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Extended Abstract

Background and objectives: Cold is one of the severe and limiting environmental stresses in forest
ecosystems, particularly in temperate regions. With climate change affecting plant phenology and altering
cold resistance in spring and autumn (notably in seedlings), it is crucial to identify species and genotypes
that exhibit resilience. Therefore, this study focused on assessing the cold tolerance of seedlings from
three species: Quercus brantii, Q. infectoria, and Q. libani, and examining how this tolerance relates to
their phenological traits, such as bud burst and leaf senescence.

Materials and methods: Seeds from 52 mother trees were collected from the Baneh forest region
(located in the Northern Zagros, characterized by higher altitude, latitude, and colder temperatures) and
sown in a site in Yasuj (found in the Southern Zagros, with lower altitude, latitude, and warmer
conditions) for two years. Various phenological parameters (including the timing, rate, and speed of leaf
bud burst and leaf senescence) as well as survival rates and damage of the terminal bud of the seedlings
were recorded and analyzed at different time intervals using statistical methods such as repeated measures
analysis of variance, Duncan's test, and Pearson correlation.

Results: The results of this research indicated that seedlings of different oak species exhibit notable
differences in leaf bud burst speed, damage to seedlings, and survival rates. Specifically, the Q. brantii
opened its buds approximately 3-4 days earlier and more rapidly, while, it showed the least damage to the
terminal bud and the highest survival rate. In contrast, the Q. infectoria opened its buds later and more
slowly than other species and suffered the most damage to the terminal bud and had the lowest survival
rate. But, correlation analysis revealed that genotypes from one species that have faster bud opening in
the early growing season tend to have more terminal bud damage but also higher survival rates.
Furthermore, the results of leaf senescence also showed that there was no significant difference among
the three species in two years, although a positive correlation between the speed of bud burst and the leaf
senescence.

Conclusion: The findings of this research suggest that the Q. brantii exhibits greater resistance to late
spring frosts due to its favorable phenology (earlier and faster bud burst) and reduced bud susceptibility to
cold. Consequently, it is less affected by late spring frosts associated with climate change compared to the
other two species studied. Therefore, it is recommended to planted the Q. infectoria and Q. libani species
more in the higher and cooler regions of the Zagros, and to select seeds from genotypes that have a later
bud burst in spring for breeding programs.
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Table 1- Geographical characteristics, number of mother trees and planted seedlings of different oak species in

common garden of Yasuj
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Table 2- Mean squares from variance analysis of measured traits of different oak species studied over different

times
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Figure 1- Mean comparison of the measured traits of different oak species studied over different times

TP Jlogp 50 5 ol 5L ale> VA a5 Sloy Suw
Cowddy Jlo g9,5 51 g 59, YA Slogile 5 YA Joiss

(Y USs) el

Ol 3 eal g S oslul Glas hu (Ser LS
L ale> adsl Ceym g F5 wib glo a5 ob
Jbo 5l joehga Sleonsy b 3 g ploj 90,0 a0
@Yl Cote (Sion VA 55, )0 wlsr dasds 5 ol
ol wly> ol b 50 o5 pladl wizmen )l
AV Sleodss 5 Sy ol Sl i deds
b @l bl ul Lol aasidls pgo g Jol Jlo 52k 50
A dene b ogladls 5 0 oSe (FY 55) poo
(Y Jgaz) wols ylid jles jo (68 Sleons;

2 bl dlex Gadil we)s ol 5l eslanal b

sadicud gyl pylel b aw jo a5 A4S a9 S0
‘_g‘ﬁ G ol Cewddy 4355 gL @9...»»;) ‘_gLQJb\.a Ao
Joe elal p (F JSK8) 005 solaswl cbouds juw 43S
TN 992 WY 59y 50 logn 4565 Sl Heew S
sladlyr 1SS ple Ll 5k plaslales
V7 595 55 5l093ke 910 595 53 Jssy slaaisS slaJles
aigS aS ol lis gl &dly ;o s, 1V 4 09,8
4 Sloy Doe 3,5 il paSE @y £9,0 5095 oy
TV 5y ,l0g,0 43S 10 Wog 0uds 5L ladly> wo 0 B4

