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Table 1. Origin and specifications of the bread wheat genotypes

o lod i Lacw Origin o )le-d Fu Lo Origin
NO. Name NO. Name
1 ATRI 527 RVE India 19 HTRI 5896 Oyl Iran
2 ATRI 571 Olwilad! Afghanistan 20 HTRI 6640 ol Iran
3 ATRI 1495 aSs Turkey 21 ATRI 9687 S Mexico
4 ATRI 2441 Ju Nepal 22 ATRI 12922 oz China
5 ATRI 2603 Ozl Afghanistan 23 01C0204938 S (S5t Czechia
6 ATRI2675 bt Afghanistan 24 N olailid] Afghanistan
7 ATRI2781  oleslisl Afghanistan 25 pEna R Turkey
8 ATRI2818  oleesti Afghanistan 26 oo oSy Turkey
9 ATRI2899  oliestid Afghanistan 27 oy a3 Syria
10 ATRI2056  oloilid Afghanistan 28 e ol 3T Azerbaijan
ICBW K ..
11 ATRI 5721 ol Iran 29 138380 o3l Azerbaijan
. Iran-
12 ATRI 5887 ol Iran 30 Atrak S ol Commercial
13 ATRI 5895 ol Iran 31 SARC 1 Lasinals unknown
14 ATRI6112 ol Iran 32 SARC 4R Lasinals unknown
15 ATRI 16073 8= Iraq 33 SARC 4W sl unknown
. . Iran-
16 ATRI 16076 ale Iraq 34 Ehsan s ol Commercial
. . Iran-
17 ATRI 16079 3 Iraq 35 Kalateh =0 commercial
18 ATRI 19231 KVT India
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Table 2. Formula calculation of the studied indicators
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Table 3. The values of drought tolerance indices under 10%-drought stress conditions in wheat genotypes for coleoptile

length
GMP SSI STI YSI
Yp Ys TOL MP &% HM oW sl y el Ry
Genotype o, 5ee o)l (@3lh gyepe  bwgle  Nle Comwbues w e el olS el
555 aall o o gl pwdls Suigejls S o 0des o Sdes (o A

