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Evaluation of Durum Wheat Genotypes in Rainfed and Supplemental
Irrigation Conditions in Gachsaran Region of Iran
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Table 1. Pedigrees of durum wheat genotypes

O)Lbui'
. J{_Y/ﬂu\j slice
=]
Gerllg(t)ype Varity/Line Origin

1 BCR/MEMO/GOO/3/STI7 CIMMYT

) OA:lzir84/Stn/Wdz—21CD92—MABL—0238-4AP—OAP—5AP—OTR—15AP— ICARDA

3 DON-Md 81-36 ICARDA

4 Stj3//Bcer/Lks4 ICD94-0994-Cabl-10AP-0AP-2AP-0AP ICARDA

5 OUASERL-1 ICD96-0758-C-2AP-0AP-5AP-0AP ICARDA

6 GA//2*CHEN/ALTARS4 CIMMYT

7 AGARI1/5/SHEA/STK//BIT3/KYP/4/CHAHS88 CIMMYT

3 OSSL-1/4/MRBSH/3/RABI//GS/CR /5/HNA 1CD96-0744-C-1AP- ICARDA
0AP-3AP-0AP-3AP-AP-2AP-0AP

9 DA-6 BLACK AWNS/3/BCR/MEMO/ GOO ICD96-0058-C-0AP- ICARDA
2AP-0AP-9AP-AP-3AP-0AP-3AP-AP
D86135/AC0O89//PORRON _ 4/3/ SNITAN CDSS96Y00582S-1M-

10 0Y-OM-0Y-0B-3Y-0B CIMMYT

1 DUKEM/3/RUFF/FGO//YAV79/6/CGEN/ALTAR 84/4/... CIMMYT
CDSS97Y00407S-9Y-0M-0Y-0B-0B-1Y-0M

12 SHAG _26/SNITAN CDSS96Y00415S-1Y-0M-0Y-1B-0Y-0B-0B CIMMYT

13 GEDIZ/FGO/ /GTA/3/SRN_1/4/TOTUS/SENTE/... DSS97Y00835S- CIMMYT
0TOPM-4Y-0M-0Y-0B-0B-3Y-0BLR-4Y-0B

14 CMHS82A.1062/3/GGOVZ394//SBA81/PLC/4/AAZ-1/... CIMMYT
CDSS99Y00643S-0M-0Y-16Y-0M-0Y-0B

15 SOOTY-9/RASCON-37/3/SOOTY-9/TARRO-1//AJAIA-2 CIMMYT
CDSS97Y00565-8Y-0M-0Y-0B-0B-1Y-0M

16 LLARETA INIA/3/STOT//ALTAR 84/ALD /4/...CDSS99B01149T- CIMMYT
0TOPY-0M-0Y-48Y-0M-0Y-0B

17 Mrb-5 ICARDA

18 Dehdasht (Check) IRAN
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Table 2. Monthly rainfall and average temperature in Gachsaran Agricultural Research Station in 2009-10 and 2011-12 growing seasons

21 Sep.- "21Oct- 21 Nov.- 21 Dec.- 21 June- 21 Feb.- 21 March- 21 April- 21 May- Total
20 Oct 20 Nov. 20 Dec. 20 Jan. 20 Feb. 20 March 20 April 20 May 20 Junr
c.. 1388-89 0.0 44.5 180.5 37.9 67.7 5.8 21.2 434 0.0 401.0
L
) 1389-90 0.0 0.0 12.6 84.1 197.7 116.1 6.4 0.2 0.0 417.1
Rainfall 431.0
(mm) Long-term 3.0 32.5 92.1 114.5 77.1 532 443 13.7 0.7 '
b “}:S;l" 1388-89 25.2 21.0 21.9 13.2 13.0 17.8 20.8 25.5 27.1 -
e
(o1 Sl 1389-90 31.1 27.6 20.8 14.7 12.0 11.2 14.9 19.3 273 -
Mean
temrgféa)lture Long-term  24.9 18.6 13.2 10.7 11.3 14.7 18.6 25.4 30.4 -

