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Table 2- Characteristics of the HPLC column to determine the compounds of Rosmarinus
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Figure 1- Chromatograms related to HPLC analysis of Rosmarinus officinalis extracts
under drought stress
(1- camphene, 2- camphor, 3- a-terpinene, 4-linalool L, 5- 1,8-cineol 6- a-pinene and 7, 8,
9- other compounds)
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Figure 2- Mean comparisons of a-pinene content in Rosmarinus officinalis under drought,
salinity and control treatments

(Means in each column fallowed by similar letters are not significantly different at the %5
probability level (LSD Test)
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probability level (LSD Test)
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Figure 4- Mean comparisons of camphene content in Rosmarinus officinalis under drought,
salinity and control treatments

(Means in each column fallowed by similar letters are not significantly different at the %5
probability level (LSD Test)
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