 3yl gl o Sila Kl ls 503 (63 500 b shast A8l o sl ys K Jlaz|

33 15 glaels diz 05037 ol

Fig. 1. Comparison of the relative growth rate of different pear rootstocks on 60 days after deficit irrigation regimes.

The growth rate of rootstocks was evaluated using the tangent of the growth line (zgag). Deficit irrigation regimes
were applied at 75 and 50 percent of the field capacity and compared with control plants (100% of filed capacity
irrigation). Similar letters at the end of growth lines indicate no significant differences (P<0.01) using Duncan’s

Multiple Range Test. The vertical lines on the line show mean + standard error.
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Fig. 2. Comparison of the leaf number of different pear rootstocks on 60 days after deficit irrigation regimes. The leaf
number of rootstocks was evaluated using the tangent of the leaf number line (¢goyr). Deficit irrigation regimes were
applied at 75 and 50 percent of the field capacity and compared with control plants (100% of filed capacity
irrigation). Similar letters at the end of leaf number lines indicate no significant differences (£<0.01) using Duncan’s
Multiple Range Test. The vertical lines on the lines show mean + standard error.
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Table 1. Mean comparison of relative leaf water content (RWC) and proline in gear
rootstocks 30 and 60 days after deficit irrigation regimes at 75% and 50% o
field capacity (F. C.)
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Rootstock Deficit Irrigation (% F. C.) RWC (%) Prolin (ug g"'FW)
-- -- 30 days 60 days 30 days 60 days
100 72.3a 80.0a 42.0c 40.1c
Pyrus betulifolia Bunge. 75 64.2b 65.8b 58.6b 72.3b
50 57.1c 58.3¢ 133a 140a
100 75.7a 80.7a 32.4c 34.4c
Dargazi genotype 75 67.7b 65.7b 49.4b 59.5b
50 61.9¢ 57.4c¢ 107a 125a
100 83.3a 78.3a 31.1c 37.2¢
OHxF69 (Daynir) 75 64.5b 66.5b 64.7b 62.8b
50 58.9¢ 59.5¢ 114a 132a
100 81.5a 81.7a 36.3¢ 38.2¢
Pyrodwarf 75 72.3b 69.4b 67.5b 65.6b
50 67.0c 58.9¢c 122a 135a
100 73.5a 82.1a 32.1c 333c¢
OHxF87 (Daytor) 75 62.4b 62.5b 48.4b 59.7b
50 53.5¢ 56.0c 109a 124a
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Means, in each column, followed by similar letter are not significantly different at the 1% probability level- using Duncan’s

Multiple Range Test.
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Table 2. Mean comparison of the total protein and carbohydrate in pear rootstocks on 30 and
60 days after deficit irrigation regimes at 75% and 50% of field capacity (F. C.)

«b ()50 b tos3) LT oS (5 Uisp S ae 2o S) IS ooy (G OispS 4w 0p ) IS Slan S
Rootstocks Deficit Irrigation (% F. C.) Total Protein (g 100 g' FW)  Total Carbohydrate (g 100 g' FW)
-- -- 30 days 60 days 30 days 60 days

100 0.22a 0.23a 1.3¢ 2.3¢c
Pyrus betulifolia Bunge. 75 0.19b 0.18b 2.0b 3.4b

50 0.17b 0.10c 3.2a 4.5a

100 0.21a 0.23a 1.5¢ 2.0c
Dargazi genotype 75 0.16b 0.14b 2.2b 3.0b

50 0.15b 0.09¢ 3.0a 3.7a

100 0.21a 0.21a 2.0c 2.1c
OHxF69 (Daynir) 75 0.16b 0.15b 2.5b 3.1b

50 0.15b 0.06¢ 3.9a 4.3a

100 0.20a 0.22a 1.9¢ 2.0c
Pyrodwarf 75 0.16b 0.16b 3.0b 3.4b

50 0.14c¢ 0.07¢c 3.9a 4.5a

100 0.22a 0.20a 2.2¢ 2.4c
OHXxF87 (Daytor) 75 0.17b 0.13b 3.4b 3.5b

50 0.15¢ 0.05¢ 3.9a 4.5a
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Means, in each column, followed by similar letter are not significantly different at the 1% probability level- using Duncan’s

Multiple Range Test.
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Table 3. Mean comparison of the electrolyte leakage and membrane stability in tpear
rootstocks 30 and 60 days after deficit irrigation regimes at 75% and 50% o
field capacity (F. C.)

al (Aij»g_‘.zjb.\.p):)&)L.TrS

Rootstocks

S L Aoy (ij)sd}aé.n)u.dlssg}}b

Deficit Irrlgatlon (% F.C.) Electrolyte leakage (%) Malondialdehyde (mmol g1

100
Pyrus betulifolia Bunge. 75
50
100
Dargazi genotype 75
50
100
OHxF69 (Daynir) 75
50
100
Pyrodwarf 75
50
100
OHXxF87 (Daytor) 75
50

30 days 60 days 30 days 60 days
15.0c 17.9¢ 0.14b 0.15¢
19.2b 21.4b 0.15b 0.18b
23.5a 27.8a 0.20a 0.22a
16.5¢ 13.9¢ 0.14c 0.16b
24.3b 23.7b 0.18b 0.24a
31.3a 32.0a 0.21a 0.25a
15.8¢ 15.4¢ 0.17¢ 0.17¢
23.1b 20.2b 0.19b 0.22b
27.7a 27.5a 0.23a 0.25a
18.0c 18.6¢ 0.16¢ 0.17b
21.4b 24.7b 0.19b 0.23a
27.8a 29.6a 0.22a 0.24a
17.6¢ 15.8¢ 0.19¢ 0.21b
25.5b 22.7b 0.21b 0.23a
30.2a 30.5a 0.26a 0.24a
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Means, in each column, followed by similar letter are not significantly different at the 1% probability level- using Duncan’s

Multiple Range Test.
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