LY o L) Jiledl B dedsiand) il UL jar Slalsuas ST
LS (DNA-RNA) i3s3l plerW S s gmadly 53520d) aludiWly 50l
Nyl

*

P dod> *453)' Ol *c},ls NPT J.AT

DOI: https://doi.org/10.54172/mjsc.v19i1.816
eI
Badsendly Bledl SUL ) ooxs & )l S o ndl 55T anhld i s o
o UL sdag ) sl Call (3 Lesbioinn ¥ BLYL 2eab DU 3520 1655 sllaey S (3 55
o Blabsas ZU 0 LU oo loss UL ST Lyl LA ST 0l 5 e 0l
C YL Sl sl PSS ey sadly LY Slides
D5y Btus ) Sy il Job SISy S gl i O ol s 155 i

i) SUL e Aelall SULY 3 eV ol & Ugms Lolil ikl 1B G 051y b))

ULl gl ol (5922 OF domy o B0 il mn i glsh ) sl cotblys a3y 25,
TR AU WU WL I P g C IE TR

SUL labiins @ 835l 5LLI plly el sl ae JI s elsy| ¢ A5y
e S DS Pl e sl Gygad) AL U] e oz glly ezl

. Q,J_Hbﬁaﬁcﬁ}:ff7amua(}w\ael{c ;L‘_,’-‘y‘r..\mj*
(CC BY-NC 4.0) clay) glaall dady P (o 4l Jgeasll o Slaall Jaall 138 (sil5all) Clsall .©

\’2008 s c«\.ﬂ S| (M Sl

143


https://doi.org/10.54172/mjsc.v19i1.816

ol el 453 Ol ssade sz L

Linalylacetete, Methylether, Carvacrol,
(Muller et al., Bornylacetate, Borneol

e s sls e e 5522 SIS, 1995)
e Yz ST LS Carvacrol, Thymol
Jaeley ©Ligy Dligley iy 25y
L (2004 ¢ %) 354

ol adlasy ple LiaaS” el ok
s3omsd Tk dnal) Sliang slasdl jglany 351
ol b o) Carvacrol  Thymol sl
el 1 e by« Tl S 5,
(1988 ¢ iy 5Ll

Rosmarinus &) ) ol W
bl o lame 3 seny oL s¢b officinalis L
S Of oy Lol 2V sl pe
Syl e S b e e st
Js—)sd) 33L_sg Terpenes ol ilia V)
. Cineol Jsspd! 330 9 Broneol

s JlaarwY Jdone sl OF sy
iy pldly (2l oY1 23s 3 5e oLl
¢ ol liea @ Cineol Jssed! 351 35>
NP SV PRV S S
ey sl iy ¢ emolall 3Ly ¢ ool
- (1988 ¢ Aty B ¢ olacdl

il

P R CTUP BCIPR T S VS
3 5nS LSS Wyl SLasY) Jilgy 23]
U o Clasl 500 (3 L] gyldl JIS
L W aezins of adlosell lod) Lol el
csgd! ol e o b 2K slasy

SULAL Lalazal O slaill s ey
o5 @)l UL e ool el o Bl
Gl JUL 3 555 dedsnzadly sl L )
Lotz BLOYL danbD 358 2SS cllsy
S b UL sday I el (L
Lt S Ljlaely Ll WST Ly e
Slhes Lo Blabaws LU Bl oW o
S Gty @isll pledVly sedly LY
cxfl e L YU ol mdl ale
O P R VR SV PP PO PN
U0 @l 5 Bl sl jae e Ll
e OlaSy codsuinl o) 3> J U

Thymus  capitatus 7s3) Jo\5 oz
char ol (3 asi Ly Bl 350 3 LS
Jlg sty adbOldly psolll load LUS™ gl
O e N Y .
oo QU pshall e g5 seend el pasy
. (2004 « 43,¢) Monk Benedictine oo
W et )l U Sk sy e sl sy
Cineol, Pinene, Linalool, Thymol, e

$2008 Lt mldl 4 pslall sl

144



il S 3 el sl SULS am lalsan b

Ojsl) e Fg ady Ao i) By L)
A e by ¢ 5k S8 olalll (b))
isb )l e el Gyl s i ST
aelo 48 5l 2080 amys dis 04 (3 g
£ LSO O3l e Jgadly Lgduind
S Gyt i Wlgn sl am it
ool sl 4 BLEYL L s dpgsdl oS

g ol Aorglgten sl Laa) jedoel) 2Ll

. 6))1:1.\ 6L~.§J‘Y\ J:JA
e 20 Jos

S O R U S
SJ—L(Q—’J‘“&—.‘:&"U"—‘\%—" 1 Lflf;\‘-})_’_{
(Darlington ) Feulgen squash technique
Ji>~ 80 o> ¢ L3and La-Cour, 1976
s o ot dlalan S 358Ky S
el
Aygpd) ol Yl s Wy b

dugsd) LS IS (gl us &
Morse and oWl 43k} L (DNA-RNA)
Jelidl ia b alasnl DNA oy (omShl
Dishe (1953) 4Ll J i) a3l
Sig) Sasd Jaed S5 s SIS
plsual el felad g b slasenl, RNA

