uﬁ) @js > ‘sjaa;.oaé@..ailj
Fnvironmental Stresses in Crop Sciences
VE0 e Ol e slez oslod (addle W
r-arA
http://dx.doi.org/10.22077/escs.2020.3405.1857

A ,.««.é 3% lio

(S i Bl g 38 Ob P G 5999 590 Dlao (Sl (SN0 T 9 (SRS EgV (v ¥

S bbb uexo s

o3 bl (b @l g (559liS Ghjgel 9 Dlikios 3 e Lol

Q7B 10 3 G )G A/ YY) iedl o &)U

oS

3|5M.>so)|,§).:$‘is' Caxi 1) ol wly aF Cowl Sis doyd g SCis 3bluo 50 ogasty pin (e ) g ST I (S Sl
L o oSS dilo 8 pSos Ol i b lad po o2y Wlao o Lollls (gt ol 3 Bud .apo oo S | aild o ySlos 39 4k o
Salo3T el 50 .08 35 )18 (cws ) 12 390 (eST) 51555 (39 ShalosT @908 U puiS (A U ol (a1 50 091 (Sulis
yoile Yo alold 4y 550 Y0 b ¥ 0 ojlod o .aiuls adls aald lghedy liaw g ;550 (w0 o8, ¥ U Y 2 5l o

3oy 0y99 Job 50 N b3yl 331 (553l higel Wiz 35 s (Shulol asyie 50 srkel bulpd 10 aepl b anbls
g U 5o 1) 605 o bl gl wWind dunlio walls o6l b g o5yl Sa5edsd 00 9 0 ) Khas sljol ails 5 Shas wilio
Slawws (il 5138 (339 Wile (Flhio Benll oo 55 45 318 (LIS (g5 ) 41525 310 QLS (S 9 (05 Sl 3T JLaI51 (oms) 323590
Ol 51 (42 9 BB e 9 4RDIS Ao 3 ,Shos 6510 Sr0 9 Cade FT alduw (359 9 Agr EW,I i Jgbo (yiamy G 395
@S 4 azgi b oloylyB 0gy5 A 40 UPGMA ig) & yiwllS ayjes (bl p Lenll (guisdinns .0iiS oot 1) 3 5Sos
WIS jinlin (5215 Olpogas (o5 51 5 yidgt 418 5,Shas Wbl oyl 5 5515 (slbiasis5 42 S 4T w555 10 okl Camoey

Cls s oglle aS wubl (gudeuls )yl gude Wislgs o uﬁuLo)T 2] 90 09 g0 (S Olgo Sl LiS Gl ol gl Liul ol
..\S”T@ o2l )8 (Kis a pglio pusS Bl adgi g ol cua o5 015 @ gl p 1)y 6HLo yw g6 (o wlao

O posS (S g (05 Wlao (( SUGS £ 955 S @ 3 eI sloojs

S 8os 39 o0 085 (eSS cimaj (D )5 Lulyd i L
ol Wl gmels ao 0 B e 4 Vo0 Jl o pudS
Col pasS Sl Jgame JS doye Vo als Joles
WS o8l lyls slo,eiS L ,o (Al et al.,2017)
ALt 355 4y o S 5 s U ol 95
Qg Ban sl ;o Was slacawiss) obwl .l solo
Sl Gb )l G5 ol oy Sl qule, Jslos

Mirza et al., ) osi o Si & Jozo lp ol
(2019

Acevedo ) Lz oo (g oy Vo el Lo &
slolis sg>4 4 (et al., 2002; Godfray et al., 2010
Jlo 50 b pasS Sl adgi ol &g, ol sl Sle
(Rayetal., 2012) wb ol ao,o Ve lre a Vo0
95 o SebS S (e 05 sl (il 4 a9 L
SSles p 0wy pd oniiSgaze Jelse lored LS g
Kosina et al., 2007; Out ) & ls siie 55 Slgase
Slao Wb oplplo (et al., 2018; Yassin et al., 2019
2 @l s ol Sl b oolen 1) (Sis 4 Joow
(El-Shawy etal., 2017) 5,5 sluls oly; SlUgaxe

stabal349@gmail.com : S5y xS cany . olbolls (5 damms dunw :9K5wly 003,55 *



\Fe.. Qb““)“\f‘)‘h?‘gsc'l)}f}]&)é . LSL“’W

¥

56 Cou s (Ge seb ) Al (g g Atulis CodS
.(Prasad et al., 2008) xws 3

2 S ol pasS wazx #6151 g ke aST))
PS8l kit 1055 Jls Lo 8 5 S i
O 0155 oy o s (oS oS 5 St @ Jamio
(Sabagh et al., 2018) wil o o yolyw o pusS
Seisls e Slho lubid Gliul) jo Wlgh oo (hagi
G5 & Jooie g (sl gy 35 5 (Seielshiee 9
2 &= s OhleS 4 all cez g oSlee L (S5
Al adly i lgy 15 S g0

b g, g dlge
oyl 9ols 08, ¥ olem 4y 5ol MY fels addllas o]
505 Juud 75l an Comez (nl g lcs 5 55 5
4 sl S5 et SIb (el gy Gk 5l AR S
ac,ie ;0 AVAF olo Ll o addllass jse slo U ol cuwo
942, V0 ;9) o b ) @ly Slides S e (Sl
az,0 Y7 5 5,55 sl3l,0 4a3o OF g az 0 F- U aido OY
eyl g Jlod slgy 4230 VY g a0 V0 b agdo VY
O ygods (S Slge ad AllS (e VYo e Lo mdaws
R S 3 NS gy (eI D) LSS g ik S
2ol lsieay Gl 5 555 026 o8, ¥ilap T odss ol
VIO L ¥ s ol e ol LS5 U Yo e olss 4o
Jsbiiedy ol anals e cule Yoo cals alold 4y (s e
A3j50 i 59y p Jad T (Sis il 5l asllla
Jad Jsb ,0 ad glad 55kl aulS Sl an al>pe o
5 53y wile iline Sloogas S5l loal ol ol
Days) :yauew, b 59, (Days to Heading: DHE) _»ul5
Plant Height: ) «4 ¢las,l (to Maturity: DMA
«(Kernel Weight -1000: TKW) &ls |52 359 «PLH
alcw ;o &l slaas «(Spike Length: SL) alow Job
aliw o &ls 59 «(Number grain per Spike: NG/S)
axlow olass «(Grain weight per spike:GW/S)
Spike ) alw (39 «(Number of spikelets per spike)
L g o, «Grain Yield: GY) als o Sles (weight
W ebd sals 5|

