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Table 2- Origin and name of 20 used cultivars in experiment
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Iran Hirmand 11 Azerbaijan Rp. Nurlo-99 1
Iran Arta 12 Azerbaijan Rp. Gobustan 2
Iran Atrak 13 Azerbaijan Rp. Ruzi-84 3
Iran Darya 14 Azerbaijan Rp. Gunashli 4
Iran Tajan 15 Azerbaijan Rp. Girmizigul-1 5
Iran Shiroodi 16 Azerbaijan Rp. Pirshahin-1 6
Iran Chamran 17 Azerbaijan Rp. Gimatli2/17 7
Iran Zagros 18 Azerbaijan Rp. AKkinchi-84 8
Iran Koohdasht 19 Azerbaijan Rp. Azamatli-95 9
Iran Moghan-3 20 Azerbaijan Rp. Tale-38 10
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Fig 1- Amount of manure responsible in studied cultivars
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Fig 4- Grouping of cultivars for relatives characteristic to nitrogen use and uptake
efficiency with Minimum Ward method
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Table 3- Analysis of variance of effects of nitrogen and genotype on experimental traits

gy PRSI0 ails Pk o Slee el ojeruisleme o piere lyme @iz @l
S.0.V Ol o ol als «ils o )0 ey S 5ol gw bls 2 als ol 9 039 S pao
dfr Gf'ain TKW - Seedno.  Spike/m’ Biol.ogical Harvest Grain nitrogen Stable nitro.gen N uptake N use
yield yield Index concentration  concentration  efficiency efficiency
Rep. S 2 5.09 94.90 24.51 12750 15.81 7612.32 1.26 0.036 1.34 127.25
Nitrogen 03950 10.04™  35.21"  85.86™ 67650%* 25.7" 17321.4% 18.24%* 0.262%%* 7.29%% 251.10"
Ea Y oloiil 2 0.88 8.13 25.34 3571.7 5.52 402 0.58 0.007 0.025 22.00
Genotype i 983 19 3.67*%%  15.82%*  29.42*% 18669** 2.56%* 42.34% 0.166%** 0.066** 0.145%* 91.75%*
GxN P Xojess 19 0.91%* 5.33% 8.12" 13968 0.12" 20.1" 0.1817%%* 0.078%** 0.0327%* 22.75%
Eb Y oLl 76 0.43 2.49 15.58 6651 0.82 20.25 0.005 0.002 0.016 10.74
Total SS Js'ss 119 149 822 2083 1225884 8.97 5350 28.9 3.24 14.6 1687.1

* % and ns : Significant at 5% , 1% and nin- significant , respectively.

Note: where genotype x location was not significant, sum of squares are pooled with experimental errors.
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Table 4- Mean comparison of urea manure effect on experimental traits

555 o ) als o, %las  4ils 38 039 &ls Palie (Siglam oy Khes  Sebloy aSlh il (3395 lgime g ol o395 (glgRe i 1, 039558 B pan 21,18
Mamre 0 (e ® s )5 gy ® % ) () s (kg/kg) (kg/kg)
levels ultivar Grain yield TKW Seed/Spike Spike /m? Biological yield HIarvest Grain mtrqgen Stable nltrqgen Nltroger.l uptake Nltrogf:n Use
ndex concentration concentration efficiency efficiency

