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Table 1- Monthly precipitation (mm) and temperature (C) during the growing season 1391-92.
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oo Geile 115 6.02 3.55 6.63 9.11 11.7 13.8 21.4 25.4

Mean of temperature
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Table 2. Mean comparison of grain yield in both normal irrigation and waters tress conditions and drought tolerance
indices among barley genotypes.

35 kes orSibe oSl RTINS
wEPS Row-  Jeily ol Mg Jew My e T S T T
Genotype type Yp Ys MP TOL HMP GMP YI STI SSI
G065 6 33.90 11.47 22.63 22.33 17.11 19.67 1.15 0.91 1.28
G066 6 19.23 7.97 13.60 11.27 11.25 12.37 0.80 0.36 1.13
G067 6 21.03 9.57 15.30 11.47 13.14 14.18 0.96 0.47 1.05
G068 2 20.090 9.07 14.98 11.83 12.60 13.74 0.91 0.44 1.09
G069 2 30.50 11.43 20.97 19.07 16.63 18.67 1.15 0.82 121
G070 2 21.83 8.67 15.25 13.17 12.40 13.75 0.87 0.44 1.17
G071 2 28.97 11.90 20.43 17.07 16.84 18.55 1.19 0.81 1.14
G072 6 21.93 14.53 18.23 7.40 17.48 17.85 1.46 0.75 0.65
G073 2 14.10 10.37 12.23 3.73 11.95 12.09 1.04 0.34 0.51
G074 6 17.27 7.93 12.60 9.33 10.86 11.70 0.79 0.32 1.04
G075 2 22.70 8.03 15.37 14.67 11.86 13.50 0.80 0.43 1.25
G076 6 16.35 10.70 13.53 5.65 12.92 13.22 1.07 0.41 0.67
GO77 2 30.30 1413 22.22 16.17 19.25 20.68 1.42 1.00 1.03
G078 6 20.50 14.40 17.45 6.10 16.91 17.18 1.44 0.69 0.58
G079 6 11.93 7.87 9.90 4.07 9.48 9.69 0.79 0.22 0.66
G080 6 11.53 7.47 9.50 4.07 9.06 9.28 0.75 0.20 0.68
G082 2 14.00 10.50 12.25 3.50 11.98 1211 1.05 0.34 0.48
G083 6 13.77 6.23 10.00 7.53 8.58 9.26 0.62 0.20 1.06
G084 2 19.93 9.90 14.92 10.03 13.23 14.05 0.99 0.46 0.97
G085 2 23.77 8.37 16.07 15.40 12.37 14.10 0.84 0.47 1.25
G086 6 28.77 10.23 19.50 18.53 15.06 17.13 1.02 0.69 1.24
G087 2 27.23 11.10 19.17 16.13 15.75 17.37 1.11 0.71 1.14
G088 6 38.50 15.27 26.88 23.23 21.86 24.24 1.53 1.38 1.17
G089 2 24.20 9.07 16.63 15.13 13.18 14.80 0.91 0.51 121
G090 2 15.53 5.65 10.59 9.88 8.28 9.37 0.57 0.21 1.23
G091 2 12.15 6.40 9.28 5.75 8.36 8.80 0.64 0.18 0.91
G092 6 20.43 13.03 16.73 7.40 15.89 16.31 131 0.62 0.70
G093 2 25.87 9.37 17.62 16.50 13.74 15.55 0.94 0.57 1.23
G094 2 12.83 9.53 11.18 3.30 10.94 11.06 0.95 0.29 0.49
G095 6 20.73 10.23 15.48 10.50 13.70 14.56 1.02 0.50 0.98
G096 6 15.43 7.93 11.68 7.50 10.47 11.06 0.79 0.29 0.94
G097 2 19.33 15.43 17.38 3.90 17.16 17.27 1.55 0.70 0.39
G098 2 15.23 7.87 11.55 7.37 10.36 10.94 0.79 0.28 0.93
G099 6 14.90 9.63 12.27 5.27 11.69 11.97 0.96 0.34 0.68
G100 2 17.03 10.70 13.87 6.33 13.12 13.49 1.07 0.43 0.72
G101 6 15.37 5.90 10.63 9.47 8.52 9.52 0.59 0.21 1.19
G102 2 24.80 10.07 17.43 14.73 14.32 15.80 1.01 0.59 1.15
G103 6 14.97 4.73 9.85 10.23 7.19 8.41 0.47 0.17 1.32
G104 6 12.30 7.30 9.80 5.00 9.13 9.46 0.73 0.21 0.78
G105 2 23.83 8.67 16.25 15.17 12.69 14.36 0.87 0.48 1.23
G106 6 14.03 7.57 10.80 6.47 9.83 10.30 0.76 0.25 0.89
G107 2 21.00 7.20 14.10 13.80 10.72 12.29 0.72 0.36 1.27
G108 6 12.53 7.57 10.05 4.97 9.42 9.73 0.76 0.22 0.76
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Table 2. Continued