BT sl LS5 ialogT 90 slaipll 5 i oyl
(Bl ol oy slaolel b 5 esls s Ll
1o Sy 5 ene Byl oSl caials (25l

Slr osill laansS 5l o S 5y 500 Sl
2 Al e el Jgazme cnl sl by 4 5, Lol (4050
o g0k leo b puo S Lol o y0 LSl als o
wgdin ol 0 Sles (hals 4y joxie a5 09 o0 5 g Sk
35,5 oo Al Canllgrol olaws jals 5 ails s als
.(Mirza et al., 2019)

Jhadadlre 4 ol Sis 4 Joxio pai slodisS
ol s (S5 5 e 3l 5 Jpane
OF iz by g Sl S (b che (Sis 4 e
5k Slapusille 23S L Gles (o0 45 098 (o0 S
Jo5 5 o168 5 Sl JSits 1) (Kas
(Blum, 2010) 5,5 zWal 1, 1 (oTeS

N RTRE-CUN LI
Slgaze 53 5 Sl (mej 05 lp SUSie (55 5las
Slio globid caloss oo lul l3é Slse 5 55 slis
OLLS ;o (S S 4 ez )0 )5 130 So5e0s8 90
O 4 Jele ez o Gadgy S 0 Slgiee
G300 Sdei ol,F ol 4y Blasl 5l 0ed solainl Sas
Wibee (i Lalpd je o Shee B0 UL
slass iy Job aule Slaw Liwl, cpl yo .(Blum. 1996)
9ok asy olaey b o by slass e ey aliw
@ilo 3 Slos b ;5 ails (339 caliw Jsbo cails Jl52 (39
Ly ool elis)) g sl y atld «Sujglen o Slee
Plaut et al., 2004; ) oS o oy iolS Sis oo
.(Blum. 2005

o jo alo ol b ails o Slae (yudione @l 138 0
Singh et) code (e als 50 (039 5 abiw Jsb
slaws aliw Jsb o ()b cxe (als .o jls (al., 2002
Sl e oyie g a0 als slaws b o axlo
S i 436 g (Mirbahar et al., 2009) s byl
Abdoli et al., ) «ls I 59 mals o palS 5l as
als o Sloe S s Lyl h 0 008 0 0030 (2013
Edmeades et al., ) oS o lay j2alS aoy0 Ve BV
Srod Al o (Sas 25 Jelse cnl 5l (S (1995
olel (Plaut et al., 2004) Koo ¢ <ol il o
00 p>d Sl oole ylie (S 15 31 o aS wis S
Slo i (aizmed (A5 (ool AR (4295 LB o o
a,y e Jole o Goeaily by oS K25 g LS



10 i 5 Ll 9 0 paif Sl e i (sl saies,T 5 S5 E55 (ot catliblil

Ol yean a5l daiw o wils slawi s &l o Sles
Sl Coto g 0 b 0y iz (g 55 501 o o
Ao oo olid adlacs se slacpl o jo 1) Cchn oyl
5 cwlio &l 5o 59 g aaw jo als slaws a5 sla U
ol o 5o 5l UL als 8 Sloe Ugons wiyls o5
oz ol Y g VY okl lacpl aslaes,ge
o9y Sleogaz

it Slho gl o &5 oS Glyie ol Siagy
als o ,Shas g ails )50 (59 4 bgrye g5 Gl (ntien
G 59, olawi Sdo g0 @) bgpe v 55 Glime (%S
Sadegh Ghol ) 0gs Sawws, U 59, olows g aluw 50l
.Moghadam e al., 2012

o9 sepl o oul 5 Feslul Slhs polis
6ok g5 @i Slaw Hhaisl el oaliz 0 ¥ Joux o
&olel Juloigas s 5l solawl b .cails 9gg lapl cyw
ol 5o Sl (S5 g polie oy
5 0l (6 S0l caS o 05 slrosls (gl y axlllacs g0
V gz 5o b 5 555 o2yl wald 08, 4w b anslie

adllasd g0 slacpl als o Slae Cawl ouds ools ylid
oL oyl el Bl o Sles pliae 5l o )s ©)jg0n
el Ll wileaszlol vals plB )l a5 o529l wos oo
3,10 3gzg bl pl o 0 cals 3l i o Slee b
O Jgoz)
O 9 Loy anlllass jp0 alosl aShl @ azgi
OL oy 23550 U 53y 2 aslllas b Lol el 1S5
algs oo (golaidl o Sles il Lol cpl a5 aoo o
oaplive | Joozr 4y azgi b o5 )18 ()] S ol5a az g3 5
U YT 5 ol vall o8, a4 Cawd (pU V0 a5 05l 0
08y el o o big 5 55 s b wall o) 4y S
b a8y o Slae aSpl 4 colie L adlazils ails o Sloe
slacrl sl g i Gliew 5 550 e 4 S

(V) J992) 092 002 V0 550 g (b )b B 51 5

3,50 5o dils o, Slee ol plil oS Olas asn b bLS)
a8 5 1,8 sleaals o,Sles lawgio b dslacs g0 slocpl
B emindyge Mg wo s Djgod ol B)b g s
St | Dlao o BLI I (0 )5l Cows 4y Cg a8 5
oA ol glayse ololis gl a0 5 eolatl oolu
ey 4 opmiie sz LT 5w 38,50 ails o Shee
A eolawl (stepwise) plEaels g )5, 4550
Gy a S LT gy b leenl gaies S
Olsis S sngldl alols ay e 5l eslil L s UPGMA
3l 3 5l esliial Uy g bl 50UT .ot alosil alis Sl
20 5 sl Statghraphic 4 Excle SPSS.16

2 oS Cho Ve Bl gy 050 U VY (L)l T o
Logio oy slao el 5l ooliiwl b aals o)l L L3
oo g e Alodl wls iSTas (JBlas deosls
Jolss chog slao,lol 5,6l 51w Slao &l
Glp it S Oyso gl Jeloign sz 5 Slao Dl
Ol yoaloas UL (Silh gei5 0uls oL )l wlas ST
3, 8lee A 5 YV YO o,leds slo pl asdlacs g0 slo pl
Al YO o lels (plails maw axly o (g iy alls
ol ddy 4 Cond i Jobs g aliws o ils slaws Claw
5 Cude als 0 Sles b Cio g0 (pl (Son 09 g
5o ails slass Cao )_.JL Wilgs oo 4z ol aS 0 o Jxe
Sg>g dy dzgi b .auS am gy dilo o Slae ol ol alaw
winkey] slaoals 4 cans ol o 4o ULl asalo
Al odalin UL g9 alo o Slos Cio gl
TS ),.sb aliw o als slass Ciw aSul @ axg b
Cloaslyy jo lgi oo conl alils wils o Slae yol33l 4o
Sl GsS ye del e plsear cae Gl Sl (e
oo s3>l 51 o (Banitaba et al., 2004) .o 5" oola!



