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AE@@E@U}@@@ Soil salinity or irrigation water is a constant threat to the survival of garden

crops in general and to sweet peppers in particular. Then the selection of adaptive or salinity
tolerant types is the best solution to this problem.

The aim of this study is to know the mechanisms of adaptation and sensitivity to salinity
during the germination phase, seedling growth and flowering stage. Two sweet pepper varieties
of Capsicum annuum L. (Super marconi and Marconi) were treated with three different saline
concentrations (25-50-150 mmol / I) NaCl, in addition to the control (0 mM / L). was repeated

four times and so the experiment contained 32 experimental units

The total chlorophyll content of chl (T) in the seedling growth stage outweighs the effect of
the specific action of saline treatments on the T, L, EP, IP, LPI, SF, NF, REG plant. TG) were
affected by the decline in physiological indicators (PS, PF, TER, IS) (K), chl (b), chl (T) and
carotenoids (car).) In response to salinity, there was an increasing in the content of amylase

(Pro), Pro (R), Polysaccharides and Suc (F), Suc (R) to avoid high cytotoxicity and Na * toxicity.

Salinity also affected the anatomical structure of the stems and roots of both cultivars during
both phases of seedling growth and stage of flowering. Where have led to increased skin cells
and deformation of some mostly in high concentrations of salt cells (50 and 150 mM / 1), a
shortage of the crust layer and decreased thickness of the vascular cylinder by increasing saline

concentrations.

Cultivar Super marconi has prevailed in each general Indicators on the Marconi class that has
recorded a drop in its indicators, which is a measure of the behavior of the class and the sensible
resistance and it concluded that the variety Super Marconi and more resistant to salinity

compared to the variety Marconi .

Keywords: Variety, Salinity, Adaptation, Sensibility, Capsicum annuum L.
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R@@@]m{@ La salinité du sol et de I'eau d'irrigation constituent une menace constante pour
la survie des cultures maraichéres en général et des poivrons en particulier. L'art de sélectionner
des variétés des plantes adaptatives ou tolérantes est la meilleure solution de ce probleme.

Le but de cette étude est d'étudier les mécanismes d'adaptation et de sensibilité des
plantules au stress salin pendant la phase de germination, de croissance et de floraison. Deux
variétés de poivron doux de Capsicum annuum L. (Super marconi et Marconi) ont été traitées
avec trois concentrations salines de NaCl (25, 50 et 150 mmol/l).

La teneur totale en chlorophylle chl (T) durant le stade de croissance met en évidence
l'effet de l'action spécifique des traitements salins sur les plantules. Les indicateurs
morphologiques (LR, LT, EP, IP, LPI, SF, NF, REG, TG) diminuent suite & la baisse des
indicateurs physiologiques (PS, PF, TER, IS). Cette diminution est corrélées positivement avec
la réduction de la concentration de Na* et de K™ dans les feuilles et les racines, ce qui provoque
une diminution du facteur de sélection dans les feuilles et les racines et une chute des teneures en
chlorophylles chl (a), chl (b) et caroténoides (Car). En réponse au stress salin, les plantules ont
réagi également par une accumulation de la teneur en osmprotecteur (la proline (Pro R, Pro F),
les sucres (Suc F et Suc R)) au niveau des feuilles et des racines, et cela pour éviter la haute
pression osmotique cellulaire et la toxicité de Na™.

La salinité affecte aussi la structure anatomique des tiges et des racines des deux cultivars
durant la phase de croissance et de floraison. Elle provogue une augmentation des cellules
épidermique et une déformation de certaines cellules, une réduction de la couche épidermique et
une diminution de I'épaisseur du cylindre vasculaire notamment pour les traitements salines
élevée (50 et 150 mmol/l).

En conclusion, I’étude révele que la variété Marconi affiche une baisse de ses indicateurs
qui sont considérés comme des mesures du comportement de la variété résistante et sensible,
pour cela nous avons sélectionné Super marconi comme la variété la plus tolérante au stress

salin.

Mots clés: Salinité, Variété, Adaptation, Sensibilité, Capsicum annuum L.
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538 gyl Cand ¢ gl (e sy S0 Al (8 Lagea 1590 ey (531 (5 S (5 sime (3 eal s
S sine all Al B die mT Lae ¢ Boall sdall dady gle Sl et Gk e A sl
( Boribookaset et al., 2013 )s_S 3 s Jid 5 5 <

Aagih o Jid o) 4lSl (5 sina (alh ) (g2 alall dlea¥) 08 Amjad et al ., 2014 (< S s

el iy ¢ Dlill (5 padl) ¢ ganall (M) ANED) Gali s (Sl ) gan (8 Slas S shadl GalaS (il

@A s Gaea () ga e ¢ Jaby ) SIS S il ddadiall Dl g jedl (Salad A sl 5 30y ) Caaa
(Hamrouni et al., 2011) 4 5350 sk & (3 5¥) Jaxis i g )5S0 o Japiis e Jony

4gSlé e agiul 0 A e Hanana et al., 2011 ; Amjad et al., 2014 (= JS LY

O 6 siaall 33l 5 O LeS (Ll jadl aae 83 )5 aaa i ge lagin Dl Fasl ) gagi da slall ol sl
iy Al ¢ paally Adas el il Y1 Ll g (53 e 55 ¢ cadlys 58l (4 ClTs Nat <l
Cytochrome  <lay 3 XS 5 Gl gl zU8) 5 Galas e g uall Cadly 5,80 S 5 4

.0Xydase
ouditl) e daglal) 41,10.1

4Bl & Gl )l digas ) dsldl (s35 Karuppanapandian et al., 2011 <
Lo 080 o 330 i (A Cls NA© () 4S15 sy 52l Gle 5 8 8 IS Saaay Sua ¢ 4y 3l
oiim A 5 ca il 5 agpasall o paic G ol Gigas s A8l A JIS ) o3

L0325 CO, gsa 5 Jsa 3 )5l pte Cind il o i Laga | puic
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Dl Ll o Baghizadeh et al., 2014 ; Benidire et al., 2015 ¢ JS il LS

Sany Ul 5 psaill ae e s LS e lase 5 Lgialue 4B 50 (315 5Y) 8o gdi M (525 A slall

& ol 5 gl S il e e 5l G 8 p8le e ddeay pan¥) dlee 8 1Y) pae
W gl s

Cloud s gina Jo daglall 511.1
Ol iy 28 1,111

dpulu) daY) paleal) aal - Acide Pyroline-2- Carboxylique( CSH9O2N) ol s
O ol dimy A(%14 Cra¥ sSI ¢ 0611 G sl ) Slads o) (eSS (8 Jax Al ¢ dpedall
Ay ol e Galiad ¢ Aaad) dls Alule e gging Gua ¢ dpdaill e 4iaY) (alea)
dadas Al o ol Goa pe NH2 Ao sane L 055 3y 8 4aS 53 ellay LaSe (5 AY) 4iaY) palaa]
(Hong et al.,2002) s 43 538
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ve 480 cllall A WS ) dneY) Galeal) aal e galgsd) ey 2012 b s
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Ol sl Aal) el aS) i dalgd) 4y gad) il gl 2,111

laill (3 4sS) i die o sy Gl gl ¥ Gmaal) GF I 2017 ¢ Uy 5 el ae e IS LS
eanl (o il 5 3y Alga ) gl
5 sen¥) Larall s v
Sl Cad gaill (aa S a5 33l 5 s ST A v
L 5V aandll dae v
e 3O sl 482 V) 5 i gyl &y a5 il e dalisg v/
O Walay) 53 pall @l paall anlaat e Jary s 320SY) Cilalias 3 ge adl e piiey v/
Aslaldansy)
(Lsdall (Ll ) ol a8l ) Jiiy o3 485 50 (5 g o clail) (B ol sl ¢S5
laxe (Glutamate Semi aldéhyde) ! Jssi 5 8154 &5 ¢« (Glutamate) (e ¢l
(2012¢ 4k2) (3-1)JSil) (8 am 9o g8 LSl g o ddla )

o o° 0
AW )
o
CH, | CH, f H,C — CH, H.C — CH,
| ]
CH, CH, HC CH HoC CH
| | RWA NN
CH CH T C00~ T coo”
*H N/ \coc:' *H N/ \cm' H* Hy
3 3
Glutamic Acid Glutamate Semialdehyde  Al-pyrroline 5-carboxylate Proline

eliall glal) (aen (e D)l g pal) (Asal) (aaal) s 5 (3-1) Jsi
(Hong et al.,2002)

(e e die il pll (g fisa adl 3 Rhodes and Orzyk., 2002 ; Bidai , 2001 (= JS s
i 4 5 sy adhy ccalaie 30 sl 8o S 51 8 oY) s g0 Aalal) A0l dgalal clilal)
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S ol S glutamine semi - aldhyde Jsa3 G e 30U 8 el Jile )l 4SS gl )
. Arginine s ornithine CmieY! Gaaeal) 3y sk e clinel) yae
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(& 4aSl i i s ¢ yaall elal 9 100 i pall oalall 58 5l 8 ¢ sl (8 Gl 5 ol aS) 5380 ) Jas
ol el 9450 (alall 3 il
& Lela L sand )52 (il g 5l aely Hong et al ., 2002 ; Kocsy et al., 2005 o« JS s
Sl 5 syl Gl s (Boall ) sdall ) GuansDl ddadil)l JIKEM ¢ detoxication dsess 4l )
S50Y) 5 058U paan ey LS e Al (e e O e Lial) eny
Sl & 43l Sairam and Tyagi, 2004 ; Dijerroudi et al., 2010 ¢« JS il WS
Bl (315591 5 ol (B aiansi @i 5 5 sl o155 3120 «Jfd 5 (ghe 600-400 1 NaCl G )
call Al (31 5Yh 4 jlaa ¢ sl
Oal 3 5 pdle Ly oS gl (5 sive le ods ) asa f Hanana et al., 2011 (e JS L
Agdrl) 3Ll (5 sl Ao ATPely 5 5 SV Jaill ae
Ay g algal) oyl B Al n o ala g Cuae Glall B ol gl ) Gaeall (g giaa
a2 334 ) ol Aaals (e A5auST s e 4aS) 5 g cplg ) B3l ) a5 5 ¢ g plall ada (he il dulanl
. (Achour, 2005 ; 2012 « 41a) &al s nll Leie dial (ialeal ) 4l galige gl
GV A odlsod) 815 o Lepengue et al., 2012 ; Slamaet al ., 2014 o« JS sl
x5Sl 5 Aandl 31591 Of (o s el = D i yal) oSN (e il 0580 Of (S edlinl)
Al 5 Gsanadl Na© e dleall a3 il 5 saill 8 45580 G315 5Y) 2 laall s ¢ Na® Jas e
) a3 ¢« Proline déshydrogénase ¢ siwe e aiel) paleal) s ity 5 saaall wldll Y
(Igbal et al., 2006) G5l S 5 5 Jia oo Jsme 585 Gl z )X (e Jamy
alise ie Gl 5 ) oS) 5 o Benidire et al., 2015 ; Joseph et al. , 2015 (s JS LaaY
4 )lie Ao gliall i) vie ad e La sac 0 38 53 5 Al e Lgi 0y laie 3agaall Al ¢ 1 53Y)
(8 Ol (g2 Cua OV bae die jedai ¢ Aa glall A glia 8 Gl sl dsaal ol ¢ Al LAl
S i Ganda¥) oy ) mia g (4-1) JSEN 5 daslall Sleat gasi gl ¢ aleaY) eladl eSSl
. (Ashraf and Foolad, 2007) 0 s ! (e (aeal)
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L-glutamaie L-ornithine

NADPH o-cétoglutarate
ATP

PsSCS Acide orpithine oxp-
phosphate transamingse L~glutamate
NADF
ADP

L-glutamate y_semialdéhyde

~
TP —

v
Pyrroline S-carboxylate
H+

NADPH
Pyrroline-5-carboxylate réductase
(PSCR)
NADFP

L J

L-Proline
(Delauney and Verma ,1993) ¢smlsusll i) paaad) fp oSl Cpaaludl) (il Jlall 1(4-1)J8

by Sl e daglal) J31.12.1

Gl 5aS Jand 5 ¢ ) dolee 8 LIS Cua ¢ LAl 8 L g0 e 1) 93 A0IAl) il Sl
3OSl a5 ¢ (Sgall QS Gaca Jaxi Al el ¢ Cliad) calise alat 8 A s
(ealall slga ) O Lad gl ¢ A gliall jdige by Sl aS) 5 piag Cua ¢ 4 ) g il Sl S
o slall Jagi e af b Clall o gl gd Gilia I g0 Aaglall Y ¢ Sl sl A s
.(Achour, 2005 ;Chaves et al., 2009 ) sill Jaui

O AMe aa 55 43l Bartles and Sunker, 2005 ; Majunder et al., 2010 (s JS Ll

Aalall 38l (& Sl Sl o815 ol Cua ¢ daslall Jaadll (5 gie 5 lall (& Sy Sl oS

« Mannitol « Polyols Jic 4dsaSl) aildiin sle Saccharose <bSadl o3 (s (e cddlal)
Tréhalose 4534l <l <.l « Sorbitol
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Agaly) A 43l Udomchalothorn et al., 2009 ; Hanana et al., 2014 (s JS LY
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ey Al e Aol GlS pall H g Sl Sl Cali WS ¢ g KU e Z Bl (g 53l

leiSa @b Sl yae o Boribonkaset et al., 2013 ; Nunkaew et al.,2014 (e JS s
6 sima e aSI5u 53 ¢ Sorbitol S aS i A (e cdlea V) 58 JYA (s SU jaiae o583 0
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S yisaly N gasidaslll of ) Rhimet al ., 2013 ;Slama et al., 2014 (= JS L
Al (& ()5 aae As slal) s SIS ¢ il Ay ) (535 Lee ¢ LA A CI 5 N (s
Ge sl Jaia¥l Gash e W) ¢ Ca” s KT e e Cl7y Na© 33k asd 3 ¢ clall dpiadll
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5o e 100 A shall 58 53 (e el iy 1Y) Ll bieS Na*
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& oadi ) @l NaCl e Jse (1e100-50 Aalall 381 5l o ) (e Calial 7 o agial 50 A
LBy A ABLY Ao V) Hhad s S ¢ o) g Lladl 3 ) el

ostally il Ay pdal cus AN e daglal) A1 2151

AR (e (s sie el Jan b gl syl s il e Lux et al., 2004 (e IS s
il sV 31 (e A ydal) LA Alead Alaion) Jiay (aleSiV1 138 5 ¢ daa LAY 5yl Aida claws b
il 5 shill A jlad) 380 dih dSlew @ijedl WS ¢ Hodall e dawy 8 300 ALl

Cealall dleadl oy il

ol g daa LAl 50 ddda elaw 4w ol Elzbieta and Zenia 2011 o« JS Ll LS
g.ﬁgﬁﬂ&.}\;iu‘)”é‘:)’L}A}A&,};)&\EM\&L&MQ\)&QM\L)M&AJ&}A}A:\,}B\J\
Aleay)

33 13 5 ¢ calll L S o aad) ASan LA 0585 A sl 5355 2012 ¢ 4k cea
La'é.a;.g.u_.;‘\AJLB&LA\&EJ‘@&)S\U}L“Y\@;;F‘;LA\ d}&ﬂ)}h_&“g\ﬁ}&aﬂz.ﬂ:}jé;\

20



Lalal) Jagds e 5 jlall A slall Aglled s canndl g ¢ 4yl gdall 8 adiall g elalll jualic aac b
L)y oaliail s ¢ sdall aan e ) o lee Al Aa) CadSS U8y o6 e 52alS))
\elsh jualy

& oali A sam ¢ JIdse Le100- 50 aldl deaY) o Paridaet al.,2016 (IS zusas|
oA i A A )il 50 fAdahall sl (e Al B0k 5 ¢ saall 3y S pall Al glan) L
Hordum sp =il Gilual

dlalaall Hgaall e Al jall =i ) Noman et al.,2017 ;Injamun et al.,2018 ¢ JS L
Ol (5 siune o il s G yedal ety ¢ dpag il Al o 0 2 ga 5 ade o pgdal ¢ Adlal) A lally
O Cat ladae 5 ¢ Apudall due V) i b Galed) SIS ¢ L)yl LAY alay) (a8 Aliale
Gantihyll LAY aas 5ol ) il Cuin LeSc06100 Laall sle se 88 600 DS el 7 SkaY!
600 — Ageud) i) (€e e ¢ andil ol o 300 ) 4agiy 888 e 400 sl S 1 b
ki) S apiil jul) Slass b (el I (53] Lo pani ) UDIAY ana i Jan gl ¢ 880 L
sl elay Aldbaddl LBANL Djlae 96100 ) el dlelaall bl adall de o) claw &
965035 i

Gl (A alal) dgal) Jaad @il 16.1

saill A Llatia) Glias Jualad) e CilaY) s o) Dong €t al., 2012 (s JS s
Cligasn sle Do) ol ¢ Lgme LS po okt 8 Y ¢ apl) M daglas e QL Gl g ULl
Ciia o bSal daY 13a 5 ¢ i) caling Al 050 e ale 38 5 e Gl g ol ¢ Al
Aea ¥ caglal Jeaiall Cainall Ciy ya o8 Y sl Aaslall (5 sie 23a (e AY ¢ A lall Jaatia 43) (aaa
RPPENP

road) Aa glall Lelaad bl e clilall Caad o
Aa slall A lili 1.16.1

Jie 9% 0.25 A Jaaii 5 daslall glai ) (o) 2ie Leimli) 5 la gai (8 JIA L sy Al 8

. Phaseolus vulgaris W swléll il
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o slal! Lo Ll clils 2.16.1

Sall Jaldll Jie 0 0.5 Asglall (e dnd Jaalli 5 W gad (B camia JA L Sy ) o

CapsicumannuumL.
4 glall dlaaia il 3.16.1

5 % 0.5 o e psagall 25 585 a5 Al ¢ Al )l A8l Tl sY) & il sda gail
> bl Caina Sigh ¢ =S Legiaslia Al Cun (e ety Cptina ) A plall Lelead Cona auil
Ol 5 A jal) aial 3 ~OLY) areats o gy s jlae Caia @llia 5 3303 ZOWY) &k oy
. (2008:

3))sh ae dalaill o 5 aall e Y 20V daglie e el 308 o) 2012 ¢ 4k cawa

K™ psaligll peaie (a3 5 (abaial o clall 138 5 080 Gl a8 i s 5 Na' o532 5l
aliill 1l N asnsall paic 38 30 die 8 KY apulinll el clill (el oY
it (a3 3 ) 58 G sl

O 3305 () gam ¢ Al pe G hll Gas e 5 alall dleadd Clall e Gl Gl
¢ KT )55 (s sia 33k o Jasi ja oA 138 58 ji8al ) 5 ¢ Agbal) Al 3 ABA clisn¥) (mea
bl e yeai® Lo Wle 3 oallall o385 ¢ #3laY) daglie o clall 308 50l ) o Lae 58
(2012 ¢ a5 3e) DI da 5Ll

A plall il <l 17.1

SIS ) aldl slgay) Gig ks cans Al il Jic Rhim et al., 2013 (e OS cas

:\-‘A}j}tuﬂ&u:\ﬁj ‘\:\3-’_).&3‘4:, Jii.
Ay el clisil 1,171

leaan a5 35 aae 4l -1
548l daludl sany A sl 22 Ay 3O Lmadl) Al 5 IS0 &N dida el 334 3, 2
CAgall @ e sl eSS J) A g ALY das ';\J\uu&”'"}jgw‘;jd\jﬁi\
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Ali 8 L33 5 oY) aseat Ll o3 o s Cus G5V o dale Say s 3525, 3
(Hananaet al.,2011) <Stay gl

o sl gl il 2.17.1
s deadll g il Laa e o ) Crend
eiadll -
palaaial & AEE AL L] bl ey O dua ¢ Al G g Galiaial A58 45 3 gealal
b330 Z 3V e paldil) 5 sadall il ¥ Galiaialy @lld ey e 4SS0 ¢ 5 jlall il Y
LY sl ol el g Sady of S 1385 ¢ Y alagiad DA (e @l 5 ¢ la A sk
. (Ashraf and foolder,2007 ;Hauser and Horie ,2010)
uiadl) 40
Ay sl dda) gy clal) ) Ala0al #3laY) 3 55 Cadds ol Rasool et al., 2013 (e JS cas

o5 LS ¢ (5 lume il A8 )5 LilS muat da o ) Al 48 ) 5l o (la¥) Gany b ala gy Sas
) dslee e JE Y 5 ) ) Ble Gy sk oo A slall A iy Ay il alalelall il

Alall gay) Jaad 4

) Aagall e 3l Giang A plall Jaaiill 441 (et Abbas €t al., 2013 (e JS s

@) 05 alagin) et Al ¢ dalal GagHhall b gaill g ) paiaY) e sl clilall i

1Y) (g a5 gl sl et 56 (5 samY) apdaiill ) a gl sl juaie Clig) s i e Laliall
AN

Cliall & g camn @l 5 alall dlgadl Lelaat 3401 3 Aalall (uiaY) 5 o) Y1 el calias

o 5 ¢ Al ge AdliasS ¢ Ay B ¢ Ay jedae Cliia (e Ay guse (585 (Al 5 ¢ g 53 S LeSTiay (A

leaSad Al 2l A ) claall @l e 5 ¢ Glial) (e dald aalae L A,V alal
. (Todorovaet al., 2013)
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e 015181

Sl Blaall Al sl e il Glaall Jeadl il L6 8 4 ) gen¥) Jaad S5
.(Hananaet al.,2011 ; Ulhag et al.,2013) 4 jsill 4Bl 5438 ) 6l Al

lia Gaued 53 () san¥) algadd Jaaill e i) 1l puall sasae Glal ) Cana
Aalaal) il ail) gaill Jare 5 g 28l o sill G A 50 A8Dle Al (e dadial) ddaial) (4
(COy S)eshiai Jama el 4y 5a8 i) LAl (5 il Juagill Jlef L)) a5 3 ¢ s lally
o A8 1Y) (R 5 e Aapil) (31 5Y) O ¢ anal) S D) (5 SV S) 53 IS 1) (S
330 b s ¢ Baan (315l Z U] By saill (B alAiVL i A1) jealiall (e IS o2 L
GRS Jeasi qa 5 5 8aan (31l sad 5 S ) patuY) AL 32l ) aing 4 sanY) Jasil
.(Jame et al.,2008) =

s ;aall1.18.1

Na" <lisl (e a3 sl pailas 43S L 2aily s Rasool et al., 2013 (e JS s
o Ayl el g e Y ileall Al ALl o S cuintl Gy 05 il ) Lelis 5 53130

58l Jaal) of (g sadl) andill 2.18.1

laS o (g gind dalilial) 5 da slall daglaall g1 631 of Ksouri et al., 2003 ¢e JS L

&t Na" oSy (e and ile juilSe gl G ala 383 G gl siVL and 5 NE© (0 A

Ciadl G5V 3 %80 (S sell ¢ 3l (& %90 Dl sail) b 4 gas geall amy o ¢ Al dasY)

e 533 lae ¢ Halophytes da slall daall clill) die dlul) i) (e a5 ¢ aladly Al
Aaa Ll 4 5 e Ll Gaboatal 835 L 5 (551811 (55 sans) Jaiall 30 5 Y

allaxivl g a 503 eally dnad) (10 a0 sl Aglas laa (el 3eadll AN Ol Jas O O
.(Blumwald.,2000 ;Bartles and Sunker ,2005) 5 528l A (5 ) gans) J2naS

Sle Blaall Jai WAl el o Blumwald , 2000 ; Mahjan and Tuteja ,2005 <
O Geaiil) daul g ¢ a3 sl s g seall e Chiia (S st 5 ¢ asmlisll (e adi e (5 sl
g ol e Liall (5 s o il il o JB) sall alisn
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5 oaltar Na e 5831 e 52l Ol ¢ (aAY) @il i i) Jame et al., 2008 (e JS LY
sl G ai a8 slelalll Gaoh e ) siall saialiisale] o 5 G151 sai Jin

& p s pall gl Aauini il ¢ (Z\A}L\ﬂ da ) )glucophytes <ULy aadiud (ps A
9t b W) AS ja e 2T Eua o Hsaall ) Al gell ;\)';;‘2” %) GAJM\ eliall (5 siua (Je LA
(Hananaet al. , 2011)<x&all (5 sl e Gl (38031 A oSl (33 5k e lld 5 ) sed) ¢ 3al)

il CI” s Jier Brumos et al., 2009 ; Teakle and Tyerman , 2010 e JS L

(o ST 5088 CIT b sl dgans (8 lpmaall 5 s Sl dala 5 43l ¢ ) Gand Aoy elld )

o ia) CI" sl s Som 02 pme cpndll Saall ol MLy 5 ¢ s gl il s
. Aand)

ddee e A e py NA" Ol Saiind 34 juac 3:E () Hanana et al., 2011 s
Slo 5emdll jume W5 jlall il V) J8 2 Gus | NHXL Gl A 50 5528l 3 Na™/ HT Jaal
ch)\.a\ésg)ﬁm 3\_1‘)3‘;}4.\51_1 Q@ﬂm@c@\;‘\ﬁ;}ﬂ‘ghﬁsdhwﬁﬁﬁ‘)}m

aall ) Na" ol &S el elly 5 alall e (5 6¥) alea ) Qi ¢ g sadll Jaal) ) Gaahs
S san¥) Tarall ¢l 5 dpandl UV e Jaliil) Ul 5 ¢ Adadl a0 s A WS) 5 Al )
Dsoal) alat Aleall o3 el (o g ZLEY) Gpead ) g5 slall paliail e lae ¢ (g slal)
JaIs o s geall O sl Ji aSailly s ) J81 i) 5 ¢ Badaall V1l g JBA JauY) 5 e
.(Rasool et al. ,2013) <Ll

gl Jaad 3153 ol (Cilsalall ) 45 5anY) il o Shelden et al., 2013 oe IS Ll
e ok (e Sl BY) Alas L (e ¢ Al (3 yhay alall dgal) e Ul 6 ) san) Jariall

AL 5 Aphadlly et 4y ) gen) Ciladaiall o2 o Ly g ¢ anall s 08 iy jall 5l eliall cild 5 Lgianla
e Aleall P el e 5 g sall iyl ) ol () LeiSay 4l ) s Lew Ll 8 (Lo 530
eaY) 8 IS L1 5 el A€ | siadl e Al Sl Alen Ll Joni LS ¢ ilial

(s>l
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AeaV! At Al pilkie

Aead
Ol ol )
9 &)y
- LaY)
= HK 5 Cat+ <ilgd
n‘ ™ .
I O Cat+ HK <l 58 dlul
il e fan i) Jal g
Flsiay)
H20 48 )
) iyl
t_ILA‘).ULS*Q Lt
Lty

bl
Gllall | a5
4 sanY) dandl

(Hirayama and Shinozaki,2010) (alall algal 4laiul¥) & gaa Jal jal ale dalada 1 (5-1) IS4

45 san) i) a1 19,1

Mea¥) po ol bl Lebanivng (1 Claii) 5uY) G e 43 Chen and Jiang ,2010 s
5 < Sl 5 Polyoles < salsll (e Lulad 0585 A 5 45 5enY) ldall pend ¢ aldl)
Silacasll ol o 30 sl 8 oS) S5 5 (Betaing) ol s 4nieY] (alaa!
@ L) |50 4 sanY) Cilpalall 5 il sanYl o382l Hauser and Horie, 2010 <o
saclusall IR (e Al L) e dailas (ol ¢ Adall Jaby slal) araia (e (adiie (5 st o Laliall
glycine 4w ol sall o JS daalie @ld ) ddlia) ¢ AN ol o530 L) aball e
(>l sleadld Jaaill (st 8 tréhalose « manitol <betaine Sorbitols

