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Evaluation of Grain Yield and Its Components in Wheat Genotypes under
Terminal Drought Stress Conditions in Darab Region

o e Firvw o Y Yo . AT
)};QLQA)J)W) b%wcvu‘ﬁcd‘ﬁ-&?—jCJWDﬁﬂ

_.,\,uU)u@»cu,@),u;f@@@;fL@bc,i:,a,;»—a,fL\
Shols b rnk mlie 5 (505 Dladd S e Sy Y
S Gl e oS cslowl Y

ATEIY iy gusb VFAVAID :odb 5 g 56

o>

®

RS P r.k_f a5 3 0T @l s ails 5 Slas i) I p g Olany 9 oz Wodid> & plol g ( J1 g ep (Jlwd
A=WV (1) TY-Y 5d 9 Jle (B34 dlomo .Colyls aibate )5 fuab slgml Sit

Ot WD 9 Mo (KU ST 4 £9)90 PAST i3] K0 9 OB PUT gl & piSTTg ddlllae 59l 4
Olados oluml 53 1TYA-Ae g 1TYA-YR ATYY-YA <035 Sl Jlow 50 Glasc)yi d9h (S 5l
A [yl o S5 des b 0 3 > SO 7 b Dago 4 Male3T cpl b ploil OI518 ST pu (535918
CIN8 WI) padbe (i (55 (W1 ol” (2T 55 ol 2 (S5tT) Dgllan 1 gl s o dw ol (ol ke
3 IO WL) oy (i 5 9 (25339992 300 (Fohawry Al 30 B (O o7) bl o83 (A 70+ 4> y0
PO cigi3 1 Jolis (29 ole 9 (£ 39092 308 (Fohamy A0 B (O o) Wl (o) (AN TD+ dl> 0
N 5 Bwgd Al 50 OT 8151 9 418 8 jhos S s W § o (iS5 318 Ol s .09
3 Shos Lol cde .ouifd (P<0.05) (5518 Sz (sl ol § modle (KiS i Tyl oo 50 ifd & oo
40105130 (939 (S 4 yo 33 9 i O 418 dlawd gl (1F+/Y) ol 9 (LYV/A) mdlo (Kis 5 58 &ild
S 00 @ wdgi Ol Tl ph 58 1) (LUK 43 £ 5 gls™ OYAY) 418 & hos (9 yilay £ o)lod uigi) .09
39 P59l FO+0) wud g (KL 33 p 7ol FIYA) modhe (Kid a5 Ll yd 50 4518 8 Khoe (g3 yiy 45”
Ayl 4o A gi L .ol 5 58 (Sum 4 0 30 F 0lod i 995 9 391 A 0 lod i gi 4 bgr yo (S
2 i (MP) (5390 @ (565Lae § (GMP) (5590 3@ (ot (15Lae (STI) i d Jood Sy sl
Olgmie doy cilld ud 9 p Mo (Kis it (Oogdine Tyl =l 50 4010 8 ,Chos b 1) 418 o  Shnod
il (8 I 33 Ly g oo oyl (i & Jamio Sl 955 DT g i b L
gt 9 edle (i i Ll 30 o 4 gl 5 Jaio 4 98 0l S 993 b L
08gF s ) & o ( gk y Tl ol dw B 53 45 318 Ol (K Olao b 418 & hos  Shuned 43 3585 . AId g
3 yKhos (819 i gh§ L 37 OlgF o0 AIS 1) 415 8 jKhos b IS Sx0 ( Siunod (99 sy S L
S pslos L 18 o ( Shnod g p0 oy gt (8110 Olao jl odlawl b1y gk y Ll ph duds” 50 SV &l
29«10 3 pshos FYL Jauly cpild Jdd 4u Q97 oslol Sl Wigi) dau 0 Slgidy .01 plxil &ild
N 5 18 oolaiul 8390 b (Slgil (KIS g 4 fooxi g (ST pT (SO1F 4 S

(TS i A Sl g o Sl el (( KBS S il O jhos (P ISl (sde g

yaemam(@Sshirazu.ac.ir :J s o 4,5 S35 S Sy 3]

140



WA Jle oY o led V=Y dl” 5y 9 g5 (81034 dlxe”

