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Table 1. Analysis of variance (mean of squares) of morphological and growth characteristics in wheat.
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Fig. 2. The interaction effect of wheat and rye density on
height of wheat.
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Fig. 1. The interaction effect of wheat density and
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Table 2. Means comparison of the main effects on morphological and growth characteristics in wheat.
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Cluster length (cm)

(o) ISl ok 51 60 160b 216a 18.0b 16.7c  208a 190b 18bc 172c
Peduncle length (cm)

(_’h"ﬁu)“u’w 0.17a 0.17b 0.19a 0.16b 0.16¢ 0.18a 0.17b 0.17b 0.16¢
Stem diameter (cm)

Adl oo FLSD (9051 3k o y0 0 Jlos! zhw &kl o s Sglay BB (a0 yo 48 S e By, sl sla 1Sl
Means within a rows followed by the same letter are not significantly different at the 5% level according to Fishers LSD test.

oSS S olani g Judg S (as Ll slogly o515 g (ShS i il 1LY Jgu
Table 3. The interaction effect of drought stress and rye density on SPAD and leaf number of wheat.

(OIS 50 a3g2) Hlogle o515 Sp Jedg s ol Sy olaxi
Rye density (plant/pot) SPAD Leaf number
20% 60% 20% 60%
0 49.91d 57.96 a 7.15a 5.67b
2 48.73d 56.73 a 592b 5.42 be
4 45.02¢ 55.09b 4.86 cd 5.00 cd
6 4228 f 53.30¢ 4.47d 4.42d

iz FLSD (y5031 3ub 5 0o, 0 Jlasl mrhas 10 (g5l lo sime glas 08B ygim 12 50 5 i B9 > g1l slayuSilo
Means within a columns followed by the same letter are not significantly different at the 5% level according to Fishers LSC
test.

S

9. a
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g 3]
3z 7
-5
S5 0]
\‘j _g 5 7 fg B8 plant/pot
‘3 s 4 - P:’: B " B 16 plant/pot
tg <)
g z | P:Q: £124 plant/pot
1
0

e
i’

(OIS 55 &5g2) Hlogler o515
Rye density (plant/pot)

P 5y olami g Hlogle g pusS (WS1,5 i 1.¥ S
Fig. 3. The interaction effect of wheat and rye density on leaf number of wheat
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YFA

s 455 @l P (JSas) iy Jsb
5 sloglr @515 paiS oSy Sas uas il as ol las
Joine pasF ISy Jsb 615 50 ol Mlise 5
a8 aw 9 4.31)’9& L/L»LO.MQ Q‘JJ‘ ).:Lw leﬁ WOy (P <’/’\)
L) Jsaz) amsls Sy Jsb » g)logine 5t
a3 seys £ sy Vel (S s Gl
Ole @ paiS JSSlay Jobo oS- (2l5 cud )b Cugb,
g5 ozl O (Y Jeuz) cél jals awys YH/-Y
stelie @l 4 (Bzzat Ahmadi et al., 2010) l,Sen
3 Joloe Sygoas 213 lge aslyl o 4y auzdl, s
@T GL.A 3O Cuogdome L)J‘)"L"’ sd)}u.\b.o OLS u~.\> 5;‘
y9ezo oLS 5 00l ‘5113.& &lin als’ o Chogaome 4 yomie
gy e plamsg) plasl 5 (oiug; W, all 4
ke prals USSlay sk g glar) casmisye g ouls
Al ady) e a4 ol jolie Sais S0 B,k
Al g il pl 6,500 Jdo (S il
ISSlay sk epasS o515 mali8l b as” ol olas s
oS5 Gl b (T Jpam) Sl 2alS (s fosian b
pdS ladig o ligS e, Culd, (ulS o susS
el (hall &5 whge Bl 25290 e Qi (sl
Job b (sie (Staed eli)] 9z )0 (0 50 | puS
Ol boass o 2alS s ) ol Gl wls JSSly
bl Gels pass Sl Job (lalS o Jlogl> oS15
2 ot YoAY) Sy Jsb ¥l 45,5
P g 55 Gragilo VWY ) (] 0p a8 5 Jlagla 040
4 gl ol (Y Jgaz) ol cosliee ol o logl> ase
2 glr s pasS e S g p By Rl s
obe 5o (Yarnia, 2010) Ls,b aib oo YU slapSTys
Jsb s 55 53 (b yotmiy @515 Gial3i b o5 i,
Josla 5 pasS o515 blize 1 il el pasS ISy
A oS e sl pasS JSSla Jsb ()l gine il
S olslr @S5 Gl b plalS e pusS @i YE 5 VP
c S 4 paS Sy ek GllE e G 74 e
aSg,sbay bl pals as s /3% 4 VYV YRR
3PS IS 4o wig A S5 4 Sy Job ot
oS 58 ol 0S5 (Restilo YO jlosl> jei> y9
39 (o il VOIVO) Slogl> aigy ¥V g puiS @iy V¥

