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Environmental Stresses in Crop Sciences
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Table 1. Name and growth type of wheat genotypes
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Genotype  Genotype Growth Genotype Genotype Growth Genotype  Genotype Growth
No. Name Type No. Name Type No. Name Type

) Shiroodi Spring \Ai Bahar Spring Yy Karkheh Facultative
Y Aria Spring VO Darab Facultative YA Kargj2 Facultative
Y Darya Facultative \# Kavir Spring Y4 Roshan Facultative
¥ Germezak  Spring \Y MS18-14  Facultative Y- Sholeh Facultative
I Niknegjad Spring YA Arta Facultative ! Arvand Spring
14 Atilad Spring 4 Verinak Facultative vy Chanab Facultative
\ Akbari Spring Y- Azadi Spring Yy Hirmand Spring
A Ghods Facultative T Yavarous  Spring vf Alborz Spring
q Sepahan Facultative Yy Marvdasht ~ Spring Yo Falat Spring
\. Atila50 Spring Ty Mahdavi Facultative \ve Maroon Facultative
1 Sistan Spring YY Chamran Spring A% Golestan Facultative
\Y Moghanl  Facultative YO Tabas Spring YA Tajan Spring
VY Karg3 Spring \i4 LineA Facultative Y Sorkhtokhm  Facultative

ob-o ks FaCUItative « L. :Spring

Tab. 2. Physico-chemical properties of experiment soil
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Soil moisture  Soil moisture Soil
at field at wilting Organic
texture capacity point Lime K P N matter pH EC
-------------- (SR L e —— ) (ppm) ) (dS.m)
= s 26.11 15.14 1445 2120 29.84 626 0.626 7.83 374

Loamy-silt
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Fig. 1.Thediagram of wheat crop coefficient during growing season
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Fig. 2. Reference evapotranspiration (ETO0), crop evapotranspiration (ET.) and irrigation requirement

of wheat
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Table 3. Analysis of variance for drought toleranceindicesand grain yield in 2/3 and 1/3 stress levels

M)l o (oSilee
L L Sl - Sleo
T I ST
S o 6‘>‘)'T uw.: do‘ﬂ N J&?u = do‘ﬂ J,o.:o A ‘SM'M
oS oS 5,904 5,904
SOV df Ys df STI SS| df TOL HARM GMP
o IS o 5o 2 0.11™ 0.163™ 2 18501™ 35146  41.578"
Replication
s o1 63678 1 3468° 0028 1 63681 49805 33571
S8 2 3.329 2 - - 2 3.33 2.838 1.825
Stress<Replication ' ' ' '
Y5 38 2488 38 02527 0425 38 3277 2597  2.369™
Genotype
O X ) ns ns ns * * o
38  1.069 38 0.067" 0243 38 1069  0.939 0.625
Genotype xStress
Error > 150 1665 154 0166 0282 76 4012 3.548 3.252
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Table4. Valuesand ranking of drought stressindicesin 2/3 continuousirrigation stresslevel