5+4
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h? =6’/ 6%
rg = (COV X Xo)N (6%X1 6%Xs)
M3e s s Lol slaad 3o 4 4 25
313345 o 5 ol -anay STATISTICA V10
Golns do Sl g Sulgd 55 5 b planil OT
S 5 Ll s o g5 s 5 Slas
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s(LSD = Least Significant Difference)
Sl (1) (5 5% (Smsad g o dlons 35
Lol p s b g el ails 5, S
C.',.il_g.: [SI JS U W Cl_>u‘ Excel 9 SAS


www.sid.ir

w3 L5 53 05593 A8 oS 55 LS

oslatw| JJ}AU;'.JMM&LAU&UA;L};JA ‘kf‘ﬁ)_“ J s>
Table 2. The stress tolerance Indices used

Index ol Reference

TOL (Tolerance) Jo el Y -Y Rosielli and Hamblin, 1981
GMP (G tric M L&

Pro dugtisﬁr;)e Tic vVican 030 (smkn Sl (YpXYs)\/ Fernandez, 1992

MP (Mean Productivity) 3 0 e (YptYo)/2 Rosielli and Hamblin, 1981

SSI (Stress Susceptibility Index)

STI (Stress Tolerance Index)
HM (Harmonic Mean)

K,STI (Modified STI)

u:..d"mi,:«‘__, Lo
S5 4 e sl
Ssals oKk

Bl i A e e

1-(Ys/Yp)/SI
SI=1-(Ys/Yp)
(YXY)IY,)
2(Yp XY (YptYo)
Ki=(Yp)/(Y,)

Fischer and Maurer, 1978

Fernandez, 1992

Anwar et al., 2011

K,STI (Modified STI) Wl 8 25 e pasle Ko=(Y) /(Y Anwar et al., 2011
GOL (Golden Index) b el (Yp+Yo)/(Ye-Ys) Golbashi et al.,; 2011
YI (Yield Index) s See Gasls Y/Y Linetal., 1986

YSI (Yield Stability Index)

5 Ses oIl Lesls

YJY,

Bouslama and Schapaugh, 1984

‘SJEJT)&'.]Q{“FJJC)JJJCU\K%‘,JJ\Am‘bbﬂs&‘s‘fdfw\i)\jqﬁ—?gjjb
WAL-4e s \WAA-AL o)) gladle 5 LSS

Table 3. Combined analysis of variance for grain yield of 18 durum wheat genotypes in
drought and supplemental irrigation conditions during 2009 — 2010 and 2011 cropping

cycles

Ty Sl e ke
S.0.V. s g df MS
Moisture conditions (C) sk Ll 1 651719322"
Year (Y) Ju 1 24151250
CxY Juo X sy Lyl 5 1 742777
Replication/ CxY (Error I). (655 olash) dlox b, Lol 5/, S5 12 431644
Genotype (G) <S55 17 1770893"
CxG SN sk Bl 17 5134417
Y x G G5l 17 494317
CxYXG S5 X e X b Ll 17 366545
Error II g9 old! 204 81976
H?, (%) 3 Gy Sils oo 52
C.V.(%) S g o 7.56
R’ U i 0.98

**: Significant at the 1% probability level . 1Y ezt elas 53 Sl e et

>, Sas 48T Al g s g0 ol Jods il 5 e PV e Gl oS e sl s s S
(ol (s Ll 53 (555 6 s oiain pl)l 5 Sas 03 g pite 5 ool olize
Oslea 5 cwle 505 Ll b s Sl SKas Calidee cladlw 53 5 s Lyl 5 s

AR
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Table 4. Combined analysis of variance for grain yield of 18 durum wheat genotypes in
2009-10 and 2010-11 cropping cycles

eoiT ey MS Sl o Sl
5.0.V. g A P s
Year (Y) JL 1 16682460 8211568™
Replication/Y J /1SS 6 651314 211975°
Genotype (G) 5 17 1430528 853806
Y x G 55X Jl 17 760415° 100448°
Error olzdl 102 112603 51349
H?, (%) 38 Gl Sy Ao 75 88
C.V.(%) Sk 8 A 6.34 9.93
R? et 0.83 0.83

7N 570 x| CE,»J: OIS g g4 e g %
* and **: Significant at the 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively.

