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ABSTRACT

Studies on the specific nutritional requirements of Mentha spp. suitable to
the climate of each country have been studied from a long time ago aroun
d the world. As a result, it was revealed that the change of the nutrient so
lution depending on the concentration of nitrogen(N), phosphorus(P) and po
tassium(K) affects the growth of Mentha spp. Therefore, the concentrations
of nitrogen(N), phosphorus(P) and potassium(K) were fixed in this experimen
t and treated differently in the nutrient solution of calcium(Ca) and magnes
ium(Mg).

Peppermint(Mentha piperita L.), spearmint(Mentha spicata L.) and apple mi
nt(Mentha suaveolens Ehrh.) were treated at 0.5me L', 1me L', 2me L}, 4
me L' and 6me L' of calcium(Ca) and magnesium(Mg) nutrient solution, re
spectively. After 7 weeks of nutrient solution treatments, the morphological
growth and mineral content of each plant were measured. Based on the mi
neral content of each plant, the contents of calcium(Ca)/magnesium(Mg), po
tassium(K)/magnesium(Mg) and potassium(K)/calcium(Ca) ratios was confirm
ed.

The morphological growth conditions of peppermint(Mentha piperita L.)
were the best in Ca lme L' and Mg 0.5me L!. Spearmint(Mentha spicata
L.) showed the highest Ca 1lme L! Mg 05me L' and Mg 6me L7
respectively. Apple mint(Mentha suaveolens Ehrh.) were highest in Ca lme
L' and Mg lme L%

The Ca/Mg, K/Mg and K/Ca ratios of Mentha spp. were the best when
Ca/Mg ratio was in the range of 1.33:1-1.62:1 except for peppermint(Mentha
piperita L.) and spearmint(Mentha spicata L.) by magnesium(Mg) treatment.
The K/Mg and K/Ca ratios were high in the range of 5.82:1-6.73:1 and
3.72:1-4.50:1, respectively.

The calcium(Ca) content of the Mentha spp. with the best morphological

_iv_



growth state was 6640-11027pg g' and the content of magnesium(Mg) was
within the range of 3717-8560ug g™'.

As a result, the most suitable calcium(Ca) and magnesium(Mg) concentrati
ons for morphological growth of Mentha spp. were Ca lme L', Mg 0.5me L

"'and Mg Ime L%



R ote A2z B=22 StlBremness, 1997)

oAZaich weba ZZAAIe] dag AFREY ogidjitolZQl O R|Ea] A(Digitalis
purpurea)s-E wrdetsto] FubAlQl Are]AlXKsalicylic acid)S a6t w29l

A 9tk Bellamy and Pfister, 1992). 1.tfj oA E(BC 1,555)9] mu]:Ao= 11
2(Coridandrum sativum), 3|Y=(Buxus microphylla), ZUM(/uniperus
spp.), ARN(Cuminum cyminum), Uts(Alium sativum) % YR2]SK Thymus
quinquecostatus)®] Argo] AgEo] Qom(Block, 1986) 2JstAtolA 71 &4
g A% F o Yolu ojste] ofuix|'eh 2ol 5 EIetE| A(Hippocrates, BC
460-377)= Ot=(Allium sativum), AM(Cinnamomum verum) % =ZZ=0g]
(Osmarinum officinalis) S & &8st 300719 RaYHS 7NEsitHBellamy
and Pfister, 1992). AD 1 A|7|%, 18] 20] olxjo|x} Algstxtolo] okalsiaigld

oty A e A F g A(Pedanius Dioscorides, AD 40-90)+= 6007}X] 3|BE

—_
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(Rauwolfia serpentina)o|X] &% A H(reserpine) 1Y X859 &
Aoy oE=Edd(ephedrine)s /e U (Ephedra)> A Almo| [-&sttt
(Bruneton, 1995). 22U (Taxus brevifolia)?] $mQ} QoA F&sSt op32]Er
Al(paclitaxel)> g FLIA=A FFAC=2 Il oK Cragg et al.,
1993).

IMZ17d A ARuA|=e] LAIRNE 7HEFA 1A of2=A(Carolus Magnus,

=2
747-814)7} “s]|B = OJAL9] XIGLo|At AbAb €S 2A17("a herb is a friend of

ro

O

=
physicians and the praise of cooks”)o]gt AgGst AFAS FH7}F 9shAol §
5 ¥ ofyZt AMig = E st E e A Tapsell et al., 2006). &

2l dgtol]l AX AMEE+= £ olBoe 8MA(Ocimum  basilicum), 227t

T

(Origanum vulgare), UAZ(Origanum majorana), <2l(Petroselinum

crispum), B1E(Mentha spp.), 22W|2l(Rosmarinus officinalis), EtQ( Thymus

vulgaris), A|°|X|(Salvia spp.), i5(Coridandrum sativum) J2ji 9
(Anethum graveolens) 5 ©| Qlth. B} FAlwrl S0iQls Moo

weleo] et 5 F7HIL & Qlol ShA(Origanum majorana)®) S
FAtsts3(antioxidant capacity)& 200% S7HA7]= A2z UERFTHNinfali
et al., 2009). metA slBe AAA HHEe v R BYFE=2Y AdFolE
S(bioavailability)2 =o]=0] AJUA] &= Lo7|= dstr st Tapsell et

al., 2006).



1. Mentha spp.2] &4 4 §84

Mentha spp.= B (Ocimum basilicum), =YY (Lavandula angustifolia) %
2ot =& HLamiaceae)o| &5t Hd

A AERA E5 R FottE Al RE giRoM EEdoz IHdH
(Lawrence, 2007). MAOA 717 @2 §E & shtb= BC 1000d 1o o]y
E, J2]A J2]3 2opofA AREEQITHE 7]5o] Fot QtHQing, 2002). Mentha
spp.&= L A0] AlZSHAIQl Antoine Laurent de Jussieu(1748-1836)0] sl &
= o|2(Brahmi et al., 2017)2 30007} o|Ate] o]&o0 2 ¥WRE oL} jra
of(Lawrence, 2007)0] dfo]] oj==2] FEst, FAA| e L FQ oAl

A oY FRY Ale U M0 71xsty 1851t 1159 FEoz AFawo] &
2= tHBrahmi et al., 2017). Mentha spp.= AHJAH&-0]A/d(gynodioecy, Mt
Wt REBIHO 2 Bito] Boldt A CiFF HiAA AELS b BE L Agol
Arets] ol tHLawrence, 2007). AdA o2 ZQ3st Mentha spp. & stUQl 1

g At||2](Rosmarinus officinalis)s-<

of

E
_l9

o9l E(Mentha piperita L.)= A0ojRlE(Mentha spicata L.)°F Q04 31E TIE
(Mentha aquatica L.)7} Af9 A= Zlog Adzg & Qon Axn|ojvlEX(Mentha
spicata L.= Of=ZUE(Mentha suaveolens Ehrh.)?t 71 vreHMentha
longifolia 1..)9] Atduwiro=z €rrish

m\o

7Fs/do] At Tucker and Naczi,

2006). Smolik et al.(2007)& tT}oFst Mentha spp.o] AL OAL LS BA

o

Ayt M E(Mentha piperita L.)9t QU35 WIE(Mentha aquatica L.)9] &
A4S 53.3%, ONE=UE(Mentha suaveolens Ehrh.)et Amd]otulE(Mentha

spicata 1..)9] GAMI-S 82.2%% 71g &HQlstgict.