26



s s glutamate bes 5 1 ornithine Db ; clilall (8 gl s ull (5 sl S Sl o) jle lia
(Silva- Ortigaet al.,2008) k! slea¥l <5k & Qllall sa glutamate Jbee of sl 8

<l o 3ac o Bartles and Sunkar , 2005 ;Hauser and Horie, 2010 (= JS K3
DAl Gy Ll dale) dlee jéat (e il by Sl e 5 el Sl o815 o i A gl sauid
Gl Cua Joaatll 5 oSl 138 G A 58 A8De aa g ) ¢ Al £) V) e sl die aldl) deaY)
Gl Sl 23ed o815 Gy VA (e )38 A adl s ¢ Alall Adall (o) san) Joaedll (8 Lt ) 1) 50
¢ (manitol) Jswld «(les polyoles) Jie Adsmsll wlsie 5l (saccharose)
.(tréhaose) s (sorbitol)d s s

Galas s Alee of Ashraf and foolad, 2007 ; Majunder et al., 2010 (- JS Ll
2yl bl g ¢ ol » ) glutamine semi aldéhyde 4 (V) bl Japliil 45 3) ga 5 0l

I’ arginines Ornithine &,k o= Polyamines <ilis!) uaal

Rodes and Orezyk, 2002 ; Silva-Ortiga , 2008 ;Slama €t al., 2014 (= JS La¥

¢ alall alga) Sl 4G A8l 5 sua g L e S 2 e e @d iy Gl ) s sina O

A @) pe 8 Jilas ) ApaS B 51 Aagil 4 5 s o (Ol ) S 55 (8 BN o8 25
. odsud ) glutamate semi aldéhyde J s~

a5 380 i el ) doay s ¢ (5 san¥) Sl dolee 3 sl W8 S paS Jany 431 LS
5 OO Adadil) JISEY) dpans A1) A sl cpd gl ()l elld 1) ddlia) ¢ i sy el Y
.(Kocsy et al.,2005 ; Ashraf and foolad , 2007 ) L3AN o« 3300 eLiall les
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BansY) o)) g8 Ly i | el
Ol

Lisawd) el i LN Sl
¥l Gaeal (a N
IBETRTEN
sai [odall gk
i 5l s Y1 /il
Slag 1YY
B lal) sty
il
L S gl

Szabados and Savouré 2010 (Al Agay) daglia B ol gl daalas 401 1(6-1)J8E

Sk pLEAl) g g JB) g3 JaLES g Adall dgal) Jaad (e 4BMall1.19.1

a5 JB s palaie dlaad 40l dal el of Amtman and Leigh, 2010 (e S LS

(R AL g 3 e Cas g il e Gl Y

O Aol clibuall ) Lelas 25 b g d}ﬁd&\)@.k:}é‘} Ly gl o JEnY 1] o seal)

LAl
QA ) 5 a8l e aall e JEEY 25 sianall
A ad ol o Lo Aladl s 8 5 A sed) o 3l sas clig¥) JB &5 dyssd DA (g

el bl 8 elalll 5y 5k e a5 ¢ clall pliac] b ane A4S A5 ) il
.(Hanana et al., 2011) 4~ skl

28



) (g sia o clis) )58 :3 o siall

Na e dagind Gad ) i Slo (g siad Ansal) daisll o Kim et al., 2010 e JS by
A JulE 5 Ol 8 sl e N paie pla jial ciliss pl o % NaX1 s NaX2 ke
eonl (A 3l e asgall peaie JEn Jils e NaX 1 cpall em Gua sl 30l
o 43 )5l aee (B agrseall e dille 3 5 A O 5 ol ¢ 315V el o jatiag 5 (5 padl)
el )

Ji 5o (sl e sl A 53l e s peall jaie J5 Jaee Qa5 e NaX2 o) ders WS

Gl e, o gaall juaic Jilie 485l 3 aaS) 530k () L o sali sl palie e dua ol

Na maie  dladul (agm ol 1) oS5 V) dpew AGe uiahy Na'waie alain¥ bl

WAL (55 sans¥) dadall Joaad Alal) oda 8 J205 4y el cilpddll 8 KF juaie paliaid,
(Mianetal., 2011)

LY sl a4 Na/ K' sl Jo gSe ulee o Dassanayake €t al., 2011 o« JS BaaY

O 5 AAl juac 8 Ca aic 305 el Cua ¢ ealal dleadd dauliall L aaiad )
O i) ae G381 9l Jaati Aa slall Apnliall 5« Salt Overly Sensitive ( SOS1) s sl Al
.SOS3 sixall le SOST (s 5l Aladll aaini Cus SOS 35 SOS2 i e Sl (5 ,aY1 i gyl

Aol 5 Al (31 )5V e A 31550 e il V) J8 2% Hanana et al., 2014 cues
ASaii Ay gl il g8 g JB) g3 Adand sn (el L gY) 38N 5 AS ) 038 ¢ ((ssadll Gaall ) 4Ll
& o sidl e K paie 71 5aL ORK 3Ll Jaat Miad K 5 Na™ g_aic 1A 5 JBab
Wb ¢ 33 sl ) il el e KY saie Jaal e Jand [RK BLED Wl ¢ Al ol
Na" suaie sl K¥ saaie Jia) e Ljlial Joat Lils NSC bl

G dlad s e Dl eliall () agilul )3 e aaedl Cinia i 2014 ¢ aliddl 5 S salud) o
G QU ¥l 5 elall mnlall Zalail) acay @lld 5 ¢ oalall dlga) oy Gt atig e Ao Lléal)
¢ gmdll 5 a0 siandl LRI aall L ¢ LI | pm Clan) (e 3yl il gl aie 5 LA

LJ.A}AA Na+ Qb}d\)»&\);ﬂ\anﬁdb)ésw\ﬁ‘).ﬁcﬂhs
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‘_,-""- -_hq-*:f Apoplast
1 st “THKT k :) Flasma
7| sensor? . | HKT1K_so0s1 membrang

T | @/ Y Cytoplasm

Regulation of gene
expression e.g.
5051 /

(Chinnusamy et al., 2004) Alal) dgay) sl e @1 gil andaiiz(7-1)JS

\
3
»

Sle el Al J8l il (e (e o 22 0 Brumos et al., 2009 ; Broschet et al., 2010 ca

e e}yujﬁ\}eﬁdﬂ\ﬁu}g\ Uabaial

&,1\:\95‘2“ Z\-ué d3\332191

KUP - ) el sl 358 J8 e Algsme o s KT o) o Jsanll e 16 b BBl o5
p sl sall 3833 e A 5500 K™ uptake transporter - high affinity cation transporter (HAK

.(Brumos et al., 2009 ; Broschet et al., 2010) > )il b il ) Aslall Jas gl o4

il oSl ldaaY) A 81 63.3.10.1

LCT(low affinity cation s HKT1( high affinity K™ transporter) & Jilsill s3a Jiai
Sl dalal i il Ji5 e A gpad) gl e g gl 3 a8 il s ¢ transporter)
AIAN 2l Bl s K'y Na©™ @bl Ji ge Agsme 0588 o) daisy « (monovalents)

.(Brumos et al., 2009 ; Broschet et al., 2010)



5 KIRCs ( K'inward reactifyng channals) < sl of Gene et al., 2010 (e JS LS

Ve siand) (e o sl sl (3833 aula e 4 5300 KORCg( K™ outward reactifyng channals)

seall 4 il W Y VICs ( voltage independent channals) 3l Ll ¢ oa Al Jas sl
Lol g om0 S LBV & 58 A 5 e ) eLiall 8 Jaany () il S

KA Al b oSl Jany e Ol liadl aal g (Al 5 LCTL Bl o 58y 2005, (A s
(8-1) JS5 (S siwadl) Al Jass sl W s LA Jass 1 (e Wil g0 guall () ol Ji SIS

dlee 8 A pia aiy A a¥) 380 e Blisd)l e aelig ¢ i gD WS 5 e il aplasill
G s B A 5 il elie e AAEEY) e dleia¥) oy Gua ¢ dpapdal) AN 2030 Jal)

(Apse and Blumwald.,2007) (Cl s Na")<ball dpand) jualiall 4plid) dpalail) 4 aléds)

Hanana et al., 2011 NaCl alall slgadld laiudl 4 gldd) dpulul) cila juilual) Cilida:(8-1)J8&
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Ay gulll juadll Jualae o 58 5 dladdlll ALl oy iy pally slall ape g3 Jalil) J seana
e 43l giaY dlaal) del) e85 )l Galaldadl 5 akalalall (Jeana e IS o ey Aaledl 4y paaill
Cilual) 8 2l st il 5 aUaed) YT dallaal Capsacine (s 483 & e axdins 3l C gl
oy ugmiil) (e Glal) (pand ) o sl Bale JEla (e XS o ja 5 (bS] B3l ) Ay el
ala dugill S Al e Y 5 )5S addineg 5 A4y jall daliall g cidlad) delia b 4 55 Jalil)
Sl an Cun JAlill (a1 ) ) asall & A siad) 1 pal A i) g s shalidl
Al 6 S 8 A5y 5 el Bhlial; sigh L) ell3 aey 1, Adliaal) 4 sily 4y ) Al
clS s Adaill oaS Jastiony 5 paly g Caing Cum Uy pdl g (lisl) s Liland 5 cpeall 5 28 530 xighl ) 328
(2004 ¢ ) i Alalll sl dgg 2l

(Cronquist , 1981) s : slad) JAld Sl aswdil) 1.20.1

Division : Spermatophyta

SB division: Angiospermae
Class:. Dicotyladonea

Sb class: Asteridae

Ordre: Solanales

Famille: Solanaceae

Genre: Capsicum

Espece : Capsicum annuum L.
Var : Marconi

Super marconi
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Al a gl 2.20.1

Sl e caddty ade GBlad) - Ay I dpadlal (e a il oy Q38 Gladl 1.2.20.1
el (A ) s A1)
s Oe Sl oS Konig , 2017 s
celall Al e (5 58 e Apmad Baley BUaie dual jia A8kt Epiderme 8 pdl- 1
Ssind B 54y 5eill o) 8 Lein 438 ) dpardiil p WA (e shia (e O 5S5 I Endoder me 3481 -2
Gl 5 Aanli) oIS LA oo candt 5 (B guiall el Al Ll o] juad culadindly e 3,88l LA
Agepdi S L3S e
L OSOY) Alalee dpapil oSI LAY 5 g ol (Blaall ane i :lgidnda
o) padl) il 3 sa gl 5 saall Jiiail) dlans oLl
Aile o) A0 ghany) Alaa-
RER | RU e g PARE S TR TN
D Oa (s dgite o) Ad) ghaud)-3
s e Al ISl 5 Aendil 5 WA (e Glisda Bae (e 0 oS5 1A Jaaall ) Sy sl
U Ll JSAN Ailie o 3a A e syl Caad e slalll 5 udidll abidgile ol pjad)-
oA ansiti (o) 2 50l grpnst sl 5 LSRN a5z AN Y Ay el sae Gl Ja)
S dndd Aol )dall LA 58 dua Gle S luas elad ol Lis Jlaedl ddadil) dparic sl
B S (Clpnad

(Frangois ,2000) Capsicum annuum L . siad) Jalil) bl alad) JS&) :(1-1) 8usa
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Bolall CGilial) 3 diay e g b all Glial) 8 dasd ) A 4y sbian  (31U4Y) .2.2.20.1
GlosY) D) Gsale Y aa g e sl con A ) Gl A g0 e Sl 82,001 Y 3.2.20.1
gsills g il cun Al i) o anind) sl aar ol Bale ol a1 il 14.2.20.1
wasat 7-5 e (s sing

Al gha L glady olial) idhy | deaile ye : dpaa), 5,2.20.1.1

Dl Jalil b (Sie D e ssiag (e slall Jili ) (Slue 4-3 e s sy 1 pranall
il an Y AN 505 7-6 s 4 alall il A Joai 51 (3 @dlil) 6.2.20.1
Bolall Caliall ) jlalldia JEH Y Aa 5lall Ciluad s slaa 5 slall CaliaY)
ol g saaall 3.20.1

Siai g (Bl Bac 8 (pe Ay N ) sdall AT 5 Aapivaal) W) 8 Jidl Al ol Cagliy s
(A.B.F.S.C,2015) s diix ol AL 4 il Lo g5 o s 60 Adlusd]
shadl JAAY el ) gdad ag il cus )

10oe o3l OS5 1988 ¢ sy (Jlall s
LA saaeie sl LOAY (e aa) 5 Caia (e () 5SE Epiderme 8 sl 1

Exoderme 4 L) 3 281 48,k 2
o adi g LA e Calidae £l 58l o g gind 38 Ll e ddap 5 LDIA) dslaia L 5 Sl

iy L sale 5 Lgdl jaa A oy gad) B0le e (g 3a3 | sl 8 Subidermal cortical layers 5yl
Dstelall e Gl Lele

Endodermes 4alalall 3 38l 3

Lad DA 5hall 8 Lgas guagn e g ddaaall 3 jalall Lgali 93 380 LA (e 5 Caall a

DLt (5 ) el 5 e e (o A Balarll i poa ny AT 5 Gladl 4l

Jsn DlenlS day 5 diay Cus Uil j0a 48 5y i tEndoderme primaire 4l 4dilal) 3 52l )

Akl ) paadl
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Endoder me secondaire 4 ill) Aula)al) 3 a8l o
AY) gl (Ao (o psadl an st Cua &kl a5 duladd) 5 Adalall Gl jaaldl Bl

S B an s Ol AR LA a5 el Sl sl DS e Aals 1O (e g

A lall
5888 Cp 3 sall ) e and LA a5 Rl 3,08 8 cadidll Ao o) Jlie x| A0
Adile 5l 4 glay)

Péricycle ddaaall 35041 4

3l B aivne Ansnall 3 ilall 38 () 5<3 8| Ginda e ST (ge 30 5 ol ol Baa 5 dlida (e S
At} 2 gl GRS o 685 28 L) sl ‘4-‘9}‘ d}é}ﬁbgd\",gg"‘,‘

Vasculaire cylindre 4sile gl 41 ghu) 5

Vasculaire cylindre = vasculaire system + Associates (i« OsSH g 3al) 8 5 35S jall ¢ all o
Adayaall 30l (e digkay 33 350 (455 5 parenchymes
Tissus vasculaires 4xile gl Ao 6

S e 058 elallls ¢ 4y gluia HUall Gilasl e i) jaall 6 el g cadall e JS ad
Jalm Ada il O 66 Ll iall W ¢ ddamall 3 50l caas dile ol 50 ghan) Jaias o 8 Ada L
Jalall ) elall) Wl 2 lad) 1) casialdl ady 535S all Jing o elalll dda il pe
84i.4.20.1

Cans (B i i 3 s el Sl phl il G sale a8 Gie e A gesa o8l 4ndl diie
il gl s Qe Q8 iy o CiliuaY)
paily 8y AldiSe ye Ay ¢ AR Gal el ey Ga Clalids) # oAl (e B el o da gy
dpa e hald (e 3 ke ol el draalls (Ol o) e ()5S il die g Aaplially il ¢ al)
ve ey ol cld el el eail) die o) jeadl Slaill & A5 ((OpeesS ] Giis S [ a5 )
(2007 ¢ G508 5 g ) Al (el (o 5 (485 )8 drpa e (5 gint g8 ualll
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da g g sl o o ogiad i sadl Wl ¢ (aalll) Slall o dapdiall 8 2 53 A4 jal) 5ol
sac, jalkh (aliadl Lo ol ol jhia aaall 35S A g0 AEISE Caghia 8 dapdiall o 35S dlacly
sl sa) 3,4 200-185 s e s sing ol gl o Cus 21,365 =3 )% 8l 2 100 2 sl
(2007, 05 A
oSS glal) JaldY £1651.21.1
1 2007« s A 5 Dlnsa ;) 20046 sy s Leghe IS ey ¢ ) 4 Jalill oy
Capsicum annuum .1.21.1.
ae ¢ i E mgll o5l GsS g )Y Gany panl il sl ¢osaie JS e 338 e Y
24 =2 s S
Capsicum Fruetescenc.2.21.1
el aal | ¥ sl ey gl mgill sl ) AWiE Gl | sdie JS aie B3 ke )Y
A=02 Hay)ses Saxe - ol Gale ) sl acls
Capsicum Chinense. 3.21.1
Oy By ¢ mld yumdl o gil) sl il 5 ) Gie | Baie JS e D e ST S Ay Sl Y
aih 24 = 52 lasysas Sl aae ¢oale Leish 5shl ¢ alulaly a5 el aad ¢ i E ol (an
Al 31l 5 Sl Jalal) Calial ¢ 5l 138

Baccatum Capsicum.4.21.1

)}.'J:ﬂ\6@&)@\aﬂcéﬁ)@i@ﬂ\ojcéﬁﬁﬁj\é&c'&dﬁc—dﬂd&c—'&dﬁj&j‘)}\
A a1 jal 5 5w A sali Gl CGilial) anghy 24 = (2 Slasse g Sl dae ¢oale L)

JAAY i Jsi22.1

:2007 coj}\jawﬁ%@aw\olh&;ﬁégj)w\dﬁqx@
Al Clll e A gane A ) g ALy s L
(SN SISO

aaad) 3508 JauY ddaie clilal) e 4 gase JSAN dnad ALy gla L

Ay Bzl

36



22845 305 sla B yria b i L
oabll Jaay il il e ol padal) 5 5la JSEN A0 L
4_1)\3 ji ().L\S.uu\ Gl ¢ Slia Ly (a;m ¢ E}L il . J\.AS
Agy s Cilial 95 gla Cilial et o e 3 g dalias L
(s Jil adle Bl Lo 4y jlaill Glia) alaea ) aadall 3 5la (Slia 4 Lg Any e Ll
JAldl S pana gail dualial) Jag il 231

Lshy 5a)l s Sla o slall Jalall JEal) gaill llaty 2004 s 05 AB.F.S.C,2015 s
: ‘;Aj A dj.;AM ;LE.G\J 4_\.1:..0
oiall 30 al) A Y
Byl A0 iy © 0 20 -° 2 18 SW® 4 28-% 23 1 lei sloall da a1 g il galll A sa
°e 18 e Jay 4, il
%2 25-°2 20 4 5l b)) a ¢ 222620 & 18 Sl 5° 230-08 25 1 5ei 5l yall da 5o 1l 5Y) A e

o Ll 3 A Bl pa ds o dala sl pall sy il a4l ol g slall age gy JAl ety

O LS | smal) saill Ala je b Aeals el mlad e Lgle g (o3 Jladlly isall Jalal)
L;Q\A}LM¢M\@E‘)\);“MJJUA\AM\&JS6J@\jddﬂ\ﬁ)\);b)duu‘)ug\d)ﬂ\
L il i L daagy gl UG

Ao sh i da Ll

h)d)ﬁﬂjc&fﬂ\}ig}'aﬂ\;\}»}Aﬂ\d}\f@gg%65& A sk )l Asyy Jay
Ll sall 845k )l 8 5 e 2 Gl Jalall ) 8 Sl Jaladl (8 51 _adl da jo a4y 5k )
G 5 Jpanall 1S e Lalu S5 Laa il déally e 3Y) Lailes Cass Lol sall b Ll

‘)I.A.IS\(AM

37



=l

il
)

i
syl



4 il asanai 1.2

U—’LL! L)AU.U.I\)}QAML;QQﬁ;\&m,&&\@\)ﬂﬂ\&bw\w:’q)ﬂ\b&C’_\M
dale 380 55 Aay )b Adlas | Capsicum annuum L.(Super Marconi / Marconi) sl Jalil)
) Al JS @) S asgeall 36K =le e JId e (e (S0:0,51:25,S2 :50 ,S3 :150)

4l salal) 2.2
Super <iall @ ke Capsicum annuum L. sadl Jaldll e cpdna ol Jleatinl o3

st e lagouall o alal Marconi  wiially Guall e 4lal  marconi
(1-2)5 ) 5a Apdiall Bhaliall b Lagie ) 3 o 585 a5 Laa ) 53 i 30

Al pdll ol cudlgl Cpdlall D g s (1-2)8usa

Aol yal) caal cpdlal) ce Cila glaa (2-2)8 L5«

39



(2-2) 55500 (1-2) Jsad) LS Lpemdli il a5 ailoady A e Ciiea JS a3

Capsicum annuum L. slall Jalill (e (sl ) 5 (iial Gl jaall 5 paibaddl (i (1-2)d 5o

( ACI 2017)cen

Super Marconi Marconi auall
el el b)) Jual
a5 75-70 a5 75-70 lall) Blaa 390 5 538
¢4 10-5 ¢4 10-5 LB el 5
o 28 -25 s 25-20 8 il Joha
e 5 a8 cluke e 5 a8, cluke 5l dge i
&Y sl ol ¥ Gl I Jaty 18 jaadl Bl o
iz — Al a3l A Al ashe )5l el ik g g )58
sl - iila:Caladll e g yranarCaladl) A giall (3hlia)
danid juad g PLLEN
Gl Dedig o0l | ek A ) seds - sewnaig )l el ik g g )58
e N a5 o o Allad (3l
i et ) sle it il ol el Ae Ak s
02280 223 gl galll Alsja | 02280 223 g il salll ds e i) Jal gad
Joke Sk Al
Sl 0.20-0 18 Sl 0.20-0 18
0a 18:4 430 3 ) & oa 181431 5 ) a
e 0230-0525; b JIAda, 54 ke 0230-0225: b ¥ Ala ya
Sl 0a26-0 218 Sl 0a26-0 218
0825 - 0a20: 43 il 3 ) 0825-0 220: 43 N 3
Jal e e (A %65 oo J8 Y| sl dal e maes 3 %65 oo JE Y oy

el

40




A3 aal) Aalal) cMalaal) 3.2
2 LS NaCl psaseall ) 61 (e ddlide duale 31 5 Jlantiasl o

(NaCl s Jf Jse e 0)S0: Js¥) 38 il
(NaCl ¢+ J s« e 25)S1: A4 38 Al
(NaCl ¢ Jf J s« e 50)S2:El 3< jill

(NaCl ¢+ J Jse e 150) S3:al 1 S Al

Super marconi / Marconi stall Jalall (e (pdina e dSuadll dalall cOlladll o 55:(2-2)d 52
4 3 2 1 M 4 3 2 1 SP
MS04 MS0.3 MS0.2 MS01 SO SPS04 SPS0.3 0 SPS0.2 SPS0 SO
MS14 MS13 MS12, MSL1 S1 | SPS14 SPS1.3| SPS1.2 SP1.1 S1
MS24 MS23 MS22 MS21 2 SPS24 SPS2.3 SPS22| SPS2.1 S2

MS34 | MS33| MS32 MS31 S3| SPS34| SPS3.3| SPS3.2 | SPS0.3 S3

4 il Ad5 4.2

DS el bl s g padia 5, Aidaind 1g ) siie daala bl ale judiay i) 1aa 2838
A i Gy )b a3 2018-2017- 2016 (ol Al an sl IS Ao o aaall o Jaial) die adlall

s jo Ja 7x7.5 a sl (anal & (L1 ])dsei @iy ey el )48 (e dadds Jlexial o
(3-2)p )5 S W Ae N 5 padl) gaill Al je DA 16%19 5 ALE sa

41



4 il A g ool dau oS Alaatieal) 4 ) Jald £(3-2) B9
Y s 10.1.4.2

e A kil oLl &5 galall elall lam Lelue &5 061 3 55 il elay ) sdll agial ey
Cun S 55 IS @l S 4 Ay Sl G JSU ks OS85 50 100 iy (5 i Ll 8 53l
;‘;Jujls O bl il

NaCl e JJse e 25 alall 5850 (10 e 5S3,S2,51 M by V1 2L 3.1

NaCl (e JJ e B0 38 5 (10 (Ao 5 S2,S3 (M iy Al oy 23012
Al 5 NaCl o Jdse S150 oalall 385l o L5 S3 ) iy de )y 30 (e g sl 2y . 3
S3=150mMol/l 5 S2= 50mMol/l Jie Adlall dalall 581 il dals 4 ) gans¥) Cladeall (galdd]
.@el-wi 4 524l Lo gy s Dl & et

oY) A e B4 Lalal) agidlalaa s Marconi , Supaer marconi siadl Jilil) cpdiua sk a5 Ak s 3(1-2)J84

42




Sy Z\.;Lé UJ‘ 95)4'453\ adl) a—‘AJ.A s 242

Lls 4 anal JS 8 @il 3 Jaxay 7x7.5 ad yk paval ) saill 8 dlaiall ¢l jalll culis

saill A8 ) panal) Gl 4 gan e Caiia U8 10101 Aty 55+ Jay + Rl A5 0
3yl o2a ol el 8 B 4y yaill i jaial | O ©a 22-20 51 les °a35-25 Lei ) ya da o yadally
aSI 5 el Al il Al elay Al Lellaty A Hall cand Gilial dadal) COllrally il
PR FIVIPIINE VENP PN I PP BPPRC I TR 1NN XTI E<| R PLEN g SPPC IO VSN

sl s Gl 5 )Y e damy
L il oda o Al dddaitida) jal 5.2
L) Ads ja ol1.1.5.2,

TG% by A Gl o
Cuva 5 anlid 4 5aal b S 45,50 100 ¢ sane (e g BLbal & AUl 50 a
i) Aaladll 3udats Querghi et al.,2016 o Gl i Glua & ¢ Claw gidll

[ 100% (sl S aaall /350 )0l e ) = TG % }

SR AR ) 5 padl) salll ¢l 2 52
Aaslsdjgedul 01252
(LT/ cm) @) Jshb (uld o
g adll aill A jo g AEN gai Ala ye ol La sy (5 siale (35 Jlertinly Glad) Jsha Gl o
e gl Guia A5 la YT Ale )
(LR/cm) ssdall Jsh (ul® o
e g madll gaill Al jo g ALY gai dla yo sl ) sdall b (el 3 (5 siake (55 Aansl 53
Lsa Gle Ciia JS il g 3 oy e Y

43



L’indice de plastochrome <lil) jas jghi jiisag 4B gl jue ol jdiga Clus
(PI/LPI)

2 e ARl Laldl S 36V dalea 5 Al aelll dpulus (20 48 jedl

OS ptiall IS Sl 3YI e 1 (5 umdl) saill Ala e 5 A sai ila e ol a3 seali(NACH)
;b WS (Warren and Richard,1976) < kb (e 4agiall daladll gkt o3| (g2 e

—
3
1]
3
o

Clall jae skl ydize: PI
ol 15 2 e o : long ref)

_______________

(n+1) 45,48 4l Jsh a4 e 4 Jog (long n+1)
(long n) 455, 48 ) 4l Jsha oy e 5t [0g (long N)
EP° (2l &liaiuly) o

e V) gandl) saill Ala yo 5 LS gad Als e U s g paall Guiiall e A jall 038 Caa
L)y aal)l s JBY) 5 ((Jae dasly 81 ) Vs SISV A8l dae Ayl ) G Cus e )

(Y oussef,2000 ) s da slall il Jaas 5l dsulin (520 4 jaal(Jae

NF Gls¥ 2 o

Sle IS iiall ST elaill ¢ 5 dle U i 63 () sl sad Al (e 315V 200 lny Li

SF(Ccm?) 4, sl dabual) (B o

A Y e () s padl) gaill A je g ALED ot Ala ye oL 48 ) o)) dalisal) s o
s siall Crsn o5 Al all il ¢ 3 oL cpiiall