b)201-11 AR Je (o a)2009-10 WA L (G
4.5 4.7
1% TOL TOL Yp
Ssl / 27 SS \ 13
2.5 o Yp i ‘fg 1% . KlNP %5
x / o¥ 14; 07 4 e i
- 1 % N gp o~ x A
oY X K2 o 3x —
o g i a i, Vi
v 13
vi 10y
1.5 %17* e 1 ) \&|
15 13 * 7 col
2 \ i "
SI
GOl
35 X & 53 4
6 4 2 0 2 4 6 2 0 2 4 6 8
PC1 PC1

‘ul“,ﬁ‘.&;\yuy\ajjﬁ&w;mg}!uﬂuﬁw,%xf%}s;\Am«wg—\ I
ou\.&w\:uu.a;-\.&\\j

Fig. 1: Biplot of 18 durum wheat genotypes based on first and second principle
components of grain yield and 11calculated indices

L3 S el Hla gan ly sk, Ll o Al s
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Fig. 2. Genotypes distribution based on grain yield in stress (Ys), supplemental

irrigation (Yp) and stress tolerance index (STI)
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Table 5. Mean comparison for grain yield of durum wheat genotypes under drought stress and supplemental irrigation conditions and
drought stress tolerance and susceptibility indices in 2009-10 cropping cycle

oyles s34l 5 Sles 45, 534l 5, Sles 43, ol 43, oSl 4, Sl 45, oels 4, ol 4w,
S5 Lyl SF 55 oA Ll 0 S 85 Jos S5 e 3] sl ] Sl ] Jos 3]
eSS LT S > Shae > Shae S S
Genotype Y, Rank Y, Rank TOL Rank GMP Rank MP Rank SSI Rank STI Rank
N No. (kg ha™") of (kg ha™) of (kg ha™) of (kg ha™") of (kg ha™") of of of
5' genotype genotype genotype genotype genotype genotype genotype
hd 1 5557 16 2634 6 3609 8 3821 6 4090 6 1.189 8 0.599 6
< 2 5545 6 2464 16 3524 18 3696 16 4010 16 1.172 9 0.559 16
(‘3 3 5524 18 2413 11 3523 12 3530 11 3799 11 1.145 12 0.510 11
.3;; 4 5230 12 2364 13 3501 9 3464 13 3762 18 1.099 15 0.492 13
) 5 5185 11 2302 14 3281 15 3376 5 3721 13 1.084 18 0.475 5
3‘ 6 5177 1 2244 5 3169 1 3317 18 3681 5 1.055 7 0.452 18
4 7 5162 8 2100 4 3094 16 3260 4 3592 1 1.040 1 0.435 4
. 8 5118 5 2028 3 2969 4 3221 1 3585 4 0.997 4 0.424 1
;L 9 5084 15 2008 1 2945 7 3103 3 3469 12 0.977 3 0.395 3
j 10 5079 13 2000 18 2911 6 3056 14 3443 15 0.964 10 0.383 14
o 11 5076 9 1991 17 2874 5 3027 15 3395 3 0.947 16 0.375 15
% 12 5069 4 1877 2 2772 11 2087 12 3357 8 0.935 5 0.365 12
% 13 4763 3 1869 10 2735 3 2931 7 3325 9 0.932 2 0.352 7
.{’: 14 4755 7 1809 7 2715 13 2876 17 3282 7 0.909 13 0.339 17
- 15 4356 10 1803 15 2486 10 2841 10 3181 14 0.907 11 0.331 10
16 4169 2 1707 12 2292 2 2830 8 3112 10 0.895 6 0.329 8
17 4159 17 1575 9 2167 17 2826 9 3075 17 0.885 17 0.327 9
18 4060 14 1553 8 1758 14 2792 2 3023 2 0.737 14 0.319 2

OVF

LSD 5% 523.11 251.76
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Table 6. Continued. % J g aals|
55 esled o < S o 5 4 o < @b el 5 oL 5 ol 55
Spole s b e S T S > Slas e Sk S
zjil‘.c asl s zjil‘.c
Genotype HARM Rank of K,STI Rank of K,STI Rank of GOL Rank of YI Rank of YSI Rank of
No. (ke ha"l) genotype genotype genotype genotype genotype genotype