1.1 ¥|= 9 E(Mentha piperita L.)9] E4 ¥ §874

| ™R E(Mentha piperita L.)= A&3ll oA A5 AufE o] 1700dc vt
of oj28 F=oA LMoz AulE7] AlASIH(Lawrence, 2007). f2&7]9
thdAl s|E=2 30-90cme] Hel oA AFEel 27|t s #eE T

o‘B&

A2 4-9cm, FE2 1.5-4cmz H|wA G2 Qo] oz Afefu QIARRI}
ATHNawrocki, 2010). Efdgoln] Udo] WESH FJefz FUR YO 7HIAt] 9
+ 5-8%9] 9lTo] glom gWHo] AL =S Wok(Nawrocki, 2010). Bty 2

< & Yoz 6-8mm FrolH UAEZFO|fAN YEAR 2 HH(Nawrocki,

10t &]¥B.of &8}t=(Chrysargyris et al., 2017) Ml E(Mentha piperita L.)
LR AR Fulolpla, FASH U FAAE AED goo 2P AAE
Este] AE U TA A HolMw o I 2 oz wobHh
(Valmorbida and Boaro, 2007; Abe and Ohtani, 2012). 2|t} 15 =9F AJAF
dE FAIE & Qlon dAfo] 16AIRE ol R|&E= oA Adlst= & ¢
ArsttHLangston and Leopold, 1954; Burbott and Loomis, 1967; Clark and
Menary, 1980). 30-32°CAH =9 whHEsh Z=7F 259t 12-13C2 U7t A|Ygt
ORteEE 2 9t2 Fv MEFH(menthofuran)e] EAE 2| astste] JF9] 7t
£ =0QIlti(Hart et al., 2010). |49 EY S pH6.0-7.524 F7]15 WOl
sro5ta QS a=E AR S-2]sttHMartin et al., 1976: Jackson et al., 1983).
ddioll oj=2 A|7tL(zika virus), "J7]12E(Dengue fever) I Tet2joHSwamp
fever)et ¢ Ao WA AA| S Ao YSA=ZA AREE7] ol ALHL e
0 (Govindarajan et al., 2012) 7t=&(Cd), E(Pb) 5of sl 2FH EJoA] Al
= Aol s34 FASHA ¢ AstE S0l WA ASFEREA

(phytoremediator)24]9] stz  7|0iE]1  9JtHZheljazkov and Margina,
1996).



1.2 An]ol9l E(Mentha piperita L.)2] EA4 4 8§84

A o}Ul E(Mentha piperita L.)+= 30-100cm@] oA ¥a]&E7|2 Aleb= .
dA slEzA AA =71 A™ste 2ol gle Ak o]tk (Klinkenberg, 2010).
A2 YRLRIE glo] E710] AR & 'oli on 2-7cm® @4 0.5-2.5cm
of QEg JpXD] o] WESIR EUs} Q= BRES 52 aH2 Uehdd
(Klinkenberg, 2010). tist £7]5 7HX|aL Qloy oFf &7 W2 22 7
Ao 22 pgetAollA] WAl LfA] ASE Ao 2 Hok(Klinkenberg, 2010). &&
He Aae v 42w sz -8t Fe(Tela et al, 2010)2 #3]|H
AP ZA|(Kumar et al., 2011), d+#Al(Scherer et al., 2013) % AISHEFXA]A|
(Ruberto et al., 2000)2 o] 8€r}. e1%0] oig] A|oio]] opyoe xjeh Al

B 871940 H(Fe)T} 0} 1 5M)E e
s

J O (Arzani et al., 2007) 882|3KH Thymus

AR SFO = | Hl=
FEo2 THSHL e AerE HHA

—_

vulgaris), M|O|X|(Salvia officinalis), 2Z=U|2|(Rosmarinus officinalis) 3 M|
W E(Mentha piperita L.)2F T&0] Ol= AlfA(FDA)O] <153t QHAleh Az
+RITHYi and Ywezstein, 2011).



1.3 ol =9l E(Mentha suaveolens Ehrh.)?] E4 @ §84

o=Vl E(Mentha suaveolens Ehrh.)= Z|t 100cmZ7tA] Atet= thdAl sjE =2

A Eaet 718 WY A 271 AP o s e BEE o

o] 70 QICHBozovie et al., 2015). A7 QUL F710] AR Qo] 2ol

9lon] YL 3-45cm, PEL 2-demo] UUPOR 84 £ Walo| o]
H S E= gedlo] = 22 A2 mHH(Bozovic et al., 2015).

o =0 E(Mentha suaveolens Ehrh.)9] 9HAMA|= GAE 9ol d¥bdoz

SHE, &A1 3 S717F ®2 oA EAgt(Oumzil et al., 2002). X538l A1H
7

(A

AFRE 9 tHKarousou et al., 2007). dtjof] o]=28 =ZectH L o0]E(Zaidi et al.,
1998; El-Kashoury et al., 2014)5 #Q/4EO =2 7}X]1l Qb= AAo] dis|A
AEA, FESA, SAA, JFotEE St A Ao AREEAL )ltHMoreno
et al., 2002: Karousou et al., 2007; El-Kashoury et al., 2014). &% A&
= ARolY FEol 7St ¥e  /¥ste Hu w(candidacidal
activity)(Pietrella et al., 2011; Stringaroet al., 2014) ¥ ujo]g]{A(Civitelli et

al., 2014)9) A7 WOl FFL F= AO= WsHL



2. ZH(Calcium)y}t ot14|&Mg)e] &4

2.1 Z+4%(Ca, Calcium)?] £4

e A=A AAlA BeAQd 9424 AdFdE /5, ARG, Alx 7€,
Nzrgdsd, sige] o 27hRde 340 Tg Ao #ojettHTakagi and
Nagai, 1983: Sakai-Wada and Yagi, 1993; Malho and Trewavas, 1996:
Taylor and Hepler, 1997; Franklin-Tong, 1999; Eckardt, 2001; Plieth,
2001; Campanoni and Blatt, 2007). A 240 49 JEREO Zr&(Ca) A=
Hyt Hxo|A B AE W (Gilroy et al., 1993; Tian and Russell, 1997; Tian et
al., 1998) AE9 BERIO|A QAR @ chixle pAE sh2=Aly] 180 oliba
o] wFdsrS st @t Lx = GA|sttHLegge et al., 1982; Duzgunes and
Papahadjopoulos, 1983). Huang et al.(2010)2 nuet 2HHIY(Lavandula
pinnata)ol Z#AHQ UM 2R(Nif)zt 24 o2 212o]E|(EGTA)S #2jsto]

)
He
1%
1o
D)“
4% do g

i)
4
A
N
Ir
r
=Ol:‘l‘
Pal
r|r
)
ifle
e
‘O,
o
4%
L
A
rOI'
3
E
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o
ok
ok
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cj
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X
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ol
el
K
%
o2
e

SR E]H(Epstein, 1972; Gilroy et al., 1993) W& o]
sk e Yuct ojuo] YL Wol HEO UYWL P B

2 =MG oA Fi(Stulen et al., 2000).
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2.2 0144 (Mg, Magnesium)?] £4

of2dl&(Mg)> olUx] A2 HoAst= ATPE o|&sks &40 /o] BRst
H(Evans and Sorger, 1966) ASA|UoA XA sH=F & 15-30%7F @=4 24t
o] 1A QA& W HE2X|9 AAMAQl JLxA ¥ (Thoaison and Weier, 1962;
Hall et al., 1972)o] ARgHd}. ot2ys(Mg) Ao ©Jst vtz (Origanum
majorana)?] AA|ES Mg 0.75-1.5mmol L '8HjoA =A UJEFFOLHCheol et
al., 2001) 18%-2 1.5mmol L™ AJolA 7P =ok=t] ol A% @AolA &
24 Siefo] npau&(Me)sE0] E7te WeAEogl 2 WolET} El-Wahab
et al.(2007)& otX|¥el( Trachyspermum ammi L.)o|A 0}21Y|&(Mg) A 2]o <
sl ol AMlaso] FH veS Y 2 A tfavlaMg)e o 2ot &
A dHiAS xAsH= HAQIAHKirkby and Mengel, 1976; Black and Cowan,
1995; Marschner, 1995) @ ©HEHAl olXgLE QJst LR A0l gl (White and
Hartzell, 1989: Matsuda, 1991)& 24385t DNAQ2F RNAQ] HjX|(Ochiai E,
1987; Horlitz and Klaff, 2000), 9] f&srafyt s ohedst Ae]shs W
(Rao et al., 1987: Carvaja et al., 1999)o]] ¥3rS &#r}.
U] EFEejoMarinos, 1963)2F 22 thg A& A7|#ol|e B agh uf1u&(Mg)
Hx=0o astdyut 5350 9 otd3srS ZHrCHPeaslee and Moss, 1966;
Bottrill et al., 1970). 283542 AdoA A& A0z WX BHE(Shear
and Faust, 1980) &A1 AlZA|zo] ©ashs Fui7 AAEO] AlE AR o]
A=l tHFischer Eand Bremer 1993). =2 o|&=Ado g QId] 2= <2 (Shear
and Faust, 1980; Mehne-Jakobs, 1995; Meerow, 2000)°] & Y 2o] EJME