S 5 L oS oS (5558 o
S5 U o Saline oo 0348 o8 4l 0
3348 SLlE s 8 oy b 3,8
5,8 5 Shs A5 b me 3 0y93 oyl
) Gl o 53 (S A5 AL o el
dsl ansls o s 1) LaaslS ke Lly
b (e (Roy and Murty, 1970)
OS5 a6 5 (Fischer,  1973)
S Wis S ;S (Fischer et al., 1977)
S b Glsles 5 dl e 55 (Sis 15 S

SalS a5 als sl (e L;j)QTjJ.:S

.A{ A 5L o

- .S
G b 3 Y| (Slisles , 8) —as |5

D‘JLSJJ‘)LH‘JBHQJU[_A-MJWT

j‘u i“.’""}

das galS Iy akaw js adls sl Wl g
(Evans and Dunstone, 1970; Wardlaw, 1971)
Ols Ol b psdiw al> ey Sis 55
53 4l sl 9 59ob cladlan zals” s 4
33,8 n dpammn palS oz s i s
.(Sterling and Nass,1981; Emam, 2007)
23S s e ) (S i e
3L sles b, ST emsas sl Saw, U
o,y}c,,ﬂ;\,éf,_f@_g‘uwrw
copl gl gesls Al ST e Sls a5,
S, 4

A A_)U " ﬂl s L)))

Royo et al, 2000; Hay and Walker 1994)

u‘:guﬁﬁd@}uﬂbu‘bu)}
Davidson and Birch, 1978;) s,ls LLS |
zS ol (Hay and Walker, 1994

145

400
P oleaT OV Sl L Ol
s oS ] i 5 Gk o s 53 e e
2l 363l i (Kardavani, 1999)
S Al pdS s Slos (S 5
Sk had S Gb b
Ol sl Gl 51 6oy Jald 457 gladl s
w}_&‘rnj_g(d}_o-éié\_.ﬁok}_:)
Bl Sl 3 S

oL 2
ol ety OV s e g ]
Sty i 2 U a2t 0Le; 51 Y pann
An e e S L S5l 58
Gl 48T Wdime o3l O St 5
Shal) Jol e ( (Sis 5 4 puS sad Jo e
Johnson and Fowler, 1992;) 4 il
Schneider et al., 1969; Mogensen et al., 1985;
9 b iagss 5> (Mostafa et al., 1996
4 S (Fischer and Maurer, 1978) ,,5L.
S AL S i Sis gla i s
(S S )l il 5 Shas 03 g4l 2 e
L8l Al A BV
S 3l 5Lz pt 8 4l s, Shee
galw 1 s adls slaw ‘@@ Al 55 aliw
Evans et al., 1972;) a_al s «ls 558 055
and 1982;

Johnson Kanemasu,

4 s el 51 -1 «(Pirooznia et al., 1998



e ils s Slas b5

T N B g S
59y L g (Mean Productivity = MP)

XY

(Rosielle and Hamblin, 1981) -lula
el g 55 e oUls b)) )y
3,5 MP N ;5L 4 5Tol rfﬁ.sl_in
EEY SEIP- N SIS JK gl U DN S
=% (Fischer and Maurer, 1978)

bt 5 A ;O \ >
[

(S . -
SSI)

[, (Stress Susceptibility Index =
ol jeslis ool Syl e .55 ges sl
2 G 55 85 3, Ses 05T Dk edin
B e e e

T o -

3L 2l 5 935 O ey

4 Jv sla_esLi (Fernandez, 1992)
5 (Stress Tolerance Index = STI) :o

=
S99, ¢ s wds S s

(Geometric Mean Productivity = GMP)
Shls ;5 Jie Glad 55 5 5 (220 |
6303 8sle . diun Lo sl cpl 5L sl
L (Sadegh Zadeh Ahari, 2007) & -
4S5 Salgiy pgy53 C*‘-‘f o 55 1Y andllas
> 3, Ses LSTI s GMP MP (gla 25-Ls
e (Soear ollas 5 (25 Ghls Lamea
b jastle p femle Olge 4 g atils SV
slac—ss5 slwbs 5 S S5 sl —
Ao 5 b e 5 ol
Khalilzadeh and ) (s gL o™ S g ol s
S sl gl 5 (Karbalace Khiavi, 2002
Sy 6115 GMP 5 STI sL_a_as |

