Ls"b) @j.c. > 5 Glag;Aﬂé@jjj

R Fnvironmental Stresses in Crop Sciences
<. 1FAA 350 P ow 0 lod (e 3198 >
Sy yro-yry
EaliCs, http://dx.doi.org/10.22077/escs.2019.1503.1338

A ,.m.é 9 ! o

G415 Po5 19w S5 30 (2loadion 9 <O eles 1wd S T 39 & bLIl owi
ST 5 Bl 50 T &l 9 8 ,Khes b

7 70 99 oo U e & Sty L e 2155 S gmunn T (5915 dazro I Siggmige crmradams (LT pai (5,31 Sle
@95 9 Ol «Olinios lojle ¢ g9tz plulF il (b wlie 5 (55,5LaS (bigal § Dl 35 50 (£l g ()5 pole Slidos a5 )
Wy 659laS
Dl oRiilo (63,9LiS 0uSiiils el 09,8 JLoliwl g oliwl lidls s 54 # g ¥ ¥
Qi o oBzils (65,5l oaslisls wlbls Mol 5 cely; 05,5 celyj (6,550 ¥
@5 5 Ohisel «Olinios lojls s, plul B Gl (ab wlie 5 (55,9laS Shjgel 5 Dlindios 510 (2L 5 2], pole Dliddios isu O
Sges «(559LES

VIR 1y 0y G )b QYT /o sl 4o &b

RV

tborlign (S 39e i oy £ 35 g (IS elge (e il Wl ST (o9 odazy e &y (S AT 4 oL Cuoglie
STy las glizl @ Shos p o G S o)y seliteds ol odazy sl oL 90 g wd) » Fio J9Sge
SBITol b I 50 0uid 5 (S ,S @ ygu0as i loT (SIS 055 gm0 (S 335 3 (o2 boarndi g 9 K3 5999 )90 (59l 5ud
Ol (sramb 2leo 9 (559l Ghjgel g wliiind 35 50 4c )50 30 WWAF 9 WWAY cclyj Sl 90 50 )55 duws o (Holad JolS
loneas (S1alg) @ g0 S o2 3T Cad)) (g aidy alo 5o 30 (5 kel @b Jgomo (5 )bl Jolds s (gl slowd s 2! (190
551 3 sl Jale lyicas prdle G5 ) (GRS 4l yo 50 laigy suoyo B) (bl by ali> o 33 (6 T alad g pords s
KGFS304 KGFS13 (KGFS17 KGFS5 MGS5 (KGFS27 ouumw KGS33 MGS2 KGS29 folis glails o5 ygus
@ils 0 ySloe (g)lo re sebar pidle (AT (T 5lim 3 Mk (ol G a5 310 (LIS gl el a5 I 50 (o058 Jole ey
G 995 10 0 Shos 51 a5 aBd g0 LIS Gud9i) 9 (il G San 10 Gl 1) JeSily y il olusd g 4l Hl5e 3
Lyl 55 KGFS5 i35 5 (ot it Jlo i 6kl sl 50 KGFS17 ol yad 4y Jloyi skl 3 padho 5 bl s ,sKGFS13
Jloyi Lol 50 a5 01 (Lad s 10 )90 Slhao (o (5 Kimunosd 31 ol gy lid 292 1o 1) ild 3 5ok (1 oS Wy (o
Cadlo y (a3 3 Sy Sglam o ,Khas I3T ooy (slome cadlus uid wuoyd (JoSily 50 4l ol iy i)l wiluo (Gid G9a)
ol SlEe (ol Glos gy £l ablu WS oy (ol (T Ll pd 53 g IS & &l 5 Shes Sguy Cutr 53 Wilgi o0
wile (Sis &y Cangliin 1,500 Goaser & axgi S Hebar wdls o Gli2l g 0,las b 1) (Simod o iy S 1 9131
sl ool (2935 (500 T (o glgizmn aig) Culup) (S Solg 5ud loas Ll

