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Evaluation of Winter and Facultative Bread Wheat Genotypes under
Irrigated and Post-Anthesis Drought Stress Conditions

Y . Y . \ .
sl Kl g lewlls gy el ¢ SKe 25 4

TS5 s ol ST ol (65,5588 0aSails (UL Mol Aiy) ulis )8 Gl g gmiils )
TS ok s g a5 Ol Dl dn gn g g LS 5 Y Y

WWAANIYS t s sl VWAMSIF :cBlbs fasb

ou>

»fjlﬁstﬁTcthw}JuJ;@LﬁTJq\,;ﬁwuﬂA;M;ou(ﬁsugg};j&l{j)l.\m‘l Sl 9 el (w18 p wp ¢ Rus
FIV YA rE-) 5y 9 Jlg 63054 Ao . aulS

=125 SLAJbw 53 (( Pul” Ao g0 51 gy (K p5 4 06 puis” Saigi) oo (501 sgtike &
el 995 o 31 oolil b i B9 Jlo i SolT Ly 58 b ialedT IFAF-AD § 1FAF-AY
SLaoiny 33 3G 4o b B350 ol (ST sl (ST b B 3 cputlins 9 Hibiuny O pois” ik
Sodliinl L (K o Jooowi ot Sl B gil (3ol b 12l OTguile 9 dgdo (5Ll g 7 (S liods
Sl 3 (MP).5390 a2 oSt (TOL) oo ((SS1) G5 44 ol (ST 5 4 o (5l sl
AlS” (81 s o0 3Ly (Sl LS (SDR) 43 st 311 9 (R )4 uSlan cowizeons 3 (GMP) quntia
1A 310 VLS G183 os Cio I g0 il olg 4 P gl ol plxil db g po DM SL w9 Wi 93
99 53 0I5 x o leta F1 9 (Ki 0 Slph 53 gid X UKo x o 48l o BlBin 519 i)
5 G L5193 SBSKloc b b el Shusad Ol po 4 4759 s 031 SIS site (EhS 5 9 Jlo g Ll
WLy o 595 3l ooliel b b &Ll B ety oy e Olgie 4 STI 9 MP Sl sl (Jb y
oulie 3 sigi3 b &1 12 B Ls (SDR)4 s slure 201 3 (R )45 o 3 o sl s i
Lo g3 Olgic 4 C-83-8 5 C-83-7 (C-83-6 o5 b i 53 195" ¥l 33 P! 58 551 § iog

N il (S 5 4 ol ) (2 F e Ol 4 GBI 5 3 Jacni

OBl (KB 4 o 9 Sl Sl oSl 418 8 os (( KiS g (O P [ guuls” (svolg

amini_ashk@yahoo.com :J s stiws 5

iy



WAL Jlo OF o Lo Y52 Al " 3y 9 Jlgi (881554 dlxa”

ORI, | L S¥) R, S SRS ) | S
A T e D
Sl 03 1S Cusgdmen jLos 0T (gl ,— 1y
355l 25T .(Narayan and Misra, 1989)
(Annicchirarico et al.,, 2000) oL s
Lo s Oples 2als (ol s S sl
Cole,y Ll (S 4 Jamte o1 015 o0
Ol lold (a5 sl O pren SIS
(Siad (5, 3 S Jor | Lo
3 mlin 1 2 5 05 Shes b Slis oy
S S5 5l Dlie Ol 5 G5 85
53:3,5 Eol opllas Sl L b 0T
Sl st (S5 Jard 43 by o Dl
Lyl s 50 SV pamms ple s 0 (ol
OTH:\_{C._J:,A_&:LQ;&_%WTV_{
Lyl s 55 on AL slge Slisl 5 b 23T
el oToS 55 Il o 5 (Jgene (SOLT
Al 93 2 53 a8 oLa Y 5550 e
oy ol 33 g o ol S o fas
S ¢S el Bl s S Gy
e L) Ol sera apilin Llods s
J=6 5 Shos il 5 on (T 057 Laal 5 s i
Lyl s 50 s S Wy 0 LS L Jod
Jeily 58 kT 1 ST 025 ST L by
A5 i 3 Sdes 50303 Ol 1y 55 VU
(Uddin et al., 1992) 5"
Laasls Qs ad> o ys S 25
el 05800 5 Seos O g el b Sl

