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biochemical traits, antioxidant enzymes, and peppermint essential oil under water deficit
stress conditions, an experiment was conducted as split plot based on randomized complete
block design with three replications in the research farm of the Faculty of Agriculture of
the Tarbiat Modares University. The experimental treatments were irrigation regimes at
three levels (irrigation up to the field capacity and after depletion 25 (optimal irrigation),
40 (moderate water deficit stress), and 55 (severe water deficit stress) % of plant available
water in the root zone, respectively) as main plots and foliar application at seven levels
(humic acid (1, 2, and 3%), wood vinegar (5, 10, and 15%) and no foliar application
(control)) as sub plots. The highest plant height (38.63 cm) was obtained from the
treatment of using wood vinegar 15% under optimal irrigation conditions, while, the
maximum leaf area index (3.01) was observed in the treatment using wood vinegar 15%
under moderate water deficit stress conditions. The maximum essential oil yield was
observed in the foliar application of humic acid 3% under optimal irrigation conditions
with 37.48 kg h1, and with the treatments of humic acid 2% under optimal irrigation
conditions with 34.34 kg ha* and foliar application of 15% of wood vinegar under optimal
irrigation conditions with 36.11 kg ha* was placed in a statistical group. An increase in
water deficit stress caused a decrease in essential oil yield, so that in moderate and severe
water deficit stress, 9.37% and 40.17% of essential oil yield decreased, respectively. The
use of wood vinegar and humic acid increased the yield of peppermint essential oil, so that
by increasing the foliar concentration of wood vinegar from 0 to 15%, the yield of essential
oil increased by 81.29%, and increasing the concentration of humic acid foliar application
from 0 to 3% increased the yield of essential oil by 69.28%. Considering the water
limitation, the use of acid humic 3% is recommended in optimal irrigation conditions and
moderate water deficit stress, and wood vinegar 15% in severe water deficit stress
conditions is recommended.

Cite this article: Alavi Asl, S.A., Majidian, M., Modares Sanavy, S.A.M., & Esfahani, M. (2023). Effect of wood
vinegar and humic acid on morphological, biochemical, antioxidant enzymes and essential oil of peppermint
(Mentha piperita L.) under water deficit stress conditions. Iranian Journal of Field Crop Science, 54(3), 163-176.
DOI: 10.22059/ijfcs.2023.356625.654990.

onoel

© The Authors. Publisher: University of Tehran Press.
DOI: http//doi.org/10.22059/ijfcs.2023.356625.654990



https://www.modares.ac.ir/~modaresa
mailto:ma_majidian@guilan.ac.ir

s g .\‘J}cjﬂ:‘F"‘

TEYY_AAT i b AL

Homepage:https:/ijfes.ut.ac.iv/

- e
I|I:.,.'_'/w’.1'I.Z"'.1'n—--f'.a'lr-"

S 5l stlommign 9 S 5olsd 90 Ol 51 Suagadinwl 5 g2 o p (ol Jgloo 31
oS i byl 4 (Mentha piperita L.) Jald glas (wilw! (590 9 ¢ ol o

£ il dgruma | T 5l (w30 dose (Ao | FT e swxe | ol solke e amw

ol ey (S oKl ¢ 6559liS pole 0uSuisly bl Mol g csly; 09,5
ma_majidian@guilan.ac.ir :asbl, . ol !« (M o8l ¢ 65)5liS pole 0a8Lisly «bls Mol 5 el 05,5 ¢ Jgiume odims g3

Y
Ol OIS eyt Sy o8l (g5 yaliS 0aSLisly wely; 0,5 Y
ol ey (S olSKily o6 555liS pole 0uSuisly (bl Ml g sl 05,5 ¥

(XKWL

A4

o SNt

Sl lerdsn 9 Siglshyse Slino p Sposmiel g g &y (I slome Sl (s poliion
B )3 0053 3 slac S &ygod iale)] (oS G5 bulpd 3 alh s olS il (sime 5 ¢l 3]
=hi Jbe )3 Gepde oy ol (6)sliS oSl (Sladod as e )3 IS5 aw b (Bl JolS slaSsl 2 )b
o 5 4550 b 3o 6 ) s s > ] oy ol (o] ol o5 21 TRV
ol i (s o 5 o3| BB ol > (3205 5) 00 g (b s 25) P+ {5 9] TO 458
pae g (10900 5 Ve @) Lo &S 103 dw g 93 () Sengerden |) v i 3 (B Jglre 5 (o]
P o 88 20,310 Jlog )3 g gl o sty 3> (LS gl dgy (258 Jale gt ((aald) (5L sl
P &S 20 330 o )3 (V1) Sy o (a3ls gyt 5 (el YAPY) osllas (o)ll Ll
3 St 53 4 3 e ot 3 (il 3, 512t el o 30 b g o (55 L
Ly 53 Spogadunsl 1 )3 933,108 (glajlas b 45 05 osalie LS )3 oS ol YV/FA L gl ()bl bl
VSN b Cllao 65l Ly 55 g &S po0 Ao 300 o b Joloo 5 S 5 p Sk VEITE L Cgllas (6L
s puill 3,8kas il el (ol o8 (35 a (al3l a8 )S 8 g )lel 09,5 Sy 5 1S )5 p SokS
2Ll 3T il | 3,Slas (50l 0o )3 Fo/VY 9 WY Gty s g baw gie (JTpS i bl )3 a5 g ygbosy
chale (ol &S g psboas s ild gl uilwl 3 Sos (ialél el Sengatdsl 5 g2 45 1w Sl ool
o3l e LAl i €l 5 003 AVVR il St 1103 10 4 s ] o 5 0 o
2l 5 ol Codgazme adn gl s il ] 3,Slae (co ;3 PUTA Liul38] Cael o ) 4o 4 jho 5 S gamins|
2o 3 V038 g baw g0 STwS a5 g wglhae (oylol Lalpd 55 Koot | do > a5l ol | imgss o)

Dy ity a5 oS G Ll ) gz o

gy Alie 1o god

VEONVIVY bl s & U
VY YIA 26 5550 & ,U
VEYTYIVE 10 dy B,U

VYV 5l g, U

:lm,l,.»JS
Glsyy
bl 5)Slas
SYBK

slald gliss

Sy Ojgrs

o llys s (Mentha piperita L) il sl uibol (sloime 5 SlanS1 ol slop 51 o olondsn o358 90 Slaw
DOI: 10.22059/ijfcs.2023.356625.654990 AYS-\SY (¥)OF s/ el s lols pole 1S

