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Table 1. Some physical and chemical properties of the tested farm soil
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Table 2. Analysis of variance of the effect of methanol and titanium dioxide nanoparticles on photosynthetic
pigments and phytochemical traits of artichoke in the first year of experiment
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Table 3. Analysis of variance of the effect of methanol and titanium dioxide nanoparticles on photosynthetic
pigments and phytochemical traits of artichoke in the second year of experiment
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Table 4. Comparison of the mean interaction of methanol and titanium dioxide nanoparticles on photosynthetic
pigments of artichoke leaves in the first year of experiment

b 3 a . s A8 g 03950
(s B (mas P (i Ewy " Gy o> o) S
-I¥\Y SN -f-ov° .
v/an® VY yive? Y-
¥/-¥° -IVA" v/vo*© ¥
¥ AL \Aa 5.
V-5 Y -[¥¥7 .
-[af! -lov® -Iev* Y-
Ao -Ive° YIYA™ ¥- v
AL -[AF Y/0A™ 5
AR AN YT
¥y N\ s \fArae D
¥V -y ARt f- v
AT -[ay” \AAY 5
v/os” VY? v/or® .
v/ov™ VeY? v/o." Y-
AVt -Iys ¥/ ¥- "
-/¥an’ -y AL 5.

S5 Sl g0l 70 Jleas] gaw )3 o b (g3 e oglis dslite g > b (golae] i ya

ook pgd Sl 3 (8 Sy s ig sl 055 el 2puSlied 039 5 Joilie Jlite pI (ke dulio =0 Joi>
Table 5. Comparison of the mean interaction of methanol and titanium dioxide nanoparticles on photosynthetic
pigments of artichoke leaves in the second year of experiment
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Figure 1. Comparison of the mean interaction of methanol and titanium dioxide nanoparticles on the carotenoid
content of artichoke leaves in the first year
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Figure 2. Comparison of the mean interaction of methanol and titanium dioxide nanoparticles on the carotenoid
content of artichoke leaves in the second year
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Figure 3. Comparison of the mean interaction of methanol and titanium dioxide nanoparticles on the flavonoid
content of artichoke leaves in the first year
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Figure 4. Comparison of the mean interaction of methanol and titanium dioxide nanoparticles on the flavonoid
content of artichoke leaves in the second year
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Figure 5. Comparison of the mean interaction of methanol and titanium dioxide nanoparticles on total phenol
content of artichoke leaves in the first year
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Figure 6. Comparison of the mean interaction of methanol and titanium dioxide nanoparticles on total phenol
content of artichoke leaves in the second year
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Figure 7. Comparison of the mean interaction of methanol and titanium dioxide nanoparticles on antioxidant
activity of artichoke leaves in the first year

BTOppm @T20 ppm BET40 ppm =T60 ppm

95 1

% ® o

(1o )d) L;lmluxs'l culed
Antioxidant activity (%)

b,
!
»
¥
¥
»
»
!
k
%

MO%v M15%v

fpr et o o

"-:.'-"-"-"-"-"-"-"-"-

7

M30%v M45%v

(o 20y3) Jyilio
Methanol (%V)
pgd Jluyd (55,5, Sy a1 cdld p paslis 1ST6d 0,356 o Joilio Jlite I puSile duwglie —A JS5
Figure 8. Comparison of the mean interaction of methanol and titanium dioxide nanoparticles on antioxidant
activity of artichoke leaves in the second year
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Extended Abstract

Introduction and Objective: In recent years, studies have focused on the use of new
compounds that can be synthesized inside the plant and increase the photosynthetic efficiency of
the plant. Some of these compounds include micronutrients and alcohols. Alcohols such as

methanol as a carbon source will increase photosynthetic efficiency and improve plant growth
parameters. Titanium dioxide nanoparticles also improve and repair the photosynthetic
apparatus in the plant and thus increase the photosynthetic efficiency. For this reason, this study
investigates methanol and titanium dioxide nanoparticles on the phytochemical properties of
artichoke.

Material and Methods: In order to investigate the foliar application of methanol and titanium
dioxide (TiO,) nanoparticles on artichoke, an experimental factorial design based on
randomized complete blocks with 4 levels for each of the 2 methanol factors (0, 15, 30 and 45%
by volume) and Anatase of titanium dioxide (0, 20, 40 and 60 mg. 1) was performed in 3
replications in 2019 and 2020. Measured traits included photosynthetic pigments, phenol,
flavonoids and antioxidant activity over two years.

Results: Based on the results, the interaction of treatments for all studied traits in both years of
the study was statistically significant at the level of 1%. The highest amount of chlorophyll a, b
and whole leaves in the first year of zero volume treatment of methanol + 20 mg.I™ titanium
dioxide nanoparticles and in the second year of leaves from 45% volume treatment of methanol
+ 40 mg.I" titanium dioxide nanoparticles was obtained. In the first year, 30% volumetric

treatment of methanol + zero mg.I™ titanium d|0X|de nanoparticles and in the second year, 15%
volumetric treatment of methanol + zero mg.I™ titanium dioxide nanoparticles with 218.75 and
192.85% increase, respectively, compared to control had the highest carotenoid levels. The
highest amount of first year leaf flavonoids was observed in zero volume treatment of methanol
+ 20 mg.I" titanium d|0X|de nanoparticles which was not significantly different from zero
volume methanol + 60 mg.I™ titanium dioxide nanoparticles. The highest amount of flavonoid in
the second year leaves was obtained from the treatment of 45% by volume of methanol + 40
mg.I™" titanium dioxide nanoparticles with 284.61% increase in control ratio. The hlghest
amount of first year leaf phenol from the interaction of 15% volumetric methanol + 20 mg.I™*
titanium dioxide nanoparticles The highest amount of second year leaf phenol from the
interaction of 45% volumetric methanol + 20 mg.I™ titanium dioxide nanoparticles, respectively
with 73.15 and 216.91% increase in control ratio were seen. The highest amount of antioxidant
activity in the first year was Zero volume methanol + 20 mg.I™ titanium dioxide nanoparticles
and 30% methanol + zero mg.I™ titanium dioxide nanoparticles with 32.16% increase compared
to the control Allocated. In the second year, the treatment of 45% by volume of methanol + 40
mg.I" titanium dioxide nanoparticles with the highest increase of 16.24% compared to the
control had the highest free radical scavenging power.

Conclusion: According to the results, the combined use of methanol as a carbon source and
nanoparticles of titanium dioxide can be useful in improving the phytochemical properties of
artichoke.

Keywords: Alcoholic solution, Antioxidant, Artichoke, Dioxide nanoparticles, Flavonoid,
Phenol content, Titanium
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