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Table 1. Selected superior drought tolerant lines
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104 7.516 5.800 1.716 6.658 6.602 1.005 0.741
106 7.396 5.860 1.536 6.628 6.583 0.999 0.674
116 7.215 6.715 0.500 6.965 6.961 1.117 0.225
159 7.063 6.528 0.534 6.795 6.790 1.063 0.246
160 7.785 6.794 0.991 7.289 7.272 1.219 0.413
162 7.038 6.344 0.694 6.691 6.682 1.029 0.320

172 (check)* 6.586 4.560 2.026 5.573 5.465 0.699 0.992

* (Check=Rihane 03)

T Ol s o8 5= dals®

Y, = Yield in normal condition; Y = Yield in stress condition; GMP = Geometric Mean Productivity; STI = Stress Tolerance
Index; SSI = Stress Susceptibility Index; TOL = Tolerance; MP = Mean Productivity.
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Table 2. Correlation coefficients for studied barley genotypes in Karadj and Mashhad.

S g O & Jos O 4 S S Slee (punie
Yp Ys SSI TOL STI MP GMP
Yp 1.000 0496 0.177" 0.464" 0.788" 0.858" 0.796"
Ys 1.000 -0.762™ -0.538" 0.92" 0.872™ 0.92"
SSI 1.000 0.94" 04527 -0.351° 0451
TOL 1.000 0.174™  -0.057™ -0.166™
STI 1.000 0.989™ 0.996"
MP 1.000 0.994"
GMP 1.000
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ns, ,*: Non —significant and significant at 5 and 1% probability level, respectively.

Y, = Yield in normal condition; Y = Yield in stress condition; GMP = Geometric Mean Productivity; STI = Stress Tolerance
Index; SSI = Stress Susceptibility Index; TOL = Tolerance; MP = Mean Productivity.
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