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Effect of Net Covering on Some Vegetative, Physiological, Quantitative and
Qualitative Characteristics of Rainfed Fig (Ficus carica L. cv. Sabz)
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Table 1. Shading percentage of experimental treatments.

e A ol S o D ooals
Treatment Mesh size (mm) Net color [llumination (W.m?) Shading (£5)
1 0.1 White s 489 50
2 0.1 Black oL 448 50
3 0.1 Blue 447 50
4 0.1 Green ;. 445 50
5 0.1 Red 33 485 50
6 1 White s 593 30
7 1 Black ol 593 30
8 1 Blue 640 30
9 1 Green ;. 636 30
10 1 Red 33 630 30
11 (65 by () wald 914 0

Control (without net covering)
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Chl. a= (19.3 x Ags3 - 0.86A645) V/100W
Chl b= (19.3 X Agss - 3.6A¢s3) V/100W
Chl. T= Chl. a+ Chl. b

Car = (1000A470-1.8Chl.a-85.2ChL.b)/198

Yo


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.16807154.1398.20.4.9.2
https://journal-irshs.ir/article-1-377-en.html

[ Downloaded from journal-irshs.ir on 2026-06-10 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.16807154.1398.20.4.9.2 ]

&b

> 5955 (S Jude IS b Judg S @ Judg S cdale o5 54 W gV (Car . ChLT Chlb (Chla Jg,8 ) ,o
e g pSojlil 5l Jol> slaazt 0305 Goeni (LS ojlas pF o p Cdile abbioo (LS 0sle )y 9 el
)5 Al g anulre 5 039 £ ces p Siwstd laalaSS,
(0] TS50 8 i sl TG = cw ol Joe yiog  cid olKiws 5l eoliiwl b Sy slaje, colan olime (5 S0l
285 pll
2 ol Epwgd gales b (Sibe g0 4 I sles (5505051
20,5 b abgs e olfiiws b (Kide & jg0 4 Ol g8 o
el Csoty (T o35 (59 a1 Sy S (g el 51 S S 0nle 5
loaiges b dngd (p)5 /) ()8 0j9) OlSs g (ol S 15, g (S de iy Il (S S s sl
ol il e Vo ool Glad,b o uew wigd Bi> oyl mhaw 4 ooz slacods mSU U atecss Jlade Ol L ad e 4w
Lol (oS colan BB slos jo o 0 yus 5l o g 00ls )13 ugandis ax 0 Fr glas j0 aiBo ¥ oe 4 ke
@5 ogedi a2 0 1Y glos j0 Tl 10 aiges (s (C1) Winds (5,505l (S xS o Colaw olSws 3 ool
3 Y0 4 5 slos il 5 sl (59,5 S5 5] 5 s 55 TS 5 5y 3L s S 15 425 10 St
) A ailoes (Jgs Sl )y dolas 5l eolainl L (C2) ol ouilgm o)lgo (o oSl Colas o pugands
E>< 100
C2
50 (@lole ariing g aneS slos ljy, glep Cugb, ilbale poes e dilale (Sl i) cwliilse glaosls
(o shoo YEOA) ;505 5 (oo AVA) (F85,L ggamme oV Jguz) ol ags owlidlon olSius! 51 V¥AP-AY el )5 Lo

Saals 8 Sas 15 ) cdeley] Gl 0 g ooy JlSas o ulesl sl a5 e o Lt

ol St slwogas (Suo) 5L 43, b slrogas wo ) a1 23S el 15 gy 4 ogee (S 9 (05 (o2
(AiSodard 4ij9)) azuid (aaSh Jol5 joboay 4359)) Soao (5o 09,5 dus 4 aljg, (SuSl az o Hhai 5l e 8 50 o]
o5 S 035 5t oo slaosee ()js e D Mz miir ot (olepbD) Bl (Ll Sl e (s @355)) (S5 s
ool Gl b jles 5o 50 00l SaS glogae «F )5 o5l b slavogee w0 yd arnlns sl ad o Ve e 40 5 S
b gamaz ;3 (oloyb) ceilo pp b 5l e e o VY 5 508 g YY B VY o YT 51 5L (6,15 09,5 aw 4 Loyl s
2258 (650l 00 S Geeni Vot 50 (0905 ©pd g e Woge S5 (59 2 SRecshes YY1 YL (looges ()9
Slogd 2,5 5,15 09,5 a4y 2wl oge Camngy ST, Sl Lo o 50 008 SES Slaogie 95 Ly b S slooges
09,5 4w dlogen (S dcgormo 5l 0,5 (sloged 93,5 slaogas (st silulaz L (elaglbl) Subls p GLL Sl 055 sloged 5
WSS e Ve 50 g e Woge IS (339 2 95 Cewgy b Slrogee ()9 (e 3 Sl Sglite Cengy S, L o9
s 2 (539 0 Nhes oadl b il Sl 090 aile ST (59 9 S50 i slaoges ded (255 L S0 0 (S 0 Sles
olawi Loyl slass i g 0o 0 21 B S )0 12 ot Gloogaeo (Lot b 055 sloogae do o el Cawddy 05ue
A aseie Voo 30 0,5 Lo g logs den

iz oge3] 5l ool b o Sy (sloaile w5 plol SAS-9.13 o el 153la 5 51 oalil L loasls (s Lol (55155
D dglin 10 Jlainl gelans jo Sl (glaiels