Coudl @by gl

S IS e il ST plasa) ¢

e 23y %02 5 %01 S sl SULY
sle J 100 & @l S e o 2 5 o |
U ol el abelee @ Ml dsT & Lo
sy Ayl Al ) Bl oYL ey
(— 9 3y i BLbT ol ¢ (ke
SV O sl e b By e 22
Sl e el 10 Ae b JSTgsit et
JE S i) 83y i OF s A8 S5
IVl Litls () b 5o 001 Lol
V) oyl s Wy L (LT By el Sue
wlabaldl o Ll oW e e 10 0F s
i) s Jlsb e et pll 5)y Lad 23187
N AP
093l BT A58 Oleial jalle dsly e i Y
Vs Bl ookl oen ¥ sy oY) LS
RO CE SIS I RPN CRTNtINE PRSI

el < QT &

>

Aot Ay 6 39 Dl 3 )l iy
sds sl die 2925 5, > Aoy de s B
g e
LY A ol ¢ (\J LW awy
Y i g Sl fy 5 1S
IS iy Yy b Jls b S # el
Dbl gt o & b 1573 L
i Adalae J ST Sty Ml Sl

\’2008 s C«L‘ﬂ' S| (M Sl

145



Sy Ol

ssade sz L

- JeR STl el

SLY s OF el ool A5
SLSH a3 Ligne Lol caid) 15
ol 8 Lyl ay ) e oMl =
& Lef LY dews e s S o)y LalS™ gesl
RS e LY A Oof a4 LA LIST Al
01 dee S s e el %02

é5 . Burton (1956) 4Ll ol L sl
Dl Wlas| sl L2

The Least Significance Differen-

ce test (L.S.D.) at 1% and 5% levels of

probability (Snedecor and Cochran,
1973).

W\.'.o.“) cﬁ\:’..‘\
g9k @ @Y s (1) gl s

o il ol S Al s WL ol el oY (Y0) audl el 3 lpadl 1 Jadad)

J ST wlss pedl ol olalsias

Pisum sativum Sl Sl el
88 (H,0) 8,1 223
78-HS %1 Thymus capitatus
66-HS %2
1.10 %5 1 L.S.D.
1.59 %1 += L.S.D.
88 (H,0) 2Ll =)
72-HS %1 R:]fﬁ“c’?nr:;gs
76-HS %2
5.08 %5 1 L.S.D.
7.31 %1 += L.S.D.

HS = Highly significant change.
S = Significant change.
NS = Non-significant change.

146

$2008 Lt mldl 4 pslall sl



el S (3 Redsann) Bl UL Jany oolalsns wb

O Control (H20) 1% 02%

| Gt
~
i

2]
o
I

ZJ =
o
o

|

(Vo) <N

Rosmarinus officinalis Thymus capitatus

Ol wlabtias o 1l O3Sk Al dms VU el LY (Y0 dpdl andl 3 ol 1 JSKs
S ST by gl

Ao )l Bl ULy Les)lie s alalall e 1573 il (2) Jgdor s
@ JoiSl e Sl JS7 3 Wamle Lo O35y b)) O3l Bty Il Jsboy byl
555 ol ad LA WS a3 Wl el e S bk alela) dm s YL 0l 3 LA
b O3l s )l Jeb (3 3L oo 5 %02 C A ST ge
S 555 e SR Oy oLl S i el o]
SUL (3 s moany claeYl b s

22008 2o mold saall pslall sl

147



e dal> Sy) Ol ssake oz Jul

() S O35lly (o) B sl (o) Sltagd) Jsbly (o) 1) JIpbl 3 il 2 Joer
L& ST ol gell ol clabsins o ailiz ST dalal) dms (YU ol ol

R O K N PO N K (VS S A
0.727 1.488 1.030 484 B &

(H20) " )
0.672-HS 0.999-HS 0.790-HS 3.5-HS %1 Thymus capitatus
0.689-HS 1.08-HS 0.540-HS 2.28-HS %2