44



REG % (radl) sall) Gl o

DAl il e I Ale g padll il A e s LA gai Al e ol al) gl il
el ) 05l sk Aoy (pe il gal Ao Ll el Cua il gai e alall dlga)
(Bernastein et s Asladll Gukiy &l 5 | gas Je pdiall A Sl g3 Al )
al.,1993)

l J Al A Gl Jsh saide yu VI1(Z1)
clill g 3 s il e de iV 2(Z2)
¢ 3 ale Jlaladl e @l Jsk 171, Z2

dgn sl saeddll Al 4 2252
(PF/g) hasd ¢ o

aelly g laVIdle () g padll il A je g ARAN ai s e ol Cala )l 0 )5l ypadi o
(Coudret ,1979) 4 yhl i KERN-ALJ220-ANM ¢ 5 (3o osbos () e o) 5o 8N ¢ 35
(PF/g) AW sl <
s ol s Y Ade (g sl gail) Als jay AWAN gai (gila pe DA DA & 55 2ey
S 5 Waey Alle dilady coMisl) ddass &3 ple o o siad lial) il 8 COld) Cieaa g ¢ bl
KERN-g 5 e psbeon Oloaer AT 50 AN ()5 xel Waamy ¢ L 24 3adl pllae e &
(Coudret ,1979) 43, yhal L ALY o )5l Jasi 5 52 e IS ALJ220-ANM

(PSIg) el ¢35l b 2

5 psaial¥) G5 b san e S Ay ) sall DAY Gl o g ALY (5l e Jseanll g
Gl ool Gl ddle Jldelu 48 3ad %5 80 51 s da 5o Cind Caiaill Laalall & Caa g ladey
4yl s KERN-ALJ220-ANM g 55 (0o o Ol e ilall Ly 588 5 ddlald) codladl)
.(Coudret ,1979)

45



(TER%) el lall uld o

Aslaadl adaty Bl |l V1 Aa e g AAN g Ala e oW 28U (513590 S Ao J pmnll da

b WS ol sl Gluald (Clark and Mccaig , 1982) (e JS sk (e Aniall
diladl sl PS

bl ol PR
ALY 658 PSA

(IS) Indice de sensibilité dsuluwall Jalaa o

O GO JMA (e S YN Ale s puadll sail) 5 ALAN gad Als pe o] Aol Jalaa Gaa

5 (S1ama,1982) cawa aalall clilal Galall ¢l 5 da slally Alalaall Cilial) & Galall (54

s Al abad) Gadaty Juleall s
A

. )

Apadal) 580 il dlalaal) cBEEY Giladl 031 &) 3l o gie :AMS Na C1

SALAD B B Adad) Balal) ) gl Ja ie: AMS témoin

Alaas gl A )2.3.2.5.2
3 93 gAY g Jad g, 1S eSS o

As e g ALEN gai Jila ye ol ol 5355 SN 5 A3l SISN Clapall 508 5 (adlainl dolee o
AUl o shadll UM (e (Lichtenthaler | 1987) 44k gLl Jla W1 4e I 5 padll saill
(3:1) iy J 536 9625 5 () sind %75 (e JSG) Cudall (o S Laas juasi ]
Shed) il (B GBald) Cudall (e Ja 10 L) il 2 (G151 ) damsdl salal) (e e 100 005572
Jiasili 663 Al s sall Jl skl e 4 gaall ALK 36 8 ) Lu 8 3aal allas (lSa & o i A
D Al g Gy KU e gl 470 5 (b) Jdds U gl 645 5 (a) Jabs, KU
Al Y aleall Badaty it s SHIMADEZU UV 1800 ¢ 5: (= Spectrophotométre

46



(Su /ug/100MQG/M F ) by Sl o o

, AL o Als ye ol lal) JAlaN dia Hsda 5 @15l 8 Al Gl Sl padlatiul dilee Cuad
Al ) plaAll s s Dubois 1956 4 sk g lib jla ¥ Zule ) (g padll gaill Ada jag
&5 %80 S5 J5iY) e e 3 L) canmi | (U sl G310 JAs sUall 83kl (e 3a100 23L-1
AU Al el ) Jai 5 el yiy o 08 Ladey L 48 5ol 23U 8 Clipal) a5

5 595 3xS,h Jsidll e do 1 43l Canai 5 ol 4ie 23U o8 il pall () Hhite ele Jo 20 apnai-2
223080 a A 0 A 22080d (Fle plea (B lemiat 5l pSl) e e e

SHIMADEZU UV1800 ¢ s (= Spectrophotométre e 4 suall 48Usl) 56§ Cuai-3
Galal Glucose(Hg/gIMF) J (ol (Jinie JIA (o il Cuss 5 i 51 490 A sall U5 e
(3)

(Pro/pug/100mg) Csdgosl) gl o

g omadll saill ¢ ALEN gai Als jo ol lal) JAN dia Hsda 5 Bl (B Gal sl 8 nlae Cy sl
Al @l ladll A e Berman and Loxley, 1970 48 )l caa jla ¥4 )
&, %40 385 dsilisall (e o 2 Leall sl (L5 5l G311 ) A Sl salall (e 316100 23)-1
%2 8535,)a da j3 die 330 82 ke alea A IS pdis
149l Canal &, agiill (1o Je 25 5 JAll paes (e de 2 4] Cinal o5 paliisal) (e Ja 1 23)-2
Uaes e Je 80 + Ja Gmes e Je 300+ ke sle Jal20 Yo osSiall Lldl e da
2305240 %5100 Sle ples (& aaia g (Sl sdu 58 65 ) V)
Gl Ll Canal g Aslal) Al Ladial 5 las zy i) cal IS gl e a5 canal-3
NaSO4

47



SHIMADEZU UV1800 ¢ 5 (= Spectrophotométre s 4 sall 480SH 3¢ 8 Cuad
Gl GaaY) sl ould aie PR e @l Cuva 5 clagll 528 daall Job e
. (3) &>l (ug/g/MF)
K*/ Na'(ppm) dsisal) jalial) a8 o

saill 5 ABAN i s e ol lal) Jdil fia jeda 5 Gl o eabiall Al jy cyal

oo ba dulg Jidl amgdl Aok plal Gl a3V Ade N gl

Gaad ¢l elally Cadatl a5 i i e (5:2:1) A HySO, :HCO4 (HNO; : aleaY)

Odia sall JI skl e JENWAY PPFP7 Flamme photométre ks ikl s K¥ s Na' 361 8

Aol Clinie A e il G (K S Gy 5 95 767 5 ( Na®) J Al ie 5l 589

) s il e (ppm) KoPO4 s« NaCl (ppm) g3l e psmlisdll 5 o s seall (g0 JSI
(3)3aLe (1989 , s a1 555

Aoy i) dusd )21.4.2.5.2
Tl (b daial) 43y ali*

ol A8yl dany 55 Al 3 Ly yal ¢ shall 5 ladl LAT daay il Al e da slall i) ddaadlal
IS dny 55 adalie Jae a3 ¢ bl dalall Al (5 gl Ao da glall Lgaaad ) @l sl 5 <l il
Capsicum annuum L./var: Super marconi - )slall Jaldl sial jodall 5 Gl o
o ge s WSl Y1 e I g padll sailly AWAN gaidls je ;AU Ja ) oS (Marconi

(2-2) Jsdll
5 @luall ¢ 48 ) ) dplall clac V) (8438 ) dpa jo adalie o) 2l 252008, Bl 5 Adia g s
(o

(e by (Ao gum e Cliian 4 Caad Y ia Lgadad ) 68 dpag ) adalial) Cania g -1

ai A3a 20 3aal ¢ (902) S el Jidls ele b dpa il pdaliall e (5 siad ) Bliaall Camia s -2
il el il

il oLl it 2 ¢ (8 53 (961)ciiaall JANl smen (b AL liad) i3

Gl 2 38 5 saal Jd) punal b Ay il @hlial g U3 5 2505 (sl o5 laney -4
bl cLally

48



slall il &3 ¢ (3382 10 32al Caddall sad Il pealy Ciliiaall 833 ga gall daay pill adaliall gl
Jaa il

e ele 4y g in aba 3 Aasy i) alaliall il 5

Lt 3 oL (558 e ¢ Byala Sl Ay 530 e 6 janall @blidl 538 (e SIS ) alie puia 56
LB il

g5 00 Aalh 1l a3 Gsda g duexiuly ¢ Al aklidl dhadle cwd -7

. (2-2) JSall b mmse 58 LS OPTIKA Vision Lite 2.1(2009)

sad Als pe ol lall JAl) a5 gda 5 Ol (B duag ) alaliall Sl sl e 1(2-2)J8E

49



w‘ J,,db.d\ JJA
ook sl Ll gina (p LDAD £ 31 1 Jedla sla
(el Jila ole Jpnie Jians 1 A Gana

Ol (SN lasdl 5 pead ¥ ol (Gl e (g giad Al Asialdl) o) paall ol 0 Jisal) pcadl
AN
5 e ¥ sl A 5 sLludl ol paadl () 5l g3d gSI) saal
duibaal) 4wl 5.2.6.2

:L:;.J)A.\!\ QMS)AM d.\l;.l GALI).: Jlazinly 3\_19.;4) 3\_1.:\..\4;\ @\JJ &_U\Aﬂ\ oda c_a\_u L.;‘; C'_ts.:L
Otina Ao dagldll ol Jaill leds) 5 Jiad el 38 Jie i Juzdl 4 e (ACP)
A jea G 5 YN Ale (N g puadll sailly WA gai s ye ol gladl JaY e ol
sl @l sl s dalidl g Alan) el Y

AV aiu) dglan) Al )y | dalall @l S5 aea ot A glall aSI) Jadl) )Ly

i) aes X S Y1 el e Excel stat 2017 gt Guki: (ANOVA)
905 (s sine Ao New - mankeuils amdil led dgliiall 5 duliall Cle geaall 21,3005 (5 AY)

50






ALY g Al i gl g g sl i) 1.3
25380 Jsk ¢ Gl sk 1o ¢ S Ay 1o Faslall 51113

99

SO S1 S2 S3

Super marconi-Marconi Osdbali - JfJ sa (e foalall 5uSi Al

Cpiia sal Hgdall Jeb ¢ glad) Job ¢ byl Al o Aalall dga¥) ) 1 (1-3) Jsé
AL gl dds ya £ Capsicum annuum L. siad) JAY e cl g

Bod e i Y A o (ol 8 Aa bl ol (1-3)JSAl (b Aaia sall i) iy
>l 38l (& lali A Gilas Laid Jfd e (25 oadall 58 3 (8 061,05 Alalall aiill
Caiall S Laiy, LG 45 e Super marconi —aiall die % 1.02 J/dse 150 @il
e 150 pdiall alal 58 il 8 9463,59 (lais duwi o) calaid da Ly il 281 Marconi
LA A lae Jfd se (e 25 pmidiall ald) 58 5l (806 0.97 i s JB) 5 . JfJ 54

58 LS Aygina an clidA) cilane 8 Y dd o ¢ (ANOVA ) Skl Jidaill Al <ty
(4) &l (1) Jgaal) & maga

52



SPSO MSO SPS1 MS1 SPS2 MS2 SPS3  MS3

Super marconi ,Marconi Osdiali =J/J 3a Aa doalall juSi Al

JABY (ha Cl g Cndia sl pgdad) Jsh ¢ Glad) b o alall dgal) ) :(2-3) Jsd
A gaddls e el Capsicum annuum L. siadl

G Aaald Gl Jsb e e il alall deadd () ((2-3)dSall b daia gall gl @ ekl

Anills 9% 36.91 @i el 38 il ladill dpnd & )a8 Cus JfJ g0 (e150 i jall alall 58 il
O daws Gl Jsha Jas 38 I/ 90 e 25 (midiall 38 il & Wi Super marconiciiall
& % 5.51 Jshll ghaii A el Marconi  «hiall Jaw Ly ¢ aalilly 45 i 969,15
e 25 (midiall oald) 58 il A s i Jplall dad ol Wl ¢ Jfd g0 (e 150 oalall 38 Sl
Super <hiall ¢l (e Liliie 1S sl Marconi <aiall ol Lasacc 91,96 - &8 Cua Jfd s

.mar coni

A LS igine 2a ) Jan 8 G Jsb e (ANOVA) sbas) Gl i
bl S5 A sl Jshal S 5 sl Marconi canall o dus (2) Jsaall 4 e
(A)dale ¢ S0 Lds & Super marcon <aiall 4 ,ls (Jf Jse e 150) (Al

dsh e 5 Ade saill o daladl ol 580 ¢ (2-3) JSEN 3 daa gal) il iy

il a3 Calas Ca L Agalall 580 30 300 5 ) g3l sk (8 Qalias) Badl Cua cdala ) 53l
Super marcon <auall e 0515 4tws Cald J/d 50 e 25 midiall oalall 58 ) 8 Gladil)
%545 5 % 43.47,53) Jsb A plbadill il ad el 5, Marcon <eiall 2ic 05 21,55
LD A0 Hlie ad pll e cpduall IS aie d/dy‘;ia 150-50 4xdi yoll daalall 380 Al die Cilaw

53



Cdasiee AN Jas 8 )0l Jola of (ANOVA) ol dalas Al j0 il iy
bl Gn SEEAY) 228 (New man Keuils) Jkis) Xy 5 (3) Jsaall (& miage 8 WS
Super marconi <aiall o G ¢ cpe g el Guieall (g Addisall Lalall Bl g¥) b de 5 jall
Marconi «riall & jie (J Jse ole 150) (Jaadl oaladl 508 5l 8 5 sdall Jshl dad ol Jass
(4)Bade Sl i 4

i) galll 5 B0l GliaiaY) 9 48,00 jas gkl jdipa ¢ AB gl o gkl d3e2.1.3

35
3,

4 30
1

Sup er marconi -Marconi J=dkall - J/J sa La Aalall 5.8 A

A Al jae ekl diga ¢ &Jﬂ\)&)ﬂﬂy&ﬁ@.‘d\ JL@A.YU:‘ :(3-3)d$¢54
Al gai s e ¢ Capsicum annuum L. siadl Jilil) ca ¢l ) 5 Giiaa

S8 cal Gy Al e ek pbe e daglall bl ) ¢(3-3) JSE gl iy
Cun ¢ Al jae Hehai Hhge (B yire galiadl ) Jf se (e 150 5 50 Axdi jall dpaldl
Lo 25 Gamiaiall alall 58 5 306 18.14 Jhali duni ) 5 9 73.54 sl i e s
Lea i3 8 cls ol 0 lasall ol s aalall 45 )6eSuper marconi <aiall aie Jf Jse
48 43 4l jee ekl plise daw Al 5 U Jse (e 25 (alddl 58Sl B dals ald) sl
S5 4 9%73.35 e duw el daw L Marconi <uall die 923,75 (laii 4w Ji
QLA 45 Hlie Caiall i die Jfd se (1150 @i jall oalall

54



A sime 2 DA Jas 838,50 jee sk pdise of ) (ANOVA )kl Jalas 4l jo iy
e sk yhsd ad el daw Super marconi <aiall of Gua (4) Jsaall 8 mase s LS
(4)3~Lke « Marconi  —eiall 45 )lae Apalall 380 8l JS 4 48 )l

Ualads) L;r_ aalisall daadall S ) 33l 3 @‘L“M ).1‘2\ c(3-3) I Lg daia gdll C_a\_ul\ Ot
i ¢ Jf J 5o la 150-50 alall 581 5l 3 liall o s (B Came il e ki 55

ve %53.16 5 Super marconi  <eiall vieaalilly L)l 9%654.67 hadill dudl ad el
il Jdse e 25 aldl 380 4 Glatill caud Laall 2l calas Wiy | Marconi <l
Marconi —auall xie %35.40 5 Super marconi —iall e 9%37.59

aa A Jaw 8 lil) e sk Hb3e O, ANOVA  )odall Qs Al jn il cuig
Sisal ad el Jas Super marconi <iall o) Gua (B) sl B riase s LS| Ay gine
. (4)033.4 ¢Marconi «aiall 43 jlas daalall 38 5l dS‘_g ALl yae ) gl

Super marconi -Marconi Jsddsall =J/J 34 (Aa foalall juS) all

O..,\ﬁ.'\m 545 L“,..wa.m JAﬂ\ K Q,AJJS‘ Gliatuy uiﬁ L;Aj‘d‘ AL@A.YUZ‘ ,(4_3) Jsd
ALY gad s ya £l Capsicum annuum L. stadl JAY ¢ ¢yl g

ol A ol ) Adiaa) daldl 580 58 ol ((4-3) JSall 8 dana sall il DA (e

aiial aldl S5l 8 el Gl glall af o) Gl dia gl Gl

Super aiall die % 72.06 4 s Marconi —iiall dic 95 63.03 4ad caalid J/J s 150
Aalall 45 )lae Marconi

55



A Cilad i) S die Jf Jse e 25 alall €5l 8 glealil) cawl Lial) 4l cilas Loy
2alall 45 lde Quper marconi —siall 2ie 0 22.5 sMarconi «eauall die 9615.90

Cinally 45 )lie doalall 580 510 JS (8 8 )5l Eliatud ol caws Jil Marconi - <aiall Jaws

Lo 12 5 cpdiall X Alaia¥) (8 S (b Ja s daalall 380 Al é3 & Super marconi
Apbeal) 5 Aualal) Fe aally die sy

A LS Ry sine 2n GBI o 3 ()5 S o) (ANOVA) Gl dilas s i
S 4 A5l il a8 ol Jaw Super marconi il of cas () Jsaall & zuase
. (4)3~k « Marconi - —aially 45 e daalall 30 jl)

8 Az sall ) Cae G s el Giinal) JISY ol gaill e aldd) slgay) 5l alis

il il G il gail) A b gale Gamlaanl ) daladl 38050 sal )l Gua(4-3) Ja

Aolae JIdse (ole 150 adisall alall 58S 5l (8 05 41.66 (oetl) saill Gliaiill ol 425 jall

Jhaiill Liall adll Wi Marconi  «iuall % 41.17 s s Super marconi <aiall aalall
sl e cpiiall IS & Jfd se e 25 pamidiall ald) 58 5l vie 9614.70 5 %13.88

S g gl S S i palall S Lol (i (el chiioall 5 Lsae

sl il el Losue Marconi Ciieal) Jae Cam (il G pondll 5l o8 (s L SR

Do le e g daldl 50l i 3l ol Jas 3 5 Super marconi - il A i ol
bl gDl o slia o a4y bl Caia Ll e 5 oalall alga D el dlaiuly aie

s s LS| A sine AN s 8 i) '\M\Qic(ANOVA)OﬁQﬂ\dgHé&Q&H
S JS 8 il il dangiad ad JB Jas Super marconi il G Gus (9) Jsaal)
(A3l ¢ Marconi  —aially 45 i alal)

56



@Jﬂ\ dalal) ¢ Aol axe 31.3

25

3

Super marconi-Marconi O=iball - J/J sa (e dualall S Al

Sadl JAlY cpa ol 5 g llia oAl (31 0Y) 33 o adal) dlgal) i) 1 (5-3) Js&
AL gaidda j £ Capsicum annuum L.

b Bsale (mlins) L) Akl dalad) 580 @l ((5-3) JSall 8 dam gl il Cana
Gl G 315V e angie (B Cpld Ja LS gl Gpiiall SISL 31 5Y) e das sia
ainall sie 0613.38 (3sY) 230 dan il Gl Aad (ol Claad Jf Jsa e 2558 5 A Aald
Wb ¢ aalall clilsy 45,lie Marconi <euall xie 9634.09  Leli Super marconi <aiall xie
Super marconi “eiall & gladl ded el Jaud Jse 150 pdijell aldl 58S 0
Ohai A o) 48 cialy o3 Marconi aially 4 5lae 950,53 <l 3155V aae Jaw sial
ALl 45 e 9 44.90 BsY) e Jaw sid

LS 2y giae 2 IR o S 31531 220 e ie o (ANOVA) cobill s il iy
S Bs¥) 2 i o8 el s SUper marconi —iiall of Gy (7) dsaall b gonso
. 4Gk« Marconi - eivally 45 jlis Aalall 38 5l

57



12

10

(20 58 ) 1 sl

Super marconi -Marconi Osdiall =J/J sa e duadall 581 a0

SN (e (il g Cpiiea s A8 ) ol Aabuall o alal) sgal ) 1(6-3) Js&
AnEY gai s e s Capsicum annuum L. siad)

s daled) e Lol 1l ald) sleaY) i1 ¢(6-3) JSEN b daa gl il oo
oalias) ) Jdse (Lel150-50 dald dadijall daldd)l 580 5l cl Gua ¢ Gaag el Guiiall
aicall 94 58.97 4 )5l dalusall b glaiill af e b cilaid ¢ 48 )l dalisal) (3 yine 5 dasale
e 25 38 Al (89%17.94 daus B85 JfJ e e 150 adi yall aldl 38 5 & «SQuper marconi
LAl 45l JId e

s e 25 skl 385l 4 Marconi —aiall die 48 ) o)) Aaluall Canila (aledi) Ja Laiy

5. d Jse 150 Ml aldl S 5l 3 9%64.84 lalill ad o) Cilas 5 91,56 ald

Caiall 58 Gy Aalal) COLabaall JS 8 A8 ) Alasall 6 Alie dulaiad il oo Lagec
Marconi «euall Je Super marconi

A LS Agine 2 A Cila 8 438 ) 6l Aaluall e (ANOVA) cplall Jalad seiliis iy
JS 8 A8 )l daludll a8 el Jaw Super marconi <auall of ¢as (8) Jsaall 4 s
(4)3ake « Marconi il &5 jlis dualal) 30 Al

58



dabaald) Jalasa g ¢ raeadl) slalle cilad) ¢yl byl ¢1350.4.1.3

3,
-y
-
4 2 -
3

Super marconi-Marconi J/J sa e doalali 3 Al

JAAY e Gl g bl gl diladl G5l ¢ bl 3l e alall dgal) f) 1(7-3) Jsd
ANl gaidls e ¢S Capsicum annuum L. sial

05 Ja sia 8 el 5 lais ool da glall bl N () ((7-3) Sl 8 dana sall gl Cuiy

Gholl G350 s sial gladll s G Al ol cilas Cua L Dald) 580 ey b

el S5 80622, 72 5 aalall L jlie Jdse 150 adiyall aldl 58 b 9475.32
Aalall 4 jlae Marconi <aiall J/J s e 25 (mddiall

& % 59.25ckl ()4l basia B plalill dad el <3 Quper marconi ciiall Ll
& %17.94 <ol o)l b siad Gl dad J8) s Wiy ¢ Jf e e 150 alall 38 5l
LAl Al Jd g0 e 25 (sdiall oaldl) 58 il

A LS 4 giae an AN Jae 38 bl )l Jasie oF (ANOVA )onbil) Jalas il <y
& bl ol das il ad 8 Jas Super marconi - <aiall of cua (10) Jsaall b e
3 jie Jdse e 150-50 duald) 380 il & el 5 Jf0 g0 e 25-0 daaldd) 58 5l e IS
. (4)3~L «Marconi  —aially

Lo sia 8 pudal 5 laati ) ol e 5l ds gLl (] ((7-3) JSE) 8 A gal) gl cuiy
% 78.26 <Hall 550 dawsial pluaii A lof o Cua L Taalal) 5810 8 5 lad) 0550

59



25 Gaidiall aldl 585l 806 39,135 aalall & jie J/d e e 150 gdisall oalall 58 ) 4
aLall 45 )i Marconi —iall J/d s e

& % 57.14 Glall ¢l basiad glali ded el <o Quper marconi casall L
bugie & glatill dad J8) clan Loy | aalill 465 J/dse e 150 adi sl alall 5< 5l
AL 4 jlie JfJ 50 Le25 rmtaiall alall 38 i) 8 0436.57 ks ) ¢ 3 sl

LS | 4y sine an A Jans B a1l 0 s gie oF ((ANOVA )oplall Jilat geilis iy

a0 )38l o gial o 8l Jas Super marconi - aiall of Cua (11) Jsaall b mase s

(Jdse e 150-50) doalell 581 (8wl el 5 (Jdse e 25-0) Lalal) 585 e S
(4)3~k « Marconi il & jlia

Super marconi-Marconi J/J 3a s doalali juSi al

Cdil s cpiian 52 Tnlual) Jalaa 5 amadl) sl e alall Sga¥) 1 5(8-3) JL
AL gai dda e £ Capsicum annuum L. siadl Jald) ¢y

138 5 Lok |55 g yaall il U cptiall il oLl e daliaall dald) 30 ) < il

a3l Jaa gl Cus (8-3) U e ge s LeS bl 3 aeil) elall Jans gia b Gl o Sl L

b aiill (5 el il Cilaid | il B sl oLl (s st 08 LIS daaldll 580 1 <l LS

sMarconi sl vie J/J g e 150 adi pall aldl 58 8 4 963944 i) elall Jass gidl

Al Sl 8 pladl) Gl Ll 4l Gl Wi, SUper marconi —iall die 9430.73

Quper il ve 96,17 5 Marconi —iall A %8.72 lad JJw e 25 (aidiall
Aalill 45 ,lae marconi

60



Marconi <iiall e Cua Akl dualall 30l Lagiaiol b glus sl liieall (s b sac
Cdaalal) 30 gl Guds A Quper marconi —eiall 4 jlia ) elal) Jas gia 0 el

A pine 23 SRS s 38 ) oLl (5 sina Jan gia o (ANOVA ) ool s s i

-0) Adbisal)l dualall 381 Al (s g jaall Gediall Gl Aladul e e e dpuliad) Jalas
a2l LS Talall 381 ) ol 3 LS 4l e ¢(8-8) JSA il s (/e e 150-50-25
Sle 0 oalall 58 5l e Apulal) Jalae 8 laiil) il Admaall sl il Ea | il dpuliaa
Al 43 pd e 138 5 danlia (g) o L) Jlas Y dpalad) AMa) 8 ) (gl aalal il e Jfd 5
O el bl dpulua Blay B gl Wi | (Jfd e J0=S0) uS Al & dbuall Jalaad (10)
S ol 3 WSy 5 96 49.9 Jlatill A Gilad /e e 25 (misiall alall S A
huall vie 0 682 Gl 5 Glualill A Candi )l ¢ Jf 50 (o 150 (Aladl S il Al ) ALl
el S a8l vie Marconi <aball 2% 51.26 gbwdill 4 s Wiy . Super marconi
150 adi pall (alall 58 5l (8 0 833 At (Aol Caland dpulsall A a3l 5 Jfdse (e 25
Super  chially 45l dasladl KT Lba OIS Marconi «aiall o i 13 Jfdse e
Apalall O lalaal) (eds 8 ds slall dpnliaa B8 IS (3 5 marconi

A LS| A gine 2a AN Jas 8 dpuliall Jalaa o ¢ (ANOVA ) pbll Jalas il iy
8,5 jee Hohai yisal ad el Ja Super marconi <aiall o ua (13) Jsaadl b e s
(H3~k « Marconi  —aially &5 jlis Lalall 380 gl JS 4

61



dilranS gaal) Al yall il 2.3

-

il o5 g SN ¢ (ASl) g oIS ¢ g ) ol ¢ g )l (g gian 1.2.3

SPSO ™MSO SPS1 MS1 SPS2 MS2 SPS3 MS3

Sup er marconi - Marconi Osdall =J/J 3a (Aa agalall 5u81 50

sl il o g S g Aalid g ) 5l laal) (5 giaa o adall dlgal) i) 1(9-3) Jsd
AL gaidds e £ Capsicum annuum L. siadl JAY ¢ gl 55 (i

DS Bl 5 @l G o(@) dd sl (s sina o oalall slgaY) Ll ool (9-3) U s
Super  —iiall die 9660.24 Al glaiill i el iag) 8 ¢ aieS A Bgale pali ) sl
Lo J/J 50150 adi pall aldl 38 5l 8 3 5 Marconi <l xie 95 55,095 marconi
S8 ve %2323 5 %26.10 () Jdsosl (s sine 4 il cudl Amall adl) Cils
Sliiiall CAlia) Loges alall 4jlae il e cpdiall SIS Jd e S 25 (miaiall ald)
Sl alall dlead dlaiuy! b Wl iy (Jd 5o e 25 alall 35S il Legiilaiad 3 oLl
JJdse 1 150 550

