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Table 1- The macro and micro nutrient content of liquid fertilizer used for coco-peat uptake
N(%0) P(%) K(%0) Fe Zn Cu Br Mn Mg
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Fig. 1- The effect of corm tunic (A) and drought stress(B) on leaf fresh and dry weight of saffron (mean+SE)
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There are no significant differences between averages with similar overlap range according to standard error.
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Fig. 2- The effect of corm tunic (A) and drought stress(B) on leaf width and thickness of saffron (mean+SE)
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There are no significant differences between averages with similar overlap range according to standard error.
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Fig. 3- The effect of corm tunic (A) and drought stress (B) on leaf number of saffron (mean+SE)
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There are no significant differences between averages with similar overlap range according to standard error.
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Fig. 4- The effect of drought treatment on corm dry weight (A) and root dry weight(B) of saffron (mean+SE)
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There are no significant differences between averages with similar overlap range according to standard error.
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Fig. 5- The effect of drought stress on root lenght (A) and root number(B) of saffron (meanSE)
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There are no significant differences between averages with similar overlap range according to standard error.
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Fig. 6- The effect of corm tunic on corm dry weight (A) and root dry weight (B) of saffron (mean+SE)
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There are no significant differences between averages with similar overlap range according to standard error.
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Table 2- The effect of corm size on leaf dry weight (g.plant™) and leaf fresh weight (g.plant™), leaf thickness (mm) and leaf
width (mm) and number of leaf, corm dry weight (g) and root dry weight(g.plant™) of saffron.
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* Means within a shape followed by the same letters are not significantly different at a=0.05.
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Table 3- Intraction effect of drought stress and corm size, drought stress and corm tunic, corm tunic and corm size on dry
and fresh weight (g.plant™), diameter (mm) and wide (mm) and number of leaf, corm dry weight (g) and root dry weight

(g.plant™) of saffron.
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0.02°¢ 1.83° 0.14° 50*® 150" 1.84° 0.04 " stunic  Ses o
0.01°¢ 0.90" 0.13°¢ 5.0% 1.31° 1.72° 0.01° -tunic  Drought stress
0.123° 034f 1.23 ¢ 5.0¢ 249° 1.27° 0.22° 2-4g
0.135" 0.56 ¢ 1.58" 5.0° 267° 129° 0.28° 46g s i
0.298 @ 0.94 ¢ 2.00° 8.0° 264° 127° 0.35° 6-8g  Field capacity
0.243 2 1.43° 0.70¢ a.0f 2.88° 1.30° 0.36° 8-10g
0.007 © 0.78¢ 0.05° 3.0¢8 1.24" o0.70° 0.01" 2-4g
0.026 ¢ 1.27° 0.14° 5.0° 1.34° 0.72° 0.02° a6g Sas 2o
0.011¢ 0.94°¢ 0.13 o 6.0" 1.45° p0.85° 0.03" 6-8g  Drought stress
0.010¢ 2.47° 0.21°¢ 6.0° 1.59" 0.86° 0.03" 8-10g
0.06 ° 0.47°¢ 0.69° 5.0¢ 1,99 1,033 0.13 ® 24g
0.096 ° 0.99 ¢ 1,58 2 5.0° 1.95% 1,02° 0.16 a6g T T
0.237 ° 143"  1.37° 8.0° 207% 1,08° 0.27 2 6-8g +unie
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0.065 ¢ 0.83° 0.90"° 5.01 2.07% 1.00° 0.14%® a6g A dRia
0.072 0 0.45° 077 @ 7.0° 2,01% 1.04° 0.11 % 6-8g “tunic
0.126° 1.53° 0.11°f 5.0¢ 2,183 1.00° 0.15 @ 8-10g
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* Means within a column followed by the same letters are not significantly different at 0=0.05.
(+tunic= without tunic, -tunic= with tunic)
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Fig. 7- Effect of corm tunic (A) and drought stress (B) on Chlorophyll a Chlorophyll b of saffron leaves (mean+SE)
.JJ)IAS d)bgé’“’ Q9L§5 D)IJJ\J;»\ s u»l.ul » UL& u“l"’w Aeld d')b L;hzugalm

There are no significant differences between averages with similar overlap range according to standard error.
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Fig. 8- The effect of corm tunic on relative water content (A) and electrolyte leakage (B) of saffron leaves (mean+SE)
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There are no significant differences between averages with similar overlap range according to standard error.
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Fig. 9- The effect of drought stress on Relative water content (e ,3) and Electrolyte leakage (s ,3) of saffron leaves
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There are no significant differences between averages with similar overlap range according to standard error.
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Table 4- Interaction Effect of drought stress and corm size, drought stress and corm tunic, corm tunic and corm size on
Chlorophyll a Chlorophyll b of saffron leaves relative water content and electrolyte leakage of saffron leaves
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RWC EL Chla+ Chl b Chl 2 Chl & Chl z Treatments

(%) (%) ime'g leaf} Chl b ime'g leaf} ime /e leafs

55430 035 7.71b 1.67® 0200 0.47¢ 1dg
33,764 n2ob 7930 1.953b n2ob 048t 46g aailad
36,80+ 026+ 8.64% 1500 n3z= 051+ 8g o
55,18+ 0254 573+ 2.30% 0.20¢ 0394  gl0g ComEe
47.944 0.224 9,48+ 1.430 0.3g= 0.53 +tunic Sio s
s5.51® 0.29 7.96° 1720 D29t 0.50® -tunic  Field capacity
52.74 031’ 729+ 1.79°b 0.27% 0.46 ¢ +tunic JLCERNT.
64.98° 0.33+ 4924 160+ 017« 0364 -tunic  Drought stress
23.40¢ 03094 8.94% 1.563% 0337 0.518¢ Idg
51.682 0.229: 10.36* 1.453¢ 0.399= 0.563* i-6g it s
53.03f 0.290% §.95b 1.639% 03320 0.541° 6-82  Field capacity
47.80k 0,189k 73T 1.6270 0273 0.439: 8-10 g
57.48¢ 0385 6.404 1.8340 0.2344 0.424f p -
54.834 0,351t 251 2.446° 0.190* 0.390: bg POy
60,588 0,238 B340 1.5430 03160 0.4764 6-8g Drought stress
62.572 0317 4.08f 29742 0.132f 0.3358 8-10 g
56.634 0.3z 8.58% 1.626% 0321k 0.506% Idg +tumic
46.13¢ 027 9.70% 1.467" 0.374 0.526% 46¢g .
51.68f n.21= 0,15 1500 0.349sb 0.515% 6-8g T
46,922 0.241 6.814 1.3k 02504 0.427¢ 8-10 g
424 0.34% 6,834 1.77® 02494 0.435¢ p -
61.38¢ 0.314 617 243 02154 0.436° i6¢g A LR
61,930 0.32¢ 8.11¢ 1.68* 0299+ 0,499t 6-8¢g -tunic
63.44% 027 4.64F 2.7 0.157* 03474 8-10 g

)5 20 )3 O Jlets] g 53 35Sl 9051 bl ()1 gime IS (gt ya )3 S yidio gy (gl (sla Sl %

* Means within a column followed by the same letters are not significantly different at a=0.05.
(+tunic= without tunic, -tunic= with tunic)

(Mollafilabi, 2004)
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Fig. 10- Regression between chlorophyll content, leaf wide and leaf diameter of saffron
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