092 9 S5 0y <elBy il el ol o (T Jsuz)

olas eibly ae b paiS abis Job
35 ol Jlize 1 5 Jlosle @515 oS o515 Sl a5 o
(P < 101) oz alS s oS abis Jsb s oS5
QB (68 e 3l sole 5 blite @l ple g o9
ST o o ol o5 (Silin dmlie gl () Jyaz)
oS s B (oS alis Jsb 2alS )5 puiS ol
Fallah ) |, e 5 59,2 28 (¥ Jsuz) ol oanlice
3o g0 Dglds ax 51 as wis S oL (Heravi et al., 2003
I L Ll s e piS 0l 5 Lagte o515
Zahed ) )|, Kan g aalj o aiwls alow Jsb 5l o515
Obe g wsly e elie mls @ 5o (et al., 2011
L ol qtats Cyspams e & ol o515 4o o o S
bosloi oo s 1) (0, lad (5elisS slaaliw oy
SIS S sl Jobo (S s Jlosl o1 i
AL S o i Jsb it S psbay il
#oga 3 ol GreS 5 sl FIVA (i 4 g pasS
bl 2 (Jy o el BIAT Gl 4 lagle g
ol a5 7 9 T slapSTy o (eSlee amlie s
edlS pl Ylaas (Y Jaazr) i o0y (5l cxe B
5 S gle @i slp gl <) b a4 Wlg o
(Yarnia, 2010) L)k osb o oYU Sjamy &,08
Cynodon ) iy any 5o il L &S 55 ol
A alow Jeb b e malS 4 i «(dactylon
Sanayeii and Dabagh-) cw soeme gl 5 mbo
paiS 5 WYy culs) 5,50 (Mohammadi Nasab, 2010
Jsb olllS o Jsglr 5 oS (ST il b oas ol
VE 17 A oSl 0 .cdl rals (g)ls cme jsboay aliws
P ol jlogler w15 Gl L lalS s pasS wis
VeIAD YYIVY (i3 4 posS abo Jsb oS s wisy
o g YE 518 (S5 0 5 el LuelS asys YAV
Joslz SlaeSTs e pasS olals
pasF el Jsb 55 (S5 5 (F Jya) a5 sualis
5 o g g lel bl mals pl Lol ol el
Moghimi moghaddam et ) Ko g poie  conio
Sleogar p (Si5 25l ouyn 0 5 @l 2011
cod aliw Job a5 W )S le paiS 65, Lz ol

285 ) S s b

Silosxe B
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VA e 5 g (Sielsh e Dlae (B p M 9 9 09)0 B Sl es 5 8 Sl