AR\Y%

s (Wl zal 5> (Boyer, 1996) 5 o a3
0 aS Ul Ol o gl e 3 0yl Sis
LS 4 e Bl e GLisT LG b
OLE 5 g0 om0 55 a4l 05 b
S 4S5, S 5,8 (Morgan, 1977)
055 Y smome 515 Oy d o b s S
s a0 Vel ol idas o j2alST 1y s
(ool Laalls Aiy (gl 0359 5l se Jials
AT b SalS 4 55 03,5 olse M5 ialS
Ot a4 550 o0 b g 0 (6 5 3

Ll Lo e ki,

5l

—te Sl sy el b
OHLSer 5 T il (6 =S o3Il s
=k 5l 4S5 WSuiee (Austin et al., 1980)
> Sas 0155 o cIils p e li b i F
SLBl LT usls (317 B 1 ptS sl
Slasls OMe Coils  jesli S Wlails
53,500 il V8 s bl S
g5 55> (Fard et al., 2000) ol,LSes
3, Shes 5 lils y el gl K35
Ales,S7 5,158 L) e 53 1) 03 55
o Sl o3 i) 3 Slas 5 Cibls sl
AU o s e b 4 St Slio
NENEY S N U S B SO
.(Ehdaie, 1998)
Sl e gl s, 0SS
S ey OLalS i STy ol
SCOUWPN WS, 7 (N U [ EP Y S PO
s (StressTolerance= Tol) Juss jexli



WA Jle oY o led V=Y dl” 5y 9 g5 (81034 dlxe”

YAC YA 5 5 50F° 00 Cupa bl
)%cﬂ\'/\' Ejbchouj‘twj‘cgw
o alle Sab oKl 5 Laes S

N S WDMPEPSPES Y J NS

o) Sl LS SO s (e ke YO
Fine loamy, carbonatic, hyperthermic, )
Ldb Ci S (aridic
dor S plat - (S50 sl (S
IR PWELE §1 ) S PRSP A |
D) s llan 5T el 4 Juls Lo
i 5 (W el S (ST 5L el
55 ALED o e 5 CIVO W) e

hapleustepts

Sty ado o LS =0l - el S
WD) s Sas 25 5 (655 58
U =0l ez —dald o5, U870 dlo o |
o Jele 5 (S5 g8 S dl s
ileT s a5 p 8 L5501 ol
S Cbae s i T Oy g0 a0 |8 Jle o
s b 8 s a e e VI o S
Vol ol g, CansyA fols oS
Slas S s CiE o) o e Sle
F) Jo s land g Oy i glad
We g W NGS5 s LS| s s
waccyudjldu),)&)%;,l;
Y 5 4l ST 4053 00) ol
ud,ut_w,;,ui,@,;()?,l;w 5140
i 405555 ey $9) 050 55 5 p s
Il 53 LS 53 0 S LS FF S FFr (P

V4A

Jome sla Y S Gl G rie jeis
MP la o Li U ans sy é":"'u‘*: @
MTOI}SSI
4] | I OV NN W—
| 5 4 > > (Rashidi et al., 1998)
9900 ladsy sldas Wisls Ol o.i:.u..a
asils -’;—gl‘*-“v—é"é‘}—’."}“\—;")‘}“())')
Bl Ry Cu])‘) ))Jl{ ‘ngbu_ S das cu\...&ladn
oS 5 4l 5 Shes ummen 5 olSs Shes gl 5
(ol gl Bl e s el Gl )
055 e garly Slis 1SS a Rl Bl
205w GT L Ll e Jse Sl 51015 0
a5 by O b sl g
Sl 5 asls s Shes 2 olesl L s 5 e
303033 506 oS e 55 5y 0 0T
S S g Laas 55 0 et e
5 edT 635 an slaael b 53 eolaiuwl Cg
MGL::‘MJJJJ@QMG‘MJJ’W
cJJ)|>Lgf&ﬁuiﬁbi|fia1):dbaﬂw

b w9y 9 Sl
U S (55 41 ol paE (555 e
o) Jsdz) passs pdS s oS
G | BEE R W Uy
sladlv aw js gslas |5 lacs oL
oKl 55 5SS aw LAYW-AL Jlge ol
S 53 a8y Sl (355l Slides

Joe WS 8 e 5 dsb) Sl s S5



e ils s Slas b5

piE cloe 550 b ) Jslr
Table 1. Pedigrees of wheat genotypes

G Pkl

Genotype no.

