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Abstract: This study examines the potential of natural biostimulants to mitigate environmental
stress and enhance growth, yield, and quality in eggplant (Solanum melongena L., cv. Black Beauty)
grown in loamy sand soil. Eggplants were treated with foliar applications of ascorbic acid (AA) at
300 mg/L, chitosan (Ch) at 200 mg/L, and moringa oil (MO) at 1000 mg/L as natural biostimulants.
Results indicated significant increases in plant height, branch number, leaf chlorophyll content,
fruit count, and total yield per feddan (0.42 ha) with the AA, Ch, and MO treatments compared to
untreated controls. Treated plants also displayed enhanced fruit characteristics, including increased
weight, diameter, length, and size. Biochemical analyses revealed elevated levels of fruit dry matter,
ascorbic acid content, total phenols, flavonoids, and antioxidant activity. Untreated plants, in contrast,
showed significantly lower values across all measured parameters, indicating higher susceptibility
to environmental stressors and reduced growth and fruit quality. These findings underscore the
effectiveness of AA, Ch, and MO as biostimulants in enhancing eggplant growth, yield, and fruit
quality under loamy sand conditions. Furthermore, the use of biostimulants could be extended
to other crops, offering a sustainable approach to improving food security and sustainability in
agricultural practices.

Keywords: eggplant; moringa oil; antioxidant activity; total phenols; chitosan; ascorbic acid; flavonoids

1. Introduction

Eggplant (Solanum melongena L.) is a widely consumed vegetable worldwide. It belongs
to the Solanaceae family and is low in calories and rich in essential nutrients (potassium,
manganese, magnesium, phosphorus, and copper), folate, and dietary fibers, and it is
considered a good source of vitamin C, K, B6, and thiamin [1]. Eggplant contains a variety
of bioactive phytochemicals, including flavonoids, ascorbic acid, and phenolic compounds,
which are potent antioxidants with significant health benefits [2]. It has been proven that
eggplant extracts effectively suppress the development and growth of tumors and lung
cancer [3], as well as inhibit inflammation [4] and cardiovascular diseases [5]. Due to these
health benefits, eggplant has gained increasing interest among consumers and researchers
and is ranked among the top 10 vegetables in terms of anti-inflammatory potential [6].
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Therefore, it is a priority to use safe substances to improve plant growth, flowering,
fruit setting, and yield, as well as to mitigate the negative effects of environmental stress
conditions such as salinity, heavy metals, hydrocarbons, and cold stress [7].

Ascorbic acid (vitamin C) functions as a co-enzyme in the metabolism of carbohy-
drates, fats, and proteins. Vitamin C increases nucleic acid content, particularly ribonucleic
acid (RNA), and plays a significant role in delaying senescence and protecting cells from
damage. Vitamin C functions as an antioxidant, enzyme cofactor, and growth regulator
factor, having an important role in photosynthesis, photoprotection, cell wall growth,
and cell expansion resistance to environmental stresses through the synthesis of ethylene,
gibberellins, anthocyanins, and hydroxyproline [8]. Foliar application of ascorbic acid
significantly increased eggplant’s vegetative growth, including plant height, leaf number,
branch number, and plant fresh weight, leading to higher yields compared to untreated
controls [9]. Additional trials showed that foliar application of ascorbic acid enhanced fruit
characteristics, including fruit length, fruit diameter, fruit freshness, and dry weight, as
well as early yield and total yield compared to untreated controls. It also increased the fruit
content of carbohydrates, total phenols, acidity, anthocyanin, tannin, and ascorbic acid [1].
The application of ascorbic acid has also been shown to improve growth parameters, total
yield, and phytochemical composition in other crops, including tomato [10], potato [11],
pepper [12], and pea [13]. Similarly, a study by Midan and Sorial in 2011 [14] found that
ascorbic acid application positively influenced lettuce plant height, number of leaves, leaf
area/plant, fresh and dry weights of leaves, as well as stem length and diameter, increasing
total chlorophyll content, carbohydrates, phenols, and total soluble solids (TSS).

Meanwhile, chitosan has potential applications in agriculture as a plant growth pro-
moter and elicitor. Its application can support food security and safety by increasing crop
yield, reducing post-harvest losses, and helping to maintain biodiversity by decreasing
reliance on hazardous chemicals in farming practices. Foliar application of chitosan at the
early growth stage of eggplant improved plant growth and yield in addition to increasing
total protein, dry matter, total soluble solids, vitamin C, and total phenols content [15]. In
another study, chitosan foliar spray increased plant height, stem diameter, number of leaves
per plant, and total yield [16]. Similarly, early growth-stage chitosan foliar application
in tomato resulted in increased plant height, branching number, number of leaves per
plant, and leaf area plant and quality attributes, such as chlorophyll content and dry matter
content [17,18]. The benefits of chitosan foliar applications have also been observed in
other crops, including soybean [19], okra [20] and sunflower, where it positively influenced
growth and yield characteristics [21].

Additionally, moringa oil is highly valued for its high concentration of bioactive
compounds and has a range of applications in agriculture, including post-harvest quality
management, fertilization, and as a growth promoter [22–24].

Finally, there are limited studies on the application of ascorbic acid (AA), chitosan
(Ch), and moringa oil (MO) application in eggplant cultivation, and in contrast to chemical
fertilizers, which are major contributors to environmental and human pollution and require
significant financial investment for raw materials, these natural biostimulants offer a
more sustainable and cost-effective alternative. Therefore, the objectives of this study are to
obviate the environmental pollution associated with the excessive use of chemical fertilizers
through the application of AA, Ch, and MO as an alternative to these harmful chemicals
and to improve eggplant (Black Beauty cultivar) growth, yield, and the chemical composition
of the fruits, as well as the antioxidant activity, and increase both plant quantity and the
quality of yield.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Field Experiment

Field trials were carried out at the Faculty of Agriculture farm, Al-Azhar University
at Sadat City, Menofiya Governorate, Egypt (30◦32′37.28′′ E, 30◦25′14.43′′ N), as shown
in Figure 1. Eggplant seeds were planted on 15 August, and the planting process was
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carried out on 3 and 7 October of the 2021–2022 and 2022–2023 seasons, respectively, with
a distance of 30 cm between plants within the rows. Plants were sprayed twice with
360 L/ha at an interval of 20 days, starting 40 days after planting, with the following
substances: ascorbic acid at concentrations of (100, 200, and 300 mg/L), chitosan (100,
150, and 200 mg/L), and moringa oil (500, 750, and 1000 mg/L), as shown in Table 1.
Meteorological conditions such as temperature, wind speed, relative humidity, and rainfall
averages through the two planting seasons are described in Table 2. Physical and chemical
analyses were conducted before the planting according to Flick et al. (1978) [25], shown
in Table 3, which established that the experimental soil was classed as loamy sand. The
experimental site posed multiple stress factors impacting eggplant growth, including
slightly saline soil (EC 1–2 dS/m), mild heavy metal contamination (15 mg/kg lead and
1.5 mg/kg cadmium), and hydrocarbon pollution (75 mg/kg), all of which could affect
plant health and soil quality. Additionally, suboptimal minimum temperatures during the
early growth stage (6.40–18.47 ◦C) introduced cold stress, potentially stunting development
and delaying growth, as eggplants prefer warmer conditions (21–30 ◦C). These stress factors
were inherent to the experimental site and underlined the challenging conditions faced by
the plants.
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Figure 1. Location of the experiment area.

Table 1. Abbreviations of the treatments used in the experiment.

