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Table 1. List of the genotypes used in the current study
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Table 2. ANOVA for the different traits of the wheat genotypes under the non stress conditions

Mean square Gl o (uSileo
JUNT TV PV L SU CRe3T g eyl aloww jeeb U jg)  absw Job Sy, Job
Source of variation df 1000-grian weight  plant height  days to heading spike length awn length
Replication SIS 2 23.32 422.11 5.04 4.624 6.39
Genotype i 83 49 34.66* 347.52+% 21.27% 2.89% 6.18%
Error Uas 98 10.97 15.85 0.84 0.92 0.26
CV (%) Ol i <o po - 8.65 4.02 0.63 8.90 8.01
Table 2. Continued alol .Y Jgoo
Mean square Olay po (5Kl
axy®
i golio ol alcw 39 alcow jo dild olawi dils o Slos alcow olasy
Source of variation df spike weight grain per spike grain yield  number of spike
Replication RS 2 0.99 148.89 4749.11 25175.75
Genotype i 93} 49 0.29% 169.60* 2599.72% 3520.75 ™
Error U 98 0.19 75.46 2089.74 291951
CV (%) Oyt g i - 19.53 14.25 28.70 27.45

Gl gmn pas 970 97 Zokaw 1o o g oS 4 NS g s

*and * *: Significant at the 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively. ns: Non- Significant
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Table 3. ANOVA for the different traits of the wheat genotypes under the water stress conditions

4z, Mean square Olas po (5Kileo
e @l @1 wils e 05 g el aldw jeeb U 3gy  albw Job Sy, Job
Source of variation df 1000-grian weight plant height  days to heading spike length awn length
Replication SIS 2 17.89 12.70 0.92 4.98 1.05
Genotype ig; 49 55.88° 403.18* 21.36% 3.36° 6.39+
Error s 98 12.59 8.37 1.02 0.47 0.23
CV (%) Olpdi copd - 9.85 2.86 0.70 6.31 7.82
Table 3. Continued alol.Y Jgoo
4z, Mean square Sl o (il
s @l g0l aliow 39 alicow o ails olass 4315 8 ySlos Al olass
Source of variation df spike weight grain per spike grain yield number of spike
Replication HSS 2 2.67 261.94 4700.08 6814.73
Genotype G g 49 0.25% 190.05* 2056.18* 1873.67M
Error ks 98 0.07 48.81 1183.13 1703.91
CV (%) i b - 13.82 12.77 6.89 9.30

Gl soe pas 9 /0 5/ zokaw 1o lo e i 5 4 NS g % e

*and * *: Significant at the 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively, ns: Non- Significant
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Table 4. Mean comparison of the wheat genotypes for the evaluated traits under the non stress condition

S 039
) bl ofles ol Jb el o0 b o
) o a9 aloow ails o Sy aloww 1000- aloow aloew
) TP plant days to grain spike awn  grain per  grian spike  number
Row Genotype  height  heading yield  weight length spike weight  length  of spike