[eNolel

ulfwy © ul).ee oKiisly ubl.wul A go )M:l;



mailto:ma_majidian@guilan.ac.ir

1£0 e 8 e T (Lo 5T o o Letrnligs 5 S 553550 ol y Scnogutribins] § iz 45 puw il o i)

doio .
olS cpl.Cuwl a8 )3 )3 ldiore dsgi )90 ¢ 09yl 9 (3laiBl Cuoal JJo4y Mentha piperita (L.) ole pU L Jald gl
Mg 5 oamdpab lgicar Sloyd JBT pogde a5 el By mopy 29, LS ;I SO (helin odlgls 5l Al i
390 bl ooy cn il 9 (rFGesme 5l (So olS cnl (il 29y 00 84 cilisie ()l 5 (2l OV g ae
bl Sl @ig o )lanl b plelia oolgls bl o pystie 5 Jgtio im0 kol oS 5 Jioas ol g sl oolits]
2 o CnS (53yiS 59 oo S 35 gy oS lgisdy Baas b ysiS 1 (6w 3 03y1nS psbody gin b Jladd
lgo CudeS g CueS ¢yl 3108 smlss dloe a ) Lab Jobo )3 aleS S8 dlex jlows e 5 L olS cal (ol

(Kheiry et al., 2017) %,5 0 )13 35 oo Jolse 15l cov wcwiss pogdle gyl LS o530

9 0 e (sl (55 kg 3ble | (6l )3 (lalS 5 Slas sl (o5 GlalS a5 > S bole S
53 oS Cagloy S o sl JStio L]y ol s 4 Cun | lamo pre sla 1 5] (08 095 (o d9a0m0 055 b
LimlS ol o 5 olS sb s polie Jlil o 5 Lials  plie ol wol s LialS Cage u, dlise ale 5 S,
Siiddos g S oulsl Lyl s a5 ablie )3 0394 ol oljums casnl )y O 5l aigo odlitul dgd o (2les Joae
sl )85l ;I S .(Azeri Nasrabadi & Attardi, 2007) 3,5 oo 53 |y olpl Colus pguw g3 3905 a5 o | (S o 5
el 53 ot S Cedgosl (5wt | sl (Giassl s 05 0 0300 O 5l Ol 291 Lyl )3 0lS oS gl S
(hmgi , (Rajinder, 1987) cus!l gy wile [ 5k clacugom | xoos o Suid (i sgm LB s e el (g jom]
GBI SilE gl ol )3 gy lise 5 o didg IS e (S s OF (stone SBS 5 5 (g Sy SbS B 5T
MM o VL (A5 pas Jloi )3 Sy (oo Cugh)y gz 9 JS 98 g IS e «SiS g 5 (g oyt oS Sl 0
sb oanltie do 3 £ (o5 byl 5> gy e it g do 0 Ve ol Cud s abgpe oS A5 0D JidglS
(Izadi et al., 2009)

Jsaze Mg (pzmen ol (Sid bl b ablis 15 GlalS sileblys S5 slagss) §l o (2l colle 445
ol () bame (5w S )ld Go crge (olierd 39S 35 Bl oo (65)9liS Arelr wree Slanl I (S @l
Aoz e b (slodsS 5l edlaiwl .o wl dx g 350 Caanbs | (655 0500 9 (e (S5l 0150 3l ealaiwl 64 yel .l
b ok S Soogdpnl Bl 50 Mlgi oo 3)Ses (13Vh (sl (s Laze SISl 9 g 4 0 9 Sngendnn]
51,5 (CasrH156080NGS) Sogutiol 3,35 ol 1, » Lo gl pakians ysbody 153 o 5 (Rah et al., 2012) col
FoNge (g b g 29— e L Cay g S JI5 S 3 g il o0 39294 (ALS ke L dlge ofgas I dlge 435
Lol 4y 5 (oloh Conmed 035 255 o 3550 po i b Jolonal gl SliaS S5 el (gl ¥ oo ¥
Ay ol bl el g 00l (I3l ) woe sl iz ady) 2 ol S g 09 0 S 28 Sogumiis]
5,S0as slinl g0, Slas a5 0 odnli o Loy (59) Shoguainw | b b Jsle b (Sabzevari & Khazaee, 2009) 54 o
Sbais oS e 13U 50 9 0lS )3 webig 5 (pligy B o3 dorty b Spogumins | (Kaya et al., 2014) il i3l
ke b lje 5l (Cavani et al., 2003) wad> o ili8l 1) 65yl iS CVy iame olie (ggimee )l jii wgd calisw
rolis s g o ] quanalS (595 st qoamilly o ilo Cilies e jolis (SUSENS 4 g0 Seogui
S (Bl e ai, ui"):Lé—‘ 94—y 09 9 Job il cuw 45 5,5 o)Ll Qs ) olie dgaS p ale Cap
sloslazwl ol g ooly i3l lewdiuns 1y ol IS Sis 59 Slg5 o Suogubdum] ¢ piman .(Abedi & Paknuyat, 2010)
odimd L5 (495US (sl g 5y Cyimod (MUSCOIO, 2013) amd )5 151 Covi maitan o yobty |y SB 1ST5 Lials g 568
wo)lo olS alex jl il alS 3 (8L Jole ©jg o Suegrrde il 38 b (sjiwgb (slo 0S5, il
3945 oo amw 9Swmg) w2 3] Callad i8] b Seogamsnw! .l (Fan et al., 2014) (c394l LS o (Dalvand et al., 2018)
el Seogupipw | (b b Jobro a5 Wb asui o (b 155 55 (Define et al., 2005) ub isl58] g 8 culled e



