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Fig. 1. Weather conditions at the research stations during 2017-2018 cropping season. A) Agricultural
Research Farm of Karaj Islamic Azad University, Alborz province, and B) Kheirabad Agricultural

Research Station located, Zanjan province. The average temperature (°C) and precipitation (mm) are
shown for the cropping season using the dotted and dashed lines, respectively.

2 5% slass (SEW) V4 oe 3 (SEL) Y4 Jsb
Walcew 39 9 (SPL) Malaw Jsb «SN) Malaw
Cazn Sy 2 (FLL) Moz Sy Jsb (SPW)
Waslo s (PL) Vfaloww b o5 gl alols (FLW)

b el (AWL) Sy, Job 9 (SHD)

' Seed number per spike
12 Spike length

13 Spike weight

14 Flag leaf length

15 Flag leaf width

16 Peduncle length
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Table 1. The name of 199 Iran bread wheat landraces used in the present study.

. JL:A )éwe)w . Jl.w )éwe)w . JL»J )QWO)LMZ
9, - ) - 9, -
Glaes  olpd oidls Gl olpd oKl Gl olpd ol Kidls
Ro Year of Registered Row Year of Registered Row Year of Registered
collection ID in UT collection ID in UT collection IDin UT
1 1940 2243-1 54 1959 6351-6 107 1959 6073-1
2 1957 5781-8 55 1939 2160-2 108 1957 5783-1
3 1959 6251-2 56 1940 2230-2 109 1961 7002-1
4 1964 7496-2 57 1968 8032-2 110 1964 7499-2
5 1964 7439-2 58 1959 6503-4 111 1966 7685-3
6 1961 7063-3 59 1957 5783-5 112 1961 7262-3
7 1961 7277-2 60 1957 5784-1 113 1961 6960-12
8 1961 6926-5 61 1957 5797-5 114 1957 5791-13
9 1964 7575-3 62 1958 5851-2 115 1959 6154-1
10 1961 7034-1 63 1959 6299-3 116 1959 6154-2
11 1960 6786-2 64 1959 6301-2 117 1959 6353-1
12 1961 6830-3 65 1959 6352-2 118 1966 7706-3
13 1961 6814-4 66 1959 6354-3 119 1966 7708-2
14 1961 6813-2 67 1961 6941-1 120 1966 7709-1
15 1941 3189-8 68 1959 6136-6 121 1966 7709-3
16 1961 6822-2 69 1959 6280-2 122 1940 2660-2
17 1941 3201-2 70 1959 6360-5 123 1959 6482-2
18 1961 7272-5 71 1959 6222-2 124 1959 6482-6
19 1941 3227-6 72 1959 6147-6 125 1959 6472-1
20 1961 7280-3 73 1959 6229-2 126 1940 2852-2
21 1961 7280-2 74 1958 5889-3 127 1968 8032-1
22 1961 7149-2 75 1959 6353-2 128 1957 5783-2
23 1961 6823-2 76 1957 5781-1 129 1959 6166-3
24 1961 6939-2 77 1957 5781-4 130 1959 6242-1
25 1964 7513-5 78 1959 6354-2 131 1959 6234-1
26 1959 6347-2 79 1959 6351-1 132 1931 382-2
27 1961 6943-1 80 1959 6351-2 133 1959 6326-4
28 1961 6943-3 81 1959 6432-3 134 1960 6717-5
29 1960 6779-1 82 1961 7069-1 135 1959 6345-1
30 1960 6780-1 83 1939 1719-1 136 1931 489-8
31 1961 7262-4 84 1950 5418-6 137 1948 5261-3
32 1959 6010-1 85 1950 5418-8 138 1959 6063-1
33 1960 6781-1 86 1956 5758-8 139 1940 2754-1
34 1961 7045-3 87 1966 7705-2 140 1959 6079-6
35 1961 7125-1 88 1959 6358-2 141 1959 5938-2
36 1964 7439-3 89 1966 7701-3 142 1947 5239-1
37 1961 7280-7 90 1961 7149-3 143 1948 5255-1
38 1959 6126-1 91 1966 7694-1 144 1961 6843-2
39 1959 6469-2 92 1964 7518-2 145 1961 6845-2
40 1959 6229-3 93 1964 7518-3 146 1961 6845-3
41 1959 6547-2 94 1964 7518-5 147 1966 7655-2
42 1963 7388-5 95 1957 5806-1 148 1939 2040-2
43 1959 6485-2 96 1961 7003-2 149 1959 5934-2
44 1959 5933-1 97 1964 7607-1 150 1959 6218-1
45 1959 6482-5 98 1939 2180-2 151 1960 6779-5
46 1959 6268-2 99 1960 6778-2 152 1956 5694-2
47 1947 5178-2 100 1960 6778-3 153 1962 7333-4
48 1959 5987-10 101 1959 6269-1 154 1959 6432-4
49 1959 6161-12 102 1959 6269-3 155 1961 7156-3
50 1959 6060-2 103 1961 6835-7 156 1964 7456-1
51 1959 6214-2 104 1939 1756-1 157 1964 7456-2
52 1959 6344-4 105 1960 6779-5 158 1964 7457-1
53 1964 7547-3 106 1961 7102-3 159 1964 7457-2
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Table 1. Continued

