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Abstract. In order to investigate different treatment effects on germination in Gundelia tournefortii, three factorial
experiments were carried out in a completely randomized design with three replications. The first factor was
stratification at 4°C at three levels including 0, 3 and 6 weeks, the second factor was mechanical scarification at two
levels including seeds with/without scarification and the third factor was chemical treatments of seed dormancy
breaking at three levels including distilled water and gibberellic acid at concentrations of 1000 and 1500 mg/1 and
Thiourea 0.1%. The results showed that the effects of stratification, scarification and chemical treatments of dormancy
breaking and their interactions were significant on all studied parameters (p<0.01). Mean comparison values were
significant for the effects of spate treatments together with mechanical scarification for the improvement of all traits.
The results also revealed that the treatment of mechanical scarification treatment together with gibberellic acid 1000
mg/1 in six weeks stratification, due to maximum germination speed, seedling dry weight, seedling length, large-scale
germination percentage and seedling vigor index and modest average germination period, was the most influential
treatment for seed dormancy breaking of this plant. Correlation between germination percentage with germination rate,
dry weight and seedling length was significant. It seems that seed dormancy type in Gundelia tournefortii is
physiological and physical, as eliminating physiological and physical factors leads to its germination improvement.
Keywords. gibberellic acid, physiological dormancy, scarification, stratification, thiourea
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Table 1. Analysis of variance (mean squares) of seed dormancy breaking treatments on some germination traits of G.
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Fig. 1. Mean comparisons of interaction among stratification, scarification and dormancy breaking chemical treatments
for germination percentage of G.fournefortii. (Columns having a common letter in each stratification period are not

significantly different from each other according to LSD 0.05).
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Fig. 2. Mean comparisons of interaction among stratification, scarification and dormancy breaking chemical treatments
for germination speed of G.tournefortii. (Columns having a common letter in each stratification period are not

significantly different from each other according to LSD 0.05).
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Fig. 3. Mean comparisons of interaction among stratification, scarification and dormancy breaking chemical treatments
for average germination period of G.tournefortii. (Columns having a common letter in each stratification period are not

significantly different from each other according to LSD 0.05).
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1500 mg/1, Thiourea 0.1%, u=ithout scarification and mechanical scarifications, respectively.
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Table 2. Mean comparisons of interaction among stratification, scarification and seed dormancy breaking treatments for some

germination traits in G. tournefortii. (Columns having a common letter in each stratification period are not significantly
different from each other according to LSD 0.05). A, B, C, D, E and F represent Water, Gibberellin 1000 mg/l, Gibberellin
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Table 3. Correlation coefficients matrix of measured traits in G. tournefortii.
S e e ) ©) ) ®) ©®) @
(1) Germination (%) ;4! g 4o 53 1
(2) Germination speed ;s s s 0.528**
(3) Germination period average
Sl o uﬁ;u 0.845%** 1
(4) Seedling lengtheslSU b 0.707%* 0.755%* 0.428* 1
(5) Seedling dry weightaals «Ses 05 0.527 ** 0.808** 0.285™ 0.764** 1
(6) Seedling vigor wxslS J b oz 0.822%* 0.562%* 0.595%* 0.842%* 0.443% 1
(7)o-amylase activation T WT e Jls -0.179™ -0.206™ -0.150" -0.228" -0.361™ -0.077" 1
®  kk
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** * and ns are significant at a probability level of 1%, 5%, and non-significant, respectively.
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Fig. 4. Mean comparisons of interaction among stratification, scarification and dormancy breaking chemical treatments for a-
amylase activity of G.tournefortii. (Columns having a common letter in each stratification period are not significantly different from

each other according to LSD 0.05).
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