VFoX g 8yloss ooy lgz 5 oloeiy 6599 oyl 1y j LS psle dlzo 44

ol oy sl g9y 65N IS 50 pesed (Ahmad et al., 2011) w55 gla pg)l oS Wiy sla sl iol3él
.(Sanjari Mianjye et al., 2015) c.él yialS gy clale (Shogpde wl By a0 b sugb, yis kyly & pas s
.(Guvence et al., 1999)

ilos pl dlge ) (gluns ooz 4 p g )3 il o ddy Sllgus b 5 (LS L 8 gw A0T55 jl Csn 48y
(il e glivo )3 a5 35500 Mg Cgr J a5 48 2 5l ol (lajlS (gjlused,id g o g 5laex
,> (Tiilikkala et al., 2010; Guillen & Manzanos, 2002) 3,5 3935 ;) (¢lp alisee (slaodlaiul (6ygpmal 5 (559l
OluS ) o ek g o odliiwl lalS Wby S o0 g SB gl Wbl J s sokaiedy el pwotiSs s (65)5liS
b 0398 5 s ys9 bl | s |t st | Jold iS5 s s s St | 5 i g | osiiS
‘)Ms RIA G a0 gm0 cw.u.ol.u J.nl.w &S ol A_B).aa..o).a 9 g_B).a.a.Awf ).‘.al...c )‘ pais VO 9 M‘&_i’).uy 9 ..\a.w‘«_i.uy9).,
.(Zulkarami et al., 2011) Caw ) f%n.)lf 9 P?"“"’?ﬂ g ‘P?)f po Le )‘ ).«>l.: )Lﬁn g uJu.J}o «59) cwlf ‘L)’aj 31
XS oo oy |y LS 0y 9 0 0 o jl 1y BT s o 2 1) S cuhS gy a5y a5 el o )l
35S 5 poows I ool | yials a4y caw | Ko 358 (laisdy g aS w308 (]l L(Apai & Thongdeethae, 2001)
A8 S8

(limabgn «S3glsdiee Slino (55) oz 45w § Soogand il Cuto 136 5 (nS Gl we gl iagh oyl
A 1l Jals el uill 5 Sles g doyd  SlaaST ol glas 351

g3 wliiig y Y
S3rgltS 28l de e )3 LSS A b (Solas LolS slacSsl )b B 53 0adn B s S G o Glagh ()]
YO g (B Job 4l YV 5 ax 0 0V oldlss claies )0 z,5— s obgl V& 5eglS 1o &8l o jde cunyi ol il
colilgn jlol bl b plosl WAV elys Jlaw 1 b o 51 20 VYYD gl g Jlaos (ope diBd A g dn
5ol 2y sl Yl S5, el YEY b adlato ) espgl S oSt 3l )3 (St ) sus L g ol 5] oy S0
ol 31,5 5l a3 VY o aildlo o)l an > basgie g 039 Siddess olgn

085) Fo U5 09) YO 455 5l s iy g de e byl s U (o)) (o)l (slamay Jols (alojl (slanjles
il gl e g Lol Jole lgiedy (4t adlaie )3 oalitl LB ol aio) (305 (45) 00 5 (bwgio
392 558 Jole plgisa ((aals) (S Jslows pas 5 (3053 W0 5 Ve D) g 45 ao 3 ¥ 5 ¥ ) Singu )
e SES goime (09 lid QLT 00 yiaghS 13 &ly 29yl (LS 0aSingy jl cutS (ol (il gl slapgiz,
Vo oy dlo by cus S cady Gid ghyls &) o .8\ Ohao WWAY Cuiigud)l Jol gu)l o e S g ags a&il
gaw s 5l &S palme @) L @S oy ol pogdle g e 93 Jsb 4 g pe Bl Ve &g o g dlo 1 e Sl
Gos & aeyio SB I Glagh cnl sl 5l 8 b a8 Jlal )5 Gl IS ©jg0 4 pe Sy g Ogliste (9395 8Ly
5 e Clo ga 5l (B sptedie 9 SISl 0000 g (35St Slgn Sl Gy 5 3 Bge el Te e
5 i) Ll als po 51 e (bl oS Ui Jlas) il 0108 S gt 5 o ol &8 a6 ,sSojlul ] hends
busgs S O Juwilty ol3s0 dslono 5 (TDR) (o) gisciugh) olStund dloges dbogiyo (slacs 8 )5 (bazalS ()0 it
oo 3l Galeil 98 51 i s Jlosl ciliseo claJpmily gl (6Lt Slorbio olSiud alusgay S g (v
cpiomed 15 03lits] S sy ez jMie o TDR ol bauwgs only] (3de ltio ym dlaly s sl gl ol



17y e 8 e T (Lo 5T o o Letrnligs 5 S 553550 ol y Scnogutribins] § iz 45 puw il o i)

slacale b oj)le .(Heidarzadeh et al., 2021) 4 odliiul 918 4 om0 sladg) 51 oyl Ol Jlade J S g s sl

A pll (s ©jg0 jya

coilel e asy30 S olenisSs jub Slusguas LY PEES

Organic Organic FC PWP
Depth . EC N P K
] Soil texture H R i i carbon matter % %
of soil PH  dsm?) (%) (mgkgd)  (mgkg?) o o ) (%)
0-30 Sandyloam 74 1.43 0.14 27.6 320 1.40 2.41 16.45 9.26

95 )9 ‘L_?).f L.;l e (Sgime ckjﬁ Sldas nkj).f aja.«: ua:-l.w igy &l&.v‘ Slao @MJL:)] stb)Lo.u )." R ‘_5‘).3
o5 e s 52 539755 (S J5olS D b lS @ Jibs)lS (sgioes cpulal 3,8kas 5 2 o3 oJS St
I u,u.;L.ul d).:fa)".\.?‘ 9 (o d) ))Slo.c dﬁfo)'l.ﬂ le).g uln.b EL.,., ol ¢ ‘.)).g OLo)' AW d)ﬁfoﬂ.\}‘ )‘Mgl).’ 9 )’Yl.'{lf
o Aol 5l g S ya bhwg jlawls Blo b alS sladiged 5 0 pbol e S 5l s o 00 0 23 5 o 0 Ve e
O ygiody Bdiged b Sdd 1 G i e S Sis 58Ul 4 cpie8 5l e g bl ey &S 51 (g pi0 5l
yobaieds alinlejl 88> (6955 bawei @)S i cladie SKid 19 S b 43 )3 YV BA Gb clod ;5 9 sl
b2 g (g sae sleg CE L gjl 5 b St S diged )5 00 o3lila ©pS Sl g A (e () 3o (65501l
Pl el gyl dm el dw deds 559l olKwd 5l odlatnl b ylatie T b pudadl 594 (655 il puaor g 5
(Omid Beigi, 2009) .

