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Table 1. Evaluated Iranian spontaneum genotypes

TN o Lo g5 0,les TN o Lo g5 0,les TN o Lo g5 o,les
1 220 13 470 25 975
2 221 14 494 26 1006
3 310 15 495 27 1007
4 312 16 534 28 1009
5 314 17 555 29 1035
6 331 18 630 30 1040
7 374 19 758 31 1044
8 423 20 759 32 1050
9 425 21 927 33 1058
10 434 22 932 34 1087
11 451 23 969 35 1088
12 456 24 971 36 1089
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Table 2. Analysis of variance of grain yield components in Iranian Hordeum spontaneum genotypes under normal
and drought stress conditions
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SOV of sl el s JS sl olases e Jsb s o,Slee 5y lis)
H t Number of . Spik L .
Iralzjv;:' urgrrlaie; ° Biomass 1el:11g ti Grain yield  Plant height
Block gl 2 0.0009 37.95 2570.45 0.24 428.10 52.88
é)b] Ja-")“‘ * sk s *k
oy Genotype iy} 35 0.0095 15.91 37701.79 1.30 1342.61 205.11
3
Normal Error U 70 0.0054 6.10 6800.67 0.25 320.85 77.49
condition
CV Gl i cupo 42.65 12.89 32.77 6.92 36.34 11.64
Block 5L 2 0.5 14.20 18894.78 4.54 3.50 10.25
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Syt 2 61.42 17.50 47.60 13.73 58.82 19.02
(6\%

* and ** : Significant at 5 and 1% level of probability, respectively.
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Table 3. Comparison means of [ranian Hordeum spontaneum genotypes under normal condition based on Duncan

Ol p sl Sis Jamze sla i g5 Sl

method
(0l s Shos Growiiloyali Jobs (05 oloses als JS olass Gogilaigy glis | sl y asls

Grain Yield(g) Spike Length(cm) Biomass(g) Number of Plant Height(cm) Harvest Index

<995 05,5 oeSle 05,5 oSl 05,5 Ol 05,5 oeSle 05,5 oeSlke 05,5 oeSle
Genoype Group  Mean Group Mean  Group Mean  Group Mean Group Mean  Group Mean