Jud9 5 (1S g5 y9m 2B Slod 3T yulg y isbelS’ slo0ls

doddo
Khan etal.,) sgi co wgume Lis alS Sladgs calize 6l yeiaS el il lez sanld s o Sas s
Olseas Sas a5 (2010, Farshadfar et al., 2011 Olgeas O 0508 5 ilaxlye Sis IS Lol
Cnl Lué I&Lo) B uYaM G902 o L51..@‘ '.iw.a LSLDM 3 L u)Lm} 399 9 ;'a..m u,....u QJ)JGL‘:‘

Azari_Ali2003@yah00.com : g xS o 0l pas (6,31 e o5l 00 55%



VWAA 5l Y als el psle o ame sla i

\Ald

o Hle 6,50 Gis o (Prasad et al., 2008) .5’
G5 9 P55 s sy Sy Al pe )0 (KA wpad S
Lol W oo 3, Shee GhalS 4y joie (cal al> yo 50 Lawgite
aliwl 4 g 0ogs ol ot Ol B pae SIS al3IL zals
Gz pl (Khalili et al., 2008) o, o5 (solas!
Ol slizl g ails oSles (o 25 1 gy Baaly
Lyl g ploedon 5 S3elsd)50 «Seigl b slacS s
Slails p55 590 slaceaisis o Ol slizl 5 9,Skee L lag ]

s plos

o sogy 9 Sl
ac,30 5,0 WWAF g 1YY Jlo leasl 5 )l 5o iolosl o]
b @lie 5 55,5lsS Sojgel 5 Dlinhow 35 50 Sl
9 4k OV 5 azx o VY oLl (p0) o9 lol5
Lo b 5l elis,l g 435 OA 5 az )0 0 LSl Jsb
oo it Juime dilaie weldl .y3,5 bl (e VTAY
bl o el el o Lo VEY willes Syl 5eSilie
2,0 Woa SBoles onm) 5l m oot
Vo) il psSiom lacais) 28,5 bl ol 5 il
i KGS33 MGS2 KGS29 el (cuisis
3 KGFS13 KGFS17 KGFS5 MGS5 KGFS27
b )l @ (25 Glide zslans (e o KGFS30
) al> o 55 6kl @l (G (5 (g 3l ool L
alad 5 (gl ©y0a Sy on 3T Cay Al je) (cas,
Aoy dig do,0 O00) il 0l al> ey g Lol
Wardlaw and Willenbri) o35 1,8 (aal5 el
dgam 558 oy Jloyi gl
255 sSa e PYB - 090 iee nl @dle 2 (25 Lo

D90 50 ccaxSayie Voo e

Dy S 40 CaSo e B0 a0l i s
KGFS17  KGFS27 (KGFS30 slacwsys
HeiS 3 o eadpll sla S 5| KGFS5 (KGFS13
boaisy ol ilioe Olnl 55 55,50 Dol asbi 5l s
slcwisss "\""“’L‘cs" &l adsle—gl wlo sy o3>
9 5)50 6[{00&53 )é ‘5».:))3» 0)5).: )‘ KGSZg 9 KGS33
0y PSS A TS )0 €psS o SIS S 0 slo s
SSE Jb 50 s 5 5599 Sloss 50 (o) 2 590
m oY s il (6 e 45 Al oo dgds )0 €55 g
Jbo 52 085 (nl oo 03, Wlodgen 1) SAIGS lo

@ Siad iS4 olls cwgli. (Farooq etal., 2009)
59 G5 sl o Bl S o ey e
9 08 » P pleerdsn 9 (Soidn b Glaona g4
RS ORI PN VS LI O
HUI-Ping et ) o, oo Hla 4 (5,550 LS 0 Sas
.@l., 2012

St SiS e g SAS (g 0 4l wd) pS g
)3 GLales S s wy lesil dolye o ol i 5l
Prasad et al., ) o s o Slae o OISl a5 0.5 o
5Skes ;o waie b Tae slacusgame 3l 25T (2008
sloged bt b sl Glails p55 55 Jpame
Codgaze el Sl Mol el il g (55,5laS
b o dake bl codylb b 4 ol nl o 5 Slee
Gambin and Borras, ) ¢l Gglite Jgame a5 ,>
Olas o gme  (Siod 5550 ;0 Sledlbl (2007
Gl 1y sl Sl Bl (Mol aslip G 9,8 S
et Slio b wollae slaceis; CLl Jluol g9.o90
(Alietal., 2009) wiS oo w21, lojan jsbas | olysds o
ool a5 ols las s Lo als 039 9 JoSsl culis b
YL o Slee b slocasg puiins Sl 6l Slao
Aruna and Audilakshm, ) & s cwlul (285 055 g
e 9 0992 s 4 wly (Sho JsSL Job (2008
a)ls JoSaby yo awils slawy 5 ol o,Sles [0 (Slodes
aS ol 58 6,508 a5 o (Abbad et al., 2004)
& hos 3 oot B o axly o JoSily sl
Sl g e ie ,o dils olaws 5 b 5l YL ails o Shee
.(Van Oosterom and Hammer, 2008)