35 mlo gy jloolawll 5 x> ela ;0 Sy Bl 5l p,8 /0 Jade (s iwsd slao ST, (gaie Liokiw (glp
SialS el e o b Jgbons 00 il MalS o 8 1 s st oo Yo &y lod oo o 3 A gt | bl s
aid )3 ygd Feee Caopu b (IS0l cdlo SIGMA Juo) 5ouis ylo )3 g b o by i oo YA Jlois! (gla oalBL
Fogidy S | D98 )3 diged I 5ylade g Jiiie (19SIb sladlg) 4y 29) eab L o)las D (5)F0)las 4lBd Ve ey
e 351 cdled 5 (Arnon, 1949) s cil,8 FY- o 5¥0 S5Y clagge Job ,d alSlis jobar Cls e g b aisy,
odlaw! (1973) Bates et al. g, 5l oy Lyiowww lp 9 (60305101 (2021) Heidarzadeh & Modarres-Sanavy yisg 4
zaw P LSD (g0l o9yt Slio uSile dunslie 505 4355 SAS 9.4 glol Hl58le 5 b Liolejl 5 Jo b (claosls s
W bl oy iy Jleis|

S g g Sbasl ¥

S 3l 9 5 g i el cdig §L 1 Y

)] g9y o 3 K Jloin! o 13 gyl gxe I S8 55 g b gloe iiSKamy a5 ol lis wibyly 4550 gl
(o sl VEINY) o DTS i balyd )0 sl jlawd )3 ol Jlade o568 g Aol sy (o ko YAEY) Gglas (6Ll
9 VF/OF LialS b oS gygboay 95 Iay ials Jals sl wig glis)) ( oS i (ial38l b Cpiomen (Y Jods) A5 oanliis
4 yor (Bl Jglome b oS sl (Jlop> cpl Y Jgi) 45 00 1 g bwgie oS 5 lpd )0 CuS 5 (sho 3 YEIVY
s | Sagmi ol clale (131, &S g pgbay 1l Ll 50 g el da ol clale (I3l g Seosmiil g ooz
e &Sy clale Gl L &S cus ] by cpl (¥ Jois) cdl ioli8l ao 0 SAITY &g gl o pd du &y (b )
oadls op YL as ol i b Ske dunslie (Y oo ) cusly (ioli8l ao ;0 VIV &gy elas)] cho )0 VO & (Jalis) ya0
gl 5 0w o 5 i (Y Joda) del o e (Y0 )) (ol i Lol )3 ogn a8y duo 13 VD o b Jglxe 5 Sy



VFoX g 8yloss ooy lgz 5 oloeiy 6599 oyl 1y j LS psle dlzo \$A

ol byl )0 (dae YAFA) Shogdipw | o 53 S5 5l ool | g (das YA/YY) (b b ol pae slajlos 3 Sy slasws
cdl il Gglae (oylol a4 Canas o 3 Y IA L Sy olaws (a5 s Lol B3I b (Y Jgas) 45 osalie was ol oS
¥ o)

‘uoLoT cui )‘..\.o.a uu.&:lf cel u.,iﬁ,f Y ‘)J) s b L.;l ‘)5.45 OM.)QLW.J Cows | ‘_)S.c.n &)955)9.9 Slaw Pl L}""D"L{
o Ay oag) A 5 29 o gy 155 g sk ()05 )i )3 el ey (A s (S0 ol S ity
L .(Harp et al., 2000) %,5 o ;1,3 TS (i 18l cov Bl o) 48 3)ls Sty plod g b Jobo o0 S5 Jokoo
UialS b o il Sy g Bl D ok drwgi g M) cond ) g odd oS wlel HLiES olS wyiwd Ol Hlade Lials
L2900 crge ) (sagy 48y sljpl 5 jiw s (EalS cons )3 5 Sy aw el o Jsho (1355 o Jobe
Sy pdaw Ll cledy (s0dg (gt gid dlas ials S0 cyleds g o dgazme lapluil o3l ¢ Jok 9o g by ialS
i b opdgl s omendy 38l o 31 (oS (55 5150 ok o)y slaplail (gow 4 ond (gjle dilos dlge Mzl Lials
Sl g gl p obay Ol 9ueS 9 o 031 a5 dgr yieS gl g S i 5K oSl (blS ) SIS
GGz 5l dildolow olS wgy £lav)] g9y Shoguaiw] SL Jolxe a5 Cuwl o yo)l55 (Dursun et al., 2002) 5,158 .
S gy gla) Lial8l cael Seoganigw! JI 368" 5l ooli| (Azizi & Safaei, 2017) ws o gl Liol;8l el g cusls
Mo g Sy daw Linlidl o b 155 5> (Sargazi et al., 2013) Wi juw oy Cub by (adld 5 &l slawi (o8 claasls
by e &Sy (Ayas & Gulser, 2005) cuo | odds saalie Seogatidpw | 5,8 slodlitw Il gl )3 Judg JS™ Jlade yiiw
.)?_w P gm0 01.95 2 A_..u) ombw‘)sl L: A_MJ) o.A...Sé.,)_u.u u‘}&c\; ..\J‘yuﬁ aS el J‘)99)99 9 Jyl.m ).Ja.a d)]yo
w38l (Solanum lycopersicum L.) 55,8455 olS Sy pdaw e a8 pw 3,08 b slasdlles )5 (Yatagai et al., 1989)
.(Mungkunkamchao et al., 2013) c.sél,
19 SLAINI SUS g 5 (539 05 2 o T gm0 ¥ Y
e Sl 9o (9) 5o BT )ll slapdy b Seagminal 5 gz 4w Gl (laclale il sl jiSen
Jloinl daw )3 il glis oo plil 5 (155 59y 9 2o 3 S Jlais] a3 (Jild glias glgn plul Sid 159 9 S
MI0) do s 93 (b slxe clajloss 1 Sy (comns Ol (sgime 45 3l LS b Slo dusliio (Y Jgds) Cudld Mo jd gy
L g b gio SleS i bulps )3 (Y Jadn) 39 )l plo 1 yidin Shogumiduw | (30 ;3 M/BY) o 13 dus g (o,
b Joloe clale ol Lo (Y Jgan) okdl 5la5] Sy s o (cgime LialS 5o Vo/A 5 F/BY ol iy
(Y Jgis) 290 yidig anls 4y s 2o p3 YV/+) g YWY L 5t S oo O] (sgime aogn 45 p g Suogutrduns]

S O Ll 50 Oy 45 5 Spogamisan] (Sl Jglre slajloss )3 il s Slio il ly 415 .Y Jg
Mean Squares

