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Table 1- The effect of irrigation and carbon nanotubes on morpho-physiological traits of Lily shoot.
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** and *: significant at the probability level of 1 and 5%, respectively; ns: Not significant

JALED NSNS djgfkilﬁ@dwﬁéud}ybﬁﬂvﬁdlﬁf' S8 L gl el slie (ool Ol o 2o

Lol sl sLie o ll Olime oS Cpmen Cdls VY il 5l Aald e & Cored oSl sy (olys b b

() JS8) s ealin (olos oo B100) pl6S (25 Ll o o S gladd 56 2 p S s 10 50008 pas

o¥

W) oWt 9 S5


http://dx.doi.org/10.61882/fop.10.1.49
https://flowerjournal.ir/article-1-330-fa.html

[ Downloaded from flowerjournal.ir on 2025-12-31 ]

[ DOI: 10.61882/f0p.10.1.49 |

V=¥ (DY ((VFF) s oalS 5 S

Jin) conl Sl (Soxt 25 dgb 00 Km0 Sas 5 sl el (ol sl i ol ol el clis goll
55l gals Callas (5Ll b anslie s oS 5 o gl al slid (ool Olgee gy cnl 3 (et al., 2015
ol Dbk s S 2815 050! 615l mamd a3 Wadd O sy alanl ey sl slid 108 25 Ll 5
Omidian ) el ol 3158 g 53 208 25 4 5> ko slié (sl 2als (Sorkheh e al., 2011) 555 s
oS sladdglos 8L s ol s s slie golul il Coge o S slady) 6L s 8 (et all, 2020
Sstr 5 e U LAl 58 Sosbar ¢ ol Bl aals 4 o o) atl slad sl Olpe oilps dr
L oS b 3l eslial U gl axl Lad (oIl (il pl . odls clad 5l d dhome 5l po ki Ol e 288 3 (glodias
CLS 5 5 b el K 65 Condls DL 53 T oS 5 4 Ceeslie (Rl sl (oKl Ol ns Ol a1 o)l ge
52 (2017) 01, San 5 Chegini 5518 b sl anlllas pols A2l ol pen sildonsS] (25 Sl S2alS (5l Sl i
S s 5 leslial b S s co IS = olS (55, L il s 5 05 50en AenST 5y (gl yime 2alS

.J)\J &:»JUUG.A a)\ﬁz L
a OCNT 0 mg/l
60 - e EEL) BCNT 15 mg/l
2 ECNT 30 mg/l
c
40 A

30 A

20 1

(ao,0) Jobw Lis (5l
Cell membrane stability (%)

10 1

FC 50%
oS sy gl xs Ll
Ix CNT

O O e T O T = e TS P g P P P PR B e

o515 LSD 05031 b 7Y ez o 3

FC 100%

Figure 1- The effect of carbon nanotubes on the cell membrane stability of Lily under different levels of
irrigation. M eans are significantly different at the 1% probability level, according to the LSD test.
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Table 2- The effect of irrigation and carbon nanotubes on morpho-physiological traits of Lily shoot.
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In each column, means with common letters are not significantly different based on the least significant difference
(LSD) at the 5% probability level.
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Figure 2- The effect of carbon nanotubes on the shoot fresh weight of Lily under different levels of
irrigation. M eans are significantly different at the 1% probability level, according to the LSD test.
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Table 3- The effect of irrigation and carbon nanotubes on morphological and phenological traits of Lily

flower.
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** and *: significant at the probability level of 1 and 5%, respectively; ns: Not significant
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Table 4- The effect of carbon nanotubes on morphological and phenological traits of Lily flower under
different levels of irrigation.
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In each column, averages with common letters are not significantly different based on the least significant difference
(LSD) at the 5% probability level.
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Table 5- The effect of irrigation and carbon nanotubes on morphological and phenological traits of Lily flower
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In each column, averages with common letters are not significantly different based on the least significant difference
(LSD) at the 5% probability level.
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Figure 3- The effect of carbon nanotubes on the flower life of the Lily plant under different levels of
irrigation. M eans are significantly different at the 5% probability level, according to the LSD test.
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Table 6- The effect of irrigation and carbon nanotubes on bulb and root traits of Lily.
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** and *: significant at the probability level of 1 and 5%, respectively; ns: Not significant
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Table 7- The effect of irrigation and carbon nanotubes on morphological traits of Lily bulb and root.
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Abstract
The floriculture industry is one of the main branches of modern agriculture. On the other hand, water
deficit stress is one of the most important abiotic stresses that affects the growth and development of
ornamental plants. One of the solutions for managing soil moisture and tolerating flowers to water deficit
stress is the use of nanotechnology. This study aimed to investigate the effects of using functionalized
carbon nanotubes on changes in the phenology, morphology, and physiology of the Lilium under
different irrigation conditions. For this purpose, a factorial experiment was conducted in a completely
randomized design with four replications in the research greenhouse of the Faculty of Agriculture, [lam
University in 2020. The experimental factors included irrigation at two levels (50 and 100% of field
capacity) and polyvinyl pyrrolidone-functionalized carbon nanotubes at three levels (0, 15, and 30 mg
L"). The results showed that the highest level of cell membrane stability (59.9%) was achieved with the
application of 30 mg L' of carbon nanotubes under well-watered conditions, which was an increase of
14% compared to the control treatment. The highest leaf relative water content (73.48%) was achieved
with the application of 30 mg L' of carbon nanotubes, and the lowest leaf relative water content
(64.62%) was achieved in the treatment without the application of carbon nanotubes. The application of
carbon nanotubes increased the dry weight of the Lilium shoot under both water-deficient and well-
watered conditions. The highest number of Lilium florets (7 florets) was achieved in the treatment of
functionalized carbon nanotubes with a concentration of 30 mg L' under water deficit stress conditions,
and the lowest number of Lilium florets (5 florets) was achieved in well-watered conditions. Water
deficit stress increased the number of bulblets by 55.7% compared to optimal irrigation conditions. On
the other hand, increasing the concentration of carbon nanotubes to 30 mg L' increased the number of
lily bulblets by 2.2 times. Also, using 15 and 30 mg of carbon nanotubes increased the number of roots
by 22.8 and 25.3%, respectively, compared to not using them. The longest flower longevity on the plant
(13 days) was observed with the application of 30 mg L' of carbon nanotubes under well-watered
conditions, and the shortest flower longevity on lily branches (6 days) was observed with the application
of no carbon nanotubes under water deficit stress conditions. In general, irrigation with functionalized
carbon nanotubes (30 mg L) is the most appropriate solution for improving physiological indices,
number of florets, bulblets, roots, and flower longevity of lily under water deficit stress conditions, and
is a feasible method for maintaining the quality of lily shoots.
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