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Table 1. Descriptive analysis for some morphological traits, grain yield and yield componerts of durum wheat genotypes

i Sl oSl e Ol Ol s

e #0s Dlio sl e ele 4 5 (S85 g5

Traits . Standard  Cofficient of
Sle  Min. Max. Mean erorr variation(%)
(DH) Days to Heading A b b5, 175.0 1980 187.40 4.14 2.21
(FLL)  Flag Leaf Length (mm) oraSads 1450  370.0 263.50  37.55 14.22
(FLW)  Flag Life Width (mm) x2S rse 120 28.0 18.60 2.17 11.17
(PE) Peduncle Extrusion (cm) SISy SaTose 6.3 43.2 2586  7.80 30.02
(PL) Peduncle Length (cm) Sl dsb 280 68.5 49.69 8.05 15.99
(DPM)  Days to Physiological Maturity SSdni Saesb5s, 2160 225.0 218.93 8.20 1.28
(PH) Plant Height (cm) Sug,l 46.0  164.0 116.89  16.44 13.10
(SL) Spike Length (cm) dawdsb 52 14.00 8.41 1.42 14.73
(S) Spike Weight (g) dw iy 05 6.58 2.99 0.82 27.48
(S/IS) Number of Spikelet per Spike s aliaslas 14,6 26.60 20.04 2.85 10.60
(GIS) Number of Grain per Spike s alsslas 190 84.20 4416  10.86 24.66
(GWI/S) Grain Weight/Spike (cm) dow 3 4lb 05y 0.6 4.22 2.58 3.44 16.10
(TKW)  Thousand Kernel Weight (g) < ,m 05 21.0 73.51 43.62 8.80 20.48
(GW) Grain Weight in line (g) L s 4l 5 Slas 6.0 226.0 84.81 3554 42.02
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Table 2. Stepwise regression steps of yield (depended variable) and other traits
(independed variables) for durum wheat genotypes

o8 48 0 5 ol o
Stepwise regression steps

Traits entered into the model e 45 0l 3,15 Slawo 1 2 3 4 5

Constant bsde 764705 -164.75 -162.254  -78.914 -107.305
Days to Heading dow 5eb b 55, -3.614 5397  -5306  -5.344 -4.817
Days to Physiological Maturity S5 S b 5 5.764 5.877 5.308 5.229
Flag Life Width I -2.368  -2.575 -2.431
Number of Grain per Spike Al 53 @l slws 0.329 0.445
Number of Spikelet per Spike TR O R -1.180
R® on e 0.168 0.316 0.334 0.342 0.347

Sla sy jloslial 5 Sowar Slallas
35l o @bl 15 OSGl pl oiie iz (65T
Ol 55, Mhee 0l S s 5 e Slis b
> 5 b 3, Sas 1 850 b (ol i
.(Zeinali Khanghah and Sohani, 1999)
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s=ie Seean (Gebeyehou et al., 1982)
p3233 53 413 5, Sdee L wls 150 035 o |y
SLEZ 0T mede asn S 25
OHLSKen 5 3¢ —> 5 (Girgnac, 1975)
Gls slaws oy oYL Cute diw (Y4AY)
PS5 pa553 pAE 3 ails s, S L
NSRS FFICY T .
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Table 3. Phenotypic coefficients of correlation in durum wheat genotypes

s Sadb S e SuTose Sk Sa,bss 4 gl e db Ao 03y eplieolie adabolas a0y BZN3T)
R T oA Sy 3P e 5 e do <l
Traits <le pH FLL FLW PE PL DPM PL sL sw SIS GIS GWIS TGW
FL s db 20,087
FLW x2S 2se 0057 0.354"
L Syl 01847 01307 -0.035
PE JS FaTose 0456 0.048 -0.101" 0.824"
L Gpplsy 02617 0007 -0.067 0593"  0.406"
DMP P Saes65s, 05347 -0.083 -0.090 03167 -0.439" 0.020
SL dewdsb0.2417 0.118" 0.032 -0.164"  -0.309" 0.092 0.181"
SW dew 035 0.030 0.076 0293"  -0114  -0.138"  -0.025 03047 0215
SIS dowys epdiwsias 05077 -0.023 0.189" 0202”7 -0.355" 0.041 0423 03297 0506
GIS dew s als sl 0,089 -0.089 01547  -0208" -02017  -0.218" 0.358"  0.289" 0.746 0.570"
GWI/S dew s als 05 -0.011 -0.041 0.240" 01247 -0.125°  -0.083 03027  0.163" 0.942" 0.431" 0.781"
TGW s ya05 01517 01517 01927 0145  0.146" 0.120” 0062  -0.054 0.655" 0.028 01517  0.716"
GW L s alssSlee 0,327 0.008 -0.145" -0.036 0.013 -0.096 01337  -0.011 0.1417 01257 0147 02327 0228