220 BCDE 3594 EFGHIK 7.00 CDEFG 248.33 CD 1620 BCDEFG  69.26 DEF 0.14
221 BCDE 33.51 BCDEFG 7.53 FGHI 160.00 BC 13.19 BCDEFG 7040 ABCD 0.21
310 CDE  30.03 ABC 8.23 I 75.00 BC 19.40 FGHI 63.66 A 0.32
312 BCDE  36.99 ABCD 8.23 HI 130.00 BC 20.93 A 90.06 ABCD 0.19
314 E 22.16 HIJK 6.85 HI 125.00 BCD 17.00 ABCDEF 7473  ABCD 0.18
331 BCDE 4250 CDEFGHI 736 CDEFG 246.67 BC 20.93 AB 89.33  ABCD 0.18
374 A 32.63 ABCD 8.06 BC 366.67 BC 1993 ABCDE 83.00 AB 0.31
423 DE 24.57 HIJK 6.73  EFGHI  165.00 BC 20.53°  BCDEFG 68.06 BCDE 0.16
425 BCDE 36.10 HIJK 6.86 B 448.33 BC 1940 AB 85.80 F 0.07
434 B 63.13 A 8.66 BCDEF  283.33 A 30.40 ABCD 83.20 ABCD 0.25
451 CDE 27.16 ABCDEF 7.73 FGHI 160.00 BC 1826 ABCDEF  76.13 DEF 0.12
456 DE 23.09 FGHIJK 6.93  EFGHI  170.00 BC 17.66  ABCDEF  80.80 DEF 0.13
470 BCDE  45.69 KL 6.05 CDEFG 323.50 BC 18.73 ABCD 83.80 DEF 0.14
494 BCDE 38.62 ABCDEF 7.93  BCDEF  320.00 BC 19.26 GHI 62.50 DEF 0.14
495 A 23.77 CDEFGHI  7.40 BCD 343.33 ...BCD 16.86 I 58.73 ABC 0.31
534 CDE 24.8 L 543  EFGHI = 168.33 D 12.93 EFGHI 64.93 DEF 0.15
555 A 21.16  BCDEFG 7.60 A 625.00 BC 1820 ABCDEF 7320 ABCD 0.23
630 CDE 31.65 ABCDEF 7.92 . CDEFG  208.33 BC 20.30 HI 60.50 ABCD 0.18
758 CDE  25.12 HIJK 6.73 HI 125.00 CD 1646 ABCDEF 79.73 ABCD 0.20
759 BCDE 4325 CDEFGHI 7.23  CDEFG 208.33 BC 19.86 DEFGHI  65.60 ABCD 0.21
927 BCDE 41.50 ABCDE 8.00 GHI 145.00 BC 20.33 ABCDEF 8133 ABCD 0.25
932 BCDE 33.26 DEFGHIJ 7.10 ~ BCDEF  283.33 BC 21.06 ABCDEF  79.40 DEF 0.12
969 CDE  29.29 K 6.63 DEFGH 173.33 BC 1926 ABCDEF 81.06 ABCD 0.17
971 BCDE 37.36 K 6.63 BCD 360.00 BC 18.80 BCDEFG  70.40 DEF 0.11
975 E 21.75 HIJK 6.83 CDEFG 270.00 BC 19.73 BCDEFG  68.73 EF 0.08
1006 BCDE 385 . CDEFGHI  7.23 BCDE  333.33 B 21.6  ABCDEF  80.80 DEF 0.11
1007 CDE  27.00 GHIJK 6.90 EFGHI  170.00 BC 1850 ABCDEF 75.86  CDEF 0.15
1009 BCDE 4343 ABCDEF 795 BCDEF 321.67 BC 19.00 ABCDEF 77.46 DEF 0.13
1035 BCDE 40.16 ABCDEF 7.76  CDEFG 261.67 BC 20.46 ABCD 83.46 ABCD 0.17
1040 BC 55.92  ABCDEF 7.66  BCDEF  286.67 BC 21.06 ABC 85.00 ABCD 0.19
1044 CDE  28.87 EFGHIJK 696 EFGHI 170.00 CD 1626 ABCDEF 7240 ABCD 0.17
1050 CDE  28.83 CDEFGHI 746 CDEFG 245.00 BC 19.40 ABCDEF  73.00 DEF 0.11
1068 BCDE 41.47 CDEFGHI 7.237 BCDEF 313.33 BC 19.66 ABCDEF  81.00 DEF 0.13
1087 BCD  53.97 AB 8.5 BCDE  335.00 BC 19.00 ABC 84.4 ABCD 0.17
1088 BCDE 34.97 K 6.63 BCDEF 311.67 BC 18.13 CDEFG 66.93 DEF 0.11
1089 CDE  32.00 JK 6.5 CDEFG  253.33 BC 19.86 FGHI 64.3 DEF 0.12
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Table 4. Comparison means of [ranian Hordeum spontaneum genotypes under drought stress condition based on
Duncan method

(p,)als o Slos (owtlw)alow Job () olos alo S olass (ogislw)assy gl )| sy el

Grain Yield(g)  Spike Length(cm) Biomass(g) Number of Grain Plant Height(cm) Harvest Index