0.002 0.026 0.074 0.12 %5 xc L.S.D
0.004 0.037 0.107 0.18 %] xe LS.D
0.727 1488 1030 484 B 2l

(H0) ) o
0.532-HS 0.772-HS 0.671-HS 2.94-HS %1 Rosmarinus officinalis
0.671-HS 1.298-HS 0.912-HS 2.68-HS %2

0.010 0.038 0.018 0.11 %5 1= L.S.D
0.014 0.055 0.026 0.16 %] xe LS.D

HS = Highly significant change.
S = Significant change.
NS = Non-significant change.

|E Control (H20) m1% 02%

Rosmarinus officinalis Thymus capitatus

labsins e 2l S alal) s VL @l sl (o) Slpddl Jlsbl @ ol 2 K8
Je) BT by mell ol

(2008 s c«\:.ﬂ FRH|| olaU )l:"LLV

148



)l JHU (3 ezl Lt UL amy Slabsaes 56

@ Control (H20) B 1% 02%

-
- 1)

o
©

A g Jawge

3)

0.6

() 2

o
[N

Rosmarinus officinalis Thymus capitatus

o il oy S bl A VL ol el () ol Jlsbl wlpsdl 3 JSCs

L ST ol gell ol olalsins

T Control (H20) 1% 02%|

1.6

-
-

e o 9 =
A ©® © =~ N

(@) b3 gl o ge

o
(Y

0

Rosmarinus officinalis Thymus capitatus

o aik ol S Al s WL ol Sl (o) b O3 3 el 4 s

(2008 s t.«l;“ S (}l.xu )\;5;!.‘

149



ple >

Sy Ol

ssake oz Jul

@ Control (H20) 1% 02%

e o o o o 9o
w » 0 o N ®
| 1 | | ) |

) Sl Oyt b g

o
(%)
h

e
o
|

Rosmarinus officinalis

Thymus capitatus

o ik ol S Ll s WL ol sl () LA 03 3 sl 5 s

S (3 S LAV sl e miang
S et SUL g0 sl ST
AW U e

L ST ol gell ol olalsins

s

2 (3) Jaut

> 24

(DNA- iyl sl >N IS s 21 3
sl Llgs (it Oy oon/ plg S RNA)
o Al ol S Adalal) A NLY ol

150

(2008 s c«\:.ﬂ FRH|| olaU )l:"LU



el S (3 Redsann) Bl UL Jany oolalsns wb

sl Ulss aizt Oy oon/plg S (DNA-RNA) &gl oS IS sl ¢ oliadl 3 Jgar
L& ST ol pell ol clabsns o a2 S Al G (YU Ol

RNA DNA OISR S el
94.70 24.40 (H,0) %)l g
60.50-HS 20.60-HS %1 Thymus capitatus
25.62-HS 6.70-HS %2
3.4920 0.9418 %35 xe L.S.D.
5.02174 1.3543 %] xs L.S.D.
94.70 24.40 (H,0) &,k o)
25.60-HS 24.0-HS %1 Rosmarinus officinalis
14.40-HS 8.70-HS %2
4.3956 0.9047 %5 xe LS.D.
6.3210 1.3010 %] xe L.S.D.

HS = Highly significant change.
S = Significant change.
NS = Non-significant change.

@ Control (H20) B1% 02%

DNA ‘:;3}:]\ u’a.«:d\ ﬂf;‘!a..u}m

Rosmarinus officinalis Thymus capitatus

o ik oS el a5 ol ol 3 DNA U SO el 3 i) 6 JSCo
b ST oy gell ol olalsins,

22008 2o mold saall pslall sl

151



A s

Sy Ol

Sgle ezl

@ Control (H20) B 1% 02%

Rosmarinus officinalis

Thymus capitatus

o il ST delad) i WL ol sl 3 RNA U ST Gl 3 byl 7 UKo

L;Q LY sue osly) o Jia c.,'a.:gj ﬁj\.ﬂ.‘ %ﬁﬂ\

LA sie pLifly (amiin 18) sl o)l

_gE) & 2l

¢ Sl -1

(Sl

L ST oy gell ol olalsins

& il J) (4) Jpdm

A WL ol ool el d sl o)

ol labsins e dale ol S dlall)
- JH T by el

@ S LY il e ey

S e Aalal) LA (50l pLei V) Jotes

(2008 s cw\:j\ 4 r}l:.U Jl.bﬂ.\



el S (3 Redsann) Bl UL Jany oolalsns wb

o ik Ol Al s YU O @il jedd 2l el (el bLadl 3 ol 4 Jgur
L S wlsy pedl ol olalsias

ETAUNRAY] [HERIENTY W sue éﬁ' S

SRS A Ll el
M) EROWY Lol y& Log=al) Ll = ~
L,k &y ol
15.03 460 2600 3060 B &
9.91+HS 286 2610 2887 (I;I/Z?) Thymus capitatus
. 0
8.00+HS 240 2761 3001 %2
0.36 %35 4= L.S.D
0.52 %1 xL.S.D
15.03 460 2600 3060 Al &
(H.0) . L
Rosmarinus officinalis
6.32+HS 191 2830 3021 %1
5.22+HS 157 2853 3010 %2
0.54 %35 4= L.S.D
0.78 %1 1w L.S.D