Sy poerd 4 Sl 55 65T Sl il Hl5a 05

V¥

40R0
£ S

oL—alE ;I (Triticum

ol IrJ
aestivum  L.)
23 @M e Olie 4 &8 ol xSl
Yzl 5555 e S (glos S mla
Sl 03 5 (655LS £ 5,5 S = (5 52t
&S 5l ds s /Y 554> (Harlan, 1981)
3o OV (6 i i oSS ailjsy (b uas
0L O pae Sl glow sy 6 &S 4l )
sa(Anonymous, 2001) 5% s EE
L3 A 0 Sl Ol g 4 Vgens (ST
ws L (S e o 1 OT OLalS a5
QY}MQ‘)@.&JQ)L&}}J}—&@
B 55 S5l (6 sl 53 (655l ol
518 e 3405 0 e 1 Olga il
w»,,:xf&wxf,k.(a sk YIY o
Nuc_;b;ﬂyu,;ﬂ,&,w 4
o=l s x}a@w&TCKCGJ\ LoT s
ST ol Jds as 0l 5les” el bl
s > IS T pde Ly Sl 03 S5
glacely o o 2T ool olasd
B e S e et bl
el dmm® 55 503,58 Cmws 4 LT
Sybige o 2T (S 15 s piE
93 2 3 Al a8 (el (8 me a2l
AT (SKas 25 Ly dpenn LT s
LS A 5 6 S ke 5 i J s Juad
G 5 85 S o iy (63U sl e
@J_{\wd;}.:@dw!%:};jgw



~~-¢-¥f s s 2Ll

Das s e 555,15 S sl les
s3T5 (Fischer and Maurer, 1978)
23 S an Coaglie (o ) pbite 4 oS
53 bl g ol STL oyl rxf ol 3l (galas
Ll plonil alibes (St Sdd b gla oo
Sls s Shee St glajley &t § aoms
SLasles (das o EAS (gl gme 5k 4
i e RS 4 i 5 oS (S
s sb o s alum b awslas jo adils O
2 S GRS e i (Sl
el SalaiT ol 3 oo dal g il sl
Ll 555, Slas 55 el do)s N4 bl
23 Al S A ;310 5 (YP) Liis O34
pLB 1 s o (Y8) 25 Ll 5 55 5 Shee
Lol s 55 08, 65 s Shes . disls 0L ol STL
3307 3, St 1 s ol S 25
5 AL o ol g AL Gllas L 2
93 5 Gl slac s Jmadl S
BRSSP R
ez 1, e o5 (Fernandez, 1992)

5,8 Glue. 5Dy CBA o5, S
ol Ko 25,1 sl sl sl e L
e 5 ke e Ll )5 Lacs )
Sl ol 1yl La0 T ol 5 o glin
el Hlas o S wle (144Y) S0 5 L
2LaSILA 05,8 a5 il 45 ol

.MJMLAUJ?

L)

Mo
s _e=Lls (Rosielle and Hamblin, 1981)

hjo

Vo

3 0l ez 5l g 3 )ls Laasls s (g 5 g
&kj\éssﬁ@wE@,>5|ua1s
Rl 3l M g JUasl (6 805 5 i g
PO YOS SN P U K g PRGN
335 e il GLbles B 51 S (6 i 5
et 9 0k 0,53 olE (lael lu b lu o
S 2 e Jime S5 - 5 glaals 4
Sl Laasls s oldias-lu 5 e V.E.o\ Cond
(Gupta, 1995) > 35 o asle jlzdles §
3 30 JEE| ¢ (S 25 oS Sl 0 b
5 e JlS laals 4 S, 5l olde
Ly Laasls Ol y (Ko a8 cplawasg b
LS Jeodll oS (ol AS e e
ST b IO 5, Ses 2alS a s
.(Sarmadnia and Koocheki, 1997) 1_S"
(Reynolds et al., 2000) ol ,La 5 30 50
S )3 iz &u(i—f —r b
pAE )3 45 Loy 42 opl 4 (CIMMYT)
> See 5 (S RS o (et il S
S das e Olas polals 3 g 4l
St a i oS ol AL a
OHKan 5 e o Ol fasea
sbed 51w » L (Moustafa et al.,1996)
aJL@{¢4_;?u,_;:_1:qu_>\f)>6§;.;
s Al ey Sas s oS Lsls Oli
ki dl> o 3 g atill (g Sl sl
o) 935 oo Al 53 4y sluas ralS el
oeman QLT .das o 2alS 1 5 Shas 034
o et b o 4l 035 & s S e