* and ** significant at 5% and 1% levels of probability, respectively.
For abbreviations see Table 1.
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traits of durum wheat genotypes

C}JJJ C-Lft;ugn.;yj L;‘ﬁ;;a.h.&ud)u«ojé \AJALG dflj;ﬁ:‘ g\ﬁj@ijsu UMSL.:JU cdfj';&m LthJALG g:,ib..é—\c J‘gub-
Table 4. Coefficients of common factor, relative variance and cumulative variance and percentage of factors in total variation for different

&S phe gl Jale ol
Coefficients of the common factor

Traits o ddl e s ele e ble poler oo ey ole
“Ye  Factorl Factor2  Factor 3 Factor 4 Factor 5
Days to Heading v ,5eb G55, -0.089 0.823 0.058 -0.082 -0.364
Flag Leaf Length T & ,Jdk  -0.004 -0.025 0.095 0.891 0.057
Flag Life Width A &, 0308 -0.033 -0.154 0.604 -0.470
Peduncle Extrusion Sy SuTos,e  -0.021 -0.267 0.882 0.036 -0.038
Peduncle Length Kb 0.003 -0.544 0.736 -0.069 0.007
Days to Physiological Maturity S5 Pnd S b5, 0.242 0.678 -0.166 -0.130 0.047
Plant Height sxeleyl  -0.075 0.304 0.858 0.043 0.001
Spike Length Al Jsb 0.028 0.617 -0.043 0.316 0.324
Spike Weight alis O3 0.944 0.185 -0.054 0.085 0.011
Number of Spikelet per Spike aliw s alwslis 0.434 0.650 -0.093 -0.043 -0.251
Number of Grain per Spike diw paalssls 0.726 0.322 -0.303 -0.114 0.059
Grain Weight/Spike diw s 4l 03y 0.970 0.123 -0.065 0.032 0.094
Thousand Kernel Weight als a0y 0738 -0.182 0.241 0.163 0.117
Grain Weight in line L psalss See 0.217 -0.122 -0.056 -0.027 0.830
Eigen values 039 polas 4.052 2.534 1.823 1.356 1.020
Relative variance s obols 28.940 18.100 13.020 9.680 7.280
Cumulative variance s milsls 28,940 47.040 60.060 69.740 77.020
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Table 5. List of 120 durum wheat lines selected based on morphological characteristics

ooled LY ool G55 o)l Y
oS oS oS
Plot No.  Genotype code Origin e Plot No. Geég)(}gpe Origin ) Plot No. Geé]c%%/pe Origin .
1 Veery/Nacozari Check dals 248 Kc-951-3 Lorestan ol J 425 Tn-12567-1 Ardebil el
2 Soissons Check Al 253 Kc-962-2 Lorestan ol J 426 Tn-12567-2 Ardebil Joo)!
3 Dena Check dals 256 Kc-963-2  Lorestan ol 430 Tn-12571-3 Koh. Boy. Lo g 5 4 ASGS
4 Zardak Check dals 257 Kc-963-3 Lorestan ol J 433 Tn-12590-3 Sistan Bal. Ol 5b 5 Ol
21 Wc-3122-2 Shirvan Ol 277 Kc-1429-1 Iraq e 434 Tn-12595-1 Kermanshah olisle S°
25 Wc-4012-3 Mashhad g 278 Kc-1429-2  Iraq dle 436 Tn-12595-3 Kermanshah oliile S
59 Wc-4279-3 Khorasan Sl 279 Kc-1429-3  Iraq ale 439 Tn-12607-3 Kermanshah oliile S
63 Wc-4303-1 Mashhad g 280 Kc-1477-1  Shoshtar o gl 452 Tn-12631-3 Lorestan ol
64 Wc-4303-2 Mashhad g 281 Kc-1477-2  Shoshtar g 453 Tn-12635-1 Hamedan Oldken
65 Wc-4303-3 Mashhad g 282 Kc-1477-3  Shoshtar o gl 455 Tn-12635-3 Hamedan Oldes
117 Wc-45704-2 Afghanistan Oluslil 291 Kc-1548-3  Kermanshah oliile S 464 Tn-12667-3 Khuzestan Ol
119 Wc-45648-1 Yoguslavia S s 296 Kc-1901-2  Golpayegan O 466 Tn-12668-2 Khuzestan Ol s>
121 Wc-45648-3 Yoguslavia OS5 298 Kc-1915-1  Isfahan Olgao! 470 Tn-12673-3 Khuzestan Ol
125 Wc-45620-1 Afghanistan Oleslid! 300 Kc-1915-3  Isfahan Olgae! 474 Tn-12707-1 Khuzestan Ol ) 5
126 Wc-45620-2 Afghanistan Okl 302 Kc-3075-2  Khorasan Olul & 488 Tn-12715-2 Dezful Jsj2
127 Wc-45620-3 Afghanistan Ol 311 Kc-3081-1 Khorasan Ol 5 489 Tn-12715-3 Dezful Jdsjs
130  Wc-45619-3 Afghanistan okl 314  Kc-3082-1 Mashhad d¢is 490 Tn-12716-1  Dezful dsss
136 Wc-45425-3 Portugal JW 332 Kc-3366-1 Khorasan Ol 5 491 Tn-12716-2 Dezful Jdsjs
145  Wc-45501-1 Portugal Jw, 333  Kc-3366-2 Khorasan o= 493  Tn-12721-1  Dezful Js!
146 Wc-45501-2 Portugal JW 334 Kc-3366-3  Khorasan Ol 5 495 Tn-12721-3 Dezful Joa)l
147  Wc-45505-3 Portugal Jw,, 352 Kc-3417-2  Khorasan o= 509  Tn-12737-2  Dezful B Ol 3T
158 Wc-45566-3 Afghanistan Ol 357 Kc-3431-1 Khorasan Olul & 517 Tn-12761-3 Lorestan sl S

