10.22092/sppi.2020.123483

“39 9 Jlg ddexa
1194 Lo & o5kl 5 W

9y o

ol J g5 Tyl el 50 wos S wigi) ;a}@QMﬁuqlwlnglﬁWy% Bl

Effect of Metabolites and Antioxidants on Freezing Tolerance of Lentil

Genotypes Under Controlled Conditions
bglfu\.ou_g‘cd,qo-u\f,wul.fw ‘Vo‘ﬁﬂ @ gen ok cYGaLB Jo| ‘\L;?L-’;w'

Ol g g g3 3 o201  ALS p ghe 0aSCin sy 5l slind -
.otﬁn,x@,;.‘W@P;Kw;‘_,u:fplﬂmj;w@),w,&w;mu—r
.o\,_wt,@;‘)ﬂtﬁaﬁmgL;,',jufwﬁ‘)pu—r

Ol g cdg g b ol ( ALE e ity s )8 -F
.o\ﬂn,xe,:“w@y;K:.;m@gfwkemjk,djg}&-,ﬁh,ﬁuupa

AR/ $10 1 b e g sl PR/ FINY 1ol 58 g sb

o>

3

e slacs 85 j:j'cl 4 oo OIS ST s oS ple SATAR Lo BT 9. . «Cx p o (Ol ga0 gm0 il (WD gz (S
JVF-YA4 FF sy 9 Sl Ao o JuS7 Ll s

=956 O gm0ty e i 933 Fe (31 Kiiludr 38 —1A 910 1Y) (T35 4 Joxi (54 S 4l (!
LB 335 s b plowl dghe owgd B SIS 55 1TAY Jlu 33 sabJ 8 Lyl b w33 Shols” = o B 3
SO 57 (ol gBT g 7 @ Juds 7 (Slg—ome § (3G S I o By o3t 51 adlland y90
DgLE (T S IS ST 9 Sl 10kl DPPH (059 3 (6 b lTiso0gle (g 5 (Jglowe
DS lTga08le 9 (a9 9 Comtio L (ot iir D b 157 4™ 310 LS Sgam £ Jiho il 9279 (85150
8390 Dlimo ol Sy 8 UK 09,5 gy 4 5 Bigi (STadgS 4 120 NS Bno 38 1) (A W o il
Pl 09,5 53 .13 (5 5 2 Wog T plo Geuiahl 9 T (Sle 4 Cund 028 9 Polex 097 Slauisi) wlan
2w 9 5 aObe 4 Comad Sl 13 9 3chuaa 1 3 Db 598 T (ol 9 1 (I8 ASNT G390 (a9 3 cmiboms 93T (Sl gizmo
2L 49 S @iy 09,5 DPPH 5 aifousy 57 daudgidg ls” b Judg 7 (Slaione o 35 .odils (5 57 5 o &
MLC409 MLC458 MLC469 (sLauigij 45 315 Ol Aol (Slad il 4o 4 1565 didgs 15 » Loy &
S B ot 3t MLC303 s MLC163 MLC17 MLC95 MLC394 MLC169 MLC84 MLC74
MLC8 MLC91 MLC31 MLC47 MLC410 MLC70 L5 5555 § Lpcadgibic 3 ool 5T
(8 g SBdSIOSy cd B 3 MLC334 g MLC83 MLC61 MLC472 s MLC407 MLC286
20 G35 ot oy i E959 31 ot B a2 iy 0 4 (AT a9 N 510595 » (ol Luxog
1S e S g B aosd g logw pb w

g’f."L.?"S:"T L YL« ‘Cx;j}l ‘lB.g KOO (s :év\*b’ gslbé}'j

COVYAABR4F ¢ -als jafarnabati@ferdowsi.um.ac.ir :J s o,

Yvy



WA Jle o o led OFF Al " 50 9 Jlgh dloxe”

o) 88 s il CilS 5y
s 3, et 3 5 g bl B ol
S [ (ol Ll 5 0287 550
Wl G5 Y555 5 S50 5 g eslinal
Oeomen 3 (Barrios et al., 2016) o> S o2l
slesl s Sis s le S LelE 5,55, 5l
A8 o Cmiles Juad

BLLE 6 00l S sl o
ol U guen SEST ol 55 Judme &S5 Ol gy
i) gl oUls 5 (Homer et al., 2016)
ALty g(Caverzan et al, 2016) su
SLais 5 Cod Sulbay (#1)5 Y suams
3 e 15 adeo Sl (o ame o pllaals
olals (Rahaie et al,2013) 5,8
Slacs s sy 5l (Sl Ol 5o iy
e 3, See 5 L o3 b b 0 Jammis
(Bagheri, et al., 2004; Cslojuly S8 s
.Gholami Rezvani et al., 2019)

‘«;JJ'@“%J*’JL;“MJJJ:J-’M?
Slsean (S35 b 5 s OLaLS sl
Glales 4 OLalE s g b)) slre
OLalS 5,8 oo )5 (s s 90 (S 355
o 9 Ay Ol 9 1 ide y3 0wl S
4SS Kb g anrlge b Ll 5 L5
ol S bl (glo 555 ca
503,535l 0lE 4y (6 L0l o
355 0lE & e e oo 350 om0
o) 2L (Valizadeh Kamran ef al., 2015)

