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Evaluation of Drought Stress Tolerance in Durum Wheat Genotype Using Drought
Tolerance Indices

Tedame Loy 5 Oliebsl Lo e g3l IS 5 | e | gl 15 Lo e

(6353188 0dSTa> (53 4 T glin (5 5SS g (Bps 05,8 5 DB Ml 5 el 05 bl -
slisle S (61, o&Ksls
15T ol coliile S domly «DBLS =3kl 05,8 skl 5 )l (calidyIS Bl (6 smeils o 3 &Y 5 ¥
Ol ! colzsle S ¢ oDl
olisle S 35l (3 G3LeS Solidos duww fo Soglas Lokl —F

IAVPINY by gl ITR/) o /YA 1ol 5o g6

(LU

jla:@‘pejjjarﬁgu%.gjj):é_i;ﬁQJ@&Q)')I.\V‘\Y D USMI% 9.3 E Olaabl (g ( O LT ) £ (Su )
NN 5 g Jle (SO0 5 e . S 4 Jes sla el

Tl B33 g3 Ve Sl g8 puis byl SlaS 555 5 (i 4 oo (2L st &
339=0 VWAA-AR =15 Jlw 38 (Jugboy i § i 09y Tl o 58 150 4w b dolad ol sy gl
PO AI3 3 os i W) cp G108 Sre BN (il 19 4 205 WS wle! g .8 F 518 wy g
G 09 9 L Tyl 53 410 3 shos (il (g2 ghl (aIS D929 (S L9 9 ) (weme Tl 4 90
Ao .89 (2=t 0 30 38 £ =5 1IYY) IF 9 (2= 50 33 P57 AA/T) Y olels (Sl pY @ lain Cud 5 &
Jeoos sl 45 818 (3li5 i 4 Caglio S asLy § LA 9y (i Ll 30 O ;Khes S
@bold S = (GMP) (5590 s (miiits (Sl (25l 9 (MP) (5390 38 (nSle (a5l (STT) o5
STI LaosT (s 50 45 ke culio (KiS id G99 9 i T lyd 90 & 50 Vb o hos b b
7 9 Jrooin (5LR09 1 4 L gi3 Sl (ohmn 3 (93 38 b 65U Las b o Flin Ulgicdy
9L Ay Jamilis L 4G 33 09 1F 10 1) ) oF 03l G955 45 (5950 4 Bk ol oo
s MP, GMP _<is 4 Joo0 pan S e i 4 by o G118 5 O 3gbme 10 § Ki 4 ol Gl
i F 51 3 K 4 Y ol 9 ol S,Khos b 4B 3315 9 ¥+ 14 F (Y osked Gvwigis 9 STI
STI, Ll daw wll g (w2 D390 S 935 il @b § Slawes 4 2 3l ol s wll ¢
O o p o (SiS 4 Cwglio S Sl Sl » Egazme 30 WD F 41 8 09 F = 30 GMP g MP
b AU e oo i g3 Olgie 1Y oslod Cuigil dild

OBl (K G (SiS 4o Sy oLl (2990 P I guuls” (sro g

CAFVAFYFYEY il zebarjadiali@yahoo.com :J sws st 5



IFAY Jlo o) ojled YA-) U3y 9 Jlgd (68154 dloxa

L5 il 3l 6 5l Lo Shos (St
Ylaomt asly o S 10T 5 Shae lis il
Csls Al Sis an (g f b 5
SLL 5y LYy (Blum,  1988)

sl (Bouslama and Schapaugh, 1984)
s She gl L el s
el ¢l 5 (Yield Stability Index: YSI)
ealitnl (Sist 4 Jransie by slacd 55
YST UL g gyl ol oyl ol y k33 s
bl b s s o s Shee slyls AL
Ol Sargos, odwy

)l L (Sio-se Mardeh er al., 2006)
534S s S 5,158 06 puE S el
sMP STI sla oxLi =k RS Ll

w5 @bl ¢l — GMP
O 5 s a3 5 Vs, S L
S 5 sdls ey s b 1S
s (Ramirez-Vallejo and Kelly, 1998)
s ¢l GMP 4 SSI gL sl s
oS 3 sk 5 4 Jremie Sl 55
gl odalive et 9 A5 S oslanul Ly
4S8 (b 55 el e
Sk 4 slas ol Gl By n 5 e
YL olie oo SRSl (Jsome s )3
5 34l sl .l SST o S” ,5Lds , GMP
« L (Schnider er al., 1997) ol,Ls
&~ SSI sGMP sla sl i 5,8 ,LS

