elgzes o §
Ol! s lighons 3 pgle l
(Y = FDVE Y ol oleds /el Jlo Do
savats allio i 25
29y -
DOI: 10.22124/jms.2024.8037
ex-situ du !l 40 (Nepeta spp.) Ludigy alio gddiss jou jos Job o)y
25092 oumon T Cuuuaz 78 M T (5 SIS pmmo To0l Jgmoy Ml ¥ Silemils (Lo 3
VECYIYIO iy gl VESYNYNS sl s
WS>

(o8 S 4 Jomxie Hod) (w9l (sla,ds @X-SItU) olKia, 5l )l cbli> ulul Sas sla 3 YU jee Job
a4 egias Jlsg ooo3l @l 01 25z ladisS )3y see b 10 50k £555 (HlaSy (53lwe 30 Ll 50 Sgzgenl b ol
OBl b aws go a3l )3 SSU Laylys jo aaisS ol [& sbdacgesms 05all joe Job SUj5)) sl )05l 54 SOL ol o
ol i 50 S waly3 | blis ladcgeme yign Cu e 4o 40 5 calie uileodss sazme Liulej] Jolys Gl
Jlas 59, WY+ oy (do 0 £r g 0,5 ol az )0 FO ol pa) YU s Cugb ) 5 sloo jo Nepata ixg a5 & 4
lag,T Sloos 5 00l 2,15 lg slous Ll 51 Ga, AT+ 50 e e WY Y 1)) alises sloyle o Loy ozl
oolaxul b (PS0) 70 Olimeds Srailez malS gl JLal jo oaisd o loy 00,5 ) Sialex o st sl ioleT b
J155 5598 POO 03,5 eslial LaaisS (o )& (oo o Job sln 5)kme Dlyieas 5 0 (o PIODIL Jolos 5 25 5|
odal Cewy y33s yas Jsb ulsl 2 gy ;oo 59, VP B 59, FIVA 5l e cesian Jlg) Ll o Loaigy Galises sloaiss assly
N. haussknechtii N. pogonosperma slasisS sl o5 sl o & Giailsx Ll sloe,es o coias Jlg; o
N. Glodaiss ,& Siale> ol sleeyss Js .ol alle oo wilss o N. depauperata N. cataria N. glomerulosa
S5yl Lyl & saze (5 )5laex > g ol als = oL N. oxydonata 4 N. schirazana N. nuda menthoides
Lol BX-SIU Lty o o] cbla> gl (g Scwlio

Si8le oo (Sl «(Failgar sy Egduan Jlg) (SlaigS €95 1 guals slac]ly

Ol Ol 5008 sy 5 Shiseletlinkos lojle 988 @l 5 lSizr Sligkos dusge (olnl orb mlie 0F ST gl sletsls -
psalehil@gmail.com
Olrl ol «65leS gy 5 Uhjselenliviog lojle 988 @il 5 i Slidss awwhe (olpl b mls o) Kb «gime Y
rasoolzadehl@yahoo.com
8551 s 5 Obsgelenliniod (ol 58 @lpe 5 elizr Dlidiod dunfe bl g LS00 5 pgto lidod sy (Ghagl Hludls Y
calagarim@gmail.com Olpl el
leilafalah@yahoo.com
Ol (O 5008 sy 5 Piselenlinios lajls 5iS @le 5 iz Sligiod dvsho lnl (sl @lie 0 UL (ighy Ll -0
hjavadim@yahoo.com

psalehil@gmail.com : Jgtus sosus 5*


mailto:psalehi1@gmail.com
mailto:rasoolzadehl@yahoo.com
mailto:leilafalah@yahoo.com
mailto:hjavadim@yahoo.com