Treatments Description

Control Foliar spraying with water only (control)
AA1 Foliar spraying with 100 mg/L ascorbic acid solution (AA)
AA2 Foliar spraying with 200 mg/L ascorbic acid solution (AA)
AA3 Foliar spraying with 300 mg/L ascorbic acid solution (AA)
Ch1 Foliar spraying with 100 mg/L chitosan solution (Ch)
Ch2 Foliar spraying with 150 mg/L chitosan solution (Ch)
Ch3 Foliar spraying with 200 mg/L chitosan solution (Ch)
MO1 Foliar spraying with 500 mg/L moringa oil solution (MO)
MO2 Foliar spraying with 750 mg/L moringa oil solution (MO)
MO3 Foliar spraying with 1000 mg/L moringa oil (MO)
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Table 2. Meteorological data during the 2021–22 and 2022–23 seasons for the experiment site.

M
on

th

2021–2022 2022–2023

Temperature
(◦C)

Wind
Speed

(m s−1)

Rainfall
(mm

day−1)

Relative
Humidity

(%)

Temperature
(◦C)

Wind
Speed

(m s−1)

Rainfall
(mm

Day−1)

Relative
Humidity

(%)

Max. Mini. Average Max. Mini. Average Max. Mini. Average Max. Mini. Average

October 32.24 18.47 25.36 4.225 0.06 36.99 19.92 28.46 31.51 18.66 25.09 4.375 0.13 41.2 17.66 29.43

November 28.27 15.80 22.06 3.475 1.23 44.7 19.16 31.93 26.24 14.29 20.27 3.395 0.08 39.18 21.1 30.14

December 19.89 10.05 14.97 4.075 0.72 38.76 30.45 34.61 23.84 12.13 17.99 3.3 1.07 39.55 26.37 32.96

January 17.34 6.40 11.87 4.02 1.14 42.41 26 34.21 21.29 9.26 15.28 3.63 0.91 47.1 22.16 34.63

February 19.79 7.29 13.54 4.01 0.32 48.48 18.85 33.67 19.81 7.80 13.81 3.69 0.83 46.51 20.89 33.7

March 21.27 7.76 14.52 4.475 0.82 43.68 18.72 31.2 25.96 11.42 18.69 4.32 0.37 40.83 15.1 27.97
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Table 3. Physical and chemical properties of experiment soil.

Physical Proprieties

Field Capacity (%) Permanent Wilting Point
(%)

Available Water
(%)

Bulk Density
(mg m−1)

Total Porosity
(%)

12.97 5.4 7.57 1.7 35.8

Particles Size

Coarse sand
(%)

Fine sand
(%)

Silt
(%)

Clay
(%) Texture class

7.08 78.88 4.42 9.62 Loamy sand

Chemical Proprieties

Soluble cations (mmolc L−1) Soluble anions (mmolc L−1)

EC Ca2+ Mg2+ Na+ K+ CO3
2− HCO3− Cl− SO4

2−

1.45 1.65 1.78 2.98 0.43 0 1.86 4.27 0.71

A randomized complete blocks experimental design with three replications was used.
The experimental area was 324 m2 divided into 10 plots, and each plot included 3 replicates.
Each replicate comprised 2 rows. Each plot had an area of 32.4 m2 and consisted of 6 rows,
each 6 m long and 90 cm wide, with 35 cm in-row spacing. The recommended fertilizer
rates were applied, and the recommended agricultural practices for commercial eggplant
production in a net greenhouse were followed.

Ascorbic acid (AA) solution preparation: Amounts of 100, 200, and 300 mg of AA were
added to 250 mL of distilled water in a glass beaker. The mix was stirred by a hot plate
stirrer until all the AA was dissolved (about 15 min). The dissolved AA was transferred to
a volumetric flask. Distilled water was added to the volumetric flask until the total volume
reached 1000 mL and was kept under continuous stirring until complete homogeneity
occurred; then, the solution was stored temporarily in a dark glass bottle for later use.

Chitosan (Ch) solution preparation: Amounts of 100, 150, and 200 mg of Ch were
added to 1000 mL of 0.1 M acetic acid solution, and the mixture was heated at about
40–50 ◦C with continuous stirring for 2 h. The mixture was cooled and stored temporarily
in a dark glass bottle for later use.

Preparation of moringa oil (MO) solution: Air-dried Moringaoleifera seeds were crushed
into small pieces and placed into the compartment (500 mL) of the Soxhlet apparatus. Then,
300–350 mL hexane was added to the compartment. The Soxhlet apparatus was set up at
60 ◦C for 5 h and heated in a mantle. Hexane solvent was removed from the oil extract by
distillation in rotary evaporation. The mixture was washed with 15 mL of cold saturated
NaCl solution 2 to 3 times, and the upper layer was collected. Amounts of 500, 750, and
1000 mg of extracted MO were added to 1 L of water.

2.2. Plant Measurements
2.2.1. Plant Growth Measurements

Plant growth measurements were recorded 75 days after transplanting. A total of
16 plants from each plot were divided into 4 replicates; each replicate consisting of 4 plants
was used to perform growth measurements. Plant height (cm) was measured using a
measuring tape, starting from the soil level up to the plant apex; branch number per
plant was manually counted, and the leaf total chlorophyll content was measured using
a Handheld Chlorophyll Meter (SPAD 502, Konica Minolta, Minolta Corp., Ramsey, NJ,
USA) at two points on each leaf to calculate the average chlorophyll concentration values
for each plant.
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2.2.2. Fruits’ Physical Measurements

The total number of fruits per plant, were determined by accumulating the number
of fruits during the harvest period (60 days), and a total of 24 fruits were taken from
each plot and then divided into 4 replicates; each replicate consisting of 6 fruits was used
to perform physical measurements. Fruit weight (g) was measured using an electronic
balance, fruit diameter and length (cm) were determined using a vernier caliper, and fruit
size (cm3) was determined using the water displacement method (wherein the fruit was
immersed in a container filled with water, and the volume of water displaced was measured
using a graduated jar, 2000 mL (ASTM E1272, Eisco Labs, Rochester, NY, USA)) at each
harvest season.

2.2.3. Fruit Chemical Measurements

A total of 20 fruits were taken from each plot and then divided into 4 replicates; each
replicate consisting of 5 fruits was used for chemical measurements. Dry matter (D.M %)
was determined as g 100 g−1 fresh weight (F.W) by subjecting 100 g of the fresh weight
to 70 ◦C in an oven until constant dry weight (D.W) was reached. Calculations used the
following Equation (1):

D.M =
D.W
F.W

× 100 (1)

Ascorbic acid (mg g−1 F.W) was determined as (mg g−1 F.W) was determined using
the methodology of the titration with 2–6 dichlorophenol indophenol (DCPIP) according to
Equation (2), which was outlined by Bassi et al., 2018 [26].

Ascorbic acid
(

mg
g

F.W
)
=

V2 × 500 × 25
V1 × 5 × 5

(2)

where V1 is the volume of dye used up with 500 µg of ascorbic acid standard, and V2 is the
volume of dye used up with 5 mL of test sample.

The total phenolic content (mg 100 g−1 F.W.) was determined calorimetrically fol-
lowing the method defined by Thaipong et al., 2006 [27], with modifications in step with
Helaly et al., 2015 [28]. Fresh tissue samples (50 mg) from 10 replicate samples of each
accession were submerged in 2.5 mL of 95% ethanol at 0 ◦C for 48 h. After the extraction du-
ration, the samples were homogenized and centrifuged at 13,000× g for 10 min to separate
the tissue from the extract.