sl oSk L Jori adls Cols (a3l Sge)la Sils it (Sibee
59 OOk R Jos O & S A S290 e G904
TOL STI SSI HARM GMP
Genotype Yp Ys IRV a3, IRV 4, JIRV 4, Jlade 4, Jode a3,
vaue rank vaue rank vaue rank vaue rank vaue rank
Shiroodi 271 0.96 1.75 18 0.12 39 1.85 1 141 39 161 39
Aria 5.23 2.31 2.92 2 0.58 27 1.60 4 3.20 29 3.47 27
Darya 5.13 2.89 2.24 7 0.71 15 1.25 10 3.70 18 3.85 15
Germezak 4.22 3.12 1.10 30 0.63 22 0.75 28 3.59 20 3.63 22
Niknejad 4.28 2.83 1.44 25 0.58 26 0.97 22 341 26 3.48 26
Atilad 3.65 2.09 1.56 23 0.36 35 1.22 13 2.66 34 2.76 35
Akbari 525 388 139 26 0.96 6 0.76 27 4.45 6 4.50 6
Ghods 4.34 2.58 1.76 17 0.53 30 1.16 16 3.23 28 3.34 30
Sepahan 5.70 4.76 0.94 32 1.29 1 0.47 35 5.19 1 521 1
Atila50 3.87 1.49 2.38 4 0.27 38 1.76 2 2.15 38 240 38
Sistan 4.39 171 2.68 3 0.36 36 1.75 3 2.46 37 2.74 36
Moghanl 3.88 3.72 0.17 39 0.69 17 0.12 39 3.80 15 3.80 17
Karg3 5.69 3.97 1.72 20 1.08 3 0.87 24 4.67 4 4.75 3
Bahar 542 4.25 117 29 1.10 2 0.62 32 4.76 2 4.80 2
Darab 4.51 241 210 9 0.52 31 133 8 3.14 31 3.30 31
Kavir 4.22 2.59 0.64 36 0.72 14 0.43 36 3.88 13 3.89 14
MS18-14 514 3.28 187 14 0.80 10 1.04 20 4.00 11 411 10
Arta 5.05 3.33 172 19 0.80 11 0.98 21 4,01 10 4.10 11
Verinak 419 2.33 1.86 15 0.47 32 127 9 3.00 32 3.13 32
Azadi 482 2.74 2.07 10 0.63 20 123 12 3.50 23 3.64 20

Y avarous 557 404 154 24 1.07 4 0.79 26 468 3 4.74 4
Marvdasht 5.02 295 207 11 0.70 16 1.18 15 3.71 17 3.84 16

Mahdavi 4.58 281 177 16 0.61 23 111 19 348 24 3.59 23
Chamran 271 249 021 38 0.32 37 0.23 38 2.60 36 2.60 37
Tabas 4.10 306 104 31 0.60 25 0.72 30 351 22 354 25
LineA 6.20 276 344 1 0.82 9 1.59 5 3.82 14 414 9
Karkheh 4.46 369 077 35 0.78 12 0.50 34 404 8 4.06 12
Karg2 4.72 238 234 5 0.54 29 142 7 3.17 30 3.34 29
Roshan 5.36 321 215 8 0.82 8 1.15 18 4.02 9 4.15 8
Sholeh 391 222 19% 22 0.41 33 124 11 2.83 33 2.94 33
Arvand 4.70 273 198 12 0.61 24 1.20 14 345 25 3.58 24
Chanab 4.47 356 091 34 0.76 13 0.58 33 3.97 12 3.99 13
Hirmand 551 381 170 21 1.00 5 0.88 23 4.50 5 4.58 5
Alborz 4.07 284 123 28 0.55 28 0.86 25 3.35 27 3.40 28
Falat 4.77 284 193 13 0.65 19 116 17 3.56 21 3.68 19
Maroon 4.26 333 093 33 0.68 18 0.63 31 3.74 16 3.77 18
Golestan 3.89 339 050 37 0.63 21 0.37 37 3.62 19 3.63 21
Tajan 4.83 358 125 27 0.82 7 0.74 29 411 7 4.16 7

Sorkhtokhm ~ 4.21 194 227 6 0.39 34 154 6 2.66 35 2.86 34
LSD 5% 173 105 = 0.547 - 0.713 - 0.923 - 0.752 -
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Table5. Values and ranking of drought stressindicesin 1/3 continuousirrigation stresslevel

>, Sles 5, Slos oasls Jozs 2Ll Cowlas arls Sbge,lo (nSbee cwiin (2 Skeo
G555 O OgN S Jos O A O & S99 S99
TOL STI SSi HARM GMP
Genotype Yp Ys Jade 4, IRV 4, e a5,  lde a3, e a3,
value rank vaue rank value rank value rank value rank
Shiroodi 2.71 125 145 38 0.16 36 0.93 27 1.71 36 1.84 36
Aria 5.23 183 340 8 0.46 15 1.13 12 271 18 2.09 15
Darya 5.13 1.70 343 6 0.42 20 1.16 8 256 22 2.96 20