CV=F N sl o)l fppsl Sl Tl iy ligios ¢ asle

oHlSer 5 Ao

e 0 (OlF le 4> FO sgu> o) YU sles
Soge ey WV Sdedy (3o Fo) Yl (ed Cusb,
sddg s Jls; slagyee;! (Hay et al. 2006) s .5
TS RS ek Sad Sliliad eas s I s
Wl 5 Cugby adsl S8 4 65l 1) 99 o 03l
was e dll ot J7uS Jlgs cons b polie gl
Soliie ol 51 egian Jlg; Ll (Hay etal., 2019)
Jl53 o35 Slalllas a5 (5 y5bo a3 s Chlieo slaaisS o
8 Selools plis iy alises o)l (65 2 (oan
YO woys Ar s Cusby g 8,5 ile ax 0 Fr sles
D20 Cewd 1 095 4l 0g8 [ aiS o Job 39, FO U
Voo Cagby g ol,5 cle a0 FO sles o a5 Jb> o
sbals b o oS 59, G oa by pl ey
Cugb, g ol )T sile ax 0 YV 0 LLIG o 9] |
Cawd 39, ¥ b 1) 095 Sl il was o AY s
(Hay et al., 2019) aias o
Aipbg a5 wiies (03,1 (St 3B 5 sloSSL
Sy 09> Syl ol (S e 5l e bl
oole Slindod L 590 b3 B jls onge p (SYsbo
wold 1, Shes o 13¢ adgs senge sl bLs 2ol
Glos Cowi 13 STl o S5, el 5l cdslis oS
Solezr (s el 4 e Gl oo Cosb,
Roberts, ) wgd oo wmiiwm JB e L o,
Uinlesl 5l Jol> sloesls anlllas b i ,o (1973
35 o 50 0o pu3d AigS YVF 5l anSTEVARY saily>
United States ) USDA .55 sbs 5l cbla> Lo
P50y o o i (Department of Agriculture
5 (Jlo ¥ Bromus sitchensis) laaisS oy 5 pecolisS
#YY (Trifolium campestre) aaiss oy 5 ee SYob
Walters et al., ) sls 049 s Jlo #Y7 (JLo
$lp dle sbass A e Job cslis (2005
% gl cblis ladsgerme 5 o) sl SSb Copoe
looygs Sl slupj nj el oo e GlalS
L el o3l Dbl azmss )3 5 )0 (Sieler b
3050 (nl sl Sl e Jsb dapl suze g pslae
S 2y (2LS sbedisS leassare sl ohga
e (Sy8ilez ;0 az g hB alS 45 58 15 Conl s
Sedes yh dged (S (Feieal ) o 5l @

Yy

doddo
23 ol b a8 05 go @Ml (sloys0 4 4dy e Jobo
Bekker et al., ) cul oyojails> a5 50l 5 wile o 00
Lis 1) 593 ol culls byl a5 Slej s (2003
5 b sllarex obg chogi gl p Al (65,5laS
SSE 3 Sl oy 0 Sl o gl el Jonsily b))
Dowsett et al., 2012; ) cul s, 45 50 Glotng Coonl

Finch-Savage and Bassel, 2016; Company et al.
& 5,4 see Jsb o 2019; Fenollosa et al., 2020

5l Lt G «(Pereira Lima et al., 2017) Lgw o ol
el 00 541, Phoenix dactylifera ,o Jlo Y-«
.Sallon et al., 2008)
Joo o OLaaVb ey doay (5505 slaasss
st il Ygoma (S Jo) (haone S Ll
Jlosl 4 5L5 5 (Siailez cenlio Ll pd jo (> 5 00
(Bewley et al., 2013) x,ls Clgz 28, sl olo los
aslllan ¢ nS505 )| sladisS oy gy ata] Cac pow cileay
o el Ll Co s s pae Job inogs s
a5 6ly e5tan Jlg slagsesl 5 s (nl 4o
Ellis and Robert, ) 545 o oolatul ;3 as g yoe Job
&5 .(1980; Hay et al., 2019; Sethi et al., 2020
3% o33 L egran jsba (g ) )3 Iy
S gy Gl ges WIVL sles 5 (g Cusbo) daul 0
Sl 090 Sy W S Skl el b WS s
Syed (i obsS Sloy ol o0y (SYeb
sly Fslie sla b, (Fenollosa et al., 2020)
ORredee o5 3,00 0529 Hd e Job anslie 5 e
Jgs (F 5 o gy Jlgs (¥ wonds J 58 Jlg5 () g |
sl al i b bg, ol 5o ol sl sty S
Js5 opesl sy Sy |y (G g, b 0T
3ga> (o Cagb, (sl10) Laails ol S8 L oas S
@ ol )T il 4z 10 FO o0 sles o (b ,a YF L VA
Jol> (Powell et al., 2005) cels 47 b ¥V cos