S e (S 355 4 Joona o)l plalis

YV¥

dod\io

ado 3l (Lens culinaris Medik.) .ie
adbate ;3 05 90 3 (o215 OLALS oy Foge
odos ) 35S Lz S b on 2 geme by
Ol 948 5 sl cn de oS 5
cle 4 olLE (ol (FAO, 2017) ail o
Slacml g g (Fume sl s (5 g 1y (Sl g
Olged iS50l S gals js A,
22 e sl Cadas 5 Ol oSy 4
S el sy go anw Sl 55 Gl 5 iS
(Thavarajah et al., 2017) JJ:?UA

$303sS 5 Ll Ollu LT elul
S8 5 e TV L s (56) dome Jlo
Ol e 5SS HAVWANY O 5 53 J gz o
)\;.(A)J(ajfj_l:f‘?ﬂ sjbwuu—:ﬂq&
Sk el 5 03 ol (FAO, 2017) 5
3 e Ol 55 o 1y d mmmmn ol 5, Slos
by ety 5 A TG (e slae o
L 4" Cils (e (slaos 5 5 o)1 5 Sae
o1 5 ke (Slao s 3 5 5 (5,5 LS 4
OTCJ’JQQ.,MJO\}@CMZ\{@)UJJM
13 503 plotl

Ok Joad 1l 53 Y game ke 8IS
el 0ms &) 5oy 5 sl Jad 1l s
Dol gn o Sl 3 OLaLS S5 55 s
ods Ay b Jsb 53 (Sist 5L 8L T
e 5, s J a> g 5)LT bl
22 2T a8 3 g op I il e (655 2
OLalE a5 bS58 Gl



oo BOILS| 5T 5 e e 3l

LS 53 55108 Lo 55 5 o O3S
Ll o Conilen olS 3 Shee 5 i) 5l 50
(Sharma et al., 2012)
=T slacdlee ol sl s LLS )
e pAE 55 Loy Cnglie 5 SHtST)
) ol uijljf (Triticum asetivum L.)

a5 ,— (Oakley et al, 2018)

oS o ol anTp b a
uuo}?uféhx—“‘}‘)ulic—“’.‘:
Cmilos L s cslaml (slas 2ol S
25—k 31 68 s e sl sk s, )
3dshw oL 2k o Lilos 53
S i 5 slales 51 sl ol ol
WS e bl Lo, | las 3oL S

d

LLs,l.(Duman and Wisnieski, 2014)
S A Cmaglan s Lol () pe
Co) 0 J)‘Jj Q\_&b\:f B “;JJC‘"

ol (Balamurugan et al., 2018)

sl b 3 LAy e
H”.ufﬁt_a{u,;ﬂ\}_uw
as e s adl As, (Hordeum vulgare L.)
b (Vitamvas et al, 2019) 13
s S a5 Olon il 75 o
Sl ST 5 56 oz 1S g SYUES
s o8 (glo 4 pslie o5 3 STl
(Janmohammadi et al., 2012)
0581 b (5o S o o 5T e
45 Ll 50 o3 STy g (ST 0 kil

ST ELEs w63 o S O o

Vo

il 0 809 b Sl (55 ol e iS
(Barrios et al.,2016)
e S 35 T Lol S e e
(S 205,085 s Jbs IS Ol el S
S Sl Ol i sl 5 55 IS
o Sat] glga 53 il S L
St (s 58 Sl 5 gl bl
(Miura and Furumoto, 2013) Jsl_.
IS s 53 I o mnd 23 45 o0
A s 53 0 5518 1S a8 005 2SI
03 e d s SO
S LS i s 5 S
35— O eS| b
Coay s IS Jre gla bl s OWLE2009)
dwéuu}fpu_ﬁ,yg SS g g
(Reactive Oxygen Species = ROS) () 3.5
Sy gots LS S ol Sy .S o s )

Py R N - W PSR W R

(Saibo et al.,

e R T
{(Pradedova et al., 2011) %55 .
S5l o ys b 25 4 (658 5L
o e e 48 Sl pber g oy
ol bl e T s Gl Glas
AT gy g Slp e 5T o s doe slal 3
Sy ST 5 51 uST GYUI G saass
LasS Ma et al, 2010) cul jlauST,
o L ablae gl LT elas 201530
3 o Lo J b L) 015 55 IAS

Il glas & Codm 5 dd g o ol ks



WA Jle o o led OFF Al " 50 9 Jlgh dloxe”

CMJ\JJPJ;;JJGJLJ\;A_LGAJJ

REUS

b 95 9 3lge

237 Jlw Ole 5 50l 5o g3 cpl
P e siS by Slides IS
PR VIVERS ypuEDIHY LSS B
3 IalS” b I 5 ) 5SB leT
Jols (s 23550 Jol g b plowil 1SS an b
(Bagheri, et al., de e ss5¥
2004; Hojjat et al., 2007; Hojjat and
Galstyan, 2014; Gholami Rezvani et al.,
I els u—?w”cz > mhaw 40 52019)
L3 g ol Kle a3 VA 510