1 Mahdavi ];&7 146 of 1420 22201 7.15¢ 7124 34 mp 12.2¢¢ 146 °f
2 Sepahan gg h-m 146 bede 1455 162+ 6.869" 5470 36 9P 11879 1740 f
3 Shiraz g7 139 15901 241 585ps 60Dk 400k 11.25 119 ¢f
4 Azadi 85w 147 % 131¢1  276% 7,19¢h  ggae 3g b0 1020 142°bf
5 Baharan 89 sw 143 ¥ 204*¢  247%F 53 gLk 40 ! 10.7¢ 179 b-e
6 Sinrva 94 m-t 1472 16921 243 808" 65 ah 4189 940"  123¢f
7 Bahar 86 uw 1441 1465 181F 7320 49in 39bm  g70i° 1800
8 Pishtaz 93 nt 145 ¢ bi148 2.66%¢ 7.08% g5 40 i 11.9%9 157 bf
9 Tagan 951 14100 @h176 2.06° 634 510 462 9.7 180 b-e
10 Pishgam 101k 142 mo bi152 2311 g.12mr  B5en 41h 10.9 b1 109 f
11 Shiroodi 9g i 145 &h 2402 208" 64497 6629 3304 11.2 5 2732
12 Oroum 95 ker 145 &h 197 22001 7930 61 &k 35 kP 10.64m 229
13 Darya 88 tw 138" 13607 169K 527su 47k 37fo 9.50 ke 172bf
14 Dez 964 1441 1889 2,03¢ 6549 5gcm 36 P 1100k 212@c
15 Roshan 90 PV 146 of 16921 234k 7.300bf 60 & 40 & 11.3%0  167°bf
16 Morvarid g7 0 1459 1420 213 680%° 57dn 37fo 1115 167°0f
17 Maghan3 91 0v 140" 199f 1749 6.66°P 58CM 350 9.730 1902
18 Kavir 89w 143 %n 16721 2672 6.38"" 60 b 3g b0 11.2*9 146 0f
19 Ghods 85 uw 1494 2054 230" ow 7124 37fo 9.0m 150 o
20 Bam 83w 144 9k 161 193¢ 6.54e9 55Fn 350 10.1"°0  187%¢
21 Arta 87 tw 142 mo 12091 216 462V 65 36 10.3 133 ¢
22 Virinak 8g tw 143 +m 1334 2260 753bd 62 37fo 12.0%¢ 226
23 Aflak 96 i 145 &h 15751 2542  7,13¢ 742 34 m 13.02 117 ¢f
24 Ofogh 107 ¢9 1373 209  2.45%9 64597 63 1 38 ¢0 9.7 149 b-f
25 Arg 90 av 142 ™ 1110 241 5g7Ps  Ggem 43 &d 10.8v 165 o
26 Sistan 1372 146 bed 181" 2,04 162V 43" 43 ad 10.4%n 1750 F
27 Niknejad 108 « 146 bede 129 2,078 8.07° 61k 34 ™4 12,124 152 b
28 Zarin 120° 147 % 180" 2542 .36 73 38¢0 12.3% 130 ¢*®
29 Andlva 102 4 145 <9 19229 22451 67340 6421 3g do 10.7¢ 172 bf
30 Pastor 90 PV 142 M 208 236 64871 71ec 3304 11.2v 156 o
31 Falat 96. 14 146 f 15704 238 617 66 &N 34 10.5¢"  190@*¢
32 Darab 2 94 m-t 146 bed bi135 22501 5627t 600K 36 fo 10.2"  165°bf
33 Srta 15897 1441 941 253% 7279 g3 36 9P 11829  159°bf
34 AKkbari 100 9! 140 P4 183" 22801 §31iT 59bm 3g ¢o 10.49" 200 &d

35 Hirmand 100 142 M 163> 196 6.88%" 52" 39 bm 10.8%1  1440bf
36 Mehrgan 105" 143kn 169 1679 6.98% 60k 36 9P 10.7¢m 161 °f
37 B.croshan 101" 140 Pa 15504 2145 4.77Y 56 " 43 ¢ 10.7¢m 189 %€

38 Bazh 101 ™ 1420 15804 220° 587Ps 2% 39 bm 11.98F 91f

39 Shole 101 ¢k 145 ¢ 15804  237%k 737be 57N 42%f 10.6% 168 b
40 Zagros 9g i 1399 135¢ 22201 5g2as  52hn 44® 9.07°  125¢¢
41 Gohar 1332 146 bed 101 161! 6.779° 539" 31 10.1  168°F