SAOAY df  Pplant Leaf  Number Relative Total Total dry  Essential Essential
height ~ 2red of water fresh weight  oil% ol yield
index leaves content weight
Block 2 009ns 0008ns 1363ns  0.89ns  39001ns  20697ns  0.017ns  22.3ns
Water deficit 2 388%*  0.95%  1208%*  405%*  5304560** 3052223**  0.270%  656**
stress (W)
Error 1 4 0132 0003 6.84 4.20 239061 72402 0.017 7.97
Foliar 6  218%  0.109%*  350%*  200%*  5984996** 1226154%*  0.362*%*  53**
application(S)
W*S 12 14.03**  0.016%* 60.41%*  20.78**  267626%  59685*%*  0.033**  39.0%*
Error 2 36 0286  0.004 4.16 4.23 114504 17464 0.004 433
C.V (%) - 189 1.36 4.89 2.69 5.42 5.54 7.25 9.38

*

. -, . . &l an .
A 203 Sy 5 gy Jlain] o 53 (991350 5§ sine pis LI cuiaT Ty ¢ NS



174 e 8 e T (Lo 5T o o Letrnligs 5 S 553550 ol y Scnogutribins] § iz 45 puw il o i)

LIS G bl ) g oS s g Sengeian 3L Jglore (slles (hiSany ) (Jilh s Clio (5 Sike duslie Y Jgua

Plant height Leaf area Number of Relative water To_tal fresh To_tal dry
Treatments (cm) index [eaves content weight weight
(%) (kg ha!) (kg ha'!)

H-1% 29.32+0.11g 2.64+0.02f-j 48.81+0.80c 80.93+0.41cd 6683+107b-d  2514+16ef
H-2% 35.99+0.04b 2.77+0.00c-e 54.06+0.76b 86.50+0.50ab 7216+193ab 3204+17a

H-3%  3510+003bc  285:0.03bc  66.58+0.69a  88.52+0.52a  7425:113a  3259+1%a
§  Wv-%  3226:0.06e  273:0.02d-f  4115:0.88de  74.41:054gi  6090:71e 2482+64¢f
[oo]

g 3565:0.0b  2.89:+0.02b 47.99+1.07c  7953:0.92de  7055+174a-c  2627+64de

g M 38.63£0.13a  285:0.0lbc  46.97:0.99c  8315:0.70bc  7055+4la-c  3057+80ab

o

Z  Control  21.98+009m  267+0.0lei  39.20+1.42%f  70.54+0.3Ljk  5506+113f  2296+50f-h
H-19%  2387:006kI  257:0.03i-1  3622+0.50f  76.93+120e-h  6505:95c-e  2083+12h-j
H-206  2682:024ij  2.60:002h-  36.40+030f  77.23+033e-g  6808:9%bc  2502:t45ef
H-30%  3353:005d  2.80:0.01b-d  49.73:058c  81.04:040cd  6984+dlac  29787hc

5 WV-50%  26.1240.15] 253001k 39.22+056ef  7059+120jk  5356:139f  1943+111j-|

©

=g W 30.80:048f  278:00lcd  46.97+0.50c  76.36:0.22e-i  68l1+d2bc  2478+24ef

g

gL WV 3434+0.17cd  3.01:0.04a 4865:0.32c  78.98+0.48d-f  6914+140ac  2767+106cd

82 15%

238  Control  20.180.19n  256+0.04k|  36.07+0.97f  76.10t051fi  4656+10gh  1780+30Im

H-1%  2364:0.121  251:0.04| 2848+020h  73.23+0.29if 6081234  179122k-m
H-206  28.27+0.5h  261+0.02g1  38.20:0.46ef  73.71+127h-i  6505+136c-e  2008+38i-k

H-3% 29.67+0.19g 2.71+0.01d-g 43.11+0.26d 80.80+0.67cd 6808+80bc 2356+54fg
WV-5%  19.23+0.020 2.64+0.00f-k 29.75+0.65gh  67.74+0.44k 5044+109fg 1722+10m

Severe water deficit stress

o 2473:021k  272:0.02d-f  3190:032g  60.23:053k  5175:101fg  2216+38g-i
\1’!},2 271040091  270+0.02d-h  3881+107ef  73.67+0.51h-j  6196+100de  2411+26e-g
Control  1633:021p  257:002i-  28.33:0.70h  6388:0.521  4206+41h 1604+29m

H-1% .5yl 415 5kl (lbas £ oMo ) an il o LSD 905l (olwly ly sxe M) 48l (gt o j3 S e By o Jlis )b slaonSilbe
s o oS g (bl sl WV-500 «Siogiaiinl dopd dw (bl Jolore (H-3% «Siogupiinl b )d 93 (bl sl :H-2%0 «Seogdisnl 1o s G (i Jslne
(b Jglxo (ygus) sl :Control 5o WO g &Sy (bl glore WV-15% s )3 Ve g &Sy il Jglxe WV-10% oy

VEV0) Cogllas (sl Ll 5> Syogsnion | 10 >t (05 L Jgoxe o 5> (il glix lgm il 5 (335 (25
YWAP) ogllae (gl Ll 53 Seogetiuanl b0 )3 93 (5l Jglome (lojles b a8 (W Jgio) 45 odnliio (lSa )3 p Sl
P o & (LS 3 p)S5lS Ve 00) 403 V0 5 (LS y2 p)SolS V- 00) dop3 N+ (Bl gl (S )3 p )T 5k
oS FF) g o6 o 20,3 1 5 (S0 13 558 SANY) Srogad g o 4 (5l Jlons 5 oslae (5l Ll
S 5l i oSl & glin gl ¥ Jpin) 8,5 )5 (o lal g8 o 53 bt oS 55 Ll o (J55a
TYOR XY¥ b i ias cgllae (oylol Laylyd )3 Ggn a5 o 2o )3 V0 § Sogudrid] o p> dus g 95 5L Joloxe (cla o
i3 g 5 ()jg oS ©Mb GRIRIL (T Jgde) 13,5 ag5 1y (algm plal s (g (b oS )3 25 5LS YOV
o il Sid 1y wogr & 5 Shogardl 55 b (izman (1 Jgi) il (o) me SRR 2lge plal
FVIEY s s e olod plil 5 59 sl ialidl cpl o (V Jgia) cdl Gioli8l sals 4 cumd Juopd FF/AY § OV/YA s b
(Y Jos) 595 doyd ¥ /¥
by Jials 1y S s O ggime o Smid 5 45 A b ean Lo 4 955,0b ol S (69 Liule 5T Gy
slge yial38l )b 5l o Jolow O e ¢ St 25 baly i )0 ool a8 aw) o ,laias (Abbaszadeh et al., 2007)
UialS Coge g9 90 ol Ded bl 3)lg (oynk w69y b SB il 51 OB sy 0 JBlis a0 el (9,3 3 (gjom |
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3 S o o ggimo iy 4 05 oanliio 4,5 ol (g (oalojl )3 09 0 (S A5 Ll 5 (gpud o (3
St orond o (5500 1 Sogatins | (3L Jgboea b g sl s sy 308 25 bl 53 o ke 05508 5 A5 pis o
o olS a3 59 69y Swogudiw | b b Jolxe islejl G ol wlw |y (Mozafari et al., 2017) céb i3l
Ole el Seogundon] I 55 jl oolizw] (Azizi & Safaei, 2017) i o] Lil5sl el g awdly )b gxo w3l aloluw

