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Table 1. Meteorological data at Agricultural Research Station of Gorgan in 2010 and

2011
Jonily s BT Slela sl T les Lo 20
Evaporation Number of Precipitation Mean

() sunny hours (tum) temperature ( C)
Month . 72011 2010 2011 2010 2011 2010 2011 2010
Feb.- March st 872 63.5 1674 141.0 10.0 18.8 14.9 13.7
March.- April gyl 1014 1046 1300 1464 33.1 414 18.9 19.1
April - May sl 189.6  252.8 2174 3054 24.5 0.0 25.7 27.5
May - June < 2185 2680 2345 2917 51.2 15.8 28.9 30.7
June - July sla 2455 2932 259.8  328.1 433 0.0 30.3 30.2
July - Aug. oxas 1534 1975 2159 269.7 49.3 293 25.2 27.0
Aug.- Sept. #1235 1440 1959 2119 1337 35.5 21.1 23.7
Sept.- Oct. oLt 47.2 62.8 1252 1923 67.6 9.2 11.6 16.5
Oct.- Nov. AT 230 639 1578 1938 50.8 228 7.3 14.4
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Table 2. The Characteristics and breeding situation of studied lines and cultivars

3, ooy adle y Dlasis
Row Line/cultivar Characteristic and breeding situation
1 Gorgan-3 Sl
2 Sahar Sl
3 Williams Sk
4 Katol (DPX) Ol Sl 53 CiS Cgr aulh b jaa Iyl 5
5 Caspian (033) O3l Dl 5> CAS g ok b me oy 3
6 Sari Sl
7 DS2 [Davis x SRF (2)] OlatS tsudal Y
8 PE10 [Pershing x Epps (10)] OkalS psuial Y
9 DW1 [Davis x Williams (1)] ot tsuial oY
10 Hobbit x Century TS okd Pl - sl Y
11 Williams x A3935 TS ot ol - isudal Y
12 M7 Ol J 5 7 5" o Dol = tiwtal Y
13 L17 Ole 5 S ook ol = Jiduital Y
14 M9 Ol J 5 7 S o Dol = tduital Y
15 SG20 Js53 ekds =3l = el oY
16 L14 Js353 el Pl = duital Y
17 SF Js253 edds ~3al Y
18 L504 Js53 ekds =Bl = il oY
19 HT2 [Hobbit x TN4.54 (2)] ot sl oY
20 WEG6 [Williams x Essex (6)] OkalS rsuial Y
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Table 3. Combined analysis of seed yield of soybean genotypes in two years

33T 453 Sla o S
S.0.V. Sl df MS
Year (Y) Jl 1 17805789
Environment (E) (L25) Jases 2 12978161"
Y xE Lios x Jlo 914686™
Error a ol ol 12 392917
Genotype (G) oS8} 19 2298740
Y x G 55 x 19 184688°
ExG s 5} X Jas 38 177978°
Y xExG 55 % Jama x Jl 38 86532"
Error b o lbs 228 47018

TN 570 il o 53 513 onn 3 4 FH
*and **: Significant at the 5% and 1% probability levels, repectively.
ns: Not significant.

Dls g & M8

ol Calies (glales )3 b g o 55 415 3 Slas il o154 2 ~Fd sl

Table 4. Analysis of variance for seed yield of soybean genotypes in different irrigation

treatments
MS Sl o SiLe

) ol subT ol kT ol okt

@37 JESCIENEIYY S eV s ke 100
SOV, N e df.  TIrrig./150mm evap. Irrig/100mm evap. Irrig./50mm evap.
Year (Y) Ju 1 11939152 5268087 2427923™
Rep/Y Jlo 353,185 4 336850 463340 378560
Genotype (G) g 19 1366519" 883227" 404951"
Y <G sl 19 215080" 87654 55019™
Error L 119 60035 37139 43879