1 3571 6 0.763 6 1.027 6 3.649 14 1.291 6 0.567 14
2 3407 16 0.706 16 0.833 16 2.862 17 1.207 16 0.480 17
3 3283 11 0.583 5 0.733 11 2.809 6 1.182 11 0.474 6
4 3225 13 0.572 18 0.677 13 2.790 11 1.158 13 0.467 11
5 3100 5 0.563 11 0.620 5 2.750 13 1.128 14 0.466 13
6 2966 4 0.532 13 0498 14 2.709 5 1.099 5 0.452 2
7 2935 14 0.466 1 0.472 4 2.688 2 1.029 4 0.451 5
8 2927 18 0.460 4 0.458 18 2.614 16 0.993 3 0.444 16
9 2889 1 0.413 12 0.415 1 2.593 10 0.984 1 0.433 10
10 2838 3 0.401 15 0.405 3 2.504 3 0.980 18 0.426 3
11 2690 17 0.368 3 0.328 17 2424 4 0.976 17 0.414 4
12 2661 15 0.366 8 0.298 15 2.281 1 0.920 2 0.389 1
13 2619 7 0.350 9 0.291 10 2.232 7 0.916 10 0.380 7
14 2598 10 0.329 7 0.284 7 2.159 18 0.886 7 0.363 18
15 2581 2 0.260 14 0.275 2 2.098 15 0.883 15 0.354 15
16 2573 12 0.258 10 0.257 12 1.977 12 0.837 12 0.327 12
17 2402 9 0.243 17 0.196 9 1.908 9 0.772 9 0.312 9
18 2386 8 0.228 2 0.195 8 1.864 8 0.761 8 0.301 8
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Table 6. Mean comparison of grain yield of durum wheat

drought stress tolerance an

genotypes under drought stress and supplemental irrigation conditions as well as

susceptibility indices in 2010-11 cropping cycle

osle 6ls 5 Sles 45, 6ls 5 Sles 43, oetls 4, Sl 45, oSl 4, Lasle 4y ol 4w
P85 S D) BN S Jo ] s ] b G555 ol G555 Jos ]
s Ll % Lyl > Sas > Sae A A
§ e T S s
% Genotype Y, Rank Y, Rank TOL Rank GMP Rank MP Rank SSI Rank STI Rank
Y No. (kg ha™) of (kg ha™") of (kg ha'') of (kg ha™") of (kg ha™) of of of
Y
i genotype genotype genotype genotype genotype genotype genotype
o 1 6732 14 3132 6 3949 12 4560 14 4914 14 1.220 12 0.657 14
3\ 2 6606 6 3097 14 3635 14 4541 6 4869 6 1.188 9 0.652 6
4 3 6480 11 2936 11 3544 11 4357 11 4708 11 1.087 4 0.601 11
» 4 6170 16 2912 13 3474 6 4153 16 4489 16 1.055 10 0.546 16
4 5 5938 18 2809 16 3389 4 4050 18 4353 18 1.019 8 0.519 18
! 6 5824 12 2768 18 3386 9 3955 13 4153 13 0.989 11 0.494 13
by 7 5635 4 2583 1 3361 16 3780 5 4079 5 0.985 17 0.452 5
9_’,: 8 5607 10 2569 5 3267 10 3751 1 4024 1 0.984 3 0.445 1
S 9 5588 5 2522 7 3170 18 3637 8 3973 10 0.983 16 0.418 8
;’; 10 5530 8 2487 15 3127 8 3631 15 3967 8 0.974 14 0.418 15
- 11 5465 1 2403 8 3018 5 3621 10 3941 4 0.973 5 0.415 10
12 5393 13 2340 10 2882 1 3553 4 3896 15 0.965 18 0.399 4
13 5305 15 2325 2 2818 15 3522 7 3850 12 0.962 15 0.393 7
14 5165 9 2303 17 2759 17 3410 17 3723 7 0.951 2 0.368 17
15 5063 17 2249 3 2700 3 3380 2 3683 17 0.950 1 0.361 2
16 4948 3 2246 4 2621 2 3333 3 3635 2 0.949 6 0.353 3
17 4946 2 1876 12 2481 13 3290 12 3599 3 0.880 7 0.342 12
18 4924 7 1779 9 2402 7 3030 9 3472 9 0.829 13 0.292 9
LSD 5% 424.49 378.91
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Table 7. Continued. Y Jsda aals|
o)led ol ) 4 Jooss ) 4 Jos ) ] ) ] ) el )
555 Ssnsle <S5 S 55 S 555 N 55 3 Ses <S5 Sk w555