\fo. uw);\fdbisc‘” |°5J" ).; o LSL“’W ‘\\?

Ob pasS cuigl ;0 Wlaw pluw g aild 5 ,Sloc Hlado ) Jouo
Table 1. The value of grain yield and different traits of bread wheat genotypes

Laaly g9 0 Sdlos v

3 o . 2z = Yield% over checks
4 3 08 & a4 = 3E 113 s% 5
1. 2. 2zus isz7 é’:EgagQ“a «f s
ls 45 52481343 548354648 35 &5 43
kg/plot ar ecm  cm gr gr
Narin 4200 38 74 120 9.5 95 3.67 727 17 407 100 100 100
Barzegar 5000 30 78 121 9 9% 2.07 377 17 3.93 100 100 100
Sistan 4500 28 77 121 10 100 1.50 260 16 293 100 100 100
1 2900 325 68 117 95 116 213 573 18 423 58 65 63
2 3600 225 77 115 10 118 223 537 19 440 72 81 78
3 4100 355 84 118 9 105 123 347 16 3.17 82 93 89
4 3000 32 8 123 95 120 120 43.0 18 3.20 60 68 65
5 4900 31 75 118 95 103 217 383 14 420 98 111 107
6 3300 285 78 121 85 92 130 363 14 330 66 75 72
7 4100 27 84 122 10 93 1.00 353 19 293 82 93 89
8 3300 30 68 114 10 98 1.63 40.0 14 3.50 66 75 72
9 5800 30 72 116 105 106 1.73 31.0 15 3.67 116 131 126
10 4400 29 63 115 11.5 105 233 50.0 17 457 88 99 96
11 3600 20 60 110 10 107 1.83 440 17 3.87 72 81 78
12 3900 265 77 120 10 115 133 287 17 3.27 78 88 85
13 3400 285 83 120 11.5 120 1.63 373 18 3.67 68 77 74
14 5000 30 77 120 9.5 118 1.40 31.0 17 340 100 113 109
15 3900 25 83 121 12 122 1.53 393 17 353 78 88 85
16 4900 303 78 121 11 116 1.17 320 19 3.03 98 111 107
17 4300 30 77 118 9.5 120 1.70 343 16 3.83 86 97 93
18 3800 305 73 118 105 125 1.70 367 19 3.60 76 86 83
19 3900 29 86 122 12 112 147 463 18 347 78 88 85
20 4500 21 73 119 115 108 1.50 470 16 3.63 90 102 98
Narin 5300 30 75 118 11.5 96 217 413 16 427 100 100 100
Barzegar 5000 25 80 118 11 92 243 4677 13 447 100 100 100
Sistan. 4500 295 83 120 95 95 260 373 14 4.53 100 100 100
21 4700 285 80 122 12 108 1.37 427 14 3.40 94 106 102
22 5800 28 73 119 11 86 230 493 16 450 116 131 126
23 5600 30 74 119 105 94 190 42,0 17 410 112 126 122
24 5400 315 77 120 12 93 247 497 18 4.60 108 122 117
25 6100 275 78 119 12 95 233 470 20 447 122 138 133
26 4700 31 77 120 13 101 1.07 30.0 14 3.20 94 106 102
27 4700 32 77 122 125 95 177 337 18 390 94 106 102

28 4800 28 76 120 11,5 117 1.80 393 18 3.90 96 108 104
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Table 1. Continued aolol.y) Jgus
é Luali g9y o ySdos duo s
g 3 @‘ %’ Yield% over checks
k. A 3 35 - > 3
\-‘1 305 2 a3 o 34 .F 2% 3% 5
1; 25 28 9s 2. b= yrisdigiatalls
27 230 3 F %7 38 4@ 95 49 37 Y7 44 37 WE S
kg/plot gr cm cm gr gr
29 5200 345 77 120 14 104 213 423 19 4.40 104 117 113
30 4900 31.5 77 119 115 90 1.10 273 18 3.37 98 111 107
31 4900 31.5 78 122105 120 123 257 18 3.40 98 111 107
32 4200 33.5 81 120 105 128 213 53.0 16 443 84 95 91
33 5900 32 81 121 11 90 220 517 18 4.70 118 133 128
34 5600 33 77 121 105 93 1.87 487 18 3.83 112 126 122
35 3300 295 78 119 8.5 120 1.10  28.0 15 3.27 66 75 72
36 3800 31 75 120 105 116 1.67 347 16 3.53 76 86 &3
37 1500 31 86 121 11 119  0.67 18.0 18 2.40 30 34 33
38 2900 31.5 86 125 8.5 125 1.60 223 17 3.57 58 65 63
39 3800 31 84 122 105 95 220 443 17 430 76 86 &3
40 4500 35 85 123 105 100 1.57 393 19 3.83 90 102 98
Narin 4900 30 74 120 10 94 230 407 14 4.40 100 100 100
Barzegar 5300 32.5 77 121 11 96 2.10  36.7 16  4.03 100 100 100
Sistan 5500 24.5 77 121 11 &5 1.40 327 16 3.70 100 100 100
41 3000 31.5 73 124 9.5 114 120 30.7 14 3.07 60 68 65
42 3900 275 72 124 11 125 1.17 303 17 3.00 78 88 85
43 1200 275 72 118 12 114 1.10 28.0 16  2.90 24 27 26
44 2300 28 68 114 11 115 090 19.7 17 2.67 46 52 50
45 4000 30 68 114 105 115 193 36.7 16 3.87 80 90 &7
46 3000 345 76 119 12 120 1.70  28.7 17 3.57 60 68 65
47 4000 29 76 119 105 110 1.60 27.0 18 3.53 80 90 &7
48 3100 30 72 120 115 106 1.87 31.3 19 3.73 62 70 67
49 4400 27 71 114 12 106 220 403 15 4.17 88 99 96
50 3800 27 72 114 12.5 123 2.03 440 17 4.03 76 86 83
51 2200 26 74 113 115 96 1.37  36.7 16 3.37 44 50 48
52 3500 32 66 110 12 106 1.63 33 15 3.53 70 79 76
53 4200 29 85 119 11 128 093 226 18 2.83 84 95 91
54 2800 28 78 120 9.5 118 253 496 15 493 56 63 61
55 2700  26.5 84 119 11 129  0.87 20.0 17 2.80 54 61 59
56 1200  26.5 84 119 9.5 120 097 213 19 3.03 24 27 26
57 2600 23.5 74 118 11 105 1.00 346 18 2.90 52 59 57
58 2800 30.5 74 119 10 118 253 473 9 4.77 56 63 61
59 3000 245 73 117 105 122 1.63 373 10 3.57 60 68 65
60 1600 24.5 70 115 10 118 1.67 33.7 9 3.53 32 36 35
Narin 5300 325 71 118 105 96 1.60  27.7 8 3.57 100 100 100
Barzegar 4100 24.5 76 119 10 102 2.07 350 8 4.07 100 100 100
Sistan 5600 27 76 120 10 100 197 33.7 8 3.63 100 100 100
61 2100 245 73 119 8.5 118 147 373 8 3.53 42 47 46
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Table 1. Continued