23 s Bla G 55 A TP g o
L Sty Lol ¢ resiln &S5 Gos
Sl 5 fatla W i)l g el ) s
oz Ao 3V 5 b ez o3 YO
Jsl8 el 3 ey s S as 50 ST
Ot o ys a5 ) sliw caaalS
235 b Ll 53 DS s 5SS
oo s 5 me yn g azil Ay al5T (gl
LS 555 93 a LOIAS (LT s 8 ) 3
SLalE ooy 5 Jlael ) shataas 5 A3 plonl
GlamalE o o b (V JS) b Lol 5 s
.Jj};-u)(;j&:’l:)% 39d>-)

o Jles! 1 b el YF OLals
Jles! gl o 5 s (55T g,-?-’j'@
o o balsl )3 (S35 slabes s

Yv#

b5 e 0L LS s Gl ST
L O3t 4 STy 5o (sl
Kim et al, 2012) sl YU Co u
Ll S pad 5 L 5T b
A5 Lo 4 (5585l b oYL (Soen
LUl s g bl 5 57 Ole 25381
=551 (N 5 e T3 L T s
ot B ek ol gl G s
S p 5L OBLE 3 (Saii 4 Jas 5o
PAPCHPRERYT g IV IUEE 0 Cie
ols otalive OLALE j5 bo w40 Jaud 435
(Winifield et al., 2010) &l
juyuugjﬁéuqﬁmc_&a
SLa L 5 (gl 5 (b )3 LS 5 2
3168 o 53 La0T Sl T 5 elss
oS Jem I ST gla 1S
ol 5 ol alE s u—f-’j'@
oleas (Schulz et al, 2016) <.l
Slagal L OLalS s L 5 ol
s S sl bLyl s Sl S| T
b 5 G b Sl ez (ALS
Sl e bl S (5T slags 5T
iz Sl 55 55l 53 ol Clablows
O3 agrlsn 3 6,8 o S a1l
Jead Ll 53 T 5 5aS L olS 215 s
Shtine s 9 0)lg Jseme oS 55 sy
S b i il el ot Ll
SIS s e gl 55 S 4
et ST 5 L



oo BOILS| 5T 5 e e 3l

35 4

30 A

25 A

20 1

15 4

(:l‘,iz:ﬂ.») L

Temperature (°C)

10 +

Oct.
Nov

10 Month

Minimum temperature
Maximum temperature

Dec.

ole

VAP 5ol 55 dgie ailjgy ST 5 JBld lales Ol uis ) S

Fig. 1. Daily minimum and maximum temperatures during fall season in 2017-2018,

Mashhad, Iran
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Table 1. Analysis of variance for photosynthesis pigments, anthocyanin, soluble carbohydrates

and proline in lentil genotypes before freezing stress under controlled conditions

K Ghchla s S
dom > Jos [INES 3) J s
e e @ aldss s b ek oS 555,187 a/b Total oo 5T Soluble Ao
S.O.V. df Cha Chb Carotenoids Cha/Chb  pigment  Anthocyanin carbohydrates  Proline
G
emtyp? 39 00317 0005 0005” 0.154 0.064 0.046 0250 0956
S0
Error s 80  0.012 0003  0.001 0.116 0.048 0.010 0.025 0.078
1) i o o
W e 19.3 174 20.9 19.3 204 217 19.7 223
CV. (%)

**: Significant at the 1% probability level.

Cha: Chlorophyll a, Chb: Chlorophyll b

YVA

oy &S JL@\CE.AJJ I3 sima 1



oo BOILS| 5T 5 e e 3l

23 s n 5 ol SO yliin 5 ST ¢l 5T oS 5558 @ b5 IS O e =Y J il
sdad 25 Loyl 5 53 (Sai Jlesl 1 S ke o 55
Table 2. Chlorophyll a, carotenoids, anthocyanin, soluble carbohydrates and proline

content in lentil genotypes before freezing stress under controlled conditions

ol T sl Gl stn s S
a s, 5 oS 455,8 (5059 (,f 23 ) (G Ojs (,f B @f ) Sag
5 (GasspS eS8 ko) GossefS »pS oo Anthocyanin Soluble carbohydrates (GusspS s3p8 ko)

