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 � (�A��4 ) �'�; *& QR"�OH �3- �6-  �9- �@) Y"� �
E :�GI	 (���B@�	 :�'�Z�6000 ��� ���� �� �OH QR" .�
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E �A1���[��� 
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�J$	 #� L����A� �A�� �� L�� �@� 3-  �!� B��A��� ���
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I �	
�  ��K���� ����G� ����.�E	� �A1����  
H�� B��A��� �$ �	� ����
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� �A��J  �� ?��	! ����� �����2/5  ���@� 

 ��A'�PF  !	 �'� N�J�  �	��	 �@�&> lC�&  B��

� ���� B��AGF  ?��	! ���d ������ ��@1 �� .��E �� ��

���� �� 
^ � �f"� m��� #����@�1 �  .
&E����@� �

 �"	 ���AJ� � c�<� �A;�� �$ P�`� ��)� ='E #	�	�

c�� � ='E #
g&� �>� �� ���AJ� �.�  #�� ��g� �� �	�

���  B�&iG� � 
&��  ��`&1 �[O�  j� ���� �$ #	�"	. 

��"	 �- 
E� ���� �� n���  �;�� B�	 ���g�! �A�� . ��

 �;�� ������$ !	 #���J���@�  � ��A"	 � ��
^ ��G� 	�

	� � � ��	� o@A+  #�����$ #����G� �� =��� B�G� �� .
&

"	 �
E� )Ashley et al., 2018; Kremer & Hipp, 

2019; Hipp et al., 2020.( =�&>�� ?��	! #��  �	�&I

 ���J� *�� ����$ �f�gC �@�&> PAJ�"�$	 B� ��

�!�	�
 :��f � N- p��&  B� q �� #	�@^	.��	� ���$ �G  ��

o"� =�&> B�	:�" �� �� �� ��;	 #����	�� ]�"- #��

�	�	�1 ��A1�� �	�^ #
> ]��+ ���  � ���C �� �
�	 #��

=�&> !	 �F>� =��^ ��AJ� �$ �� ?��	! #���(��  ��

 LZ�	 ��A"	��  :	�! �	��� �� ZAg  �AE8� �����@�2 

�
E
�	 )Hosein zade et al., 2015; Ahmadi et al., 

2019( .= 	�I �	�	�1 �$ 
&AJ� =�;� �
�
) B�	 !��� �� �

�  ������� Y�	�E � ��R&  ]J� �� �AE	� ��"�� 
&�	�


&E�� )Maleknia et al., 2006; Alidadi et al., 2019.( 

�� �G�@^	 o@A+  Y�	�E �� �>� �� �!�� 	 � ���� �� P$
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�)  ��1- ���DC �
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��� #���! �
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�
�
) ��iG��� #��*�	
�)  :	�!��@��%�	 ��� ���

 

1. Quercus spp. 

2. Oak decline 
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:�F��� �H�I �� 
��� *�	<1	� �� ���<� L�� #!�"!�� 

=�&>��	 .��� 
�	�; �A1�� ]��+ # !	 ���OA"	 �� �!�� 

���1�  �	� ������# =��^ �F>� �� �&� ! *�	<1	 =G� 

������ �� = 	�I � *&��# ��R��  *�	<1	 ��(& � 
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#%��	 � �N-  �*��$ ���-�� � ��"	 �
 - �"�.  ���OA"	

,�� !	��# B��� �� e
� ��gF� ��(��#�� ��(& ���8� 

� ��) � �- ��(��#�� ����� :�F�#�� �
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#	�� ��A;�� �@�&> � 
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�  � �"	 �1���) :�� 
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&�- �� �� ��� �	
&d �� #	

Af&H�  #�a� ���@����E =�
g )Ma et al., 2010(.  B�	

#���&1 �1���) !	 �'� ���J� #���&���  ���OA"	 �� �$ �"	