WAL Jlo OF o Lo Y52 Al " 3y 9 Jlgi (881554 dlxa”

S 53 b 5 Slaee 0L (va G5
=i cladle 535, Shes anslie ioljT
o1 L g 55 \WAF-AD 5 \YAY-AF
5 i STl ) 558 3 e Glaios
o s Jle ool Ll 95 55 (OTskla
Lol 35500y 20 o o5 ey (65T
S 5l Lacs 55 led s aaliE
Lo o b LT b LB s wils 5 Shee
N3 sz 250 NS aw b ol JulS
S 02 55 2 ST ol 53 i 8
L e e VY = FASLAI L o S
A5 AL e s 3 5k B0 (S5
235 CAS G5 sl ails e 0
S a skl 5 el 1 e o5 Sl p Ol
)seszﬁf/f‘ul:j&w,u\.&db
Ao 55 Ols 55 leiT e b a3 S b
e A Sldes 8 50 0 i T-I0LE
(b o 513 S IS0 (50 s
33 08> Sy S el ot o g
oL slaml 5 (ALs S e s see S L
S O gl 3 e 35 i ol
.sj_(‘t_{ 353 (N-P-K)\Y+ -4 -0+ Jse 5 L
3 s 355 5 ly Sy mie Sl ey
355 5l Do o paisel Dlhud i
48 e s aly Cug 93 53 05l mie 51050 5
sla bl )3 (T Slles dw ) 5 e
Gl S 6K Jils 2 S g 4 b
23T sy ele oLl oy ler 5ol
ol o &8O ol i sla i lasT

Y\&

e 5L  (Tolerance: TOL) Joms

A3 S 3 ,me |y (Mean Productivity: MP)

(YAVA) 5 5 oy 5
e e > ol
I, (Stress Susceptibility Index: SSI)
(144Y) ;a0 RN 5 S slgas "
LS iy W DV (| S Y-S B

e>Ls 5 (Stress Tolerance Index: STI)
(Geometric. Mean Productivity: GMP)
5 s’ wtid 5 Sle Lo le 5 S ey
)“J_il‘,;qhs._aﬂ;uﬁgd;«fgym
Ja;JJ_.fa):;/._{L,.cj(Yp)ui;Jojv\_f,hi\fb
SSbe astls & S 3 3,05 (Ys) i
il gl 5Kl bl Os (S50 42
335, Skes O (63U (g M &S Se
Lyl 5o 3, Sles 5 (Yp) 25 05 Lol 2
o 6oL el Bl ails 55 (Ys) 2
Yp) s O ol 5 s :J_SL.& o b
5l eds (Fernandez, 1992) & _ils dal
GRS 2 03 0 pu S iy slacs
b e L e Ll esli wl Ly Si s
ool Colg 03 s 5 sl el

PP G-t T VO e Y

&&5}5&'}0
A bl 5 s sl o Gl oyl



~~-¢-¥f s s 2Ll

2 812 (SDR) JLs 3l omil 5 (R) a3,
Sl O &5 b 5 3 et
5550 S 55 6 5 Sk SDR) 5 (R)
> Sas o o3l Soan 1,5 35 (e
o 3 a5 (Ll 53 53) ol
SLaosls 31 gems lo eSSl oy 1
5 B G5 W e Ls w4 by s
o) slaad g a4 2 o b Sl e
s (Principal ~ component  analysis)
ad g 95 wlul o ab g e (Biplot) &b
Heslial U (g)lal Slwlons s s 5 !