Germezak 422 261 161 37 052 9 0.66 35 322 9 3.32 9
Niknejad 428 231 197 31 047 14 0.80 31 300 10 314 14

Atilad 365 045 320 14 008 38 1.52 2 080 38 128 38
Akbari 2.25 192 333 9 047 11 1.10 14 281 15 317 11
Ghods 434 168 265 21 035 25 1.06 17 243 26 270 25
Sepahan 570 228 342 7 0.62 7 1.04 19 326 7 3.60 7
Atila50 387 065 322 12 012 37 1.44 3 111 37 159 37
Sistan 4.39 152 287 17 032 29 1.13 11 226 30 259 29
Moghanl 3.88 15% 233 26 029 31 1.04 20 222 31 246 31
Karg3 5.69 18 380 2 051 10 1.16 9 284 13 328 10
Bahar 542 359 183 34 093 2 0.59 37 432 2 4.71 2
Darab 451 219 232 28 047 13 0.89 28 29 11 315 13
Kavir 4.22 171 252 22 034 26 1.03 21 243 25 268 26
MS 18-14 514 182 332 10 045 16 112 13 269 19 3.06 16
Arta 505 311 194 32 075 6 0.67 34 38 5 3.96 6
Verinak 419 037 383 1 007 39 1.58 1 067 39 124 39
Azadi 4.82 181 301 15 042 21 1.08 15 263 21 295 21

Y avarous 557 323 23 25 0.86 3 0.73 32 409 3 4.24 3
Marvdasht 502 334 167 35 080 4 0.58 38 401 4 4.09 4

Mahdavi 4.58 187 271 19 041 22 1.03 24 266 20 293 22
Chamran 271 200 071 39 026 33 1.45 39 230 28 233 33
Tabasi 4.10 167 243 23 033 28 1.03 23 237 271 262 28
LineA 6.20 260 360 3 0.77 5 101 25 3.66 6 4.01 5
Karkheh 4.46 178 268 20 038 23 1.04 18 255 23 282 23
Karg2 4.72 151 320 13 034 27 1.18 7 229 29 267 27
Roshan 5.36 18 351 4 0.47 12 1.13 10 27 16 315 12
Sholeh 391 151 240 24 028 32 1.06 16 218 32 243 32
Arvand 4.70 191 279 18 043 18 1.03 2 272 11t 300 18
Chanab 4.47 119 328 11 025 34 127 4 189 34 231 34
Hirmand 551 360 191 33 09% 1 0.60 36 435 1 4.45 1
Alborz 4.07 181 226 29 035 24 0.96 26 251 24 271 24
Falat 4.77 245 232 27 056 8 0.84 30 323 8 342 8
Maroon 4.26 213 214 30 043 17 0.87 29 28 14 301 17
Golestan 3.89 226 163 36 042 19 0.72 33 28 12 297 19
Tajan 4.83 136 347 5 031 30 1.25 5 212 33 256 30

Sorkhtokhm ~ 4.21 121 300 16 024 35 124 6 187 35 225 35
LSD 5% 173 105 - 0547 - 0.713 - 0923 - 0752 -
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Table 6. Correlation coefficients between drought stress indices and grain yield in 2/3 continuous

irrigation
Lo Lo oSk Kk
S See S Skee ol Jozd Sl Sigejla (owsin
O o9 o Jo O R S Sk
Yp Ys TOL STI SSl HARM GMP
Yp 1
Ys 0.578" 1
TOL 0.419™ -0.498" 1
STI 0.813" 0.931" -0.172 1
ssl 0.039 -0.773" 0.902"" -0.498" 1
HARM 0.765" 0.966" -0.261 0.983" -0.595" 1
GMP 0.824" 0.938" -0.169 0.988" -0.520" 0.995" 1
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Table 7. Correlation coefficients between drought stress indices and grain yield in 1/3