LS 2 sine 2a D) o 8 (@) 550 (s sime o (ANOVA onbil) it il iy

(4)Gake « (14) Jsa)) b mmse 5o

G sine o Aaslall Ll S o ¢ (D) s IS e 8l iy (9-3) IS s

o sine Galial) LlaaY Cum o s el Cpdiall ST Adliaadl daldl Colabeall DA (D) dad 5
150 géisall oalall 385l 8 96 65,49 platill ol all Jlef cilaid | dualall 51 5l 32l 5
< Super marconi  «suall xie 96 41,90 adill il 4l J8 5 2Ll i JJ e e

62



Ll Sl 8 0650.94 (lakill a8 el il Laiw ./ Jsa e 25 Giaidiall all 58
AU e 13 5 Marconi <iiall vie JfJse e 25 (il o 81 5 Jf Jse e 150 i el
(D) Qs SIS (5 sima 5 shall (s Fpnal

LS | 4 sin 2 iR Jas 38 (D) i 55U 5 sima o ¢ (ANOVA) ) s il iy

& (b) s o<l (5 gina el Ja Super marconi il of ua (15) Jsaall i mase 5

DS B gliall et Laiw Marconi —auall 45 5e (J/d e e 50-25-0)alall 380 5l JS
(A)3ake ¢ I 50 e 150 g yall ool

SIS s slSU e slall Jalil) il s G315 (s sina (B et gan (9-3) Sl (e L3l
abaadle pe Jf Jse (oo 25 Aaisiiall daldd) 580 5l (8 (g sima e (il 28 g da lall S 0l
WLAL i Adalall el A Glawg | AY Bua (e 4dlide il aledny) A )
vie 9%23.45 5 Super marconi <iiall A Jfdse e 25 da sldl Gl s 2329423 93 cil<a
¢ pomsall ) oIS mla (e Jfd 50 (e 150-50 dxdijall 381 3l B las (5 52a 5 cMarconi —auall
caiall 2005745 5 Super marconi —eiall 2e0p 57,22 (mladiyl A Glan Sua
ALl 45 ,5lae Marconi

A giea 2 AN Jawe a8 KU 50 (5 gina o ((ANOVA )onlall Jala il iy
g5l s gindd el Jaw Super marconi <iiall of dus (16) Jsaall 3 nse 2 LS
. (43~ Marconi  —aually 45 )lae aalall 3S) 5 JS S S

Go slall Jail il e Bl ssina e asmasall 35S mle il ((9-3) S ma
sV 55 S (s gima 8 bl € 55 0 LS sl D G iy 5555 S0

Al Jhaits A J81 aaly s Sy i g S e lall o) siae 8 Super marconi —aiall (3
S 06 49,20 4l plai duws o) 5 e ole 25 Gmidiall aldl 5SS 962,17
AALAIL 45 e g saall 3 )5S mle o Jf 50 (e 150 @i jall

& % 544300y 55 5 Sl (s sine (& glalill s el e Marconi <aball (s sial) Leiy
oLl S S 3 0% 24,84 (sl Lsi Cinaal 5 AL D lia ¢ Jfdse el 50 g sall 3 5
I sa e 25 minid

63



shall Jaldl s a3l 50 A il gt g S (5 gina o ¢ (ANOVA )osl) Jalas il iy
Super marconi «asall o cus (17) Jsaadl b rmage s LS | Ay gima 2a A Jau S8
(4)3ake « Marconi - <aialls 45 jlae dpaldl 580 il IS 4 clay gt s ST (5 gina el da

o9l 9 @Y (A Clguad) gdall 9 3L B b Sl s giae 223

12

SPSO MSO SPS1 MS1  SPS2 MS2 SPS3 MS3

Super marconi -Marconi J=iiall «J/J sa (Aa “oalali 5280 Al

sl o @Y gﬁ Olgod) 9 b Sl g giaa o alal) AV 1(10-3) Js&
ALA gai dda je £ Capsicum annuum L. siadl JAlY e Gl g Cpiial

e aall il & (g gine e Laalisdl (milil by Sl (s 5iae ol (10-3) JSall oo
PAa150-50- Bl 51l Aaball LA 3 5 5 B sina 53 05 simall 158 931 Laks A shall
ol e Kl s ian o e A gl LS (iS5, a3, ol e Jise
ekl 585l d Super marconi <aiall xie0h 6,51 4l 5ol A e f cialy Cua gyl
e e 25 misiall aldl 38 5l 8 92,52 4 333 A U8 s Loy o/ 3 ko 150
Ll 45 Hlea

lll S 5l 806851 (31 sY) (Al Sl 33h ) a8 et Ja (53 Marconi <aualls 45 5las
3 Jie e ole 25 pmisiall aldl 581 3 962,20 543 el B 5 I e ole 150 il
Aalally

64



2 SRS Ja b Sl e GSY) sine o (ANOVA )Suan) dlaill ilis iy
Gsise el Jaw Super marconi <eiall o Gua (18) Jsoall 8 miase s LS | dysine
(H)3~k « Marconi —eiall 45 jlae aaldl) 580 8l JS 4 b Sl

Jsda A 8aS Ay gina 33l da Al by Heda 3l SU (s i O ((10-3) JSA G
il S L asmgeall a5 e (e I e (le 150-50 i pall dpalall 580 50l dlabeall culilal)
e sab)y el il Gia puag el guiiall G Gl SWll gsise e Ll da k)
4 lie 967,11 53b ) At J8 5 J/dse e 150 S A 4 Super marconi  —siall 2ie9629,23
Gl s (8 ddle ddiay 9610.62 Cl_Sadl (5 sl 33l ) s J81 Cilas Laiy ¢ 2alll) il
Gl Ale 3ab) Al el 5 Jfdse e 25 pmiaial aldl 385 8 Marconi il
I 54 oLe 150 i yall oalall 38 51 4 %26.32 2Ll

5 slall Qi s oS s (b b Sl s sime of ¢ (ANOVA) ol ilas s
Jaw Super marconi <aieall of Gus (10) Jsaall b inge s LS | 4 sina 2a i) Ja
5 Marconi il & i Baald) 80500 S 8 il b Sl i o8 el

(H)Sade ¢ Luaidia oy ua

5 5 ¢(10-3) JSal 8 e sa Lo o il all i) (a5 g (il il i
o el i gyl (oS3 8 AR 5 LAY) AieY) Galaal) G e A 2 KV i) (el
el (s sine i) daws G (alddl dga¥) ) Clall L G ey 3 daa gl spnd sl (ulie
S 8 0 27.31 LAl 4 jlie 4 i g) 53 Aalall 58050 80k 3 315V (A Gl e
el S 506 181 A sl i) Cilas 5 4 g geall 35S mle 0 Jd 50 ke 25
334 ) 4w e ) Marconi “aiall Jas Ly, Super marconi —avall & J/d e e 150 adi jall
Ll S A 896 60.32 1Y (B b Sl 535 A B 5 96 232 GV b ol sl
LG A )lae Jfd 50 (e 25 (il

Sl a3l A Clgodl Y] aeall 5 sise o (ANOVA) Galall Jilas s iy

Super  <aiall o Cus (20) Jsaall 8 mmge 58 LS| Ay gine an CEEA) Jaw 8 glal) Jaldl)

e Lalall 581500 S 8 G ol Y] paeall g sisal ad el daw marconi
(4)3~k Marconi —eiall

65



Ge Ol s G L sda (A cdgoal i) Gaeall (5 sina o ((10-3) o) JSA

33l 3 A Cas gl 538 <) J 5 (e 150-50-25 Apalall 581 5l (8 4 giea 3ol ala ) 28 lal) Jaldll

Marconi —auall 2e06188.31-129.8 n s Super marconi —iall xie 04181.16-7105 o
ol sl cpdieal) DIST A plally Alalas puall aalal) culiln 45 lsa

Ol s Cpfina ) gda (B Gals ) ) (meall s gise O (ANOVA)Gsbil) Jalad il iy
Super  iiall ¢ Gus (21) Jsaall 8 reinsa sa LS|y ginae ax AN Jawe 28 lal) Jalil) (e
caially 4 jae Al 380l IS vie Hehal (8 ol ll ssise el Jas marconi
(4)3~k Marconi

293l (B ¢ 810 B agalisall ¢ sdadl ¢ (3105Y) (A agagall s gisa 323

SPSO MSO SPS1 MS1 SPS2 MS2 SPS3 MS3

Sup er marconi-Mar coni Osddall - J/J $a (Aa azalall 580 Gn

JJ:\%JJ‘JJigAeJ:IMuﬂ‘J psgall g siaa o alal) Agayi i :(11-3) Js&
A gaidda ya ¢l Capsicum annuum L. siad) J&l& cra Gl 5 9 Ciiea

=25 A yall 4 slall 3alas (o ¢(11-3)pd ) JSEN (b g 58 LS Lele Jucnall il iy

e Ol s Cntina (3151 (B p s geall (5 sinal yiina g (5 sima 23 gl ) ol Jd 5 e 150-50
DS AL Alalaall clilal) 8 aalill 45 e a gy geall 33l ) A Caial Calas Cua ¢ lall Jaldl)
Gadi pall Aaldl) 300 8 Llell 4pasi s Wiy 9614.80 dansis J/J 50 oo 25 (miaiall aldll
Jaw Lin SQuper marconi  —isall ol caiall 4 % 49,00 Claw Cus J/dse e 150-50
150 i el alall 58 5l 8 0648.38 §,sY) (S asmasall b)) ad Jel Marconi —auall
WLl 45 )i Y se e 25 aidiall oaldl 38 5l & 9632.84 41 3l dawi il 5 Y se e

66



Lo s 5 oalall algadl AlainV) Gl ey 138 5 Cdinall (g 0 503 saall (5 sima (8 (il Jas S,
L;Ld\ AA}M\}:L;ML»;SbMQ Prx

Oe Oy s e il 3150 8 a g sall s sine o (ANOVA) bl dlas il iy
Super  aiall ol Cua (22) Jstall (B priase p LS Asine 2a DA a3 lal) Jilil
caiically & jlae daald) 380 IS A 315V (B s gall Glhgine Sal Jaw marconi
C(@)3ake 31V A a s seall (s gine el Jaw 3 5 Marconi

Oxil s Gpina G sda (A s pall (5 gine O ((11-3) B, JSAN (8 dam sall il iy

Super marconi —iiall vie (Alall) Lalall 580 5 L giee Lialédi) (midi) 88 lal) Jalil) e

G e e aliai ) 5 lall & ie 0 11,96 sealll 4 cuald (U se e 150-50)
LAl & e 065,59 (sl A ity S /50 Lo 25 Cagmall alall € i

Marconi <iiall sic J/Jse Lo 150-50 dullall Laldll 580 0 3 L sina Lialilil aiil Lok
25—umall alall 58 gl & (g sima e (@ladl) 5 ¢ 0612,94 2Ll A jlaa (mliany) A Caly
AaLalL 45 5lae 9 3,52 dans Jad J/d 30 e

On il s Opa il sda (B agdsall ssise OF (ANOVA) bl Jilas milis iy
Super  aiall ol Cua (23) Jstall (b priase s LS Bsine 2a SDGAT o A lal) Jilil
Caially 45 jlae Lalall 38101 IS A& Hsdall 8 s g gall s siaal ad 3 Qs marconi
. (4)3~k Marconi

B glall Jaldl e ol )y Cpbiea il Glosl A asadisll gine o (11-3) I3 G
29.06 Laliail dai Jams Eun ¢ JJ 30 ole 150-50 dualall 381 il b (5 sine 2a Lialii) i
die 9515.43 Jdasd J/d 50 (e 25 Chpmaall alall 58 jill (8L siee e (aliadl addd) Lan ¢ %
P sima Lalads) Jaw 388 Marconi —eiall il Ll 2alillh 45 )i Quper marconi <l
& %3.45 das 5 9 2054 sl A il Cua ¢ Jf e e 150-50 Ealall 3S)
LG A5 jlae Jf Jse e 25 (addiall alall 58 il

SN e il 5 Cpia 35l (A p gl sl (5 sine GI(ANOVA )oplll Jalas il iy
Super  iall of Eua (24) Jsaall B mase ga LS Lygine an AN Jaw B )

67



Ciially 4 jlae dpalall 380 51l JS 2ie 31,591 (8 sl sall (5 sinal ad ol Qs marconi
(Bsale Lalall Llainl) PIA liie 2 Cpdieall o sla OIS Eua al) el Jas 31 Marconi

@ sime 3305 A @l (Jdse e 150-50 -25 dalall 31l of ((11-3) JSE (e ey

O B A Can gl 5 S slall JAAN (e (i) ) 5 (pina LG ) g3 B sl sl (5 il ual

4le Marconi —iall 204 8.26-0.35 ¢ 5 Super marconi —siall die 0412.22-4.37
Sl el

Gn s Cplien L sda 8 psanlindl ssine o (ANOVA) ol il g
Super  iiall Gl dus (25) Jsaall B e s LS | A giae ax DAY o 8 lal) Jald
Caially 4 )i dalall 381 3l S wie sdall (8 sl sgiaad a8 ol Jass marconi
. (4)3=1s Marconi

ool ‘_'jbj‘\l\ gﬁ sAilY) Jalza,14.2.3

2,5

4
g

Super marconi-Marconi J=iball - J/J sa (Aa doalali 580 Al

G Ol g Cpiia Jgda g (310l B S IR Jalaa o alal) dgal) ) :(12-3) Jsa
ALA gai s pa £ Capsicum annuum L. siall  Jatiy

JEa (e il 5 Cpinm i 30 B Y Jalaa palisdl ((12-3) b JSEN (e Cp

Ao slall L S0 ) asd ) 385 «Jfd se ol 150-50-25 Asalall 3815l 8 (g sine Lialiss) slal
ALl 45 jlee Quper marconi —eiall die 94621.42-6.5 G ghalill s gl i ) e
-25) i yall Zoalall 380 50 & 9454.08-42.85 (laaiill o cualy 28 Marconi iiall aie L

68



Sliiall o Bl L aalall 45 i Some 3 gl ghatill o Ba gl S J/J e e 150-50
liial e Ciioa JS58 ) anl 10 5 dikisad) dpalal) cdlebeall JA LogS sl 8 Ll (s s _yal)
A Y L

S (pe il 5 Oinm il Bl B SV dalaa F (ANOVA )cnbill Jilas geilis iy
Super  ciall o dus ¢ (26) dsaall b mdase s LS | dysiee 2 D) Ja B )
Caially 45 e Lalal 380500 JS OB §,sY) 8 oY) Jaledd af el Jas marconi
(4L Marconi

it Jaws slall JAlE e cpfil 5 Gt Heda (A Y] dalaa O ((12-3) JSE (e iy
Super marconi cavall die J/J sa L;A 25 raddiall Lr\m\ S ) 2 %34.70 s sira Lalids)

150-50 daii_yal Guald) 580 ) & Ciiall 138 vie oY1 Jalead (5500 2n onlidl Ja Lais
2aLall 45 )lae 9475.07 Gladill Ao Cialy Cua Jfd e e

dadi yall dalall 380 ) 2ie ) 5aall s sy Jalaal (5 sira mlassl Marconi —uall Jaw WS
lall RS Al LY Jalaal (5 5iea palanil 5 9478.19 4t Glad JfJse e 150-50
el 45 )aa0/p 14,4500 dust Jad JfJ 0 (125 (mdaiall

B glal) Jalal) (pe il Cpiia a8 YY) Jelae of (ANOVA) bl dilas il caiy

Super marconi <iiall Jaws dus (27) Jsall B miage sa LS Asiae 2a QU Ja

daw 3 Marconi  <iially 4 jlae Lalall colabaall JS IA )01 b ol Jaladd 0 el
(4)dale ald) clelaal) Guis JDA £lEDY] Jaleal Liall gl

4, Jilas15.2.3

e 53 ALl g Alaninall Ay () ity | (1-3) Jsdall & 4l 5 Lile Jumniall il QYA (e
L et LS | Aaslall ALB Jviae pH <3 45 4 ) Al Cagaall g Bagal) e aalall S5l
Yo 4 (e 1S L s < s Y
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Capsicum anuum siad) Jaldl) i g ;3 Jac oS dlaatiowal) Ay Al lassl) Jalatl) £ (1-3)J g2
saill Jal e BA L.

pH |CE(MYCm) dagladl| (Alsa o) Sl ulsl) (sh)Jladl) uls)
(A (A Asa

7 0.5 9.5 4.0

$ad Ada e P Gagtall Gl sl Cpdiall o daglall o gl Jadl) Y Ll sl 3.3
e

s jo ol Ay 280 5 A sn ¢ Lnslond ¢ L glsd e pulae oo Aulall ol o cidil
var : (Super marconi / Marconi) siall Jalill el (e ol 5 5 Gndiia Je AL g 5 lsY)
dale Ll 3 ab e ol da slall agiaulin (530 5 agalili (520 4 el Capsicum annuum L.
IS al s gl b i ¢ bl oia Jlo Ay diliaa) Al Slo ol ja) S ddlida
5 a0 M Y i)zl 5 Analys de composant principal (ACP) daaa saill
L pgieslia e 5 Cptiall (i o daslall o il Jadl) S ekl

Adliae dallas il gl GO (e dpdaa sl) Al all 02 IS Jilas o

Ll Y el (5 siane A1
il )Y dila (g gise o2
A xSl sl (5 g Je-3
il Y Jalas 48 ghuaa (5 finn o Auagll Jalail) 1.3.3

a5 ) I o el Bl ) 581 1 (2-3)Jsaad) 3 40 gaall el ;Y1 48 gias i
s3SI (s Jas b Bl 81 5 (1 = 0,982/ chl(8)- chi(T)) (8)Je sl 5 I
Sl A cllald ) ¢oelal Liw (1 = -0.982/ EP- K'R)_siall i asmlisdll (5 gine
2 (0.7 > 1) U8 A %] e o ssime s e Lghe dulag) o) Gl dule G i)

(0.6>r1) S 13 5% s siwe e S)(r=0.947 PS/ChIT) ,(r= 0.773, ProF/K* R)
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0.4 >)4 gsiae e S W W (r=0.618 ,REG/TG )(r=578,Car/PF)(r=-0.664,|SLR)
: (r = -0462, PF /Sic R , r = -038,Pro F /SF)(r = (r
.(14-3) 5(13-3)J20.435 ,TER/K*/Na'F)

10
‘B .
-
b 8 R2=0,963
> .
17
- L
=,
= 6 .
B
s 5
= a <+ chla
3 | Linéaire (chla)
2
1 -
0
0] 5 10 15 20
(ug/gMF) ()55 i<

$ai Al e ol (@) dibouslsl) g Al Gy oSl (e ABSIAY) (o da glal) cidlalra S (13-3)J84

-

PRA|

12,8 -
= 12,6 -
‘j o4 R? = 0,964
3 122 - .
ENP N
Y, 11,8 - + K+R

11,6 Linéaire (K+R)

11,4

11,2 - MRANG

11
0 10 20 30 40 50 60
2550 (A 2 gl sl (s gina

gl gA p gl gal) (g gina g gﬁJJM Aty A3Mal) s da glall cDlalaa A(14-3)Js&
ALY gal dds ya o)
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il ) Abla (5 gia Ao il Jalail) 2.3.3

Al yall can o) U0 S SISV el s chl(T) AU Jads sl () caldal ) dils Cina

Afluas AN ) snall 2a 4580 9 72,96 L )28 dflaany 1) el JS35 4 aalu 5(19%99 ) 4l

() i) A ) i) AL ae & i KY/NATF Gl A oY) Jalas alia s 5 (%88.10)
(15-3)088 G5 8 i) dalea U jsaddl 5 chi(T) doliadl) slll Jo¥1 ) sall

F2(13.01%)G¥) & £l Jalaa A, gaall

1
0,75
0,5 varf
e\ BP S£ =x
0,25 ‘]E‘:E
Caro .
2z
[ = _IJ
[ .
o]
: EES

chib “ e/ Na+R

0,5
SF
0,75 ® 16
® |[+/Na+F
l \
1 0,75 0,5 0,25 0 0,25 0,5 0,75 1

il Al gda 9 Gyl A B akall Cil el G cillal Y Jalas dila (15-3) JSd
ALY g Aa ya £LE) Capsicum annuum L. stadl Jta

72



>

(2-3)Js

 shuaa

i

ial) Calidal cillals Y Jalza

o

)&l

-

o)

-

3Ly

.

I

vt
o

1,8

£l

- . - -
Gl G G

sl glall Jaldl)

g
1
J

Variables TG LT LR LPI Pl EP  REG NF SF PF ] TER IS chla chlb  chT  Caro proF  proR  SucF  SuR  NatF NetR K#F KR kt/NatF  KeNath
16 1
LT 0,447 1
LR 0,695 1
LPI 0605 0600 0348 1
Pl 0476 0814 0307 0,9 1
EP 0,280 0832 0499 074 0851 1
REG 0,618 0864 0535 0881 0911 098 !
NF 0,687 0,633 0381 0838 0787 0929 1
SF 0,652 0610 029 0689 0447 01 0609 1
PF 0,801 0647 0874 085 075 0936 0925 0806 1
0,615 0,708 0635 0826 0921 0842 0920 0951 0575 0928 1
TER 0,698 0888 0613 0875 0853 0841 0971 086 0772 0932 0846 1
18 0671 0704 0664 0777 849 0815 0911 D955 0493  -0906 9978 0843 1 ’
chla 0,572 0715 0618 0937 0876 0906 0947 095 064 0905 0949 0902 091 1
chib 0,703 0698 0571 095 0739 0776 0900 0748 0887 0803 0942 0805 0919 1
chiT 0,522 0803 0607 0871 6889 0955 0964 0927 0559 0880 0947 0914 0937 0582 0883 1
Caro 0,307 0546 0368 0232 079 050 057 0528 0209 0578 0717 0420 0700 0480 0210 0551 1
proF 0283 A0 <0541 414 470 0984 -085 0770 0389 696 0812 -0814 791 0904 0,787 0944 0,405 1
proR 041 0740 0465 0,737 4886 0913 0913 0426 0819 0942 0803 0945 0897 0742 0938 D70 0839 1 .
SucF 0065 0360 0300 -0447 075 0889 074 055 0237 0530 0668 0672 0661 0654 -04% 0717 0628 0827 0812 1
SucR 0056 0758 012 <0456 0709 0867 D715 0557 0205 0462 0627 D602 0613 D640 0477 0748 0545 0805 084 0962 1
NatF 0,178 0697 0344 0468 0620 0848 0735 0676 0070 059 071 0632 473 0703 0554 0810 0565 0838 087 0884  -0,889 1
NatR 0825 0768 0658 0877 0851 0686 0911 0870 0852 0974 0842 0948 082 0852 0903 0824 0450 0643 972 0482 03 04R 1 )
K+F 0619 0774 0512 0895 094 0839 090 0923 0782 0% 0947 0916 0897 0948 0878 0931 0587 0797 0875 0639 0619 0606 0,96 1
K+R 0204 0764 0433 0775 0831 0982 0852 072 046l 0702 0823 0786 0767 0897 0743 -0928 0468 0973 0842 0837 0837 4781 ,o.auq 0,839 1 .
k+/NatF 0220 0525 0057 0,077 0367 0668 0469 0353 0160 0161 0379 034 0435 0399 0261 0535 0367 0646 0643 0829 0899 0897 0087 0311 0616 :
K+NatR 02499 0761 0264 0825 0895 0925 0902 0811 0606 0761 -0829 0815 0762 0888 0781 0903 0483 0473 0,800 0,850 71 089 0936 0,591

Les valeurs en gras sont différentes de 0 & un niveau de signification alpha=0,05
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Cogaall Jiad (& glat) JAY el i jgda 5 (310l (S B aal) @l pial) Aleld 1(3-3) e
AEY gad s ya oL

F2 ALY saal) F1Js¥ saall &l el
Lo sl 8 gal) Ll
-0.717 0.563 TG%
-0.119 0.844 LT (cm)
-0.357 0.576 LR(cm
0.281 0.935 EP°
-0.025 0.931 Pl
-0.310 0.873 LPI
-0.068 0.988 REG%
-0.190 0.934 NF
-0.563 0.639 SF(cm?)
daa ol guendll Al yal)
-0.088 0.954 PS(0)
-0.366 0.920 PF(g)
-0.196 0.942 TER %
0.072 0.937 | S%
dailiass o) Al )
-0.093 0.970 Chl(alug/g/MF)
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-0.299 0.888 Chl(b/ug/g/MF)
0.048 0.990 Chi(T/ug/lg/MF)
0.178 0.592 Caro(ug/g/MF)
-0.261 -0.902 ProF (ug/100mg/MF)
-0.186 -0.944 ProR (ug/100mg/MF)
-0.560 -0.780 SucF (ug/100mg/MF)
0.637 -0.748 Suc R (ug/100mg/MF)
-0.533 -0.777 Na" F(ppm)
-0.441 0.874 Na'R(ppm)
-0.179 0.960 K™ F(ppm)
-0.276 -0.901 K* R(ppm)
-0.811 -0.503 K*/Na' (F)
-0.197 -0.917 K*/Na'(R)
13.01% 72.96% % Oiasaall 4flaaa
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A el Al Al g gl o Al Julail) 333

Go Adlaas JS) o el A ) (B S dig sl e e 2 IV el Sas
(16 -3)ds Al gl e o) 8 a5 a8 62l 5, 315 o elaiy] Jalaay Jiadd) SUE ) sadl)

u-b‘\}\ de ganall

&b pdanl 5B (JfUse o 25 5 0) dnslall (e daidiall 580 ik de sanall o3 ) ja < s

A o claidl Gua ¢ Aadipo agd SSI Ji g5l A O e Ja (L) saall dun sl dgal)
Gl yae Hokai e ((Pl) 485l jee sk jdse a5l 5 el Cpll Super marconi il
5 GsY) B amasall s 5ine o(chlb) s, s sisa Chl(a) Jisosi ssisa [ (LPI)
sk (REG) gansdll sl ¢(TG) lii¥) s ¢ (SF) &5l Aabudli( Na' F, Na' R) sl
25 5 0)0e S il S bl (s Sl marconi wasall o 1 (PF) bl o550 ¢« (LR) sl
(JIdse e
ALl de gaaall

1150 550) A yall dpalall 381 5l & Super marconi - crtiall o) il de ganall o2a i
o) s sisa ((SUC F/ SUC R) Lsaall 5 31 Y) (8 Gl Sl (5 s g5 )l g el Can(Jf 50
I e3a ) Ao Ja 1) saall i) olai¥) 8 sl 56 ¢ (Pro R/IPrOF ) saall 5 Gl s¥)
a3 8 1S ) 535 L 0 S A OF (e (30 (e 150 5 50) c Sl die ol sl s Sl
Y sha

JAAY Ao ganal)

ke 25 5 0) dcaiaia) daldl 385l Jeleddl Marconi s ciiall e laal i cilais)

Jsb gl ol Lea (nisie e aedil e du el psmall onsall slai¥) 3 anaal gib (JfJ5e
35 SN (s sisa ((NAF) GlsY) (B pssall 6 sine ((EP) (sl Sl ((LT) Gl
138 (Jdse e 25-0) cposS Al die yigia pall Caiall & gl el Marconi sl ol sl (Car)

Marconi <riall o) 8 te 55Ul i Legd o S 53l Gl (o) img
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dayl ) ds ganall

e 150 550) A yall Lpalall 31 5l ) slase cpdll Marconi siiall o) il de senall 028 ilia

sl s e daslally (pyisie aa aedl o Jay ) 1) saall bl olad¥) 8 aadal 53 (J/d se

ke 150 550 ) cuSoll 2o jigie aall Caiall ¢l el aiall G (51, (1S) Ambuall Jolas
(I se

F2(13.01%) 31 6¥) b V) Jalaa 81 paall

Gl i Y gl
* F1(72.96%) <!