5 4l b sl s g il talS slabgle o o
b a8 aals slasgS g, culd, roldl ) YU slaeSTys
L g 00933l 095 )| p iy y9 e sl plalS o
eyl (ialidl (sades jiwsid olge Cudgise 4y axgl
Sy Anlgs ol o a8l o alS L YL slapSTs o asla
Sl 4 piS Blo a8 (JulS s Jogle o515 A
Sgud 5o paiS Bl Hhd o SYL L alS gl g
olos 2 ol piieS g setle SNAY e @ Jlogle
Fosibe SNOA Gl 4 IS o Jlogl> aigy £ jga>
om S5 gy By Gl Yol (Y Jpaz) o
S8 als el werge mlie ©dz 3 Jlagla g puS
Eashi ) u‘)&o&b 9 L_,;:Lo) Lsu-u-c a.so)f laé..f a8l
Q35 bgw g ;) o8, 9,90 40 (Rezaii et al., 2011
salS el ol o lagls g ausE WST5 el
“S15 50 aS g ebdy 0 5 paiS wle el o (glo sme
oS Gl b llS s sniS wig YF 5 V8 A ol
4 el Al Jhad lulS s wg £ o4y yao 5l logl>
oVl s il L1alS wos YIOF 5 Vo/A YYIYE Loy
V) puiS Wi A Lalls cS e e ail i
Gy 8 g paS Wi VY jles o ()] (e 5 (el
Gl (F Jsom) o saslice (e il +/OY) Jlagle
O9r 9 SIS Ggyd ey Gl 4y (LS oS15
Somles Jlm! iol58l g 4Bl [hd palS cel (glaigS
..\JQ; oLS

@lsa S Jl gl i 1, Sl Jsb wslaiss
ol ol
ol eSile dmglie b P ailus b
WS oS (ST (P<e[-0) Sias i 56 a5 ol
2 PN lagle o puiS (ST blite 51 jlogle
OS¢ )Io‘s..m )...C su‘);‘ )JL»J 9 )‘ou’_uw rm.\j adlo ).EB
b sy o by (Sid a5 Gl L) Jpoe)
(Y Jgaz) il ols aoyo YRl 4 pusS ddle
Coprdg b s b1 a8 ol lho alox ;) adles L
(@lo) ol plail ) @ (ggid dlge Jlo)l 5 0,
Koocheki and Sarmadnia, ) s)ls iy, a>ye b
Siyahpoosh et al., ) ;Koo § igolw (1993
5 ol I gine |y posS adle Jhd y Lue 1 2003
o (Hashemzade et al., 2011) |, Kan 4 ool; oiils
Zeamays ) 5 asls Jlad o Lol ,3b a5 wo 8 olo
O s LIl a5 s 5 laie g 09 o ciee (L.
315 Sy 9 il la Gl 5 sl ol el
la o Gl s Jobo o Sty GRal38 15
Sras g Wbos Gl aSle jlS Azt g oad (Jobe
2 g o (S alold sg2g Djg0 50 Wil oo T 0L
sl e dils b [l g ao 5 alols ials
OIS Jo wigy YF 9 V2 a0 A 5l pas 1ST5 aulidl b
Cdly el woys VA s VEIY (i 4 po adle s
Khalili Mohale et ) |,Ke 5 alxs L5 (Y Jga2)
Al LHlad (o515 mlidl b as’ wo S Lo 5o @l 2007

S a8l yhad g JSSly b el Jsb 2 )logly 5 puiS o515 Jlite 51 (raSiloe dumlin F g
Table 4. Means comparison of wheat and rye density interaction on cluster length, peduncle length and stem diameter

of wheat.
(o sil) JSSlay Job (oo L) a8lus lad (o sil) s Job
peduncle length (cm) Stem diameter (cm) Cluster length (cm)
PoeL ps PReL
Wheat Wheat Wheat
dosl 16 24 Sosl 16 24 Mz g 16 24
Rye Rye Rye
0 2499a 19.36cd 18.1def 0 0.214a 0.176cd 0.156¢ 0 8.18a 6.45d 5.73 fg
2 22.16b 19.43cd 1575¢g 2 0.20ab 0.159de 0.154¢ 2 771b 593ef 526h
4  20.81bc 16.64efg 16.4 efg 4  0.184bc 0.159de 0.157 de 4  693c 553fgh 5.50gh
6 18.32de 16.98efg 163 fg 6 0.164de 0.157e 0.152¢ 6 628de 5.75fg 5.56 fgh

il o FLSD o395) Gk a0 0 ez zhw o &bl S s gl BB e o gt 5 Dy 2 40 S e By sl slo ) Sl
Means within a rows and columns followed by the same letter are not significantly different at the 5% level according to