A 1 mL aliquot of the ensuing supernatant was transferred into a 16 mm × 100 mm
test tube and combined with 1 mL of 95% ethanol and 5 mL of distilled water. Subsequently,
0.5 mL of 50% Folin–Ciocalteu reagent was added, and the combination was allowed to
react for 5 min. To stop the reaction, 1 mL of 5% sodium carbonate (Na2CO3) solution was
added by blending and left for 60 min at room temperature.

The reaction mixture absorbance was spectrophotometrically measured at 725 nm us-
ing blank ethanol (95%). Gallic acid solutions were prepared as standards, and the sample’s
total phenolic content was expressed as gallic acid equivalents (GAE) by comparing the
sample’s absorbance with a standard calibration curve.

According to Rohman et al., 2010 [29], the colorimetric aluminum chloride method
modified by Helaly et al., 2017 [30], total flavonoid content (mg 100 g−1 F.W.) was deter-
mined using 50 mg of fine plant tissue sample that was powdered and mixed with 10 mL
of methanol (80%) in a Falcon tube (15 mL); this mixture was shaken at room temperature
for 1 h to facilitate extraction. After extraction, 2 mL of the solution was centrifuged at
4000 rpm for 15 min, and 0.8 mL of the resulting supernatant was mixed with an equal
volume (0.8 mL) of distilled water and 0.8 mL of aluminum chloride (AlCl3, 10%) solution.
This mixture was incubated at room temperature for 5 min after 4 mL of distilled water was
added. The absorbance was measured at 415 nm using a spectrophotometer (CHNSpec
DS60/62/64, Hangzhou, China), and the flavonoid content solution (mg per 100 g of F.W.)
was determined by comparison to a standard calibration curve prepared using quercetin.
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2.3. Antioxidant Activities

The determination of DPPH (2,2-Diphenyl-1-picrylhydrazyl) radical scavenging activ-
ity (EC50, µg mL−1) was performed according to the method described by Brand-Williams
et al. (1995) [31]. A DPPH solution (2 mL) was mixed with aqueous eggplant extract (150,
300, 450, 600, 750, and 900 µL volumes) and measured by spectrophotometer at 517 nm. AA
was used as the reference antioxidant, and the extract’s antioxidant capacity was expressed
as EC50, and defined as the concentration of extract required to reduce the initial DPPH
concentration by 50%.

A determination of ABTS [2,2-Azino-bis (3-ethylbenzothiazoline-6-sulfonic acid)] radi-
cal scavenging activity (EC50, µg mL−1) was performed to evaluate the total antioxidant
capacity of the extracts. The ABTS radical was generated by reacting ABTS with AAPH
(2,2′-Azobis (2-amidinopropane) dihydrochloride). Each extract (150 µL, 25 mg mL−1)
was mixed with 2.85 mL of the ABTS radical solution. The absorbance of the mixture was
measured at 734 nm at 1-min intervals for a total duration of 6 min using a spectropho-
tometer. The radical scavenging activity after 6 min was calculated as the percentage of
ABTS discoloration, according to the method described by Kang et al., 2017 [32].

2.4. Statistical Analysis

Data were processed using Microsoft Excel 2021 (Microsoft Corporation, Redmond,
WA, USA) and statistically analyzed using the analysis of variance (ANOVA) method
(IBM SPSS 20.0 Statistics, IBM Corporation, Armonk, NY, USA) [33], with significance at
p ≤ 0.05. The means of the treatments were separated using Duncan’s multiple range test
(DMRT) to assess differences between treatment means at a given level of significance.
Pearson’s correlation analysis was conducted to evaluate relationships between variables
using OriginPro 2021 (Origin Lab Corporation, Northampton, MA, USA).

Biostimulators’ effect on eggplant “Black Beauty cultivar” growth, yield, and chemical
composition in loamy sand soil is represented in Figure 2.
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3. Results
3.1. Plant Growth Parameters

Figure 3 displays the data regarding changes in plant growth parameters, including
plant height, number of branches per plant, and leaf total chlorophyll as affected by
biostimulant concentrations. The results demonstrate that, in comparison to different
concentrations and the control in general, the external applications of AA, Ch, and MO
solution concentrations had a positive impact on all plant growth indicators. In more detail,
AA treatment resulted in a significant increase in plant height in all concentrations, with
300 mg/L AA exhibiting the maximum plant height values (78.14 and 76.15 cm), but the
minimum values resulted from the control treatment (60.67 and 58.9 cm).
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Figure 3. Effect of AA, Ch, and MO as a foliar spray on eggplant plant growth parameters during the
2021–2022 and 2022–2023 seasons. For each season characteristic, means followed by different letters
differ by Duncan’s test (p < 0.05).

In the same Figure 3, the number of branches per plant increased with increased
concentrations of the applications, but the differences did not rise to a significant level
during the two seasons; in contrast, the minimum values were produced from control
plants (6 and 6.33).

Additionally, the results in Figure 3 show that foliar spraying with biostimulant
concentrations significantly increased the amount of chlorophyll in the leaves, and the
maximum amount (63.93 and 63.01) was at 300 mg/L of AA followed by Ch at 200 mg/L
(61.41 and 60.53) and MO solution at 1000 mg/L. At the same time, the results for the
untreated plants were noticeably lower.
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3.2. Yield Parameters

The data in Figure 4 show that foliar spraying of eggplant with AA, Ch, and MO
significantly affects the crop yield. The results demonstrated that using biostimulant
concentrations significantly increased the number of fruits per plant and total yield per
feddan. The largest amounts were exerted from foliar spraying at 300 mg/L AA (15.67 and
15.33 plant−1) and (37.73 and 36.46 ton fed−1) in the first and second seasons, compared to
200 mg/L Ch and 1000 mg/L MO in the second season. The untreated plants exhibited the
least significance of the previously noted traits.
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Figure 4. Effect of AA, Ch, and MO as a foliar spray on eggplant yield parameters during the
2021–2022 and 2022–2023 seasons. For each season characteristic, means followed by different letters
differ by Duncan’s test (p < 0.05).

3.3. Fruit’s Physical Parameters

Data from the growth seasons of 2021–2022 and 2022–2023 revealed a considerable
impact of foliar spraying of AA, Ch, and MO solutions on the physical characteristics of
eggplant (Figure 5). According to the findings, there was a significant rise in fruit weight,
diameter, length, and size with advancing concentrations from low and high doses. When
the first solution (AA) was increased up to 300 mg/L, the highest values were achieved
for fruit weight (270.89 and 267.24 g), diameter (10.06 and 10.65 cm), length (21.20 and
21.06 cm), and size (575.65 and 557.35 cm3) in both seasons. As the concentration of the
second solution (Ch) was raised to 200 mg/L, the highest values were seen for fruit weight
(261.5) in the second season, diameter (10.08 and 10.31 cm), and length (21.02 and 20.73 cm)
during the two seasons, and size (557.72 cm3) in the first season. When it came to foliar
spraying with the third solution (MO), the results showed that this solution caused an
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important rise in all attributes, especially at 1000 mg/L. However, the untreated plants
produced the lowest significance levels of fruit weight, diameter, length, and size.
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Figure 5. Effect of AA, Ch, and MO as a foliar spray on eggplant fruit physical parameters during the
2021–2022 and 2022–2023 seasons. For each season characteristic, means followed by different letters
differ by Duncan’s test (p < 0.05).
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3.4. Fruit’s Chemical and Biochemical Parameters

As shown in Figure 6, the results reflect changes in the chemical and biochemical traits
of eggplant fruits that are significant for fruit quality, including dry matter, ascorbic acid,
total phenols, and total flavonoid contents. The data show that the increment of spraying
with AA, Ch, and MO concentrations up to 300, 200, and 1000 mg/L led to a significant
increase in fruit dry matter content, with values of 6, 5.92, 5.84, and 5.96, 5.85, 5.78% in
both seasons, respectively. At the same time, fruit AA content significantly increased
with advancing foliar spraying concentrations of biostimulants, and the concentration of
300 mg/L AA produced the highest values (6.69 and 6.27 mg g−1 F.W).
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Figure 6. Effect of AA, Ch, and MO as a foliar spray on eggplant fruit chemical and biochemical
parameters during the 2021–2022 and 2022–2023 seasons. For each season characteristic, means
followed by different letters differ by Duncan’s test (p < 0.05).
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The highest significance values of total phenols occurred when the plants were treated
with 300 mg/L AA (150.95), 200 mg/L Ch (149.35), and 1000 mg/L Mo (147.01) in the first
season and 300 mg/L AA (151.99) in the second season.