42 Chamnra 110° 146 ¢ 1390 3,022  9.232 69 &¢ 40 b 12,30 157°0f
43 Chamran2 104 ¢ 146 ¢ 1199 168" 7.19%h 6629 284 11.2% 220 %
44 Carvanl 90 PV 144 ok 15704 2493 497U 61 &k 3gdo 10.0M° 154 bf
45 Chenab267 108 146 ¢ 135¢ 2582 616"  712d 36 9P 11.3% 1420
46 Ws- 82-9 96 b 147 &¢ 15909  2.46%F 5960 61k 3gdo 10.9«  142°5F

47  Weebille264 99M1  144M  164% 207" 606" 46t a4 g7o 1500

48 S-90-5  94m™ 1421 1ggw 165K G5kt 45mn  3g9bn  gamo  piqac

49 I"e“:;/s:’;‘rba"' 99hn  144M  14pbi  2e2%¢ 7.41ci 70%¢  39bn  {15wh 1770
Dharwar Dry/

50 104 ¢ 144 i 14807 244ah gQo1dm  g7af 37¢° 11.92f 224 3
Nesser 265

51 LSD 6.45 1.49 74 0.70 0.83 14.07 5 1.55 87.5
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Table 5. Mean comparison of the wheat genotypes for evaluated traits under the water stress condition

Uss) 30 &ils 339
EL"‘)‘ )9'64‘5 é)g'“‘c U)3 J"b al s FHKY )‘}b JS‘b Sl
&g alcow &l abow  Sdoy grain 1000-  absw aldw

K90, ey plant  days to grain spike awn per grian spike  number
Row Genotype height heading yield weight length  spike weight length  of spike