3 Shos oSk il el el
s, 35 dos O g el Lo Sl pwaia L e Comlue
¥l Row-  Jeily el My Je g Wy oles Q0 e
Genotype type Yp Ys MP TOL HMP GMP YI STI SSI
G109 6 22.10 5.77 13.93 16.33 9.14 11.28 0.58 0.30 1.43
G110 6 25.03 15.87 20.45 9.17 19.42 19.93 1.59 0.93 0.71
G111 6 22.13 11.80 16.97 10.33 15.39 16.16 1.18 0.61 0.90
G112 2 22.43 10.30 16.37 12.13 14.09 15.18 1.03 0.54 1.04
G113 6 2257 9.83 16.20 12.73 13.69 14.89 0.98 0.52 1.09
G114 6 20.07 13.60 16.83 6.47 16.17 16.50 1.36 0.64 0.61
G115 2 19.43 11.20 15.32 8.23 14.20 14.75 1.12 0.51 0.82
G116 6 2473 11.77 18.25 12.97 15.93 17.05 1.18 0.68 1.01
G117 2 22.30 11.37 16.83 10.93 15.06 15.92 1.14 0.60 0.95
G118 6 21.50 9.30 15.40 12.20 12.97 14.13 0.93 0.47 1.10
G119 2 29.80 10.10 19.95 19.70 15.06 17.33 1.01 0.70 1.28
G120 6 22.43 14.47 18.45 7.97 17.58 18.01 1.45 0.76 0.69
G121 6 24.75 6.87 15.81 17.88 10.74 13.03 0.69 0.40 1.40
G122 6 9.63 8.23 8.93 1.40 8.85 8.89 0.82 0.19 0.27
G123 6 21.93 6.97 14.45 14.97 10.55 12.34 0.70 0.36 1.31
G124 6 11.50 6.77 9.13 4.73 8.52 8.82 0.68 0.18 0.80
G125 2 24.95 13.90 19.43 11.05 17.84 18.62 1.39 0.81 0.86
G126 6 13.67 7.13 10.40 6.53 9.37 9.87 0.71 0.23 0.92
G127 6 24.60 7.27 15.93 17.33 11.21 13.36 0.73 0.42 1.36
G128 6 28.97 9.77 19.37 19.20 14.60 16.82 0.98 0.66 1.28
G130 2 30.30 9.47 19.88 20.83 14.43 16.94 0.95 0.67 1.33
G131 2 23.47 8.63 16.05 14.83 12.62 14.23 0.86 0.47 1.22
G132 2 23.37 14.07 18.72 9.30 17.55 18.12 1.41 0.77 0.77
G133 2 23.83 15.67 19.75 8.17 18.89 19.31 1.57 0.87 0.66
G134 2 18.90 11.07 14.98 7.83 13.92 14.44 1.11 0.49 0.79
G135 6 14.47 8.43 11.45 6.03 10.64 11.04 0.84 0.29 0.81
G136 2 17.67 7.50 12.58 10.17 10.52 1151 0.75 0.31 1.11
G137 2 24.80 14.27 19.53 10.53 18.08 18.79 1.43 0.83 0.82
G138 2 17.33 8.97 13.15 8.37 11.80 12.46 0.90 0.37 0.93
G139 2 24.50 11.67 18.08 12.83 15.79 16.90 1.17 0.67 1.01
G140 2 22.10 14.33 18.22 7.77 17.38 17.79 1.44 0.74 0.68
G141 6 21.30 9.27 15.28 12.03 12.89 14.04 0.93 0.46 1.09
G142 2 23.47 11.97 17.72 11.50 15.83 16.75 1.20 0.66 0.95
G143 6 14.70 8.40 11.55 6.30 10.69 11.11 0.84 0.29 0.83
G144 2 17.17 10.23 13.70 6.93 12.81 13.25 1.02 0.41 0.78
G145 6 31.85 16.77 24.31 15.08 21.95 23.10 1.68 1.25 0.92
ol 6 7.97 4.80 6.38 3.17 5.99 6.18 0.48 0.09 0.77
LSD - 59.3 56.1 1.08 11.2 94.0 94.0 10.0 0.70 0.13
Mean ,.Sle - 66.20 98.9 32.15 67.10 24.13 22.14 1.00 50.0 0.95
Slne Gl
Standard - 0.600 83.2 93.3 99.4 39.3 59.3 28.0 25.0 0.25
deviation
f\;‘i“: - 92.7 73.4 38.6 40.1 99.5 18.6 47.0 0.90 27.0
",\j :; § 50.38 7716 8826 2323 9521 2424 681 38.1 431
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Table 4. Eigen values and vectors, and cumulative proportion of tolerance indices and grain yield in two