Finally, the highest significance values of total flavonoid contents resulted from the
plants treated with 300 mg/L AA (10.21) and 200 mg/L Ch (9.75) in the first season and
300 mg/L AA (10.94) in the second season. Contrarily, the lowest significance results in the
prior parameters were obtained in untreated plants.

3.5. Antioxidant Activities

The alteration in DPPH and ABTS content as affected by the foliar spraying with
AA, Ch, and MO on eggplant is discussed in Figure 7. The highest scavenging activity
with both DPPH and ABTS was demonstrated when the plants were sprayed with AA
at 300 mg/L (116.10 and 176.74), and the difference between 100 and 200 mg/L AA did
not reach significance in DPPH. The foliar spraying in Ch induced an increase in DPPH
and ABTS content, but the difference between 100 and 150 mg/L AA did not achieve
significance in DPPH. MO foliar spraying significantly increased DPPH and ABTS content,
with an increase in MO concentration until 1000 mg/L. Meanwhile, the untreated plants
obtained the lowest significance of scavenging activity in both DPPH and ABTS.

Horticulturae 2024, 10, x FOR PEER REVIEW 13 of 19 
 

 

Finally, the highest significance values of total flavonoid contents resulted from the 
plants treated with 300 mg/L AA (10.21) and 200 mg/L Ch (9.75) in the first season and 300 
mg/L AA (10.94) in the second season. Contrarily, the lowest significance results in the 
prior parameters were obtained in untreated plants. 

3.5. Antioxidant Activities 
The alteration in DPPH and ABTS content as affected by the foliar spraying with AA, 

Ch, and MO on eggplant is discussed in Figure 7. The highest scavenging activity with 
both DPPH and ABTS was demonstrated when the plants were sprayed with AA at 300 
mg/L (116.10 and 176.74), and the difference between 100 and 200 mg/L AA did not reach 
significance in DPPH. The foliar spraying in Ch induced an increase in DPPH and ABTS 
content, but the difference between 100 and 150 mg/L AA did not achieve significance in 
DPPH. MO foliar spraying significantly increased DPPH and ABTS content, with an in-
crease in MO concentration until 1000 mg/L. Meanwhile, the untreated plants obtained 
the lowest significance of scavenging activity in both DPPH and ABTS. 

 
Figure 7. Effect of AA, Ch, and MO as a foliar spray on eggplant fruit antioxidant activities during 
the 2021 and 2022 seasons. For each season characteristic, means followed by different letters differ 
by Duncan’s test (p < 0.05). 

3.6. Analysis of Variance of Eggplant Different Characteristics 
The results in Table 4 reflect the analysis of the different characteristics as affected by 

the foliar spraying with AA, Ch, and MO on eggplant plants, including plant height, num-
ber of branches per plant, leaf total chlorophyll, number of fruits per plant, total yield, 
fruit weight, diameter, length, size, dry matter, AA, total phenols, and total flavonoid, 
DPPH, and ABTS content. 

  

f
bc

b
a

de
bc

d
a

e
cd

a

e
cd

bc
a

d cd
ab

e
d

ab
0

50

100

150

DP
PH

 (E
c 

50
 µ

g 
m

l-1
)

            Cont AA Ch Mo

f
c

b
a

e
cd

a
e d

b

h
ef

cd
a

fg
de

b
g

d bc

0

50

100

150

200

Co
nt

.
AA

 1
AA

 2
AA

 3
Ch

 1
Ch

 2
Ch

 3
M

O 
1

M
O 

2
M

O 
3

Co
nt

.
AA

 1
AA

 2
AA

 3
Ch

 1
Ch

 2
Ch

 3
M

O 
1

M
O 

2
M

O 
3

First season    Second season

AB
TS

 (E
c 5

0 µ
g m

l-1 )

Figure 7. Effect of AA, Ch, and MO as a foliar spray on eggplant fruit antioxidant activities during
the 2021 and 2022 seasons. For each season characteristic, means followed by different letters differ
by Duncan’s test (p < 0.05).
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3.6. Analysis of Variance of Eggplant Different Characteristics

The results in Table 4 reflect the analysis of the different characteristics as affected
by the foliar spraying with AA, Ch, and MO on eggplant plants, including plant height,
number of branches per plant, leaf total chlorophyll, number of fruits per plant, total yield,
fruit weight, diameter, length, size, dry matter, AA, total phenols, and total flavonoid,
DPPH, and ABTS content.

Table 4. Analysis of variance for eggplant factors measurement.

S.O.V df Plant
Height

Branches
N.

Leaf
Chlorophyll

Fruits
N.

Plant
Yield

Fruit
W.

Fruit
Diameter

Fruit
Length

First season: 2021–2022

Blocks 2 0.508 ns 0.133 ns 0.189 ns 0.433 ns 1.41 ns 14.07 ns 0.012 ns 0.057 ns

Foliar 9 92.1 *** 0.596 ns 46.0 *** 11.4 *** 132.8 *** 1681.8 *** 1.92 *** 5.7 ***

Error 18 0.813 0.429 0.672 0.322 1.46 35.29 0.053 0.119

Second season: 2022–2023

Blocks 2 0.002 ns 0.433 ns 0.719 ns 0.1 ns 0.566 ns 11.59 ns 0.005 ns 0.004 ns

Foliar 9 94.9 *** 0.666 ns 38.1 *** 12.3 *** 136.4 *** 1611.3 *** 2.2 *** 6.2 ***

Error 18 0.941 0.544 0.907 0.359 2.93 48.64 0.075 0.125

S.O.V df Fruit size Dry
matter Ascorbic acid Total phenolics

(mg/100 g F.W)
Flavonoids

(mg/100 g F.W)
DPPH

(Ec50 µg/mL)
ABTS

(Ec50 µg/mL)

First season: 2021–2022

Blocks 2 9.56 ns 0.012 ns 0.019 ns 0.018 ns 0.715 * 82.87 ns 53.18 ns

Foliar 9 4437.7 *** 1.6 *** 2.1 *** 575.7 *** 5.7 *** 1671.6 *** 2649.9 ***

Error 18 188.42 0.028 0.032 8.38 0.15 60.64 50.68

Second season: 2022–2023

Blocks 2 347.21 ns 0.012 ns 0.060 ns 9.82 ns 0.101 ns 56.02 ns 48.82 ns

Foliar 9 3244.8 *** 1.15 *** 1.8 *** 442.2 *** 7.4 *** 1303.9 *** 1895.5 ***

Error 18 107.81 0.015 0.019 10.44 0.201 50.88 43.04

***, *, ns: Degree of significance at 1 and 5% and non-significance, respectively.

3.7. The Correlation Between Trails

This study employed principal component analysis (PCA) to assess the correlation
between different features and treatments in eggplant, including fruit yield, quality, and
chemical and biochemical indicators under several treatments, which were all shown to
be observed in the PCA (Figure 8). The data displayed two distinct principal component
(PC) variability percentages, PC1 and PC2, which stand for 90.3% and 3.5%, respectively.
Hence, the majority of the investigated parameters are in PC1, where they have a positive
correlation with one another.
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4. Discussion
4.1. Plant Growth Parameters