Genotype Cha (mg gfw™) Carotenoids (mg gfw™) (mmol gfw™) (mg gfw™) Proline (mg gfw™)
MLC8 0.693ab 0.209a-f 0.590a-¢ 0.798c-k 0.921j-m
MLC9 0.391fg 0.105kl1 0.382f-k 0.587i-k 0.973i-m
MLC11 0.625a-e 0.142g-k 0.675a-d 0.531jk 1.04h-m
MLCI12 0.512b-g 0.155e-k 0.760a 0.593i-k 0.873j-m
MLC13 0.485b-g 0.107kl 0.556b-g 0.611h-k 0.857k-m
MLC16 0.615a-e 0.138g-k 0.334h-k 1.03b-e 0.7851m
MLC17 0.645a-d 0.161c-k 0.727ab 0.775d-k 0.864j-m
MLC22 0.496b-g 0.155e-k 0.358g-k 0.824c-k 0.7931m
MLC29 0.421e-g 0.113j-1 0.465¢-j 0.739¢-k 1.290f-1
MLC31 0.581a-f 0.162c-k 0.472¢-j 1.420a 0.985h-m
MLC33 0.665a-d 0.224a-c 0.224k 0.631g-k 0.518m
MLC38 0.444d-g 0.104kl1 0.388f-k 0.759e-k 0.887j-m
MLC47 0.604a-f 0.185b-i 0.434¢-j 0.817c-k 0.929j-m
MLCSS 0.503b-g 0.132h-1 0.372f-k 0.708f-k 0.929j-m
MLC61 0.629a-e 0.219a-d 0.570b-f 0.975b-f 1.540d-h
MLC70 0.596a-f 0.163c-k 0.510d-h 0.707f-k 1.690c-f
MLC71 0.302g 0.107kl 0.511d-h 0.2241 0.829k-m
MLC74 0.674a-c 0.193b-h 0.460e-j 0.808c-k 2.040cd
MLCS81 0.580a-f 0.184b-i 0.290jk 0.897¢-1 1.4201
MLC83 0.631a-e 0.186b-i 0.611a-e 0.849c-j 1.500e-1
MLC84 0.614a-¢ 0.196b-g 0.425¢-j 0.827¢-k 2.170bc
MLCI1 0.755a 0.262a 0.446¢-j 1.450a 0.889j-m
MLC95 0.582a-f 0.111j-1 0.357g-k 0.974b-f 2.010c-e
MLC103 0.391fg 0.112j-1 0.326h-k 0.793¢c-k 0.944j-m
MLCI151 0.554a-f 0.147f-k 0.439¢-j 1.10bc 1.010h-m
MLC163 0.632a-e 0.0761 0.456¢-j 1.07b-d 0.7611m
MLC169 0.486b-g 0.125i-1 0.563b-f 0.922¢-h 1.310f-1
MLC253 0.459c-g 0.136g-1 0.305i-k 0.529k 1.130g-1
MLC286 0.749a 0.236ab 0.504d-1 0.826¢-k 1.290f-1
MLC303 0.558a-f 0.159d-k 0.320h-k 1.450a 0.908j-m
MLC334 0.638a-e 0.190b-h 0.709a-c 0.946¢-g 1.090g-1
MLC337 0.501b-g 0.177b-i 0.411e-k 0.609h-k 1.620d-g
MLC39%4 0.506b-g 0.157d-k 0.496d-i 1.250ab 1.140f-1
MLC407 0.624a-e 0.174b-j 0.503d-i 0.743e-k 1.250f-1
MLC409 0.699ab 0.224a-c 0.521c-h 0.656g-k 1.520e-1
MLC410 0.606a-f 0.211a-e 0.285jk 0.599i-k 0.905j-m
MLC454 0.553a-f 0.158d-k 0.474¢-j 0.710f-k 1.110g-1
MLC458 0.593a-f 0.183b-i 0.508d-h 0.935¢c-g 3.510a
MLC469 0.641a-e 0.155e-k 0.556b-g 0.561jk 2.540b
MLC472 0.701ab 0.195b-h 0.428¢e-j 0.718e-k 1.370f-k

LIl sme sl M))@JLA}\CE&I)) OQIAL;! wals Lo 5037 a1 Al o oS e ;}f-dﬁ:‘}é\.b- Glls &S O gmw a5 ‘&uwﬁ;\f
Means, in each column, followed by at least one letter in common are not significantly different at the 5% probability level- using
Duncan’s Multiple Range Test.

Cha: Chlorophyll a
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Table 3. Correlation coefficients between studied traits of lentil genotypes at -13 °C (above diameter) and -15 °C (below diameter)

TS
NO. Parameters el 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17
1 Survival [ 1 -0.07  -0.03 0.09 -0.10 -0.11 0.01 -0.09 0.01 -0.17  -0.23" 0.12 -0.01 0.04 -0217  -0.08 -0.06
2 Dry weight e 035 -0.11 1 -0.15 -0.12 -025™  -0.06 -0.14 -0.14 -0.11 -0.07 0.18 -0.23" -0.14 -022°  -0.09 -0.10 -0.10
3 Cha as s 0.14 -0.23" 1 0.50" 0.71™  0.66™ 091™ 0.12 0.29"  -0.06 0.08 0.23" -0.03 0.18" 0.18" 0.04 0.08
4 Chb b s 5 0.24™  -0.20 0.50™ 1 0.15 -0.12 0.68™ 0.07 0.26™ 0.07 0.03 0.17 -0.14 035"  0.10 0.02 0.22*
5 Carotenoids b 5555, 0.01 -027 0.71™ 0.15 1 0.65™ 0.61™ 0.08 0.17 0.05 -0.03 0.17 0.13 0.13 0.14 0.10 0.04
6 Cha/b alb oy 5 s 0.01 -0.09 0.66™ -0.12 065" 1 0.55"  0.09 0.12 -0.07 0.10 0.09 0.09 -0.02 0.17 0.07 -0.02
7 Total pigments N3 S, 0.19* -0.217 0.91™ 0.68™ 0.61™ 0.55™ 1 0.16 031" -0.01 0.11 029"  -0.06 025" 0.15 0.06 0.18"
8 Anthocyanin b il 5T 0.03 0.03 0.12 0.07 0.08 0.09 0.16 1 0.13 -0.05 0.20* 0.01 0.09 0.12 -0.04 0.21* 0.09
9 DPPH ST IS Sl 0.10 -0.18" 0.29™ 0.26™ 0.17 0.12 0.31™ 0.13 1 0.10 0.21* 047" -0.02 0.17 0.14 0.01 -0.03
10 Protein s 0.07 -0.08 -0.06 0.07 0.05 -0.07 -0.01 -0.05 0.10 1 0.11 -0.05 -0.01 0.02 -0.01 0.17 0.13
11 MDA LT oo -0.02 -0.04 0.08 0.03 -0.03 0.10 0.11 0.20" 0.21* 0.11 1 0.03 0.19* 0.18" 0.11 0.22" 0.11
12 Phenol Jo 0.17 -0.07 0.23" 0.17 0.17 0.09 0.29"  0.01 047" -0.05 0.03 1 -0.05 0.11 0.17 0.07 0.07
13 Flavonoids L =015 0.05 -0.03 -0.14 0.14 0.09 -0.06 0.09 -0.02 -0.01 0.19*  -0.05 1 0.01 -0.12 0.04 -0.03
14 Proline s 0.08 -0.10 0.18" 0.35" 0.13 -0.02 025" 0.12 0.17 0.02 0.18* 0.11 0.01 1 0.01 0.06 0.16
15 Soluble carbohydrates Jglowe la Sy 7 0.07 -0.29™ 0.18" 0.10 0.14 0.17 0.15 -0.04 0.14 -0.01 0.11 0.17 -0.12 0.01 1 0.06 0.07
16 Ascorbate peroxidase ST, Sy ST 0.13 -0.217 0.04 0.02 0.10 0.07 0.06 0.21* 0.01 0.17 0.22* 0.07 0.04 0.06 0.06 1 0.19*
17 Peroxidase ST 0.07 0.03 0.08 0.22" 0.04 -0.02 0.18*  0.09 -0.03 0.13 0.11 0.07 -0.03 0.16 0.07 0.19* 1