S =I5 tHHuettig, 1969: Jackson et al., 1983: Mitchell A, 1996:
Valmorbida and Boaro, 2007). tigtA] & Adojix= AA(N), QA(P), ZAH(K)Q]
s S 17gsto] Zg(Ca)xt oty g(Mg)e] Hidd x2]s=ft st






1. A2 2Py

Ao AFEE MW 9l E(Mentha piperita L.), ATofQl E(Mentha spicata L.)
J2]1 o=Vl E(Mentha suaveolens Ehrh.)= Azt x UYPAJo] 9X|st Q15
oA 20179 440 2ot A2 Aagidty g ohEeetr] Al

Bl fel2dolA o]folF ot AF ldcm ohFo] ¥4 E(Sunshine Mix#4, EC

u ’

rlo

0.8, pH 5.0~7.0, perlite, peat moss, gypsum, dolomitic lime)S AR A{ufst
Tt vfjdol A2l A M|HQE(Mentha piperita), A0|olQl E(Mentha spicata)

J2]a o =ZUIE(Mentha suaveolens)®] HdAAL 7F72F 6.1cm, 14.6cm,

2.6cm, 1.88cmo]gict.
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1. Mentha spp.2] YoM x|za]

b & el 31.7+£2.6°C, A2 = 19.8+1.7°Co|Qic}. AAro| Alghst Zbh&
(Ca)zt OF2U&(Mg)o] vkl =2 sholsts AH S A1agats] 9lsf Table 10]4
W wlel o] Z4(Ca), UDILUI&(Mg) 2] Hjerl o] ole Hae £}
7] 95 FEE(Na)e] E4iq WA A2lsteirt. sjorotxialo] L2 2]
NELS NH4NO;3;, NH4H,PO4, KNO3, Ca(NO3)-4H,0, Mg(NO3),-6H,0, MgSO4-7H,0
J8]3 NaNOs2A & 30me L'o|9ith. 7t Al2AJo] Ae] A sjoreio] zAgo|
MoK FEE FEs] A T AFRslRon] AATA(Son et al, 20000 2
oAt

sforol xl2] & 7 Al2Ae] /)4E BA A et Z4(Ca), 0F1u&(Mg)
Jela ZEK)IY MM u]8S 9Ustr] sl Table 201= ujgfoRo] L&
(Ca)/0F 2| &(Mg), ZE(K)/0F 11 &(Mg) 1217 ZE(K)/Z2%(Ca)] vlge Ae]
steict.
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Table 1. Chemical composition of nutrient solutions used in the experiment.

Mentha spp.
Ion concentration (me L) Ion concentration (me L)
Ca N P K Ca Mg S Na Mg N P K Ca Mg Na
(me L) (meL!) —————
NOs NHs NOs  NHs
0.5 12 3 2 4 0.5 2 1 5.5 0.5 12 3 2 4 2 0.5 5.5
1 12 3 2 4 1 2 1 5 1 12 3 2 4 2 1 5
2 12 3 2 4 2 2 1 4 2 12 3 2 4 2 2 4
4 12 3 2 4 4 2 1 2 4 12 3 2 4 2 4 2
6 12 3 2 4 6 2 1 0 6 12 3 2 4 2 6 0

“ Each solution contained 40.0mM FeSO,-7H20, 4.0mM ZnSO,- 7H,0, 20mM H;BO;, 0.5mM CuSO,-5H-0, 10mM MnSO, H-O, 0.5mM NaMoO,-2H,0.

_’Iz_



Table 2. Ca/Mg, Mg/K and K/Ca ratios of Mentha spp. by mineral contents.

Mentha spp.

Ca Mg

(me L) Ca/Mg K /Mg K/ Ca (me L) Ca/Mg K /Mg Ca
0.5 0.25:1 2:1 8:1 0.5+ 4: 8:1 1
1 05:1 2:1 4:1 1 2: 4:1 01
2 1:1 2:1 2:1 2 l1: 2:1 1
4 2:1 2:1 1:1 4 0.5: 1:1 1
6 3:1 2:1 0.66: 1 6 0.33: 0.66: 1 1

“ See Table 1.
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2. Mentha spp.9] SZEA}L
Z&(Ca)xt o 2ula(Mg)e] g A2 5=7F ohe 5719 A2|FolA 570A &
PRS2 MAsHe] EZXHshoot length), €AHleaf length), @Z=(leaf width), ABA|

%(fresh weight) ¥ HA2%(dry weight)2 ZASIAT. I8 FE52 S5 27
]_

of J5g FASYON AREL 7} AlRS 60°CAA 48ATF ol Ax T uhy
stof 57495t9ict,

3. Mentha spp.9] A Ax

sfsby BAo] AEE BAY AEE ¢sh UE AR 0.5g0] Sojolt A

=

a}
A30f 5mIN =HAHH,S0,4)S Eil 80°CR AASH heating blocko|A] 30&27F A
g]stqict. o] & x5 110-1200C2 22 630 ZA #Atst44(H,0;) 0.5mls

om FEMOZ 150°CTHK] 23] ImlA 1HAEsheA(H,0,)2 M7tsto] Alzof
d O7HA] BelAIZ T EA5] A2 AEetAT Yo AedE SRS

2 92 AAstel 100mle] MAaZeAzo] Hol SMIHon AR ojuidt
% 50ml% go] BsIRICE

ol
ol
=
A

4. Mentha spp.9] 7718+ &F w4

A2(N)E 10mLo] FA|HS kjeldahl§o=z FAMstlon <l(P), Z&(K), Za
(Ca), otadlaMg) 22 YEENa)d HF2 F=23Et=2ut 2E3249
(Inductively Coupled Plasma-Optical Emission Spectroscopy, ICP-OES,
Horiba Jobin Yvon SAS, Japan)C 2 &4 5}t

5. Mentha spp.2] SAX 2
e AYe A o 5uE, APT wiAE dudoR ALt SARAL
IBM SPSS Statistics v25(IBM, Inc., NY, USA)2 0]835}9] Duncan's multiple

range test(P=0.05)5 &3l A2 T A4S 455t

oA
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1. HHO]:OHO{I [L]-E. Mentha Spp_] o:]EHo]‘X‘]O] AL }\]‘EH

757 & SEAR 2 ZAe(Ca)tt utavla(Mg) sigES

(Mentha piperita 1L.), A0]o}Q1 E(Mentha spicata L.) 2] o=y
suaveolens Ehrh.)e] £#&t A%}, A= A

ol Mentha spp.2] "3="JE] R A4 7 Ak iR
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1.1 Za(Ca)alol 9|3t HHUE(Mentha piperita L.)9] FEfSA QI 5JE]

Z+&(Ca)A2]o <]t W Tl E(Mentha piperita 1..)9] A& Ca 0.5me L'&
2jst 7iRS Alelgt Ca Ime L7'-6me L7'oA] 86.6-88.6cm¥ ol Adct
A2 Ca 2me LA 11.3cm2 7P 2o 8042 AREA] Idy A=
Ca 0.5me L'oJA 4.6cmz §oJ4o] AAE It AR|ES Ca lme LojA
302.8g22 O AF+5at9 FoJ/do] A=Y HE52 53.1g22 |9
o] A=A LAt

Silva et al.(2014)& MV E(Mentha piperita L.)9] Z4(Ca) 210 ¢4 = =
ol viFel 2] & 1569 o]go] fEAO Aol AsHEHA UERFY] AJAFShH=
oz Pt MAte} ofdlol YFst, + e &7

7

N [e]

Mol Uehton] 24 9 AwAo] Aol §aFe ooy 2710 Aols 2
ol

=]

Barroso et al.(2005)& ol E|3F(Tectona grandis)o|X] Z¥&(Ca)e] 2oz

RIh mio] &sh, ol &H, Ao YAS WS CSD Santos et al.(2004)2 o

OFAHRicinus communis L.)O|A Z&(Ca)e] ZH o2 Qlsh Wt Qlo] st Ato]

Zt&(Ca)Rl2]oll 25t Hm R E(Mentha piperita L.)2] *J-&AEf= Ca lme LA
2Joll A ABSAFEIZE 7 =7 UERATHTable 3).