5o aly olaws  Sas i 4 Woged lo o Kiegh
u=els .(Sinclair et al., 1990) vas o Lzals 1, sk
SLedlos S 5l 15 (St (5 Cot s gm0 ,Shes
FSsS s ojlail (g sdi o0 bgrpe ails slaxi alS 4
S35 5l oy (K25 25 55 5, Shae (alS Jpis
EBroye o JsSal olass (Eastin et al., 1983) <ol
& S Sl K 38 oo I sk 5 b s
2930 Jos 4y (655l oSy S 5l a5 wily g
595 V0 dga Alls (Al 48 Al e (Sl 05 g
G5 b agzlye oS sl (2l 0Ll B (eals ) S
Syl ails o Slae 4y 1) &)l o iiin 090 ol jo (S



yyy 5 g Glacadn )0 olerdisn 5 Soids b sla Sy (B BLIl gy ) 5 0L] i 63

Jsaz 5o ol lizl g o Sles oSy uilly 4328 @l
@ o Sl cpl () Jgoz) cl oals 00 ,5] S
5 00,0 S Jiol mhaw jo JoSily o ails slass Cas
Jlirl maw ;0 Sajelsm o See 5 ails o Slos Slio
039 9 Sadloy pala Sl WS s e oo iy
P51 5 ol 5 5 Jlor Mt 51 3525 o sne s
adllaes 50 Slacais S50 o sne 398 Sl | Suzee
S Jlis gl s als a5 4l 5,Shee b
5 ok 5 s Gl Ssgla 3 Khas L85 5 2
oL o gine Dsls weys gy Jloiol mhae s JsSk
Lsols

5 oloy pasly il sy 5 @l G blie |
Sl g ol s pe o 0 G ol e (o asls o Sles
o5 g Jlo o Bl Slog o gme Sl cnl Slie i
2 Sl 3 Shee 5 s e (9 Sl el g o
rhw o als o Slee il 5 voye S sl mlaw
St olae s il g o e do s my Jlisd
0,55l e

95 5 @ O ol Sl S oSl Al
KGFS30 slacuisss cils i 55 ,aislas s co oylis
g ails 5o 59 cnyien Jloy s)lel Ll ;s MGS5
i (nyeS sl ol (85 bylp 50 KGFS2T (o
ol il e 39 00,8 o alaxde 4 diF ylen il |
S 5o bawgie ol 15 g Sy ulyd 5o sl
Lyl s 0 KGS29 Csgis el asla lasslog oyliee
bwgie (25 Ll j0 KGFS13 ol oo 4 Jloyi o)L
e ol o bl 50 KGFSS iy 5 olsee (o2 i
eigy Al o Slas Sl og s 1) (lie S
s & Jloy 5)lul 5 brosie 5 Ll ,5KGFS13
Iy ails o Shee o oo Jboy s kol Ll oKGFS17
wad ol ws lls 0 KGFSS Csgy g ansb
(Y Jgaz) og o 1y asls o Slee oyl 500 o yieS

5o als slaws rals 5l Lol o Sles GalS &dlg s
Sl il 0 Shee sli2l Glyear ails e (359 5 JsSSL
shls a5 KGFS13 (545 (Maman et al., 2004)
VL als 5 ,Shas s sl oYL Syjelsm o Slas
o g sy o ol 15 a8 Wiledged )l3S iizee gy 3
RIS el a5 ams e 2805 |, Al jriags