On discussing the previous results of the changes that occurred in the plant growth
parameters, it is clear that the higher concentrations of three substances used in this
experiment, i.e., AA, Ch, and MO, showed the highest plant height, number of branches and
leaf chlorophyll content compared with the other concentrations and control, surpassing
AA in all the other substances. However, it is quite possible to say that the increase in these
characteristics may be attributed to the role of AA in cell division regulation [8]. These
results are in agreement with those obtained by Shaddad et al., 1990 [34], who reported
that the effect of AA on plant growth may be due to the substantial role of AA in many
metabolic and physiological processes, in addition to AA being involved in antioxidant
defense, regulation of photosynthesis, and growth [35,36]; these results are in accordance
with those reported by [1,9,37–41].

The stimulating effect of Ch on plant height, number of branches, and leaf chloro-
phyll content may be due to the role of Ch in increasing nitrogen metabolism enzyme
activities such as nitrate reductase, protease, and glutamine synthetase and improving
nitrogen transportation in the functional leaves [42,43]. Also, Ch may increase water and
nutrient availability and uptake though regulating osmotic pressure and reducing free
radicals accumulation by means of increasing antioxidant activity [44]. These results are in
agreement with those obtained on tomato by Mondal et al., 2016, Hassnain et al., 2020, and
Amerany et al., 2022 [17,18,45], who reported that the application of Ch foliar application
increased plant height, number of branches, and chlorophyll content.

With respect to the effect of MO on the plant growth parameters, it was revealed that
moringa leaves are rich in zeatin (naturally occurring cytokinin) hormone that enhances
plant growth [46,47]. In this concern, it was reported that foliar application of MO can be
used as a plant biostimulator for enhancing tomato [48], pepper [49], and cucumber [50]
growth parameters and productivity.
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4.2. Yield Parameters

With respect to the effect of AA, Ch, and MO on fruit number and yield, the most
favorable results came from high concentrations of all three substances, with AA being
superior in comparison with the low concentrations and control. These positive results
with AA were associated with the indirect effect of AA in many biochemical processes
in addition to root fresh and dry weights increasing. AA may cause a synergistic effect
resulting from its involvement in the main metabolic processes, particularly with energy
co-enzymes, carbohydrate metabolism, and improved biosynthetic activities [51]. The same
attribution was reported on tomato by Abdel-Halim, 1995 [10], cantaloupe by El-Lithy and
El-Greadly, 2001 [52], and potato by Arisha, 2000 [53], who found that the application of
AA on plants caused a significant increase in total yield per plant. The positive effect of AA
may be due to promoting cell division and enlargement as well as improving the plant’s
nutritional status [54–56].

To explain the positive effect of Ch on fruit number and yield, it is clear to our
knowledge that this stimulating effect may be due to the role of Ch in increasing nitrogen
metabolism enzyme activities [57] and increasing water and essential nutrients uptake [44].

4.3. Fruit’s Physical Parameters

Considerable attention to the results of fruit’s physical parameters found that the
foliar application of AA, Ch, and MO in high concentrations significantly obtained the
highest values of fruit weight, diameter, length, and size compared with control and the
other concentrations.

The positive results with regard to fruit weight, diameter, length, and size may be due
to the essential role of AA in many metabolic and physiological processes in addition to its
role in cell division regulation [8]. These results are in accordance with those reported by
El-Tohamy et al., 2008 [9] on eggplant and Johkan et al., 2008 [58] on sweet pepper.

In regard to the favorable results of Ch on fruit’s physical parameters, it is clear that
the foliar spray with Ch at the concentration of 200 mg/L caused higher fruit weight,
diameter, length, and size than the lower concentrations. These results may be attributed
to the role of Ch in water and essential nutrient uptake encouragement by increasing
cells’ osmotic pressure and, furthermore, increasing antioxidant enzyme activity and
retarding free radicals accumulation [44]. Also, Ch improves carbohydrates and protein
translocation; these results are in harmony with the findings of Aly et al., 2019 [16] and
Sultana et al., 2017 [15].

The positive effect of MO on fruit physical parameters was confirmed by Elzaawely
et al., 2017 [59], Matthew, 2016 [60], and Culver et al., 2012 [48] on snap bean, pepper,
and tomato.

4.4. Fruit’s Chemical and Biochemical Parameters

The results of the fruit’s chemical and biochemical characteristics reflected that the
foliar application of AA, Ch, and MO at the concentrations of 300, 200, and 1000 mg/L,
respectively, showed the highest dry matter, AA, total phenols, and total flavonoids content
compared to the lower concentrations and control. These results may be due to the role
of AA in photosynthetic machinery activation as a result of the stimulatory effects of the
used plant growth biostimulator on the photosynthetic process [61]. Therefore, it could be
expected that applied AA increased phenolic concentration as a result of the increase in
carbohydrate and vitamin C synthesis, which elevates induced resistance in plants; these
obtained data are in agreement with Elwan et al., 2007 [62].

With respect to the effect of chitosan foliar application on fruit dry matter and AA
content, it is revealed that these favorable results may be due to the fact that Ch can
enhance the photosynthesis process, which is strongly correlated with the synthesis of
sugars, polysaccharides, and vitamins, in addition to dry matter [42].

The positive results of the effect of chitosan foliar spray on total phenols may be at-
tributed to encouraging plant phenolic substances biosynthesis by chitosan [63]. Moreover,
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chitosan application may encourage phenolic substance accumulation that is reflected in
the polyphenolic substance content of fruits [64].

This study found that foliar applications of AA, Ch, and MO significantly boosted
antioxidant activity in eggplants, with AA at 300 mg/L showing the highest scavenging
activity in both DPPH and ABTS assays. MO showed a dose-dependent response, with
antioxidant activity increasing up to 1000 mg/L, while Ch increased antioxidant content
within a narrower optimal range. Untreated plants had the lowest antioxidant activity,
confirming that biostimulant treatments effectively enhance plant resistance to oxidative
stress. These results suggest that AA, Ch, and MO can be valuable for boosting crop
resilience and quality in sustainable agriculture [65].

In this concern, all biostimulants used in this study (AA, Ch, and MO) can increase
the eggplant plants’ response to environmental stress by raising induced resistance by
increasing antioxidant enzyme activity, phenols, vitamins, chlorophyll, and carbohydrates
content in addition to essential elements uptake, and this study demonstrates how the
applied biostimulants mitigated these stresses and significantly improved growth, yield,
and quality, highlighting their potential for broader agricultural use.

5. Conclusions

During the 2021–2022 and 2022–2023 seasons, this study assessed the effectiveness of
foliar treatments of ascorbic acid (AA), chitosan (Ch), and moringa oil (MO) as biostimulants
to improve eggplant growth, yield, and fruit quality in loamy sand soil. Higher dosages of
biostimulants were found to significantly increase plant height, chlorophyll content, and
fruit yield. The application of AA at 300 mg/L yielded the highest plant height (78.14 cm in
2021–2022 and 76.15 cm in 2022–2023), chlorophyll content (63.93 and 63.01, respectively),
and fruit yield (15.67 and 15.33 fruits per plant, equating to 37.73 and 36.46 tons per feddan).
Both Ch at 200 mg/L and MO at 1000 mg/L also demonstrated significant positive effects,
particularly on fruit weight, diameter, and size.