5955 09,5 ek 05,5 ek 05,5 ek 05,5 ek 05,5 el 09,5 ek

Genoype Group  Mean Group Mean Group Mean Group Mean Group Mean Group Mean
220 BCDE 3594 EFGHIJ 7.00 CDEFG 248.33 CDh 16.2 BCDEFG  69.26 DEF 0.14
221 BCDE 33.51 BCDEFG 7.53 FGHI 160.00 BC 13.9 BCDEFG 7040 ABCDE 0.21
310 CDE 30.03 ABC 8.23 I 75.00 BC 19.4 FGHI 63.66 A 0.32
312 BCDE  36.99 ABCD 8.23 HI 130.00 BC 20.93 A 90.06 ABCDE 0.19
314 E 22.16 HIJK 6.85 HI 125.00 BCD 17.00 ABCDEF 74.73 ABCDE 0.18
331 BCDE 4250 CDEFGH 736 CDEFG 246.67 BC 20.93 AB 89.33 ABCDE 0.18
374 A 106.63 ABCD 8.06 BC 366.67 BC 19.93 ABCDE . 83.00 AB 0.31
423 DE 24.57 HIJK 6.73 EFGHI 165.00 BC 20.53° BCDEFG ' 68.06 BCDEF 0.16
425 BCDE  36.10 HIJK 6.86 B 448.33 BC 19.4 AB 85.80 F 0.07
434 B 63.13 A 8.66 BCDEF  283.33 A 30.40 ABCD 83.20 ABCD 0.25
451 CDE 27.16 ABCDEF 7.73 FGHI 160.00 BC 18.26 -~ ABCDEF 76.13 DEF 0.12
456 DE 23.09 FGHIJK 6.93 EFGHI 170.00 BC 17.66  ABCDEF  80.80 DEF 0.13
470 BCDE  45.69 KL 6.05 CDEFG  232.50 BC 18.73 ABCD 83.80 DEF 0.14
494 BCDE 38.62 ABCDEF 7.93 BCDEF  320.00 BC 19.26 GHI 62.50 DEF 0.14
495 A 101.77 CDEFGH  7.40 BCD 343.33 BCD 16.86 1 58.73 ABC 0.31
534 CDE 24.80 L 5.43 EFGHI 168.33 D 12.93 EFGHI 64.93 DEF 0.15
555 A 115.16 BCDEFG  7.60 A 625.00 BC 18.20 ABCDEF 7320 ABCDE 0.23
630 CDE 31.65 ABCDEF 7.92 CDEFG ' 208.33 BC 20.30 HI 60.50 ABCDE 0.18
758 CDE 25.12 HIJK 6.73 HI 125.00 CD 1646  ABCDEF 79.73 ABCDE 0.20
759 BCDE 43.25 CDEFGH 7.23 CDEFG  208.33 BC 19.86 DEFGHI  65.60 ABCDE 0.21
927 BCDE  41.50 ABCDE 8.00 GHI 145.00 BC 20.33 ABCDEF 8133 ABCD 0.25
932 BCDE 3326 DEFGHI 7.10. BCDEF  283.33 BC 21.06 ABCDEF 79.40 DEF 0.12
969 CDE 29.29 JK 6.63 . DEFGH 173.33 BC 1926 ABCDEF 81.60 ABCDE 0.17
971 BCDE 37.36 K 6.63 BCD 360.00 BC 18.800 BCDEFG 70.40 DEF 0.11
975 E 21.75 HIJK 6.83 CDEFG  270.00 BC 19.73 BCDEFG 68.73 EF 0.08
1006 BCDE 38.50 < CDEFGH  7.23 BCDE 333.33 B 21.60 ABCDEF 80.80 DEF 0.11
1007 CDE 27.00 GHIJK 6.9 EFGHI 170.00 BC 1920 ABCDEF 75.86 CDEF 0.15
1009 BCDE 43.43 = ABCDEF 7.95 BCDEF  321.67 BC 19.00 ABCDEF 77.46 DEF 0.13
1035 BCDE 40.16 ABCDEF 7.76 CDEFG 261.67 BC 20.46 ABCD 83.46 ABCDE 0.17
1040 BC 5592 ABCDEF 7.66 BCDEF 286.67 BC 21.06 ABC 85.00 ABCDE 0.19
1044 CDE 28.87 EFGHIJ 6.96 EFGHI 170.00 CDh 16.26 ABCDEF 72.40 ABCDE 0.17
1050 CDE 28.83 CDEFGH 746 CDEFG 245.00 BC 19.4 ABCDEF  73.00 DEF 0.11
1068 BCDE 4147 CDEFGH 7.23 BCDEF  313.33 BC 19.66 ~ ABCDEF 81.00 DEF 0.13
1087 BCD 53.97 AB 8.50 BCDE 335.00 BC 19.00 ABC 84.40 ABCDE 0.17
1088 BCDE 34.97 K 6.63 BCDEF  311.67 BC 18.13 CDEFGH 66.93 DEF 0.11
1089 CDE 32.00 JK 6.5 CDEFG  253.33 BC 19.86 FGHI 64.3 DEF 0.12
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Table 5. Combined analysis of grain yield and its components in Iranian Hordeum spontaneum genotypes under
normal and drought stress conditions