**: Significant at the 1% probability level.

ns: Not significant.
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Table 5. Mean seed yield of soybean genotypes in different irrigation treatments and
year
ol LT bl T el bt
55 s e ke 0 S pade Ve S padhe V0
Genotype / year Irrig./50mm eva.  Trrig./100mm eva.  Irrig./150mm eva.
Year  Jl
2010 2213a 1819a 1384a
2011 1582b 1400b 1100a
gl
Genotype

Gorgan-3 1170i 874k 819k
Sahar 1788f 1587f 1235fg
Williams 2129d 1779de 1244fg
Katol 2221cd 2182a 1487de
Kaspian 17191fg 1495¢g 1218fg
Sari 1635¢ 1446¢ 1245¢
DS2 2473a 2066b 1408e
PE10 2552a 2222a 1632ab
DW1 2236¢ 1860c 1469de
Hobbitxcentury 1980e 1842cd 1518cd
WilliamsxA3935 1932e 1638f 1163gh
M7 1982e 1436g 991i
L17 2337b 1714e 1174fg
M9 2135d 1609f 10151
SG20 1074j 1155i 904j
L14 1294h 1157i 942ij

SF 1183i 1022j 972ij
L504 1355h 1247h 1123h
HT2 2569a 2036b 1588bc
WE6 2193cd 1824cd 1688a

o 53 (LSD) Sl sne &5l Jolutm 03057 bl y sl &5 2n O &5 il (115 487 e s 12 3 (gl SoLs

LIl gme gl 70 Sl

Means, in each column, followed by at least one letter in common are not significantly different at
the 5% probability level using least significant difference test (LSD).

33, 3 0 S AS VOAY S YYAY
GMP s MP STI Lo sl asasg b
S Gyl Jo8 55 )50 a3ld b slacadsi)
slapasld e anrg L oS Jb o wi)h S«
Jeo5 55 padls b slacass; TOL 4 SSI
Slopadli & dog bbb 5 4 Cons (g yeS
3 SSuts o 4 Jass GMP s MP STI
,PE10 .l

D

5553

f
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Table 6. The estimate of stress tolerance indices for seed yield of soybean genotypes

AT Jlo o) oyled =Y s " 3 9 g (o815 dloxo”

s
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Genotype .} GMP MP STI TOL SSI YS YP
Gorgan-3 979 995  0.27 351 0.87 819 1170
Sahar 1486 1511 0.61 554 0.90 1235 1788
Williams 1628 1687  0.74 885 1.20 1244 2129
Katol 1818 1854  0.92 734 0.96 1487 2221
Kaspian 1447 1469  0.58 501 0.84 1218 1719
Sari 1427 1440  0.57 390 0.69 1245 1635
DS2 1866 1941 097 1065  1.25 1408 2473
PE10 2041 2092 1.16 920 1.04 1632 2552
DW1 1813 1853 091 767  0.99 1469 2236
Hobbit x century 1734 1749  0.83 463  0.68 1518 1980
Williams x A3935 1499 1547  0.62 769  1.15 1163 1932
M7 1401 1486 0.55 991 1.45 991 1982
L17 1656 1755 0.76 1163 1.44 1174 2337
M9 1472 1575  0.60 1120 1.52 1015 2135
SG20 985 989  0.27 170  0.46 904 1074
L14 1104 1118  0.34 352 0.79 942 1294
SF 1072 1077 0.32 211 0.52 972 1183
L504 1234 1239 0.42 231 049 1123 1355
HT2 2019 2078  1.13 981 1.10 1588 2569
WE6 1924 1941  1.03 505 0.67 1688 2193

o2l ST ¢ lass (el TOL ¢ 25 4 Copnlom 2 ls SST e s Lyl s 55 &ils 5 Shae 1Y'S ¢ 25 05 Loyl 5 5 ails 5 ,Sdas :YP
Soso s sk 5Sls GMP thu e 6550 0 asls MP ¢ 25 4 fuss
YP: Seed yield at non-stress conditions; YS: Seed yield at stress conditions; SSI: Stress susceptibility index; TOL:

Tolerance index; STI: Stress tolerance mdex MP: Mean productivity; GMP: Geometric mean productivity.
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