Additionally, higher concentrations of these biostimulants improved fruit biochemical
quality, including increased dry matter, ascorbic acid, total phenols, and flavonoids with
higher concentrations, with AA at 300 mg/L giving the best results. Antioxidant activity,
measured through DPPH and ABTS assays, was significantly elevated with AA, Ch, and
MO treatments. Principal component analysis revealed that 93.8% of the data variability
was explained by two components, confirming strong correlations between biostimulant
treatments and improvements in plant growth, yield, and quality traits.

In conclusion, the application of these biostimulants offers a practical and sustain-
able solution to enhancing crop productivity, improving fruit quality, and promoting
environmental resilience. By reducing the reliance on synthetic growth enhancers and
chemical inputs, AA, Ch, and MO applications represent a sustainable approach to agricul-
tural productivity, promoting environmental resilience and supporting safer, chemical-free
farming practices.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, I.A.A.H., M.M.I.M., A.N.S., M.E.F., M.D., A.S. and
A.A.S.A.E.-R.; methodology, I.A.A.H., M.M.I.M., A.N.S., M.E.F. and A.A.S.A.E.-R.; software, I.A.A.H.,
M.M.I.M., A.N.S., M.E.F., M.D. and A.A.S.A.E.-R.; validation, I.A.A.H., M.M.I.M., A.N.S., M.E.F.,
M.D., A.S. and A.A.S.A.E.-R.; formal analysis, I.A.A.H., M.M.I.M., A.N.S., M.E.F. and A.A.S.A.E.-R.;
investigation, I.A.A.H., M.M.I.M., A.N.S., M.E.F. and A.A.S.A.E.-R.; resources, I.A.A.H., M.M.I.M.,
A.N.S., M.E.F., M.D., A.S. and A.A.S.A.E.-R.; data curation, I.A.A.H., M.M.I.M., A.N.S., M.E.F., M.D.,
A.S. and A.A.S.A.E.-R.; writing—original draft preparation, I.A.A.H., M.M.I.M., A.N.S., M.E.F. and
A.A.S.A.E.-R.; writing—review and editing, I.A.A.H., M.M.I.M., A.N.S., M.E.F., M.D., A.S. and
A.A.S.A.E.-R.; visualization, I.A.A.H., M.M.I.M., A.N.S., M.E.F., M.D., A.S. and A.A.S.A.E.-R.; su-
pervision, I.A.A.H., M.E.F., M.D., A.S. and A.A.S.A.E.-R.; project administration, M.E.F. and A.S.;
funding acquisition, I.A.A.H., M.M.I.M., A.N.S., M.E.F., M.D., A.S. and A.A.S.A.E.-R. All authors
have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research received no external funding.



Horticulturae 2024, 10, 1272 17 of 19

Data Availability Statement: Data are contained within the article.

Acknowledgments: The manuscript presented is a scientific collaboration between scientific institu-
tions in two countries (Egypt and Italy). The authors would like to thank Al-Azhar University, the
National Authority for Remote Sensing and Space Science (NARSS), and the University of Basilicata
for support with the field survey and data analysis.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflicts of interest.

References
1. Riad, G.; Ghoname, A.; Sadak, M.; AM, H. Alleviation of poor growth eggplant under newly reclaimed land by foliar application

of biostiimulators and micronutrients. Res. J. Agric. Biol. Sci. 2008, 4, 964–972.
2. Vinson, J.A.; Hao, Y.; Su, X.; Zubik, L. Phenol antioxidant quantity and quality in foods: Vegetables. J. Agric. Food Chem. 1998, 46,

3630–3634. [CrossRef]
3. Matsubara, K.; Kaneyuki, T.; Miyake, T.; Mori, M. Antiangiogenic activity of nasunin, an antioxidant anthocyanin, in eggplant

peels. J. Agric. Food Chem. 2005, 53, 6272–6275. [CrossRef]
4. Keli, S.O.; Hertog, M.G.; Feskens, E.J.; Kromhout, D. Dietary flavonoids, antioxidant vitamins, and incidence of stroke: The

Zutphen study. Arch. Int. Med. 1996, 156, 637–642. [CrossRef]
5. Knekt, P.; Jarvinen, R.; Reunanen, A.; Maatela, J. Flavonoid intake and coronary mortality in Finland: A cohort study. BMJ 1996,

312, 478–481. [CrossRef]
6. Cao, G.; Sofic, E.; Prior, R.L. Antioxidant capacity of tea and common vegetables. J. Agric. Food Chem. 1996, 44, 3426–3431.

[CrossRef]
7. Vocciante, M.; Grifoni, M.; Fusini, D.; Petruzzelli, G.; Franchi, E. The role of plant growth-promoting rhizobacteria (PGPR) in

mitigating plant’s environmental stresses. Appl. Sci. 2022, 12, 1231. [CrossRef]
8. Smirnoff, N.; Wheeler, G.L. Ascorbic acid in plants: Biosynthesis and function. Crit. Rev. Plant Sci. 2000, 19, 267–290. [CrossRef]
9. El-Tohamy, W.; El-Abagy, H.; El-Greadly, N. Studies on the effect of putrescine, yeast and vitamin C on growth, yield and

physiological responses of eggplant (Solanum melongena L.) under sandy soil conditions. Aust. J. Basic Appl. Sci. 2008, 2, 296–300.
10. Abdel-Halim, S. Effect of some vitamins as growth regulators on growth, yield and endogenous hormones of tomato plants

during winter. Egypt. J. Appl. Sci 1995, 10, 322–334.
11. El Banna, E.A.; Abd El Salam, H. Effect of foliar application with organic compounds on growth, yield and tubers quality of

potato (Solanum tuberosum L.). Mansoura Univ. J. Agric. Sci. 2006, 31, 1165–1173.
12. Shehata, S.; Helmy, Y.; El-Tohamy, W. Pepper plants as affected by foliar application with some chemical treatments under later

summer conditions. Egypt. J. Appl. Sci 2002, 17, 236–248.
13. Helal, F.; Farag, S.; EI-Sayed, S.A. Studies of growth, yield and its components and chemical composition under effect of vitamin

c, vitamin b1 boric acid and sulphur on pea (Pisum sativum L.) Plants. J. Plant Prod. 2005, 30, 3343–3354. [CrossRef]
14. Midan, S.A.; Sorial, M.E. Some antioxidants application in relation to lettuce growth, chemical constituents and yield.