e Ls Jpeme sl slacs 5 2L

Ao
Sdos (S Jeand 8 305
=105 VLS (sl5ia lar b pge (Dol
o 5 Ll S a5 S bl s
CiS 5 laces sl tde S ol 4
sesm S 5 o1 A5 0 e 53 Ol o
O Al ol sy O W g La il
ST 5 eSS e Gl s o sas
e Joom 5t 2l 2l S (e 3 9dme O
ERVIRUNRTY i o
oS Ll i e Gl ol SYE (s3I
0P 534S b i gladaos 5305550
Ay b (b3 2lsm 5 DT s Ol
(Arzani, 2002) 5 33 o 5 5 LS (Lien
s 3lae (Quisenberry, 1982) (s ;58
L5 s 5 SO Ul |y (St
PR B VPPUILIEN PYS NI
Gy 5 Oy (b 2 sl
o 5 ) e iy Gy 5 il 50 S
FITERRE. v PUCPWNUR § IR Sl N
Csslas yLas (Fisher and Maurer, 1987)
Lol o adls s S Candy (S
20503 b el at el (S 2
S A S wlee el 5 (VAAY)

(S . -

I, (Stress Susceptibility Index: SSI)
Slmesls Jodow g an 2 5o s S slginy
Lyl s 5548 LUyl s 058U 5, Shes

OS) sgdea gby Ll b gl sk




w3033 pAS G55 53 (S S5 4 Jasd b5

saeoze 555 ey p S Lo s
4S5 gl iy gla Y JL e res

Azaa YU St 4 Josed (gl

B gy g 3l

S GasS 5k b 6 s 5T

ﬁJJ&T.@lFJ:JAJJ\JQMQLg:LpJ
Bl 5G5S sy Slai 450 50
Slaiiee L) slisle S (651, o8 iils and
o —aids Y g a5 PV LSl s Job
&\_i?)\\a.‘x_é.:é:\“)c\_?):\“?&l_:élﬁq-
ULﬂé‘M‘J&);Q‘)Jb&w—w)
lT oS a5 mpe ¥ O S 065l
q_ia)uup&ruuq_i>,@jl
@J.AJ_ZA‘)JA_?};.?" VS\JJbJ_ZA‘SULN"'
WANANR 55U 55 Cbl s odd S
Lils g5 8 00 SIS e o 4 O
U p S o o 5l 25 a5 55 0 ol
déjfp).suuudw‘d)l:ﬁmbj@)
u@mw;&j‘w;}}u\a"kﬁ‘ﬂijﬁ
Ol s Lol (LT ko 5o 53 (S
e ks FAF s> el dle ys S,
5o 03 Shes (6,8 03100 gl ks g1
Sl 5531 e o ) sl S o
(Cfﬂ*)Q;dWo-bwb(Q;ﬁ

J""J"fjf%‘-‘“"ﬁ‘*s"’"ﬁ“&ﬁw"’ﬁ

lwlis gl ol el 51, GMP
55 (Clark ef al., 1992) o, Kan 5 oS 9
oLl 5 glwlis ol 1, SST Lasl s
a ek 3 asb) 5 4 Jesie slac 55
O 03 e ld sl B g u sy HLS
S35 (e g 35— Sla—T )
Ol Ses L;.s\_fTJ_? A S edal e
s V0V L 3,1 L (Golabadi et al., 2006)
S domy 25 Loyl 5 53 g 53 p S FA 5 F3
s S 1S (S S 0 5 2l
5,SUs L STI s MP, GMP (sls_osls o5
Sian S5 25 09 5 A Ll 5 5
TOL 5 SSI (sla jasli 5 i3 —ne 5 Cie
333, Shas L I3 an 5 e (Soevan (51,3
Sl Ol (e b s g B Lol 5
Sl St 4 pslie glacs ) olulis
3GMP, MP STI sla_jasls oYL 5l
i 38 TOL 5SSI sla oz ls b slis
OLSGer 505 0 dw 5 o anlllan y3.3,S
s, Shes Jilus= sNLYSIL oG, (Ve $)
23150, es 0 VL 5 S b Ll b )
(YD 5, Shes asLs disls Ol i35 Loyl i
Glasy s s Ses bl p L | 06
2L Slas b oo 55 ol ol S s
RISy S O 5 S Ll gs e
RIS
S belid Gass ol 6l )l Coda