G1 3818 39.7 52 550 8.11 57 1.97 0.33 0.54 22

G2 6767 47.5 52 594 8.021 56 2.02 0.34 0.87 34

G3 6628 46.5 41 506 7.11 53 2.14 0.48 0.93 32

G4 6057 50.5 46 594 9.8 52 1.99 0.45 0.85 32

G5 6439 42.5 42 550 7.45 54 1.79 0.77 0.89 34

Go6 4776 48.1 50 462 7.5 55 1.90 0.50 0.63 26

G7 4531 50.3 43 462 8.65 53 2.00 0.40 0.63 24

G8 5442 47.5 51 462 9.08 45 2.13 0.59 0.86 29

GY 6517 45.5 41 440 7.84 46 2.04 0.60 0.96 35

NO G10 6174 48.5 50 418 9.94 44 1.99 0.55 0.91 32
G11 4917 47.8 37 528 8.69 50 1.95 0.53 0.73 27

G12 5054 46.7 43 550 8.69 58 2.18 0.46 0.75 27

G13 4903 42.7 51 440 6.75 62 2.07 0.49 0.72 27

G14 5698 43.7 48 616 9.5 48 2.12 0.63 0.87 29

G15 4630 42.3 49 594 7.95 58 1.99 0.60 0.77 30

G16 5554 48.5 40 528 7.23 62 1.97 0.35 0.62 25

G17 6389 45.5 41 550 7.11 53 2.13 0.28 0.77 30

G18 5972 50.8 41 550 8 54 2.01 0.39 0.84 35

G19 7190 50.2 42 484 7.89 52 2.01 0.48 0.94 33

G20 4561 44.8 52 484 8.64 56 2.10 0.39 0.86 35

N200 Gl 5223 33.7 56 638 9.13 51 2.64 0.33 0.9 29
G2 8434 41.9 51 506 9.93 54 3.14 0.34 1.62 43

G3 6793 41.5 37 418 7.75 49 2.96 0.48 1.32 33

G4 6144 44.5 50 506 10.96 52 3.12 0.45 1.18 33

G5 7302 379 45 550 8.45 58 2.7 0.77 1.24 38

G6 5684 41.5 53 506 8.95 53 2.99 0.50 1.04 31

-
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EY


www.SID.ir

G7 5949 46.3 45 550 9.51 55 2.86 0.40 1.03 31
G8 5978 4.5 50 506 10.1 49 2.71 0.59 0.97 32
G9 7284 419 46 506 9.22 51 2.72 0.60 1.27 39
G10 6547 44.1 54 462 10.96 46 3.13 0.55 1.3 34
G11 6284 45.8 48 484 10.12 55 2.39 0.53 1.02 33
G12 6207 46.7 46 572 10.48 55 2.42 0.46 0.98 33
G13 6578 38.7 53 506 8.43 56 2.43 0.49 1.01 36
G14 6823 44 54 528 11.94 47 2.66 0.63 1.1 34
G15 6091 42.3 58 572 10.51 53 2.74 0.60 1.18 37
G16 6727 44.1 43 550 9.63 57 2.42 0.35 0.95 31
G17 7551 40.5 42 616 8.97 58 2.31 0.28 0.98 36
G18 6789 44.8 42 660 9.23 50 3.16 0.39 1.46 39
G19 7390 46.2 48 550 9.57 47 3.07 0.48 1.34 34
G20 5579 40.8 55 550 10.74 53 3.52 0.39 1.63 40
LSD at G 0.754 1.82 4.54 72.6 1.04 5.18 0.085 0.056 0.15 3.77
5% NxG 1.066 2.57 6.42 98.8 1.47 7.32 0.121 .085 0.21 5.33
Mean 6084 44.6 47.2 527.8 8.97 52.9 2.42 0.49 1.01 32.7
Wi g3 guuog S )0 ot oolistwl Glio (g1 b S (12l -0 Jgoor
Table 5- Mean of clusters for the used characters in grouping genotypes.
S 5 iy oo dpae @l jre iz oI a1 (39 b (slgne GRS 3 05 (33958 (sgma Sndy 395
_(kg/kg) (kg/kg) (%) (%) (%)
Genotypes in cluster N;tflg)gz?lcl;se N uptake efficiency . Grain N concentration Stable N concentration 1‘:;?)%;2
Cluster 1 3,4,5,8,9,10,18,19 34 1.08 2.48 0.54 8
Cluster 2 1,2, 6,7,11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 20 31.3 0.93 2.37 0.44 26
Mean 32.7 1.01 2.42 0.49 17
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