Aust. J. Basic Appl. Sci. 2011, 5, 127–135.
15. Sultana, S.; Islam, M.; Khatun, M.A.; Hassain, M.A.; Huque, R. Effect of foliar application of oligo-chitosan on growth, yield and

quality of tomato and eggplant. Asian J. Agric. Res. 2017, 11, 36–42. [CrossRef]
16. Aly, A.I.; Farrag, F.; Mohammed, N.F. Enhancing eggplant productivity through irrigation scheduling regime and foliar spray

with chitosan concentrates. Zagazig J. Agric. Res. 2019, 46, 2183–2192. [CrossRef]
17. Mondal, M.; Puteh, A.B.; Dafader, N.C. Foliar application of chitosan improved morphophysiological attributes and yield in

summer tomato (Solanum lycopersicum). Pak. J. Agric. Sci. 2016, 53, 339–344.
18. Hassnain; Basit, A.; Alam, M.; Ahmad, I.; Ullah, I.; Alam, N.; Ullah, I.; Khalid, M.A.; Shair, M. Efficacy of chitosan on performance

of tomato (Lycopersicon esculentum L.) plant under water stress condition. Pak. J. Agric. Res. 2020, 33, 27–41. [CrossRef]
19. Chibu, H.; Shibayama, H.; Arima, S. Effects of chitosan application on the shoot growth of rice and soybean. Jpn. J. Crop Sci. 2002,

71, 206–211. [CrossRef]
20. Mondal, M.M.; Malek, M.; Puteh, A.; Ismail, M.; Ashrafuzzaman, M.; Naher, L. Effect of foliar application of chitosan on growth

and yield in okra. Aust. J. Crop Sci. 2012, 6, 918–921.
21. Cho, M.; No, H.; Prinyawiwatkul, W. Chitosan treatments affect growth and selected quality of sunflower sprouts. J. Food Sci.

2008, 73, S70–S77. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
22. Adetunji, C.; Fawole, O.; Arowora, K.; Nwaubani, S.; Oloke, J.; Adetunji, J.; Ajani, A. Postharvest quality and safety maintenance

of the physical properties of Daucus carota L. fruits by Neem oil and Moringa oil treatment: A new edible coatings. Agrosearch
2013, 13, 131–142. [CrossRef]

23. Abd-Elkader, D.Y.; Salem, M.Z.; Komeil, D.A.; Al-Huqail, A.A.; Ali, H.M.; Salah, A.H.; Akrami, M.; Hassan, H.S. Post-harvest
enhancing and Botrytis cinerea control of strawberry fruits using low cost and eco-friendly natural oils. Agronomy 2021, 11, 1246.
[CrossRef]

24. Ngcobo, B.; Shinga, M.; Mwelase, S.; Bertling, I. The potential use of moringa seed oil in agriculture. In Proceedings of the III
International Symposium on Moringa 1394, Aracaju, Brazil, 8–10 November 2023.

https://doi.org/10.1021/jf980295o
https://doi.org/10.1021/jf050796r
https://doi.org/10.1001/archinte.1996.00440060059007
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.312.7029.478
https://doi.org/10.1021/jf9602535
https://doi.org/10.3390/app12031231
https://doi.org/10.1080/07352680091139231
https://doi.org/10.21608/jpp.2005.237252
https://doi.org/10.3923/ajar.2017.36.42
https://doi.org/10.21608/zjar.2019.65071
https://doi.org/10.17582/journal.pjar/2020/33.1.27.41
https://doi.org/10.1626/jcs.71.206
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1750-3841.2007.00607.x
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18211373
https://doi.org/10.4314/agrosh.v13i1.12
https://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy11061246


Horticulturae 2024, 10, 1272 18 of 19

25. Flick, G.J., Jr.; Burnette, F.S.; Aung, L.H.; Ory, R.L.; St. Angelo, A.J. Chemical composition and biochemical properties of mirlitons
(Sechium edule) and purple, green, and white eggplants (Solanum melongena). J. Agric. Food Chem. 1978, 26, 1000–1005. [CrossRef]

26. Bassi, M.; Lubes, G.; Bianchi, F.; Agnolet, S.; Ciesa, F.; Brunner, K.; Guerra, W.; Robatscher, P.; Oberhuber, M. Ascorbic acid content
in apple pulp, peel, and monovarietal cloudy juices of 64 different cultivars. Int. J. Food Prop. 2017, 20, S2626–S2634. [CrossRef]

27. Thaipong, K.; Boonprakob, U.; Crosby, K.; Cisneros-Zevallos, L.; Byrne, D.H. Comparison of ABTS, DPPH, FRAP, and ORAC
assays for estimating antioxidant activity from guava fruit extracts. J. Food Compos. Anal. 2006, 19, 669–675. [CrossRef]

28. Helaly, A.A.-D.; Baek, J.P.; Mady, E.; Eldekashy, M.; Craker, L. Phytochemical analysis of some celery accessions. J. Med. Act.
Plants 2015, 4, 1–7.

29. Rohman, A.; Riyanto, S.; Yuniarti, N.; Saputra, W.; Utami, R.; Mulatsih, W. Antioxidant activity, total phenolic, and total flavaonoid
of extracts and fractions of red fruit (Pandanus conoideus Lam). Int. Food Res. J. 2010, 17, 97–106.

30. Helaly, A.; Alkharpotly, A.E.-B.A.; Mady, E.; Craker, L.E. Characterization of four molokhia (Corchorus olitorius) landraces by
morphology and chemistry. J. Med. Act. Plants 2017, 5, 1–6.

31. Brand-Williams, W.; Cuvelier, M.-E.; Berset, C. Use of a free radical method to evaluate antioxidant activity. LWT-Food Sci. Technol.
1995, 28, 25–30. [CrossRef]

32. Kang, K.-Y.; Hwang, Y.-H.; Lee, S.-J.; Kim, J.-J.; Nam, S.-J.; Yee, S.-T. Verification of the antioxidant activity of a subterranean part
of Suaeda japonica Makino. Ind. Crops Prod. 2017, 109, 836–842. [CrossRef]

33. Official Methods of Analysis of AOAC International; Association of Official Analytical Chemists: Washington, DC, USA, 1990.
34. Shaddad, M.; Radi, A.; Abdel-Rahman, A.; Azooz, M. Response of seeds of Lupinus termis and Vicia faba to the interactive effect of

salinity and ascorbic acid or pyridoxine. Plant Soil 1990, 122, 177–183. [CrossRef]
35. Smirnoff, N. Botanical briefing: The function and metabolism of ascorbic acid in plants. Ann. Bot. 1996, 78, 661–669. [CrossRef]
36. Blokhina, O.; Virolainen, E.; Fagerstedt, K.V. Antioxidants, oxidative damage and oxygen deprivation stress: A review. Ann. Bot.

2003, 91, 179–194. [CrossRef]
37. El-Zawahry, A.; Hamada, A. The effect of soaking seeds in ascorbic acid, pyridoxine or thiamine solutions on nematode

(Meloidogyne javanica) infection and on some metabolic processes in egg plant. Assiut J. Agric. Sci. 1994, 25, 233–248.
38. Yousef, A.; Tallat, I. Physiological response of rosemary plants to some vitamins. Egypt. Pharm. J. 2003, 1, 31–39.
39. Sadak, M.S.; Mahmod, M.; Dawood, M.G. Response of growth, yield and yield quality of wheat (Triticum aestivum L.) to ascorbic

acid or nicotinamide application in newly reclaimed soil. J. Plant Prod. 2008, 33, 1783–1797. [CrossRef]
40. Khafagy, M.; Arafa, A.; El-Banna, M. Glycinebetaine and ascorbic acid can alleviate the harmful effects of NaCl salinity in sweet

pepper. Aust. J. Crop Sci. 2009, 3, 257–267.
41. Shafeek, M.; Helmy, Y.; Marzauk, N.M.; Magda, A.S.; Nadia, M.O. Effect of foliar application of some antioxidants on growth,

yield and chemical composition of Lettuce plants (Lactuca sativa L.) under plastic house condition. Middle East J. Appl. Sci. 2013, 3,
70–75.

42. Khan, W.; Prithiviraj, B.; Smith, D. Effect of foliar application of chitin and chitosan oligosaccharides on photosynthesis of maize
and soybean. Photosynthetica 2002, 40, 621–624. [CrossRef]

43. Górnik, K.; Grzesik, M.; Romanowska-Duda, B. The effect of chitosan on rooting of grapevine cuttings and on subsequent plant
growth under drought and temperature stress. J. Fruit Ornam. Plant Res. 2008, 16, 333–343.