Gﬁr.‘i'
Pedigree

S0V AW —

KAUZ//KAUZ/STAR
STAR//KAUZ/PWN
PBW343"2/KUKUNA

TIB368.251/B UC//TURACO
KAUZ//KAUZ/STAR

KAUZ 2/BOW//KAUZ/3/W98.6.38
SHWA/MALD (Karkheh) (Durum wheat)
KAUZ/OPATA/KAUZ

ATILA-50Y (CHAMRAN) (Local Check)
MAYA/NAC (DARAB-2) (Local Check)

$ Sl T Ges 3 leST Joue ST plad 5 (K58 Sl puas - Y s
Table 2. Physico-chemical characteristics of soil in 0-30 cm depth

L O N b el Sl ek ks s G
S ST o Sopn
Year EC pH 0O.C. P K Soil F.C. P.W.P. BD
(ds m™) %  (mgkg') (mgkg') texture % % (g cm™)
1998-99  0.68 8.5 0.77 4.6 224 Cl’ 225 12.5 1.42
1999-00  0.68 8.5 0.51 8.6 168 Cl. 225 12.5 1.42
2000-01  0.63 84 051 6.0 172 C.L. 225 12.5 1.42

E.C.= Electerical Conductivity
F.C.= Field Capacity
B.D.= Bulk Density

Al Cadiea Jl e 5 (S5 Sasb)y Aoy
ol by Cusi o 53 LT Gas 35 olS
sk S 8 alos g 4 5 s
Cod b s iy L gadbn > ST
e (FC) 2y
dn = (O — Om) x Py x D
el o ()Ll T Gas udn
Cl 5 eSUs S5 Cmsby w3 On
Sl Sis Cughy doys O as e b
AL o gaten o2 1 D LT 1 S
A dr 5 b S5 (605 4 ged Ges DS

K= Potassium, P= Phosphorous
0.C.= Organic Carbon
P.W.P.=Pormanent Wilting Point
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Table 3. Chemical properties of irrigation water

ml Equivalent lit" - __J s RN Py mg lit" ), pfsl_.ﬁ

S# oS oS e LA

QL&J}«

SapSl colas FUERWN e ;'-*K (S5
EC (dSm™) pH Darkness CO;?  HCO,"! SO,? Na* Cr Ca*’ Mg
0.436 7.6 0.48 0 4 0.11 0.61 0.5 60 320

MP =(Ys+ Yp)/2
STI=(Ys x Yp)/(Yp )

GMP = /YsxYp
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Sl =1-(Ys/Yp)
SSI=[1-(Ys/Yp)]/SI

Tol=Yp—-Ys
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Fig. 1. Monthly mean temperatures for long-term and three growing seasons
(1998-2001)
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Table 4. Combined analysis of variance for grain yield, thousand grain weight, grain number per spike, fertile spike number per m”, harvest

index and biological yield

S.0.V. MS Sl Soks
R &ls :ng.a.c &ls im0 o Ha als sl 23 ol dcw slaws Cls e ls 03 5 Lo ) Ang.a.c
(T @f’f"’

T &2 Grain yield Thousand grain ~ Grain number Fertile spike Harvest index  Biological yield

e df. weight spike’ number per m
Year (Y) Js 2 6.548"™ 235.035° 0.014™ 69326.938" 28.162"™ 40.204™
Replication (Y) (W) S5 6 1.809 43.973 23.887 3672.908 24.774 11.186
Moisture condition (M) sk Ll a 88.696" 762.954° 1294.513" 77094.201™ 585.834" 353.926™
M xY Jo x gy Lyl 6.251" 76.224™ 15.827" 11810.903" 4.120" 52.740"
Error (a) @h s 12 0.555 7.028 2.703 4324.261 1.205 4.075
Genotype (G) 5 9 1.678™ 277.774” 37.657™ 21321.378" 44.863" 4.342"™
GxY Jox ey 18 1.062" 10.424™ 20.820™ 4095.866" 13.852" 3.323"
GxM asby bli x sy 18 0.277™ 8.288"™ 4.579™ 3030.931™ 1.601™ 1.668™
GxMxY Jlo xsusby bulysx i 36 0.204™ 6.846™ 4.749™ 2359.063™ 3.636™ 1.485™
Error (b) ()b 162 0.277 3.533 3.077 2030.108 4.194 1.702

