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Table 1. Some soil physico-chemical properties of experimental site at 60 cm

depth

EC (dS.m™) e g oot s Syl cglas 1
pH glal JS anaal 7.74
Saturation percentage glil asyo 60
Clay (%) (1) oy 22y 40
Silt (%) (1) s 2oy 42
Sand (%) (1) o Aoy 18
TNV (%) () osigds o5 Slgo 20
Total N (%) (1) IS &350 0.12
OC (%) ) I oS 1.26
Paa (Mg.kg™) (5hS 2 oS ko) i BB i 215
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Figure 1. Average temperature and rainfall during the growing season in two studying years.

.(Najafian et al., 2008; Rahimi and Gholami, 2004 | wladl) o)y 3550 ] Gl 519 o5 2 ¥ Jsuo

Table 2. Some properties of experimental wheat cultivar (from Najafian et al., 2008; Rahimi and Gholami,
2004).

Cultivar o3, pb YR DR PL

Alborz 3! 1979 Semi Resistant Hexaploid
Omid Sl 1957 Sengitive Hexaploid
Azar N 1957 Resistant Hexaploid
Bahar ke 2008 Unknown Hexaploid
Star ! 1996 Unknown Hexaploid
Behrang ey 2001 Unknown Tetraploid
Pishtaz Sl 2003 Resistant Hexaploid
Chamran ol 1998 Resistant Hexaploid
Dabira (JovS Unknown Unknown Hexaploid
Derakhshan olas o 1970 Resistant Hexaploid
Roshan 9, 1959 Semi Resistant Hexaploid
Zagros oSN Unknown Unknown Hexaploid
Zarin O 1996 Sensitive Hexaploid
Sardari Sl s 1940 Resistant Hexaploid
Souraplata B g Unknown Unknown Tetraploid
Sistan Jj oo 2007 Unknown Hexaploid
Shah pasand Sy ol 1943 Sensitive Hexaploid
Shiraz Sy 2003 Resistant Hexaploid
Shiroudi (599 s 1998 Resistant Hexaploid
Falat oM 1991 Semi Resistant Hexaploid
Ghods b 1990 Sensitive Hexaploid
Kaveh osls 1981 Unknown Hexaploid
Kargj s 1974 Unknown Hexaploid
Karkheh as S 2004 Resistant Tetraploid
Kavir S 1998 Resistant Hexaploid
Gaspard Ry{Fowiiy 1995 Unknown Hexaploid
Marvdasht g e 2000 Unknown Hexaploid
Niknejad ol S 1996 Unknown Hexaploid
Vreenak Sko pg Unknown Unknown Hexaploid
Y avarous o9,lsb 1997 Resistant Tetraploid

YR: Year released, DR: Drought resistance, PL: Ploidy level
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Table 3. Estimates of stress tolerance of wheat cultivar based on mean yield of two years under non-stress

and post anthesis drought stress condition

Cultivar o, YP YS YS STI GMP  SSI MP  TOL
Alborz 50 59497 18611 031 027 33276 126 390.54 408.87
Omid ol 47492 36159 076 041 41440 044 41825 11334
Azar »1 66603 31636 047 051 459.03 096 49120 349.67
Bahar e 84304 36103 043 073 55169 105 602.04 48201
Star sl 58103 17796 031 025 32156 127 379.50 403.07
Behrang Sixe 71340 33942 048 058 49208 096 52641 373.98
Pishtaz jkin 63810 27091 042 042 41577 105 45450 367.20
Chamran o> 58067 37726 065 053 46804 064 47897 20341
Dabira s 699.64 35183 050 059 49614 091 52573 347.82
Derakhshan olas,s 84935 24837  0.29 051 45929 1.30 54886 600.99
Roshan o, 59451 23231 039 033 37163 112 41341 36221
Zagros w5 52325 30361 058 038 39857 077 41343 219.65
Zarin oy 79668 33927 043 065 51989 105 567.98 457.41
Sardari Sl 66124 32647 049 052 46462 093 49385 334.77
Souraplata bl,se 36770 14970 041 013 23462 109 25870 218.00
Sistan o 76864 31406 041 058 49132 1.08 541.35 45458
Shahpasand i, ol 45238 22829 050 025 32136 091 34034 224.09
Shiraz Jes 79236 260.03 033 049 45391 123 52619 53233
Shiroudi so9-s 87383 35168  0.40 074 55436 109 61276 52215
Falat oM 64990 35863 055 056 48277 082 504.26 291.28
Ghods o 709.80 29973 042 051 46124 106 504.76 410.08
Kaveh o5 611.05 37426 061 055 47821 071 49265 236.80
Karg zS 60682 31271 052 046 43562 089 45077 294.11
Karkheh &S 67156 26437 0.39 043 42135 111 467.96 407.20
Kavir 25 78852 39048 050 074 55489 092 58950 398.04
Gaspard S5 642.88 30832 048 048 44521 095 47560 334.56
Marvdasht cubsge 74864 29737 040 053 47183 110 523.00 451.27
Niknejad Jy S 699.90 34671 050 058 49261 092 52331 353.19
Vreenak Slpy 37265 12169 033 011 21295 123 24717 250.96
Yavarous oot 38636 21651 056 020 28923 0.80 30144 169.85
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Table 4. Correlation coefficients between drought tolerance indices and wheat cultivar grain yield under stress

and normal irrigation

YP YS 'E STI GMP  SS MP
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Ysl sSles oyl stz <031 0.60°