_’Ié_



1.2. op2ya(Mg)x|2lof| o|gt | w Tl E(Mentha piperita L.)°] JESHAQl S
S

U}ltﬂﬁ(Mg)iMﬂl olgt m|mTlE(Mentha piperita L.)%] %72 Mg 0
Ae]FolA 82.3cmo g2 oy [{olid2 QAAQFEA] ooty I H FEZ
11.3cm ¥ 4.5cmz =7 UER} S9olAo] QA E]QtHTable 3). Mg 6me L' A
o] AT AE52 242 193.9g, 43.282 4 A3&E & 7MY =2 woldd
o1} gl QAE|A] 9I9tTHTable 3).
Khalid et al.(2009)2 EUA|H|R E}U(Tymus vulgaris L.)of Ut 1U5(Mg)S
7+7} 59.5kg ha™', 119kg ha™, 178kg ha'Aalst A1t A sfet F WA s A3
A% 9 A28%0] 119%g ha's A2jstde ©f 7 =4 YRt 2 Felstgn
AU 2 EF(Tymus vulgaris L.)o] 0b2d&(Mg)e 24z 10g L', 20g L7,
30g L'A2lgt Axt Al sfet & WA 5o BAS % HE50] 20g LA 7Hg
2o Uehd e shlstgt,
Thoaison et al.(1962)1} Bottrill et al.(1970)2 2z7zv 7hdZE(Phaseolus
vulgaris L.)1} A|ZX|(Spinacia oleracea)o|4] Tt1Y|4(Mg)] Ald]l= AlZA|9]

W Ol Haol 371 wgstol BAF TA, &4 B U BN o) 329

O O

mol‘

rte
2
o
=2
o
rlr
]
=)
J
=
1)
=
x
2
o
=2
1o
ok
]
=
m
3
S
>
D
S
]
3
v
=
I
2

A2
Vg s Uehd 21 2Rl 4 919ickTable 3)
< FAglste WU E(Mentha piperita L.)
#(Mg)el ZHANC] A7) 279 TRE Uehte g
stololgict. @mio] &8}, olo] wial ¢ Uepton] &
WA B £719] AAdo] Zastiith. Santos et al.(2004)2 Atg& He2|et

ol
=]
o £719 sHARS R S5 A4t nfadeMg) 2ud 71

O

Ao "L 54 Wio

~
—_—

2

Aoz

2 APoAl= Mg 0.5me LT'A2]o] ogt A EN7E w7 Uepy otvlg A9
of gt e =AE 4 YA Table 3).
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Za(Ca) 3 ot2daMg) Ao ofeh mmgl

o

T & (Mg)Rch Z24(Ca)e] WP sEE Delstye

ron g2 tth Hout Ca lme L7'9] g

S0 7b A HE@ WoIcHTable 3).
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Table 3. Morphological characteristics of peppermint(Mentha piperita L.) under different calcium(Ca) and magnesium(Mg) nutrient solution levels.

Peppermint (Mentha piperita L.)

Shoot Leaf Leaf Fresh Dry Shoot Leaf Leaf Fresh Dry
Ca length(cm)  length(cm)  width(cm) weight(g) weight(g) Mg length(cm)  length(cm)  width(cm) weight(g) weight(g)
(me L) (me L)

0.5¢ 81.6b” 10.8 ab 4.6 a 2384 b 444 a 0.5% 82.3aY 11.3a 45a 188.1 a 404 a

1 86.6 ab 10.1 ab 39¢ 302.8 a 53.1a 1 80.6 a 9.3 be 3.9 be 174.9 a 31.1a

2 88.0a 11.3a 4.4 ab 2447 b 45.1a 2 773 a 8.8 ¢ 4.0 be 1819 a 399a

4 86.6 ab 10.9 ab 4.0 be 23140 422a 4 783 a 8.7¢c 3.7¢ 163.7 a 345a

6 88.6 a 10.5 ab 4.1 be 265.3 ab 48.1a 6 76.3 a 9.7 be 3.9 be 1939 a 432 a

“ See Table 1.
YMean separation within columns by Duncan's multiple range test at P < 0.05.
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1.3 Zg(Ca)al2|o] ot Am|otY1E(Mentha spicata L.)°] FE|SIAQ A3

Z¥ & (Ca)X 2o 93t Amlolul E(Mentha spicata 1.)9] X2 Ca 4me L1o]|A]
67.6cme A UfERFOLr ohe A2l ate] Qol4e QIAE|x] 9IiTHTable 4)
@7ge Ca lme L0]4 8.6cm2 7 U} §o40] Qelgion AZE Ca
ime L70]A 49cme A Uehgol} ohe xlelSate] oo Qg x] ook
CHTable 4). A% ¢ 7252 Ca 0.5me L7'oA ztzb 252.2g, 58.2g0.2 7}
A A UeRtou gojde guial QgrthTable 4)

ZF&(Ca)A 2o 93t Amjolvl E(Mentha spicata L.)9] SAE|= Ca lme L7}
Aol FEfSHAR] ASE7E 7MY = HEFATHTable 4).
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1.4 of1da(Mg)&|2]o] e]§t Axn]ojRlE(Mentha spicata L.)2] JEISFARI B
‘S

o2& (Mg)x2lof o]st Amjolul E(Mentha spicata L.)9] £AHS Mg 4me L7}
oA 68.0cm=z & ALsEtt Zlou Fo/d2 A=A AoTHTable 4).
Ao Mg 2me L7'@F Mg 4me L !'A2]oA] 8.9cm@} 8.8cmz 7MY} =9ty =2
Mg 0.5me L'-2me L'oJ|A] 4.7cm2 =Qtoi1} ©0o]xg2 olfg|X] ¢FottHTable
4). oty a(Mg)al2fo °Jgt AmoiRlE(Mentha spicata L.)°] A5 Mg
0.5me L'9} Mg 6me L'of|A Z+7F 196.5g, 196.6g2o.2 }2 Ae]1s5uto] 9.9
dol AAREUCH HEF> A7 47.5g, 46.5g02 TE Azt Z U=
PROU [Fo/d2 JAPERX] Lot Table 4).
Bielski et al.(2013 24 &(Mg) AlB|7} Hl&l&E(Calendula officinalis L.)
o] %ol RSt dF= UIAIA] &eyt =4 o] 2 A= otvla(Mg)ol &
2ot SRoA Alehs Aol e AMEZ =St 2
Mg) M2} & 7P =2 55
ou Za(Ca)xg]ol ot AmolRlE(Mentha spicata L.)°] ZFET Ut1Ul&
(Mg) A2jof oJgt Am
2 g EcKTable 4).
Mikiciuk(2008)= 8B}A(Ocimum basilicum L.)o] Mg0, Mgl(0.30g), Mg2(0.90g)
2 Hjgd =5 Fsto] At ZAi Mgz Xsi¥E W v (Ocimum
basilicum 1..)°] 712%o0] 717} 8.34g, 21.52g0.2 714} =7 UERY 712 stols)
AT
= 2goAM pavaMg)A 2ol gt AmotRlIE(Mentha spicata L.)9] "7
Bl Mg 0.5me L7'9F Mg 6me L'oJA 7} =7 UebdcHTable 4).
Z&(Ca) ¥ 0t1U4l&(Mg) A2l st Auotql E(Mentha spicata 1.)9] 257
Z&(Ca)ett ttay&Mg)Y iYW ==& S o =24, 948 ¥
FE AELEHIE o £doy BAE ¥ AdEsFe F2 w2 EAtHTable 4).
w}eta] Ca 0.5me L'A2]7} An]olulE(Mentha spicata 1..)°] 28<of 715 A
st =x 2 HoItKTable 4).

rlo
d

£

O}Ul E(Mentha spicata L.)°] & o] AAROR RxFd =

—~

£
rlr
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Table 4. Morphological characteristics of spearmint(Mentha spicata L.) under different calcium(Ca) and magnesium(Mg) nutrient solution levels.

Spearmint (Mentha spicata L.)