*and * *:Significant at the 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively.

ns: Non significant.
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Table 5. Effect of moisture conditions and genotype on grain yield, yield components,
harvest index and biological yield

als o ,Shas als Sl 59 o alsslasy )L alaw slaws ol Gy § 0 Shae

2 PSS ) ali g (B oaly  p5eS) ey
(LS (LSe o
Grain Thousand Grain Fertile spike  Harvest  Biological
yield grain number number per index yield
Treatment A (kgha!)  weight (g) spike™ m’ (%) (kg ha")
Moisture condition  gusb, byl
Non-stress G5 o9 4875a" 3574a 34.31a 424.2a 39.55a 12330a
Mild stress e i5 3812b 32.74b 30.91b 395.6b 36.90b 10310b
Severe stress Lol s 2892¢ 2992¢ 26.74c 365.7¢ 34.44¢ 8360c

Genotype gl

2

1 3812bc 31.04d 30.2d 418.0a 37.16bcd  10170bc
2 3417d 31.52cd 28.5¢e 386.6b 34.93¢ 9660c
3 3953ab 32.93b 31.0bed 397.1ab 37.75abc  10310bc
4 3609cd 30.81d 30.2cd 398.5ab 34.86e 10250bc
5 3771bc 31.23d 31.1a-d 396.6ab 36.34d 10300bc
6 4208a 32.83b 31.8ab 405.8ab 37.63abc  11110a
7 3822bc 41.63a 29.0e 319.6¢ 37.6labc  10040bc
8 3788bc 30.97d 31.6ab 407.9ab 36.53cd  10300bc
9 4231a 32.54bc 32.1a 413.4ab 38.69a 10840ab
10 3986ab 32.48bc 31.2abc 408.3ab 38.12ab  10360b
3 g sl (P> 0.05) Szl pabans 53 (Sl gitals iz 09037 ol il oo &5 0 O o &S5 Bt (ol 457 e 2 53 ¢ gl SoLee
NNy

Means, in each column, followed by at least one letter in common are not significantly different at the (P > 0.05)
probability level-Using Duncans Multiple Rang Test.

);oaj:gﬁj;)ﬂ‘.;,g;&bﬁubwmbsﬂw6\};-1‘4\“&‘.;‘_,;&{@);—9@.,\;-

osllan Lyl 5 4y i s e s 25 Ll
Table 6. Reduction (%) of grain yield, yield components, harvest index and biological
yield in mild and severe drought stress conditions as compared with non-stress

condition

Ll i >, Slos 039 5 dils sl 590k alw slass ol > Sles
by als als e alw By a5 cubls 0395 Comn
Moisture conditions Grain yield  Thousand Grain Fertile spike Harvest Biological

grain number number per index yield

weight spike™ m’
Mild stress @ 25 218 8.4 9.9 6.7 6.7 16.4
Severe stress b i 40.7 16.3 22.1 13.8 12.9 322

Y.f
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Table 7. Interaction effect of moisture conditions X genotype on grain yield, yield components, harvest index and biological yield