HS = Highly significant change.
S = Significant change.
NS = Non-significant change.

EControl (H20) mW1%  02%

Rosmarinus officinalis Thymus capitatus
oo il S Al s VU Ol Sl el 2l ooill (giendl Bladl 3 oladl 8 IS
L ST ol gell ol olabrins

22008 2o mold saall pslall sl

153



Sy Ol

ssade sz L

Sl & S Ol b 0l Aty sy
el GG e Al L) 3 oYL
FL o immslgdysh) el s 3y a0l
sy i) Jad Of Ay e a1
ol e 0T alalall UL aygsdl sl
2t DUl gl Sl a2y (s5snl)
. alalal
Jime @ s g e 2
aSud @i ) Y s g sl
e il azge SUL Sl olabi
¢ b (ol sdl e SISy sudly )
Bl ysly sl syl i ) U5 gl
&y ttsiindl SULY lalbstns (3 535554
L g @8l Mong pdd) Al ] Lgnedr o
Houlihan et al, <Ll oo 1S" ) fos
O exél 025 1985 and Imad et al. 2007
igpiad) Al UL (3 83smmgl) 3L &g
Lo 35S DlaS pldsinl de RONSO | BV
L35 43 BV e 35S LS plisr s
U ] 50 LBy ki) 3 Gy 1By Bt
Slp 63!
phm Bl ) Lai Ls ey
et V) ot Y gy el ol plasc
U o) el dony )l B3]
s jam s Sl oLl ey
Sl e JLSY pis s s ) le A

LAY calf SV Of e e e
SO FOUPE SRV =25 UL 2L
Loliger, 1989; Schuler, 1990; Chen et :
st Of al., 1992; Aruoma e al., 1996
SHISH B B3lias slse e (52 Bysal)
Petrova, 2002 - Lede J.,M_U C,L_J\ ek
L5701 dsry $UAS™. and Ozlem et al., 2007
Thymol é3L—sy Carvacrol —! s5L_s s
Sl pn e g 2l AL (3 OLiagarsl)
(Adam, et al,. 1998 and <ULl wlslias
bl s92d SUAS™ | Traj, et al, 2008)
A5 a4 Rosmarinic acid s asad)
10 asglin e 3,0l & OF LS 500e 2a0s
LS lpladl) e £33 25 5 LSl o ol
. (Andary and Audre, 1998) Ul 3
s e 5005 W el O dsry sy
OIS 8 Bolrg Lagé Loty ol ladl) daglis
cUisy Arras and Picci, (1984) «» i)
8)48 o) LIS Arras ef al.,, (2004) oS5 LS
1997) LS o6 by e
L LIS) O Eva et al, (2003) dorg SUAS™
e Y S lslie 5ol e i
-l gy Bpdl) Sl e Qe s
s r Larle Jaml) st OF V)
Ll G 3 spll ALY e
S Db 8 syl ALY SIS L

(Adossides,

$2008 Lt mldl 4 pslall sl

154



il S 3 el sl SULS am lalsan b

LSS slleY il lisl a dadsa )

Effect the Extracts of Some Spice Plants Use in Libyan
Households on Germination Growth, Mitosis and the Total Content
of Nucleic Acids (RNA-DNA) of a Peas Plant

Amal M. Elawa Hnan Zuka" Halima Amer”

Abstract

This study was conducted to investigate the effect of two herbaceous wild
plants that use to give the flavor of the food in addition as Libyan traditional medicine
treatments. these plant include, Thyme and Mountain Rosemary, their effects on
germination growth process and the total content of Nucleic Acids of Peas plant. The
result revealed that the percentages of growth, radical length, wet and dry weight
decreased significantly in treated peas plant. that coincided with morphological and
genetic results which found the Nucleic acid contents of treated plants less than
untreated one, and that could conclude as a result of the toxicity of phenolic materials
an aromatic oils that found in the extracts of spice plants that belong to family
Lamiaceae, in particular when it used in high amounts.
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