1 Mahdavi 100k 145¢9 1019 21729 7.32 68 31.7™a 1220 93 ™
2 Sepahan 92 ™4 146°F 1089 1.37°9 658% 54¢°  31.2°4 12.7° 90 i
3 Shiraz g1 139 137¢9 184" 5259 50 38501  1099" 128
4 Azadi 86" 147 % 1349 226 684% 6679 343Mha 107F0  140%
5 Baharan 90 par 1430m  131¢9 230%« 584k  58bi 395 11.3¢ 91 ¢
6 Sinrva 94 M 147 % 113¢f9  2.43ac 747> 63b9  406F  10.3™ 143 i
7 Bahar 95 1o 145 & 109f 185" 7.72° 45™4 3680 10.5™°  1533h
8 Pishtaz 106 % 144 i 123 %9 2542  7.11b 6329 36.4¢°0 11.8b0fF 149
9 Tagan g1 1411 125%9  207%h 587k  47ka 4462 10.4-° 157 29
10 Pishgam 113¢ 1411 12249 231%cd 270 BIMA 415 1195F  19g @
11 Shiroodi 9gim 145 o 210¢ 1.87¢n 573" 590 339 108F 162 ¢
12 Oroum 1011 1449k  185%c  184dn  774b  B5e0 33.00@ 109°e" 177
13 Darya 89 ars 1377 12199 151™4 518"  42Pr  36.3°P 100k 143 &
14 Dez 112°¢ 1449k 145¢9 157+  560™ 49 37.0¢"  9.9ma 1894
15 Roshan 102 & 146 &d 15009  1.749P 6.05" 474 404" 10400 174%¢
16 Morvarid 102 & 146 1029 1.779P 643%™ 51Ma 3p7ka  q11el 12204
17 Maghan3 99 i-m 1410 15209 194¢n 620" 53FP 321 10.0k4 166 ¢
18 Kavir 96 k- 1411 1469 206" 620" 55¢° 381k  10.69" 115 b
19 Ghods 71t 1472 132¢9 2132 oY 64>t 341" 8.9 100 ¢
20 Bam 92"a 145 b 12249 16379 618" 46 341t 101kr 1110
21 Arta 91 °pa 142 ™ 112¢9  2.04ck 368" 56bM  37.7°¢ 9.8m4 118
22 Virinak 102 & 142 123%9  212@h 7.24 61bh  375&m 11709 107
23 Aflak 1009« 146 5f 112¢9  222* 6399 67  32.7ke  11.8°f 130 >
24 Ofogh 119° 138 o 153b9 253 5.63 6250 36.7¢°  9.40°¢ 131 &
25 Arg 90 par 142 1019 1.8013 5.03%  42P¢  40.1%9  10.1° 96 ¢
26 Sistan 1402 147 % 1662 1.67M  167% 410  37.3°"  10.9¢m 147 &
27 Niknejad 105 ¢f 147 % 1409 163 7.4 57*"  30.6P9 123 150 &f
28 Zarin 117° 1478 1823c  223af 7170 752 30.5P4 13.82 141
29 Andlva 105 ¢f 144 1539 183e" 597F B55¢M 34699 104" 121 b
30 Pastor 100M™  143Fm 17434 193¢n  §77¢ 590 31.7m™a  11.4¢ 165 &d
31 Falat 9g m 146 @ 1509 1.848e" 5913 57 29.749s 10.8Fm 1722
32 Darab 2 104 146 Of 125%9 1779P 508% 529P  36.2°P  10.8"M 132 &
33 Srta 108 ° 144 i 106 1969m 672¢% 5gbk  352Fa  11.80f 116 b
34 Akbari 1011 140 °p 1499 20900 580" B8Pk  353F1  10.69" 101
35 Hirmand 103 & 142 ™ 17424 21329 73 56" 3810k 12.7® 117 b
36 Mehrgan 106 % 142 ™ 15109  159k4d 7.21 65 &€ 276" 12.0b 125 &
37 B.croshan 101 139 130¢9  1.96 ¢ 4.32 4714 44.1%®  10.3° 94 i
38 Bazh 101™  143km 15409  209*" 544 53fF  3g5dk 117dm 122 0bd
39 Shole 10490 14509 110 207> 750 53f  370°e" 104 127 &
40 Zagros 99 i-m 138 @ 137¢9  190%" 554™ 49 43.8 % 9.1P" 142 &
41 Gohar 1414 1459 1039 1.34P9 7465 4407 280" 9.0P" 150 &
42 Chamnra 10599 146 2¢ 122¢%9 163" 8662 537  37.0°" 1150 851
43 Chamran2 103 & 147 &€ 109 fo 1279 750  p4af 2433 12.8% 110 ©
44 Carvanl 85" 144 137¢9 193¢ 487w 540 375 10.5M 133
45 Chenab267 90 P 146 &d 1469 184en 5279 529P  353F1 997l 113 b
46 Ws- 82-9 1009k 146 %€ 170*4 153+ 594k 51fa  3g2ck 108tm 121 M
47 Weebille 264 100k 144 ™ 162&f 150" 557™ 33" 43,8 ¢ 8.9ur 125 i
48 S-90-5 100k 146 200%  1.82¢n 537P 45ma  398% g 7 144 i

49 Irena// babax- 100 ok 144 i 140 ©9 207>  624h 5gen 38.5bi 11.3¢ 145 i

Dharwar Dry/ 103 & 144 1 143¢9  195¢m g2hm  g55do 35.8¢P 11.2¢ 145 i
Nesser 265

51 LSD 4.68 1.63 5.57 0.44 0.76 11.32 5.74 111 66. 8




4 oS Ll e ListlS Jsb b o T LLs I 5 ol s o o] slizl s ails o Shos a0 5 Li sty

56 adllas o 55 (Huyuan et al., 2007) oS 4
e Sagb) GRS A4S WS IS paS 9, p (S
A gagb ) S 4 Al Ll yl Sl g elas)] rals