dg b o 4B L g a iy 5y Gl ce b Gayb opl 5l g ed 5ok S bwy ol dlge JUEnl g Ol i
Sy oo 2led slaplul iy libl cel olie , ole plw Cls il cleds 5 (Moghbeli & Arvin, 2014)
(o §Sie uawls phand uandS 159555 WSle (g polis Cla il Jsa Shogumiunl jl odlizwl (Yuan etal., 2017)
5 059 ol coge Suogdduwl (B yas ¢ yimen (Erkossa et al., 2002) 30 0 olgn slaplil Ad) Coge o 5 (59,
o Le (ol s> &5 (Rahie et al., 2012) i (Dactylis glomerata) gl cale (x50 4355 )0 dBlw 9 S p S5 g
rolis el (Yamato etal., 2008) ol (55, 5 S (o epoiogl] yhund 53500 0] upuolty Jolis By g LB jmreS
S o o Mo Gl 55 oLS e it IS L b B g Gl 5 olS Sl sl
[(Zulkarami et al., 2011) 355 oo Joaro 3, Sdas yiul3dl el (op)S aie SO Sl Jdods g
owilul & Shos g w0 30 .Y

g0 > g9y do 0 Ko g 3 (g)bigine Sl bl o) 5 (b b slme JESemy 45 ol Lt uil)ls 458 il
o) 9 Seogedn] g g2 45 pw (B Jokxe (iSany (1Sbe auilie (¥ Jgi) cubly il gl (il ] 5)Sdos
bawgio (eS8 15 bulpd 53 Sogamipel 0o) a5 gz 4S5 303 V0 500 (b Jgbre (slajlegi oS 0l i o L]
Capmad |y bl 2253 oy Cgllan )bl Ll > Smgansnl Ao )3 4 g Lo 4 p0 20 )3 10 9 Ve (3L Jglone
oS Jbys () JS5) cdly Ll 8o )s WY il cesims 5305 a8 (a5 Ll 5 () JS5) 1231 bojlo polo &
(V JSs) bl iol58l ao pd YY/YD g £Y/+0 XYV iy (uilul doyd Sioguddum] doyd duo 5 93 oS (il Jole b
el (wold) bl Jsbre pis 4y Comd 1oy /YR 5 ATV FY/AY il ity o oS puo dopd V0 9 Ve ) (bl Joloro o
5 bl 3,Shae 51ty 45 31 (LS gyt 3y9m (51l St (553 i () JS3) 2 (bl 22y il
LS (¥ JS5) 55 osnliia S5 53 oS5 YVIFA L Cogllan (o)l Ly > Somgebi| 2o 4 (5L Syl o
48 0 2o 9 WD (bl Jglome g 1S 13 p SolS YEINY b ogllas (o)l bl b 50 Siopmtn I o 53 93 )8 sl jlos
el oS o1 Gl (Y USS) 25 )18 ()bl 09,8 4 0 1S )3 £ ol YN L sllas gyl balpd ) s
3Slas ialS o )3 F/VY g ATV ol dd g baw gie ol @S i Ll )0 oS gygbods i il |5 Slas jzals
oS sy 145 il gl el 5,Slas Ll33) csly Spogamipusl g g 45 s ) oolizol (Y JS5) sidl 3lis] il
DI 3 (Y S ) €l I3l 8 3 AVYR bl 3,5l o3 10 & oo 5| o 26 (ol Joons il 2139
ol o I35 (Y USK) wis [uilol 5,Sles (gm0 FAVA [i]i8l cel o yd dw 4 yao 5l Shoguddunl b gl clale
clale Gl g alS sla Jolw pmdplio 59y 5l Aoz Sl o] S5gg s cute BT b | Shogami il &5 e
U8 o b gl cudglio e ax ST (Nardi et al., 2002) 35 o oalS 1 5,8kas ilil el 5y Ly ,lS
Olise L3l L .(Omid Beigi, 2012) ol 5,3 oo Lalys pili cow (o3l ao b ba )] oo g clale e citans a3
o33jls (slasnly g g 0391 (a5 S8 da il &S QLTS lo ol @ Seosamspul Brae Jl )3 il
)3 sotee GBS yiwd plai gy olie jods oS Cllao ol el 5 A NADPH 5 ATP siojls (asgisginl) o]
55 )5 (DMAPP) &li by o ol L 2065 5 (IPP) ol gy s iizg el sims bl 05 Sl sl ki3l
ool T oaimd LSis slial (0 a8 59550 5 amd yidiw Cla 0 Seald 5 )b | Siegaiw | (Sangwan et al., 2001)
9 S p v g3l Giall 55k ) ()59t (Ommen 298 (o0 0l (sdg) Sy ile] liee I3 g > Hgas
pedsilio 13 1550 ol g Jido)lS bl )3 <805 5 g and )5 g (651 2l (gl Lo e (S o0l b
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.(Niakan & Khavarinezhad, 2003)

1.4 mH-1% mH-2% w=mH-3% =WV-5% =WV-10% m=:WV-15% =mControl
1 ac acab ad ac @

0.8
0.6
0.4
0.2

Essential oil content (%)

Optimal irrigation Moderate water deficit stress Severe water deficit stress

Irrigation regimes
=l S e Bgyo) SIS D g sz 45 e g Srogamitied (Bl slore slajles JiSeny b s Jalh i il 20> (Sl duglia Y JSCud
o dw (il Jalore tH-3% «Sioguadunl o yd 53 (bl Jolxe tH-2%0 «Siogua sl duoyd G (b Jolomo (H-1% .Cuwl jl5 me B! pas saind
5203 VD s 45 s (Bl Jsbons WV-15% oy Vo g o8 s (8 Jotons WV-10% o> iy g 45 s (ol Jslons WV-5% oo
(b sle (y94) salis :Control