44. Guan, Y.-J.; Hu, J.; Wang, X.-J.; Shao, C.-X. Seed priming with chitosan improves maize germination and seedling growth in
relation to physiological changes under low temperature stress. J. Zhejiang Univ. Sci. B 2009, 10, 427–433. [CrossRef]

45. El Amerany, F.; Rhazi, M.; Balcke, G.; Wahbi, S.; Meddich, A.; Taourirte, M.; Hause, B. The effect of chitosan on plant physiology,
wound response, and fruit quality of tomato. Polymers 2022, 14, 5006. [CrossRef]

46. Nagar, P.; Iyer, R.I.; Sircar, P. Cytokinins in developing fruits of Moringa pterigosperma Gaertn. Physiol. Plant. 1982, 55, 45–50.
[CrossRef]

47. Maswada, H.F.; Abd El-Razek, U.A.; El-Sheshtawy, A.-N.A.; Elzaawely, A.A. Morpho-physiological and yield responses to
exogenous moringa leaf extract and salicylic acid in maize (Zea mays L.) under water stress. Arch. Agron. Soil Sci. 2018, 64,
994–1010. [CrossRef]

48. Culver, M.; Fanuel, T.; Chiteka, A.Z. Effect of moringa extract on growth and yield of tomato. Greener J. Agric. Sci. 2012, 2, 207–211.
49. Hala, H.; El-Noor, A.; Ewais, N. Effect of Moringa oleifera leaf extract (MLE) on pepper seed germination, seedlings improvement,

growth, fruit yield and its quality. Middle East J. Agric. Res. 2017, 6, 448–463.
50. Ahmed, M.; Elzaawely, A.; Ballat, I.A. Using of moringa leaf extract for stimulates growth and yield of cucumber (Cucumis sativus

L.). Menoufia J. Plant Prod. 2020, 5, 63–75. [CrossRef]
51. Moori, S.; Eisvand, H.R. Plant growth regulators and ascorbic acid effects on physiological quality of wheat seedlings obtained

from deteriorated seeds. Pak. J. Bot. 2017, 49, 1811–1819.
52. El-Lithy, Y.; El-Greadly, N. Study on the effect of ascorbic acid, nicotinamide and their combination on growth, flowering, yield,

fruit quality and endogenous hormones of melon plants under effect of salinity of water irrigation. J. Agric. Sci. Mansoura. Univ
2001, 26, 4407–4420.

53. Arisha, H. Effect of vitamin C on growth, yield and tuber quality of some potato cultivars under sandy soil conditions.
Zagazig J. Agric. Res 2000, 27, 91–104.

54. Shalata, A.; Neumann, P.M. Exogenous ascorbic acid (vitamin C) increases resistance to salt stress and reduces lipid peroxidation.
J. Exp. Bot. 2001, 52, 2207–2211. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1021/jf60219a045
https://doi.org/10.1080/10942912.2017.1381705
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jfca.2006.01.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0023-6438(95)80008-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.indcrop.2017.09.049
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02851972
https://doi.org/10.1006/anbo.1996.0175
https://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcf118
https://doi.org/10.21608/jpp.2008.164677
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1024320606812
https://doi.org/10.1631/jzus.B0820373
https://doi.org/10.3390/polym14225006
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1399-3054.1982.tb00283.x
https://doi.org/10.1080/03650340.2017.1406079
https://doi.org/10.21608/mjppf.2020.169437
https://doi.org/10.1093/jexbot/52.364.2207


Horticulturae 2024, 10, 1272 19 of 19

55. Pignocchi, C.; Fletcher, J.M.; Wilkinson, J.E.; Barnes, J.D.; Foyer, C.H. The function of ascorbate oxidase in tobacco. Plant Physiol.
2003, 132, 1631–1641. [CrossRef]

56. Mostafa, E. Effect of spraying with ascorbic acid, vitamin B and active dry yeast on growth, flowering, leaf mineral status, yield
and fruit quality of Grand Nain banana plants. Ann. Agric. Sci. 2004, 49, 643–659.

57. Ibraheim, S.K.A.; Mohsen, A. Effect of chitosan and nitrogen rates on growth and productivity of summer squash plants. Middle
East J. Agric. Res. 2015, 4, 673–681.

58. Johkan, M.; Oda, M.; Mori, G. Ascorbic acid promotes graft-take in sweet pepper plants (Capsicum annuum L.). Sci. Hortic. 2008,
116, 343–347. [CrossRef]

59. Elzaawely, A.A.; Ahmed, M.E.; Maswada, H.F.; Xuan, T.D. Enhancing growth, yield, biochemical, and hormonal contents of snap
bean (Phaseolus vulgaris L.) sprayed with moringa leaf extract. Arch. Agron. Soil Sci. 2017, 63, 687–699. [CrossRef]

60. Matthew, A. Moringa leaf extract on the growth and yield of pepper (Capsicum annuum L.). ARPN J. Agric. Biol. Sci 2016, 11,
107–109.

61. Khalil, B.M. Effect of promalin and paclobutrazol applicationon growth and fruiting of high density apple trees. J. Plant Prod.
2000, 25, 987–999. [CrossRef]

62. Elwan, M.; Shaban, W.; Mohamed, A.; Hossein, H. Effect of foliar application of ascorbic acid on plant growth, powdery meldow
disease, chemical composition, fruit yield and quality of eggplant (Solanum melongena L.) grown under saline and non-saline
conditions. J. Plant Prod. 2007, 32, 10359–10378. [CrossRef]

63. Kefeli, V.I.; Kalevitch, M.V.; Borsari, B. Phenolic cycle in plants and environment. J. Cell Mol. Biol. 2003, 2, 13–18.
64. Bautista-Baños, S.; Hernandez-Lauzardo, A.N.; Velazquez-Del Valle, M.G.; Hernández-López, M.; Barka, E.A.; Bosquez-Molina,

E.; Wilson, C. Chitosan as a potential natural compound to control pre and postharvest diseases of horticultural commodities.
Crop Prot. 2006, 25, 108–118. [CrossRef]

65. Nwanna, E.E.; Adebayo, A.A.; Ademosun, A.O.; Oboh, G. Phenolic distribution, antioxidant activity, and enzyme inhibitory
properties of eggplant (Solanum aethiopicum) cultivated in two different locations within Nigeria. J. Food Biochem. 2019, 43, e12797.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1104/pp.103.022798
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2008.02.004
https://doi.org/10.1080/03650340.2016.1234042
https://doi.org/10.21608/jpp.2000.258572
https://doi.org/10.21608/jpp.2007.221331
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cropro.2005.03.010
https://doi.org/10.1111/jfbc.12797
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31353619

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Field Experiment 
	Plant Measurements 
	Plant Growth Measurements 
	Fruits’ Physical Measurements 
	Fruit Chemical Measurements 

	Antioxidant Activities 
	Statistical Analysis 

	Results 
	Plant Growth Parameters 
	Yield Parameters 
	Fruit’s Physical Parameters 
	Fruit’s Chemical and Biochemical Parameters 
	Antioxidant Activities 
	Analysis of Variance of Eggplant Different Characteristics 
	The Correlation Between Trails 

	Discussion 
	Plant Growth Parameters 
	Yield Parameters 
	Fruit’s Physical Parameters 
	Fruit’s Chemical and Biochemical Parameters 

	Conclusions 
	References