environmental conditions in barley genotypes.

I T INE S Sl sl
D T el T
Glol  Bigen  percent S5 Jex ads adi oSl GNa GE Jeily o G
PCA value variance MP TOL HMP GMP YI SSI STI Yp Ys
1* 69.97 69.97 0.97 0.54 0.98 0.99 0.87 0.04 0.98 0.88 0.87
2* 27.39 97.36 0.16 0.83 -0.16 -0.01  -0.47 0.98 -0.05 0.45 -0.47

Al o (6,08l Cpsli adlfe lgieds pgo adlhe g 8, Shae (5 Il g Joou allie gz Jol adlge”
* The first component named as tolerance and stability component and the second component named as

susceptibility component.

Soaiss sz wisy Jol adlie sl e polie g
M VY slacssss Olgoe M 9 VFO slacssss »
R Jemie Glgieas 15 [ ATV g YV YD AV AYY
ogai (Fyre Galejl nl o (2l G 4 Slagess
byl o (Firoozi et al., 2013) | Sen 5 (55958
Shafiee ) ;,Kea § cond 95 posS calize )
slocuigs ow,p o (Khorshidi et al., 2013
Pouriamchi et ) .| Kea 3 2ol y50 5 Jgore Loy
) ol 3l 5 095 lagdss s o @l 2011
oy sl e (Sis a4 Jes b))l sl

38,5 oolaiuwl

1.5

1.0
STI

0.5

0.0

aw Sl G pleper adllae (ISl ML loges

adlge g0 (3,5 a0 b (nlply g w8 (o0 pal B, it
Slp ol sladie 4 a5 ;0 snel Caws 4 sl
&l o 4 Jee glacuss; SEs aniS
|y e si abol gl ool 3 28,8 1,5 oliuls g
Sged ol (S atws ez 4 (SaS 4 Joou Sl
Loy Jale 90,2 sy site ol o )l &5 olacadsis
oy ey atwn Jole g0 52 (glp Cute culpo
Sl a5 obewisl) Was T alpends hauly o>
o9 pgd adlge 5l ghie polie g Jsl adlge sl e polie
29 WAL Ganeg S cenlin 5 Joxie slacaisy s3>
p9d alie (ln St polie hlo & placaies ol

o3uly 2 slocuieil 50 (Y8) o Gisd 9 (YP) )bl bl b il o Shas 9 STI (o Lis 4 bgs o oty dus ylogai ) S
Fig. 1. Three dimensional graph for STI and grain yield under irrigation (Yp) and water stress (Ys) conditions in

winter barley genotypes.
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Fig. 2. The biplot display of winter barley genotypes for yield and drought tolerance indices based on first and

second main components.
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Fig. 3. Cluster analysis of 80 barley genotypes based on grain yield under normal irrigation and water stress conditions
and SSI, TOL, MP, Y1, STI, GMP, and HMP indices according to Ward method.
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Table 5. Mean of evaluated traits among resulted groups from cluster analysis of barley genotypes.

) olis (1Sl
095 Mean of traits
Clusters Yp Ys MP TOL HMP GMP Y1 STI SSI
FiJr;‘t 30.81a 11.96b 21.39a 18.84a 17.14a 19.13a 1.19% 0.87a 1.18a
Fo° 22.78b 9.26¢ 16.02c 13.51b 13.07b 14.45b 0.92c 0.49c¢ 1.14a
Second
TI‘:i}:d 22.39b 14.46a 18.43b 7.93c 17.52a 17.97a 1.45a 0.75b 0.67c
Pl 14.61c 8.14c 11.37d 6.46¢ 10.34¢ 10.84c 0.81c 0.28d 0.83b
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