Sla e Sk
s MS
Sl s wlie —
L;ol)'l
SOV of sl el el J sl olages e Job s o,Skee Sy glis)
H t Numb f . Spik .. .
Izz‘;e; ngI;aie; © Biomass leﬁlg tfl Grain yield ~ Plant height
Ly 1 0.97" 65.07 1628466.78" 6.15 2258542 64919.48"
a slas 4 0.003 21.07 22302.11 2.39 215.80 31.70
sl 35 0.043" 38.04" 18402.53" 239" 1090.40"" 154.76"
Lot oisi 35 0.026 7.58 11059.93" 1.42"™ 542.61" 119.85"
b slbs 140 0.019 8.00 4085.15 0.57 183.21 67.73
CV ol gy 58.22 15.18 38.89 10.64 44.01 14.22

Qo0 K g gty Jleixl mhaw jo s g i g A

by bl Ll 50 ol pasililos 9> slaads) joons b))l Slio (re (Kues 4 j26 -F Jgu

Table 6. Correlation analysis in Iranian Hordeum spontaneum genotypes under normal condition

csls el g elas )| als JS olass oobegs alow Job
Harvest Index Plant height Number of grain Biomass Spike length
Plant height g glas )| -0.188
Number of ‘wls Js slaws -0.119 0.348"
grain
Biomass _less -0.078 0.523" 0.354°
Spike length sl Jsb 0.146 0.197 0.540" 0.077
Grain yield als s Slos 0.057 0.464" 0.526" 0.660" 0.499"

Aoy S g g Jleio ] mdaw (o )l pre ol ay e g

* and ** : Significant at 5 and 1% level of probability, respectively.
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Table 7. Correlation analysis in Iranian Hordeum spontaneum genotypes under drought stress condition

ke sl &g gl alo S olass olos alw Jsb
Harvest Index Plant height Number of grain Biomass Spike length
Plant height x4 gl 0.084
Number of grain «ls J5 slass -0.092 0.187
Biomass lege 0.024 0.754** 0.433%*
Spike length alow Job -0.293 0.259 0.289 0.426%*
Grain yield «ls s Sloe -0.049 0.371%* 0.607** 0.739* 0.354*

aoys S gy Jleil e jo s S ol 5 4y e g %

*and ** : Significant at 5 and 1% level of probability, respectively.

Ol peslilnl 52 slocaiss lp Sy @l bulps )0 o8 4 ol 5 )5, culpo —A Jgao

Table 8. Coefficient of stepwise regression under normal condition for Iranian Hordeum spontaneum genotypes

o juxite bycos B) bl las o bl oo
Variables Slope Standard error Standard slope F
Constant cui 1.71 9.043 0.190
Biomass _less 0.184" 0.036 0.660 5117
Spike lengthalos Jsb 429" 0.451 4.623 19.83"

Aoy Sy g i Jleinl mlaw jo s S ol 5 4y e g %

* and ** : Significant at 5 and 1% level of probability, respectively.

¥4


www.sid.ir

Ol p sl Sis Jamze sla i g5 Sl

Oyl pesliln s> slacaiss) lp (Sas it lulpd 10 o8 4 a8 (ygem 55 ol o =1 Jgu

Table 9. Coefficient of stepwise regression under drought stress condition for Iranian Hordeum spontaneum

genotypes
o juxite ®) e B) bl las o lasbiw] oo
Variables Slope Standard error Standard slope F
Constant ol -0.578 3.602 -0.160
Biomass _wlegm 0.294 0.046 0.739 6.40%*
Number of grain als |5 slass 0.933 0.302 0.353 3.08%*
Plant height 3, glis )| 0-.619 0.283 -0/335 -2.19%*

* and ** : Significant at 5 and 1% level of probability, respectively.
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