Fishers LSD test.
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ol o les g glis )| mals 5 iy Yo (59, sslnlale

bl 45 s Mgl Sy Judg s psll
S oian b pusS (ST g (Sas 4 1 a8 s ol
4 paS IS s wg YE ST e sl (P<-/+))
ST G098 gl sladis: 55, 9k 5 sjllale b
515 A S (56 LS Jlogle gl 5 wis a5
ESEIPPNEC P W C S EWREE SRR PP
8l S gl gme pobar jlagle el Sas
paiS o515 Gl b S b, aldsd oo Ve gl
5 a0, YOIV jlogle slas | olals jo aigy YF & ya0 3l
Qe YY/AF (S Cogb, adss oy £0 mhuw o
oils s 4 lsgls Yleasl (v Jgam) cdl ials
P d9zge ol i Oz b w00t (lady ) el
5o (Sas i lyld o gl Sl ) e WS
Jb9dS aFll ool alS 1) GlasS (5 o, S
blie 5 ool @l ol il g camals Jlsgl> 5
s ((Sa 5 b @ ) 35 foisine
il Ll ooy VIVA Gl 4 Jlsgl> 5, Lds 1S
(Monajem et al., 2011) ;| Ken 5 poxie (F Jg0)
S Sy ddelS als e & woS ol
>y o Sas w5 Jlel L (Brassica napus)
(B L e (i S wadd by Gl o eals
bl A wals bl een bl ol als
039 IRl b 4 edle (A5 ST 50 by IS e la
W9 S p 09 9y 53 Jobo slass Al S p egatte
S p eyate 0y G Sezsl wald sla s e Ll
Jbs S a3l el 4 e L8915 w5 GlaliSl
s (Kafi and Rostami, 2007) eiw, 5 S35 .ol
2 ol ke (Sas a5 lalpd s Wy G5
GHIF b S s 0sh e eualin sieks lS sus
das g ol awlS LS 5 jew S; Cal s Gl
Salehi ) ol l5en 5 o bl o 2018 35 e by IS
i s ali8l b oast ws ST oLy 5 (et al., 2003
& Judo)lS S (Jg boe 0l S SIS (e
oy wge S (nl I g WS oo iy 11D 4,
Bloyd 290500 e S sae Ll 5 LS, (ud

% gl 5 Ll o 5y e 50,5 58 b ol

A ole las Gubly a3 ol slogle slai !
9 ol @515 (P<HT)) pusS oS15 ((Sas s Sl
P<100) puS (Sl o (Sas o alfgs Jlaw il
5 g sl gy ol gl s loisinn il
ols lis b (O Jgaz) 0gu o sre Jlie SIS ol
VIFE Oles 4 jlogly glis )l ((Sas s Gl b oS
Ol 2l 350eS 31 50 (F Jguz) Zdl rals ws )
ol &S ol g b o Gl (ABA) sl ol
ol S gl )] 2alS ol el 0y 035k (ge 50
(Sepehri et al., 2002) ol oLS ;o o (aulj8l 51 b
obe (Jazaeri and Rezaii, 2006) ols, 5 sl
b od el Sis il (oheg BYg olS j0 a5 wis )5
Sy YVIFD (b, adss al> e o aigy glis) Sl
oS ORlBl bl Grels i e e 4 o
iy a logle gl oS o wig £ g F Y gl logle
i 5 s (8 Jsaz) Cdl alS woys £10F o B F
oieldl b oas wis S Lo (Vazan and Najafi, 2010)
«(Descurainia sophia L.) ,:S15 ;.0 slacale (515
&Yy «(Hordeum spontaneum C.Koch) o4
Sinapis ) _i>y Jo,5 5 (Avena fatua L.) _i>g
ol cpl Js 8l ali8l el elas | «@rvensis L.
gl Gtalejl jo 05 ogine op0sz 5 ,eiSL sl
pY lalpd we eyl Al L Sg 5 cig o>
25 00 @l 1y e 5l i polie b
eSOl b asas S g5 ) Ly
0,5 oy P</4Y) (gl cxe ialS jlogl> el )| (pas
ol OAE s puiF ag YE 5 18 A lanSTs o Ll
Hamzeii, ) slojom (F Jgoz) ais comlie D
4 (Hordeum vulgare) s> slaaig a5 5,5 oL (2011
oS g9, ilwlule ¢ gal gl als Lo
59950,8 4 30,8 1o Cend 2alS el (Vicia ervilia)
kel 5 S8l Bl g 655y gl ) gty 5 e
sloay bug 286y 5 Rell s 4 gjlulale
GBI L g wds s ST Ggeyse (98 Gl
e g eyl il LialEl asgy glis) oS il
oog YL as ws S ol 5 (Armin et al., 2007)