STI S5 4 Jes eslz 087 0887 0.16™

GMP o o (Sike 0877 0907 019® 099

Ssi G5 & Cemles eslz 031 -0607  -1007  -0.16™ -0.19™

MP G Ske 0957 0797 -000® 097 098  -0.00®

TOL Jo eslz 0867 006" -0747 0507 0497 0739° 066

aoye ) sl maw jo sl pxe Sl gl s Sl seag pae Kilis s 5 4** ns
ns, and**: Not-significant, significant at 1% levels of probability, respectively
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Table5. Mean comparison of Biological yield, grain yield, harvest index, number of grain/spike and 1000 grain
weight wheat cultivar in normal irrigation and cut off irrigation at flowering

o Slae ) ol 5o ails olass ) o
g als o, Sles il L als e o3
Biological Grainyield Harvest grains per 1000 grain
yield (g.m?) (g.m? index (%) ear weight (g)
cultivar ) = )k = skl )kl o5 ol = sk
S 0] e O © (1) S 0 (S 0]
Alborz ;) 8556 16198 186.1 5949 245 367 313 34.8 50.1 75.3
Omid ol 13043 1300.1 3615 4749 281 379 209 224 253 43.0
Azar B 1106.2 14390 3163 6660 304 463 285 419 5.2 30.0
Bahar Lk 10199 17982 361.0 8430 359 469 271 39.6 252 39.0
Star Sl 6131 13640 1779 5810 292 443 150 305 252 75.4
Behrang Singe 1061.0 1695.6 3394 7134 324 426 374 473 51 50.2
Pishtaz ke 8878 14916 2709 6381 308 430 324 34.1 17.0 50.3
Chamran o> 13764 14717 3772 5806 300 395 313 33.0 75.1 50.2
Dabira s 11365 16734 3518 6996 320 420 287 40.7 75.2 50.2
Derakhshan . l:s,s 799.6 17453 2483 8493 317 487 229 52.9 251 25.2
Roshan oy, 8588 14276 2323 5945 27.0 418 274 34.3 18.0 253
Zagros oS, 11076 1490.7 303.6 5232 274 351 201 26.2 75.2 50.3
Zarin oy 10917 17559 3392 7966 313 454 394 52.7 251 25.3
Sardari sl 9636 16374 3264 6612 340 404 263 29.8 75.2 75.3
Souraplata LMW 11643 12522 149.7 367.7 129 30.2 9.9 25.9 253 33.0
Sistan St 10234 16883 3140 7686 306 455 223 331 50.2 254
Shah oy 8988 12428 2282 4523 264 363 29.2 39.3 75.1 30.0
Shiraz s 7358 16548 2600 7923 354 478 253 48.8 50.1 50.3
Shiroudi sog s 11472 19059 351.6 8738 310 458 355 50.2 50.1 33.0
Falat oy 1090.6 13821 3586 6499 335 471 247 42.9 75.2 25.2
Ghods w3 8964 16267 299.7 7098 333 436 356 57.7 25.1 25.0
Kaveh ool 1211.3 13903 3742 611.0 31.0 439 381 394 50.2 25.3
Karg zs 11579 1660.6 3127 6068 270 370 26.6 385 00.2 50.2
Karkheh as,s 10120 1576.0 2643 6715 298 426 213 325 25.2 254
Kavir »ys 11100 1647.0 3904 7885 353 480 341 40.6 25.2 75.3
Gaspard Ll 8291 14241 3083 6428 372 451 344 50.4 25.2 50.2
Marvdasht sy 8637 16272 2973 7486 345 459 336 492 18.0 30.0
Niknejad oy s 9675 1640.7 3467 6999 360 426 256 40.9 75.2 75.3
Vreenak Sk, 13889 11861 1216 3726 93 323 120 28.6 251 24.0
Y avarous sl 12236 11938 2165 3863 199 329 220 20.7 25.2 50.4
LD 2053 2213 184 487 7.3 5.0 10 0.9 0.001 0.001

S: Stress; |: Irrigation
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Fig. 2. Biplot display tolerance and sensitivity to drought in wheat indicator s based
on thefirst and second principal components.
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Table 6. Vectorsand eigen valuesfor the six indicator s of sensitivity and drought tolerancein wheat cultivar.

Eigen Variance

Component YS YP YS STI GMP SSi MP TOL
value (%)
1 87.3 60.9 027 042 001 045 045 -001 045 0.29
2 3.1 385 033 -019 057 0.08 009 -057 -001 -044
J.usb Jdo @ Wlgh oo £9050 ol 45 W0 )5 o s o3 0097 L § O ySloc
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Table 3. Correlation coefficients between yield and yield component under stress and normal

irrigation
Slao
Treatment e . GY HI GN
Traits
Irrigation A% GY 0.26™
termination Sk HI -0.43° 0.74"
GN -0.09™ 0.61" 062"
GW 0.25" 0.01™ -0.20™ -0.66 "
Normal &b GY 0.90"
Irrigation s HI 061" 0.88"
GN 0.61" 0.73" 0.70"
GW -0.06™ -0.06™ -0.04"™ -0.60"

sails 8,Skee GY 59l o, 5kee BY ooV 50 Jlaxs v ;o 5l s Sl g o s Sl ogzg pae Sl i &% *ns

als e 59 GW e D o ails olaws OGN sesls p el HI

ns, * and**: Not-significant, significant at 5% and 1% levels of probability, respectively.
BY: Biologica yield, GY: Grain yield, HI: Harvest index, GN: Number of grain per ear, GW: 1000 grain

weight
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