IFAY Jlo o) ojled YA-) U3y 9 Jlgd (68154 dloxa

MSTAT-C ‘sl.a)!}é\rjs S bl Gl o
. oslew| Minitab 15 4 SPSS 16

o g b
)gww;,f‘su*_;jsjoﬁ._;”u
@l:s el 0l 0313 QLS Y g 53 o lejT
o= s e Ol il g as S
R S N NN Yy
534S (o pb g sls DL 5 Ogd 5 A
ils > Shas o it A5 5 G 05k Ll
Wole s ossifam by p o 5 4
wo,u_mf,_;js;)(@f,uﬁ{,f\wv)
4_<vjl_>-).>¢.sﬁ(@fﬂ)sp_f/\~/\)
o Glate A5 05 L5 55 5 Sles o 28
oS VIV Sl LA 5A o5l slacs 55
Voosled S5 AT Bl h s e e s
(Y Jsd) 50 o 3 5 OFY Jltia L
Jlw ;3 aS plasarglbas cul S5 LG
spd> Syl b bl gl >
YU glas Slas 205 1 55 e Ls FAY
Sl Sl 51 s g G Lyl g
St K5 b
YU 5,503 s 15 55 (e V)

AL s Shas 03 g
TOL lajasli ax 2 oS cpl 4y e 55 L
S e A3l 5 ST
La e la opl ol 1 Sl g s 655
As Ol 5 WA ol glac s i
oLl EeLTOL as b bl Ol

4.1;",_5)\:&‘ ol 45 ,.a:-l.&u\.& C».JCJA
s dloes 5 Lol gy 5l eslinal L St
ssi=l M) g | 5
SI Y,
(Fischer and Maurer, 1978)
TOL =Yp- Y5

(Rosielle and Hamblin, 1981)
Y +Y,

MP =
(Rosielle and Hamblin, 1981)

GMP = ,/(y)(Y,)

(Fernandez, 1992)
Y Yy | (Y)Y
str=| = | L [L]:M

SIS
(Fernandez, 1992)
YI :g
Y

(Gavuzzi et al., 1997)
YSI = Y,
(Bouslarpna and Schapaugh, 1984)

5 as Ys 3 Yp (8 sd slaadslas o

5 A 05 Ll b 55 85 s il s Ses
oSl i Ys 5 Yp g Sis i3
5 A Oadn Ll 5 53 i 45 wls 5 Sles
b e ol Wl

s 5, Shes 65y p Bolas oS glacs s
oslizl L ba o S0be aglin 5 Jarl 3 3 52 )
L;Lzauzs-l_&&:_fco;b;:“w%\fé R
Q}.x_gju:..ﬁ.hibi):db%&;}c,ﬁjuﬂ



w2033 0 Sla 55 s (S A5 4 Jed oS!

JZJ“LA‘)T BER ol ‘sl.kg:.;j;j oﬁ;fh - Jju\"

Table 1. Pedigree of genotypes used in the experiment

[— }.»5 o yleds ° f;&/ rb
Genotype no.  Pedigree/Name

MEXICALI 75
YAVAROS 79
ALTAR 84

SOMAT-3/GREEN_22

—_ e = e e e e e e
8@00\]0\ UI-PL»)[\JHO@OO\IO\UILQJN._

Zardak

STOT//ALTAR 84/ALD

RASCON_21/3/MQUE/ALO//FOJA
CPAN.6018/RAJ911.5//2*PLATA-8
SWAHEN-2/KIRKI-8//PROZANA-1
KHP/D31708//KHP/3/BOOMER-33/4/PLATA-3//CREX/ALLA

CS/TH.CU//GLEN/3/GEN/4/MYNA/VUL/5/2*DON87/6/2*BUSCA_3
STORLOM/3/RASCON-37/TARRO-2//RASCON-37
AJALA-12/F3LOCAL(SEL.ETHIO.135.85)//PLATA-13/3/SOMAT
GEDIZ/FGO//GTA/3/SRN-1/4/TOTUS/5/ENTE/MEXI-2//HUI/3/YA
PLATA-3//CREX/ALLA/3/SOMBRA-20/4/SILVER-14/MOEWE
PLATA-10/6/MQUE/4/USDAS573//QFN/AA-7/3/ALBA-D/5/AVO/H

MALMUK_1//LOTUS-5/F3LOCAL(SEL.ETHIO.135.85)
DUKEM-1//PATKA-7/YAZI_1/3/PATKA-7T/YAZI-1
VANRRIKSE-6.2//1A-1D 2+12-5/3*WB881
GUANAY/3/STOT//ALTAR 84/ALD
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Table 2. Drought resistance indices and comparison of grain yield based on LDS method
in non-stress and stress conditions