awlol ) Jgos

) Jw 9 S 0lou ) Jlw 0 S 0 lous ) Jlw 0 S 0 5lous
9 - 9, - 9, -
Go9lEex ol d olls Goglee ol ol Goglee ol ol
Row Year of Registered Row Year of Registered Row Year of Registered
collection ID in UT collection ID in UT collection ID in UT

160 1961 7021-1 174 1960 6717-6 188 1956 5747-3
161 1964 7497-4 175 1959 6282-2 189 1957 5778-5
162 1961 6829-6 176 1959 6282-3 190 1959 5938-7
163 1953 5620-2 177 1931 497-1 191 1959 6070-1
164 1957 5788-3 178 1931 484-1 192 1959 6218-1
165 1959 6100-2 179 1946 5164-2 193 1959 6218-2
166 1959 6098-1 180 1948 5251-3 194 1959 6267-4
167 1956 5756-6 181 1931 489-2 195 1959 6291-1
168 1950 5418-7 182 1931 489-3 196 1959 6301-1
169 1956 5758-2 183 1931 500-9 197 1959 6503-2
170 1956 5758-5 184 1964 7556-3 198 1962 7333-1
171 1940 2897-5 185 1939 1761-2 199 1962 7335-1
172 1959 6043-3 186 1947 5208-3

173 1966 7702-2 187 1948 5255-2

55 Bl 1 sl s O oS5 il ls OF ] 0 o5 Loools 4 jxi
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a5 eslial b il s shml 5ysly aril oo byl S5
30 Bolal O jgody Ol il den a5 Jl> o proc varcomp
Sukumaran et al., ) o sl (Gog ool azd 3 i
5o saueslatwl oS (2015; Shabannejad et al., 2020
ol 0088 Y Cawga 0 SAS Jl58le 5

sy 5 (shol adlie 4 ayjad ( Ko slos gl
Minitab Inc., ) MINITAB l338ls 5,0 (gamsgs jloges
L oals o Sles glp cude im0 Wwye 8 plxl (2013
de Mendiburu et al.,, ) Agricolae zS; ;I oslatul
dendextend (slagS alwgas ol 55,058 s,y 5 2014
L (Gu et al., 2014) Circlize 4 (Galili et al., 2015)
R e o Ward ig, 4 g cwanl8l ol 5l oolazul
28,5 sl (R Development Core Team, 2020)

Sidders 0y olBl S5 0 2,5 5 50l Glaglil g0 o
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SN SPL SEW SEL TKW 4l (GXE) lasxe
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el 5 Jad BT (Ses s Llyd gl 5l g ol
00 S diald G U Wil et Al8la> O g0dy (Jeers
P Sidias Slobime sy Seiyh Ol )
Aa8ls 55 (s 5 5ll sloglind Lol o> g,
2 Glp alBlas &eoa (ANOVA) uibly 5 JBT ok
J53le 5 o proc GLM &b 5l eolazl b (g Lol Loyl s g0
5JBT Jow .o sl (SAS Inc., 2016) 4/F ase.s SAS
Dy 2 SHgod bools

Y iimk =& L8 4T mG) Tbkm) TEijmi [V]
Al Gy iy 3 gi oS 5eSles 45 o
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S o Bolas & jgots ol il aes isg N(0,02) o3
Shabannejad «Sukumaran et al., 2015) wui 48,5
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ol 5o 5Sile ol 2 H?) s p308 155 sl
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19 Heritability
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Table 2. Analysis of variance for 16 agronomic traits in a collection of 199 Iran bread wheat landraces under late-season
drought stress