) L 5 08, (B ol g el oo B yee \YVF
el Sz g Jaime 0,5 3ble jo cuiS cenlin g ol
Sl LB o oaio B slas S O jgods il
ol i il zabans i Lol 1S5 4w s dolas LalS
Slals poF jgm alide Slacaies 5 Slol Jolo plsrea
b Jolo )5 e mal ad 5l s o8 Jale plgreay
9 ol o bl aloll g e ik Job 4 >
@35, (59, baig aold g ey VT O S 2 colus
JRCIK SIS PRSIV UL IC N L SNCONT I ROy
et gly s a8 T A s eSS Lt S jslne oS
(yoye *IV) (Job yio oud &35 52 5l alo 5 Shoe (613>
39 «JoSasly ails olass ¢ JoSily slass caigy olaay g s
Ot Slp N0 T s m e e Ho alls slawd wls e
o ey el 5 Suigden o Sles g ails 3 Shes
B R e I e e
O SES Gl ey g 0 plosil Slls e te s mha
e 4y )T il 4z 0 VY sles 1o o asse5 (gl jo JulS
welw YY
O 9 05 el el 0 Shes g (g ladiges S
5 0,5 ie8 g laz eails 5 ool 0dussS Cawd b ladigal
5 Oddan adsis)ls D Lg)ls @ Ldg)lS (slyime
o &5 O e sads il ez Sp sy, p Shaen S
S iged (5 Jlosl 5l Gy 59, FO) (2alS al> e
a8 do,o (ArNoN, 1949) wiss (s ,Sejlail wisg oo
oSy 0y oI 18 g a8l oy 9 B 5l g 5 A8l
(PAL-3-Atago) Joo jegS 3, olliws abewgas ol ;)
chle e (Ramulu and Rao, 2003) o sl 8
o 595 YO) (2alS al> o 5l ey Jlone slajaing S
285 plonil S y9al g J13 ) 5l eolinnl L (25 Jlesel |l
B9% Al po 40 55 0031 g s mSo5lail (Schlgel, 1956)
(Bates etal., 1973) cé 5 alos! o o, 5l eolaiw! b
el 5w o] szl g 0 Shee 4 by yo sloosls
Sheslinal b (2l oga3D) Lagilyly (315350 (a5l
85 18 oS e g ool byl 4555 5,50 SAS I3l 5
Jlzsl mhaws ;5 LSD ygmj] 5l onliiul b baools o Sils
O ool (Sven culyo W0 S anlic woys iy
ool b 25 5 Jloy lyld o asllaesyge Slio
A dlee VY a5es SPSS 13816 43



VWAA 5l Y als el psle o ame sla i

YYA

5 bwsie ol 25 sbayles 55 JsSsl o als slass

Jossl o ails ol as oy lad sald 4 Cond 2yl

su»Lc}u (A“ et al., 2009) Q}MLSA &l D)SJA.C 9 U“L°9""
Ly o o plie Bl Bl sl el 5 )kre

Wlo e y3g (s (i A B el (1S (y9) o

(FAY-IFAF) (Glails 055 som slocaisi) o Kb Ty 5 0,%hos 3 (o G 1 3o uill 325 b ) Jgor
Table 1. Combined analysis of variance of water stress effect on yield and its component in grain sorghum genotypes
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Year (Y) Jw 1 186953 ™ 5024" 0.0059™ 11043457 3956940"
Replication x Y JLox s 4 82843 110.2 0.0079 39073289 2109121
Water stress (S) & ows 2 137801™ 490" 0.027"™ 351168418 26291981"
Y xS Slowix Jw 2 2301m 64.3m 0.005"™ 27664900 1211342"
Error (a) Al gls 8 9194 84.2 0.021 67186589 489619
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Cv% (L) &)y g 44 11.6 42 16.3 25
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" *and **: Non-significant and significant at 5% and 1% levels respectively