% plil SPSS 5 SAS (slaljile 5

S g b

2y50 08 Gl 55 0 5 Dlatde
WLledd 031> OLaS Y Jgda 3 oy p

Cdeo Sy il 42 Y Jsulr
Jlw 95 Sde 3 0K Slgat s Tyuils 5 Shes
o s dle g bl s \YAY-AD <l
Oeaman 5 o Aol ST ol i
55 s gmndly LT Ll s s 08
S fol s s bl s bl
s dle s LT Ll s 5 0l X Jlu olize
G Izl mhaw 53 A5 Lol 5 )3 poes
Ll s s 58l 1 Js e s gae Ao s
M| iy LS ls gre dbe o, LT
3 dle g Ll 5 55 b 55 o ol o
e 53 R Bl 5 5 51 el Lel sl

nya‘géy)‘bwwjﬁ&dla}‘

Yyv

o o 3l b osle ool s 93 505l
by gla mlaT)s s ﬂ:u\ u.a.\.lf
(ot T S sleml Oda U (S
5 B ge AU o a1 ey (55LT Olkae
by i el )T ciils 5 Olej b
3 68 s s sbie 4y S8 g8 s leT
L Ol eSSl (gl 4 O 03, T
a5 50 Lt a ol S 58T S 256
Loiol Glmipomes  Ldd G saedsd
S Ik 5 S e slaiale
5 bl 0,8 a8 e I by ki
AL SN e 55 4 el
by 3l U Sjamy ad e 53 LS s
Al oslatu!

Oty 1= (ALS Olej Cle Sl
o3leT 5 Ol oSlist umman 5 K500 5
La i la)T adS™ ccils (gl J guames LS
Ghlis 53 cals 5, Sas Ol jn s ) slate &
wﬂc—e}‘ e R Cils (el
337203 Sl oS e bl 4 claosls
el L 3 s g ile3T Ll
Jlize sl il 5 dl s g cOe 4 bg e
5 08X 55 el X 5 55 08 X JLs
DL X b X (o5 585 ailr 4w Jolize S
o Joos B Sl lacs 55 glyl s el
Tol (sla el jleslicul Ly Sis
«(Rosielle and Hamblin, 1981) MP
GMP , (Fischer and Maurer, 1978) SSI
Sl 5 ploel (Fernandez, 1992) STI



WAL Jlo OF o 5led Y52 Al " 3 9 g (88154 dlxa”

o3lial 5 50 Sl 55 0 i /el Vg
Table 1- Parentage of the genotypes

LY o s ol elice
Genotype code Name/parentage Origin
C-83-1 Shahriyar -
C-83-2 C-79-16 -
C-83-3 Spn/Mcd//Cama/3/Nzr/4/Passarinho Karaj
C-83-4 Ures81//HD2206/Hark"s"/3/Lov24/Coc75/4/MV17//Opata*2  Karaj
/Wao
C-83-5 Evwyt2/Azd//Rsh*2/10120/3/Ombul/Alamo Kargj
C-83-6 Falat//Shi#4414/Crow"s" Mashhad
C-83-7 Alvand//NS732/Her Miandoab
C-83-8 130L1.11//F35.70/Mo73/4/Ymh/Tob//Mcd/3/Lira S5thWWON-IR
C-83-9 Vorona/Kauz 3rdFEFWSN
C-83-10 Pnr2548/Starl 5th WWON-IR
C-83-11 Agri/Nac//Attila S5th WWON-IR
C-83-12 Alvd//Aldan/Tas58/3/40-73-17 Karaj
C-83-13 GF-gy54/5/Gds/4/Anza/3/Pi/Nar//Hys/6/1=66-76/Passarinho ~ Miandoab
C-83-14 GF-gy158/Zm/4/Hys//Drc*2/7¢/3/2*Rsh Miandoab
C-83-15 Ghk"s"/Bow"s"//Ning8201 Ardebil
C-83-16 V-83035/1-67-78 Ardebil
C-83-17 Nemura/Starl 5th WWON-IR
C-83-18 Tast/Sprw//Bll/3/Nwt 11thFAWWON

03 Calsee a0 55 (S 2 s e Jalpd 5o ails 5 Shee S 0 il ls 4 - Y sl

\WAP-AD 5 YYAY-AF el sl

Table 2. Combined analysis of variance for grain yield in normal and drought stress
conditions in different locations in 2004-05 and 2005-06 cropping seasons

Slas o Sils
63137 a5 MS

d.f. by Lyl s S i bl s
S.O.V. Syt gile Normal Drought stress
Year (Y) Je I 28611349™ 41689603™
Location(L) e 3 53731561™ 281944700™
YxL OEX Jlu 3 34197439 94024536""
Rep/ (YXL) (0% )1 S5 16 698576 2018833
Genotype(G) S5 17 1142840"™ 3719418"
GxY X s 55 17 813500™ 969040™
GxL OX 55 51 996504™ 828293™
GxYxL OaX JX 5 55 51 787369 922229™
Error (b) (0) st 272 724956 566826
CV.% () Sl o g 11.5 16.2

WS &LJL‘:"‘CE‘)’)"@*‘J)"&”J:"%} e

ns and **: Not significant and significant at 1% probability level, respectively.