Bl Bl > Shos
Genotype HARM Rank K{STI Rank K,STI Rank GOL Rank YI Rank YSI Rank
No. (kg ha™) of of of of of of
genotype genotype genotype genotype genotype genotype

1 4238 6 0.942 14 1.022 6 3.477 13 1.243 6 0.542 13
2 4233 14 0.899 6 1.001 14 3.138 7 1.229 14 0.514° 7
3 4034 11 0.805 11 0.841 11 2.873 2 1.166 11 0.476 6
4 3844 16 0.655 16 0.706 16 2.851 6 1.156 13 0.475 1
5 3768 18 0.583 18 0.677 13 2.847 1 1.115 16 0.475 2
6 3767 13 0.452 13 0.650 18 2.777 18 1.099 18 0.469 15
7 3505 5 0.444 5 0.481 5 2.771 15 1.025 1 0.467 18
8 3499 1 0.426 1 0.478 1 2.763 5 1.020 5 0.462 5
9 3385 15 0.414 10 0.417 15 2.746 16 1.001 7 0.462 14
10 3337 8 0.405 8 0.401 7 2.745 14 0.987 15 0.457 16
11 3331 7 0.402 4 0.391 8 2.711 17 0.954 8 0.456 3
12 3301 10 0.376 15 0.363 10 2.693 3 0.92 10 0.456 17
13 3205 4 0.365 12 0.326 4 2.684 11 0.923 2 0.454 11
14 3158 17 0.306 7 0.316 17 2.598 8 0.914 17 0.437 8
15 3146 2 0.298 17 0.312 2 2.432 10 0.893 3 0.417 10
16 3088 3 0.280 3 0.289 3 2.346 4 0.892 4 0.399 4
17 2818 12 0.279 2 0.197 12 2.048 9 0.745 12 0.343 9
18 2645 9 0.254 9 0.154 9 1.995 12 0.706 9 0.326 12
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L5s

Ok
Nuen (Rosielli and Hamblin, 1981)

A)U

A0S 58 e, Ys s Yp L I, MP
> Sas Ll 5w MP ol 20 5 nl ol
o 03 Al Pl Ll b g s s
(Mollasadeghi et al. 2011) SsloMe
S QS" o
et la b jasls opl Seas 5 l5 gne
5 s SSI 5 TOL
JJSL.:« LYSI jesli Cans ;:»«.&A
0T Vb (Soer 5 (LSS LT dasl 2 )

Ll o 3 YLYSIL slac s s 45 s o0

9 Ys Yp \ﬁ MSTI u.a:'-\

3=l 5 sl sy i
(Mohammadi et al., 2010)
I S AT Sl SO gl
s Solea g Lagesls s asls s, Sles
P e 558l 5l e Olojan (o
2l o g L el LT L bl
55 A Jsds) (Somon il b Jpdr
SNy b la 50 53 Al ge o a5l o geenS
MP GMP (sla jastls oy o 55 5 5
5 Cte Secer 4 4 5 L &Ko 5K STI
A Lyl 3 pa s 5 Slas b oS (515 gins
La oL pla imen 5 (eSS 0L 5
Az 215 YSI s GOL (TOL (SSI ;>4

slacs) bl Gl p awls la jesla

OVA

2 TOL ey (St oy Jaod (slajast L
D3 e g 2 MTOL B SRR
Lo 333 413 5 Shas b () Jlez| elaw )
> Nes (Rl ol ply o ZBls (25 Ll )
AL e g5 byl s js oS g5 als
A dgda) 55 0l pan A5 4 Sl
O 5 (s,
s o> (Wassy Mallamiri et al., 2010)
s Soan s G 355 6y 55
Sas ragidal s 555 Sles L1, TOL
5 P Lly (Somod (2l 5 0Ly 5 (i
(ARIBCHFEI S PRCIIRE PRI
L3S 5SS Sls gme

