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Table 1. Origin and pedigree of the studied barley cultivars
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Kavir s Tolerant oo dows  Arivat, USA
Rihane o, Sensitive ol Atlas 46 /Arivat //Athenais ICB76-2L-1AP-0AP, ICARDA
Sahra (JES Sensitive b L.B. LRAN/ Una8271// Giorias *“s” Com, CIMMYT
Yoosef ~ cawg Sensitive ol Ligne527/chn-01//Gustoe/4/Rhn-08/3/DeirAlla 106//DI71/strain 205

SAS, (a3l 5 5l balogei mus, diosls Lulxigay jo
&53,5 oolawl Excel  SPSS MSTATC

9 o W5 ok dagdsi a8 ol (Las il ajes
SUBS oSyl sl 2 (8 ppiinsissy blite
(V992 39 o sine s oSk 5 5L gonma s 5 g
Tobs 50 jlaaSTy OlySul w3l colled ol s
ORIl w31l odlad 5 S ol (las (5,55 il
Rl e g men) e VY 5 A yho 5l (6550 e
wp! opl cdlad Gl (7 Joaz) sls plas gl gime
L oloog> B osleie 0B 1) ol Joite lacudsis )
el il anle cdible solanST A5 sl 4o
ool yo,135 (goumie Slalllae yo jlanSTy b,y eSul oo 3
Demiral and Turkan, 2005; Moradi and ) <.l
.(Abdelbaghi, 2007
STy Sl psSal o3l Clad e ol (it s
Syph 5 At ol 50 g addllass ge g1 4S5
a1y olial cpl g ansly olidl sals b awslie o
S Sty poles Bl 4 Cd Jomte a5 Jaeie
Sullsd (6598 X codgy lite ST nSile dmslie 09
v G5 Ll 5o ol ol JaseSTyy SlysSl
S pai g zdlly pB5l ol B e peiesj e VY 5 A
D 5laeSTy byeSl oo 3 cudled e 0 UL (slyls
"3 WV 655 (iS5 S8 pgS 9 Oy o)l G S
3] llad (liee (2 keS 5 0505 o s e p el
0y Sugt GRS Og kulpd e ) sl Sl eSl
b el il cdled Blisl g ols plaisl sg> 4 | s

O llypd o Gl s Lo g pB)) 5o STy

WS 1o i BC g b )lolS (6,98 ljme J S
Lilps b slaphls .00 8 alxl laglals O o )b
"o S 65t b s dyere ST L e (ald) 25 g
a2 Glp skl O el kel s g i)
RANCES S R WU SN
O3kl b e Lo lals (g5, b lad & b lals Jlasil 51 ey
o 9is ol o ly Il L, OT B saiesls i
2oy 0 VY A 6)eh mhaw 4 laplals o
Pl (Jyere STL (6 lol asll 5 alad ;5501 L (6 5lol < e
odds pox oy g Sad (ggiinds 3l (65Tl (sl 285
Jlos! 51 e s oils T3l lalS a4 0 )Lgo ba SlalS 15 jo
2Dy Al e 3 w2 p LS p il 6l paise (A
s ool a3l o lae gl sl sl
Sairam ) )| Sen g plple by, 4 ool zl 5l
byl Bl el s 5 pll (et al., 1998
Nakano and Asada, ) lslw] 3 g6 5g, 4 jlawsSTy,
e s oy oy @ UK mpl el (1981
w5l <ds 4 (Chance and Maehly, 1995)
2hos owmsles Gy 4 lgenss weuSTngw
&b 6 ,mSeslal (Giannopolities and Ries, 1977)
Ga ¥ LS 2y ig j0 ails o, Slee (5 ,505ll Cp
Ol e 5 0D S ojll g patiie Solai sl
Al S aigr 0 ,Slas lgicds digy du
ool il lg 45205 deosls o9 Jloy ygesl 5l o
A5 YL ol WalS b B o )5S &gy
lasls siz ga5l oy Sl Slaglis ay0 5 ol
Ll oyt gyt s ool 70 Jlai] zrbans o g 0,53l
&l o ool eolu M wlye 5l Glas oy



VFe e 58b O als el pole jo o slo s

YAS

5 (Mo, YA) & pai a8 o 3 s dalls b aslie jo je
() JS8) wisle plaiz] oz 4 (do,0 ¥) ol

e yio g uerjowd VY g A (508 (A A
el Slled Gl aoye nioml s ol o
2 ooied WY 6yes e ) slaSThy ol sSel

axdllos g0 Wlio p1 ()9 G il il ylg 432 ¥ Jgu
Table 2. Analysis of variance for effect of salinity stress on studied traits
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o EEE el sty CAT o Grain yield

df APX SOD

Genotype (G) i gi) 6 13232 8.88== 3.804™ 2327
(sz‘)“““y Sosd 2 133675 28.99*  12058" 20.78"
GxS S X dgiy 12 197.6* 0.592™ 0.813™ 0.156™
Erorr bs 42 48.98 0.181 0.091 0.047
CV (%) ol s g o 9.83 11.52 13.64 7.07

Ao ) 50 Jiol maw 1ol g gl gy o S R

* (ns

s * and **: Non-significant, significant at 0.05 and 0.01 proability levels, respectively
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Table 3. Mean Comparison of studied traits in different levels of salinity

G395 oS 5 b oSl SU6lE 3 g0 8 eS| 33 g Aigr o ails o Slos
salinity APX CAT SOD Grain Yield per plant
ds/m 0 e Unit/mg Fresh Weight --------------- ar
0 63.1°¢ 2.5¢ 14¢ 4.002 2
8 71.3° 3.8° 2.3 3.175°
12 79.12 482 292 2.021°¢
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Means in each column and trait followed by non-similar letters are significantly different at 5% probability

level using Duncan test
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Fig. 1. Interaction effect of genotype x salinity on activity of ascorbate peroxidase
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Fig. 2. Interaction effect of genotype X salinity on activity of catalase
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Fig. 3. Interaction effect of genotype x salinity on activity of superoxide dismutase
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Fig. 4. Interaction effect of genotype x salinity on grain yield
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Table 4. Correlation coefficients between antioxidant enzymes activity and grain yield

Sy ©lbyeSwl UL Ugoamd dpnSTpgw  aild o Slos
APX CAT SOD Grain Yield
APX sy @by gSul 1
CAT U0l 0.527s 1
SOD 30 g0t 8 ST 1 g 0.78" 0.78 " 1
Grain Yield &ils 5 ,Slos 0.94™ 037™m™ 0.68 ™ 1

aoy0 ) 50 Jlisl mhaw (o )lo g g )l g oS S B

* * (ns

s *and **: Non-significant, significant at 0.05 and 0.01 proability levels, respectively

Table 5.Stress tolerance index (STI)

G5 4 Joi 23U 8 Jgaz

P! Juas! O e g »e RS oo gy
Cultivars Afzal Nosrat Valfajr Kavir Reihan Sahra Yoosef
STI (8 ds/m) 0.66 1.04 0.93 1.15 0.52 0.56 0.80
STI (12 ds/m) 0.37 0.77 0.66 0.68 0.41 0.24 0.50
285 9 Dpai )l o ails o Slas 5 15 a4 oo 2Ll L RUSOLEE S

] G e las g g i (5,8 LS s o
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