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Investigation on the Effects of Carbon Nanotubes application on
Regeneration of the Rosemary Plants under In vitro Conditions
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Table 1. Single-walled Carbon nanotube characters.
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Fig. 1. Rosemary plantlet derived from shoot tip culture in MS medium.
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Fig. 2. The effects of different treatments of Carbone nanotubes on growth of Rosemary plants. (Concentration of
the treatments from left to right, Control, 10, 20, 30, 40, 50, 60, 70, 80 and 90 (mg L) Carbone nanotubes).
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Fig. 3. The effects of different CNTs concentration on regeneration percentage of the Rosemary plants.
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Fig. 4. The effects of different CNTs concentration on leaves number of the Rosemary plants.
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Fig. 5. The effects of different CNTs concentration on plantlet height of the Rosemary plants.
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Fig. 6. The effects of different CNTs concentration on leaf area of the Rosemary plants.
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Fig. 7. The effects of different CNTs concentration on wet weight of the Rosemary plants.
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Fig. 8. The effects of different CNTs concentration on chlorophyll a content of Rosemary plants.
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Fig. 9. The effects of different CNTs concentration on chlorophyll b content of the Rosemary plants.
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Fig. 10. The effects of different CNTs concentration on total chlorophyll content of the Rosemary plants.
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Fig. 11. The effects of different CNTs concentration on carotenoid content of the Rosemary plants.
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Fig. 12. The effects of different CNTs concentration on total phenol content of the Rosemary plants.
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Fig. 13. The effects of different CNTs concentration on flavonoid content of Rosemary plants in 270 nm wave
length.
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Fig. 14. The effects of different CNTs concentration on flavonoid content of Rosemary plants in 300 nm wave
length.
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Fig. 15. The effects of different CNTs concentration on flavonoid content of Rosemary plants in 330 nm wave
length.
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Research article

Investigation on the Effects of Carbon Nanotubes application on
Regeneration of the Rosemary Plants under In vitro Conditions

Y. Pourbeyrami Hir", M. Khosravi Mejdar, M. Torabi Giglou, E. Chamani, H. Maleki Lajayer
and M. Ahadzadeh!

Due to the distinctive physicochemical properties of the carbon nanotubes (CNTS) in
enhancing photosynthesis efficiency, the aim of this study was to evaluate the effect of single-
walled CNTs on morphological and physiological characteristics of rosemary. The experiment
was performed in a completely randomized design with 10 concentrations of carbon nanotubes
in 5 replications. The effect of CNTs on the morphological and physiological characteristics of
rosemary was significant. Data means comparison showed that the highest height was observed
at a concentration of 90 mg L™ and the lowest was in control. The lowest regeneration
percentage was in control. However, the results showed that the most and least leaf number
was obtained from CNTSs at the rate of 90 mg L™ and control. The 90 mg L™ concentration of
CNTs had the highest leaf area and fresh weight. Also, the means comparison of physiological
traits showed that the highest and lowest amount of chlorophyll a, chlorophyll b, carotenoid,
flavonoid and total phenol were observed in CNTs at the rate of 90 mg L™ and control,
respectively. It is hoped that this method will be used for regeneration and the use of secondary
metabolites in other plants.
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