O Saa g
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! 63 g

YA

** ,ns

‘30.)‘}.1 u%fjuf)‘.)&m d)\.}‘)‘ 6;‘:—
53503 S 85 (S5 0l 8 das e O
el & s aslhs, See Ciw



~~-¢-¥f s s 2Ll

A ails s Shes 53 (Gao )5 TV
oS Al 3 VL STOT s
a0 Gk 159 dle g LT Ll 5o s See
sl et li aculow 10 5 5 U 555
5ol o R a Sl 5 Jes
D= S o (L) e g glalis
A5 4 Jood 5 Sl (gla et LAY gt
alee) wils 3, Shes S gl |y i
ol s e 0l (Ul 53 5 0K g
sl as a ST 25 4 Joss el
Al i A5 s Jbs s s s Shes
d5hsn FEST S S5 4 Ja pasls e
o Sl ot Ls O sl b
olasolis G Lesle VL slie o Sis
b e R o b 95 ey Jeeodd
Jemw e 4wl (Fernandez, 1992)
Sl oo 5 lacg 55 ¢l STD 25 o
«C-83-6 C-83-8 slacs o) piy Joo
e Lt a5 C-83210 5 C-83-7
odd 5L a5 (M Usds) 55 s 55
O 03 STIasls jy3lie o 5L 511 e
oSl L e llan 5550 Glac 3 55
095 53 i Bl s 55 s, Sles
Cmoman L ils L8 J e 5 SlA S S5
o s Jle i Loyl s 55 C-83-14 (i 53
Vs s 53 J e s S 55
P b Olme 4 (el ol bl 5
o Sl s 5 ol A el

L;u;;_gj}jojﬁj.sﬂhi\fiﬁ:ﬁw

Y14

«(Parvizi Almani et al., 1997) ol, s

By 155 5 LY
«(Aflatooni and Daneshvar, 1993)
S~ S, ar 9 Sl o dos

(Abdemishani and Jafarishabestari, 1988)

»» (Ehdaie, 1995 51998) la_al

i sl 3 1y s 55 S s Ol
L SIS Sl gme S
Lyl 5 95 2 g JlaX o5 55 Jlaw )
iy Aas el tj@f ol s a8
alllass ) s ol sladlu js a5 g
Joline S1u0s 45 gglate gla mSTly ol yls
O O S PN VN
Eresn ) &S Al onls jasil s pae S
s 3y 50 o 55 &S ol O b Les
oleiT 3550 LSS 53 Lyl 5 55 a5
ol 5 A0 g5 S glite sla STy gl
3K 0L o S5 Sl wils 5 Shes o
Al a ol s 0L 5lT
Lo bl Ll s 55 0l X Jl X 5 655
1035 0l Sl () 5355 o me
Calises gladlo ;3 OLSG X 5 g5 Joli
Jloml mla 3 25 Lol 5 55 1 ol
3, Shee Sl A Sl e ey S
sladbo 55 Jbj LT Ll a5 s i)
VL ol O gz 3 WWAY-AD ol
)adéjﬂjscsﬁ)uﬁ):r;}_l:f
r;f;-*:f FPON ol oS0l oal 25 Lol

k;&ljwﬁdbﬁ‘jéj_ﬂ)\_&k)}



WAR Jlo o ojled (¥5-Y dl” 503 9 g5 (83154 dloxe”

WAF-AD oly5 sladle ;s (0K F 1 S5ke) Calises a0 53 LOT (duasy 5 SKist 4 foows 5 Conle sl o li 5 4ils 5 Shes 1 S0le —¥J >
Table 3. Mean grain yield and drought tolerance and susceptibility indices and their ranking in different locations (average of 4 locations)
in 2004-06 cropping seasons