continuousirrigation

sfbe asle mls e celes Susele e
G 9 S Jozs O & O 4 SR SR
Yp Ys TOL STI ss| HARM  GMP
Yp 1
Ys 0516~ 1
TOL 0494  -0490" 1
STI 0.729" 0.955" -0.227 1
ss| -0.037 -0.860" 0.835" -0677" 1
HARM 0632°  0983" 0355 og72"  -0.785" 1
GMP 073" 095" -0.226 0983°  -0698"  0991” 1
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Table 8. Eigen values and cumulative variance resulted from PCA for drought stress indices in 2/3 continuous
irrigation
adlge )l%u oLl oy O Q;Tw S I e
o S ] B ] )982 SH9082
Eigen Var. Cumulative
Component  Value (%) Var. (%) Yp Ys TOL STI SSI HARM GMP
1 4937 705 70.5 -0.315 -0444 0160 -0438 0.302 -0447 -0441
2 2007 287 99.2 -0502 0111 -0.657 -0.136 -0.512 -0.070 -0.136
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Tab. 9. Eigen values and cumulative variance resulted from PCA for drought stress indices in 1/3 continuous
irrigation
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- s S S oS A B304 Su9oxe
Ean Var Cumulative
Component Vgué 0/' Var. Yp Ys TOL STI SSl HARM GMP
0 %
1 5077 725 72.5 -0261 -0442 0182 -0431 0365 -0442 -0434
2 1873 26.7 09.3 -0590 003 -0.665 -0.144 -0404 -0.043 -0.141
A B
1.257
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2|
= 0.75]
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Fig. 3. 3D plot of wheat genotypes based on STI index
A: 2/3 continuous irrigation, B: 1/3 continuous irrigation (1.Shiroodi; 2. Aria; 3. Darya; 4. Germezak; 5.
Kiknejad; 6. Atilad; 7. Akbari; 8. Gods; 9. Sepehan; 10. Atila50; 11. Sistan; 12. Moghanl; 13. Kargj3; 14.
Bahar; 15. Darab; 16. Kavir; 17. MS 18.14; 18. Arta; 19. Verinak; 20. Azadi; 21. Yavaroos, 22. Marvdasht;

23. Mahdavi; 24. Chamran; 25. Tabasi; 26. LineA; 27. Karkheh; 28. Karg2; 29. Roshan; 30. Sholeh;
31.Arvand; 32. Chanab; 33. Hirmand; 34. Alborz; 35. Falat; 36. Maroon; 37. Golestan; 38. Tgan; 39.

Sorkhtokhm)
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Fig. 4. Scree plot of PCA in (A) 2/3 and (B) 1/3continuousirrigation
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Fig. 5. Biplot of Genotypes distribution based on two first component in (A) 2/3 and (B) 1/3continuousirrigation
1.Shiroodi; 2. Arig; 3. Darya; 4. Germezak; 5. Kiknegjad; 6. Atilad; 7. Akbari; 8. Gods; 9. Sepehan; 10. Atilas0;
11. Sistan; 12. Moghanl; 13. Kargj3; 14. Bahar; 15. Darab; 16. Kavir; 17. MS 18.14; 18. Arta; 19. Verinak; 20.
Azadi; 21. Yavaroos; 22. Marvdasht; 23. Mahdavi; 24. Chamran; 25. Tabasi; 26. LineA; 27. Karkheh; 28.
Kargj2; 29. Roshan; 30. Sholeh; 31.Arvand; 32. Chanab; 33. Hirmand; 34. Alborz; 35. Falat; 36. Maroon; 37.
Golestan; 38. Tajan; 39. Sorkhtokhm).
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