45 BH-1% ®=mH-2% ®H-3 ©5 EWV-10% ®=WV-15% mControl

Essential oil yield (kg ha1)

Optimal irrigation Moderate water deficit stress Severe water deficit stress

Irrigation regimes
05 S e iy ) IS G5 5 o 45y Spmpnd 3 e (sl iS55 ol i bl 3, (S sl ¥ JS
o o b e 39 (Seogetianl 15 93 il s H-296  Sanpan 5> o (o5 oo H-L96 sl o ins SO i e
920> W0 gz o o (o8l Jolone IWV-15% o3 Ve g S (8L Jolone WV-10% o> s Cg2 o5 o (b Jolone WV-5% «Simgunon]
(3 sbme p2) 2aLs Control
JS gba Judg b5 ¥—F
Sy Jlosn s > S Jdo)lS 5 a0 5 gy Jlatol s 3 b Jid9)lS (g5im0 1 oS (15 o | 1 ol gl
9b @ o)l sgime p Spegpdn | g 0y &5 p (DL sl (ol Sl (pizmen (¥ Jgio) by gyl dne ST 2o 5
V0 g Soguesl doyd dw 35 b S Jidg)l 9@ Lido)lS” (liee ooy (F Jgi2) 252 )l ine doyd o daw ) S
VO g Ve 3,8 g Seoganduw] o )3 w9 93 (b Jglome LD JudgdS a8 Il ys (¥ U5 ) del oy g oS o duo p
sanlito b gto olnS A5 5 Cosllas (o)l baulpd b Jidg)lS i it (B Jgiz) 33 cnyidi sz oS e Lo 3
Slg e JdoylS ol o90mly (0 Jgin) fol cuwsay gllao ()l bl )3 IS Jidg IS o oy 5 (B Jgi) 25
Gl (Sao (SS il @ Jido)lS Ao (g3ttungts (sloo3Ssy e bl o 55 Il 5 idg)lS 51 rals cley
8 g )5 GlaailiSS) (g &5 8L pbaeme (6)5 05T (Jds)lS (ol (ladiliSS) dsgecme jiw il aoxisy
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5 dgylS slom T Collad 1,05 ¢ Jido)IS WSS, (ol (uSlieS i (0l 38 o clablno (gt g8 olSsd 51D
i )3 IS g Mg S oLt 4y syl (3T S (slo SIS, SIS o8 S 5 455 Sl
oiwl38l cde (Smirnoff, 1993) cuwl ouds adlis wud sla i )0 8o, IS clale snals’ Jolse lgicdy S 51 5g 50
pas) a2ls b awylie > Shageripw] (B glne b jlolS (glayds Lulyd Sy cleay (g5 98 (slrojSS) o]
P Oisss i d B il s arin sl 1nlSe 5 ) 8 S il Sl el (il Jsbro
s5iee il el o o3 o G| po lie ol 4y 30 Sangeitpe | 8 38 bl | (155 o Spopaiiios | 92>
M9 iar e pedglie oy o @i Jdd Cul (e Sy Jdg)lS (sgime Gl 29 (oo olST idg)lS
Slge g ol (300148 b Seogumiunw] .(Haghighi et al., 2012) wib Spogamiun! 5l odlatn] Jdsas sauScdadlne (ol iy
P Epcely Gygoaly giwgd dlge JEsl g ooly il ]y e pSS, caleo ol olS HLd] )5 Sewle 5 i olie
5,8 slosla b Wogd 55 Judg IS Jlade iy a5 (555 55 (Davoodifard et al., 2012) sa> .o )8 ol L3

(Ayas & Gulser, 2005) cusl ous sanlive Siogad gl

(S O bl 53 gy 4 ju 5 Shagamiisl (B sle slajles 3 il gl plerdsn Sl I (S uib)ly wjo5 € Jgs
Mean Squares

S.0ov d.f "Chiorophyll Chlorophyll Total Leaf N . )
a b chlorophyll content Proline Catalase Peroxidase
Block 2 0.01ns 0.004ns 0.011ns 0.00001ns  0.0001ns 0.000001ns 0.03ns
Water deficit -, 54 0.04% 0472%% 091  0.001**  00007%% 043
stress (W)
Error 1 4 0.01 0.01 0.005 0.001 0.00005  0.00001 0.01
Foliar a(%")’"ca“o” 6 0.08%* 0.02%* 0.176%* 0.62%*  0.002%*  0.001%* 2.54%%
W*S 12 0.01ns 0.01ns 0.008ns 0.02**  0.0004*  0.0001** 0.34**
Error 2 36 0.004 0.004 0.009 0.002 0.0002 0.00001 0.02
C.V (%) - 2.93 8.09 3.18 2.27 2.16 6.57 5.26

A 2o yd S g g Jloin] paw 53 (393 e g (3 sme pie L cus ¥ g NS

o 2 sl g (B glre slales Sy b CoB Sy ()fes sgioe o 3 Lt by 45 b
o 5 2oy YI¥ Uy 5y gt e oy sy a5 015 55 I ySiles dusslio ol (¥ Jgis) 8,8 J1)5 oy S, Jlas!
s (oS GBS ad Gl b (5 Jsin) sel Cusday gllas ()bl Laulpd ) Spogemsan | dio 3 ds (3 Jolxe
Lo > VVEY wad oS a5 bulpd )3 9 0o )3 AIVD bwgie oS (a5 bl s )3 a8 g yobay wdly Lials Sy 59500
95 ko ) YV/Y cSogppip | o )3 G clale b Sogain | (8L Jolne (F Jgi) 05 odalie Sy (g0 (a8
(5 Jasa) oy Lislial ) S 59y ylade dopd Vo /FD cSioquddiwl dio)d dw 9 dio )d FA/+ Y «Sogudd ] dio )
By Liwlitl el Jo 3 FY/AY o FANY XYV cwp o 0 V0 9 Ve ) cdale b g &S p b L Jsbre oS Jbspo
g phud Wilen (gpolis Qo il 4SSl 5 Cunl (Sg0)9m dnd Clled )l Seoganipnsl F Jgiz) B S ()79
g Ol YL b Seegense—ul (Nardi et al., 2002) 35— (oo oS ()95 e il 8l crge 0lS )3 (19t
3 ial3al 1y wl S olS 53 0395 ; M3 g by s ya cdinal (sladwl g b pZgp Ailen I3 59,5 JI bS5
Cme il el cowbio bl ool g,k 5l Shegaiuwl wile JI @luS )5 5l edlazwl (Sharifi et al., 2002)
(Ayas & Gulser, 2005) 54 o0 by 3,8as 5 1) iul33l comw (LS 59550
SS9 g Y0 ccondg 0 F—0
€5 )18 siopd gy e g 3 S A5 5 bl Jglore (1iSen 3 o8 gy o 2l s il g 428 b
oo 909550 +INY) oleS G5 bl )> Seoguminl 2oy dus Gl Jglono slo 53 g i st (F Jgi2)
039 205 % Odan J9e9rSee <15 +R) Seogumtpul 310y3 93 318 (slayloss b a5 (5 Jg2) A odaliin (S 5 019 )5 53
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H-1% H-2% H-3%  WV-5% WV-10% WV-15% Control