aolol) Jgus

2 Laals 595 3 ySdos duo 0
";; ? _ Yield% over checks
L N B 202 £ 3: B
15 152538181 ‘i’m;sng;‘jx 2% xt )
27 230 3 F %7 54 7 B S 32 ¥Z 48 32 & H%
Kg/plot er cm cm er ar
62 2700 33 77 124 10 118 0.50 11.0 9 2.37 54 61 59
63 2300 28 78 124 125 128 0.33 6.7 8 2.27 46 52 50
64 2800 25 72 112 10 126 1.90 31.7 8 3.87 56 63 61
65 2700 23 72 114 10 118 0.67 19.0 9 2.47 54 61 59
66 3800 30 70 114 11 130 2.37 38.7 8 4.30 76 86 83
67 2500 26.5 71 117 12 124 1.70 30.0 9 3.70 50 56 54
68 3000 32 78 119 11 126 1.03 26.0 18 3.00 60 68 65
69 2100 235 77 119 8.5 124 1.43 38.7 19 3.40 42 47 46
70 4000 255 77 119 10 109 0.97 27.7 18 293 80 90 87
71 2200 29.5 75 114 11 112 1.33 27.7 9 3.27 44 50 48
72 2300 32 68 111 13 118 1.70 333 16 3.57 46 52 50
73 1900 24 68 108 9.5 120 0.67 37.0 8 2.53 38 43 41
74 3100 26 68 117 8.5 115 2.83 50.3 7 4.97 62 70 67
75 3200 27.5 73 117 9.5 109 1.93 35.0 8 4.03 64 72 70
76 2900 28 77 119 95 124 2.03 38.3 9 4.13 58 65 63
77 4100 255 74 119 12 105 1.17 26.3 8 2.97 82 93 89
78 900 22 77 118 11.5 125 0.80 20.0 8 2.57 18 20 20
79 4000 31 76 119 8 124 1.70 27.3 9 3.53 80 90 87
80 600 21 78 121 95 88 1.20 36.3 7 3.03 12 14 13
Narin 5300 275 74 121 10 102 2.80 46.7 8 5.00 100 100 100
Barzegar 5100 24.5 76 121  11.5 100 2.50 43.7 8 4.47 100 100 100
Sistan 3200 255 76 121 12 103 3.13 48.3 8 5.17 100 100 100
81 4100 28 77 119 11 114 1.00 21.7 7 2.70 82 93 89
82 3600 26.5 74 114 12 119 1.53 31.3 7 3.33 72 81 78
83 1600 27.5 77 119 8 120 0.97 24.7 9 2.97 32 36 35
84 5100 365 72 118 9.5 102 2.00 37.0 8 3.90 102 115 111
85 2800 29.5 62 106 8.5 110 1.33 28.3 6 3.07 56 63 61
86 4200 28 86 126 13 100 0.80 21.3 9 2.63 84 95 91
87 3700 335 72 120 10.5 120 1.40 32.3 8 3.20 74 84 80
88 5400 285 77 119 11.5 96 2.80 46.7 9 343 108 122 117
89 5200 25 72 119 115 9%4 1.57 36.3 8 4.60 104 117 113
90 4400 26 83 120 11 96 1.13 26.3 10  3.27 88 99 96
91 4500 23 83 120 105 98 2.27 433 9 4.10 90 102 98
92 4200 28 80 122 11 110 1.50 37.3 10 343 84 95 91
93 4400 25 80 122 11 106 1.60 35.7 8 3.63 88 99 96
94 3600 235 76 117 11 102 1.90 423 9 3.97 72 81 78
95 4300 26 84 123 11.5 115 1.17 36.7 10 3.00 86 97 93
96 4700 29 71 114 14 117 2.20 41.0 9 4.47 94 106 102
97 3700 27 73 117 12 115 1.63 26.7 9 3.53 74 84 80
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Table 1. Continued

alsl ) Jous

£ Lasld 59 8,5 as wuo)o

a 2 . Yield% over checks

S 2 2 y 2 £ 3 z i
5 = ! Y] > % 3 @ = o B . N -
1 45 38 1% 1 I» 33 98 33 48 13 3§ ai d2
kg/plot ar cm cm ar gr