Lalyl 9o 50 50 aliw [l b s, sl cibo gl
ol ly 455 5l ol s bl s oG5 gy 5 G
Al oanlice anlllaed g0 uigil B0y o gme S
Lgd 2 (r)) 9 008 Slacads) ceized (V5 ¥ Jslox)
) aliw 5505 B 59, slawd oy 59, VEVIPY 0 SSlee
Ol b plaSye 38l 5 L ys slacadsy 5 (A5 llyd o
Jsaz) ails 1) 5o, olasi o %eS 5, YYAIY 5 V\YY/Y
b e Gdgy A5 e lulpd jo a5 Sy50,0 (0
@by g @B slacais) 5 oartie o) VT (ke
b 5o, el (nyeS 59, VWA g WYVIFY (S0l b i 5
oo lis bl uizmen (F Jguz) ails |y alws jeeb
5 b j5eb B 55 olaws palS crge Jugh, i a5
Fyore llyh 4 Cond Jugb, 5 4 Josde (Y
Cho opl G el oy a5 s 0ed
Sk @ g anls 18 al; b lulph o Sosles
Nourizadeh et al., ) wogei b |, 5 SYsb oy90
,» (Paknejad et al., 2007) l,Ken 5 sl35SL (2017
8y dw o 0l alike Jolpe jo (i A5 S )
Db b ol als e o i Jlasl a5 wiols lis pais
b)ﬂ.o.ﬁ C»J“LQJ)O 9 0,99 L})‘ unhmls L e M) 0,99
S 5 @ 1) pasS ged al> e (n Feles 5 358
53,5 (e (A5 al> e

dod o Gy gae B! Ll ly 4z mls
Lalyds g0 2 )0 aliw (55 5l adllaes 9o slacesss
Og Sasless (T 9 T Jgla) ols (lis (A5 (yg 9 5
St Al Gjg Suek) G5 les 4 Cus
cillhe Ker 5 sl Slivis mbs b a5 aisls
Bl w5 byls o (Moaveni et al., 2009) ol
29 5 MYV ails (39 jlade nieS g (n it O
2 i slacses e a5 VTN (25 e Lauls
09 Ll 55 Glyez 5 )5 VIO (ke b A5 Ll
5 i G5s e pS VIV S0l b S
A5 Lulyd 0 o S VYA Sl LY pliex slocaiss
Jlaz) il 1) lade b S 0 5 VIFY (oSila b 15
Sboeisi Sglite slafemily by @l ! 0 9 ¥
u[?z.u‘ QLS“" as A2 0 QLW g 00 lo )9 )Ja.a)| (b.)..f

g ol 0geS Cde 4 aS oal A5 e o talS
G 5 L 5 L )5l 005y (g 3528 Slge JLal
Gl a5 alw slaws pal; Jad (b o 1) s, w3,
alails gly e ol ails o Slos b ppiies L3
5 e axly o alowws slass (Garcya et al., 2003)
B0 i 8] 5 ol 8, 2 15 sl S
S0 sladdlas jo o)l vy Cairo (pl il gl e
5 aiw olass o gl goe DS a5 w5 5)IS
sanlie (Momtazi, 2011) s)ls sg>g calizee o,
Ol Sy alis slawi 2l A5 it DI e
Gl ollS allis cla)lSel, I K a5 el age
axy Sl el (B onl 4 (eoany Cpogas
ials S wleols olid jo b Slalhs el (i)
Osb yef lvazmsy ol (al38) s,k ey b alses olaws
el P05 55 IS 5 a5 ol U1 S
(Gooding et al., 2003)
gl as ols plas Lalyl 90 j2 50 (il g 42525 mls
(Y 9 Y Jolaz) 0 (5 lo gme B 6l )ls uigsy jo gy
o ols las s llyd o el)) oSl anslie (o) 2
s VIV jolie b iy @y b 3 45 Slogedsss
Slocasis 5 009 el (n i il yle gl VF /Y
SIS e ls ABIVE g VA oSilo LV o)s,5 5 s
SLeis el (ke (O Jgaz) 2ogy W)l o S
Ol slacsiy & ol (las 55 (25 e lulpd o
sl VYY/EY 5 VYVIAY Sl b oy & 0 s
20l b eolil 5 o slacadsy 5 i) i sl
s, 5eSils CpayieS s yieils ABIY 5 AT/OY
O 4 Jemte glacss o ol plis bt sy
SLeeis) & Camd 555 g gl oSl Jusb,
o5 b lalS ablie slool) 5l (So v 1,55 0 ol
Job Ghals b el ol ol (ptag)y 0y po tals oS
2 g oS 5ym sl i elS g g, 090
Gl ilises 3,k 4y Wlgi e 45 5,0 48 peiis L)
L s o] ad) ol (2alS L izl olaas 1alS” Jie cazil,
OhlSen 5 00l3655 5 il @S Grizren ool 90 o
Al Sl sl slacas o (e (S5 g9 oS ols (L
Vg p o o b as clls 0529 (B ojlailay Cis oyl
caly calhe i w8t cov wg gl ol
Slgexn (Nourizadeh et al., 2017; Shahbazi, 2012)