SP-Super marconi
M-Marconi

ALEN gad dda o pUE) glad) JANY il dla jgda g (3190 A8 sl Aada (16-3) JS&
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A JAIA 5 58 i) 480 ) gl CiliaY) o da glall aSl) Jadl) 5 VAt Sl 4.3.3

Jiiai A (588 o) ALE g A je A CHI(T) S Jis sl (5 sinn il iS5 Craana

ataral i agin Jalall g da slad) g Caiall oS Jrdll ) edal 5 ) Jifiad Cpuea) Al all can o) 8Y)

1) 901 (e S) (5 st o (55t (S Jadll () 8 ANOVA ALl 4] gulial) il Ul
(4-3) dsaadl (A4 eaall 54 saall (F) S 0 43 )lie Al (F)<

S Jadl) L e sl o3 G 3 e 5 0699 Ay OIS ) Jle Al i o) o)
(b LS 96 5 (5 siue Je New man Keuils 42 ks agin Jalaill 5 4a slall 5 cauall

Chl (T) Jdsussh) s sina o Laghy Jalail 5 chlall g daglall ¢ Gl Jalat 1 (4-3)d g2
ALEY gai dlda pa s L) glald) JANY il il (31 ol

Pb Juwia¥)| Aidld|bugie £ sans bagia| Galidan| ol jaae
Glagall | ey sal

< 0,0001*** 32.248 43.93 131.790 3 < lalea

(Syiastal

< 0,0001*** 22.46 10.640 10.640 1 (V)iiall

< 0,0001*** 18.1 35.061 105.183 3 O Jaladl

VIS

#%%Ph<0,001 (12> 12> &3 ia)¢ ¥*Ph<0.02 (12> 43584)¢*Ph<0.05 (42524)Pb >0.05 (sina 1£)
daglall o B (any ALEY gal Al ya-)

heli | da sl Colae e el (ks ol @) Dlaia) o cpiiall CaMA) i ciiall Jad i
cealall s gll el bl e cpsiall (L (a5 Las (5-3) s (iilia (e gana

(Marconi) M <aiall il il cilia 1A 4 gageall
.(Super marconi)Sp <aiall Ll i cilie: B 4s gagall

Al dalal) Gogplall cani AY) ce s weS s Guiiall IS o (g) *
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Ua yo sl glald) JAAY cra Gl g9 Ciiaal daglal) Ge BN (i ciliall Jad i) (5-3) Jga

ALY gas
Modalité Moyenne estimée Groupes

M 14,094 A

SP 7,071 B

cilall e ) ey da glal) Jad i
G da slall ) g Apadl) e didaall A0S sl g daa o) g8 ) sall | daa ol g 58l) Al all DA (e
Ale ganad A A AY) 028 & 55 Cuny Caiall e laill any b il of AV e Lilde | 0
1(6-3) Jsaa dadlis.
Lile OIS an sai (Jfd 50 e 0=S0) Aasle o5 2 LEIL cila g Laal 3l A de gaall
Aa slall dlin Chuad CailSs (/U 50 JLe25=S1) alall 38 il cile se )il B de ganal)
(3 550) A slall Ao i€ (] 30 (Le50=S2) alall 38 il il se Lol 3 C A ganall
) A shall Al 2 W)l cilSs (Jfd 50 e150=S3) alall 3 5l cala se Ll il D de ganal)
(8 A5 2>

YA gen & Cilide byl S Al ol cand alall 3810 o) e s e

S Ada e o) glald) JRIN Cpa Gl s Culaa o dgalal) Sus) Al Jad ) cul 5l (6-3)J g2

PERA
Modalité Moyenne estimée Groupes
SO 0,278 A
S1 0,228 B
S2 0,135 C
0,116 D
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Ao glall g ciluall Cp JANAI) J2b )

Super il s JKi i cpinall Sle (e ole 0=S0) oalall S a1 il ial
aadl il cilkd Marconi (M) il e (C, D) fie saaa s, (A) de sl marconi()

Al dules e

(B) e sl (U5 (sle 25=81) alall 38 5l dalaall Super marconi(§p) —riall Jsi
s olall Alien Caai ol i

Ll 385 ae Marconi <iiall vie (Jfdse (1e25=S1) alall S il 5 4l ey

5 (SPS2, MSI)D s C 0iie sexe IS4 5 Super marconi <uall xie (J/dse 50=S2)

50 5 25) oS Al 8 @bl B Llds udall o) ) Aa glall Al Caial aaal 8l cailS
(I se

CilS 5 (D,E) oxfidlide (yiic sane (Jdse SLB0=S2)aldl S5l & Marconi caicall gkl
da gLl Al o3l il

(J/dse Ae150=S3) adiall aldl 3580 & Super marconi euall O cpd s (S
i & Marconi <aiall 3l ) JS5 ey s slall Al ax 03l i) i€ 5 (E,F) (e sanall e
A slall Ala s a3l CalSS (F) e gl ald) 3 )
A5 LagS shu (8 Ll (] 5 (il O Aa glall 5 caiall G Jalaill Jad i) il (e (i ¥
Ll S 8 Aules e Gle sene (8 g il Adlal e seaddl DA e el L
(I 50 ol 25= S1) (aldl 58 5 b il Cauai e gama | il S (U 50 e 0=S0)
(V30 e 150=S3 5 30 eB50= S2) ¢ 1S sl 8 A slall Ao (i e sana
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Sai Al ya o) glad) Al el do da glall g il G JANE Jod 5 G 5 ala 3(7-3) Jgta

Modalité
SO0*SP
S1*SP
SO*M
S2* SP
SIM*
S2*M
S3*SP
S3**M

M oyenne estimée

32,125
26,305
20,258
15,448
15,403
10,958

8,505

4,993

L
Groupes
B
A C
C D
C D
D E
E F
F

i 28 Gy Ggiieal) 280 e A 8 s Lagin JANa) 5 da glal) 5 Caiall Jad el
(8-3)Js2all b mm e s LS Ailide Cile gana Slaeld | Caiall

sad) JAY LS (e o Lagi JAISH g A glall 5 Cilual) b ) a5 b £(8-3) 52

(Jds= 1e150)S3

EDB

FDB

FDA

(Jdsa e 50) S2
CCB
CCB
DCA

ECA

M"”\\gﬁh&ﬁ;—ﬁﬁ‘

(Uldse Ma25)S1 | (U3 ola0)SO | cidhalaall/iieal
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daglall Jad ik
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Ua e PUA Lalal) clalaal) cal Super marconi ,Marconi stad) JAL eyl ) ol il gad geilli : (1-3)5_ 500
Al o
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(A 5! g 58 ) gl i) Ja ) Al () (g puadl) galll A 04,3

ol g 4Bl pas ekl pdigac sdad) Jsbe gl Jsb, 1.4.3

SPSO MSO SPS1 MS1 SPS2 MS2 SPS3 MS3

Sup er marconi -Marconi Osiiali - J/J o (e dsatall s 2l

il g 485l jas okl pdisa ¢ ygdad) o Gl Job le Al gl A 1(17-3) Js&
¢ radl) gall) Al e ¢ Capsicum annuum L. siadl JAl ¢ Gl 55 Gebisa s
Jasyae

dala gl Jsb Ao obe il aldl sleadd o ((17-3) ISl b dan sl gl @ jekil
S5 B 9670.2730 Jska (8 Ao sine 2a gliali At Jas Cua dadi all dalall 380 ) (8
e 25 aiaiall alall 58 5l (8049.40 4 sime e Ol dssi 5 JfJ 50 (e150 i jall aldll
Jshll ghads da Jel Marconi  <aiall Jaw Laiw | Super marconi <iall 8 J/J s
& Glau 2 Johall lads L Jal Ll ¢ JfJse e 150 adisall alal 38 ) 8 0% 55.76
caiall (gl Lgas 5,203 & jlaa 914,420 8 Cua JfJ 50 (25 (il ald) 58 )
Super marconi <euall & slu e Llia 1S sl Marconi

Toasa A LS 4, gime aa AN Jaw a8 Ll Joha e (ANOVA) k) M@um
Al Al 585 4 Gl skl € il sal Marconi il of Cus (28) sl b
(4) Gale S 5 uds & Quper marcon <l 435 (Jf s e 150)
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Jsb o sale sl o da Ll bl L3l ¢ (17-3)p ) S (b daa sall il iy
Ghali duw (o) Claid | doalall 58 il 50k 3 ) saadl Jska 4 paliail Cos ) ¢ dala ) sl
20941341 Jshll (i das ) 5 I Jse e 150 @i yall ald) 5€ i L 657,31 skl
O A las L «QuUpEr marconi <eiall 3 Jd s e 25 (asdiall ald) 5€ gl 4
fas 0 5 Jfse o1e150 aiisall aldll 5SS b 0 70.27¢ Marconi <iiall sal & sies 3a
Ciiaall (5 Cun Ll i/ e e 25 Gmisiall aldl 5SS 0637.83 L sine (s
10 50 sl 150 Leia i pal) duslss bl el S VA LagS sl b

Tonse oa LS dygine aa AN Jaw 8 53l Jola of (ANOVA) osbl) Jidas il iy
Sl alall 5S4 sl Jshal dad ol Jaw Marconi <aiall of us (29) Jsaall A
(DaLe ¢ S a3l Gass S Super marconi —eiall 45 ,las (Jf s« e 150)

ol Cua A5l e Hskai ph5e e daslall ol SV cui ((17-3) JSA @S YA e
A5l jee skl pise 8 iee (@ladsl ) Jf Jse e 150 5 50 Axdi el dalall ) gl
Ol s e 5 Jf Jga e 25 (addiall oalall 38 5l 30 018,11 (lals At () Calaid
Jaw Lin « Quper marconi  «eiall & J/dse 1150 adipadl aldl 38 8 4 0473.50
Ol dpwd (S 5 Jfd e 150 (Al Sl 9677.82 (lats 4w el Marconi il
G o Ol Qi) sal Gua LAl L jlae Jldse e 25 Al 385 9% 23.95
e skl e Jaw g 5 Jf Jse e 25 alall Sl G Aals ald) aleaYl La i
Jaw Cus Super marconi —auall 45 ,las Marconi <l die (15.44) 5 juine 408 48 48 )|

DS ads 8 (9.70) L A

LS | 4 gine 2a DR o 848 )5l) jee ki sdse ol (ANOVA )onball Jilas il iy
e okl el ad el Jaw Super marconi caiall of ¢ua (33) Jsaall b muase s
. ()3~ Marconi  —auall 45 jlae dalall 380 8l JS 8 43 )l

oaliail e dabisd) dalall 38050 5ol 3l Y ((17-3) JSAN 8 daia gl pliall

el 385 G plisall o gle Bl Gua, Gl jae sk jdie b Jladddl g clall gk 5 sa
Caly Guae I e (150 S die pEsall lagd palead) s Jlef cilaid «Jf Jse e 150
Liall adl) s L « Marconi —iall xie 944272 5 Super marconi  —eiall xic0h 46,73
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—iall 805 7.905 SUper marconi —aiall & 9637.59 daldl 5 il B 8 aleasy) Al
~aLall 45 ,lae Marconi

LS | i sin 2 CBNER) e 8 il e 5k 530 of ANOVA dilan ¥l Al il iy

e ki i ad el Jaw Super marconi waall of s (34) Jsaall L mase s

. (P~ Marconi  —eiall 45 jlae daalall 380 6l JS 4 el

S e J\JJY\ e 243

Super marconi-Marconi Jsdiali =J/J sa Aa oalali juSi al

AN e il ) g G A A N 2 g 1Y) e e oalal) algal) ) o(18-3) Jsé
SR e LN s i) galll s e sl Capsicum annuum L. siad)

Lald) 58080 cal Eua G5 e e Aaslall bl SV ((18-3) o8 JSA il iy
>l S 5l (806 57.31 GlosY) e (4 jfiee (nlaad) () (Jf Jse le 150 5 50 Axdi jall
4s 5« Super marconi <eiall & J/d se e 25 aldl 3€ 5l 806 13.41 5 J/d s« s 150
Ll 4 Jie Jfdse e 150 el 5SS 5 9646.66 5 5 ole 25 HSill L %15 (st
onlall sleal laa Sl i Lls il ) o)) plisal) ol Cumcanlilly 45 )lie Marconi <eiall &
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¢ JIdse (125 alall 58 5l 8 062.2] Jhaii dusi 5 Jfd 50 (1150 alall 58 5l 8 0630.25
sl o Jaadl (4.15) da sl dlalae sl aalal) cilils 8 (5 S aad olE0Y) Jalaa aly Lo
i) e Cata JS5 58 ) el 138 5 Ak ) Fa L) O labaal) IS LogS sl 3 Ll s 5l

EEPOEI

JHE e o)y s Cppiim il 315l 3 elEY) Jalae of (ANOVA Yol Jalas geilis iy
Super marconi «aiall of Cua (53) Jsaadl 8 reaa e 9 LS| 4 sina 2 AN Jas 38 lal)
¢ Marconi <aially & jlae Laldl 38080 IS DA G151 8 ) Jeral o el Jas

()il

b oaidia shall JAl) (e Gl 5 Cpdiea sda 8 Y] Jalae O ¢(26-3) JSEN (e iy
Liall 4nd Super marconi <iiall Jass Cua daslaly Al jadl 5 /50 ol 0 LA il
Gl 25 Al B b il 1 die S Jaladd (gsine s (e dae s (2.12)
%5827 A sina (st s Cilass Laiy U 24,82 (laats Aty (3-2.93) (o s 5) 53 Caal/J 50
Ll 4 lie /] 50 o150 i yal) alall 3S )

‘;J.q 150 (”ﬁld\ Sl die ) gaal) 2 ey Jalzal ¢ sz (=alads) Marconi avall Jaw LS
BV Jalaal (5 gina e (alddil 5 0h 37,980 Lali 4nuiy (5.61- 2.05) (i 4wl Cax ) 38 J/J 5a
Aalill 45 )lae 916,93 Glals dsiy J/J s (e 25 paddiall alall S gl 8

AN e il ys Cia sda 8 LY dalea of (ANOVA )bl Jalas il iy

Marconi «eiall Jaw Cus (54) Jsanll (8 mnse 4 LS ¢ dgiae 2 Q) Jaw B8 gl

Super marconi  <aially A lie Laldl COLaall IS OMA ol 8 Y] Jelaal o e
L (4)dale ¢ alall O alaall et YA £lEY) Jelaad Ll agsll Jaas (530
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L& ) g padl) gaill A sa U Marconi ciiall sie jgdal) Jghg 3l Ao da glall Jil:(6-3) 39
SNy

) g radll galll s ja DA Super marconi il tie jgiall Jghyg @) g) Ao da glal) S (7-3) 39
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DA slal) JUG Gl el it e Aaglall o sl il Y heash) Jlai 6.3
SRS N (5 puadd) gall) Al ya
Al yo ol Zung i 5 Al s ¢ L slgnnd ¢ gl g8 ) ge mlaa sac Al )l oda e iyl
[ var : Super marconi  stall Jalall Cils (e (sl )5 (e e ¢ Jla W 4l I (5 puadll saill
Lol sl (8 aa pai ol A slall agianlin 5l agalili (520 4 24] Capsicum annuum L. /Mar coni
ISl Jilat gl b i Gdeas dblas) Al il ol o o) ja) 3 s Adba dale
5 AU i Y ) 2l 5 ¢ Analys de composant principal  (ACP) desa saill
A glall agia sl (53 5 Cppiiaall i o Aalall e il Jadl) i) leki)
AU lIa iy e 238 (o ) Bl o3 ik s
sl Y1 Jelae (s s Jle-1
ALY Al (5 gin o2
S ) ol Sl Sl s sl (le-3

il ) Jalaa 4 ghuaa (5 g o Aagll Julail) 1.6.3

AT o Jame il L)) ) o (13-3)ds3a]) (b & paal) el ) 4 ghaan iy
Jabaay bl o6l G dae (b Ll ) S) 5 (r = 0.988 ,EPY 1S) dslusall dalas 5 (B )5l
o il Al @l i) Bl 6 e il 5 @ elal L, (1 = -0.949, PF [/ 1S) dxuluall
r=0.946, r=0.942 , K' F/LR ,): 0.7> 1 08 13 01 s sivee o (5 sina sala Leia dnla)
r=-0525,PS-) / 0.6> r oS 9%5 s Jde 5l (r=-0.808,I1S/Chla, LPI/PF
r=0.239; Na'R/TER ,r =0.363, ):0.4> r o83l (SucF, r =514, Na" R/Chla
. (28-3)(27-3)J< ( TER/Chla

il Y1 Al s gisa o gl Julatl) 2,63

Aeady A all caad o) @S S Y udall e cada I sl of el YY) Al Caaa gl

2 G el e 5 jlae ¢ % 72,44 W8 ddlaan 1)l JSA5 8 aale 5 (9098.6)

e 4 0(%58.8 Yty (K/NER) sl 3 elEY) Jalra yaiall alie 5211 04 10.88 dlaas

Dsdall 8 ) Jelea G ) 5 bl sl DY) sl () aid Gl il AL
(29-3)Jss
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U glad) JAAY il e il g9 Cudia Joda g (B1og) Ao Bkl ) il Calidal culals ) Jalaa 48 ghiaa: (9-3)d s>
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Jia 2 slall JAAN ol Ala i 9 @yl o Sudall @ piad) 4ol 1(10-3) Jssa
SR e 1 g i) galll Ada pa PR 0 ) sl

2534l 1) sl l jpiall
A 558 ) gall Al )
-0.041 0.975 LT (cm)
-0.098 0.964 LR (cm)
-0.230 0.961 NF
0.012 0.940 NFR%
-0.298 -0.937 EP(O°)
-0.189 0.959 LPI
0.022 0.888 Pl
0.029 0.943 REG%
-0.300 0.918 SF(cm®)
doa ol grdll Al Al
0.034 0.979 PS(g)
0.039 0.986 PF (0)
-0.453 0.150 TER%
-0.190 -0.961 IS

Al sl )

-0.523 0.787 Chl(@mg/g/MF)
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-0.346 0.858 Chl(b)mg/g/MF)
-0.440 0.840 Chl(T)mg/g/MF)
-0.447 -0.830 Pro F(ug/100mg/MF)
-0.483 -0.849 Pro R(ug/100mg/MF)
-0.483 -0.849 Car F(ug/100mg/MF)
-0.799 -0.543 Suc F(ug /1200mg/MF)
-0.311 -0.829 Suc R(ug /100mg/MF)
0.478 -0.239 Na’ F (ppm)
-0.240 0.758 Na'R(ppm)
0.066 0.937 K* F(ppm)
0.176 0.958 K*R (ppm)
-0.252 0.921 K*/Na' F
0.588 0.623 K*/Na" R

% 10.88 % 72.74 %o o s3al) Al
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bl sl Jg) o saall

F1(72.74%)

Slal) JAAN @il Ala g3 g (3l A B ahall < il G il V) Jalaas 48la:(29-3) JS&
SRS S N (5 il gaill A o JM& Capsicum annuum L.
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8 ) Jalaay Jiaall S gl 5 bl 53500 Jiaad) ¥ ) gnall Jsm 3l 81 53
(30-3) JSa L3 LS a5 Ailiae e sane gl JSE 538

u-b‘\}\ de ganall

Al B anaal 58 (I se e 25 5 0) An slall (o Auzmbiiall 58 5l de sanall oda ) il &
Super marconi <aiall o) il e claisl Gua ¢ adl o cida gl agi sl o e Ja 1 saall daa gl
55l (5 sima ((LP1) Clil) jae shai jdise o(Pl) 285l jae sk pdige gl )l |5 el cpdl
K'/Na" F, K'/Na' R) _saall 5 3lsY) 3 i) dalas ¢ (Car)lu i s ) (s sisa «Chl(a)
(050 1 25 50) crnSll A el lull il el Super marconi —aiall o 6]

A Ao ganall

(U W25 5 0) daisiall Laldll 51 5 & Marconi <iiall o) i de gasall 238 cilia

«((Pro R )osal 2 Gals mll s i ¢ (SUC R) Lsdall (8 Sl Sl (5 gine g lE L 5 el Cus

50) oSl die el gLl i Sl 31 Y e2a O e Ju e 1 saall angall olat) 3 asanl i
el sl (B 558 ol (UMD m e 25) O (mas (U 5 Lo 25

Y de ganal)

050) Anii yall Lalll 380 500 clase ) Super marconi wiiall e laal il calais)
daslalls (p yisie s gl (o du el saall L) sladW) (A aadal 53 (Jfd e (W150) 5 (I e
OOl (EP) FEosl Ssi¥) (LR) sl dsh o(LT) Gudl Jsb (mlaasl Je A lea
ssine (REG) il saill (TER) ool slall (s sinac(PF) bl 0350 5 (PS)<ilad
((Na'R) Lsiall (8 p s geall (5 sinac SF 4 )5l dabuaddl (NF GlsY) 222 ¢ chl (b) Jiés5i<U
die i gial) Canall & sl @l Super marconi <auall of sl ((K* F) GlusY) 8 asmli sl (5 sine
caiall 2 e (g giaall a1 S ) Gada o i 138 (Jfdse e 150-50) S Al
.Super marconi
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dayl ) ds ganall

S2=50 ) dnii jall Laldll 581 5L I slase cpdll Marconi  <aiall 3l de gandl) s2a culia

A sLally 0 i s pedl e o 1) saall (L) ol 8 aaaa) 538 (S3=150mMol/l) s (mMol/]

& asnsall (SUCF) GlusY) 8 <y Sl (Pro F) GlusY) 8 oalsod) gl ) ol Lae

5 Aa skl ) jisie OIS Marconi «iiall of e dy 5,(1S) dsslaal) dalxa 5 «(NE" F) G5!
(I 50 e 150 5 50) S all aie & glud) (s Gl

g radl) gail) Al o sl glat) JAlAY cild dla joda g (31 g) B 3 EY) s Aadar(30-3)J8d

SN ae L
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g SR g g pdal) il ol Cpiiall o Aaglall sl Jadll Y VaiLY) Sl 463
SN e I g i) galll dda e A

A Jie 2 Y Ade ) g sl sail) s ye 8 cada )l sl il il Creana

da )y caiall o il Judll S jedal 5o il el Al all s ) V) Jilad 8 (3585 55 sl

gl Sl Jadll i apaail elld 5 ¢ ANOVA ALK 45 siial) e Uaill aparal cand agin Jalxill

O e Ju 13 5 adsaall Ca e Sl dlal)l G gl (11-3) bl Jidas Jsas DDA (e (it aial)

¢ 699 Ay OIS Y e Akl 1 ol (51 .96 0.1 (e SI (5 sie o b gine (oS Jadl) i)

New man &k Lagis Jalaill 5 da gldl 5 Coiall oI Judll 5808 alis aansi o3 Gal¥) 138 e
(b WS 905 (s st e Keuil

JAIAN ldl b ) ¢l e Lagdi Jalal) g ciiiall g da glal) G Cpbl Jalatr (11-3) Jg
SR AE N (5 puadd) gaill s e A slal)

-

Pb Jwia¥) | 4Adlulld | bugia £ gaza b gia da Ol e
Clay pall | il yall 4al

<0,0001*** | 193.704 2.0836 6.251 3 (Shaslal) dlalaa
< 0,0001%** 7.535 0.032 0.032 1 (V)iical)
< 0,0001*** 3.107 44530 13359 3 VIS o Jaladl)

#%%Ph<0.001 (12 12> & 5ira)¢ #*¥Ph<0.02 (12> 43 5i04)¢*PH<0.05 (425324)Pb >0.05 (L1 5i2a 1£)
daglal) go Bl (kg cilal) Jab )

1(12-3)d s> (fidliag (e gene ool | da slad)l Cldlas e il ks Lyl S gl cpaiall el
Super marconi <iiall culis Waal il A de gasall

. Marconi—aiall ciic Wal b - B 4s gasall

Al Aalall iy el Cand AY) e Ciline e sl (iiall IS o (5
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da o PA glal) JHEY Gy Gl ) g (pdieal da glall e B by Ciiiall Job ) (12-3)J g2
Sy ae ) s padll gaill

Modalité M oyenne estimée Groupes
SP 5,753 A
M 5,120 B

Cilall oo Bl iy da glal) Jad )

i slal) ) o ¢ Aoadl e Aiadaal) AilaS pul) 5 A o paedl i ol 5 all Al A e
3 A8 el s g sy Caiall e laill a6 _pda) 28 e Lilia |5 <
1(13-3)J s dilids e sena

A 4 gaxall

Super marconi , cpivall (J/dse ke 0= S0) 4a glall dddlas yue () 2wl culia Waal il
Lale (S a4 503 Marconi

B 4s gaxal)

Ll S Gt O gl ¢ (NaCl Jfd s e 50 5 25) S2 5 SLon s sl cilase il 31 3Y)
A gl ol Y1 e 3l b

C s gaxall

GOSN e O gle (NaCl Jfdse e 150 550) S35 S2 oS Ak Glase Al ol _2Y)
.zu.uj_)d.d\ J\_)SY\‘_A;J:\;US\&L@_‘M
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sall) Ala ja JMA cpilall oo B Gty dalal) cdlebaall Jad 51 qud 5 alu 1 (13-3)d g2
SRS N g puadld)

Modalité M oyenne estimée Groupes
salinité-S0 20,000 A
salinité-S1 10,000 B
salinité-S2 5,000 B C
salinité-S3 0,000 C

da glal) g caluall ¢y JAlAIY Jad )

Sols ¢ (JIdse e O)ealddl 35S 5l (8 luspadl plisall jedal (14-3)dsaadl JDA (e
e seaall Marconi auall 281 5 ¢ (A) 4e seaell Super marconi —aiall ald) Jiad, Liliie
A glall dulis pae aal 8 CuilS 4 (B)

SIS Cus Super marconi “euall 318 (WA ¢ (Jfd 50 (e 25) (alall 5uS sl 580 G
(D) 4e sanall 5ii8 Marconi <auall a8l e 3l 8 lglis skl (C D) (nidlitn (e gena
As slall ddlia Caai aaal il ulS

<us «Super marconi —aiall A 8 e oy 8 alis (Jf Jse <50) Alall S il el
Cilida Cyiie gana Jacl g Marconi QLA\J\}\&;DJ;UQB\&&‘(C)&M\GE;\
Aaslall Al aadl il S 4(C, D)

Caiall o) Jiah ¢ gl gl e (Ufse sL150) adisall alall Sl Calial
2 aadl il CilS 5 (F) 4e gaaall Marconi «siall o) il 5 ¢(E) 4e sexall & Super marconi
i slall dls
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A slal) AN @l (e Gpilea Ao da glal) g cliual) G JAIA Jad 5 G 5 alu (14-3d 92>
SR A N (5 puadl) gaill Ada sa

Modalité M oyenne Groupes
estimée
SPSO 5,068 A
M SO 4,443 B
SPS2 3,878 C
M S2 3,753 C D
SPS1 3,693 C D
MS1 3,470 D
SPS3 1,800 E
MS3 1,535 F

s LS uaial) SIS )il o Ayl Gile gana Bae Lagin Jalaill 5 da glall g Cauall Jad fil jelal *
1(15-3) Jsaall & masa

Slal) JElE Gl el Ll Laghy JRISH g da slal) g ciiaal) Jab i) a5 alua : (15-3) s
SN Al L g padd) galll dda e A

JIdsa e 150 J/dsa 4 50 J/dsa e 25 Jldsa e 0 chial)
S3 S2 S1 S0
ACE ABC ABA A***A*X*A* - Super marconi
(SP)
ACC ABD
BCF BBD DBC BAB Marconi (M)
BCC
Catall (28 il*
Aaslall Jad Silx*

Legin Jalxill Jud jipeoss

Lo st 5 LagS sl 8 Ll ol ) o Cpfiall () A shall 5 el JRIS (Jub 1 il

O:SO) L"el.ql\ )ﬁ)ﬂ\@@mﬁ_a&w qu“_zhm@d\jfuh;d\ Cile ganall d)\AuA)@_L

5 (Uldse olo 25= S1) aldl 38 b dulen Chai e sene ¢ Gaitaall S (Jdse Lo
(50 ole 150=S3 5 I/ 4 eB0= S2) G S sl 3 s shell fdon e e yana
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ot g el duay i) Al ol @il 7.3
ALLY gaidls ;0.1.7.3

Shall Jalall (e cpdil s pia Heda 5 Glid A 2l adaliall A SN Al jall S iy

NS sl Al 81 ey b dglite il A& sa As e U Capsicum annuum L.