98 3700 26.5 77 118 14 116  1.27 28.0 21 3.23 74 84 80
99 3700 28 77 121 10.5 100 197 453 11 4.13 74 84 80
100 3400 24 72 120 9.5 102 2.03 35.0 9 4.13 68 77 74
Narin 5300 28.5 76 120 9.5 98 243  41.0 9 440 100 100 100
Barzegar 4100 25.1 76 121 10.5 96 350 683 8 6.60 100 100 100
Sistan 5100 26.5 74 117  10.5 98 2.10 40.7 9 410 100 100 100
101 5200 27.5 72 118 11.5 108 1.80 38.0 9 377 104 117 113
102 4300 29 76 120 105 106 2.50 48.0 19 4.53 86 97 93
103 5500 29 77 120 10.5 95 1.77 49.0 7 3.83 110 124 120
104 4600 27 85 121 9.5 114 120 303 9 3.03 92 104 100
105 5200 29.6 77 119 10 98 1.97 433 7 4.07 104 117 113
106 4100 22 74 119 8.5 98 1.63 41.0 8 3.57 82 93 89
107 4800 28.5 74 120 8.5 98 1.60 42.7 8 3.53 96 108 104
108 3500 34 81 121 9.5 103 2.07 47.0 9 4.13 70 79 76
109 4400 26 77 119 105 108 197 37.7 7 3.90 88 99 96
110 4000 28 82 119 10 98 1.83 343 8 3.80 80 90 87
111 3200 33 83 120 11 128 1.83 347 9 3.93 64 72 70
Narin 4700 22.5 72 119 11.5 100 2.23 40.0 8 427 100 100 100
Barzegar 2400 334 76 120 10 88 2.30 457 7 457 100 100 100
Sistan 3800 26.5 77 120 11.5 98 1.87  32.7 9 3.83 100 100 100
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Table 2. Descriptive statistics for different traits in bread wheat genotypes and the check Cultivars

Al o ySlos Al I3 (39 (AT jgy oy U gy addew Job

Trait o GYS TKW DHE DMA SL
kg/ha ar cm
2 - Range Ll 5500 16.5 26 20 6
%‘ 3‘ i‘n“i“im“ Jslas 600 20 60 106 8
«g’ \% Maximu Sl 6100 36.5 86 126 14
£ ‘1 Mean oSile 37342 28.14 76 118.6 10.65
T§ ) Std. Dev. Shme Slymil 11547 3.36 5.38 3.43 1.28
= CV% AT JON 30.92 11.85 7.08 2.89 12.02
Range waols 571.4 3.07 3.43 0.71 0.29
§ - ri“im“ Jilas 44285 26.8 73.7 119.4 10.36
% EL 1{‘:*‘“‘““ JEL{RS 5000 29.86 77.14 120.1 10.64
Zo, 3 Mean oSile 46762 28.40 75.95 119.8 10.47
° Std. Dev. Shme Blymil 29323 1.55 1.93 0.377 0.148
CV% Oy g o 17.36 13.28 3.37 1.03 7.91
Table 2. Continued alol .Y Jgos
sl 39 415 439 sl oloss i 0339
. &y b w50 4l olasi NO.Spikelets Spike
Trait =2 PLHS GW/S NG/S / Spike weight
" cm gr gr
% 2 Range awld 44 2.5 54 15 2.7
g } Minimum Jlos 86 0.33 3.33 6 2.27
2 <3 Maximum Al 130 2.83 57.33 21 4.97
£ ij Mean Sle 11065 1.59 35.22 13.36 3.59
§ 2 Std. Dev. Sl Blyxsl 11.16 0.51 9.91 451 0.59
& CV% Ol o po 10.09 31.19 28.13 33.8 16.63
Range aols  1.57 0.38 8.9 0.43 0.6
§ . Minimum Jola> 957 2.08 35.9 11 3.99
% EL Maximum Al 973 2.46 44.8 11.43 4.59
% 3§ Mem oSle  96.6 2.32 41.6 11.3 4.28
2 Std. Dev. Sbme Blymil 0.837 0.21 4.99 0.247 0.302
CV% Olpki cpo 4.6 25.24 27.17 33.89 16.92

§ Grain Yield: GY, Kernel Weight-1000: TKW, Days to Heading: DHE, Days to Maturity: DMA, Spike Length: SL, Plant
Height: PLH, Grain weight per spike:GW/S, Number grain per Spike: NG/S
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Table 3. Simple correlation coefficients among the traits in bread wheat genotypes

S ySlos
olie &l 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Trait GY
1 als sl 039 0.281%* *%
TKWS
y S Lol 0.164 *x
DHE
3 ol ooe ook g7a3er
DMA
4 abiw dob o007 0057 0008 -0.012 wx
SL
Q’;&L(U)‘ *%
5 0.479%* 0003 -0.014 -0.117  -0.055
PLH
6 Al 4039 (4004 0132 -0237%*% 005 0002 -0246%
GW/S
g el e 001 0076 0005 -0.082 -0342%* 0.75%* *x
NG/S
g Mwsdapliwslasi oo gosge 0072 0143 0208%  0.005  -0.006  0.105 *x
NO.spikelets/spike
Al 039 gazrex 0041 0191%  -0.092 001 -0267% 0.933%* 0756**  0.059
Spike weight

* " Significant at 5% and 1% levels of probability, respectively.

Woyo ) 5 ae,0 0 Jliol pdaw o ls pe ol 4y i

§ Grain Yield: GY, Kernel Weight-1000: TKW, Days to Heading: DHE, Days to Maturity: DMA, Spike Length: SL, Plant
Height: PLH, Grain weight per spike:GW/S, Number grain per Spike: NG/S

r:lfd.a‘nlf u?—*—*‘)f) @L..‘ A oolaiwl ‘nlfé\.ulalf 09'“"’;)
ols las ¥ Jgas 4o (Stepwise regression analysis)

slasws il e 59 cud 5 4 Jow 4 0aldslg (sl e aS

PURl gy 4 i

SShes 5 b e Ul b Slio glolis sl
a5l Olie 51K e e Gl lelil g al
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39, dlass Casl wls o Slae dz gl il Jow ol oot
b 59, ohaad GRali8l L aS 098 olo 95 cnl 4 (e, b
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Table 4. Stepwise regression analysis of grain yield and morphological characteristics in bread wheat genotypes

B oo sbe las b ¥
S B The standard ol dwlo t g luiine Oy
Model’ coefficient error Beta t Value Sig. R?
“lerd 49355 3581.4 1378 0.171
(Constant)
“bulroi 5560 26.35 0.156 1.996 0.048 3930
TKWT
poms, 5625 26.62 0.166 2113 0037  37.09
DMA
. s dsb 1990 68.02 0.209 2782 0.006  33.10
“peWyl 394 8.11 -0.324 -4.063 000 2011
PLH
aiwods 553 153.9 0.306 3.805 000  28.63
Spike weight

§ Dependent Variable: yield (kg/ha).