���� !	�� ��K ���D �$ #�� ����G�E � �'�<�1�(�� #	 ��

�-�AJ>�� �����> ��
E ��`�	 �� !	 o@A+  L�@I �� #	

�"	 ���$ 	
�) #!����$ � ����� L�@I �@G> )Scrinis 

& Lyons, 2007; Singh & Lee, 2016; Rop et al., 2019; 

Tiwari et al., 2020; Xu et al., 2020 .( �;�� ��

*��()��  s�k� �;�" ����#�� ��K  ������ !	 #<@1
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� �$ �
E \�R �  <�� ������ �"	 B�	 �
&�� ��� 
&�	�
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��� #	�� <g" � �AJ�! #����J  �	�&I ���� ��K 

) 
&E�� \�R Sharma et al., 2009(. #� L����A� !	 
�J$	

 �����$ �� !�� ��
�! �� �$ �"	 #<@1 #��
�J$	 �A1��

�"	 !�1 �" #	�	� �$ �"	 ����
�O" ���) ���  B�	 .

t���- ���AJ��$1
2=���� �2

3 ��$��� �3
4 L����A� .�"	  �'�

!	  
& ��" �H�&I#	�� �  � �"	 ���� �;�� N8> 
�	�

 �H�&I
&��  �%��A�� �P�<�&  �P�J@$ ��OJ1 � � <&�&  �B�-

) 
��G� j��� 	� #��Paris, 1983 (I �;�� �� �$= �#�� 

�AJ�!  ����� P^� � ���� =u  v�; �pH � ���C� �

��	� ��AJ� v�; �� ��	8h �H�&I ��fk�.  L����A�


�J$	���� �	�&I ��  j� #��� ��<����$ ��� Y�	�E ��

� J$	 *&$	� wI�� 
�	�� �M	 .��E ���	 ���"	
 � �A�	�$

����f1 �  L����A� #��� ��<����$
�J$	 ����  �	�  !	 �A���

 ���-�� �"	 ����gI �����
�J$	 ���� L����A� �  
�	�

J$	 *&$	�� ���A'�	 ���� Y�	�E �� � ��`�	 	� ���	 ���"	


��	 #	�	�%#� 
&$ �	!-.  �M	 �"��� #	�� �$ ���� !- ��K

#�� #� L����A� ���� ��h � ���� �� 
�J$	��(&  
E� �

�H L
&� �i���� B�� !	 �$ �	� ���� �1�� ��

x;�E #����(& �F& �B�����   �� !��(& ��!  ��Mq

AG$ � �1�� �	�^ ����G� ��G� �� n���  �� ! B��10 

�@�  L������ !	 �A�� ��#�� ��K #� L����A�
�J$	 )89/0 

 (!���� �*
��E ��G� �� n���  �� ! B�� ) 35/1  (!��

"	 ����� .(Feizi et al., 2012) �����$ ����#�� ��K 

#� L����A�
�J$	  �� ��G� �	�&I �� wI�� .�&O"	 #���8�

 *�	<1	��(& ) �"	 �
E ���� B�	 
E� �Zhang et al., 

2005; Mingyu et al., 2007( .���� �gu  ��Mq#�� ��K 

#� L����A�
�J$	  <�� #
�y�$Z� #��h � PAJ�"�A1 ��

 

1. Anatase 

2. Rutile 

3. Brookite 

�"	 �
E ,�	<� )Hong et al., 2005; Boykov et al., 

2019(.  

 �;�� ����@�  B" !	20  �50  	� ���  
��� ����"!�h- 

 ��
� :�" �� �- !	 t) � 
&$ � 2000  �� .
�� �  ��� 

 �� !	 :�� B�	10000  ��	� j� �F& ��� ��@�  
�	� � 

��E =�
g �;�� ��. 
��� �8� !	 s�k�  #�� #
> �� 

��� #�� �@�&> �"	. ��G�	 B�	 s�k�  �� =�&> 

#�� ��@� 	��! ��"	 ���! ���J� �8� P� pg&  �@H	 

*�	<1	 �J&> B�	 ��A;�� �  N�J�  ��E � P� pg&  

��	8h �GF  #	�� ���	��� �@�&> �	� .�"	 
��� �8� 

���) #�� o@A+  ��@� �� =��� ���O �� ��A;�" ��'�A�% 

������� � P�@^	 �"	 ���OA . ;��
�'�   :	�! ���@� 

�
�i�) � PF  �
�
) �$ �"	 #	 �� *�) ��^ j� ��
� !	