5 2P OMb Ay 5055 el (opdg) 08 j0 paiS glas )
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Abeo Glidl Sy mhaw axlg o Az, 9 00,5 oS ol W5l 6, S gl ca | sanS
J39AS Gl S 50 J20)lS IS Gl a5 S92

Slogle (o) 9 (59 58le8 pe Olio (lay po (uiilae) il slg @52 s B guz
Table 5. Analysis of variance (mean of squares) of morphological and growth characteristics of rye.

algl g3l as e eyl Sy Judg b5 a5l Sy oloxs
Effect Df Height SPAD Leaf number
S 1 72.80* 227.56 ** 1229.25 *
Drought
P W51 2 18.19 * 25.58 ™ 673.34**
Wheat density
Slogly o515 3 205.15** 194.68 ** 4896.08 **
Rye density
S o1 X S i 2 2.16™ 45.11™ 42.84 ™
Drought x Wheat density
Jogle o515 x Sl i 3 14.65* 7.66 ™ 215.30 **
Drought x Rye density
S13gler o135 X puiS W51, 6 1.00™ 12.96 ™ 342.10 =
Wheat density x Rye density
Sogle o155 X o @51y X (S i 6 0.30™ 2430 ™ 37.80™

DroughtxWheat densityxRye density
1258 48 4.35 25.14 24.11

Residual

oy ) 50 Jliol mlaw )5 (gl cixe w5l Fre pae oy 4 gk w08
S % *%: non-significant and significant at 5% and 1% probability level, respectively.

gl (S3eded po g sy Wlho (sl (ol Wl FT (Sl e £ Jguer
Table 6. Means comparison of the main effects for morphological and growth characteristics of rye.

S S (OIS 5o i) ylogler o515 (OIS 5> &ig2) pusS (o515
Drought Rye density ( plants/pot ) Wheat density ( plants/pot )
20% 60% 2 4 6 0 8 16 24

(o H) €Wl o6 54 244b  264a 253ab 247b  304a 249b 23.6bc 22.9c
Height (cm)

SrdSel 2l 4o oy 4924 481a 462a 479a  S513a 489a 452b 443D
SPAD
SroS 3094 2206b 3262 254b 223c¢ 508a 241b 76lc 145c
Leaf number

b oo FLSD O35 b a0 0 e s jo &kl So e Gglay BB vy ya 40 S e By sl sl Sl
Means within a rows followed by the same letter are not significantly different at the 5% level according to Fishers LSD test.

Glagle HlalS o wig £ oAy o Wer ¥ oST5 0 ol OIS o wg £ s F Y ol gl (ST ilidl b
b easlie Jlogly S L85 0 sy RS YA VIAY s A Jlasly S R85 el
Jdo NN Glogle wigr ¥ ST o L8y IS als (P Jgoz) 09 o g rals (pl Lol 2l jialS as o


http://www.sid.ir

\Ya0 ).ql; A _\l> «U;d))' ﬁ5l.c » Gla..m ‘_;La:dz.;j

YOv

5 POIY: BYIOD lie a4 logls S ol (olulS
Silg oo ol ol a5 (B Jgoz) cdly alS as s YAYY
Oz g lglr p paS sladiy ilwlale s o
Slaws zals el a5 ail ol mlie pw p <olB, il
e b S poolasd alS a5 GllS o axy
obe (Sorkhi Lellahlo et al., 2008) Ko 5 olab
g DY g Sy olasd puiS (oS5 molEl b oas we S
Bl g lo sime oS
Sypoolawy (e il g palS oSy Gwliél b
Sy oolass oy yiiion b alS (gl S jabay jlogl>
g (due £r) (i T ey g Jlagle el cliS o
GRS g7y blyd o g paiS wis Y (ST 50 o (nyieS
Ao ao 0 Ve mhaw o 0l sdslive (sae VY/F) (Sus
2 A VF a4 jio il pass oS15 Bl S cogh,
Foomhw j0 9 aspe YYIVE gl Sy slaws luls
él els asys £A/AY (S cogb, adss as
L gl oo cdnline FUSE jo a5 jsbilen (Y Jgu)
Sogle Sy olaws (lalS o Jlagl> 5 pasS oS5 il
30 gl wg £ g ¥V o515 j0 aS g ebay b ualS
OIS o e YE & jae 5l i (ST ili8l b lals
Qo PYNE g PAIFA YYV-F Ci 5w jlogl> Sy olaws