QLS s a5 okS) ails 5 Shee sataly o

fKernel Weight -1000: TKW, Days to Maturity: DMA, Spike Length: SL, Plant Height: PLH
Y-intercept (a) = -4936; SE=916.131; R?>=39.33%; Adjusted R? =36.52%

o9 s Ho aily 5 calw jo aly slaws ils o Slos
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FS 5oy polie b sleadlse 9 0l (o, SPSS I3l 5
2 kel Glaadlie 4 a4 @l Wl s Sl
oy polie glilo adie Jle a5 wwo o lid £ Jgux
22,0 VON YT ggemme s a5 wivg G 3l 35,5 5 sobuws
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0555 4 ;0 Ll ¢35 5aT Lol 3 .03 ool UPGMA
9y V7 L opge 098 AV Jgaz) wad ganaiws
4y sy V) b i 09,5 ols (LS Ty 098 (00 555
(Ol 5 552 4 02)0) 90l a8l Log 5 cnl g i)l g
g 09,5 o0

slaws cls o,8lee Slaw iyl (U A L pgu 09,5 5o
Os9 s i y5e caliw )0 dmlois slass b o asls
Shn el pB)l 4 Cod aliws (59 5 Al o b
Colpeas oyl ails o ,Slee 09,5 ol lacusgsy auils
2be g (Ol 5 550 «02)0) wald o3, 4w a5l UL
a5l 08y Lol oyt ;o aaesi ol &5 og oyl
Sl 55 ol Jlse 51 5o 5 g5 on o 05 o 00
OLhlSen 5 (5 Ss il 009 Hinly o3, o als o Soe
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Table 5. Results of component analysis on studied traits

P 4dlge )3 5 el )| Cdo pgd adlie ;o caliin ;o axdiin
W30,5 e |y ails o Sl ils o 39 e

Sadegh Ghol) ,Kea 3 paie Js8 olo
Olyoss 5l ez i (Moghadam e al., 2012
il Sl 58 (6l e St 9 I cal i slls aST | Laosls
w539 sl Jole 5o 3,5Los 5 gy yie 5o aliis olass lis)
A 2lo; oS )18 pl o Shee p S5e Julo (e ],
as’ wis,S iS5 (Rezaei Kloo et al., 2013) )l ISes 4
Jae ols Jole 7 Jule 4y s (Si5 5 ulyd
A0S Aol |y JS g6 3l ae 0 AYVY aS 0uys S

OSas Ol 0905 a5 wiles S (lgie o] Kty ol
wws ol AV BV ] aaS als oSl ol
selS dize (Nouri-Ganbalani et al.,2009)
Sl Ol aals ZF e alaulgas 1) oo ,s Yo/f o Shee
slass el pl (Daryanto et al., 2016) «s,8
0,95 (i b 0 caliins jo ails slass L..sLef g axlow
5Skes als el O 3guaS 0,05 o hie ,5b 0,
S e oo dils Cuilo g BAlS 0j90 ialS g awls
039 i olawi Slao b duslae jo a5 cosl saiionls ylid

R0 ©lao 59y p Ladlso 4 i gl B Jou

STyl oyl 30 Factors (L ,551)

Traits < subsg;gtlon 1 2 3 4
GY$ PHENIPYS 0.652  0.405 0.116  -0.318
TKW a1 38 o359 0.198 0473 0.317 0.444
DHE SPE U g, olowd -0.166  0.814  -0.322  0.065
DMA Oy y U 3a ol -0.039  0.838  -0.360  0.021
SL aloow Job 0.071 0.203 0.722  -0.430
PLH g glas,l -0.497 -0.193  0.178 0.633
GW/S alcaw jd &ilS (39 0.909 -0.198 -0.035 0.191
NG/S adcow yo 4ild Slaay 0.847 -0.061 -0.204 0.104
NO.spikelets / spike aloow o azdow olasy 0.122 0.434 0.530 0.294
Spike weight alcow 439 0919 -0.132 -0.031  0.195
Relative variance s b lg 31.47 20.808 12.258 10.609
cumulative variance o5 il ylg 3147 52279 64.537 75.146

Sl sire e 5 10 Y mhaw 18 (65l g o 5 4T g s

* k% s significance at the probability levels of 0.05,0.01 respectively and non significance.
§ Grain Yield: GY, Kernel Weight -1000: TKW, Days to Heading: DHE, Days to Maturity: DMA, Spike Length: SL, Plant
Height: PLH, Grain weight per spike:GW/S, Number grain per Spike: NG/S
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Table 6. Number of genotypes in each cluster

U5 i 933 Ol
Cluster Number Genotype
1 1-2-8-9-10-11-20-45-49-50-66-96-101
2 3-4-6-7-12-14-16-17-18-31-35-36-38-41-42-46-47-48-61-68-69-70-79-83-87-111
3 5-22-23-24-25-33-34-102
4 13-15-19-21-26-27-28-29-30-32-39-40-98
5 37-53-55-56-62-63
6 43-44-51-57-65-78-80
7 52-59-60-64-67-71-72-73-81-85-97
8 54-74-75-76-84-88-89-91-94-99-100-103-105-106-107-108-109-110-112-113-114
9

77-81-86-90-92-93-95-104

o5 ©lio 351 yalls 12 53 bewigi Slgld Y Jsux
Table 7. Frequency of genotypes per cluster in terms of quanitative traits
wlao Y pwls ¥ ey ¥ sl F ey 8 gy f ey Vo ls A pels 4 s
traits Clusterl Cluster2 Cluster3 Cluster4 ClusterS Cluster6 Cluster7 Cluster8 Cluster9
1785.71  2718.18 4004.55  4287.5

““*’(?;:L‘*‘ 4153.85 353846  5450.0  4338.46 243333

M;’I‘é;]a” 27.3462  29.8769 30.25 30.3077 29 244286 273636 27.6364 26.6875

PG 39, olaxy
DHE

69.6154  77.3846  76.375  80.2308 82.3333  73.5714  70.1818  75.7273  81.125

O3y U 59, olass 114923  120.269 119.625  120.692 121 116.571  112.818  119.182 121.5

DMA

M;Jeb 111157 9826 10875  11.96 10.83 10.93 10.95 10.07 11.25
L

Sg e 11208 1165 95 10831 125.67 10871 11727  102.82  107.5
PLH

e 24l 0is ) gg5 1.383 2216 1.617 0711 1.004 1.52 2.07 1.195
GWI/S

e po ailsolasi 5 31.51 46.83 38.69 16.61 2767 29.12  41.81 29.45
NG/S

s pamlie a5 15538 175 17.46 14.83 13 9.63 8.59 8.875
NS/S

b 0939 4.04 334 4.36 3.74 2.62 2.84 3.41 4.118 3.08

Spike weight

$Grain Yield: GY, Kernel Weight -1000: TKW, Days to Heading: DHE, Days to Maturity: DMA, Spike Length: SL, Plant
Height: PLH, Grain weight per spike:GW/S, Number grain per Spike: NG/S, Number of spikelets per spike: NS/S