Decagon -¥ SC-1 -v Leaf Porometer -\

¥Y7


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.16807154.1398.20.4.9.2
https://journal-irshs.ir/article-1-377-en.html

[ Downloaded from journal-irshs.ir on 2026-06-10 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.16807154.1398.20.4.9.2 ]

e S S gy sl SH (P S8 e AT

(ot (yliw o) imlesl 156 VFaAS-aY =l b ewbislsa Sledbol -V Jgo
Table 2. Meteorological data of 2017-18 cropping year of experimental location (Estahban city).

ole ‘;..\;)Ls Lo olsl sb 8y S

Casb,
Month  Rainfall Temperature (°C) aloale Wind speed Evaporation Humidity (%)
(mm) Monthly (m.s™) (mm)
sun (h)

Sl
Minimu  Mea  Maximu O Maximu Minimu Maximu
m n m Mean m m m
e 0 5.6 19.3 324 316.9 1.7 10 211.7 5 62

was

Oct.
2017
QLJ 3.7 -0.8 13 27.8 285.1 1.4 8 131.3 13 75

\Yas
Nov.
2017

N 42 -5.4 7.7 19.6 237 1.9 16 44.7 12 95
yrag

Dec.
2017

L5‘>

\Yas

4.9 -6.4 7.7 23.6 259 1.8 10 39.3 11 97

Jun.
2018
0.5 -8.6 9.1 23.6 274.1 2.4 15 61.6 10 90
s
Feb.
2018
il 45.1 1.6 11.9 24.2 2441 22 11 93.2 12 97
\Yas
Mar.
2018
05,8
\yay
Apr.
2018
O]
YAV o
May
2018
ols >
\yay

Jun.
2018

18.2 4.6 16 28.6 281.3 22 14 183.9 19 60

12.8 7 19.6 31.8 277.2 33 17 230.6 12 83

0.9 13.2 25.8 38.2 352.6 2 15 338 7 64

0 16.6 28.6 38.6 367.1 2.6 19 400.5 7 54

yyay
Jul.
2018

ol 5o
\yay

0 16.4 28.6 38.6 348.3 2.3 10 387.1 11 34

Aug.
2018

92 S 1.5 14.2 26.2 37.2 329 23 15 335.7 8 81
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Sep.
2018
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Fig. 1. The effect of net color on some vegetative traits of fig leaf. Means with the same letters in each column are
not significantly different at P<0.05 using Duncan test. The vertical bar on the column shows mean+
standard error.
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Table 3. Mean comparison of net mesh and color interactions on some vegetative characteristics of fig leaf.

ot S dsb Srops S SnS SrSoesdl Sr ol
Treatment Leaf length (cm)  Leaf width (cm) Leaf chlorosis Leaf necrosis Leaf abscission

(%) (%) (%)
1 9.78be 9.0° 1.3bed 0.7 3.7
2 9.3b¢ 8.8P 0.3de 0.0°¢ 1.72
3 10.0%¢ 9.7 0.7¢de 1.0 0.0
4 8.2¢ 8.7° 1.7% 2.0° 1.72
5 10.0%¢ 10.3% 0.7¢de 0.0° 0.3%
6 9.5b¢ 9.7 2.3 0.0° 0.74
7 9.78be 10.2% 0.3d 0.0° 0.0?
8 11.5 11.3* 0.0° 0.7 0.0
9 10.2% 9.8% 0.3d 0.7¢ 0.32
10 9.5 10.0% 1.7 0.0° 0.7*
11 10.2% 9.8% 14.0° 3.32 0.7

T Means with the same letters in each column are not significantly different using Duncan test at p < 0.01. The
treatments: 1- White net and 50% shading, 2- Black net and 50% shading, 3- Blue net and 50% shading, 4- Green
net and 50% shading, 5- Red net and 50% shading, 6- White net and 30% shading, 7- Black net and 30% shading,
8- Blue net and 30% shading, 9- Green net and 30% shading, 10- Red net and 30% shading and 11- Control
(without net covering)
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Fig. 2. The effect of net color on stomatal conductance and ion leakage of fig leaf. Means with the same letters in
each column are not significantly different at P<0.05 using Duncan test. The vertical bar on the column
shows mean# standard error.
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Table 4. Mean comparison of net mesh and color interactions on some physiological characteristics of fig leaf.