2 Sl Aagall o) 32y (mmy (i yed b e 5 Guiiall DS xie &Y (el 8 Al o il
:(Konig, 2017) s dale ddiay cpislall ol gd il jaall 5 3l

@ s Aadd)l Gl 5 Hsaall 5 300 LAl LAl dak 14 AN 8 &0 Epidermis-1

Ll 8 Al

JSa saiall LAY e 4k 1 Exodermis dsa Al Ll g 4daal5 428 Endoder mis-2
Cllall Gl 5 53 4 Bl e dalall ARl | Alalall 5l (S5 5 A gl 5 Apeladl)

Ao

JP}IM}QM ud\.xd\j;\.d\ebuo_).\c dmydﬂué\.cjc_w\mﬁ ‘7\-&“‘ Xyléme—3
) yualiall

sadbe palic (e S A g ddile ol ULl 8 elaall Jia gall il sa:elalll Pholeme-3
AR A jaad) LAY 5 Gl g Ayl DI

Agarli pll LIAY e Al glAd) ) @l Moelle-4
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gLl 5 ABLY 4o oY) ¢ ilal) Jaaal) ¢ Bl ¢ 3 il 48 27,3

SPSO MSO SPS1  MS1 SPs2 MS2 SPS3 MS3

(Super marconi (SP)- Marconi (M)badll - J]J sa Aa fsalall jusi &

SABUN Lo oY) ¢ Al Jaaaal) ¢ B 8RN ¢ Bl Al e alall dgaY) ) 1 (31-3)J8d
da 5o £ Capsicum annuum L. siad) JAl g ¢l 55 (pdia (s B plAL) dihia
PRRA
Gl (8 dadi yo lall JAlal) (ge Gl )5 (a3 3 0l A8k o) ¢(31-3) JS e Oy
Ssime palisi) Quper marconi Ciall Jass dua da skl Ailas Haall 5 (J/dse e 0) 2alill
Rl A o Lt Jfd 50 oo 150 @il oaldl S50 (4 % 52,02 Ao 550 20k
AL A e 50 (e 25 paddiall oalddl 58 530 (8 0017.61 5 dll Addal 4 gina 8

5edldse e 150 alall 3 il 22062216 5 pdall didal (mlisil Marconi <iiall Ja LS
Uldsn ol 25 alall 5 il Alabaal) clilal) 3 aLally & e 5 )l il (5 sine e (il
(4)3ake ¢ 961,08 dad (RlasY) A Class S

Sl JA e )5 i Gl B A Al 5,50 Aak o ¢(31-3) S (e

Ciiall daws G Jfd s (e 25 Gadaiall oald)l 58 il dldeal) cliball (8 ddgila 30l ) Calas

1 zie 90504 LAl 5 jdall Addal | j:leds) Jaw i 990,51 (s 334 ) 4ad SUper marconi
2aLall 45 )l Jfd g0 (e 150-50 daalall 381 Al & Caiall

‘“ﬁjad\ Sl die Ao HAT) 3 ydsl) dsulal Ssira pe alddil Marconi «aiall Jaw WS
Bl (5 e LRl U Ly ¢ 969,81 (aliaiY) Fas il S (JfUse oo 25 Laididl
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caldlly jlie Jf dse Lo 150 aliall aldl 5S5 (8 926,78 Aais da ) 5,80
(4)3ake

&b zoals gl @il ¢ Jf0se e 150- G yall Lalall 580 531 ol (31-3) JSE (g gaay
& %28.12 33450 dpd Caa gl j s slall Jalill e Gl )5 e LA Alalal) 5 sl dd
uiall vie 0416.77 5 Super marconi <eiall vie J/dse e 25 pmididl aldl S gl
sl dnhl Lsiea e 3305 Jdse e 150 @diall ald)l 3S kel L, Marconi
4 sima lall daud Jaws Lein 9413.08 Wiy ded Cilas Cus Super marconi <euall 8 adalall
(DEake ¢ 2l 4 jlaa alall 58 gl Guds e Marconi <aball 2ie0621.23

gy ol Y @l Jdse e 150-50 Axdijall palall 581 5l of ¢(31-3) JSEN (e el
S (899,82 lalti At Jas Cus slall Jalal) (e (i) 5 im0 il Jagaal) A5l
o 150 @iisall aldl 3€ 53 3 9626.66 y sins Qs s « JU e e 25 (atiiall aldll
el aldl 38 50 8 0h 36.29 4y sie 2 (lali 4uws 5 SUper marconi iall ie J/d s
(4)Gale ¢ 2aLAL A Jlie Marconi <aiall vie J/d sa e 150

Cpin L) ABU Lo Y b gl g gai ) e/ 50 Lo 150-50 dadi yall dpalall 580 1 el
5 9%1.59 G Qladill dpt Cin gl 5 Cus ((26-3) JSA (B miage ga WS glal)l Jaldl) e Gl
Super marconi —iiall sie Mgl e Jfdse e 150 5 Jd s e 25 S 5l 4 9629.81
Ciiall e (i il Jdse G150 5 Jdse e 25 il b %625.34 5 %4.86 O s

(4)3aLe ¢ LA 45 5las Marconi

o Ol Optia Gl (B (S el Al shan¥) ) plaal) dalaia o LaBlhy ((31-3) JSill (1
Jaw & ¢ Jfd e (150-50 dasijall dald doalall EOlleally & G 8 diaddia glal) Jalal)
Jfdse e 150 5 25 S5l (8 %41.09 5 %29.39 (sl 4us Super marconi  —auall

s s e 150 S Al 2ie 056,15 glaill dakaial (5 sina (aladil Marconi —iiall Jaw LS
¢ 2Ll & Hae J/dse e 250 miniall alal S 5l 9619.74 gladll ddlaidl (5 gina e (aliss)
(4)3=de

117



JaWAda 0273

gLAlll dihaia g ABUY Lo gY) ¢ dlal) Jasaall ¢ 3l ¢ 3 pdll A8k 1.2.7.3

SPSO MSO SPS1 MS1  SPS2 MS2  SPS3 MS3

(Super marconi(SP)-Marconi (M)osdiall - JJsa Aa foalall 581 5N

dihia g ABUYN Lo gY) ¢ pilal) Jasaal) ¢ Bl B pdal) Alda o adall dga¥) il 1(32-3)Jsd
sl Ua 0 PACapsicum annuum L. siadl JAaY cpe el )5 Gdia Gl B gAY
SRS N g padld)

85 Qo slall JEll) (e gl 5 (pim Gl 8 380 A dlaws o ¢(32-3) IS8 (e 0
SSS b o gine st 5 961418 (s dpnty JfUse o 25 Gmiaiall aldl i 6 Caila
AaLall 45 Jie Quper marconi aiall die 9% 52,36 Gbads duwiy Jfd g0 (1e150 adl el sl

i Aty Jf Jse (e 25 (oadall 5805l ie 3 5dul) dddal (i) Marconi <auall Jaus Laiy
oLl 5SS 3 0 17,89 (lali Aoy 5l diks clow b (s sina alisdl Jaw 5 614,21
(4)Gale ¢ 2LAL & HEe JfJ5e (Le]150 pi sl

Sl JH G 0l s Cfin Gl (A R AN 5,8 dik of (32-3) JSAN G cni
aldl 3l Aldaal) Ll (e (Jfdse e O aLEl s b aasll 5 S LA, O
dau Wi 9621.66 ol daus SQuper marconi  —siall daw Cus Jfdse o 25 (idiall
Jfdse 1150 adiyall aldl 38 ll b Caiall 13 vie daa jladl 5,08l ddda b (5 gine alidl)
Ll 45 lae 0941.08 bl dpwiy
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addial) Aualdl \)':\S\)ﬂ\qici\,;;‘)&\sjﬁﬁ\&ﬂgg}muzl_ﬁj\Marconig_q.u‘d" | Jaw WS
e %37.84.5 %38.02 o (il Apnsi s gl 58 JfJ 50 150 Gadipall 5 I Jse Sl 25
(4)Gale Ll & Jaa sl

Gt Gl Glad A ) Ak o) dlew b Akl 3L ¢(32-3) JSA e
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10.34 7.04 2
8.54 10.29 3
60.47 68.32 SO| (ool de Yl
20.14 26.78 s1
16.68 18.98 2
7.40 10.26 3
59.11 73.34 S0 ai(Ly)
55.49 53.20 Sl
4852 51.43 2
30.97 51.54 3




Ll ciliaial) 1(3)gale

DO y = 0,015x- 0,006
R2= 0,974

Glucose ug,ml-1 Proline ug,ml-1

Gl Sl bl sl Ol ol bl iaiall

DO PO

0 5 10 15
K+ppm

a9 pall uliall Jisiall p gl gall ulal) issal)



(4)gals

ALEY gai Alda o o) glad) JANY cpa cpiina A ) dpuds o Ao glall ) cp cpbil) Jadas il (1) 98

Juaiay) Al B | bagia £gana | lasallbagie | Ay alda Ol Jdaa

Sl sall
< 0,0001*** 0.680 3.046 9.138 3| (Shaslell wMlalaa
< 0,0001*** 13.260 13.260 1 (V)hiall
< 0,0001*** 382.219 1146.6 3 VIS & Jaladl)

il e Gl A GBlad) Jsb o Lagdu JaNal) g ciliall g dpadal) cdlalaal) S5 G ¢ubal) Julas il 1 (2)Jgan
ALEY gad Ala ya pLE) glal) JaLAY

Jaiay) i) 2 | bugie £ sana bagia | dyal ds Gkl e

il yal) Slay sl
< 0,0001*** 26.971 30.958 92.874 3| (S)kaslall clalaa
< 0,0001%** 3.443 3.443 1 EN
< 0,0001*** 732.760 21982.8 3 V/S & Jalal)

O Cpdia s jgdall Jsh e Lagdn Jala) o Cilall g dalal) cdlalaall 5 Cp Coll) Jalad il (3)J s
QLAY gad Ada ya ol glald) JAI8Y el

Jaiay) Al 3 | hugie g gana | Claggallbugia | Agpallda e Gl Jaaa

Sl sall
< 0,0001*** 25.511 8.1223 24.367 3] (S)hasall el
< 0,0001*** 0.679 0.955 0.955 1 (V) il
< 0,0001*** 0.111 274.390 823.17 3| V/Scm A




Al jes ekl sdisa o Laghy JAIY 5 Chiall g dpadal) cBlabaall 1 G Cpll) Jalad il 1(4)Jses
ALY el dds ya U glald) JAMAY il 0pe Cpila

Jlaiay @L#M 2 Jau gia E5aa Jau gia a,uﬂ‘ KQJJ Sl jaaa
cladl | e

<0,0001*** | 33.746 111.100 333.300 3| (S)daslall clalae
< 0,0001*** 9.877 9.877 1 (V)iial)
< 0,0001*** 250.144 750.432 3 VIS & Jaladl)

Coiia ol Gl e pdisa o Lag JRISY 5 Ciiual) g dgalal) cdlabaal) 51 (s bl Jalas il £ (5)J s
LAY gad Aa pe ol glad) JAY s e

Juiay) | Al B | Jagia £ 944 bugia | 4allda 0 Okl Jiaa

lay yal lay yal
< 0,0001*** 6.827 11111 | 228.890 3| (S)daskall wMalsa
< 0,0001*** 33.529 33.529 1 (V) diieal)
< 0,0001*** 2406.924 | 722077 3| V/Somdall

e Bl cliaiay) o laghn JAN 5 diiall g Lalall clalaadl i Gm ol Judad il (6)J s
AL et dds ya U glald) JAAY S (pe Cpiia

Juwia¥) | Al d | hugie £ ganae bugia | Ay alida Sl Jaaa
il yal) il yal)

< 0,0001*** 21.02 296.10 888.317 3| (Shaslall cMlalaa

< 0,0001*** 0.943 42.260 42.260 1 (V)<diall

< 0,0001*** 0.960 87.094 261.28 3 VIS & Jalail)




O Caliaa ol 36 2 o Lagdn JAlall) 5 Cilal) g dadal) cdlalaall i1 G ol Jalad @il ( (7)d 9
QLAY gad Ada ya s U1 glal) JAMEY el

Juaiay) Al 2 | bugia  poada | Clajallbugie | 4 al A Ol Jhaa

Sl sall
< 0,0001*** 7.012 7.441 22.325 3| (S)iastall clalaa
< 0,0001*** 7.535 3.184 3.184 1 (V)hiall
< 0,0001*** 3.107 48.711 146.13 3 VIS & Jalail)

Coia a1 A gl Aalusall o Lagly JR0SY 5 cibiall g Apalall cdlalaall 5 o culil) Jalat il 1 (8) st
ABEY gai Ala pe ol glal) JAAN L e

-

Juaia¥) | Al B | Ja g £ 3a2a b gia 40 Gl Jaa

iy sl iy sl Al
<0,0001*** | 1.501 7.0936 21.281 3] (Shastall cilalzs
< 0,0001*** 1.219 1.219 1 (V) il
< 0,0001*** 6.634 19.904 3 V/S G Jaail

Cr Cpdla o g..\uﬂ\ il e Lagdn Ja)aill cilall g daalal) cDlalaal) ﬂ\uywhﬂ\d#@&(g)djdg
QLAY gad Ada ya ol glad) JAIEY el

Juaia¥) | &bl B | o gl goana | Clay sall o gia A Ol jaa

Slay yal) gl
< 0,0001*** 1.578 0.004 0.012 3| (Shaslell wMalaa
< 0,0001*** 0.008 0.008 1 (V)iial)
< 0,0001*** 0.277 0.831 3 VIS & Jalail)




s Gshiea o2 bl (38 e Lagdn JaNa 5 ikall g dalal) cidlabaall ) ¢ ¢l Jilad il (10)J g2
QLAY gad Ada ya ol glald) JAISY el

Jaiay) Al 3 | hagie  psana | Glagsallhagia | dalida Gl jaaa

Sl sall
< 0,0001*** 33.746 0.0086 1.093 3| (S)kastall cdlalas
< 0,0001*** 0.145 0.145 1 (V) il
< 0,0001*** 2570.144 7710.3 3| VIS A

O Opdiia oA dilad) ¢l o Legin JAlat 5 cilal) g adal) cdlalaall S ¢ bl Jalad il £ (11)J 9>
QLG gad Ada ya ol plald) JAIEY el

Jlaiayl Ll 8 | hugia £ e bugia | Ay jalida YA
il yal) il yal)

< 0,0001*** 657.223 0.0086 0.026 3| (S)dastall wMalaa
< 0,0001*** 0.001 0.000 1 (V)dial)
< 0,0001*** 0.181 0.543 3 VIS & Jalail)

A ) plal) (s giaa o Lagdn JAN 5 Cilall g dalall cBlaball S Cp cplidl) Jalad il 1 (12)d 98
AL et dds ya U glald) JAAY S (pe Cpiia

Juia¥) | Ayl | bugia g g bugia | dgalda Ol yhan
Clay yall Clay yal)

< 0,0001*** 14.684 254.74 764.24 3| (S)4astall clalaa

< 0,0001*** 52.045 52.045 1 (V)iial)

< 0,0001*** 15884.317 5294.77 3 VIS & Jalail)




Ol 63 dpuluald) Jalaa o Laghs Jalaill 5 cilall g dalal) cdlalaall 1 m ¢l Jalas il 1(13)d g2
QLAY gal Ada ya sl glad) JAAY el pa

Jlaia¥l | Auilad) 2@ | Ja gia £ sana bugia | Ay alida RYAITWEN
Cilay pall il pal)

<0,0001*** | 124.90 41653|  1249.60 3] (S stall clalas
< 0,0001*** 0.000 0.000 1 (V)i
<0,0001%** 2732318|  8196.95 3] VIScwdalal

s () Sdauslsll s gina o Lagin Jalail) 5 ciiall g dalal) cdlalaall S5 Cp Gl Jalad il £ (14)d 2>
AL el dds ya oW glald) JAMAY il 0pa Cpila

Juia¥) | Al d | hugie £ ganae bagia | 4galidy Sl Jaaa
il yal) il yal)

<0,0001*** |  19.146 5.676 17.030 3 Blalaa

(S)ia sl
< 0,0001*** 0.889 0.889 1 (V)i
< 0,0001*** 140.554 421.66 3| VI/ISimdaa

s (D) Jdauslsl s gina o Lagin JAlal 5 ciiall g dualal) cdlabaall S Cp obil) Jalad il 1 (15)J 98
AL et dds ya U] glald) JAAY il (pe Cpila

Juaiay) Al 2 | hagia g ogana | Clagjall gl | 4 allda 0 Ol Jaaa

Silag yal)
< 0,0001*** 45.622 3.251 9.755 3| (S)Aaslall cdalaa
< 0,0001*** 0.214 0.214 1 (V)hiall
< 0,0001*** 73.420 220.26 3 VIS & Jaladl)




A A Jab g olSh) (5 giaa o Lagdn JAN g ciiall g Ladall Cdlabaall S G cplih) Jalad il - (16)d 98
ALY el dds ya U glald) JAMAY il 0pe Cpila

Jlaia¥l | Al 2@ | Ja sia £ sana bugia | 4gyallda e YA TN
Slay yal) Slay sl

< 0,0001*** 32.248 43.93 131.790 3 (S)Aa slall Blalaa
< 0,0001*** 22.46 10.640 10.640 1 (V)diall
< 0,0001*** 18.1 35.061 17.530 3 VIS & Jalail)

gécﬂ\dgﬂjjﬁ\ sy Ao Lagln Jalall) cilall g dalall claleal) ﬂ\uyughﬂ\dghﬂ@tu(l?)d\gh
QG gad Aa ya gl glaldl JRAY @il e Cdia 3190

Juia¥l | Al 8 | bugia £ gana bugia | Ay alida Ol Jaaa
Cilay pal) il pal)

< 0,0001*** 1.591 0.10 0.300 3| (S)daslall wMlalaa
< 0,0001*** 0.189 0.189 2 (V)iial)
< 0,0001*** 6.63 19.89 3 VIS & Jalail)

Gos) B Sl s gisa Lo Lagin Jalail) 5 calal) g Aadal) cdlalaall 1 cp i) Jalad il - (18)J g
ALY el dds ya U glald) JAMAY il 0pe Cpila

-

Jlaiay @L#M 2 huj-'u E5aa huj.'u 4a Sl jaaa
o yal claya | Al

< 0,0001*** 6.690 0.134 0.402 3| (Shaslall cMlalaa

< 0,0001*** 0.060 0.060 1 (V)i

< 0,0001*** 4.257 12.771 3 VIS &m Jalil)




o9 b ol sl ggiaa o Lagdy Jall 5 cilal) 5 Ladal) cdlabaall S5 G bl Jilad il 1(19)d s
QLAY gad Ada ya ol glad) JAIEY il (pa Cpiia

-

Jaiay) Al 8 | bugia £oada | iy sal) bigie ZEQN Gkl e

il yal) 4al
< 0,0001*** 11.447 0.4703 1411 3| (S)iastall clalaa
< 0,0001*** 0.123 0.123 1 (V)iiall
< 0,0001*** 12.833 38.499 3 VIS O Jaladl)

Ayl B Ola ssina o Laghn JAIaTl 5 Cilal) g dpatal) clabeall ) o ol Julad @il 1 (20)J g4
AL el dds ya oW glald) JAMAY il 0pa Cpila

Juaiay) | Al 8 |l gia £ 944 L gia A0 Okl Jiaa

oz all Clay sl Ll
<0,0001*** | 52114 13.556 40.669 3| (S)daslall wialra
< 0,0001*** 0.780 0.780 1 (V) inal
< 0,0001*** 303.412 910.23 3| VISomdaa

290 b Clg ) s sina o Lagdy JANNl o cilall g Aalall cdlalall ) (G bl Jalad @il 1(21)d s
QLAY gad Ada ga ol glad) JAIEY by (e Cpiiea il

-

Jiay) bl 3 | bugie  psana L gia da Okl Jiaa

il yal) il yal) 4al
<0,0001*** |  188.418 1.966 5.900 3| (S)kastall cdlalas
< 0,0001*** 0.031 0.031 1 (V) dical)
< 0,0001*** 42,049 126.14 3|  V/Scm A
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Gusl B asisall s gina o Legin JAIA 5 Ciial) g Ladal) clalaall A1 G ¢l Jula il £ (22)J 9
ALY el dds ya U glald) JAMAY il 0pe Cpila

Jeaiay) Al 3 | hugie  poana | Glagjall hugia ZESY AR

il yal) 4al
< 0,0001*** 14.022 0.039 0.117 3| (S)kastall cdlalas
< 0,0001*** 0.008 0.008 1 (V) dical
< 0,0001*** 1.022 3.066 3| VIS A

@?J.‘AJ“” sy Ao Lagin Jaladl) cilall g Aalall cDlalaal) Jﬁ\uywhﬂ\d#@m (23)dg>
QLAY gal dda ya U glald) JAAY il (pa Cplia oAl gdal)

-

Jaiay) Al 3 | bugie g ogana | Clagyal) g ZEQY AR
il yal) 4al
< 0,001** 5.733 0.078 0.235 3| (S)kastall cdlalas
< 0,0001*** 0.041 0.041 1 (V) dical)
< 0,0001*** 2.634 7.903 3| VISom A

Gl B asalisd) s gina o Lagin JAlA o cilual) g dadall clalaal) il ¢ il Jalad gilii £ (24)J 9>
AEY gad s ya ol gladl JAY il (pa Cpiiea o

Jaay) il 3 | bugie  psana | Glagsallhagia | dalida Gl jaaa

il yal)
< 0,0001*** 68.436 0.46 1.392 3| (S)4aslall clalaa
< 0,0001*** 0.020 0.020 1 (V)dial)
< 0,0001*** 10.233 30.699 3 V/S & Jalail)
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253 (o gualisll (s gina o Laghy JAIAI 5 chiiall g dsadall cdlalaall S5 (o il Jilad il ((25)d 52
AL gad dds ya U glald) JAMEY il (e Cpila g

Juaia¥) | &bl B | o g gyaa | Clay yal) Jau gia A Okl Jhaa

Slay yal) gl
< 0,0001*** 26.703 0.394 1.182 3| (Shaslell wMlalaa
< 0,0001*** 0.044 0.044 1 (V)iial)
< 0,0001*** 9.340 28.02 3 VIS & Jaladl)

Glusl b sy Jalaa o Lagiy JANlll o caial) g atal) cdlalaall S G bl Jalad il £(26)J 93
ALY gad dda ya ol glad) JIEY il e il il

Juia¥) | Al B | bugia £ gana | Cilaysall baugia da 0 Okl Jiaa

g yal) gl
< 0,0001*** 23.159 17.091 51.273 3| (S)kaslall clalaa
< 0,0001%** 2214 2214 1 (V)i
< 0,0001*** 412.047 12361.14 3 V/S & Jalail)

Ciina joda B oY) Jalaa o Legin Jalail) o ciiiall g dalal) cdlabaal) Ji1 ¢ ol Judas il (27)J 9
ALEY) et Ada ya el glald) JAAY il (e

-

-

Slay yal) Slay yal) 4l

<0,0001*** | 57.267 19.945 50.836 3| (S)kastall clalan
< 0,0001*** 1.046 1.046 1 (V)i
< 0,0001*** 4438% | 133168 3] ViScwdala

#x%Ph<0,001 (12 12> 4 5ia) **¥Ph<0.02 (12> 43 52a)*PH<0.05 (425i24)<Pb >0.05 (dasira 1)



O Ol oA GGlad) Job o Lagdy JAIA 5 ciiual) g dadall cdlalaadl i1 o cplil) Jalad il (28)J g
SR Ada g ol glald) Jal8Y) el

Juaiay) Al & goana | Clag ol b gia A4 Ol jaa

lay yal) 4al
< 0,0001*** 24.083 58.326 174.978 3 ™ alaa
(S)Aastal
< 0,0001%** 7.266 7.266 1 (V)i
< 0,0001*** 1399.219 4197.65 3| VI/Somdalal

Cr Gatlaa gl podal) b o Lagiy Jalaill 5 cilall g dsatal) cblalaal) A1 ¢ Cpbal) Julad qilii: (20)d g2
SO s g ol glad) Jal8Y) el

Juiay) [ Ll gy | clayyall bugia | Lall da 0 Gl Jaas

Sl sall
< 0,0001*** 65.228 37.397 112.191 3 CBlalza
(S sl
< 0,0001*** 1.720 1.720 1 (V)iiall
< 0,0001*** 826.626 2479.878 3| VISmdalll

O Ol g3 oY) ae o Lagdy JANATl 9 cilal) g adal) cdlabaal) S ol Julad il 2 (30)J g
SR Ada g ol glad) Jal8Y) el

Juia¥) [ Lkl 2 [ o gsana | Claallbugia [ Lal da ) Rl uaa

iy yal)
<0,0001*** | 8973 10.872 32.872 3| (S siall colalas
< 0,0001*** 3.663 3.663 1 (V)i
< 0,0001*** 318.029 954.087 3] ViScwdalal




O Cpdia A ) 2 o Legdn JANAT 5 ciiall g Aadall cdlalaall A1 G cplil) Judad il 1 (31)J g
JRY) gad Ada ya ol plad) JAI8Y el

-

-

Juadal¥) | Al 8 | b gla £ 542 b gl ZEQN Gkl e

il yal) il yal) 4al
< 0,0001*** 2.198 0.236 0.710 3| (S)iastall clalaa
< 0,0001*** 0.323 0.323 1 (V)iiall
< 0,0001*** 12.719 38.157 3 V/S & Jalail)

e Aol Aaluall o Legin JAIA 5 cilall g dalall claleal) 5 Gm ol Jalad il 1(32)J s
SN s g gl glad) JME e Cpiiaa

Juia¥) | Al B | o gia goana | Clay pal) Jau gia da Ol jaa

Clay sl dg )
< 0,0001*** 17.62 7.0936 21.281 3 CBlalaa
(S)da stall
< 0,0001*** 1.219 1.219 1 (V) dinal)
< 0,0001*** 178.219 534.65 3| VISoxdall

M 43,6l jae ekl pdisa Lo Lagha JANAHl g Cilall g dadal) clalaall S G cpbl) Jalad il (33)dsas
DY) Alda g ol glal) JAI il e Cpiiaa

Juial) | daibad) B | ey jall B gia £ gana | Clagal) Bagia | Apal) A 0 Gl Jaaa
<0,0001*** | 33.746 1111 333.300 3| (S)dastall cDualas
< 0,0001*** 9.877 9.877 1 (V) il
< 0,0001*** 2570.144 7710.4 3 VIS o Jalal)




Criia oal clidll jae Jdisa o Legin JAND o ciiall g dsadal) cdlalaall Ji) ¢ Gl Jalad il :(34)J s>

SRV gad Ada ya ol glad) JAMAN cdlad pa

Juaia¥) | Al B | bawigia £ 542 b gia A 0 Gl Jdaa

Cilay o) Cilay yall 4 al
< 0,0001*** 6.827 76.2966 228.890 3 Calaa
(S)iastall
< 0,000 33529 33529 A
< 0,0001*** 2406.924 7220.7 3| V/Sow dalal

s Ghsl Eliaiud) o laghy JAIN 5 ciiall g Aoalall cdlalaal) 5 o oubl Jalad il £ (35)d st