* and **: Significant at the 5%, and 1%, probability levels, respectively.

.prdﬂ;@dh;a—\ch,«);)b&%;mlzv:v*}*

YAN



R4 Il o o jles 0P s " 5 9 g dloe”

3 Ko 453 —A (glos 55 eide (gl 5 andllae 35 g0 Slis  Kivaser al b —F Jadl

Table 4. Correlation coefficients between studied traits of lentil genotypes at -18 °C

s,
NO. Parameters b 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17
1 Survival w1
2 Dry weight etz 0777 1
3 Cha ajs ks 0.07 0.03 1
4 Chb b s 0.16 0.10 0.50" 1
5 Carotenoids by 0.01 0.01 0.71™  0.15 1
6 Cha/b alb Jos 5 s 0.03 0.04 0.66™  -0.12 0.65" 1
7 Total pigments Js W&, 0.11 0.09 0.91™ 0.68™  0.61™ 0.55" 1
8 Anthocyanin b oplsT  0.14 0.14 0.12 0.07 0.08 0.09 0.16 1
9 DPPH ST ISl e 0.13 0.01 0.29™ 0.26™  0.17 0.12 0.31" 0.13 1
10 Protein oSsy  -0.15 -0.07 -0.06 0.07 0.05 -0.07 -0.01 -0.05 0.10 1
11 MDA LAl oo -0.17 0.01 0.08 0.03 -0.03 0.10 0.11 0.20" 0.21" 0.11 1
12 Phenol J& 0.07 0.04 0.23" 0.17 0.17 0.09 0.29" 0.01 0.47"  -0.05 0.03 1
13 Flavonoids L -0.11 0.04 -0.03 -0.14 0.14 0.09 -0.06 0.09 -0.02 -0.01 0.19" -0.05 1
14 Proline Asr 012 0.31™ 0.18" 035" 0.13 -0.02 0.25" 0.12 0.17 0.02 0.18" 0.11 0.01 1
15 Soluble carbohydrates gl o Shytay S -0.13 -0.14 0.18" 0.10 0.14 0.17 0.15 -0.04 0.14 -0.01 0.11 0.17 -0.12 0.01 1
16 Ascorbate peroxidase ST, by ST 0011 0.26™ 0.04 0.02 0.10 0.07 0.06 0.21" 0.01 0.17 0.22" 0.07 0.04 0.06 0.06 1
17 Peroxidase ST, 0.07 0.14 0.08 0.22" 0.04 -0.02 0.18" 0.09 -0.03 0.13 0.11 0.07 -0.03 0.16 0.07 0.19" 1

* and **: Significant at the 5%, and 1%, probability levels, respectively.

STt O fo Jlex| ch.n)z Dl sme O 5y e g

YAY



oo BOILS| 5T 5 e e 3l

(Atici and Nalbantoglu, J5ls glodes
SKiman ila3T ol s A 8 2003)
5 dsde GLObdor s S e G (gories
Y sladsdsr) i sdalin (S350 4 Caslis
Sl Glad o a2 (o 5 3 Lol (F
Al aS Jsles, S slac 55 anlllass ) sa
P B $5 e & S S35 4 Joos
3 o Sa Dl pn g 8 SR ) b
5Y JSCE) Wis g s, s 65V Kl
Slp—oe ol 531 51 ST gba s (0 Jsdo
0 Ol 0155 o0 dglome G g S
S Sl e S5 5 5 e LS
38 izl bty e Sloc 53

s sl alie i sdias O s
e ST 55 w03 (le e Bl S o
Ch—r )3 AD s 3 5 a e 40
s Sl Pl 5 S oo o
Ol ol 55 b odalin Lude Sl 55 5
i L MLC469 s MLC458 slacs 55
s B oDt syl s YL uslie
(Y Jodar) g e 95 plow s S
oo 2l 5o (e A g e
Ll s bl 8 o s OLalS s
ol (Awasthi et al, 2015) 4S5 .
G Ly (slaasalS 55 sy s
ot 3158 s S s
(Soliman et al., 2018)