Gl 7.22 5.52 1.70 6.37 6.31 6.26 2.12 0.93 0.95 0.76 0.86
G2 8.22 7.73 0.49 7.98 7.97 7.97 0.54 1.48 1.33 0.94 1.06
G3 7.61 6.26 1.35 6.94 6.90 6.87 1.59 1.11 1.08 0.82 0.93
G4 6.59 6.38 0.21 6.49 6.48 6.48 0.29 0.98 1.10 0.97 1.09
G5 7.95 6.76 1.19 7.36 7.33 7.31 1.35 1.25 1.16 0.85 0.96
G6 7.67 7.40 0.27 7.54 7.53 7.53 0.32 1.32 1.27 0.96 1.09
G7 7.96 5.76 2.20 6.86 6.77 6.68 2.48 1.07 0.99 0.72 0.81
G8 6.71 6.21 0.50 6.46 6.46 6.45 0.67 0.97 1.07 0.93 1.04
G9 6.75 6.12 0.63 6.44 6.43 6.42 0.84 0.96 1.05 0.91 1.02
G10 6.99 6.63 0.36 6.81 6.81 6.81 0.46 1.08 1.14 0.95 1.07
Gl1 9.05 8.85 0.20 8.95 8.95 8.95 0.20 1.87 1.52 0.98 1.10
Gl12 6.32 6.00 0.32 6.16 6.16 6.16 0.46 0.88 1.03 0.95 1.07
Gl13 6.90 6.00 0.90 6.45 6.43 6.42 1.17 0.97 1.03 0.87 0.98
Gl4 4.83 4.58 0.25 4.71 4.70 4.70 0.47 0.52 0.79 0.95 1.07
Gl15 4.68 3.98 0.70 4.33 4.32 4.30 1.34 0.43 0.68 0.85 0.96
Gl6 7.79 6.65 1.14 7.22 7.20 7.18 1.32 1.21 1.14 0.85 0.96
G17 5.45 5.00 0.45 5.23 5.22 5.22 0.74 0.64 0.86 0.92 1.03
Gl18 6.93 6.05 0.88 6.49 6.48 6.46 1.14 0.98 1.04 0.87 0.98
G19 7.28 6.32 0.96 6.80 6.78 6.77 1.19 1.07 1.09 0.87 0.98
G20 7.33 6.50 0.83 6.92 6.90 6.89 1.02 1.11 1.12 0.89 1.00
G21 4.86 4.14 0.72 4.50 4.49 4.47 1.33 0.47 0.71 0.85 0.96
G22 7.02 5.28 1.74 6.15 6.09 6.03 2.23 0.86 0.91 0.75 0.85
G23 4.73 4.58 0.15 4.66 4.65 4.65 0.29 0.51 0.79 0.97 1.09
G24 8.27 7.25 1.02 7.76 7.74 7.73 1.11 1.40 1.25 0.88 0.99
G25 6.90 6.85 0.05 6.88 6.87 6.87 0.07 1.10 1.18 0.99 1.12
G26 6.94 5.53 1.41 6.24 6.20 6.16 1.83 0.90 0.95 0.80 0.90
G27 7.45 6.49 0.96 6.97 6.95 6.94 1.16 1.13 1.12 0.87 0.98
G28 5.92 4.70 1.22 5.31 5.27 5.24 1.85 0.65 0.81 0.79 0.89
G29 6.64 6.53 0.11 6.59 6.58 6.58 0.15 1.01 1.12 0.98 1.11
G30 4.62 4.15 0.47 4.39 4.38 4.37 0.91 0.45 0.71 0.90 1.01
G31 5.34 4.46 0.88 4.90 4.88 4.86 1.48 0.56 0.77 0.84 0.94
G32 5.14 4.83 0.31 4.99 4.98 4.98 0.54 0.58 0.83 0.94 1.06
G33 4.97 4.64 0.33 4.81 4.80 4.80 0.60 0.54 0.80 0.93 1.05
G34 5.48 5.03 0.45 5.26 5.25 5.25 0.74 0.64 0.86 0.92 1.03
G35 4.64 4.50 0.14 4.57 4.57 4.57 0.27 0.49 0.77 0.97 1.09




AQY i s jazls ool b glasals al> o jo  Sis s bayld cod 6 paiS slacawiss obsyl ol Ses 5 Jez9>

JuiglS Job (sly oS slacaigif )0 )0 10 (Shs i cod Joi glaas Ll polie F Jgux
Table 4. The values of drought tolerance indices under 15%-drought stress conditions in wheat genotypes for coleoptile

length
GMP SSI STI YSI
Genotype  Yp Ys TOL MP &% HM o3 @l yp w3 RSl
%"3"’.}"3 é)il.o& uﬁDu $)90 y42 ua_,’u;’

S ySlos

Gl 7.22 5.13 2.09 6.18 6.09
G2 8.22 5.00 3.22 6.61 6.41
G3 7.61 7.40 0.21 7.51 7.50
G4 6.59 6.32 0.27 6.46 6.45
G5 7.95 5.42 2.53 6.69 6.56
Go6 7.67 7.67 0.31 7.83 7.82
G7 7.96 6.04 1.92 7.00 6.93
G8 6.71 6.07 0.64 6.39 6.38
G9 6.12 5.80 0.32 5.96 5.96
G10 6.99 5.40 1.59 6.20 6.14
Gl1 9.05 6.98 2.07 8.02 7.95
Gl12 6.32 5.80 0.52 6.06 6.05
G13 6.90 5.49 1.41 6.20 6.15
Gl14 4.83 443 0.40 4.63 4.63
G15 4.68 4.30 0.38 4.49 4.49
Gl16 7.79 6.98 0.81 7.39 7.37
G17 5.45 5.25 0.20 5.35 5.35
G18 6.93 6.57 0.36 6.75 6.75
G19 7.28 6.18 1.10 6.73 6.71
G20 7.33 6.39 0.94 6.86 6.84
G21 4.86 4.81 0.05 4.84 4.83
G22 7.02 6.47 0.55 6.75 6.74
G23 4.73 4.56 0.17 4.65 4.64
G24 8.27 7.34 0.93 7.81 7.79
G25 6.90 5.70 1.20 6.30 6.27
G26 5.53 5.13 0.40 5.33 5.33
G27 6.49 5.61 0.88 6.05 6.03
G28 5.92 5.30 0.62 5.61 5.60
G29 6.64 5.86 0.78 6.25 6.24
G30 4.62 3.93 0.69 4.28 4.26
G31 5.34 4.75 0.59 5.05 5.04
G32 5.14 4.98 0.16 5.06 5.06