Y oz o o Gi bl g Jloy daulpd 50 axdllaes e
Cudo g o 0dbline a5 WS len al 0ol 63l
0l « So5elem o Sles wig gl )| Slas b ails o Slas
Sl Jobo s 3o 55 o JsSly o als olass coads
Cote (St S 1 0 (o Glyime 5 slaijy,) ulan
285 slod «BIiX) a8l 0i8 oo o Slas b g jlo sas
Sl 5 Jobo st (U <) (S Colon
DL st 5 e (SKinras o Jsbe (sloaung, 5
Gl (Ko addllaesyge Slav ady L5 ol
(Y Jouz) 20,55 alamdle
039 «JgSl yo ails slas o (VL s (Sen
S 39 melS el ool samlive olgd 0 Sdas g als lia
A5 JUl & bgype ol 25 llyd o lacass albs
SO il ol ale e 1) sl als 4 ol umg S
Selaiudplio Bpae lp wad SoB) b plojes 55 9
el jarls pgas o (Bdulki et al., 2007)
oauponlis aslh ol ez a5 wiles ST 515 i
O VL polie coenl goladl o Sloe jo (St Jumslis

BV 51 So ]y Al (59 Rl e ) can
0,50 yualS b g dils 4y 0alslg 00,9, 0l ylie ralS
o (Khalili et al., 2008) ailes,S Lo als ol
Sy 0l (hals @b sl ails (ol p al> e o Sis
«(Gan and Amasino, 1997; Galle et al., 2010)
«Brevedan and Egli, 2003) Lss s clile  zals
Uels «Liang et al.,, 2002) slaijy, coloaa uals
5 (Rodriguez et al., 2007) Jol=o sloopuisgn cdale
5 (Yang and Zang, 2006) jiiugs s e sialS Ll
3Jg ol «Martinez et al., 2003) oS s (6 5 &0 s
Oy &l oo oo )13 50 Co | ails o Slae 5 yulogas
Ceoglin puiored g idd Jlagl Hlojow ¢ aday O lus
38 (Sws o)ls 18 ol jo olS a5 gl al> e 5 oLS
(Thomas Robertson et al., 2004)

&L&aodhv;rw" - w/)aa‘_,’.w)).!
(sl Sleogar (Fp m oedle (Sws o
slals 055 s Glocuisis leendsn 5 (Sils s



yva 5 g Glacadn )0 olerdisn 5 Soids b sla Sy (B BLIl gy ) 5 0L] i 63

(Sglem 0, 8es b glaije, Colan (So3elg 58 el
Sosias g Code (S alls Gl 59 9 wils o Slae
cild) Sopslcolan ( ogl8 sles Clas b g ols las
aid a0 g Jeloee Slianeg: S Glgiome sk slid (Ss:
Jeaz) ol glas Jlo pxe 5 s M Brix) sl
Slacaiss) 10 35 OYols g 5,85 g Comdg 4 4>y
Syl sos o5 5 oetly 4y 5 5L (514535, Solan
u.:‘ ‘u..\.um ).:Lw hmy 9 Sl )Lb..u‘ 0)54’ cl..t.f @yls

(Mutava, 2012) 55 5 o0 036 g4d90

Vi o Slas wlgi oo cuisiy o 5o Jloy )bl Lty o
Richards ) asb axils of oo @ 3 1, ol Lo sl o
(et al., 2002
ey el ) oy olaws Slio b 35 Sujslsm o ,Slos
Sy o Ol Glyime g laigg; Colaa ils a5
Colas (o9l slos Slao b g o gme g Cudis  (Sisan
5 e (S oo lid (G i) So sl
(SPAD) Kijew asls (F Joaz) ol olas o e
Jsb 5 laizs, calan b Ldg IS (slgizms b Ll ol o
NV Jguz) Cuils o 5 St (SKharor JoS5L

S10 095 gm0 3 ,Shas (T3l 9 0, has p caisif 9 2 i Tabw 1 (aSilho dunyliio .Y Jgur
Table 2. Mean comparison of the effect of different level of water stress and genotypes on yield and its components in

grain sorghum

) w1 4l (39 41 8 ySlos 3 yoe bl el
I w¥5  1000seed weight <12 22Y  Grain yield O S i g5
Water stress genotypes (gn) Harvest Index (Kg/ha) Mean yield reduction of genotype %