S (el o B G b S s

NS o 50581 515T GLad sl

YAY

Clabloe 25 1 53 olS 51 gilnST i
(Zhang et al., 2010) 1S .
Sl s S (6l smen Ol jn (i
Ol anlllansyge e I3 Fr 55 Joloes
Sl s—mes JIMLCT1 (5 65 Lgs S sls
S e 10 5 a5 b oS n 5
AD S5l 535 o555 5 05505
Jloes Sl )don 3 S (6l gome s (52
SMLCOT 555 95 Ly o3 55 o
S MLC303

sl fr Sl a

s o 5
A3 g 13y 55 s S a5 S
Y Jsd) s odaline

St 5 S (gl gome oy (ke abal
A odaltie |35 IS (gl e L J s e
palis slacs 55 Gokea (F ¥ clad o)
Sl b 3 b5l S R
s (S imn 55 Slaldled 131 5 f8 5 &S
Jsdms GDlidn s S (6lsmme A 5 5153
Sy S aand Ly 5 e ol S 5
S sl Slrod ST 0 B35 Ol g 4y J s
Lol g s o 31 e i 3
I e 03,8 il S5 S
S g Tl 53 oLS Je Ol 5s
(Gusta and Wisniewski, 2013) & 44 .

N sde Slidn s S (IS sbas
A2 (P ST sl gles 2alS G b
o g S5 blae 5> b ke (Sl
Jeos s 5 Olezst L 1 bl 5 J sk

A e sy S glin sl 3 Lay s



aVA

S60N «
040N -

P8O =
PLOW -
€80 .
I =

GOVOIN «
_ W 80N .
LOVON «

_|_HMEQ.___.. .
80N «

LN -
S0 =

_H LD -
060N »

L9OIN «
PEEOTN =
FEEDTN «
95PN«
691N &

— LWOW -
OLPON .«

L8O .
PIM -

620 .

FErOIN «
20 =

——C9LOMN -

GEOW -
1 m LPOW -
LEEDTN «

adllans g g0 Slis ulul p ede Glacs 35 Glad 5 gdves 8 - IS

—i50m.
LN
ZOW -
L.

6O «
LW -

S

€520 =
8E0 -
0L .

il

o S Lay|

Z2v A 6 /€, A 40 T 0 M0 bl

Fig. 2. Cluster grouping of lentil genotypes based on studied traits under controlled conditions



oo OIS 5T 5 e pla I

o-\.&d}jbﬁ‘ﬁﬁ.}dw&éh%}j})@b))ﬁ&@éd‘j&‘ﬁfQﬁ)‘ybduajféljgﬁi\:ﬁ)\d‘ful)u’glﬁ»—a dj.,b-

Table 5. Mean and deviation from mean for groups in cluster analysis of traits in lentil genotypes under controlled conditions

Group 055
1 2 3 4

11, 12,13, 151, 163, 22, 16, 81,410, 17, 286,472,407, 8,409,

Genotypes (MLC) [P 103, 38,253, 71,9 454,337,47, 55,29 303,31, 33,91 169, 458, 334, 394, 61 469, 83, 74, 84, 70, 95
oS SPS] oSk ol oSk Sl oS Sl oSk RS
s f oS 3l 055 oSk o5 ke s o) o5 o)

sy Group Deviation Group Deviation Group Deviation Group Deviation Group Deviation

No.  Trait Cie  mean from mean mean from mean mean from mean mean from mean mean from mean
1 Survival (%) &as,s  76.600 2.140 69.100 -5.350 72.900 -1.460 73.100 -1.360 80.500 6.060
2 Dry weight (mg plant™) O pp ) Sz 035 16.500 2.380 14.900 0.769 12.300 -1.830 14.600 0.484 13.400 -0.737
3 Cha (mg gfw™) Goisef pef sk als)s 0.397 -0.176 0.535 -0.038 0.625 0.050 0.570 -0.003 0.655 0.082
4 Chb (mg gfw™) G assef pef b s s 0.303 -0.025 0.299 -0.028 0.328 -0.0003 0.327 -0.001 0.368 0.041
5 Carotenoids (mg gfw™) G55 ef 2o o ls disss ) 0.113 -0.050 0.141 -0.023 0.188 0.024 0.175 0.011 0.185 0.022
6 Cha/b ab Y555 s 1.360 -0.398 1.780 0.018 1.890 0.129 1.800 0.045 1.810 0.049
7 Total pigment (mg gfw™) G s efS 508 o) IS 6K, 0.811 -0.258 0.999 -0.069 1.120 0.052 1.090 0.025 1.210 0.137
8 Anthocyanin (mmol gfw™) G 350 s o) b ol 5T 0.382 -0.086 0.490 0.023 0.387 -0.081 0.569 0.101 0.497 0.029
9 DPPH (mg gfw™) G035 ef e o) sl3T Il g 0.666 -0.152 0.764 -0.053 0.621 -0.196 0.965 0.148 1.020 0.198
10 Protein (mg gfw™) G sl oS o obsy, 13400 2.350 9.49 -1.590 8.350 -2.730 17.300 6.220 10.800 -0.316
11 MDA (nmol gfw™) G 3558 1 dsesh) T o3 0 29.200 -13.700 50.200 7.300 32.500 -10.400 57.800 14.900 42.600 -0.264
12 Phenol (mg gfw™) Gassef oS o J2 64.000 -6.920 64.900 -6.050 68.500 -2.440 84.400 13.400 75.800 4.880