SEEL BT (3)9,8 YO 595 lagile 5 YF 595 Jscss


http://yujs.yu.ac.ir/jzfr/article-1-142-en.html

[ Downloaded from yujs.yu.ac.ir on 2026-01-28 ]

Ol 4 Cuoglio 9 (S Jelgid (5 pdySlbasil 2L, o), 9 5, iallgd

Q.infectoria 0. brantii
y=91 Inx) - 245 y=79In(x) - 195 Q. libani
R2=079
. R*=0.75 v =84 In(x) - 218
$ . R?=0.72
= 3 100 * 100 -
4 (-
__‘1_%80 2 J"%:'SO’ :b@so
- = 3 < b *
%550’ Ja?éo- i 72 ¢
§ 2 . 4z $ 5 £ 607 *
7 E 40 . 7 E 40 % 7 $/ o
2z + g 22907 .
20 20 a3
;, a 20 A im z Y& 20 *
0 '—v—ir—v—v—\ 0 - 0 ! *
0 10 20 30 40 50 T
0 10 20 30 40 50 0 10 20 30 40 50
5 39 BL3]
Day Day Day

alins 3,50 gl 4555 s sl o (o 59 Ll @lsz Bl ko (g Ty Jao =¥ JSC

Figure 2- Regression model of percentage of seedling bud opening over time for the three studied oak species
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Figure 3- Time of 10%, 50% and 90% leaf bud burst in the three studied oak species
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Table 3- Correlation between measured traits in different Zagros oak species

o BBS 18 BBR 18 BIR 18 BBS 31 BBR 31 BIR 31 SR Octl SR Aprl SR Oct2 LS Octl LS Oct2
Traits

BBS 18 1 0.94™ 0.74™ 0.52" 0.46™ -0.07™ 0.64™ 0.357 0.47" 0.21"™ 0.15"™
BBR_18 1 0.6™ 0.47" 0.46™ 0.01" 0.64™ 0.34" 0.317 0.43™ 0.01™
BIR_18 1 0.537 0.44™ 0.14" 0.32" 0.07™ 0.21"™ 0.12" 0417
BBS 31 1 0.94™ 0.15™ 0.33" 0.07™ 0.08" 0.04" 0.11™
BBR_31 1 0.29 0.27" -0.21" -0.22" -0.13"™ -0.08™
BIR_31 1 -0.06" 0.32" 05" 0.08™ 0.08™
SR_Octl 1 0.54™ 0.36™ 0.04™ 0.28™
SR_Aprl 1 1 0.2 0.19™
SR_Oct2 1 0.02"
LS Octl 0.26™
LS Oct2

Sl ey (BIR_18) (VA 35)) ails> deas «(BBR_18) (VA 59,) wly> ol &5 «BBS_18) (VA j5,) wlez ol e pus Jolis aslllas 5,50 Slao
Jbo Sl wbeows; «SR_Octl) Jsl Jlo 50l gloows; «BIR_18) (¥ 5,) ailg> anio «BBR_31) (Y) 55,) ailsz ool &5 «BBS_31) (Y)Y 5)) als=>
(LS_Oct2) pgo Jlw oyl55 «LS_Octl) Jsl Jlw 53 «SR_OC2) pgs Jlus 50l Sleossy «SR_APIL) pgo

The studied traits include Bud burst speed (BBS_18), Bud burst rate (BBR_18), Bud injury rate (BIR_18), Bud burst speed (BBS_31), Bud
burst rate (BBR_31), Bud injury rate (BIR_31), Survival rate (SR_Octl), Survival rate (SR_Aprl), Survival rate (SR_Oct2), Leaf

senescence (LS_Octl), Leaf senescence (LS_Octl).
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