s 3, Shae L ST Lo L Koawes

93 8 50 9 oy pdle s ;a3 lacs gl

N

ol A Jgdm) 590 Hls mme g e Ll 5
L s Solsiimn 5 itn (Sman st Ls
K;STI HM MP GMP s ol
5 Mo (A Jsu =) oals YT s KoSTI
Xewren (Fallahi et al., 2011) of,Len
5sGMP STI SSI MP TOL sla_esLs
N3 e 5 e pgy53 pkS 3 Yp L, HM
OLHLKer 5 6o Jlo g3 55 S a8
s o> (Wassy Mallamiri et al., 2010)
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Table 7. Phenotypic and genotypic correlation coefficients between drought tolerance

and susceptibility indices and grain yield of durum wheat under stress and supplemental
irrigation conditions in 2009-10 and 2010-11 cropping cycles

2009-10

Y, Y, TOL GMP MP SSI STI HARM K,STI KoSTI GOL YI YSI
YP 1 0.24 0.79 0.66 0.87 0.43 0.66 0.45 0.85 0.48 -0.47 0.24 -0.43
YS 0.16 1 -0.41 0.89 0.69 -0.77 0.89 0.97 0.70 0.96 0.72 1.00 0.77
TOL 0.76 -0.50 1 0.05 0.38 0.89 0.05 -0.19 0.35 -0.16 -0.90 -0.41 -0.89
GMP 0.60 0.88 -0.04 1 0.94 -0.40 1.00 0.97 0.95 0.97 0.33 0.89 0.40
MP 0.84 0.68 0.29 0.94 1 -0.07 0.94 0.83 1.00 0.85 0.01 0.69 0.07
SSI 0.41 -0.82 0.89 -0.47 -0.15 1 -0.40 -0.61 -0.10 -0.59 -0.99 -0.77 -1.00
STI 0.61 0.87 -0.03 0.99 0.94 -0.45 1 0.97 0.95 0.97 0.33 0.89 0.40
HM 0.40 0.97 -0.28 0.97 0.83 -0.66 0.96 1 0.84 0:99 0.54 0.97 0.61
KiSTI 0.84 0.62 0.33 0.90 0.97 -0.10 0.92 0.79 1 0.86 0.04 0.70 0.10
K,STI 0.38 0.90 -0.25 0.91 0.79 -0.59 0.93 0.93 0.79 1 0.53 0.96 0.59
GOL -0.39 0.77 -0.84 0.43 0.14 -0.95 0.41 0.61 0.08 0.57 1 0.72 0.99
YI 0.16 0.99 -0.50 0.88 0.68 -0.82 0.87 0.97 0.62 0.91 0.77 1 0.77
YSI -0.40 0.83 -0.89 0.47 0.15 -0.99 0.45 0.66 0.10 0.59 0.95 0.82 1

2010-11

Y, Y, TOL GMP MP SSI STI HARM K,STI K,STI GOL YI YSI
YP 1 0.73 0.77 0.89 0.96 -0.01 091 0.82 0.96 0.89 -0.02 0.73 0.01
YS 0.46 1 0.12 0.96 0.89 -0.70 0.95 0.99 0.86 0.96 0.67 1.00 0.70
TOL 0.83 -0.12 1 0.39 0.55 0.63 0.42 0.26 0.59 0.40 -0.64 0.12 -0.63
GMP 0.80 0.89 0.34 1 0.98 -0.46 1.00 0.99 0.97 1.00 0.43 0.96 0.46
MP 0.93 0.76 0.56 0.97 1 -0.30 0.99 0.95 0.99 0.98 0.27 0.89 0.30
SSI 0.35 -0.66 0.81 -0.26 -0.02 1 -0.43 -0.58 -0.24 -0.46 -0.99 -0.70 -1.00
STI 0.82 0.88 0.36 0.99 0.97 -0.23 1 0.98 0.98 1.00 0.40 0.95 0.43
HM 0.67 0.96 0.14 0.98 0.89 -0.45 0.97 1 0.93 0.99 0.55 0.99 0.58
K;STI 0.94 0.67 0.62 0.92 0.97 0.09 0.94 0.84 1 0.98 0.21 0.86 0.24
K,STI 0.69 0.94 0.17 0.96 0.89 -0.4 0.97 0.97 0.86 1 0.43 0.96 0.46
GOL -0.37 0.58 -0.78 0.18 -0.03 -0.96 0.14 0.35 -0.16 0.33 1 0.67 0.99
YI 0.46 0.99 -0.12 0.89 0.76 -0.66 0.88 0.96 0.67 0.94 0.58 1 0.70
YSI -0.35 0.66 -0.81 0.26 0.02 -0.99 0.23 0.44 -0.09 0.40 0.96 0.66 1