13 Flavonoids (mg gfw™) G Uisef 2p8 ) ussk 0.031 -0.0003 0.032 0.0002 0.031 -3.5E-05 0.032 7.83E-05 0.031 -2.9E-05
14 Proline (mg gfw™) G sl peS o s 0.952 -0.301 1.020 -0.234 0.910 -0.343 1.720 0.465 1.660 0.409
15 Soluble carbohydrates (mg gfw™) G 35308 205 ko) Jsous Sy g S 0.578 -0.225 0.681 -0.122 1.030 0.228 1.010 0.202 0.770 -0.034
16 Ascorbate peroxidase (unit gfw™) (G 83305 ety s, by ST 0.067 0.004 0.057 -0.007 0.055 -0.009 0.107 0.044 0.054 -0.009
17 Peroxidase (unit gfw™) G assef gty Janst,  17.500 -2.200 18.500 -1.140 21.100 1.450 24.10 4.390 18.800 -0.907
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Table 6. Analysis of variance for malondialdehyde (MDA), phenol, flavonoids, protein,

DPPH, ascorbate peroxidase (APX) and peroxidase (POX) in lentil genotypes before

freezing stress under control conditions

e

~ T wlTeso b :
SOV, s gr MDA Phenol

B S ST
Ean ST Il ST, ST,

Flavonoids  Protein DPPH APX POX
Genotype —ss5 39 775" 383" 165™ 0.156™ 0.003™ 474"
Error L= 80 100 219 3.76 0.029 0.00 174
Wi e
CV. (%) 233 20.9 175 20.7 219 21.4

*and **: Significant at the 5%, and 1%, probability levels, respectively. .4s,s ¢ 5y oz o 53 Jls e 3 5 4 1 5
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Table 7. Mean comparison of MDA, phenol, protein, DPPH, ascorbate peroxidase (APX)

and peroxidase (POX) in lentil genotypes before freezing stress under controlled conditions

llTie0 e J I ST IS g ST 2l ST ST,
GOispf 2dmst)  GoseS el ds)  Gonpf e Sl Gonpfref ke Gospf o) Gossef 2l
555 MDA Phenol Protein DPPH APX POX
Genotype (nmol gfw™) (mg gfw™) (mg gfw™) (mg gfw™) (unit gfiw) (unit gfw")
MLC8 33.6i-m 76.6a-¢ 3.98n-q 1.070b-d 0.027f-h 15.1f-h
MLC9 34.6i-m 63.6b-¢ 1.15q 0.807¢c-k 0.018gh 15.2f-h
MLCl11 36.2h-m 56.7de 3.750-q 0.513jk 0.151a 14.7gh
MLCI12 61.5b-¢ 60.7c-¢ 2.76pq 0.855¢+j 0.069b-g 22.2b-h
MLC13 55.1c-h 64.4b-¢ 5.791-p 0.999b-f 0.061b-h 14.3h
MLCI16 50.0c+j 67.7a-¢ 7.06j-0 0.556h-k 0.048e-h 29.9ab
MLC17 22.9Im 63.4b-¢ 5.77p 0.557h-k 0.036f-h 27.9a-c
MLC22 37.2h-m 67.1a-¢ 10.50f+ 0.700e-k 0.029f-h 18.5d-h
MLC29 47.7d-k 56.3de 11.90f-h 0.672f'k 0.036f-h 18.2d-h
MLC31 23.7Im 67.0a-¢ 12.00fg 0.532i-k 0.035f-h 14.1h
MLC33 23.0lm 59.5de 16.40de 0.734d-k 0.042f-h 15.2f-h
MLC38 25.3Im 54.3¢ 19.70cd 0.685f-k 0.062b-h 16.9d-h
MLC47 42.1e-1 64.0b-¢ 19.70cd 0.840c-k 0.045f-h 21.6¢-h
MLCS55 42.2e-1 73.9a-¢ 19.80cd 0.734d-k 0.062b-h 18.5d-h
MLC61 76.4ab 70.5a-¢ 41.20a 1.040b-¢ 0.115a-c 254a-d
MLC70 58.2c-f 82.3a-¢ 22.90bc 1.000b-f 0.058b-h 18.9d-h
MLC71 27.0lm 57.6de 24.90b 0.510k 0.078b-g 16.9d-h
MLC74 29.9k-m 68.8a-¢ 17.10de 0.883c-h 0.037f-h 18.3d-h
MLC81 31.5i-m 62.9c-¢ 6.32k-p 0.553h-k 0.063b-h 24.1a-e
MLCS83 S51.4c-i 63.0c-¢ 12.80f 0.890c-h 0.060b-h 19.7¢-h
MLCg4 39.9fm 65.5a-¢ 11.00f-1 0.947b-f 0.053c-h 21.6¢-h
MLC91 35.6h-m 61.7c-¢ 8.12h-m 0917c-g 0.052c-h 16.5¢-h
MLC95 29.6k-m 81.7a-¢ 11.70f-h 1.499a 0.050d-h 21.1c-h
MLC103 20.6m 82.6a-¢ 11.50f-h 0.742d-k 0.064b-g 18.9d-h
MLCI151 85.5a 57.3de 9.15f1 0.687f-k 0.053c-h 17.9d-h
MLC163 76.6ab 68.8a-¢ 6.43k-p 1.130bc 0.043f-h 16.4e-h
MLC169 62.8b-d 85.7a-d 16.10e 0.863c-1 0.083b-f 30.3a
MLC253 38.3g-m 61.9c-¢ 9.90f-k 0.587g-k 0.113a-d 19.5d-h
MLC286 54.9¢c-h 71.0a-¢ 8.25g-m 0.812¢c-k 0.118ab 19.2d-h
MLC303 42 .0e-1 85.4a-d 5.511p 0.566h-k 0.084b-f 19.1d-h
MLC334 51.0c+ 85.7a-d 11.40f-h 1.07b-d 0.146a 232a-g
MLC337 36.6h-m 60.1de 8.32g-m 0.708e-k 0.075b-g 23.5a-f
MLC39%4 31.2j-m 94.7a 12.60f 1.070b-d 0.110a-¢ 21.9b-h
MLC407 47.8d-k 90.4a-c 8.66g-m 0.958b-f 0.048e-h 17.6d-h
MLC409 28.5k-m 93.2ab 7.64i-n 1.280ab 0.063b-h 21.4c-h
MLC410 31.5i-m 80.3a-¢ 5.691-p 0.555h-k 0.077b-g 22.1b-h
MLC454 31.4i-m 84.5a-¢ 6.31k-p 0.575h-k 0.065b-g 18.2d-h
MLC458 67.5bc 85.2a-d 5.26m-p 0.782d-k 0.082b-g 19.5d-h
MLC469 38.1g-m 66.8a-¢ 7.23j-0 0.763d-k 0.039f-h 18.3d-h
MLC472 57.1c-g 74.8a-¢ 7.10j-0 1.070b-d 0.044f-h 15.2f-h