 �A���=�&> #����@� 	� #�� ���� <�� ��;	 �����" �� � ��

=�&> �� #����@� ���J'�; :�g�� �� ?��	! #�� �� �)

�) ��	� z� = �I 
&d�� .�"	 #���	�	�1 �� ��	
;� 

��
�'�;;�� #�����J'�; � 	 �
&AJ� =�;� �A � ��

*& !���
�
E �'�; #�� �  
�	� �$ ��E ]g" 

 
&�	�A� ��A;��-�"� �� �1�$ �!	
�	 �� 	� ��; !��� ���  N 

 j�%����<�1 ofk ��d� � ����-
��E 

)Jenkins & Pallardy, 1995; Bigler et al., 2006.(  *&

PF  !	 �'� �'�;*& B�� #��	��!�� �$ �"	  �� �A���

   ���� 
E� =�	�
&�� ��8� 
���  �@�� ��(&  �	��A"	 �

����G� � �i&i�- ����f1 � L	
�	 ��A;�" B� N�+  ��M- ��

���! ��  ��	� #��-�!�" )Safarnejad, 2004; Shabala 

et al., 2000.(  � N- N8> *��$ �) �� *��$ �-

����f1 ����G�E��� #��
&�-�1 �� n���  �G�<�- #��

��(& �I�" *��$ �@H	 �@I ���(& �8�  Y�	�E ��

3. 

2.  

3.  
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 �"	 �'�; *&(Malik et al., 1986).  :	�!��@� 

� ���AJ��B  ='� ��	��� ��@� �"	 � ��A;�� ��

*&$	� �� *& �E�� ��J'�; !	� �a�C� 
g �� �
 �= 

;K �A"������ � �� �
E���  ��
&^  ����� B�� !	 c���� 

�G� ����  !	 ����A �PJ   � 	�	�
&�� � ��&�� 	 �$�B 

;K#�� ��� ��>�  ��;�  ��A;�� �
��E��	�  {O� ��

fk� :�Gf  ����AJ 
& ��"	 :	�! s��E B�	. !	 ���`�- 

�$  ��A;����@� !	  � �@  ���
�� !	 PAJ�"�$	�[�

B����A;�" ��@@G�	 ���$ ��- p��&  ���;K ��'�A�% � 
���

 � �(�J$	��) =��^ ����$ =;	� �� �����<�� ���� !	 #���

�>� �
&AJ� #�	
F�� !	 ,!�	 �� p��&  B�	 � �� jG$ 

�- #���8� ����� #�� ��(�� ��gF�  .�"	 #���k ���

 B�	 ��*��() �	 #	�� ���� �(�� �	� !	 ���OA"	 �� ��� B��

�� ��K� #	��  #���8� ����� #�� ��(�� ��gF���@� � �� 

�A1� B�� !	 #�� =�&> ���	 e
�  �
 -��$ �� jG$ �

 #�� ��AJ��F� #�� ����f1 �
E��@� =�&> �� �#��$ 

.�"	 �A1�� �	�^ �"��� ���   

D&  ,*#!	
  