SRV s g gl glad) JIE e Cpiiaa

Juia¥) | Al & | Ja gia £ 3a2a b gia A0 Gl Jaa

il sl ilag all Al
<0,0001*** | 2.966 6218.219 888.317 3| (S)kastall cSlalza
< 0,0001*** 2.260 2.260 1 (V) il
< 0,0001*** 7232169 | 216965.0 3] V/ISowmdal

Criia ] il gadll o Lagiy JR0SN 5 cilall g dpalall cdlalaall 31 cubisl) it il - (36)J s

SO Ads g el glad) JAME Gl e

Juia¥) [ Ldldl 3] bugia poara|  Glajallbugie | Aallda bl jaaa

il yad)
<0,0001*** | 10.540 0.0993 0.298 3 <lalaa
(S st
< 0,0001*** 0.028 0.028 1 (V)—tiall
< 0,0001*** 2.797 8.391 3| V/SGmdaa




O Gatiaa gl @l 3l Ao Lagn JAIA 9 chial) g dpadall cBlabaal) A1 cp cpll) Jalad @il 1(37)d g2
SO s g ol glad) Jal8Y) el

-

Juaia¥) | Agilll B | cilag jal) Jas gia £ ganna b gl ZEQN Gkl e

il yal) 4al
<0,0001*** | 193.704 2.0836 6.251 3| (S)iastall clalaa
< 0,0001*** 0.0.32 0.032 1 (V)iiall
< 0,0001*** 44.530 133.59 3 V/S & Jalail)

O Cpdia gl dilad) @3l o Lagdy Jalal) o cilall g daldal) clabeall 1 ¢ Gall) Jalad il 1(38)J s
SO s g ol glad) JalSY) el

Jeaiay) 43l 8 | o gia £ 944 L gia da Okl Jian

il yal) il yal) 4al
<0,0001*** | 258,648 0.388 1.164 3| (S)kastall cdlalas
< 0,0001*** 0.005 0.005 1 (V) dical)
< 0,0001*** 8.255 24.76 3| V/Scm A

A ) plal) (s giaa o Lagdn JANE 5 Cilall g dalall cBlabrall S Cp cplidl) Jalad il 1 (39)d saa
SV s g gl glad) JIY e Cpiiaa

-

Juaia¥) | Abal) & | o gia £ sa2a b gia ZEQN Gkl Jaaa

lay all ilay all LAl
<0,0001*** |  2.966 7.039 21.117 3| (S)iaslall cdlalaa
< 0,0001*** 7.119 7.119 1 (V) dical)
< 0,0001*** 318.679 956.03 3| V/Scm A
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Cpiina sA Labaaad) Jalaa o Legia JANAl) 9 Ciliall g Aadal) cdlabaall ) ¢ cnlil) Jalad il : (40)J 9>
SR Ada g ol glald) JAMSY il e

Juaiay) Al 2 | b £ 5aa b gia A Ol yaa

Cilay yall Cilay yall LAl
<0,0001*** | 48786.89 2601.96 |  7805.903 3| (S)kaslall cililas
< 0,0001*** 0.000 0.000 1 (V) inal)
< 0,0001%** 54641.321 16323.9 3| VIS¢mdal

s () Souslsll s sina o Laghy JAN g Cilall g Aadal) clalaall S Gm cpliill Jalad il £(41)J 93
DY) Alda g ol glal) JAIY cld e Cpiiaa

Juia¥) | Al £ | o gia goana | clay pal) Jas gia 40 Ol
Gl yal Al

<| 19.146 5.676 17.030 3| (Stastall cdalra
0,0001***

< 0.889 0.889 1 (V) dinal
0,0001***

< 140.554 421.66 3 VIS Om Jalal
0,0001***

s (D) Ssusisll s sina Ao Lagdy JaIal) 5 Cilall 5 dalal) cdlalaal) S5 G Gl Jadas il 1(42)d s
DY) Alda g ol glal) JAI il e Cpiiaa

-

Juaia¥) | Al 2 | b gia £ sa2a b gia ZEQN Gkl Jaaa

ey jal) iy yall gl
< 0,0001*** 45.622 3.2516 9.755 3| (S)kaslall clalaa
< 0,001 0.214 0.214 1 E
< 0,0001*** 73.420 220.26 3 V/S & Jalal)




e Al Jadg ) olSh) (o sina o Lagdn JaNAi 5 Ciiall g duadal) cdlabaall ) bl Jalad il 1(43)J 93
SN sl dlds ya el glald) JAAY il (e Cpiia

-

Juia¥l | Ll B[ hugia  poana | Glaysall bugic LEgY O s

Clay sl dg )
<0,0001*** | 322248 16.636 49.908 JICE S
<0,0001*** 1.548 1.548 1 (V)ciial
<0,0001*** 386.497 1159.49 3] ViSowmdalal

ol sTi g SN (s gina o Laghy JAIY 5 chial) g dgalal) clalaall ) G Gl Jalad gl 2 (44)J 52

SRV gl Al e ol glald) JANY) @il cpa Oadia (31

Juaia¥) | Al 2 | b gia £ sa2a b gia A 0 Gkl e

il jal) oz all a
<0,0001*** | 16.180 3.8514 11.555 3| (Sdastall cdlalra
< 0,0001*** 0.714 0.714 1 (V) il
< 0,0001*** 98.737 296.21 3] V/ISowdaia

Ayl B oo ssina o Laghn ANl o Cilal) g dpatal) clabeall ) o ol Julad @il 1 (45)J g4

SRV s g el glad) JEN e Cpiiaa

Juaiay) | Al B | Jagia £ 944 L gia da Okl Jiaa

il yal) il yal) 4al
< 0,0001*** 52.114 13.556 40.669 3| (S)iastall clalaa
< 0,0001*** 0.780 0.780 1 (V)iiall
< 0,0001*** 303.412 910.23 3 V/S & Jalail)




293 A Galasdl) s s o Lagdy JAlal) 5 chlal) g dpalall clalaal) ) C Gl Jalad il 1(46)J s

DY) Alda pa ol glad) JAIEY il e i bl

Juaiay) | dpibal) B | Jagia £ 944 L gia da AR

il yal) il yal) 4al
<0,0001*** | 188.418 1.966 5.900 3| (S)iastall clalaa
< 0,0001*** 0.031 0.031 1 (V)iiall
< 0,0001*** 42.049 126.1747 3 V/S & Jalail)

s bt s gina o Lagly J3050 5 cilall g dualal) cdlalaall i o o) Jalat il £ (47)d s

DY) gal dda g ol glal) JAIEN il e Cpiiaa

-

Juaial) | Al 8 |l gia £ 944 L gia da Okl Jiaa

il yal) il yal) 4al
< 0,0001*** 6.690 0.134 0.402 3| (S)iastall clalaa
< 0,0001*** 0.060 0.060 1 (V)iiall
< 0,0001*** 4.257 12.771 3 V/S & Jalail)
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Effet Du Stress Salin Sur Le Comportement
Biochimique Et Anatomique Chez Deux Variétés De
Piment (Capsicum Annuum L..) A Mila /Algérie

Karima Bouassaba
Centre Universitaire Abdelhafid Boussouf, Mila, Algérie, Département des
Sciences de la Nature et de Ia Vie, Mila, Algérie, Faculté des Sciences de la
Nature et de la Vie, Université Mentouri 1, Constantine, Algérie

Marconi (V). Planis were stressed wiih different concenirations or NacCl
ranging from 0, 25, 50 to 150 mM/I Na(Cl for 60 days. The results obtained
showed that the application of stress results in a moderate decrease in plant
size and the content of Chlorophyll a, b which declined during times of stress.
An increase in proline content and soluble sugars was recorded in the leaves.
It could be an indicator of salinity telerance which explains maintenance
of a good water status among the studied plants. Regarding the ionic content
(K" and Na"), salt stress caused a significant decrease in the content of K', and
a significant increase in Na' content in both pepper varieties. Concerning
anatomical structure of stems, the action of combined salts (50-150Mmol/L)
causes a decrease in the size of the parenchymal cells, as well as the diameter
of xylem vessels. It is concluded that the variety Super Marconi (Sp) is more
tolerant to salinity compared to the variety Marcorni (M). Hence, they have a
significant role to play in agriculture, food, and economy.

Keyweords: Tolerance, salinity, resistance, Capsicum armuum L
Résumé

La salinité du sol est une menace permanente pour Ila survie des
végétaux. Le choix d’une espece tolérante au sel serait une solution a cette
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Abstract

Soil salinity is a permanent threat to the survival of plants. The choice
of a salt tolerant species could be a solution to this constraint. This paper
focuses on the concept of adaptation and sensitivity during the vegetative
phase of sweet pepper (Capsicum annuum L..) variety: Super marconi (Sp) and
Marconi (M). Plants were stressed with different concentrations of NaCl
ranging from 0, 25, 50 to 150 mM/I NaCl for 60 days. The results obtained
showed that the application of stress results in a moderate decrease in plant
size and the content of Chlorophyll a, b which declined during times of stress.
An increase in proline content and soluble sugars was recorded in the leaves.
It could be an indicator of salinity tolerance which explains the maintenance
of a good water status among the studied plants. Regarding the ionic content
(K*and Na*), salt stress caused a significant decrease in the content of K*, and
a significant increase in Na* content in both pepper varieties. Concerning
anatomical structure of stems, the action of combined salts (50-150Mmol/L)
causes a decrease in the size of the parenchymal cells, as well as the diameter
of xylem vessels. It is concluded that the variety Super Marconi (Sp) is more
tolerant to salinity compared to the variety Marconi (M). Hence, they have a
significant role to play in agriculture, food, and economy.

Keywords: Tolerance, salinity, resistance, Capsicum annuum L

Résumé
La salinité du sol est une menace permanente pour la survie des
végétaux. Le choix d’une espece tolérante au sel serait une solution a cette
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contrainte. Cette étude a porté sur le concept d’adaptation et de sensibilité
pendant la phase végétative du poivron doux (Capsicum annuum L.) variété :
Super marconi (Sp) et Marconi(M). Les plantes ont été stressées avec
différentes concentrations de NaCl allant de 0, 25, 50 a 150 mM/I de NaCl
pendant 60 jours. Les résultats obtenus montrent que 1’application du stress
conduit a une diminution modérée de la taille des plantes et de la teneur en
chlorophylle a, b qui diminue en période de stress. Une augmentation de la
teneur en proline et des sucres solubles a été enregistrée au niveau des feuilles.
Elle pourrait étre un indice de tolérance de la plante a la salinité, ce qui
explique le maintien d’un bon état hydrique parmi les plantes étudiées. Pour
les teneurs ioniques (K* et Na®), le stress salin a entrainé une diminution
significative de la teneur en K* et une augmentation significative de la teneur
en Na* chez les deux variétés de piment. Concernant les coupes anatomiques
des tiges, l’action des sels combinés (50-150mMol/L) engendre une
diminution de la taille des cellules parenchymateuses, ainsi que celle du
diamétre des vaisseaux de xyleme. On conclue que la variété Super marconi
(Sp) est plus tolérante a la salinité en comparaison avec la variété Marconi (M)
et qu’elle a de I’importance dans l'agriculture, la nourriture et 1’économie.

Mots-clé : Tolérance, salinité, résistance, Capsicum annuum L

Introduction

La salinit¢ du sol et de 1’eau constitue le probléme majeur dans
beaucoup des pays du monde. Elle est considérée comme le principal facteur
abiotique qui limite la productivité végétale et le rendement agricole (Rozema
& Flower, 2008 ; Abd latef, 2010). Dans les écosystemes arides et semi arides,
la salinité résulte des fortes évaporations d’eau a partir du sol et d’une
irréguliére et insuffisante pluviométrie.

Chaque année, les surfaces perdues a cause de la salinité des sols
varient autour de 20 millions d'ha dans le monde. Ainsi que ces surfaces sont
passées de 48 millions a 265 millions d'ha de terres agricoles touchées par la
salinité, les surfaces agricoles affectées dans le monde seraient de 340 millions
d'ha, soit 23% des terres cultivées dans le monde (Cheverry, 1995). Selon
Szabolcs (1994) un milliard d’ha est menacé dont 3,2 millions d’ha en Algérie
sont affectés par la teneur excessive en sel (Sheng et al., 2008). Ce chiffre ne
cesse pas d’augmenter d’une année a |’autre dd a la mauvaise qualité d’eau
d’irrigation (Villa-Castorena et al., 2003), a I’intensification des cultures et a
I’utilisation démesurée des fertilisants chimiques chez plusieurs especes
cultivées sous serre. Le poivron doux (Capsicum annuumL.) est considéré
parmi les espéces légumiéres sensibles ou moderément sensibles a la salinité
(Navarro et al., 2010). De nombreux auteurs (Chartzoulakis & Klapaki, 2000;
Zribi, 2009) ont remarqué que les doses de NaCl supérieur a 150mM réduisent

160



fortement la croissance végétative et causent des symptémes de brulures et de
toxicité.

Le stress salin est le résultat d’un déficit hydrique dans la plante sous
forme de sécheresse physiologique (Mahajan & Tuteja, 2005) .Ce stress
osmotique se traduit essentiellement par I’accumulation toxique des ions dans
les cellules et/ou un déséquilibre nutritionnel dii a un exces de certains ions
(Souguir et al., 2013). En effet, selon le degré de stress dans le milieu, les
plantes sont exposees a des modifications de leur comportement morpho-
physiologique, anatomique et biochimique (Nasir- Khan, 2010). Dans ces
conditions, les plantes se trouvent en situation stressante et développent des
mécanismes de défense (Denden et al., 2005). Parmi ces mécanismes,
I’ajustement osmotique joue un role primordial dans la résistance ou la
tolérance de la plante a un stress (Munns, 2002). La plante devra synthétiser
des solutés organiques pour ajuster son potentiel hydrique. Une autre stratégie
d’adaptation a la salinité consiste a synthétiser des osmoprotecteurs,
principalement des composés aminés et des sucres, et a les accumulés dans le
cytoplasme et les organites (Ashraf & Foolad , 2007; Chen & Jiang , 2010;
Majumder et al., 2010). L’identification et la compréhension des mécanismes
de tolérance des plantes a la salinité présentent I’amélioration variétale des
plantes sensibles.

L’objectif du présent travail est d’¢tudier D’effet de différentes
concentrations de la salinité sur la teneur en proline, sucres solubles,
chlorophylle (a),(b), et les teneures ioniques (K* et Na*) chez les deux variétés
de piment (Capsicum annuum L.) ,variété : Super marconi (Sp), Marconi
(M).

Matériels et Méthodes
Matériel
Végétal

Cette étude est réalisée sur deux variétés de poivron doux Capsicum
annuum L. var: Marconi (M)/ ’origine : chine) et Super marconi (Sp)/
’origine : chine). L expérimentation a été menée dans une chambre de culture
au Centre Universitaire Abdelhafid Boussouf (Wilaya de Mila, Nord-Est
Algérie.), durant ’année 2016/2017.

Le dispositif
expérimental

L’essai est conduit selon un dispositif expérimental en blocs
complétement aléatoires (BAC), comportant 4 blocs (répétitions) de chaque
variété de poivron doux (Marconi et Super marconi) ; pour chaque
répétition deux plantes.
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Les solutions salines
Les plantes des deux variétés sont soumises aux différents traitements
de NaCl : So correspond & une concentration en
NaCl de 0 m Mol /L (témoin).
S1 correspond a une concentration en NaCl de 25 m Mol/ L.
S> correspond a une concentration en NaCl de 50 m Mol/ L.
Ss correspond a une concentration en NaCl de 150 m Mol / L.

Les paramétres mesurés
Dosage des pigments chlorophylliens : chl (a ,b)(mg/g/MF)

Dans un tube a essai a 100 mg d’échantillon frais, coupé en petits
fragments, sont ajoutés 10 ml d’acétone a 95%. L’ensemble est conservé a
I’obscurité a 4°C pendant 48h. Le calcul des concentrations en chlorophylle a
chl (a), chlorophylle b chl (b), s’effectue en appliquant diverses équations
établies par (Lichtenthaler, 1987).

Chl a (ng. MI't) = 12,25. DO663 — 2,79. DO647
Chl b (pg. mlt) = 21,5. DO647 — 5,10. DO663

Dosage des sucres solubles /
glu (ug/100mg/MF)

Selon la méthode de Dubois (1956) concernant I’extraction des sucres
solubles, 100 mg de matériel végétal frais sont macérés dans 3 ml d’éthanol
pendant 48h. Apres I’évaporation de 1’alcool, 20ml d’eau sontajoutés.

Dosage de la proline / Pro (ug/100mg/MF)

D’aprés Nguyen and Roger (1987) le matériel végétal est €tuvé et
broyé (400 mg) avec 5 ml d’éthanol a 95% auxquels sont rajoutés 15 ml
d’¢éthanol a 70%. La solution finale est recueillie dans un tube a essai afin
qu’elle soit décantée pendant 60 min. Un volume de 5 ml de la phase
supérieure est prélevé puis additionné de 2 ml de chloroforme et 3 ml d’eau
distillée. Apres 24h la phase supérieure est récupérée pour le dosage, réalisé
selon la technique de (Bergman & Loxley, 1970).

Les teneurs en calcium et sodium / Na*/K*(ppm)

Afin d’analyser le comportement de transport et de stockage des ions
au niveau de la plante, les concentrations des ions minéraux (sodium,
potassium,) au niveau des feuilles ont  été déterminées par un
spectrophotomeétre a flamme. Les plantes sont divisees en feuilles et racines.
L’extraction est réalisée par le mélange des acides (H2SOs- HCIO4-
HNO3/5:2:1)
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Etude anatomique

D’apres Saadoun (2005) une réalisation des coupes transversales des
tiges des deux variétés de piment (Capsicum annuum L.) doit étre faite au
moyen d'une lame de rasoir. Cette méthode repose sur l'utilisation de certains
colorants: vert de méthyle, rouge Congo ou le carmino-vert de Mirande, ou
bien vert de méthyle et carmin aluné. Elle permet de colorer exactement les
parois cellulaires en fonction de leur composition chimique.

Le principe de coloration des coupes levées repose sur les étapes
suivantes:
> Reéalisation de coupes a la main a I'aide d'un simple rasoir ; I'organe est
débitée en tranches de quelques micrometres d'épaisseur pour que les rayons
lumineux puissent le traverser.
> Les coupes sont plongées, avant toute coloration, dans un bain
d'hypochlorite de sodium a 12% pendant un quart d'heure pour évider le
contenu des cellules.
> Rincage a I'eau distillée.
> Immersion dans l'acide acétique a 2% pendant cing minutes afin de
fixer éventuellement les colorants sur les cellules et d’enlever toute trace
d'’hypochlorite de sodium.
> Rincage sommaire a I'eau distillée.
> Immersion dans le double colorant (vert de méthyle / rouge Congo)
pendant 10 a 15 minutes.

> Rincage a I'eau distillée, puis montage des coupes les plus fines entre
lame et lamelle.

> Observation au microscope muni d’un appareil photo numérique
(Motic).

Analyse
statistique

Le logiciel Excel Stat (2015) a été utilisé pour réaliser toutes les
analyses de la variance ainsi que le test de New- man keuils (a = 0.05) afin de
comparer les moyennes entre les échantillons témoins et les traités pour
chaque parametre analyse.
Résultats
Effet de salinité sur la teneur en chlorophylles

Les teneurs en chlorophylle (a) et chlorophylle (b) ont été
significativement réduites par I’effet de la salinité. Ainsi, chez le témoin, les
teneures en chlorophylles sont restées plus importantes, comparativement aux
teneurs en chlorophylles dosées chez les plantes traitées par NaCl (25, 50, et
150 mMol/l. Les réductions les plus importantes ont été notées en présence
de 150m M/L de NaCl (Figure 1 et 2). En général, I’effet du sel s’est traduit
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chez les deux variétés de piment par une chute marquée des teneurs en
chlorophylles. Cette chute a été plus prononcée chez la variété Super marconi
pour la chlorophylle b(2.6-4.1ug.ml?),et la variété Marconi pour la
chlorophylle a(4.6-6.75 pg.mi™).

W CHLa SP

Chlorophylle a {ug,ml,1)

mCHLa M

QHNWDBBUON®W
L1 1 |

Salinite mMol/L

Fig.1: Effet du stress salin sur la teneur en chlorophylle( a,) chez deux
variétés de piment Capsicum annuum .

W CHLbSP
HCHLbM

Chlorophylle b (ng.ml-1)
O K N W R OO

salinite mMol/L

Fig, 2, : Effet du stress salin sur la tencur en chlorophylle(h) chez denx
variétes de piment Capsicum annuam 1.

Teneur en sucres solubles et proline

Le sel a un effet significatif sur I’accumulation des sucres solubles
(p<0.05). Les résultats indiquent que la corrélation est positive entre ces deux
facteurs et hautement significative (r =0.771, p<0.001) (Tableau 1). D’aprées
la Figure (3) la teneur en sucres solubles, sous contrainte saline, est tres
importante chez les deux variétés de piment ; elle passe de (6.25ug.ml™ chez
les plantes témoins a (5.82) et (6.64 pg.ml™Y respectivement a 150 mM/L de
NaCl chez super marconi et a (452 et 529 g ml?) chez marconi
respectivement a 150 mM/L de NaCl.
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Fig3 :Effet du stress salin sur la teneur en sucres solubles chez deux
varietes de piment Capsicum annuum L.,

12 4

10 4

Proline (ug.ml-1)

M proSP
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L L L

salinite mMol/1

Figd :Effet du stress salin sur la teneur en proline chez deux varietes de
piment Capsicum annuum L.

Concernant la proline (Figure 4) la salinité a un effet significatif sur
I’accumulation de cet acide aminé (p< 0.005). Les résultats indiquent une
corrélation positive et hautement significative entre la salinité et
I’accumulation de la proline (r =0,686,p< 0.001) (Tableaul). En considérant
la Figure (4), la proline évolue dans le méme sens que la concentration de
NaCl. Elle varie significativement de (3.04 pg.ml? a 7.76 pg.ml?
respectivement pour les plantes témoins jusqu’a (10.88 pg.ml™® et (10.14-
11.10 pg.mI™ pour les traitements 150mMol/L de NaCl.

Teneur de sodium et potassium (Na*, K*)

Les résultats obtenus révélent une corrélation négative et hautement
significative entre I’intensité du stress salin et les teneurs ioniques (r=-
0,541 ; p<0.001) (Tableau 1). Le stress salin a provoqué une augmentation de
la teneur en Na* chez les deux variétés étudiées. Les teneurs les plus faibles
en Na* ont été enregistrées chez la variété super marconi, alors que celles les
plus élevées sont affichées chez la variété Marconi .
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Fig5 :Effet du stress salin sur Ia fencur en sodium chez deux varices de
piment Capsicam annuunm L.
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0
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Fig (6) :Effet du stress salin sur la teneur en potassium chez
deux variétés de piment Capsicum annunm L.

L’effet du traitement salin sur les concentrations en potassium varie
selon les deux wvariétés (Figure 6). D’autre part, les concentrations de
potassium baissent significativement au niveau de la tige de toutes les variétés
sauf chez la variété ? qui maintient des concentrations identiques aux
tolérantes marconi qui témoins. Les résultats indiquent que la corrélation
positive entre ces deux facteurs est hautement significative (r=0,579 p<0.001,
Tableau 1). Les teneurs en K* sont plus élevées a 25mmol/L de NaCl (2.31-
2.75 ppm) par rapport aux traitements 150 mmol/L (1.99-2.22 ppm) et 150
mmol/L (1.13-1.25- ppm).
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Tableaul : Matrice de corrélation entre les parameétres biochimiques chez deux variétés

de piment (Capsicum annuum L.) :

Variables CHLA CHLB CHLT  SUCF PS PROF  Nat+F k+F
TER

TER 1

CHLA 0,857 1

CHLB —0.736%* 0,752%% 1

CILT —0,862%* 0,962%% 0,904** 1

SUC F 0.771%> 0,263 -0,108 -0,209 1

Prs 0,076 0,851%* 0,847+ 0,903*= 0,158 1

PRO F 0,686%%  -0,835%% ~0742%% L0, 849%% 0,187 -0,765%= 1

Na+ F _0,541%% 0, 740%* 0,301 -0,606% 0316 -0,503%* 0,531% 1

K+ F 0,579%* 0.457* 0,508%* 0,546% 0.069 0585 -0.206 -0,223 1

** :Significatif a p<0.001
* :Significatif a p<0.05
Super marconi : S2=50 mMol/l Marconi / S2=50mMol/I

N
LN 3

Cylindre cu
== S 28

Fig(1-8) : 1: Epiderme, 2: Collenchyme angulaire, 3: Parenchyme, 4: Fibres, 5: Phloéme
secondaire, 6: Cambium, 7: Phloéme, 8: Xyléme, 9: Moeclle .

Figure 7. Coupes transversales au niveau de la tige chez les deux variétés de piment
(Capsicum annuum L.)

La comparaison des coupes anatomiques réalisées au niveau des tiges
de piment (Capsicum annuum L.) des plantes témoins et stressées montre
que la tige des plantes témoins est constituée de deux zones: 1’écorce et le
cylindre centrale (Figure 7).
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Chez les plantes de piment stressées, on observe une augmentation de
la taille des cellules parenchymateuses sous le traitement salin de 25 mMol/l,
suivi d’une augmentation de 1’épaisseur du parenchyme. Par contre sous le
traitement de 50-150 mMol/l, 1’épaisseur des cellules diminue.

Discussion

Pour s’adapter au stress salin, la plante peut éviter les dommages par
la réduction de la croissance (Benmahioul et al., 2009) ; c’est I’effet le plus
commun des stress abiotiques sur la physiologie des plantes. En effet, ce retard
de développement permet a la plante d’accumuler de I’énergie et des
ressources pour combattre le stress avant que le déséquilibre entre I’intérieur
et I’extérieur de I’organisme n’augmente jusqu’a un seuil ou les dommages
seront irréversibles (Zhu, 2002).

Teneurs en chlorophylles (a et b)

La réduction de la chlorophylle (a) et chlorophylle (b) est peut étre liée
a la sensibilité de sa biosynthése au chlorure de sodium. Ce dernier affecte
moins la voie de biosynthese de la chlorophylle(b) (Rhim et al., 2013). Le
stress salin joue un role dans la diminution de I’activité de la chlorophylle et
inhibe la synthése de 1’acide 5-amino-levulinique (Santos, 2004). Sous
contraintes hydriques, il est constaté une perturbation au niveau des réactions
photochimiques de la photosynthése avec un blocage du transfert d’électrons
entre LHCII et PSII (Neill et al., 2006). La diminution du taux du CO2 dans
les feuilles est associée a une inhibition de la photosynthése.

Teneur en sucres solubles

L accumulation des sucres solubles chez les plantes de Capsicum annuum
L. est toujours plus importante dans les tissus foliaires que dans les tiges. Les
sucres solubles jouent un double rdle chez les plantes stressées, puisqu’ ils
participent aux événements métaboliques et a la déshydratation (Lepengue et
al., 2012)., role qui est déterminant dans I’ajustement osmotique ainsi qu’au
niveau de la stabilisation de certaines protéines (Bouatrous,2013).
L’accumulation des sucres semble induire la gélification du contenu cellulaire
en saturant le milieu intracellulaire ; ce phénoméne permet d’éviter la
cristallisation des molécules contenues dans la cellule, et donc limite les
dommages au niveau des structures cellulaires. L’accumulation des sucres est
suggérée comme indice de résistance au stress salin (Muuns et al., 2006).