Genotype no. Ysem) Yeen) TOL YSI YI STI SSI GMP MP
1 745.8 839.4 93.6  0.89 1.08 0.7 0.30 7884  792.6
2 727.9 859.7 131.8  0.84 1.05 0.7 0.50 789.8  793.8
3 662.1 1074.0 4119  0.61 0.96 0.8 140  843.1  868.0
4 765.6 1022.0 259.5  0.70 1.11 0.9 090 8843  893.8
5 686.7 925.6 2389  0.70 0.99 0.7 1.00  797.1  806.1
6 584.4 891.8 3074 0.60 0.85 0.6 130 7218  738.1
7 627.9 1070.0 4419 050 0.91 0.7 1.60 8187 8489
8 678.4 671.7 6.6 1.02 0.98 0.5 0.09 673.1  675.0
9 663.1 671.7 2927 0.69 0.96 0.7 .10 7925  809.5
10 738.2 956.8 2186  0.77 1.07 0.8 0.80 839.8  847.5
11 723.1 1031.0 307.8  0.70 1.05 0.8 1.13 8625  877.1
12 746.2 888.0 1419  0.80 1.08 0.7 0.60 8129  817.1
13 808.3 848.2 398  0.95 1.17 0.8 0.17 8274 8282
14 739.7 1177.0 437.0  0.63 1.07 1.0 140 9319 9582
15 701.2 945.2 2442  0.70 1.02 0.7 0.99 813.1  823.1
16 670.8 860.8 190.0  0.77 0.90 0.6 0.80 759.5  765.8
17 613.4 885.8 2724  0.68 0.80 0.6 1.19  739.8  749.6
18 742.4 886.0 143.6  0.80 1.07 0.7 0.62 810.7 8142
19 570.4 853.6 2833  0.66 0.82 0.5 129 6665  712.0
20 549.2 795.5 2464  0.68 0.79 0.5 1.19 6603  672.3

LSD (5%) 76.30 101.4 1455 0.147  0.116  0.090 0.577 57.70 52.49

Ys: Yield in stress condition; Yp: Yield in non-stress condition; TOL: Tolerance index; YSI: Yield Stability
Index; YI: Yield Index; STI: Stress Tolerance Index; SSI; Stress Susceptibility Index; GMP: Geometric Mean
Productivity; MP: Mean Productivity.

For Genotypes name see Table 1.
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Table 3. Correlation coefficients between drought resistance indices and grain yield in
non-stress (Yp) and stress (Y's) conditions

Ys TOL SSI MP GMP STI YI YSI
Ys  1.000  -0404™ -0552° 0.634 0724 0.699 10000  0.553"
Yp 0.186™  0.8247  0.6997 0.878" 0807 08317  0.189"  -0.696"

h2y3) 5 de)s0 Jw"é‘“‘)’)"g‘*“})h@*ﬂj&%jAg:Mf,ns

ns, and "":Not significant, significant at the 5% and 1% levels of probability, respectively.

For abbreviations see Table 2.
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Fig. 1. Bioplot for drought resistance indices in 20 genotypes of durum wheat based on
first two components
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Numbers inside the figure are genotypes no. (see Table 1).
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Fig. 2. Slection of drought tolerant genotypes using stress tolerance index (STI).

Ys:Yield in stress condition
Yp: Yield in non-stress condition

STI: Stress tolerance index
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Numbers inside the figure are genotypes no. (see Table 1).

SY A0 AANY @b Y ) o)l sl 55
AP osled glacd 55 5 ol udIS 55 WY
ghjL._‘:L;u;r;j;jW;,:w%,;\\ ¥
osled GLac 55 5 p s NS 53 WV 58
ool 55 g polgzr SIS 53 Y 5N A
) A 45,5 )y S 3P
Sl am g LY ojlad sl o
sl e Ud ol alie o SN (6l yls
05,8 G s Gl o SIS S
AV 5PN Kol slacsgics 5

WQSMJ_Q:JWUM%};}jM

95535 ,5(Sori et al, 2005) ol,LSea
3 (Kakaei er al., 2011) o, Ken 5 S8
el ok 5,18 1S
Shos S 5 (SE5 g5 oap o shie 4
o sla e L sl o Laei 55
330 (moikid s dMP) (5550
s SI(STD 25 Jesw Lasls 5 (GMP)
sldxs 5 oslizul (UPGMA ig, 4) las s
3480 plp paeis wb Sl eslizad L s 23S
ST IS 53 0T (553 1o gad ol s
3 gd gnodalin S 5o bilas . Coul ol



IFAY Jlo o) ojled YA-) U3y 9 Jlgd (68154 dloxa

=)
Lakel Num +-————————— oy bbb bt F———————— +———————— F—————— +

1

2

)

=]

1z

15

15

:

13

3 3

i0 10

4

3l

=)
e

16

3
s F—

i9

14

¢ MP sla a5l bl 5 5,53 rxfsu%,;}s; R i g,f,.u;-v‘}i.z
UPGMA U‘i'j) )‘ ol bSTIjGMP

Fig. 3. Dendrogram of cluster analysis of genotypes of durum wheat based on MP,
GMP and STI indices using UPGMA method
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