Chlorophyll a (mg g-tFW-1)

Foliar application

Al ol H-196) A3l o o sine BME pas saind ki S o Bg,o) Sl gl 8 JdglS (s o 45 o 5 Sanspmpal (3l Jsbro 5 I JSD
o) gy g S s (b Jolone WV-5% «Seogutdunl doyd dw (il Jsloee tH-3% «Shogudiwl duopd 93 (il Jalowe :H-2% o Siogutripus] o jd S
((osbJsloxe (9a) anls :CoNtrol 5 cuo > VO g a5 p (Bl Jslone WV-15% o jd Vo g &Sy (5L gloe :WV-10%

il gliss IS L3915 5 b Ldg)lS (55, gy oy 5 Ssagaiid (Sl Jglore 5 S 15 b 0 Jga

Water deficit stress Chlorophyll b (mg g'FW1) Total chlorophyll (mg g*FW™?)
Optimal irrigation 0.871+0.022a 3.145+0.033a
Moderate waterdeficit stress 0.835+0.018ab 3.059+0.024b
Severe waterdeficit stress 0.771+0.018b 2.965+0.022¢
Spraying
H-1% 0.801+0.019bc 2.884+0.026e
H-2% 0.868+0.026a 3.091+0.024c
H-3% 0.878+0.015a 3.192+0.018ab
WV-5% 0.800+0.023bc 2.996+0.018d
WV-10% 0.842+0.011ab 3.124+0.034bc
WV-15% 0.855+0.026ab 3.226+0.035a
Control 0.737+0.014c 2.882+0.031e

o 3 S (b b gl tH=190) 5l 4148 51k | gllas £ cooMle I dmy b Lo Jlo gime MBI 081 gt ja 10 Syiiie B S il )b sla 1 Sike
MWV-10% cho > gy ooz &S o (ol Jolore WV-5% «Siogdips] o> dw (ol Jolore H-3% «Sogdipw] o yd 95 (5L Joloro tH-2% «Siogutrspus]
(b gle y3) 4aLs :CONLION § o )3 VO g &S pos (b Joloee WV-15% chio)d Vo Cgn oS o (8L Jgloxe

9 b gbre slasless (uiSen b o Sl g VB (sl T colld o8 oy s uiby)ly 4528 @b

& b5l slag 53 YU ol codled it (¥ o) a8 )8 )18 so)s G St a3 ()bl (sloe,
b Sl ST o3l cllad e it S Jlo 3 F Join) b b0 il oS G35 lalpd )0 gz 4Spw a0
s S| T ST bl sl Sty (5 i) Sl oty s Sl L35 bl )3 g 4 p o )3 VD 38
(Lotfi et al., 2014) 5,05 glis] 5] & (ROS) yjamST Jb cslacisS 0iylash Syl 53,5 25 (sl blS 48 coul o]
Lotfi et al., 2014; ) ol o calisee LS o (Sis i 31 ey (saime Giulj8l | colss ladss ST als
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cusly gyl gxe 18U o p i g Saegadiun g (Subd i GiiSeny obeyl obsel JS 5 (Rostami et al., 2018
codly il Sis w5 bl b s asg oS o Sl S sl el wgdleas, (Heidari et al., 2015)
.(Perez-Murcia et al., 2006)

oS G5 g bl Jglome (slalegs iSeny b Cov Jalh gl plordgn Clio Sl (B S0ke duglie T Jgan

Treatments Leaf N (%) Prqline ; Catalase_ Peroxidase_
(umol proline g F.W1) (U/mg protein) (U/mg protein)

H-1% 1.934+0.021ef 0.568+0.002¢-i 0.032+0.001i 2.305+0.029i
S H-2% 2.046+0.007d 0.584+0.006¢-f 0.054+0.000de 2.878+0.040ef
g H-3% 2.300+0.019a 0.582+0.003d-g 0.060+0.001c 2.858+0.084f
E WV-5% 1.807+0.011gh 0.560+0.004hi 0.048+0.000ef 1.971+0.053j
.g WV-10% 2.115+0.009¢ 0.589+0.001b-e 0.049+0.001ef 2.461+0.034hi
8 WV-15% 1.970+0.006e 0.579+0.007d-h 0.0560.000cd 3.248+0.013cd
Control 1.319+0.020m 0.561+0.001hi 0.030+0.002i 1.865+0.089j

H-1% 1.820+0.003g 0.600+0.004a-d 0.042+0.000gh 2.307+0.013i
s H-2% 1.885+0.010f 0.599+0.004a-d 0.047+0.001f 2.588+0.030gh
g g H-3% 2.222+0.020b 0.604+0.004a-c 0.060+0.001c 3.385+0.030bc
% g WV-5% 1.674+0.009i 0.562+0.004g-i 0.046+0.001fg 2.455+0.040hi
§ :ch WV-10% 1.743+0.008h 0.589+0.005b-e 0.058+0.001cd 2.908+0.064ef
WV-15% 1.754+0.013h 0.581+0.006d-g 0.048+0.001f 2.708+0.027fg

Control 1.27940.020m 0.570+0.001e-i 0.031+0.002i 1.801+0.065j

p H-1% 1.488+0.016KkI 0.563+0.005f-i 0.049+0.002ef 1.908+0.042j
% H-2% 1.570+0.010j 0.609+0.003ab 0.069+0.001b 3.565+0.061b
:é H-3% 1.769+0.007gh 0.612+0.003a 0.061+0.001c 3.098+0.030de
g WV-5% 1.47620.0061 0.573+0.005f-i 0.039+0.000h 2.508+0.020g-i
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