\fe. . Ob““}‘\f‘xh?‘scl)}fjlp)é . LSL“’W

avs

45&5)5“‘4:’ s mey) é‘f.‘ ]..05 Lgl.ms)f
SS o Al asH b g eSS Bl a4 olbcudsss
2 oer u.»‘ (Smgh, 2003) ""’5’“"6‘ oals )‘)5 05;
oS boaisiy uisling> alal) olulid 5 (ganes,S aly
9y & sy 0y5e Sainl s plxil s LT
O Sl wads (GOsdwd 09)5 S o UPGMA
Loy nU o sl oadomyn Sdo Vol laog S
b » alie slacnl (w090 slacnl ganeg S
3l aS a8 3 )18 00,8 SO0 ardllaed e Dlaw bl
oolitl b paiS ool asliyy 4o o3 ge Slellll oyl

o,5

st (S A
oot 2Ub 95 LIS (om0 23)90 Core (SIS 5k @
50 dils g el o als ol il o, Slee Ll
iz elel oo dlaw jo daslaw oo ¢ alow
g aaw jo ails y5e i o &l vlaw Slas kadlge
Geb g a5 )18 ol adlge o ails o Shoe b b (39
4 S UL 3 os pgs 09,5 slo (Ul llS gl
3 e sl ol o9z 4 azgr boLasils sald 68|
2L gy p0y50 Dlao LN Comezr jo (nally
V7 ol yd adilige ) S5 Sz Comez (gied)
AF FF Y LN NE IV NV NP AT Q) 5yl
oSS Oldllas plowl Cg(V o0 g Vo ¥ Vo) AT AN

20,5 g0 (Byre il sl Glgieas

Abdoli, M., Saeidi, M., Jalali-Honarmand, S.,
Mansourifar, S., Eghbal-Ghobadi, M.E., 2013.
Evaluation of some physiological and
biochemical traits and their relationships with
yield and its components in some improved
wheat cultivars under post-anthesis water
deficit. Environmental Stresses in Crop
Sciences. 6, 47-63. [In Persian with English
Summary].

Acevedo, E., Silva, P., Silva, H., 2002. Wheat
growth and physiology. In: Curtis, B.C.,

s ali Job clio 5] ooz allS s slocal
oS shole axsls (655 Ll o S ails 152 (59
g by 0,00 Job yogs UL ouds ails o ,Sles ol ccly
3 397 lacada) Sl 03gy dils lia ()59 Gl
ails o Sloe sl ptie 5wl ety pgs sloalls
else 51 S wlasls o Slae Lol sals a6 4 Cons
ol b adl oy @g el o wily Wigioe ]
Al G s iy gl SRE slge &S s
039 oSl nl (o yns pgo Jule g oad ulage
3o 35 S Cely oo ly (a5 i ol b o5
FllS 50 sl ides) awl oals aliiw o dils y5g g alls
Sy lails (6 meS ails o Slae aals o8| 4y Cons o
Wlodgy Fwynd i) plu g sald pB)l & Cons

S35 2 &S oS wp elul paS Ganghy o
Pl S35 )13 w0 )9e U pasS lacase
Sadegh Ghol Moghadam e ) 48,5 |18 65,5 VA
3O Oz a5 (6,500 byl jo cries L(al., 2012
w53l ploxil 0 puiS (sla (pU (55, 2 (St i Ll
Rezaei Kloo et ) o83 |18 09,5 ¥ jo (50 0,5 0
ls o Sloe Slas Ll Lol pew 05,5 ,o .(al., 2013
Al ;o als slaw g alw &lo 5 ¢ wlogu o Sas
sly plaizl ogs a1y Jlade o i

oo 2z (s lel ST liss glang, ol S|
3,00 6ol 0,8 aS sl o yog, dlax;l sLwlls 3G
Ul .Mohammadi and Prasanna, 2003)
S ol e bl bl by Grre goies,S
Slass i (gaiseg,S Ul 5l Gae Lol acgemo

&Ll
Rajaram, S., Gémez Macpherson, H. (eds.),
Bread Wheat, Improvement and Production.

FAO Plant Production and Protection Series, No.
30. pp. 39-70. FAO, Rome, Italy.

Ali, S., Liu, Y., Ishaq, M., Shah, T., Ilyas, A.,

Din, I.U., 2017. Climate change and its impact
on the yield of major food crops: Evidence
from Pakistan. Foods. 6(6), 39.

Banitaba, A., Arzani, A., Naderi Darbaghshabhi,

M., 2004. Evaluation of qualitation and
quantitative traits of durum wheat lines in



Ay i 5 Ll 9 0 paif Sl e i (sl saies,T 5 S5 E55 (ot catliblil

Isfahan region. 8th Iranian Crop Science
Congress. Guilan University. Rasht, Iran. [In
Persian].

Blum, A., 1996. Constitutive traits affecting plant
performance under stress. In: Edmeades G.O.,
Banziger, M., Mickelson, H.R., Pena-Valdivia,
C.B. (eds.). Proceedings of a Developing
drought and low-N tolerant maize. March. 25-
29. CIMMYT (Mexico: CIMMYT).

Blum, A., 2005. Mitigation of drought stress by
crop management. available at: www. Plant
Stress.com./article/drought m/drought m.
htm. mitigation by management.

Blum, A., 2011. Plant water relations, plant stress
and plant production. In: Plant Breeding for
Water-Limited Environments. Springer, New
York, NY. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-
4419-7491-4 2.

Budak, H., Kantar, M., Yuce Bilgili Kurtoglu, K.,
2013. Drought tolerance in modern and wild
wheat. The Scientific World Journal. Article ID
548246. https://doi.org/10.1155/2013/548246

Daryanto, S., Wang, L., Jacinthe, P.A., 2016.
Global synthesis of drought effects on maize
and wheat production. PloS one. PLoS ONE
11(5): e0156362.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0156362

Edmeades, C.O., Chapman, S.C., Balanus, J.,
Banziger, M., Lafitte, H.R., 1995. Recent
evaluation of progress in selection for drought
tolerance in tropical maize. Proceedings of the
4th Eastern and Southern African Regional
Maize Conference. CIMMYT. Mexico. 94-
100.