G33 4.97 4.82 0.15 4.90 4.89
G34 5.62 5.48 0.14 5.55 5.55
G35 4.64 4.13 0.51 4.39 4.38

6.00 2.25 0.88 0.91 0.71 0.82
6.22 3.05 0.98 0.89 0.61 0.70
7.50 0.21 1.34 1.31 0.97 1.12
6.45 0.32 0.99 1.12 0.96 1.10
6.45 2.48 1.03 0.96 0.68 0.78
7.82 0.30 1.46 1.36 0.96 1.10
6.87 1.88 1.15 1.07 0.76 0.87
6.37 0.74 0.97 1.08 0.90 1.04
5.96 0.41 0.85 1.03 0.95 1.09
6.09 1.77 0.90 0.96 0.77 0.89
7.88 1.78 1.51 1.24 0.77 0.88
6.05 0.64 0.87 1.03 0.92 1.05
6.11 1.59 0.90 0.97 0.80 0.91
4.62 0.64 0.51 0.79 0.92 1.05
4.48 0.63 0.48 0.76 0.92 1.05
7.36 0.81 1.30 1.24 0.90 1.03
5.35 0.29 0.68 0.93 0.96 1.11
6.75 0.40 1.09 1.16 0.95 1.09
6.69 1.18 1.07 1.10 0.85 0.97
6.83 1.00 1.12 1.13 0.87 1.00
4.83 0.08 0.56 0.85 0.99 1.14
6.73 0.61 1.08 1.15 0.92 1.06
4.64 0.28 0.51 0.81 0.96 1.11
7.78 0.88 1.45 1.30 0.89 1.02
6.24 1.35 0.94 1.01 0.83 0.95
5.32 0.56 0.68 0.91 0.93 1.06
6.02 1.06 0.87 0.99 0.86 0.99
5.59 0.82 0.75 0.94 0.90 1.03
6.23 0.91 0.93 1.04 0.88 1.01
4.25 1.16 0.43 0.70 0.85 0.98
5.03 0.86 0.61 0.84 0.89 1.02
5.06 0.24 0.61 0.88 0.97 1.11
4.89 0.23 0.57 0.85 0.97 1.11
5.55 0.19 0.73 0.97 0.98 1.12
4.37 0.86 0.46 0.73 0.89 1.02
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Fig. 1. Correlation coefficients between drought tolerance indices for coleoptile length under 10%-(right) and 15%-
(left) drought stress
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Fig. 2. Three-dimensional plot of coleoptile length traits under 10%-drought stress conditions with STI, HM, GMP and
MP indices
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Fig. 4. Biplot plot of the first two principal components for coleoptile length under 10%-(top) and 15%-(bottom)

drought stress conditions
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Table 5. Mean comparison of grain yield for bread wheat
genotypes

o 3lou S Slos 0l S Slos

No Yield (kg ha) No Yield (kg ha™)
1 2364 19 2951
2 3764 20 3617
3 3718 21 3500
4 3992 22 3102
5 3811 23 4136
6 3260 24 4370
7 3967 25 3064
8 3659 26 3969
9 4142 27 2675
10 3936 28 3939
11 3135 29 3832
12 3715 30 4630
13 3532 31 3804
14 3872 32 3114
15 3728 33 3931
16 3550 34 4988
17 3798 35 5668
18 4209

LSD 1%=129.8; LSD 0.05%=88.6
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