OO0 1R ahewsts oadig pas Iy aesl S0 st
50 (oL,F il az 0 O sga> j0) YL sles o Laasls
L YF Soe @ (Qo,0 £ YL s Cugb, Jae
Jls; o3e51 9 «Hampton and Tekrony, 1995) ¢l
Oler o baasls ol (1,8 alwgas o lailiwl ouls S



VRN ¥ sl 0 )los [woly Jlo 10yl ydy Sl 5 pole

ol Jsbo (g

HVF sl g ey b ailS 0l i
o, sl a0 10 gles Loyl jo g ouds cudilop ac 5
A (6 eSS ol F il +F jo lea o slvanS

la,d egman Jlgj olml iolejl 5l Giagh cnl 5o
‘G.Ja.Lu.v ‘5...:L..~u °L.15 8[.1 ‘o)‘)'.fb )JJ ;S..L‘ 0)5).» Ja...uﬁ.' as
@l sldiss (& jes Job dnslio gl lndSSl g
(Newton et al., 2009) a.is solatwl 4 o 4285 IS
YL Al S 9y sl wame Slonl anld Gl
A5 )5 TAD (509331 b oads ags) azma Sl T Jglne
LRV o Caghy ol sl a5 (ST ;o V4 poutd
ool a8 )8 )8 lge dea5 LB e dam SO0 ool Ay
WWooe 4y g ol ools J15 ,05lsSSl G 50 G an>
A 6, So,b e o Kl ax o Ve gles (o 5,
Bl nr S a ol wazme Glopl dl e 5l
o T 5agsil b osd ag) sy Jsbua b Isa 358
o Cagby ol lp a8 (O] il V@ pgd WIS
o e dexx Gl ad S oud ang A5
5o oLS il a0 TO sles o g ol ools 1,3 55546
slapley ;o ba)de ad (6 IS5 59, VT Gy ()6
Ja.{‘)*b)"()’s) \Y‘ 5%’ 5&‘ ‘Y“ sY‘ sﬁ 6& sY 6\)&.&.1.’»—7’0@
slagilesl b gl Slboass 5 wad gyl Jlg; e
addllas jslateas o) (nl 51aus )5 (o) 2 Syl o il
iz sladiss ,d Sialr gla Sy » gy Sl
Wls b B o Joye5l & pon ctlej] gy
Jsb ialogl oo loss 45 05 plol IS5 s by iols
By &5 5 Jlgy Lulpd )3 (6)lae%5 090

L Sgeas jlan o)l giailsx do,o aculoes gl
G 090 50 adBo O Sdeds o0 ¥ i Cu S s
I8 Blo &5 Y g0 lils g gtle 1 sl oo
oo 55 jeilieys 4 59ds Syl el (sl aias ool
ol ol e (S0 celw A) of 5 il az o
Sygon (ks 99 azaty; 79,5 ) Siwlez v
3 Sxlsz we s 28,5 planil 55, V) D @y 5 4l
sla,d slaws Ny aSas acwlxe "Ng/NX100" 40,8
Ellis and ) coul sais axsls [, slows Ny g oojasly>
solaiwl b Jjails> ylejow Sl ((RObDET, 1980

Yy

ol o5 slSSh ly (onlpls (Walters, 2003)
Gl mpee Loy ] G 3ale o8 Lad> (gl Sjaile plate
09 005 (a5 Jiallsz Glalojl dings glaeygo 4isS 52
Lyl see Jsb ly )bl oo jslie ool sl
Gl Lylys s ol sleaes gyl 5l oslin
Ellis and Robert, ) probit Joo asle jlwe m53
5 (Walters et al., 2005) Avrami sl (1980
(Trap et al., 2012) Bayesian multilevel model
(Yamasaki et al., 2020) ¢l suls 5,20