El-Shawy, E.E., El-Sabagh, A., Mansour, M.,
Barutcular, C., 2017. A comparative study for
drought tolerance and yield stability in different
genotypes of barley (Hordeum vulgare
L.). Journal of Experimental Biology and
Agricultural Sciences. 5(2), 151-162.

Francia, E., Tondelli, A., Rizza, F., Badeck,
F.W., Thomas, W., Eeuwijk, F.AV.,
Romagosa Clariana, 1., Stanca, A.M.,
Pecchioni, N., 2011. Determinants of barley
grain yield in drought-prone Mediterranean
environments. Italian Journal of Agronomy.
8(1),1-8.

Godfray, H.C.J., Beddington, J.R., Crute, L.R.,
Haddad, L., Lawrence, D., Muir, J.F., Pretty,
J., Robinson, S., Thomas, S.M., Toulmin, C.,
2010. Food security: the challenge of feeding 9
billion people. Science. 327(5967), 812-818.

Gonzalez, A., Bermejo, V., Gimeno, B.S., 2010.
Effect of different physiological traits on grain
yield in barley grown under irrigated and
terminal water deficit conditions. The Journal
of Agricultural Science. 148(3), 319-328.

Hossain, A., da Silva, J.A.T., Lozovskaya, M.V.,
Zvolinsky, V.P., 2012. High temperature
combined with drought affect rainfed spring
wheat and barley in South-Eastern Russia: I.
Phenology and growth. Saudi Journal of
Biological Sciences. 19(4), 473-487.

Kilic, H., Yagbasanlar, T., 2010. The effect of
drought stress on grain yield, yield components
and some quality traits of durum wheat
(Triticum turgidum ssp. durum)
cultivars. Notulae Botanicae Horti
Agrobotanici Cluj-Napoca. 38(1), 164-170.

Kosina, P., Reynolds, M., Dixon, J., Joshi, A.,
2007. Stakeholder perception of wheat
production constraints, capacity building
needs, and research partnerships in developing
countries. Euphytica. 157(3), 475-483.

Mirbahar, A.A., Markhand, G.S., Mahar, A.R.,
Abro, S.A., Kanhar, N.A., 2009. Effect of water
stress on yield and yield components of wheat

(Triticum aestivum L.) varieties. Pakistan
Journal of Botany. 41(3), 1303-1310.

Qaseem, M.F., Qureshi, R., Shaheen, H., 2019.
Effects of pre-anthesis drought, heat and their
combination on the growth, yield and
physiology of diverse wheat (Triticum
aestivum L.) genotypes varying in sensitivity to
heat and drought stress. Scientific Reports . 9,
6955. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-
43477-z

Mohammadi, S.A., Prasanna, B.M., 2003.
Analysis of genetic diversity in crop plants—
salient statistical tools and considerations. Crop
Science. 43(4), 1235-1248.

Nouri-Ganbalani, A., Nouri-Ganbalani, G.,
Hassanpanah, D., 2009. Effects of drought
stress condition on the yield and yield
components of advanced wheat genotypes in
Ardabil, Iran. Journal of Food, Agriculture and
Environment. 7(3/4), 228-234.

Pfeiffer, W.H., Sayre, K.D., Reynolds, M.P.,
2001. Enhancing genetic grain yield potential
and yield stability in durum wheat. Durum
Wheat Improvement in the Mediterranean
Region: New Challenges. Options
Méditerranéennes, Series A. 40, 88-93.

Plaut, Z., Butow, B.J.,, Blumenthal, C.S.,
Wrigley, C.W., 2004. Transport of dry matter



\Fe.. Qb““)“\f‘)‘h?‘gsc'l)}f}]&)é . LSL“’W

into developing wheat kernels and its
contribution to grain yield under post-anthesis
water deficit and elevated temperature. Field
Crops Research. 86(2-3),185-198.

Prasad, P.V., Pisipati, S.R., Ristic, Z., Bukovnik,
U.R.SK.A., Fritz, AK., 2008. Impact of
nighttime temperature on physiology and
growth of spring wheat. Crop Science. 48(6),
2372-2380.

Ray, D.K., Ramankutty, N., Mueller, N.D., West,
P.C., Foley, J.A., 2012. Recent patterns of crop
yield growth and stagnation. Nature
Communications, 3(1),1-7.

Rezaei Kloo, S., Khodarahmi, M., Mostafavi,
Kh., 2013. Study of traits in different barley
types using factor analysis under terminal
drought stress and without stress conditions.
Journal of Agronomy and Plant Breeding. 8(3),
149-160. [In Persian with English Summary].

Sabagh, A.E., Hossain, A., Barutgular, C.,
Khaled, A.A., Fahad, S., Anjorin, F.B., Islam,
M.S., Ratnasekera, D., Kizilge¢i, F., Singh, G.,
Yadav, M.Y., 2018. Sustainable maize (Zea
mays L.) production under drought stress by
understanding its adverse effect, survival
mechanism and drought tolerance

aYA

indices. Journal of Experimental Biology and
Agricultural Sciences. 6(2), 282-295.

Sadegh Ghol Moghadam, R., Khodarahmi, M.,
Ahmadi, G.H., 2012. Investigation of genetic
diversity and analysis of factors for grain yield
and other morphological traits of wheat bread
in drought stress conditions. Journal of Crop
and Plant Breeding. 7(1), 147-133. [In Persian
with English Summary].

Singh, S.K., 2003. Cluster analysis for heterosis
in wheat [Triticum aestivum (L.) em.
Thell.]. Indian Journal of Genetics and Plant
Breeding, 63(3), 249-250.

Singh, M., Lalta, P., Swamkar, G.B., 2002.
Analysis of correlation studies and for grain
yield and its contributing traits in advance
generation on bread wheat under rainfed
conditions. Pl. Archives Muzafarabad, 2, 215-
218.

Yassin, M., Mekawy, A.M., EL Sabagh, A.,
Islam, M.S., Hossain, A., Barutcular, C.,
Alharby, H., Bamagoos, A., Liu, L., Ueda, A.,
Saneoka, H., 2019. Physiological and
biochemical responses of two bread wheat
(Triticum aestivum L.) genotypes grown under
salinity  stress. Applied Ecology and
Environmental Research. 17, 5029-5041.