Shoot Leaf Leaf Fresh Dry Shoot Leaf Leaf Fresh Dry
Ca length(cm)  length(cm)  width(cm) weight(g) weight(g) Mg length(cm)  length(cm)  width(cm) weight(g) weight(g)
(me L) (me L)
0.5% 64.0a? 7.9 ab 4.6 a 2522 a 582a 0.5% 65.3aY 8.3 ab 4.7 a 196.5 a 475a
1 63.5a 8.6 a 49a 239.1 ab 54.1a 1 67.6a 8.3 ab 4.7a 179.1 ab 39.6a
2 643 a 7.3 be 4.6a 212.1b 456 a 2 66.6 a 89a 4.7 a 170.2 b 37.5a
4 67.6a 7.3 be 4.1b 222.6 ab 47.7a 4 68.0a 8.8a 4.5a 177.8 ab 44.6 a
6 60.3 a 7.0i¢ 40b 234.3 ab 475a 6 63.6a 7.8 be 45a 196.6 a 46.5 a

* See Table 1.
YMean separation within columns by Duncan's multiple range test at P < 0.05.
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Zr&(Ca)Xglo 9t o =T E(Mentha suaveolens Ehrh.)e] =A2 Ca 0.5me
L'-2me L'o|A] 77.3-79.3cm2 UElHTHTable 5). ¥%2 Ca lme L7'A2]9|
A 6.lem2 71 AR §2)igo] QUPEA] F9rou](Table 5) §EL Ca 4me
L '&K2]olA 4.5cm= =7 YeERFOou fo)ide FEA] IofthTable 5). A3A]
% U 552 Ca 4me L'R|2Jol|A 229.5g1} 46.1gC 2 =gQtol} 2 2|
o] 90|42 QIRE ] YIgktHTable 5).

Dzida et al.(2013)& B}A (Ocimum basilicum L.)%] Green, Violet Z&%& %A
A2 (Ca(NOs)y) it BAFS 2 5(NHINOg) = 2H2) &j2fet At A4bEa(Ca(NOs),)
o2 Xglgt Greeno A& 4 AIA|ZE(62.9cm, 200.5g), Violete] XAF

%2
>
=,
bl

g

(47.1cm, 109.3g)o] AAter@ &(NH4NO3)C 2) A2l Greeno] =74 2 AAZ
(60.8cm, 195.5g), Violete] A& 4 AA|%(44.1cm, 105.0g) Bt && =7 U
EPc 218 Sl

Babalar et al.(2010) AN|o|¥e](Satureja hortensis L.)o|A] &HAED&(CaCOs)
o] 2% 0.5 % 10t ha'2 At S ©f AAFL AS5o] sk &

B2} QLR APME SRISIECE BAFEA(CaCO) 5t ha! AZISIRE W ChE A
2l 1Ect =2 AA|%E(200.2+6.4g plant)t A=3%(46.7+1.7 g plant')g A
on] o] AalTolA Al AR U Heato] FUIE o095 w7}
U o3 &(Me)o] 57t S0l 71915 2o At
Supanjani et al.(2005) 27K Chrysanthemum coronarium L.)o |3tZt&
(CaCly)& 10, 20, 30, 40, 50 ¥ 70mM=Z #2]st ZAxt Ca 30mMz} Ca 40mMoj|
A2 2719 Ad, 98 2 450 M =2 W B AS sk

& AgoA Za(Ca)Al 2

tme LI%2) 2014 713 & ASAEE BYCHTable 5)

N
ofr
[-'Ol'
Uy
o>
@]
&

O

st o =9l E(Mentha suaveolens Ehrh.)= Ca
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1.6 ofada(Mg)Xzlofl 23t o ETIE(Mentha suaveolens Ehrh.)e] FEjsHA QI
QERE
o 1Ya(Mg) Aol 9Jst ofj&% E(Mentha suaveolens Ehrh.)e] =742 Mg
2me L719} Mg 6me L7'o|A] Z+7F 80.6cm@t 82.6cmz =7 UERFOL} Mg lme
L'} Mg 4me L7'9}9] §9]/d2 QAPEA] 9K Table 5). #%-2 Mg 2me L7
ol 8.9cmz =A UERFeY oE AFEate] RoAdo] QAFEA] Adgte
FEZ 4.5-4.7cmHY Hlof A A7t metEo] Foligo] QAAFEA] AU
(Table 5). BAIZS Mg 6me L'oJA 202.5g02 7% =7 UEh} Mg 0.5me
L7'9] 170.6g®ct 31.9g0] o BAYOL 542 PR ATHTable 5). 1
=52 Mg 2me L'A2]7ollA] 33.7g2 7P W& 3g BYon 7P =2 WS
89l Mg Ime L9 5% 43.6g2] R2o]4do] QIGE %ITHTable 5).
Kroli} Wisniewski(2014)= LE9|7|-&(Echium plantagineum 1..)°of OF 1Y%
(Mg)t &(S)= A2lste ASJES &ele 2 o] AMsiRs o A HA
sfe] =&AL 91.0cm(Mg), 89.6cm(S)% O HAY 5] XAF2 97.5cm(Mg),
96.7cm(S)2  tfavlaMgAZ7t 25 o =2 2 WS B 29y
Szczebiot(2002)+= OF1Y&(Mg)Al8]o 2QJst Fotupdol|(Camelina microcarpa)
o AR Crambe)®] A=0l= BHE 9
2 AoA ofay&a(Mg) Aejo] e]gt o &Rl E(Mentha suaveolens Ehrh.)e]
WSAFER= Mg lme L7'o] Bl A2jolle m 714 =7 UepdcTable 5),
Zr4(Ca) ¥ ot2yl&Mg) A2lof 9Jst ofj=vlE(Mentha suaveolens Ehrh.)e]
BedHe Za(Ca)it tt2ys(Mg)d vl s=5 Zesidis o 48 %
SAFER7E o Zokout AAIAQ A8 dEl= Ca 1Ime LT'A2] Lol A
SHAl LR 1oz HRItHTable 5).

g 0

ook

e olAlR e g skt
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Table 5. Morphological characteristics of applemint(Mentha suaveolens Ehrh.) under different calcium(Ca) and magnesium(Mg) nutrient solution levels.

Applemint (Mentha suaveolens Ehrh.)

Shoot Leaf Leaf Fresh Dry Shoot Leaf Leaf Fresh Dry
Ca length(cm)  length(cm)  width(cm) weight(g) weight(g) Mg length(cm)  length(cm)  width(cm) weight(g) weight(g)
(me L) (me L)
0.5% 79.3 ab? 5.6 ab 4.0b 188.8b 35.8b 0.5% 72.0b? 8.3 ab 4.7 a 170.6 a 36.1 ab
1 79.0 ab 6.1a 4.1 ab 2294 a 45.6 a | 75.6 ab 8.3 ab 4.7 a 181.1a 43.6a
2 77.3 abc 5.7 ab 4.2 ab 227.6 a 47.2 a 2 80.6 a 89a 4.7 a 177.8 a 33.7b
4 743 ¢ 5.7 ab 45a 229.5a 46.1a 4 77.3 ab 8.8 a 45a 199.6 a 43.0 ab
6 74.6 be 5.7 ab 4.3 ab 2193 a 40.3 ab 6 82.6a 7.8 be 45a 202.5a 41.9 ab

“ See Table 1.
¥Mean separation within columns by Duncan's multiple range test at P < 0.05.
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2. HjgAo] g IR FF
2.1. Za(Ca) ¢ o2y &aMg) Xalo] <t WM E(Mentha piperita L.)°]

z
L7182 23 (%)

~

Z&(Ca) Ao oJgt #mTlE(Mentha piperita L.)2] A4(N), (P), Z&(K
¥ ofaylaMg)dEde A=Y foidol AARHA] EothTable 6). Z&
(Ca)@d2 AMesrl 71l Tef AMe]ta3te] {eol/do] AN HE
E(Na)dg2 sigd Yo ol BFdZ 2457 Hdll s=ass HstA|Zlenz
A #2119 Fo/dol A7 EUtHTable 6).

o4 &(Mg) A2loll o9t Hm R E(Mentha piperita 1..)°] E4(N), QU(P), A&
(K) ¥ Za(Ca)dde A2Ls31e [o/do] AFHA ekdth(Table 6). uf1y|
#(Mg)gF2 nt1a(Mg)Ael s =S Sz o Mg 0.5me L7'-2me L7'0f|A
A F219 [o/do] AAREHA] kot (Table 6). HEF(Na)& g2 sl e
ol PP st Yol s=iE2 HepAFl ooz &2 La7te] {9)/do] <

A& 9t (Table 6).
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Table 6. Comparison with mineral contents of peppermint(Mentha piperita L.) grown in nutrient solution with different calcium(Ca) and magnesium(Mg) levels.