518 KGS29 48.4 @d 0.352 3664 bc 48
S1 MGS2 43.6 49 0.15 b 1609 &h 15
S1 KGS33 40.5 0.19 b-e 2266 ¢ 39
S1 Sepideh 426 0.19 be 2244 df 26
s1 KGFS27 25.21 0.19 b 2405 °f 21
S1 MGS5 50.6 2 0.16 bf 2644 ¢ 39
S1 KGFS5 451 cf 0.13¢f 2704 c 28
S1 KGFS17 43.3¢N 0.21 bd 4748 2 57
s1 KGFS13 49 ac 0.18 bf 4683 ® 16
S1 KGFS30 53.2¢@ 0.12 of 2815¢¢ 34
S2 KGS29 37.81 0.14 of 1622 &h -
S2 MGS2 40.5 0.19 be 1828 &h -
S2 KGS33 39.2 ¢ 0.07 ¢ 922 9" -
S2 Sepideh 41 % 0.17 of 1314 th -
S2 KGFS27 23.31 0.28 2643 of -
S2 MGS5 40.6 0.09 ¢f 1239 fh -
S2 KGFS5 39.6 91 0.05f 690" -
S2 KGFS17 40.4 ™ 0.2b= 2006 4-¢ -
S2 KGFS13 38.6 i 0.19 be 2622 c¢ -
S2 KGFS30 43.7 49 0.09 ¢f 1682 ¢h -
S3 KGS29 42,9 0.21 b 2187 49 -
S3 MGS2 411" 0.22 a¢ 1966 o -
S3 KGS33 40.5 0.15 b-f 1856 ¢h -
S3 Sepideh 38.6 N 0.17 b 1985 a9 -
S3 KGFS27 231 0.08 ¢f 1177 -
S3 MGS5 43.3¢h 0.15 b 2010 d¢ -
S3 KGFS5 49.4 a¢ 0.19 b 3203 ¢e -
S3 KGFS17 432 0.11¢f 2124 99 -
S3 KGFS13 48.2 b 0.352 52722 -
S3 KGFS30 37.91 0.15 b-f 2052 49 -

5503 0 el j0 (5 ,I5 cme gl LSD (50T bl aiil co 5 i By S JBlas gl)ls a8 Jule o gly g g ,o 50 o Sile
sialy Al o 55 Lol adad = S3 ¢ iy, Al ye o 5 kel adad = S2 ¢ Jglaze (5 Ll = S13
Means in each column and each factor, followed by at least one letter in common are not significantly different at the 5%
probability LSD Test.
§S1=Normal Irrigation, S2=Irrigation cut off in vegetative stage, S3= Irrigation cut off in generative stage.
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Table 3. Correlation coefficient among agronomical, physiological and biochemical traits in different grain sorghum

genotypes.
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
S ySlos S ySlos BULINSY) als olaxs  glas )l Slawy Job
N S P N S X NI Y P T
Water Grain  Biological 1000 seeds <l y geeds per Plant Leaf Panicle S
condition®  vyield yield weight HI panicle  height number lenght (SPAD)
1 C 1
WD 1
2 Cc 0.67** 1
WD 0.46* 1
3 C 0.45** 0.47** 11
WD 0.38 0.38 11
4 Cc 0.59** -0.13 0.08 1
WD 0.7** -0.23 0.07 1
5 C 0.49** 0.2 -0.4* 0.47* 1
WD 0.45* 0.01 -0.5* 0.55* 1
6 C 0.71** 0.57** 0.0006 0.39*  0.62** 1
WD 0.66** 0.33 -0.11 0.53*  0.56** 1
7 C 0.34 0.69** 0.0000 -0.26 0.4* 0.47** 1
WD 0.27 0.66** -0.16 -0.24 0.35 0.26 1
8 C 0.38* -0.08 0.14 0.61** 0.15 0.41*  -0.38* 1
WD 0.3 -0.19 0.19 0.62** 0.08 0.53* -0.4 1
9 C 0.15 0.06 0.26 0.26 -0.07 0.09 -0.25 0.38* 1
WD 0.18 0.003 0.33 0.3 -0.2 0.15 -0.35 0.53* 1