Treatment ,Los Leaf &, sl O o Slgioma Slasg, colas S S
temperature (°C) Relative water content Stomatal Ion leakage (%)
(%) conductance
(mmol.m?2.s")

1 29 4% 71.34¢ 469° 25.4be
2 29.6% 75.6%4¢ 358b-¢ 17.6¢
3 29.2% 71.44¢ 278¢f 19.9¢
4 30.12 80.7bcd 314def 24.2bd
5 29.2° 84.3abe 378bed 22.2%
6 29.74 86.5%® 4062%° 27.7°
7 29.5% 90.42 276 23.5bcd
8 30.12 91.12 478 16.6¢
9 29.0 84.8abe 329¢de 3442
10 29,72 80,754 425% 25.3b
11 31.0° 70.0¢ 231f 37.6*

T Means with the same letters in each column are not significantly different using Duncan test at p < 0.01. The
treatments: 1- White net and 50% shading, 2- Black net and 50% shading, 3- Blue net and 50% shading, 4- Green
net and 50% shading, 5- Red net and 50% shading, 6- White net and 30% shading, 7- Black net and 30% shading,
8- Blue net and 30% shading, 9- Green net and 30% shading, 10- Red net and 30% shading and 11- Control
(without net covering)
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Fig. 3. The effect of net color on pigments of fig leaf. Means with the same letters in each column are not
significantly different at P<0.05 using Duncan test. The vertical bar on the column shows mean+ standard
error.

0993 b » laenSiln Jlo ptae NS 395 Kol (i £95 0 50 S e slacd > ol 5y GladilaS) (5, 58 S5, 1Y S
el il sllas Sl Sl oyt VL L (P<0.05) el S

Srmoshon o1V aSd gl)ls it K55 L 55 10 Sy (5,5 e iily (g ls pire Dglad (ao s jre 0wl LYY L)
Lo s Y glajla) ol /) 4 ls 50,8 5 ol sloygi b oS 0g Jladie (n s (100 (@oalu L) jled)
2l (5)55 b g 2l S y0 (g lS SLalaSS; Gl (O Jouz) wsgr s )logne Dol ghils (L0 oasenls
ot 0T 3 s IS e e ol b Sty S 5 e sy ool s o sy o5 23l
0955 S 3 a2 53 Sawl (6595 by 25 ok Sl SYL QLS S 5 Jedg S o B Gl ol y8 ud s ]
093 S S 2 (VF) 300 Sy 035 921y p0 50 1, 6 3VL Jedg 5 clale el )55 558 (o yne ;o slos b aylie o il
Os 2ald) 5l dasmme )3 olS GloS & o G 0 U305 58 L39)05) U5 39,15 Jpena b salS b
21 IS Jedg IS Jlaie o 5 e cisd iS55 ol g (2l slayg 0 0 4 5alS oLS laS  aiiils (6,8 b
o ide 5 g aS ol olas &LA)’T ool gl (VY) aaly Koo ‘_S_is) Gl yes 50 ead eSS L awslis
R 4 olS Jood (alil )0 LaailaSS, nl (aal Bl assils (283 89,k o0 (s itwsid slaalasS, (il e )8
Wge JLSis g ws Lulyd o (Sos
20 090 (6)8) (S 9 (5 SS9 659y 98 5
Giogshon YV 5l i 0500 Jla8 L) 55 03lail 5 (SGaue) 5L 39 59,5 Cawgy b (sloogas < o8 ) (5,LS0is ozl (o
SEe (5 Gl TOIF Ly ol S5y b )55 50 Soao Sloogae (lime g g0 Cguns CoieS Ly i lrogas (o)l Sk )

Slolew 555 5l e «Soaio 050 LFIF L 0 K, b g5 gam o 0 il S0 K5y sl gi b (5,0 e glis 45 04
Gl gl oS 09y ke o Fi 9 LYAF ] S5, L 55 50 955 Comgy b Sloogae (lien 092 0,95 2 (o 552
Sgls aS 8¢ lade o 3 i LAY L ST S5, L e 50 )i 0l b slbogas duo o e il K00 K5y sla,gi b
a5 09 lade (i a8 PV L ol K5, L e 0 o aldle Sig o Sles il K0 K oy b gylo se
Sglas 45 Sg e 3t 0,5 O L 0 S5, L e 50 sl s ST 5 il Koo K5y sleys b gl e cglas
Sgr sl (5 G TV IV L dbr S5, L 5 50 el ()09 Slaogee w0 yd (ZBIS 50,8 g e S5 slaygi b (sl s