Peppermint (Mentha piperita L.)

Ion concentration (%)

Ion concentration (%)

Ca N P K Ca Mg Na Mg N P K Ca Mg Na
(me L) (me L)
0.5% 2.20a° 0.55a 3.02a 0.81¢ 0.53 a 0.79 a 0.5¢ 2.18a° 0.46 a 2.83a 1.01 a 0.42Db 0.75a
1 230 a 0.60 a 321 a 095bc 0.65a 1.11a 1 2.29a 0.47 a 291 a 1.12 a 0.43Db 0.64 ab
2 240 a 0.58 a 3.26 a 1.17 abc 0.65a 0.72 ab 2 1.97 a 0.43 a 2.68 a 095 a 0.43Db 0.38 bc
4 240 a 0.56 a 3.52a 1.39ab 0.58a 0.29 be 4 2.03 a 0.43 a 291 a 1.08 a 0.67 a 0.27 ¢
6 2.18a 0.55a 3.06 a 1.70 a 0.66 a 0.15¢ 6 1.94 a 046a 276a 1.12a 0.73 a 0.09 ¢
* See Table 1.

¥Mean separation within columns by Duncan's multiple range test at P < 0.05.
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ZHa(Ca) ¥ Ut1Y&(Mg) A 2jof <]gt An]olQlE(Mentha spicata L.)9]

7182 &%)

Za(Ca) Ao ofgt AmolRIE(Mentha spicata L.)° BA(N)IdHF2 Ca
0.5me L'of|A] 1.67%=2 UER} Ca 2me L7'9] 2.06%2t9] §-2]4do] Q|90
AP), Z&K) E vravaMeg)dHF2 AAEY] folido] AA-EA LUt
(Table 7). ZA&(Ca)dde A2ls=rt S71etol] Tef A2jt531e] Foj/dol A
Eolot HEFNa)dHF2 g Yo ol HPS A Yol s=eadS
B1gA]# O Ca 0.5me L7'-2me L7'0|A A2]2S53te] f9/do] A=A ok
CHTable 7).
of2dl&(Mg) Aol ojet AmolRlE(Mentha spicata 1.)°] H4(N), Z&(K)
ghge AE3te] Golidol ARE A Aot QI(P)& Mg 0.5me L7'9t Mg
dme L7'oJA ZtZh 0.52%, 0.54%= A UEh} of2 A2lEnte] fo)/do] <l
=] ATHTable 7). Z-&(Ca)dd2 Mg 4me L7'o|A 0.74%= 7P WA UERG
ot ROd2 ARER gkl obayEaMe)dHES As=rt Srtetd] et
5710 Rol/do] ARE K Table 7). HEE(Na)dd= vl Wio] o= H
S Ao ng R2FETHY] RO do] AREU

2

_28_



Table 7. Comparison with mineral contents of spearmint(Mentha spicata L.) grown in nutrient solution with different calcium(Ca) and magnesium(Mg) levels.

Spearmint (Mentha spicata L.)

Ion concentration (%)

Ion concentration (%)

Ca N P K Ca Mg Na Mg N P K Ca Mg Na
(me L) (me L)
0.5% 1.67bY 0.49a 2.75 a 049 e 042a 0.33 a 0.5 1.76 a¥ 0.52b 291 a 0.81ab 0.50¢ 0.46 a
1 190ab 0.49a 2.82a 0.66 d 0.44 a 0.32a 1 2.03a 0.60 a 299 a 0.87 a 043¢ 043 a
2 2.06 a 0.52 a 344 a 0.82 ¢ 0.44 a 0.27a 2 223 a 0.61 a 3.02a 0.86ab  0.53b 0.28 b
4 2.04 a 0.50 a 3.25a 1.00 b 044 a 0.17b 4 2.10a 0.54b 2.60 a 0.74b 0.60 b 0.15¢
6 2.11a 0.47 a 3.58a 125a 043 a 0.10b 6 2.07 a 0.60 a 2.66 a 0.80ab 0.85a 0.04d
* See Table 1.

¥Mean separation within columns by Duncan's multiple range test at P < 0.05.
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2.3. Zr&(Ca) ¥ or1Ys(Mg) A 2lof 23t of=9l E(Mentha suaveolens
Ehrh.)o] 27148 &H(%)

2V 5(Ca) A2lof Qlst o|=UlE(Mentha suaveolens Ehrh.)e] AA(N), ©<I(P),

LIS

ZEK) 2 oiavleMe)@F2 A+ mo/dol AFHA EAHTable 8).
daCaddz Aelsrt S7Hgel o2t A2y ool JdZ=EAH
HEENa)ZZ2 gl WY ol S =437 ol s=rE2 HoAHL

t} Ca 0.5me L'-2me L7'ol|A] M2]7E3te] go)/do] A Ikt (Table 8).
ooy &(Mg) Aol st o &R E(Mentha suaveolens Ehrh.)9] AA(N), QI
(P), Z&(K) &F2 A+ 7ol AFHA kot Za(Ca)dd2 Mg
2me L7'oA] 1.01%2 &7 Yeht o2 Xa]rsate] fo)do] QI Atk Table
8). DFIU&(Me)aEe Ul &Mg) A2 BEE Z7AZOU Mg 0.5me
L'-2me L'oJ4 2} 7257ke] godo] A IotchTable 8) LLEE(Na)3t
e wjrel o] ol WL sty Yol sESES WetAZoDR A

5719 g0 o] QR E QK Table 8).

—
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Table 8. Comparison with mineral contents of applemint(Mentha suaveolens Ehrh.) grown in nutrient solution with different calcium(Ca) and magnesium(Mg) levels.

Applemint (Mentha suaveolens Ehrh.)

Ion concentration (%) Ion concentration (%)
Ca N P K Ca Mg Na Mg N P K Ca Mg Na
(me L) (me L)

0.5 2.11a¥ 0.60a 333a 0.73 ¢ 0.57 a 043 a 0.5 1.97a% 0.6l a 34la 086D 047b  0.41ab
1 2.14a 0.67 a 3.56a 0.79bc  0.59a 0.46 a 1 2.09a 0.64 a 332a 0.82b 0.52b 0.55a
2 2.02a 0.63 a 3.12a 0.88 b 0.58 a 0.37a 2 2.18a 0.68 a 3.76 a 1.01 a 0.61b 0.27 be
4 2.11a 0.62 a 323 a 1.09 a 0.57 a 0.22 ab 4 220 a 0.66 a 3.40 a 0.87b 0.78 a 0.18 ¢
6 2.04a 0.60 a 3.19a 1.23 a 0.55a 0.10b 6 220 a 0.69 a 3.36a 0.86 b 0.88a 0.12¢

Za
See Table 1.
¥Mean separation within columns by Duncan's multiple range test at P < 0.05.
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3. Mentha spp.°] Z&(Ca)/uf14&aMg), Z&(K)/0I1Y&aMg) ¥ Z&K)/Za
(Ca)e] H|-&
3.1 Mentha spp.°] Zg(Ca)/uf14&(Mg) H]S

Z&(Ca)xelo] olgt Rl E(Mentha piperita L.)9] x5 He%5 Ca
Ime L™'A2]ollq 247} 302.8g3t 53.1g0 & 7MY =A YERF O0i(Table 3) o] o
Ca/Mgo] T7]4% 3teF v|-82 1.46:10]9ItHTable 9). ot2u|&(Mg)&l2]of oJ&t
=V E(Mentha piperita 1.)°] AF2 AE5S Mg 0.5me L'oJA zbzt
188.1g1} 40.4g2 2 7V =7 YERFCt(Table 3) o] ©f Ca/Mg? £71"d& <
2 8|22 2.40:10]9itHTable 9).