* and **: Significant at the 5 and 1 percent probability levels, respectively
§ C: Control; WD: water deficiency
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Table 3. Continued

awlol .Y Jous

10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19
Colun
<olun & ao )y
. : " I lgimo  (Slgimo &lgio
_ Sleiey el ls Jobw glic , o X i i o
Sl Walrb stomata  Canopy Cell ST Sl JglS Mgl oy, ST 2
Water  conduct- Temperat- membrane <» <! a b Caroten- Carbohy- —o#on 48w
condition® ance ure EC RWC Chla  Chlb oid drates Proline  Brix
10 C 1
WD 1
11 C -0.62** 1
WD -0.2 1
12 C -0.68** 0.78** 1
WD -0.37 0.47* 1
13 C 0.59** -0.52** -0.5** 1
WD -0.2 -0.2 -0.12 1
14 C 0.24 -0.27 -0.3 0.26 1
WD 0.18 -0.25 -0.21 0.16 1
15 C 0.28 -0.17 -0.2 0.2 0.46** 1
WD 0.24 -0.12 -0.17 -0.14  0.87** 1
16 C -0.26 0.23 0.12 0.15 0.6** 0.29 1
WD -0.18 0.15 0.01 0.28 0.72** 0.49* 1
17 C -0.44** 0.27 0.3 -0.17 -0.07 -0.19 0.34 1
WD -0.44 0.06 0.1 0.14 0.03 -0.14 0.5* 1
18 C -0.17 0.09 -0.08 -0.15 -0.14 -0.3 -0.16 0.08 1
WD 0.03 -0.11 -0.47* 0.07 -0.09 -0.1 -0.19 -0.01 1
19 C 0.28 0.06 0.42* -0.22 0.05 -0.16 0.25 0.28 -0.22 1
WD -0.31 0.07 0.35 -0.1 0.14 -0.03 0.28 0.28 0.01 1
Table 3. Continued wlol.Y Jous
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
3 Slos S ySlos BLIRST ailo slaxy Job
Sl lulys e e b T gl eyl Spolas ey O
Water Grain Biological 1000 bty seeds per Plant Leaf Panicle Sy
condition§ yield yield seeds w HI panicle height number  length  (SPAD)
10 C 0.5** 0.5** 0.69** 0.2 -0.1 0.35 -0.01 0.3 0.4*
WD 0.29 0.18 0.6** 0.2 -0.4 0.16 -0.29 0.44 0.5*
11 C -0.5** -0.6** -0.5** -0.05 -0.1 -0.3 -0.4* 0.2 -0.3
WD -0.3 -0.55* -0.44* 0.04 -0.04 0.07 -0.5* 0.37 0.02
12 C -0.4* -0.6** -0.5** 0.02 -0.03 -0.3 -0.3 0.02 -0.2
WD -0.2 -0.5* -0.49* 0.17 0.25 0.02 -0.29 0.14 0.25
13 C 0.5** 0.6** 0.18 0.03 0.4* 0.5** 0.5** 0.01 0.3
WD 0.26 0.51* -0.04 -0.05 0.27 0.41 0.5* -0.03 0.19
14 C 0.14 0.2 0.23 -0.1 0.02 0.02 -0.03 0.1 0.2
WD 0.08 0.24 0.29 -0.09 -0.11 -0.15 -0.07 0.05 0.19
15 C 0.1 0.04 0.26 0.1 0.06 -0.1 -0.2 0.1 0.4*
WD 0.09 -0.04 0.24 0.16 -0.05 -0.12 -0.35 0.19 0.23
16 C -0.18 -0.1 -0.35 -0.1 0.1 -0.1 -0.02 -0.04 -0.1
WD -0.15 0.04 -0.21 -0.18 0.07 -0.16 0.06 -0.05 -0.1
17 C -0.4* -0.2 -0.29 -0.3 -0.1 -0.5** -0.02 -0.4* -0.4*
WD -0.35 -0.13 -0.45* -0.3 0.14 -0.4 0.21 -0.52*  -0.34
18 C -0.3 0.07 0.11 -0.4* -0.4* -0.2 0.07 -0.2 -0.3
WD -0.3 0.12 0.31 -0.37 -0.35 -0.22 -0.03 -0.16 -0.15
19 C -0.6** -0.2 -0.34 -0.6** -0.1 -0.4* 0.06 -0.4* -0.2
WD -0.7** -0.16 -0.37 -0.56* -0.1 -0.4 -0.05 -0.34 -0.15

*and **: Significant at the 5 and 1 percent probability levels, respectively

§ C: Control; WD: water defi

ciency
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