SDR R R GMP #R./MP R TOL R SSI R STI R Ys R Yp Gerlll‘(’)type
089 154 16 5546 16 5727 14 2851 15 1.07 17 0.56 16 4301 17 7152 1
249 102 12 5792 12 5939 7 2626 8 0.98 10 0.61 11 4626 14 7252 2
0.55 7.6 8 5952 8 6101 8 2673 7 0.97 8 0.65 6 4764 6 7437 3
0.55 10.6 11 5831 11 5990 10 2735 10 1.00 14 0.62 12 4622 10 7357 4
1.41  12.0 13 5718 13 5880 10 2735 11 1.02 15 0.60 13 4512 15 7247 5
0.55 1.6 2 6210 2 6295 1 2055 1 0.76 2 0.71 1 5267 12 7322 6
0.84 2.8 3 6164 4 6251 2 2080 2 0.77 2 0.70 2 5211 13 7291 7
4.80 4.0 1 6264 1 6414 12 2755 5 0.95 1 0.72 3 5036 2 7791 8
1.95 7.6 9 5911 9 6054 5 2611 6 0.96 8 0.64 7 4748 9 7359 9
0.45 4.2 4 6128 5 6247 4 2423 4 0.88 4 0.69 4 5035 5 7458 10
1.64 4.8 6 6032 6 6147 3 2372 3 0.87 5 0.67 5 4961 11 7333 11
498 13.6 17 5490 17 5645 6 2625 11 1.02 11 0.55 15 4332 18 6957 12
.52 154 15 5606 14 5824 17 3155 17 L5 12 0.58 17 4246 7 7401 13
0.00 18.0 18 5262 18 5632 18 4016 18 1.42 18 0:51 18 3624 3 7640 14
084 138 14 5642 15 5814 13 2804 13 1.05 12 0.58 14 4412 16 7216 15
3.90 9.8 7 5953 7 6137 15 2982 13 1.05 5 0.65 10 4646 4 7628 16
6.18 8.8 5 6081 3 6276 16 3097 15 1.07 7 0:68 8 4727 1 7824 17
0.55 9.6 10 5851 10 6006 9 2711 9 0.99 15 0.63 9 4650 8 7361 18

Mean 7390 4651
Y, Yield in normal condition Juy ks s Sle  GMP:  Geometric Mean Productivity 5 Shas odin 5L
Y Yield in stress condition S8 s s Slee STL Stress Tolerance Index DS 4 e et ls
SSI:  Stress Susceptibility Index S5 4 Sl paxls R Rank 43,
TOL  Tolerance Jos jasls MP: Mean Productivity 635 0, xoba Lasls
R: Mean of rank for 5 indices sarli0 sl 45, 555k SDR:  Standard Deviation of Rank for 5 indices et lE 0 (gl a5y slae 3l il

For genotypes name see Table 1.
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Table 4. Correlation coefficients between tolerance and susceptibility indices, Yp and
Ys in 18 genotypes in four loctaions in 2004-06 cropping seasons

Ys SSI TOL STI MP GMP

Yp 0.08™  0.25™ 0.42™ 0.47" 0.54° 0.38™

Ys -0.95" -0.87" 094"  0.88" 0.95"

SSI 098" 0797  -0.68" -0.80"
TOL -0.65"  -0.53" -0.73"
STI 0.99” 0.99™
MP 0.98"

ZwjZoJu,\cb,;,n;@”wt;@”ﬁ;%;@:**,*,ns

ns,* and **: Not significant, significant at 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively.

For abbreviations see Table 3.
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Fig 1. Biplot for five tolerance and susceptibility indices in 18 genotypes of wheat on

the basis of first and second components
For abbreviations see Table 3 and for genotypes name Table 1.
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Table 5.Vectors and eigen values for five tolerance and susceptibility indices in 18

genotypes
o BEERST % il
Component  Eigen value  %Variance YS YP TOL STI SSI MP GMP
1 5.26 75.2 0.43 0.08 -0.35 0.42 -0.40 0.40 0.43
2 1.73 24.7 -0.07 0.75 0.44 0.18 0.32 0.29 0.16

For abbreviations see Table 3.
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