Za(Ca)xg]ol ofst AmotQlE(Mentha spicata L.)% A&t AE%52 Ca
lme Lo 239.1g, 54.1g0 2 7}&} =7 UEFIOon(Table 4) o] o Ca/Mgo] &
&F Hl&2 1.50:10]tH(Table 9). vf21Ul&(Mg)A2jo] oJgt AmolglE
(Mentha spicata 1..)°] A|Z1 A2ZLS Mg 0.5me L'o|A zrzb 196.5gu}
47.5g0]9louy Mg 6me L7'oJA Z}zh 196.6gat 47.5go]QitHTable 4). o]
Ca/Mgo] B714&8 srf vl 2H7F 1.62:1, 0.94:10]9ItHTable 9).
Zrg(Ca)x|2]o] oJgt ol &R E(Mentha suaveolens Ehrh.)9] A Z1t HEF5
Ca 1me L7'oA 229.4gw} 45.6go2 71} =7 el oni(Table 5) o]
Ca/Mgo] R7|/d& staF v]82 1.33:10]QItKTable 9). 0t2Y&(Mg) A2jof 9
3t o= vl E(Mentha suaveolens Ehrh.)e] MA|Z1 ASZ22 Mg 1 me L IoA]
181.1gx 43.6g0 2 7P =7 UEtWou{(Table 5) o] © Ca/Mgo] F71d& &
& H]&2 ZH72F 1.57:10]9tHTable 9).

23] FA9] BEJEONA Ca/Mg Hl&2 oF 2:12 tRET. & A 2} op
UaMg) Ao <QJst HHUE(Mentha piperita L.)°+ Amn]o}QlE(Mentha
spicata L.)& M3t Mentha spp.olA Ca/MgH|&0] 1.33:1-1.62:1 ¥Hof] A&

o Fbg ASAET F2 A0S A

7]/\-1

o

M

2

Morard et al.(1996)& EU}E(Lycopersicon esculentum All. cv. Rondello)oj
A Zg(Ca)xt o1y &(Mg) Atolofl Z3st 23 283 UERo] Z&(Ca)ol Yo

2 olzsl: oMol FFS ulA A4S st Buczeked
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Leonowicz-Babiak(1971)= EULE(Lycoperisicum esculentum, variety Best
of all')o] UrU&Me)ddE Z&(Ca)TFdrct 1081 o =71 AWt At
Ca/MgH|20] Aatiitol G2 UlAl= S sttt et utads(Mg)o
T2 Ales derzied Ades R ©9HAE o 44S oISkt

& g0 Za(Ca) R tf2dla(Mg) A2ls=7t S71eto] T2 Za(Ca)dt tt
JY&(Mg)Atole] AgAres WAY £ gl9itHTable 9). Mg 0.5me L™'Az2]0]
olst WW Yl E(Mentha piperita L.)?F Mg 6me L' Az2]o] 9]t Amo}glE
(Mentha spicata 1.)9] Ca/Mgd]&-2 77t 2.40:13}F 0.94:10]9) 91} Table 9) A
2] YoA ASAENZE 71t £9ttH(Table 3, Table 4). WAPRNF(Betula
pendula Roth.)o|A= Ca/Mg H]&°] 1:1 o] I 51 o]fd Fole oo
(Mg)o] 23 gQlol F&sh Aol 7hser ez YERHtH(Wikstrom  and
Ericsson, 1995).

_33_



3.2 Mentha spp.°] Z&(K)/0l14&(Mg) H&

otaula(Mg)A 2ol ot mmRlE(Mentha piperita L.)° A& As52
Mg 0.5me L7'o|A] zrzb 188.1gu} 40.4go 2 714t =7 Uel}toni(Table 3) o]
o K/Mgo] 717+ & vl&2 6.73:10]31tHTable 9).

otula(Mg)A 2ol 9t AmolRIE(Mentha spicata L.)°] ZAIS A5
Mg 0.5me L7'ofA] Z+z} 196.5gat 47.5g0]91 2 Mg 6me L7'oA Z7zh 196.6g
I 47.5g0]ltHTable 4). ojtf K/Mge 7|14+ odF vle2 2720 5.82:1,
3.12:10]9JtHTable 9).

of2ul&(Mg) A2jof] ot ofETlE(

2Z2 Mg 1 me L'oJA] 181.1g1} 43.6g02 7}t =7 Ueltoni(Table 5) o]

o

Mentha suaveolens Ehrh.)9] A5t A

o K/Mge] F714+ & Hl&2 27 6.38:10]Q1tHTable 9).
ZEK)2 AFA8s do7]= dols & 7 4EH3 ARAREA Joxioz

it
rlo
ofr

O
2 &Y 4% HEENa), tt2ysMg) R Za(Ca)d 400 9T=
=]

2 Eejaichs AL Elstart,
Dingy} Xu(2011)= ®©(Oryza sativa L.)°] &7]2t Ba2]oA 6mMo] =2 ZI&
(K) &wo°l 0.01-1mM ¥ tf2vla(Mg) 545 A AXAZI= e T3
sttt olet e JAS Hel(Avena sativa L.)(Bower and Pierre, 1944)°F &
Z2{(Populus trichocarpa)(Diem and Godbold, 1993)of Al = UERSFTH

2 A= Yo vl E(Mentha piperita L.)°t Amo}ul E(Mentha spicata L.)
o] Mg 0.5me LA2]0] ©J3t u]go] Mg Ime L7Al2jo] jat u]gwrt cha
Qrol} 27| gwr 7te] QojAo] QIREA] gfof ZHEK)T Uh 1Y &(Mg)Atol

o] ARG WY 4 YACKTable 9)
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3.3 Mentha spp.9] Z&(K)/Za(Ca)e] v]&

Za(Ca)xg]ol ot HHTlE(Mentha piperita L.)°] ZAlE A5 Ca
Ilme L'&|2]oflA] ZrzF 302.8g%} 53.1gC 2 714t =7 Ueltoni(Table 3) o]
K/Ca®l 2717d& &% Hl&2 3.72:10]]cHTable 9).

Za(Ca)A2o] gt AmolQlE(Mentha spicata L.)°] A&t 1E52 Ca
lme L'of] 239.1g, 54.1g02 7}& =7 LERFOm(Table 4) o] ©f K/Cao &
st "H|-&2 4.27:10|tHTable 9).

Za(Ca)Al 2ol ot oj&R E(Mentha suaveolens Ehrh.)| AB&|E} AE52
Ca lme L7'O|A 229.4g1} 45.6g0 2 71t =7 UeElFOoni(Table 5) ojtf K/Ca
o] 27|14 E &%F v|&2 4.50:10]cHTable 9).

Tuma et al.(2004)2 YZ7tdZ(Phaseolus vulgaris L.)OA Zr5(Ca)g=oj

7]/\-1

o

M
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Table 9. Ca/Mg, Mg/K and K/Ca of Mentha spp. by mineral contents.

Peppermint (Mentha piperita L.)

Ion concentration (%) Ion concentration (%)
Ca Mg
(me L) Ca/Mg K /Mg K/ Ca (me L) Ca/Mg K /Mg K/ Ca
0.5 1.52:1 5.69:1 3.72:1 0.5% 240:1 6.73: 1 2.80:1
1 1.46: 1 493:1 3.37:1 1 2.60:1 6.76 : 1 2.59:1
2 1.80:1 5.01:1 2.78 : 1 2 2.20:1 6.23:1 2.82:1
4 2.39:1 6.06: 1 2.53:1 4 1.61:1 4.34:1 2.69:1
6 2.57:1 4.63:1 1.80: 1 6 1.53: 1 3.78 : 1 2461

Spearmint (Mentha spicata L.)

Ion concentration (%) Ion concentration (%)
Ca Mg
(me L) Ca/Mg K /Mg K/ Ca (me L) Ca/Mg K /Mg K/ Ca
0.5 1.16: 1 6.54:1 5.61:1 0.5 1.62: 1 582:1 3.59:1
1 1.50:1 6.40 : 1 4.27:1 1 2.02:1 6.95:1 343:1
2 1.86: 1 7.81:1 4.19:1 2 1.62: 1 5.69:1 3.51:1
4 227:1 7.38: 1 3.25:1 4 1.23:1 433:1 3.51:1
6 290:1 8.32:1 2.86: 1 6 094:1 3.12:1 332:1

Applemint (Mentha suaveolens Ehrh.)