(olslins 5,0 3l Ludgy o)l U L Nepeta >
Ol pe dle w5 Al K e 6T FA Sl
b il 5 SSb o . (Mozaffarian, 2006) acs
S92y Ludigy Cilire slaaisS 5l ST OVY slass ol 5
Bl o lodig sloaish yos Job (w2 5l (S35 0 1
roe Job sladlolas ol o g 2ol g laJae 15 wuss 2l
ags (Livetal, 2011) el); sboasss sl WL L3
9,99 LU Hody yee Job (hagh jeS 50 g ond
By 4 slodiged YL olaes d dazgi b .l oo dalllas
3 bl cblis 4 kg s wlie 5 SOL Lo b
-2) Nepata «iss' & yoe Jsb anslio sl ios5 00!
55 5e3] ctmalivo (sl2 03 (o) (XN (slaaisS sie
az, YO gl o a0 o) olastiunl euds J S
SSk o3y Lawgs a5 (do,3 Fr (s Cugh g 0I5 il
oozl LSl egS o gihalis ol oLS EL wo,l3n 4
GBSl g oo Job colil al 00y 5 4 05d o0
S Sledbl wlgs o Nepeta calizes slaassS slo,dy
WS wl B 09l mae puiz (nl o e sl 5L 0550
s 1) ()5 S Fge Copoe g

59, g Slgo
G5 & Hd ey ol yo olitul 050 mudle )3
N.  N. haussknechtii Jsls) Nepata Loag
N. N. cataria .N. glomerulosa pogonosperma
N. N.

ac,3 ,o &5 oe (N. oxydonata 4 schirazana
gz 58 @ly lpl b ple o Sb Slades

nuda N. menthoides depauperata



OV=F N sl o,lad fppsl Sl Tl iy ligios ¢ asle

oHlSer 5 Ao

>y B & ed (Gl wsls Gl mlbs

b mals lgy bls o by <dS L Nepata
855 5o a9k S9p Solicte LaaisS 43 Gjalyr rals
N. slaasss ;o w4 VY- 34, ;51 N. haussknechtii
51 N. cataria 4 N. glomerulosa pogonosperma
N. nuda 4 N. depauperata slaaiss ,o w4+ 5,
N. N. menthoides laassS jo w4 ¥ 5, 5
=2 = 4 V- 55, 5l N oxydonata 4 schirazana
Oge Sy Aol @V-1 JSS) aid camlin gl
a4l oooy alex Jd olawd ead con i Jiz! o
O Oloy Dl (Siailez weyd Sy n (ke
O Jguz) w38 annle Jlgy Ll 5o 54 6 IS
3 Loty iz sladiss 0 (Sialsr Cngn polie
o3ls (L DY- (glaJSs o Jlg; 5 (6,55 oy Jsko
Slpoad Sro oy (Joe g5 ) Aslee bl o
N. a5 ,0 (p50) 70+ 4,34 ule oy Luals
N. a5 0 (D) JS) 59, VO/YY haussknechtii
N. 45 ,o «(bY JS&) 55, YO/AA pogonosperma
N. a5 o «bY Jo) 59, VY0 glomerulosa
N Gs o «(bf i) 5, VY/Y cataria
N. nuda «55 ;o (b0 JSo) 59, V< /FY depauperata
V/YY N. menthoides g5 ,o «(bF &) 59, VY
U8 59, $/YY N. schirazana g5 ,o (DY JS) 54,
o (08 o) 59, F/YA N. Oxydonata 4555 ;o 4 (DA
Slp 720 oliebsl alols snialis oz o Jwio go
Olaebsl alald 5 (55155 099 canl [0 (5 IS5 090
il s G aeiS L aS) P50 Jlexst a4y bg e 80

slaws N aSaus S oo "(Emidi)/Ng" Jge,s )
Otalojl €955 31 o 39 Sl A 59, 003al5 (sl
Ellis and ) cwl oojaily> sla,d slass JS Ng
& "y ni/di" akal, 51 Sjals> e o (RObert, 1980
slaws di gl 59, ,0 0034l (sl ,du dlaws N aS” sl s
(Agrawal, 2004) el islesl 9,8 5 o 59,
&bl 5IUT