FAY
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Table 5. Continued O Jgd aslsl

oylad PRI oylad PRIy oylad S FRNLY
o5 oS o5

Plot No.  Genotype code  Origin .z Plot No. Gegoodt)e/pe Origin .z Plot No. Geé]c?dtgpe Origin clise
162 Wc-47208-1 Bulgaria Ol 358 Kc-3431-2 Khorasan Olul = 518 Tn-12763-1 Lorestan Ol
166 Wc-47191-2 Argentina o157 373 Kc-3570-2 Lorestan ol ) 519 Tn-12763-2 Lorestan Ol
167 Wc-47191-3 Argentina o157 386 Kc-3634-2 Kermanshah olasle S 523 Tn-12808-3 E. Azarbaijan S8 Olmly3T
185 Kc-525-2 Khuzestan Ol - 389 Kc-3637-2 Paveh o5l 526 Tn-12820-3 Lorestan ok J
186 Kc-525-3 Khuzestan Ol = 393 Kc-3638-3 Kermanshah olisle S 534 P.S.No3-2 Italy W
195 Kc-638-3 Lorestan Ol 398 Kc-3642-2 Kermanshah oliile S° 535 P.S.N03-3 Italy (A
199 Kc-642-1 Lorestan ol 399 Kc-3642-3 Kermanshah olisle 7 540 P.S.No17-2 Italy W
202 Kc-643-1 Lorestan Ol 400 Kc-3653-1 Kermanshah oliile S 542 P.S.No18-1 Italy (A
203 Kc-643-2 Lorestan olew ) 402 Kc-3653-3 Kermanshah oliile S 544 P.S.No18-3 Italy W
204 Kc-643-3 Lorestan Ol 403 Kc-3654-1 Kermanshah oliile S° 549 P.S.N019-1 Italy (A
212 Kc-655-1 Lorestan olw ) 404 Kc-3654-2 Kermanshah olisle S 550 P.S.N019-2 Italy W
217 Kc-656-3 Lorestan Ol 406 Kc-3659-1 Kermanshah oliile S 551 P.S.N019-3 Italy (A
219 Kc-659-2 Lorestan olew ) 408 Kc-3659-3 Kermanshah olisle 7 553 P.S.No21-2 Italy W
221 Kc-660-1 Lorestan Ol 413 Kc-3661-1 Kermanshah oliile S° 554 P.S.No021-3 Italy (A
224 Kc-678-1 Lorestan Ol J 417 Kc-4128-2 Khuzestan Ol j 5 556 P.S.No27-2 Italy Wl!
234 Kc-874-2 Kermanshah oliile S 418 Kc-4128-3 Khuzestan Ol 55 558 P.S.No29-1 Italy Uk
235 Kc-874-3 Kermanshah oliile S 423 Tn-12501-2 Kermanshah oliile S 559 P.S.N029-2 Italy Uk
236 Kc-911-1 Kermanshah oliile S 424 Tn-12501-3 Kermanshah oliile S 560 P.S.N029-3 Italy Uk
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