Ion concentration (%) Ion concentration (%)
Ca Mg
(me L") Ca/Mg K /Mg K/ Ca (meL')  Ca/Mg K /Mg K/ Ca
0.5¢ 1.28 : 1 5.84:1 4.56:1 0.5 1.82:1 7.25:1 3.96:1
1 1.33:1 6.03:1 4.50:1 1 1.57: 1 6.38:1 4.04:1
2 1.51:1 5.37:1 3.54:1 2 1.65:1 6.16: 1 3.72: 1
4 1.91:1 5.66: 1 2.96:1 4 1.11:1 435:1 390:1
6 2.23:1 5.80:1 2.59:1 6 0.97:1 3.81:1 3.90:1

* See Table 1.
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4. Mentha spp.9] Z&(Ca)®t ul1u|&(Mg)e] 27148 dHeHug g7)
4.1 Y ¥R E(Mentha piperita L.)°] Z&(Ca)xt of14g(Mg)e 2714+ &F

(ng g)

Szymczycha-Madeja et al.(2013)o] ulo]3 2ut Al 83 ArX](microwave

digestion)2 EAIst Ayl Traditional Medicinals(0]=)9] S7]= HEE

(Mentha piperita L.) El8Rol= Z}&(Ca) 13417+220pg g'vt ol 1uy&(Mg)
6880+400pg g'o] ¢9Elo] 9l9lv  Herbapol Lublin(Z%c)e] HmHIIE
(Mentha piperita L.) E]#o]: Zr&(Ca) 19016+627pg g '3 of14&(Mg)

6340+420pg g 'o] =0l AT

21131pg g 'oF 0b2Ul&(Mg) 5483pg g'o] FRElo] A g st
= 2olM Za(Ca)xzlol et wmRIE(Mentha piperita L.)°| F71°3%
ZF2 Ca 4me L'9 Ca 6me L'oJA Z4(Ca)t obay&(Mg)ol 242t 13967ug
g 5883ug gy 17067pg g, 6693pg g o2 AlFol] WoiEE mEUE
(Mentha piperita L.) E]8io] 7|48 stakut 7HAF 2Ast 22X ¥ Table 10).
2t (Ca)xl 3]0l Qst B H Y E(Mentha piperita L.)2] -S4 E= Ca lme L0
A 7Pt Ekout ZH&(Ca)2 9547pg gl OFUlE(Mg)2 6530ug g2 AlEOl
woje = 2718 & 500 vAIAl Xshe A9

otadlaMg)Alol ot HmRIE(Mentha piperita 1.)°] “35/J8l= Mg
0.5me Lol 7P Z9tout Z4(Ca)e 11027pg g, OF1Ul&(Mg)S 4293pg
g2 A5 wujele 214 E % S50 0X|A] £t XA HTable 10).

T+

ook

_37_



4.2 An|olQIE(Mentha spicata L.)°] Z&(Ca)z} of14y&(Mg)?] #7144+ &

(ng 87"

ZF&(Ca)A 2o 95t Amjolvl E(Mentha spicata L.)9] XSAE|= Ca lme L7}
oA 7P £9ton ojmf Z&(Ca)2 6640pg g ', UFIUl&(Mg)e 4493pg g 'Ol
el A utada(Mg)x|2jol| gt AmlotRl E(Mentha spicata 1.)°] A8
S/Jel= Mg 0.5me L7'eF Mg 6me L7'olA 71 £9tor] ojnj Z&(Ca)xt 0F2
daMg)dade 247t 8127ug g, 3717ng g7'3 8038ug g™', 8560ug g oIt
(Table 10).
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4.3 o =Yl E(Mentha suaveolens Ehrh.)9] Zt&(Ca)a} ut1Y|&(Mg)e R7|dE

kg g7')

Zr&(Ca)Aglo 2QJst ofj=vlE(Mentha suaveolens Ehrh.)9] ASAE]E Ca
Ime L7'olA 7P =7 UERG O 0i(Table 6) o]t Z(Ca)2 7993pg g, oty
#(Mg)2 5987pg g'o] &-RElo] 91ATHTable 10).

02 Y|&(Ca)Aelo] 93t ofEZQlE(Mentha suaveolens Ehrh.)9] A-SATEY
Mg lme L7'ol|A] 7Hg =7 Lreptoni(Table 6) olmf Z+&(Ca) 8213pg g, ot
Yl&(Mg) 5223ug g 'o] FRElo] Ql%rHTable 10).

WSSE7E 7V £2 Mentha spp.9] 7713w dFE =M 2o A9
Z4(Ca)d a2 6640-11027pg g 'ol L or U &(Me)da-2 3717-8560ug g 'Y
o] ol 9loict.

o= Clipper(®=)2] 97]'% 7Hwol&atdin] o] Sojgl Z4(Ca) 6628+
254pg g 't of1y&(Mg) 2375+100pg g lolu 7Y e(Matricaria chamomilla
L)o] SojQls= Z&(Ca) 9279%ug g !, otaulaMg) 2642ug g! EHofap
H28tAU 23 =2 £X9T} (Queralt et al., 2005; Szymczycha-Madeja

et al., 2013).

rlr
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Table 10. Calcium(Ca) and magnesium(Mg) contents in the analyzed Mentha spp.

Peppermint (Mentha piperita L.)

Ion concentration (pg g™') Ion concentration (pug g™)
Ca Mg
(me L) Ca Mg (me L) Ca Mg
0.5 8147 5367 0.5% 11027 4293
1 9547 6530 1 11233 4607
2 11710 6553 2 9590 4610
4 13967 5883 4 10830 6450
6 17067 6693 6 11233 8190

Spearmint (Mentha spicata L.)

Ton concentration (pg g') Ton concentration (pg g')
Ca Mg
(me L) Ca Mg (me L) Ca Mg
0.5 4943 4203 0.5° 8127 3717
1 6640 4493 1 8710 4337
2 8297 4410 2 8633 5307
4 10003 4460 4 7457 6053
6 12567 4383 6 8038 8560

Applemint (Mentha suaveolens Ehrh.)

Ton concentration (pg g') Ton concentration (pg g)
Ca Mg
(me L) Ca Mg (me L) Ca Mg
0.5 7347 5707 0.5# 8647 4717
1 7993 5987 1 8213 5223
2 8880 5810 2 10183 6153
4 10923 5710 4 8780 7800
6 12300 5537 6 8860 8813

* See Table 1.
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Al agstol Za(Ca)dt tt2ya(Mg)9 v A5 =0 trefshA Wets 91
tt. 737t HH 9l E(Mentha piperita L.), An]otQl E(Mentha spicata L.) J12]1l
o=Vl E(Mentha suaveolens Ehrh.)o| Zr&(Ca)xt ofI1ua(Mg)BjdeiS 0.5
me L', 1 me L', 2me L), 4me L' 228]1 6 me L'2 #2]5t9] zF AZHE
of defstAlel e AElet TR de Sstgon 7 AgAse d98
A e RS BEUE Za(Ca)/uty4Mg), ZE(K)/ot2dla(Mg) 22]al

(
W= Q1 E(Mentha piperita L.)°] FH|SIAQl F4H= Ca lme L9 Mg
0.5me L', Amo}ul E(Mentha spicata L.)= Ca lme L'9} Mg 0.5me L' @
Mg 6me L' 22]1 ofjZvlE(Mentha suaveolens Ehrh.)= Ca lme L !9} Mg
lme L7'o|A 714 =A Jebdch. Mentha spp.2] Ca/Mg, K/Mg 712]1 K/CaH]
=2 Ot2U&Mg) Aol ot mH =T E(Mentha piperita L.)°F AmofqlE
(Mentha spicata L.)S A|]st XA g]of|lA Ca/Mge] H|&o]| 1.33:1-1.62:1 H¢]
of & o 7M BsFE7E £9ten K/Mgit K/Ca vl&2 Z47F 5.82:1-6.73:1
3 3.72:1-4.50:1 Mool e T = MSAMEIS Wt MSAEI MY B
Mentha spp.9l F71d& dFe At Ay XNYFE9 A& (Ca)Fdd

6640-11027pg g 'o] Q11 01U &(Mg)gte 3717-8560ug g "8 Woll ict.

Epsiet
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