35 Casny Je &S Cangn oS ) Jelod g S
slp (V- 18) MedCalC (s,Ll 158l o 5 50 95 0 0aals
033 Sl (gao,0 0 alS ey aS) POO lade 8l
alio sl (55leme lare 4y 5 0l planil (el )4y (yaibe
w35 esliiul b 48 o h o e Job
daools o & bas 5l e (MedCalc, 2016)
Soye & Hh gl Cagn Jee ol
lo S Casgp Probit a5 el "Probit=a+bxD"
595 D glasm ol Sl cugn b Sale>
dslas culpd doad) b g (cob) Bl po (s3lwo s
() J592) o dslone 357 52 (gl oS atsd (90 S
Si8ler ey3 9 jed (Siale o ys la e
lajgy olawd) ploy plp )3 Congn o b osd 4y
b od s EXCEL Ll 3815 L (o5ae s
ST SRNG NV RNTSWRIRR U IRV VP S
dolao (53l slp g 0d (B5ln Wmosls (59, » S
5 ombly 5o b oolitul Sang p Jelod 51 (p09 0
Ol 5 el (Sialezr Sy Gl Sl dnslie
plsl SASS 138l o5 b (SSls (hgya (Sailex (lejae

(395 :D) Lwdigy clizko gloaiss 1o (T (3o o (ol 9 33 (Sl gy oo b g i (ygns 55 Aoloo —) Jgur
Table 1. Probit regression equation or probit model of seed survival and its significance level in
Nepeta spp. (D: days)
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Species Probit regression equation or seed survival probit model

N. haussknechtii Probit=(0.90)+(-0.06)xlog10D 0.0001

N. pogonosperma Probit=(1.21)+(-0.08)xlog10D 0.0001

N. glomerulosa Probit=(1.02)+(-0.07)xlog1D 0.0001

N. cataria Probit=(0.79)+(-0.06)xlog10D 0.0001

N. depauperata Probit=(1.6)+(-0.15)xlog1D 0.0001

N. nuda Probit=(1.4)+(-0.19)xlog1D 0.0001

N. menthoides Probit=(1.7)+(-0.23)xlog1D 0.0001

N. schirazana Probit=(1.82)+(-0.39)xlog10D 0.0001

N. oxydonata Probit=(1.64)+(-0.37)xlog10D 0.0001
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Figure 1. Survival curve (a), probit values of germination percentages (b) and the relationship
between actual and predicted germination values (c) of V. haussknechtii seeds under standard

controlled aging test
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Figure 2. Survival curve (a), probit values of germination percentages (b) and the relationship
between actual and predicted germination values (c) of V. pogonosperma seeds under standard
controlled aging test
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Figure 3. Survival curve (a), probit values of germination percentages (b) and the relationship
between actual and predicted germination values (¢) of V. glomerulosa seeds under standard

controlled aging test
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Figure 4. Survival curve (a), probit values of germination percentages (b) and the relationship
between actual and predicted germination values (c) of V. cataria seeds under standard

controlled aging test
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Figure 5. Survival curve (a), probit values of germination percentages (b) and the relationship
between actual and predicted germination values (c) of V. depauperata seeds under standard
controlled aging test
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Figure 6. Survival curve (a), probit values of germination percentages (b) and the relationship
between actual and predicted germination values (c) of V. nuda seeds under standard controlled

aging test
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Figure 7. Survival curve (a), probit values of germination percentages (b) and the relationship
between actual and predicted germination values (c) of V. menthoides seeds under standard

controlled aging test
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controlled aging test
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Abstract

Extended seed longevity in the dry state is the basis for the ex-situ conservation of orthodox seeds
(desiccation-tolerant seeds). However, even under identical storage conditions, there is wide variation
in seed longevity between species. The results of the artificial aging test provide seed bank managers a
tool to assess the potential longevity of seed sets of these species under seed bank conditions, to enable
the selection of appropriate viability retest intervals and, as a result, better management of conservation
accessions. In the present work, seeds of nine wild species of Nepata spp. were aged at elevated
temperature and relative humidity (45°C and 60% RH) for 120 days. Seeds were removed at various
times (1, 2, 5, 9, 20, 30, 50, 75, 100 and 125 days) and their viability was determined through standard
germination tests. The time taken in storage for viability to fall to 50% (p50) was determined using
Probit analysis and used as a measure of relative seed longevity between species. Among Nepeta species,
p50 at 45°C and 60% RH varied from 4.38 d to 16 d. Results indicated that based on the artificial aging
longevity, in the gene banks the germination test intervals of species N. pogonosperma, N. haussknechtii,
N. glomerulosa, N. cataria, N. depauperata can be ten years. But the germination test intervals of N.
menthoides, N. nuda, N. schirazana and N. oxydonata should be five years, and even re-collecting their
seeds can be a more appropriate strategy to protect them in ex-situ conditions.
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