4ls ;ng...c ESISE ST Ay als sluw 33 59,b ak slaws 03§ S ) .sjgl...o Clls el
5 Caeiin o b ke Boreniond "
Grain yi Thousand grain Grain number Fertile spike Biological yie Harvest index (%
Genotype (kg h}zll'?) weight (gg) Spike™! number rl))er m? (kgg ha'l})] (%)
Non-stress g5 o9
1 4736b-d 33.66d-g 34.23ab 436.0a-c 11890b-d 39.67a-c
2 4407c-f 33.76d-f 31.96¢d 427.8a-c 11850b-d 37.27d-h
3 5338a 35.49cd 35.04ab 449.0a 13240ab 40.43ab
4 4579b-¢ 34.02de 33.58bc 443 .6ab 12100a-c 37.90c-f
5 4814a-c 35.67cd 34.84ab 413.1a-e 12280a-c 39.17a-d
6 5352a 35.46¢d 35.36ab 446.8a 13580a 39.70a-c
7 4797a-c 44.87a 32.41cd 343.7h-j 11710b-¢ 40.76ab
8 4654b-d 33.68d-g 35.82a 414.9a-¢ 12040bc 38.67b-¢
9 5011ab 35.19cd 35.42ab 431.7a-c 12140a-c 41.24a
10 5067ab 35.61cd 34.48ab 435.6a-c 12430ab 40.63ab
Mild stress o s
1 3898f-h 32.06¢-j 31.60d 411.3a-¢ 10530d-g 37.13d-h
2 3460h-j 31.63f 29.44¢-g 389.9b-h 9740f0h 35.50g-j
3 3658c-1 31.84f 30.71d-f 388.6¢c-h 9670f-h 37.54c-g
4 3619g-i 30.91h-k 30.60d-f 400.3a-g 10310e-g 35.08h-j
5 3702g-i 29.89j-1 31.20de 410.3a-e 10270e-g 36.081-i
6 4064e-h 32.40e-h 31.78d 406.2a-f 10760c-f 37.77c-f
7 3854f-h 42.88b 29.10fg 318.9ij 10330e-g 37.28dh
8 3816f-h 31.57g-j 31.79d 391.8b-h 10440d-g 36.49¢-1
9 4178d-g 32.28e-j 31.67d 411.6a-¢ 10870c-f 38.29¢c-¢
10 3873f-h 31.92¢-j 31.22de 426.8a-c 10230e-g 37.87c-f
Severe Stress wyols il
1 2803kl 27.40m 24.62j 406.6a-f 8090ij 34.67ij
2 23841 29.17k-m 24.02j 341.8h-j 73905 32.02kl
3 2862kl 31.47h-j 27.13hi 353.6f-1 8010ij 35.27h-j
4 2630kl 27.51m 26.47hi 351.6g-i 8340h-j 31.611
5 2797kl 28.14Im 27.16hi 366.3d-1 8340h-j 33.77ik
6 3207i-k 30.62h-k 28.17gh 364.3d-1 9000h-i 35.47g-j
7 2815kl 37.13¢ 25.61ij 296.1j 80801ij 34.81ij
8 2896kl 27.66m 27.08hi 417.0a-d 8420h-j 34.43ij
9 3505h-j 30.17j-1 29.23fg 396.9a-g 95101-1 36.54€i
10 3019jk 29.90j-1 27.93gh 362.6e-1 8430h-j 35.86f

)l ls gme g5 (P>0.05) Jlois! mhaws 5o S5l (glasals aiz cyge3T bl 5 axil oo S e By o JBlas shls a5 (ygim o 50 slouSileo
Means, in each column, followed by at least one letter in common are not significantly different at the (P > 0.05) probability level-Using Duncan’s Multiple Rang Test.
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Table 8. Correlation coefficients among drought tolerance and susceptibility indices and grain yield in wheat genotypes under non-stress, mild and
severe drought stresses conditions

Mild stress = o5 25 Severe stress  &Lis JiS
,hq&lasjgl...r« \f;j}j,adl:;jgw ,hq&lasjgl...r« %}j,&dl::&s
Lo )3 S 55 SRS Ol Ll 5 o R LTS Pt S JU PR TN -
Index el Ys Yp Index el Ys Yp
Ys S bl Le 53 (5 55 s> Shas 0.54™ Ys 5 SLls Loe 53 55wl > Sas 0.68
SSI S el 2l -0.37" 0.58™ SSI 5 4 ol et -0.82" 0.13"
Tol Jos asle -0.17™ 0.74" Tol Jos asls -0.38™ 0.43™
MP Sos0 e ol 0.82" 0.92" MP o30S o 0.91" 0.92"
GMP S0t orin Sl 0.86" 0.89" GMP ot i S 0.95" 0.87"
STI 5 & Juo 0.86" 0.89™ STI S5 & Jud e 0.95" 0.86"
* and **: Significant at the 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively. VARYAN Ve gl 03 I3 gre o e g
ns: Non-significant. I3 gne 1S
Ys= Grain yield in stress conditions Yp= Grain yield in non-stress conditions
SSI= Stress Susceptibility Index Tol= Tolerance
MP= Mean Productivity GMP= Geometric Mean Productivuty