2éh als

5 S G gy (al o edalcssay gl Gell
Slao als cel Glss en 5 ST us,e ZWB,
APl L 5 Wad gl 5 puiS (Sojslsde 5 o)
spaz L3l Gl (Sas 5 Llpd e S JdglS
o els cel LS Glaculs, 5 (Sas G gl
5o byl el ss e s o F Slhe ol i
spcile a8 bl )0 axilys g gl jlicy puS
P )3 adl pasS g)l5e e jrmdile plgiea jloglr
Wl salss i jlgly ojlud o (Sas A5 59
2B a5l usb; Cudgame Ll o o] S

o )‘0)9.5)3

5 ool ladis o S el 8L Dal
Lol ccwl 0090 0355, odgs 4 (6 iiwgx® dlge plais
Hamzeii, ) slojo> 45 jobjlon o logl> aig & o515 5o
2 oblS gilslale Gl Jds 4 w5 e 2011
Sp oS s 4 e 1l 5l Bl a5 sg K0S
Sorkhi ) ) Kes 5 oJdll 5w als o515 cpl jo gl
ml >y BYg oLS o ;50 (Lellahlo et al., 2008
warle paiS (ST alidl Lo S ol 1) eelie
ot Ll 2l alS s o sine sy gl 5y s IS
5 o (7 Jgax) aid cdaline (5l S BB puiS
W$o,S 5,58 5 (Habibi and Sorkhi, 2011) & .
2 Golel Bldjl iy BYgs aig 00 50 slajles oS
=hi oS Sn b sa sladds 5 olie Shals Jdo

sl

ol lly ap mls ogly Sy olass
Slologle oST5 paid o1 (Sas is il as ol
iz I Gizan 5 oS o515 o (Sas i lise
2 P<T)) Gylogine b Jlagle wST5 j0 puiS oSTj5
blite ol plo ot Jy il jlogls Sy olas
G mal 3l L as ol lis b (O Jeuz) g0 o sixe
a5 cdly gals woy YHIVO logl> Sy ol Sias
5 2o (5 Jgoz) 091 digy 50 dziy slasy oS JJo 4
3 &S wis S 5138 50 (Zarrabi et al., 2008) ol Kes
Sy olaws (Olea europaea L.) ;ysn; il o)
WSl gl bocdl als Ses s ,8b cos
Spoolaw gl Gl o e £ g F A Y 5l logl>
8l els asye YAYY 5 YY/OY e 4 jlogl>
G655 9,8 <, il s 4 Vel a5 (8 Jgux)
4 a5 ws S ole 55 (Sorkhi Lellahlo et al., 2008)
Aald d Cand oSy olowd odg BY gy e slapST s
g J5l g 3l Sy olaws g ols lid gyl s ialS
P e YF s VA @ jho jl saiS (S5 ol bl
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Table 7. The interaction effect of drought stress and wheat density on height and leaf number of rye.

¢ e s (o Hlw) glis | Sy olasi
(olals fse) PS5 o1y Height (cm) Leaf number
Wheat density (plant/pot) 20% 60% 20% 60%
0 3253 a 28.18b 60.06 a 41440
8 25.04 c 2477 c 26.83 ¢ 21.33d
16 24.06 c 23.08 cd 19.94 de 1528 f
24 2417 ¢ 21.71d 16.67 ef 12.38 f

Al oo FLSD (5051 oo p suoy0 0 Jloti zhw o &)kl o gime Sglay B (gt o 40 S e Bgy> sl sl Sl
Means within a columns followed by the same letter are not significantly different at the 5% level according to Fishers LSD
test.
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Fig. 4. The interaction effect of wheat and rye density on leaf number of rye
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