Il e gl Aoy gy ez a3 STl gl el i 0 g ST wlal A8l gn 5T 2t O 0S5 JBl (ks 4SO gt 2 5 (oSl
Means, in each column, followed by at least one letter in common are not significantly different at the 5% probability level-
using Duncan’s Multiple Range Test.
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Table 8. Stepwise regression analysis for prediction of traits explaining survival of lentil

genotypes before freezing stress

Survival (%) s Ao >
e >kl gl gly JL«blC)a.w
Trait ol Coefficient Standard error beta  Probability level
Intercept RN v-gr -5.68 - 0.203
Shoot dry weight — asls ¢S 03 1.83 0.931 <0.0001
Chb b sk 33.80 0.052 0.004
Protein contend oSy Ol <015 -0.029 0.107
MDA LT esoe  -0.09 -0.042 0.024
R?=0.882 P <0.001
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Fig. 3. Biplot based on two main principal components for lentil genotypes
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Table 9. Analysis of variance for survival percentage and shoot dry weight of lentil

genotypes after freezing stress under controlled conditions

33T a5 & Ao s arls oS O
S0.V. Eaalen df Survival (%) Shoot dry weight
Genotype (G) wss5 39 94771*" 135.0"
Temperature (T) L 2 1483 2965.0"
G xT baxoss; 78 945™ 110.0™
Error L= 240 475 14.8
CV. (%) o s s bty - 29.3 25.3

o3 &G ez | ck.»t 23 I3 gme 1

**: Significant at the 1% of probability level.
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Table 10. Survival percentage and shoot dry weight of lentil genotypes after

freezing stress under controlled conditions

Ny G (E o 5 o) ol K2 055
Genotype Survival (%) Shoot dry weight (mg.plant!)
MLCS8 83.3b-d 11.3k-m
MLC9 50.0hi 16.9¢e-g
MLC11 94.4ab 19.7cd
MLCI12 100.0a 24.2b
MLC13 66.7e-g 19.0c-e
MLC16 66.7e-g 15.7gh
MLC17 100.0a 16.2f-h
MLC22 62.5f-h 16.3f-h
MLC29 58.3g-i 8.48no
MLC31 66.7e-g 15.7gh
MLC33 66.7e-g 13.0i-k
MLC38 96.7ab 10.1c-e
MLC47 73.6d-f 12.6jk
MLCS55 66.7e-g 13.1i-k
MLC61 59.7f-h 14.1h-j
MLC70 66.7e-g 10.9k-n
MLC71 66.7e-g 12.5jk
MLC74 91.7a-c 24.2b
MLCS81 66.7¢e-g 9.851-n
MLCS83 52.8g-1i 15.5g-i
MLC84 91.7a-c 14.1h-j
MLC91 44 .41 6.170
MLC95 100.0a 15.5g-i
MLC103 83.3b-d 11.8j-1
MLCI151 54.2g-i 14.1h-j
MLC163 66.7¢e-g 14.2h-j
MLC169 88.9a-c 24.4b
MLC253 86.1a-d 28.2a
MLC286 73.3d-f 12.8jk
MLC303 80.0c-¢e 12.3j-1
MLC334 58.3g-i 8.57no
MLC337 58.3g-i 18.3d-f
MLC394 66.7e-g 9.2mn
MLC407 79.2c-¢ 11.2k-m
MLC409 96.7ab 15.8f-h
MLC410 92.5a-c 17.4d-g
MLC454 58.3g-i 16.9¢-g
MLC458 91.7a-c 21.4c
MLC469 66.7e-g 12.05-1
MLC472 83.3b-d 14.2h-j

o 3T el |y LBl o S e O o S5 il (513 45705 o 0l S0Le

B N e e oSSl (gl 4l
Means, in each column, followed by at least one letter in common are
not significantly different at the 5% probability level- using Duncan’s
Multiple Range Test.
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