STI= Stress Tolerance Index
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Table 9. Estimation of tolerance and susceptibility indices using grain yield of wheat genotypes under non-stress mild and severe drought
stresses conditions

e ils s Shas S5

ARR

w555 W Slee 4, absShe 4l el ) el ) el ) oSlee 4, el )

Lyl s Ll s Sl Joos Slee s 4 Joos

IS O oS A4 Sose Sos0 sk o5

¢SS 0SS

()tg“ 2 (J&“ B

Genotype Yp Rank Ys Rank SSI Rank TOL Rank MP Rank GMP Rank STI Rank
(kg ha™) (kg ha™)
Mild stress Mo i
1 4736 7 3898 3 0.81 2 838 2 4317 6 4297 6 0.78 5
2 4407 10 3460 10 0.99 6 947 5 3934 10 3905 10 0.64 10
3 5338 2 3658 8 1.44 10 1680 10 4498 3 4419 4 0.82 4
4 4579 9 3619 9 0.96 5 960 6 4099 9 4071 9 0.70 9
5 4814 5 3702 7 1.06 7 1112 7 4258 7 4222 7 0.75 7
6 5352 1 4064 2 1.10 9 1288 9 4708 1 4664 1 0.92 1
7 4797 6 3854 5 0.90 4 943 4 4325 5 4300 5 0.78 5
8 4654 8 3816 6 0.83 3 838 2 4235 8 4214 8 0.75 7
9 5011 4 4178 1 0.76 1 833 1 4595 2 4576 2 0.88 2
10 5067 3 3873 4 1.08 8 1194 8 4470 4 4430 3 0.83 3
Severe stress  wod g

1 4736 7 2803 7 1.00 5 1933 3 3770 8 3643 8 0.56 8
2 4407 10 2384 10 1.13 9 2023 7 3396 10 3241 10 0.44 10
3 5338 2 2862 5 1.14 10 2476 10 4100 3 3909 4 0.64 3
4 4579 9 2630 9 1.05 8 1949 4 3605 9 3470 9 0.51 9
5 4814 5 2797 8 1.03 7 2017 6 3806 5 3669 7 0.57 5
6 5352 1 3207 2 0.99 3 2145 9 4280 1 4143 2 0.72 2
7 4797 6 2815 6 1.02 6 1982 5 3806 5 3675 5 0.57 5
8 4654 8 2896 4 0.93 2 1758 2 3775 7 3671 6 0.57 5
9 5011 4 3505 1 0.74 1 1506 1 4258 2 4191 1 0.74 1
10 5067 3 3019 3 0.99 3 2048 8 4043 4 3911 3 0.64 3

— For abbreviations, please refer to Table 8. Al B axal e A ojled Jgdar 4 Sl lasstl sl -
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Table 10. Correlation coefficients between grain yield and other traits in non-stress, mild and severe drought stresses conditions

WA Jlo oY o)led V=Y " 50 9 g8 (£ 1034 dlxa”

4l 138 05 &l slaw aliw sl Cils y jesls S 5, Shas Sy 3ldas G 59y sldes
g i 5o BT ) e S AS) o35 S A0
Ol G s
Thousand Grain Fertile spike  Harvest index Biological Days to Days to
. grain weight numb_elr numbe2r per (%) yield maturity 50%
Grain yield als s Shee (2) spike m (Kg ha™") anthesis
Non-stress condition SEosklls0,12% 0.58" 0.29" 071" 0.86" -0.47™ -0.37™
Mild stress condition e i s 0,18™ 0.59™ 0.16™ 0.80" 0.87" -0.66" -0.56™
Severe stress condition b i s 0.15™ 0.86" 0.38™ 0.86" 0.93" -0.77" -0.68°
* and **: Significant at the 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively. VARV s 53 13 gme 5 T 5

ns: Non-significant. I3 gma DS
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