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1 - Photoinhibition                                                                                                2 - Electron Transport Chain (ETC)  
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1 - Imaging of fast chlorophyll fluorescence induction curve (OJIP)                                           2 - Reaction centers  
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 T���1 - ��6���= Y4@��4� ?� 30  �.�2 (X�4O�2 ���=)
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Table 1. Location, thirty-year average temperature (°C), and total annual rainfall (mm/year) of 17 different 
geographical areas of Iran where the tomato landraces used in this study were obtained from (Iran Meteorological 
Organization, 2019). 

����� 

Number 

��6� 

Location 

� Y4@��430 ��= �.�2  

30 years average temperature (°C) 


>����� i���� ��G�2  

Total annual rainfall (mm/year) 
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Fig. 1. Changes in the relative maximal variable fluorescence (FM/F0) during seven days of water withholding in 
17 tomato landraces of Iran and two hybrids. To clarity process, each five landraces placed in one graph 
(except the bottom right graph). 
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Fig. 2. Changes in the specific energy fluxes per reaction center for energy absorption (ABS/RC) during seven 
days of water withholding in 17 tomato landraces of Iran and two hybrids. To clarity process, each five 
landraces placed in one graph (except the bottom right graph). 
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Fig 3. Changes in the electron transport flux per reaction center (ET0/RC) during seven days of water 
withholding in 17 tomato landraces of Iran and two hybrids. To clarity process, each five landraces 
placed in one graph (except the bottom right graph). 
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Fig. 4. Changes in the trapped energy flux per reaction center (TR0/RC) during seven days of water withholding 
in 17 tomato landraces of Iran and two hybrids. To clarity process, each five landraces placed in one 
graph (except the bottom right graph). 
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Fig. 5. Changes in the dissipated energy flux per reaction center (DI0/RC) during seven days of water 
withholding in 17 tomato landraces of Iran and two hybrids. To clarity process, each five landraces 
placed in one graph (except the bottom right graph). 
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Fig. 6. Changes in the maximum quantum efficiency of PSII (FV/FM or P0) during seven days of water 
withholding in 17 tomato landraces of Iran and two hybrids. To clarity process, each five landraces 
placed in one graph (except the bottom right graph). 
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Fig. 7. Changes the performance index on the absorption basis (PIabs) during seven days of water withholding in 
17 tomato landraces of Iran and two hybrids. To clarity process, each five landraces placed in one graph 
(except the bottom right graph). 
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Changes in Photosynthetic Capacity of Seedlings of Some Tomato Landraces 

in Drought Stress 

 

N. Sousaraei, K. Mashayekhi*, S. Aliniaeifard, S. J. Mousavizadeh and V. Akbarpour11 

 

In this study, in order to evaluate the effects of drought stress on photosynthetic capacity of 17 
different landraces and two commercial tomato hybrids, plant irrigation was stopped at the 
seedling stage and the changes in photosynthetic capacity during seven days of water withholding 
was measured by OJIP test. The results showed that the relative maximal variable fluorescence 
(FM/F0), electron transport flux per reaction center (ET0/RC), maximum quantum efficiency of 
PSII (FV/FM or P0) and performance index on the absorption basis (PIabs) were decreased in 
drought-induced plants. In these plants, specific energy fluxes per reaction center for energy 
absorption (ABS/RC), trapped energy flux per reaction center (TR0/RC) and dissipated energy 
flux per reaction center (DI0/RC) were increased. The values of decrease and increase in plants 
were different, indicating the difference in drought tolerance levels in plants. The results also 
showed that the more drought-tolerant plants had less difference in the values of the parameters 
compared to their control. The results of this study help us to find the differences between the 
responses of the parameters related to the health of the plants photosynthetic capacity and provide 
theoretical foundations for improving tomato tolerance to dry climatic conditions. 
Keywords: Chlorophyll fluorescence, Photosynthesis rate, Photosystem II efficacy, Quantum. 
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