  #	�� ���� �M	 �"���#�� ��K #� L����A�
�J$	  ��

x;�E #����(&  �8� 
E� ���@� ��! '�; *&� �

 B�	 *��() .
E L�`�	  

&62 ��E.  
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Figure 1- Treatment of seeds with polyethylene glycol solution. 
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Figure 2- Growth media contains treated seeds, inside the phytotrone. 
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1. Echinacea angustifolia DC. 
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Figure 3- Mean of germination rate of seedlings after treatment by nanoparticles (0, 10, 50, 100 mg L-1)  

and drought stress (0, -3, -6, -9 bar). 
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Figure 4 - Germination and emergence of oak seedling after treatment with nanoparticles (50 mg L-1) and 

drought stress (-3 bar). 
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Figure 5 – Mean of differences in root length after treatment by nanoparticles (0, 10, 50, 100 mg L-1)  and 

drought stress (0, -3, -6, -9 bar). 
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Figure 6 - Interaction of nanoparticles and drought stress on root length (nanoparticle concentration of 50 

mg L-1 and drought stress of -3 bar). 

 

 

  

  

  

  

�91 7- A�U$	�! (��T.8*  ([M�M#Y  	2,(2&	5 +	
&	<�. %&'#$	$ )0 �10 �50 �100 :�.  ((��� &, -(� �7�!) �9�0 +	
0 �3- �6- �9- (&	2.  

)  1-mg L 100 ,diameter after treatment by nanoparticles (0, 10, 50 crownin  sifferenced Mean of–Figure 7 

and drought stress (0, -3, -6, -9 bar).  
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Figure 8 - Interaction of nanoparticles and drought stress on crown diameter (nanoparticle concentration 

of 50 mg L-1 and drought stress of -6 bar). 
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Figure 9- Production of lateral and fibrous roots in 50 mg L-1 nanoparticles and -3 bar drought stress . 
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Abstract  

The crisis of oak decline in recent years has destroyed big sections of the Zagros forests, and altering the 

structure of the forest masses. Finding ways to restore deforested forests and increase the ability to deploy 

new seedlings in the field can help reforest. In this study, the potential of titanium dioxide nanoparticles was 

used to modify the damaging effects of drought stress on oak seed. Drought stress is one of the most important 

factors in limiting the seed germination of plants. Treatments consisted of 4 levels of titanium nanoparticles 

(0, 10, 50 and 100 mg L-1) and 4 levels of drought stress (0, -3, -6 and -9 bar) applied by polyethylene glycol 

6000. Zero levels in both treatments were considered as the control treatment. The experiment was conducted 

as a factorial experiment in a completely randomized design with two factors and three replications. Analysis 

of variance showed that drought stress had a negative effect on most growth factors, especially at high levels. 

Drought stress above -6 bar, had a negative effect on root growth and treatment of 50 mg L-1  titanium dioxide 

with -2 bar of drought stress caused the highest root fresh weight (7228.3 mg) and maximum root length of 

127.33 mm. High drought stress levels decreased leaf number and leaf area. Although there were no 

significant differences between the treatments of nanoparticles on stem length and number of leaves, 

treatment with 50 mg L-1 nanoparticles had higher numerical value than others. The results showed that the 

highest germination percentage and seedling emergence were obtained at the concentration of 50 mg L-1 of 

TiO2 and drought stress in 0 and -3 bar, and the lowest germination percentage was observed at no-treatment 

and drought stress in -9 bar. The interactions between nanoparticles and drought stress at the 1% level were 

significant for the crown diameter changes. The concentration of 50 mg L-1 nanoparticles at the drought stress 

in -6 bar, increased the crown diameter by about 2.63 mm on average. The highest number of lateral roots 

was obtained at a concentration of 50 mg L-1  and a -3 bar of drought stress. The results showed that when 

the nanoparticles were treated with drought stress, the plant increased its stress tolerance threshold for better 

survival under stress conditions. Based on the findings of this study, it can be concluded that a concentration 

of 50 mg L-1 nanoparticles is the most suitable treatment for improving root characteristics and moderating 

drought stress effect on oak. The present study is the first study of nanoparticle treatment on vegetative 

characteristics of oak seed. 

Keywords: Oak decline, Drought stress, Titanium dioxide, Forest.  
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