WA e VY als ol psle o aee sla i

ool o a0 als dlaws g yiien 4 ol e |y S
a5 (B (5 3mgid Slge @595 09 2 O] G 5 Ll
Sged Oges ()i g g (Sl

209 se LS 0 Djgods palS oS Able ST 50
9 a8L il I9a slod a5 058 0 £9,8 (Sloj Ladils (s
b g aly Jlie 5s (mals Wl ald 00 Sy, caely
olia=e (Moayedi et al., 2009) sgi 0 ails 5, Slos
2 s e Shes lizl G 5l a5 Wles S 5155 (6 L
oo J S Susy Jelge Jawgs auiw yo ails olaws g sl
NyS oo 8 e g £ly) Jelss 306 cod S
a5 5 Jol> mts (Singh and Faroda, 2004)
O andllans jg0 Loyl i g0 2 y0 wils i 59 il
om0 (Y g ¥ Jglaz) ol lis 1y glo gime by
Gl ph g e 50 o i addllaed e slaca s
pS YRV 5 TYIOV (S0l b s 4 (A5 9 g
09 5 5 Iyl 90 2 0 Y e gl g (n i
D1eS 05 TARP 5 YEIY 0l b i 4 20

5 o5 bl o a8 aes oo ylis el 458 s
2o iy gl 5o b Job bldjl lacadsis (i (g
kol b Job o yiin (Y o ¥ Jglaz) assls (s
9 yo il VA (2 S5lo b 05 udgif |y (is Lyl 5o
Fagile AR 5sSin by o iy |y Jobo e
G o kil 0 K00 g 1B Jgaz) aiils
W oeSho b S osigiy 1) Slol alos Jsbo o it
L Weebille 264 5555 1, Jsb 'y S 5 e ol
Jsb Gl (F Jour) wals sagile AV Sl
Oials8l a9 aliw (o als slaws ioljdl cael al
50 Jedo s il b oalow ires 00,5 o0 0 Sles
cels QT Oials8l ) caals o8 i olS jiwgnd J..»..:T).Q
oole gazs Liulidl ami o g ol (g iiwsid plaw i3l
(Shafazadeh et al., 2004) ss 5 o oL5 ;o S5

WS Lsdls Jsb sl oebly aes mls
(F Jgaz) ol lis s yo S e 1) bicaiss) o s
e o cilo PRV B VIR ) bacaiss Jtgtds Jsb
(Y Jg92) o9