(P J5a2) <85 8 hs 555 5l e 055 o TIVIT b ol 55 cocdils (S0 5 (slayg L (sl sine gl o5

\ARS


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.16807154.1398.20.4.9.2
https://journal-irshs.ir/article-1-377-en.html

[ Downloaded from journal-irshs.ir on 2026-06-10 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.16807154.1398.20.4.9.2 ]

e S S gy oS (P S8 e ST

).».99‘ sj).) LsLQd;‘u\.i:)j S oéLcﬁ)}? ;5_3)9 Aiw MI’ u.‘.i:L.a MLO.A-& Jj..\?
Table 5. Mean comparison of net mesh and color interactions on dry matter and pigments of fig leaf.

Treatment L5 Sy S oole a Jdg,l5 b Jsg,ls U5 s ls Y1
Leaf dry matter Chlorophyll a Chlorophyll b Total chlorophyll Carotene
(%) (mg.g™") (mg.g") (mg.g™") (mg.g™")

1 41.1%% 1.9 0.25° 2.192 0.91°

2 38.9% 1.3¢ 0.17% 1.50¢ 0.69¢
3 42.7% 1.8 0.252 2.042 0.832be
4 41.1%® 1.7% 0.22%® 1.96* 0.792b¢
5 40.2% 1.4¢ 0.2138b¢ 1.58b¢ 0.71b°
6 42 4% 1.8 0.220b 2.032 0.88
7 42.9% 1.7% 0.2138b¢ 1.882® 0.84z2be
8 43.22 1.7% 0.218b¢ 1.87% 0.832b¢
9 42.9% 1.7% 0.23% 1.97% 0.85%¢
10 41.1% 1.7% 0.220 1.88® 0.782b¢
11 38.7° 1.5 0.16° 1.62b¢ 0.75%¢

T Means with the same letters in each column are not significantly different using Duncan test at p < 0.01. The
treatments: 1- White net and 50% shading, 2- Black net and 50% shading, 3- Blue net and 50% shading, 4- Green
net and 50% shading, 5- Red net and 50% shading, 6- White net and 30% shading, 7- Black net and 30% shading,
8- Blue net and 30% shading, 9- Green net and 30% shading, 10- Red net and 30% shading and 11- Control
(without net covering)
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Table 6. The effect of net color on the qualitative and quantitative characteristics of fig fruit.

Net |5 S Cowgy b slao
)15" ) 4j9, b swoges %= ‘5 50 o3ll b sleogas 59 3, kes T 5 ela
color Fruits with 3 355 S s allls o5 039 u,x 0 %35 S o5e
ol Fruits with Frui ith bi A Lvield Mean fruit Early ripe
open ostiole yellow skin n,ut's with big nnual yie weight (g) fruits (%)
(%) (%) size (%) per tree (g)
White oa. 3.0¢ 14.34 7.8P 5704° 4.6%® 20.12
Black ol 5.6 32.9° 7.8P 4597¢ 4.7% 13.6°
Blue il 4.6° 38.6° 9.32 64207 5.0° 17.2°
Green ;.. 4.5b 19.0¢ 3.6¢ 3899¢ 3.9 14.3¢
Red 5,3 2.5¢ 34.2° 4.9¢ 4933¢ 4.4b 16.1°

T Means with the same letters in each column are not significantly different using Duncan test at p < 0.01.
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Research article

Effect of Net Covering on Some Vegetative, Physiological, Quantitative and
Qualitative Characteristics of Rainfed Fig (Ficus carica L. cv. Sabz)

H. Zare!”

Birds, insects, and heat stress damage rainfed figs, that net covering application reduces their
adverse effects. However, the net effect on fig characteristics has not been determined yet, that
aim of this experiment was to determine color and shading effect of the net on some of its
features. For this purpose, a research was carried out on Sabz cultivar fig in a randomized
complete block design as factorial experiment with net color (black, white, blue, green and red),
shading (30 and 50%) factors and control (without net). Results showed that the blue net was
the best color because of the least disorders (chlorosis and necrosis), the largest leaf dimensions
(length and width) and chlorophyll a concentration and suitable impact on the quantity
(maximum yield and weight) and quality (the highest percentage with desired size and color)
of the fruit. The blue net with 30% shading increased leaf relative water content, stomatal
conductance and length by up to 91.1%, 478 mmol.m?.s™! and 11.5 cm, respectively, and
reduced disorder and ion leakage of leaf. While the worst signs of disorders were observed in
control due to drought stress, but some of the nets, especially blue net with 30% shading,
showed a favorable effect on fig characteristics and reduced drought stress effects.

Keywords: Drought stress, Fruit size, Net color, Shading.
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