Teneur en proline

Chez les plantes du piment (Capsicum annuum L.) I’accumulation de
la proline sous I’effet de la salinité se fait dans le sens des feuilles, aussi bien
chez les plantes témoins que stressés ; autrement dit cet acide aminé est
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concentré préférentiellement dans les feuilles a des teneurs significatives
(Djerroudi, 2010). L’accumulation de proline chez les plantes stressées a une
fonction de protection de la membrane cellulaire et participe a 1’ajustement
osmotique (Hassani et al., 2008). Elle agit en tant que composé soluble
compatible sans exercer d’effet toxique comme le cas des ions (Silva-Ortega
etal., 2008). En plus du réle osmotique attribué a la proline, celle-ci intervient
dans la détoxication des formes actives d’oxygene (Hong et al., 2000) et la
stabilisation des protéines (Majumder et al., 2010).

Teneur en Na* et K*

En milieu salin, les plantes absorbent des quantités importantes de Na*
et de CI°, mais le transport et I’accumulation de ces éléments semblent souvent
dépendre du degré de tolérance de I’espéce considérée (Munns et al., 2006).
La tolérance a la salinité ne se limite pas a une ? métabolique chez les plantes
tolérantes (Larosa et al.,1991). Généralement, le Na* commence a avoir un
effet inhibiteur sur I’activité enzymatique a partir d’une concentration de
100mmol/L. De la méme maniere, la capacité des plantes a réduire les teneurs
en sodium dans le cytoplasme semble étre un des éléments décisifs de la
tolérance a la salinité (Yamaguchi & Blumwald, 2006 ; Apse & Blumwald,
2007).

Les espéces tolérantes et en particulier les halophytes accumulent des
quantités importantes de sodium dans la partie aérienne, alors que les racines
sont moins riches en Na* que les feuilles (Flowers & Clomer, 2008 ; Atia et
al., 2011). Au contraire, chez les glycophytes une limitation de la migration
du Na* vers les feuilles est présente, d’ou des difficultés d’ajustement
osmotique en milieu riche en sels et des troubles d’alimentation au niveau des
racines. Presque la totalité de 1’abaissement du potentiel osmotique est due a
I’absorption du Na* chez les halophytes et les glycophytes (Hanana et al.,
2011). La plupart des plantes excluent le Na* par les racines tandis que 1’eau
est captée par le sol (Munns, 2005).

Les observations montrent que le Na* reste prédominant dans les
feuilles, alors que ’ion K™ est I1égérement présent avec des quantités plus ou
moins importantes uniquement dans les feuilles des plantes témoins. Cette
caractéristique ionique se rencontre géneralement chez les espéces ou la teneur
élevée en K™ est liée a la tolérance a la salinité (Asins et al., 2012). Par contre,
les concentrations en K* dans les feuilles des plantes témoins sont supérieures
aux teneurs de Na™ .

Selon Almeida et al. (2010), la tolérance a la salinité chez la tomate est
souvent associée aux capacités particulieres de maintenir une teneur élevée en
K+. L’efficacité d’absorption et d’utilisation du K* qui agit comme
osmoticum, est donc capitale dans 1’adaptation au stress salin (Hamraoui et
al., 2011). Rapportant que les génotypes de piment tolérants au sel accumulent
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moins de Na* dans les feuilles que les génotypes ayant la capacité d’exclure
Na* qui sont généralement plus tolérants a la salinité.

Les résultats de 1’étude anatomique ont montré que tous les traitements
salins sont capables d’induire des changements au niveau structural chez les
deux variétés de piment. Anatomiquement, les résultats montrent que le
diameétre des cellules des différents tissus change selon la concentration du sel.
Ces résultats sont en accord avec ceux d’Akram et al. (2002) obtenus sur le
blé soumis & une contrainte saline. Ces auteurs révelent une diminution de la
taille du parenchyme cortical et médullaire. Chez certaines plantes
succulentes, la réaction est inversée, la surface des parenchymes cortical et
médullaire augmente face au stress salin, phénomene qui a été observé chez le
(Cynodon dactylon L.) (Hameed et al., 2010).

Ould el hadj-Khelil (2001) indique que chez des plantes de tomate
soumises a un stress de 100 mM/I de NaCl, de légéres lésions apparaissent au
niveau de la moelle des tiges et lorsque la concentration en sel passe a 200
mM/I, la moelle est fortement détruite. Un second changement concerne la
diminution du diamétre des vaisseaux de xyléme et I’augmentation de leur
nombre sous les traitements 150 mMI/I de NaCl.

Conclusion

La salinité est une contrainte majeure qui affecte la croissance et le
développement des plantes surtout dans les régions arides et semi-arides qui
souffrent des problemes de salinisation des sols. Elle se manifeste au niveau
de la plante entiere a des degrés variables. La réponse varie d’un organe a un
I’autre, d’une espéce a 1’autre, selon la nature et I’intensité du stress.

Notre travail comprend 1’étude de deux variétés de poivron doux
(Capsicum annuum L.) a savoir Super marconi et Marconi sous des conditions
salines pour connaitre la différence de leur réponse et déterminer la notion de
la résistance et la sensibilité de la salinité.

Nous avons étudié des paramétres biochimiques dans les feuilles et durant la
phase de croissance végétative de la plante.

Les résultats présentent des différences et des ressemblances entre les
deux variétés durant les traitements salins. La variété Super marconi (Sup) est
plus tolérante a la salinité comparée a la variété Marconi (M). La salinité
provoque une diminution des teneurs biochimiques en chloropylles (a), (b) et
une accumulation des osmoprotecteurs tels que les sucres solubles et la proline
surtout pour la concentration saline la plus sévere (S3=150 mM/I).
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Abstract

Salinity is considered as the most important abiotic stress limiting crop production and plants are known to be
able continuing survive under this stress by involving many mechanisms. In this content, the present study was
carried out to evaluate the impact of NaCl on some morpho- physiological and anatomical parameters in two
sweet pepper (Capsicum annuum L.) varieties: Super marconi and Marconi. So, an experiment of eight months
was carried out underStandard room at and stress is induced by NaCl at 4 concentrations (0, 25, 50, and
150mMol/1). Results showed that increasing salinity stress, for all cultivars, decreased stems (length, fresh and
dry weights) and leaves (number and area).As the salinity increased, proline concentration and leaf total soluble
sugars also increased significantly compared with the control. The results showed that the accumulation of
proline and soluble sugars are good indicators of salinity tolerance. Results also suggest that the plant resists
against salinity through osmotic adjustment and ion absorption and sharing within its cells. This process is
essential for the survival of plants in salineMicroscopic study demonstrated that .salinity stress significantly
decreased cortex thickness because of salinity stress while xylem grown under salinity stress especially high level
of salinity .Additionally. There were changed in xylem creation and construction in stressed plants. It is
concluded that the variety Super Marconi (Sp) is more tolerant to salinity compared to the variety Marconi (M).

Hence, they have a significant role to play in agriculture, food, and economy.
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Introduction

Soil salinization is one of the major factors of soil
worsening. It has reached 19.5 % of the watered land
and 2.1 % of the dry-land farming existing on the
globe (FAO, 2000). Salinity effects are more easily
seen in arid and semiarid areas where 25 % of the
watered land is affected by salts. Considering that 52
% of northeast Brazil is within semiarid tropics (Lira

et al.,, 1982).

Irrigation has played an extremely important role in
terms of food production worldwide by increasing
crop produce and quality. However, to many crops-
watering can cause soil worsening mostly by
increasing the soil salinity (Trout, 2000). In fact, high
levels of salinity have been reported as causing of the
loss of 250,000 to 500,000 ha of irrigated land every
year. The problem happens mostly in arid and
semiarid zones where a total of 100 to 110 million ha
are reported as having problems related to
salinization which could make them unusable for
farming- based purposes (FAO, 2002). The problem
is greatest in these areas due to the high level of
evapotranspiration which increases salts, introduced
via the rising with water (secondary salinization) or as
part of the original chemical composition of the soil.
Pepper is one of the most widely grown vegetable in
the world. World production of pepper is estimated at
23.2 million tones and the largest producer is China
with 11.5 million tons, or nearly 50% (FAO, 2002).
Salinity inhibition of plant growth is the result of
osmotic and ionic effects and the different plant
species have developed different mechanisms to cope
with these effects (Munns, 2002). The osmotic
adjustment, reduction of cellular osmotic potential by
net solute accumulation, has been believed an
important method to salt and drought tolerance in
plants. This reduction in osmotic potential in salt
stressed plants can be a result of inorganic ion (Na*,
Cl, and K*) and compatible organic solute (soluble
carbohydrates, amino acids, proline, roots and leaves
contribute to the maintenance of water uptake and
cell turgor, allowing physiological processes, such as
stomatal opening, photosynthesis, and cell expansion

(Serraj and Sinclair, 2002). In addition to their role in
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cell water relations, organic solute accumulation may
also help towards the maintenance of ionic
homeostasis and of the C/N ratio, removal of free
radicals,and stabilization of macromolecules and
organelles, such as proteins, protein complexes and
membranes (Bohnert and Shen, 1999, Bray et al.,
2000). These solutes may also help towards the
control of pH in the cytosol and detoxification of
excess NHq+ (Gilbert et al., 1998) Although the
relationship between osmoregulation and salt
tolerance is not clear, there is evidence that the
osmotic adjustment appears, at least partially, to be
involved in the salt tolerance of certain plant
genotypes (Richardson and Mccree, 1985). Therefore,
the objective of this investigation was to evaluate the
effects of salt stress on growth, water relations and
anatomical of different sweet pepper genotypes,
commonly grown in northeast Algeria, and at the
same time try to correlate these effects with changes
in ionic and organic solute accumulation, with a view
to a better understanding of the mechanisms of salt

tolerance in these genotypes.

Materials and methods

Study area

This study is carried out on two varieties of sweet
pepper (Capsicum annuum L.) varieties: Marconi
(M) / the origin: china) and Super marconi (Sp) / the
origin: china). The experiment was conducted in a
culture room at the Abdelhafid Boussouf University
Center (Wilaya de Mila, North-East Algeria.), During
the year 2016/2017.

The experimental design

The test is conducted according to an experimental
device in completely randomized blocks (BAC),
comprising 4 blocks (repetitions) comprising 4 blocks
(repetitions) of each variety of sweet pepper (Marconi

and Super marconi). Fo each repetition two plants.

Saline solutions

The plants of the two varieties are subjected to the
different treatments of NaCl:

So :NaCl ( 0 m Mol / L (control).

S1: NaCl( 25 m Mol / L.)
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S2 :NaCl ( 50 m Mol / L.)
S3 :NaCl (150 m Mol / L.)

Measured parameters

Number of leaves NF:

We calculated the number of leaves from the beginnin
g of the growth ofthe first two papers until the rotting
of the plants for each of the two varieties separately, a

nd the averages were calculated.

Measuring leaf area SF (cm2): The leaves area was cal
culated during the seedling growth stage of both culti

vars during theremoval of seedlings for study and the

averages were calculated.

Fresh weight (PF / g): We calculated wet weight durin
g the seedling growth stage and afterremoval of the se

edlings by a sensitive balance.

Dry Weight Measurement (PS / g):

After gaining swelling weight, we wrap the balanced
seedlings individually in the aluminum foil and then
put them in the incubator for drying under 8o ° C
for48 hours to dry completely.

Dry seedlings and we make the color we get dry
weight.

Leaf proline estimation
Extraction and estimation of proline were conducted

according to the procedures described by Bates etal.

(1973).

Leaf total soluble sugars estimation

The total soluble sugars were measured using the
phenol-sulfuric acid. To measure leaves’ total soluble
sugars from the solution of5% ZnSO4, 0.3 N Ba
(OH)2, 5% (v/v) phenol solution and sulfuric acid was
used based on Stewart method. Finally, absorption
was read at 485 nm by spectrophotometry (Stewart,
1989).

Anatomical study
According to Saadoun (2005) a realization of the
cross sections of the stems of the two varieties of

pepper (Capsicum annuum L.) with a razor blade.
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This method is based on the use of certain dyes:
methyl green, Congo red or carmino-green Mirande,
or methyl green and carmine alum. It makes it
possible to exactly color the cell walls according to
their chemical composition. The staining principle of

the raised sections is based on the following steps:

First, Making cuts by hand using a simple razor, the
organ is delivered in slices of a few micrometers thick

so that the light rays can cross it.

Second, The sections are immersed, before staining,
in a 12% sodium hypochlorite bath for a quarter of an

hour to evacuate the contents of the cells.

Third, Rinsing with distilled water.
Fourth, Immersion in 2% acetic acid for five minutes
to eventually fix the dyes on the cells and remove all

traces of sodium hypochlorite.

Fifth, Rinse briefly with distilled water.
Sixth, Immersion in the double dye (methyl green /

Congo red) for 10 to 15 minutes.

Finally, Rinsing with distilled water, then mounting
the finest cuts between blade and coverslip.
Observation under a microscope equipped with a

digital camera (Motic).

Statistical analysis

The Excel Stat (2017) software was used to perform
all variance analyzes as well as the Newman Kkeuils
test (a = 0.05) to compare the averages between the
control and processed samples for each parameter

analyzed.

Results and discussion

Leaf number

The different saline concentrations resulted in a
significant decrease in the number of leaves for both
cultivars. There was also a difference in the average
number of leaves between the two cultivars, especially

in the concentrations (25-50 mM / L).
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Table 1. Analysis of variance on sweet pepper leaf number affected by salt stress.
Source DDL Sum of Squares Averag Squares F Pr>F
Model 7 151,889 21,698 6,873 0,000
Error 24 75,766 3,157
Total corrected 31 227,654

The highest mean number of leaves (12.25) 11.5) in

Super marconi in the control plants. In the
concentration (50 mM), Super marconi surpasses the
average number of leaves (9.43) on Marconi, which

has an average of 6.5 sheets.(50-150 mmol / L). The

average number of leaves ranged between(7.25-
7.81)inthe concentration (50 mM / L) and
between(6.06-6.26) in the concentration Saline (150
mM / L).

Table 2. Analysis of variance on sweet pepper leaf area affected by salt stress.

Source DDL  Sum of Squares Averag Squares F Pr>F
Model 7 148,969 21,281 17,462 < 0,0001
Error 24 20,250 1,219

Total corrected 31 178,219

The analysis of variance showed a significant effect (p

<0.01) on all traits due to salinity stress.

The results are shown in Table 1.The New man

Keuilstest confirms these differences between

cultured plants in the different saline media and

between the two cultivars. Super marconi recorded

the highest values of mean number of leaves in all

saline = concentrations compared to Marconi.

Which confirms the results of Unliikara et al. (2008).
Inhibition of the formation of leaf primordia under
salinity stress could be the probable reason for low
leaf number. Iyenger et al. (1977) reported that saline

irrigation water reduced the number of leaves.

Table 3. Analysis of variance on sweet pepper dry weight affected by salt stress.

Source DDL Sum of Squares Averag Squares F Pr>F
Model 7 0,180 0,026 657,223 <0,0001
Error 24 0,001 0,000
Total corrected 31 0,181
Leafs area (S2 = 50 mM / 1) ) And the lowest (2.25 cm2) in the

According to the results shown in Fig. 2 the effect of
salt stress negatively affects the paper area of the
studied species. The highest concentration of paper
area in the control plants of Super marconi (9.75
cm2) and average values (6.75-8 cm2) in the
concentrations (25-50 mmol / L) The lowest value of
paper area (4 cm2) was recorded in the high salt
concentration (150 mM / L).(S = o) and saline
concentration (1S = 25 mM / L) and the paper area

(6.5 cm2) and the mean values in the concentration

high salt concentration (S3 = 150 mmol / L).

The two varieties generally showed a different
response in the paper area in all saline treatments,
where the Super marconi exceeded Marconi. The
ANOVA study showed that the paper area recorded

very significant differences as shown in Table 2.

The New man Keuils test confirms these differences

between plants grown in different saline cultures and
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between the two cultivars. Super marconi recorded
the highest values of the leaf evolution index in all
saline concentrations compared to Marconi. Sagi et
al. (1997) also found the adverse effects ofsalinity
stress on leaf area. It has been reported that, decline
excessive

in plant biomass may be due to

2018

accumulation of NaCl in chloroplasts of sweet pepper,
which affects growth rate, and is often associated with
a decrease in the electron transport activities of
photosynthesis (Kirst, 1989) and inhibition of PSII
activity (Kao et al., 2003).

Table 3. Analysis of variance on sweet pepper dry weight affected by salt stress.

Source DDL Sum of Squares Averag Squares F Pr>F
Model 7 0,180 0,026 657,223 <0,0001
Error 24 0,001 0,000

Total corrected 31 0,181

In general, salinity reduces leaf number leaf area,
shoot and root dry weight, leading to low yields (Essa,
2002; Hamdy et al., 1993; Li et al., 2006; Sharifi et
al., 2007).0ur results are inconsistence with Gosset
and Lucas (1996) who reported that NaCl highly
reduced total leaf area; it seems that plant height was
more sensitive to salinity than leaf number or leaf

area expansion.

Dry weigth and fresh weigths

Results shown in Fig. 3 show salinity has a negative
effect that resulted in a clear decrease in average dry
weight by increasing saline concentrations. The
highest mean dry weight (0.28 g) was recorded in
saline concentration (So = 0) in control plants and
(0.14 g) in saline concentration (S1 = 25 mM / L) for
Marconi species, while lowest values were recorded
for the same cultivar Saline (50-150 mM / L) ranged

between 0.05 g and -0.08 g.

Table 4. Analysis of variance on sweet pepper fresh weigth affected by salt stress.

Source DDL Sum of Squares Averag Squares F Pr>F
Model 7 7,653 1,093 7,556 < 0,0001
Error 24 3,473 0,145
Total corrected 31 11,126
Super marconi had the highest mean dry weight Fresh weigth

(0.23 g) in the control plants, and in the
concentrations (25-50 mM / L), the mean wet weight
values ranged from 0.11 g to 0.12 g while the lowest
mean Wet weight (0.07 g) in high salt concentration

(150 mM / L).

Salinity stress was diminished plant growth and
significantly decreased total dry weight. There was
downward decrease in shoot weight because of
deterrent effect of salinity on plant height (Table 3).
Salt stress adversely affects the growth and
development of crops, and the results of our study
confirm that all growth variables of sweet pepper

drastically decreased with NaCl treatment.

The results shown in Fig. 4 showed that the negative
salinity effect resulted in a clear decrease in average
wet weight by increasing saline concentrations. The
highest mean wet weight (2.16 g) was recorded in
saline concentration (So = 0) in the control plants
and (1.37 g) in the saline concentration (S1 = 25 mM /
L) of the Marconi species. Saline (50-150 mM / L)
ranged between (0.38 g - 0.94 g). Super marconi had
the highest mean wet weight (1.54 g) in the control
plants and in the concentrations (25-50 mM / L). The
mean wet weight values ranged between (1.19 g - 1.22
g) while the lowest mean Wet weight (0.88 g) in high

salt concentration (150 mM / L).
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Table 5. Analysis of variance on sweet pepper proline affected by salt stress.
Analysis of the variance (Variable Pro L)
Source DDL Sum of Squares Averag Squares F Pr>F
Model 8 2101,371 262,671 336,591 < 0,0001
Error 24 18,729 0,780
Total corrected 32 2120,101
Table 6. Analysis of variance on sweet pepper soluble sugars affected by salt stress.
Analysis of the variance (Variable Sug L) :
Source DDL Sum of Squares Averag Squares F Pr>F
Model 8 2090,653 373,832 6219,405 < 0,0001
Error 24 1,443 0,060
Total corrected 32 2092,096

The ANOVA study showed that the average wet
weight recorded very significant differences. As
shown in Table 4 The New man Keuils test confirms
these differences between cultured plants in the
different saline media and between the two cultivars.
Super marconi recorded the lowest values for mean
wet weight in saline concentrations (0-25 mM / L)
and highest values In saline concentrations (50-150

mM / L) compared to Marconi. At the lower salinities,

cell expansion may have been sufficient to diluted the
ion concentration within the plant; thus avoiding
toxic accumulation (Munns, 2002). Plants irrigated
with salinities of 3.5 dS-m-1 and greater may have
had a limited water uptake due to high osmotic
potential in the root zone. Salt-stressed plants tend to
intrinsically save water; thus restricting growth as an
adaptation to low water availability (Binzel and

Reuveni, 1994).

Table 77.Pearson correlation between growth parameters affected by salt stress.

Variable Leaf number  Leaf dry weigtht  Leaf fresh weigth Leaf area Leaf proline Leaf suger
Leaf number 1

Leaf dry weigth ~ 0,740** 1

Leaf fresh weigth 0,585 0,766%* 1

Leaf area 0,570 0,591 0,546 1

Leaf proline -0,622% -0,765%* -0,577 -0,687* 1

Leaf suger -0,421 -0,655% -0,462 -0,318 0,576 1

*** Significant at the 0.05 and 0.01probbility levels, respectively.

Plants may have higher concentrations of Na* and CI-
in the leaves. Both Bethke and Drew (1992) and
Chartzoulakis and Klapaki (2000) reported higher CI-
content than Na+ in the leaves of peppers at high
salinities, whereas Blom-Zandstra et al.,(1998)
reported the reverse. Both processes which ultimately
limit nutrient uptake, causing nutrient imbalances
(Grattan and Grieve, 1999). Based on our results, it
could be speculated that Cl- concentration in the

leaves might have been more harmful than Na+ based

on the fact that peppers are incapable of Cl- exclusion
(Chartzoulakis and Klapaki, 2000) and that chloride
was the most abundant ion in our saline irrigation

water.

Kirnak et al., (2003) found that mulched plants under
water stress had significantly greater water content in
leaves, shoot dry weight and stem diameters than
plants grown in bare soil. Under non-saline

conditions mulches have been found to significantly

250 | Bouassaba and Chougui



| Int.J.Biosci. [ Uil

increase plant height and stem diameter (Locher et
al., 2005), shoot fresh weight (Aziz, 1994) and

number of leaves (Siwek et al., 1994).

Proline

Results of the measurement of the amino acid proline
content, as shown in Figure (5), is the most studied
amino acid among the other amino acids involved in
the formation of proteins as a measure of the

physiological condition of the plant (salt stress).

Number of leaves

Salinity Nacl (mMolAa)

Fig. 1. Effect of NaCl on leaves numbers of two sweet pepper cultivars during 60 days.

In the normal case (So = 0), the ratio of the amino
acid proline in the leaves of the pepper varieties was
weak, ranging from (3.05-4.76 pg / 10omg / MF).
While the amount of amino acid proline in the leaves

increased by saline concentrations ranged between

(4.89-6.06 pg / 100mg / MF) in the concentrations
(25-50 mM / L) of sodium chloride salt and the
maximum values were recorded in the high salt
concentration Mol / 1) for both studied cultivars

(9.39-11.10 pg / 100mg / MF).

12
10

Leaves areafcm2)
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Fig. 2. Effect of NaCl on leaves area of two sweet pepper cultivars during 60 days.

The ANOVA study showed that the amino acid
content of proline in the leaves of the two varieties of
paprika has recorded very significant differences. As

shown in Table (5). The New man Keuils test

confirms these differences between plants grown in
different saline cultures and between the two

cultivars. Super marconi recorded the highest values
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of the leaf evolution index in all saline concentrations

compared to Marconi.

Solubles sugars

Figure 6 shows that the content of sugars decreased
significantly in non- salted plants. While the effect of
salinity varied on sugar content between the two

studied cultivars with the highest values of (9.82-

2018

10.15 ug / 10omg / MF) were recorded in the Super
marconi cultivars (25-50-150 mM / L), while the
lowest values were recorded in the Marconi cultivars
in the control plants and the low salinity
concentration (25 mM / L) ranged between (9.16-9.37
ug / 1oomg / MF) compared with high salinity

concentrations with the highest values ranging from

(9.50-9.94 pg / 100mg / MF).

0,3

0.25 '

Dry weihtig)

0,15 -

M DWSP
MDWM

0,05 4

S0 51

52 53
Salinity NaCl{ mMoll}

Fig. 3. Effect of NaCl on dry weigth of two sweet pepper cultivars during 60 days.

The ANOVA study showed that the sugar content of
the leaves showed very significant differences. As
shown in Table (6). The New man Keuils test

confirms these differences between plants grown in

different saline media and between the two cultivars.
Super marconi recorded the highest sugar content in

all saline concentrations compared to Marconi.

o
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Fig. 4. Effect of NaCl on fresh weight of two sweet pepper cultivars during 60 day.
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In this study, proline concentration in the leaf of
Capsicum annuum L. was increased with increasing
salinity, particularly at the highest external salt level,
thus, showing the positive role of proline in the salt

tolerance  of this crop. Proline, as a

signaling/regulatory molecule, can activate multiple
responses, which are component to the process of
adaptation to abiotic stresses including salt stress
(Ashraf and Orooj, 2006).

Proline (p.g.mk1)

M proSP
ik promM

S2 S3
salinity NaCl mMol/]

Fig. 5. Effect of NaCl on proline of two sweet pepper cultivars during 60 day.

Increase in proline under salinity has also been
reported in some medicinal plants (Hajar et al., 1996;
Munns., 2002; Ashraf and Orooj, 2006; Abdul et al.,
2007). Leaf soluble sugars considerably increased in
response to the increase in salinity. Accumulation of

soluble carbohydrates in response to environmental

stress has been widely reported despite specific
reduction in net CO2 assimilation levels (Chaves et
al., 2003; Meloni et al., 2008). Sugars, in addition to
the role of regulating osmotic balance, also act as the
metabolic signals in the stress conditions (Chaves et

al., 2003).

solubles sugars (pg.mk1)

O KBF N W & U oo N
|

M suc SP

M suc M

52 53
salinity NaCl mMol/I]

Fig. 6. Effect of NaCl on soluble sugars of two sweet pepper cultivars during 60 day.
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Anatomical results

A comparison of the anatomical cuts made on the
pepper stems (Capsicum annuum L.) of the control
and stressed plants shows that the stem of the control
plants consists of two zones: the bark and the central
cylinder (Fig. 5). In stressed pepper plants, an

increase in parenchymal cell size is observed under

saline treatment of 25 mMol/l, followed by an
increase in parenchyma thickness. However, under
treatment of 50-150 mMol/l, cell thickness decreases.
Furthermore, we observed that, in salt stressed

plants, number of trichomes was increased from

epidermal stem cells.

Super marconi NaCl 150 mM/1

Marconi NaCl 150 mM/1

Fig. 7. Anatomical structur of sweet pepper stem under salinity stress.1 :Exodermis,2 : Endodermis,3 : central

cylinder.
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In the other word, increase of salinity level led to
more trichomes on epidermal layer in compare with
control plants (Data are not shown) (Fig. 5). There are
several reports on increased trichome density under
environmental stresses such as drought and salinity
(Abernethy et al., 1998; Aguirre-Medina et al., 2002).
Increase of trichome density may be a mechanism to

increase of tolerance to salt stress.

It was recently suggested that leaf glandular
trichomes could contribute to the high salt tolerance
by the excretion of ions (Gucci et al., 1997). Salinity

induced structural changes in xylems in stems.

In salt stressed plants, stems vascular cell thickness
was much larger than control treatment; the salinity
effect was concentration dependent. Generally, plants
grown in saline solution showed higher thickness in
cuticle, vascular tissues and vessel than unstressed
plant while cortex zone thickness was decreased (Fig.

5). when the cell is under stress and when
itdifferentiates to particular specialized tissues,

notably the xylem (Christensen et al., 1998).

Salinity stress has been associated Witha greater
deposition of lignin in vascular tissues and/caused
earlier and stronger lignifications, which has been or

xylem development.

In bean- root vascular tissue, NaCl suggested to be a
factor that inhibits root growth and, consequently,
represents an adaptation mechanism in resisting

salinity-imposed stress (Cachorro et al., 1993).

Conclusion

The results show differences and similarities between
the two varieties during saline treatments. Super
marconi (Sup) is more tolerant to salinity compared
to Marconi (M).

In conclusion, this study shows that salt stress
decreases sweet pepper growth and induces changes
in anatomical characteristics such as increment of cut

in synthesis on epidermal stem cells and also changes
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in xylem structure and lignification of them in

soybean stems.
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