Ol 9 05 sl o.\.oidm,og pligaegl
JegtlS Jsbo e i e cile FIYE 5 FAY .Sl U

oolainl ¢ (S s Lyl s 0 Y o ,Sles b slacasod
alie zuls o)l 3535 paiS Mol slaasly jo oyl )
(Tewolde etal., 2006) o 5,155 5,50 Faze lawgs
35 2 )0 Olrez ooies s j9e slocade G 5
g wols olaislogs a1y Sty Jsb (p ity sHlo
@) e (p S Sy ) S92 pae Slde 4y 08 S5
sac SO leiedy Sin (0 5 F Jolaz) ol plais] se>
oLS sel)) 5 (Seielo i slaanslB 50 cage i olS |
ol Joos iljdl el o] 0939 a5 5 ebds S o L)
e sk slocsiiy ) S92y 00 F g0 (i 25 pln o
2 g el HlalS ol o Sis 4 6,85l sleailis
Laslio o oSy, lpass aws ioli8l Slidles 5
S Jpaze (Sis 15 laulpd p0 Ss) e gl
i 4 Bl Olhs dexl Sy 5 wnS 0 oy
2 S es A g 99h o0 ol 50 Fwsid Seuge Sl
ol el ol el o a3l e aclisls Lyl
RESICREIKIRECE JIONCNNNIHTNE SR O
Sl als LSlas plm 40 g 05yl ailo b (Soop suigl g
e R L S e
asl asly Sis 4 oS Josw o glie 4 )...-L
.(Nour-mohamadi et al., 2004)
g S s bl i 0 cudp a alos o ails slaws
ols Hlis Jlo goe BN wo )0 iy mhaw [0 (A5 9
byls o aaw o &l slaws Uasl M (Y Jgo)
O gl S oSl 28l S Ly i
o sl o 0 5 ader alas o o (i alls ws o
G5 e Lalp 0 g VO S0l b in)y 595
Al o alo olaws o xias YEIA .l b S sy
Lol i ol e o S FYIPY o YY/AS (Sl bes 3
0339 09l Camddy bl 4 daxgi Loy (iad jeay g (RIS
s Wilg go Jad glel (S i byll o ails e
Sl (Sas a Jood o Bl o )bre (n ke
Heeb 5l B alw o dils slaas 15 0,8 18 laioe fuad
25 T (55 b sloml (S g 4l (655 el

Ogd Bulyd ol e G5g (o palS K08 (s



0 oS Ll e ListlS Jsb b o T LLs I 5 ol s o o] slizl s ails o Shos a0 5 Li sty

o | azal S Al Condy Josh Jeypels il &5
Mg o Sl Julse 85 At sy (S5 5
(Balouchi, 2010) 55 co gue olS Sl
oIl b mals ol 8yl Cua Gedos cpl o
u‘).u.su QD30 gy 0590 ws.\) g o».\.w(;.«.) Slas
Cdo &y )0 a5 (A Jgaz) S8,5 )18 sy 1090 Slao
Jlesl 51 Lol GalS jles can i dlaws asdlaes g0
Loalow olawy mals ol ol 5l g Was F  Sas us
VE L alw 38 9 0o )0 VW L xdaws o ails o Slee JFA/F
e Ol ptd imen g0 Jaz gl b des 5 el s o
a5 Widgs axgi bl olais s bl d jo g caudodnlin

(A J592) 8525 )18 S 90

@ sluaes oS¢ 4 lrenal/ babax- pastor _wsgs o
JeggtlS Jsbo jlaste 0 a8 VIFY 9 VIFY (oSilo b o 5
Al 485 Sigo Oldlas o (Y Jgoz) anxils |
ol FIE+ 5 VTA oo oS 3 iy gslS' Jolo i
Jsb mls S sbas (Abdi et al., 2015) o5 e
095 A 13 (omypd)y9e lacdsy & oo Glad Jeb el
Ol 5 RS i35 55 Jolio Lo Ao 5 oS wilad 518
(b JeustlS Jsb L) H o957 50 sy 13515 59,
Job aos o lis Olidss gl (VY Jgae) il I3
358bes 4ty Jsb 5 48l Jsb Gial33l Gosbo 3l JetngslS
SrSYeb S B s a5 olaan g 4 el S5e
0yd 3l g gl LS (g Bes )0 WSlg e e
Abdi et al., ) oS solitul jup g yien Goe o ol
3 glamalS Al 0 a5 Conl ooy 5,15 cpiomen (2015

pS cai e Juiy oS Job (uil)ylg 45 gl £ Jgur
Table 6. ANOVA for the coleoptile length of the wheat genotypes

i gl @oliTaz0 Olaye ggaze layyo (puSileo
Source of variation df Sum of Squares Mean square
Genotype P 49 30.60 0.66**
Error s 100 14.23 0.14
CV% Ol st 12.4
** Significant at the 1% probability level 1Y e 5o ls gie s