R P VYA da..‘-):-/bﬁ jtﬁ&lb).@\{tsh&w}'/.bchﬂ):J\‘b jlﬁ&ﬂm)u\élfdh;;mﬁ.a—
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- Correlations coefficient with absolute values more than 0.45 and 0.59 are significant at the %5 and %1

probability levels, respectively.

- The value below and above the diagonal are phenotypic and genotypic correlation coefficients,

respectively.

Gl b gy b 53 a5 Jsl adl 3 90

744 Sg9d > ég_i)‘J_? éf)J_: 05— 9 Ji:l_?u
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L ;-5 (Nouri et al., 2011) 0, Kea 5 <, 55
b s daadse fm asl5 oS 4 a5
Sl (Ko s s L, 5
G 4l 3o 55 S 415 505 Ol 4 .zl
b (St 0dins Ol Ll 5 o S USS @

b T


www.sid.ir

WAY Jlo oF o led YA-Y dl” 5y 9 g5 (81034 dlxe”

5 e SLa o 55 AUl AT 4 o
iy L S W e Sl el
53SSI 5 TOL Yp YL 5 Cie iyl
=l ol = b a5 il e ol
SRS Sl adl e ol ba g Ol 5 o e B Y
O JSs 5 dsd ) 5o 5L ez

il Loes 93 8 53 oYL 4l s Skes
STIL GMP Y5 b josls add 3o ol s
L cte ol i op 2w YTy Ko HM
3IX0 o adlge dizils 1y adl e b (Soren
sdsl sladle jo i aly Ol s 5174
S ot adlze pb 0 iS5 S w5 g

u.iﬁ.ﬁ- mg;:mb)‘}d@'um-UA 6‘}{ C}J_}d)‘ Lth‘\.aJ}A °}.3 Lgu)bﬂ)ﬂ;l.&.a—‘\ de:—
Table 9. Eigen values, first and second principle components values for eight drought
tolerance and susceptibility indices

Index el 2009-10 2010-11
PC, PC, PC, PC,
Y, Skl See 01370427 0256 0325
Y, okl as Sle 0340 -0.086 0325 -0.089
TOoL b setle L0079 0453 0.053 0510
GMP 3 s pokis 5 Sile 0330 0142 0326 0.078
MP My oSk 0275 0284 0310 0.175
SSI Sl atls 0220 0360 -0.194  0.418
STI S e Jedigaslss 0330 0141 0324 0.093
HARM Sl oS 0345 0.027 0329 -0.001
K,STI Vasl & i e e esls 0277 0276 0301 0.205
K,STI Vbl o8 254 e e e 0343 0036 0326 0.051
GOL b esls 0201 -0373  0.184  -0.424
Y1 sSe el 0340 -0.086  0.325  -0.089
YSI sSs gl setle 0221 -0.360 0.195  -0.418
Eigen value spsslie 833 459 921  3.73
Cumulative percentage e ey 6401 99.4 70.81 99.47

I8 Ys 5 Yp Sglime yslae L5t cow MP
035 omn 6 (6 i SB35 8
Byl e 65
& Lo 95 swsp 350 Jlo 93 4 o
(Y JSs) s 51,5 A sl js ) 57
s 31y Jlw i Jlw Ol gl o

oY

(Boussen et al., 2010) 01,5 5 o s

L5380l ps) 92 (-L'f S0 35 #0203
b el g Oglls Lyl 5 )3 TOL el
a5 o o oS Ll 53 YSI 5 SSI
SAL 3 S e sl s el 5 Jomete
5! %S GMP 5 5" oL (Fernandez, 1992)
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