(@=07. LSD ¢y9031) oliyloj Laylph 55 iy 9508 Job 53] piS Cidisho (510 icasi 935 (rilso dunglio ¥ Jgir
Table 7. Mean comparison of different the wheat genotypes in terms of coleoptile length under laboratory conditions

Jei glS Job

Jeiygls Jobo

NS coleoptile we®3 coleoptile v JM}JS Jsb
Genotype length Genotype length Genotype coleoptile length
Mahdavi 3.30 ¢ Kavir 2.58 Hirmand 3.09¢&n
Sepahan 3.46 ¢ Ghods 2707 Mehrgan 3.20 %k

Shiraz 2.94¢P Bam 2.50 ¢ B.croshan 2.62 1P

Azadi 2.99 &P Arta 2.89 P Bazh 280
Baharan 3.18¢ Virinak 3.04 ¢° Shole 3.26 ¢

Sinrva 3.06 &° Aflak 2.60 kP Zagros 3.08 &°

Bahar 3.50¢f Ofogh 3.81bc Gohar 4912

Pishtaz 2.40° Arg 2.74 Chamnra 2.74

Tagan 3.15¢m Sistan 4.24° Chamran2 2.98 &P
Pishgam 3.119n Niknejad 272 Carvanl 2.58 1
Shiroodi 2.97¢P Zarin 271 Chenab267 2.52 nop

Oroum 3.26 ¢ Andlva 2.76 P Ws- 82-9 2.56 ™

Darya 3.08 &° Pastor 2.94 P Weebille 264 2.621P

Dez 3.72 bed Falat 2.86 9P S-90-5 2.53 P
Roshan 3.41°h Darab 2 2.48 % Irena//babax- 2417
pastor
Morvarid 2.96 7 Srta 2.82" Dharwar Dry/ 2.88 97
Nesser 265
Maghan3 2.78 Akbari 3.53 ¢
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Table 8. Mean and percentage of changes under water stress on the wheat genotype characteristics

39 Clwo (1Sileo 30 ko puSlo O s S0y
O g bl o by Percentage of
Mean of trait Mean of trait changes

Trait Cduo under non stress under stress
Plant height (cm) aig glis | 98.88 101.39 -2.52
days to heading 305 G 39, Sl 144.12 144.19 -0.04
Grain yield (g/m?) &l o Slos 159.24 138.48 13.03
Spike weight (g) aliow 039 2.24 1.92 14.24
Awn length (cm) Sy Job 6.36 6.05 4.88
grain per spike Al sboails slass 60.98 54.70 10.29
1000 grain weighrt (g) &1 )13 039 38.25 36.01 5.87
Spike length (cm) alouw Job 10.79 10.85 -0.59
Number of spike Al Slus 166.57 102.60 38.40
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Table 9. The index of drought stress tolerance in the wheat genotypes
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Table 10. Simple coeficent correlations between the coleoptile length with the 11 studied variables, including its yield
and its components, and the resistance index under the two conditions of water stress and non- stress.

BT
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wlo Sy abie  abiw Sy, abiw T G aliw Jsls gpp
1000- . . grain . .
grian pl'ant days‘to spike  awn sp.lke per gl:am numl‘)er coleoptile
weight height heading length length weight spike yield of spike length
wtled A -0.19  0.56*  -0.058 -0.17 -0.22 -0.28 -0.13 0.16 1 -0.03
Water stress
O o9 -0.10 0.43% -0.03 -0.18 -0.03 -042 -0.38* 0.04 0.16 1 -0.02
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