&ol3T a0

e eL‘..o DTH DTM DHTM PH GY TKW SEL SEW
S.0.vV df
Location 1 239558 250576 123.8%* 86753 3.17" 29367.73" 908.09™ 198.8"
Replication/Lo 2 1172 008 995 059 000 000 003  0.03
cation
Block
(Replication/Lo 84 3.45 2.71 5.49 0.59  0.00 0.03 0.02  0.03
cation)
Genotype 198 1745 90.53™ 133.16™ 778" 0.02” 12745 192" 027"
fe“"t.ypex 198 259" 5911 68.19™ 150 0.00™  86.09 0.04  0.01
ocation
Error 312 3.31 2.88 6.27 0.81  0.00 0.03 0.02  0.02
Table 2. Continued alal.Y Jguo
3 &l oLl 4202 SN SPL SPW FLL FLW PL SHD AWL
S.0.vV df
Location 1 15681 239™  140™ 5483.9"% 1216.4™ 10754.15" 30.85" 6.02"
Replication/Lo 2 335 005 003 117 026 257 003 0.10
cation
Block
(Replication/Lo 84 2.73 0.11* 0.02 0.68 0.51 1.83 0.03* 0.33
cation)
Genotype 198 3729  10™  1.85  37.78" 17.57" 430.54™ 0.93" 23.1™
Genotype X 198 1.97 0.05 0.02 0.29 0.32 2.96 0.01 023
Location
Error 312 3.24 007  0.03 0.67 0.44 1.80 0.02 028

3> 8kee (PH) olS elis )| (DHTM) Su59050 53 (s b albins 50 Dte Jobo «(DTM) S35l5: 528 (S, b 59, «(DTH) b 50l U 5
(SPW) aligz )59 (SPL) aligs Job «(SN) aligs 10 18 olaws (SEW) )& 5 ,e «SEL) )& Jsbo (TKW) &ils 50 459 «(GY) auyin ,0 ails
sy a4t g (AWL) Sy, Jsb g (SHD) able jlaé (PL) adgs b 0,5 ol alols (FLW) o>, Sy oy (FLL) oz Sy Jsb

Widle 00 g of0) Jizl maw o s pse
Days to heading (DTH), Days to maturity (DTM), Duration of heading-to-maturity (DHTM), Plant height (PH), Grain yield/m?
(GY), Thousand kernel weight (TKW), Seed length (SEL), Seed width (SEW), Seed number per spike (SN), Spike length

(SPL), Spike weight (SPW), Flag leaf length (FLL), Flag leaf width (FLW), Peduncle length (PL), Shoot diameter (SHD), Awn
length (AWL). ** and *: significant at 0.01 and 0.05 probability levels, respectively
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Table 3. Analysis of variance for 16 agronomic traits in a collection of 199 Iran bread wheat landraces under normal

irrigation conditions

5 gl 514 hrw DIM O DHTM  PH  GY TKW  SEL  SEW
S.0.V daf
Location 1 234725™ 272801 1430 68775 5.6 47470 1019.8"" 161.73*
Replication/Location 2 5.38 4.95 19.47 0.88 0.00 0.02 0.06 0.01
Block
(Replication/Locatio 84 2.75 1.78 4.68 1.06 0.00 0.02 0.03 0.03
n)
Genotype 198 186.3™  90.61™ 162 725" 0.02" 128.8™ 1.68™ 0.27"
Genotype X 198 24.64 43897 62 139" 0.01™ 87.73  0.02 0.01
Location
Error 312 2.87 2.51 5.41 1.13 0.00 0.03 0.03 0.03
Table 3. Continued alol .Y Jous
¥ gl w3l 4z SN SPL  SPW FLL FLW PL SHD AWL
S.0.V df
Location 1 16182.06™ 49.65™ 756.23™ 7285.1" 783" 12989™ 18.9™ 32.36™
Replication/Location 2 4.83 0.02 0.03 0.44 0.65 2.08 0.02 0.38
Block
(Replication/Location) 84 6.21 0.10 0.04 0.83 0.28 5.30 0.03 0.19
Genotype 198 374.59" 10.16™ 1.78"™ 38.52™ 17.97" 423.03" 0.93* 21.67"
Genotype X Location 198 4.41 0.08 0.03 0.52 0.26 2.87 0.01 0.14
Error 312 6.29 0.11 0.03 0.85 041 4.22 0.03 0.23

8 Sdos «(PH) oS glis )| (DHTM) 59090 58 (Sdumn; b aliiw j50b Sae Jobo (DTM) 059002 508 (Saums, U 59, «(DTH) b ;505 G 59,
(SPW) aiiss o135 (SPL) abss Jsb (SN) abgs 15 i slass «SEW) iy o e (SEL) ,y Jsb (TKW) ails I3 0135 (GY) g yio 4o ails
g4 g ® (AWL) Sy, Job 5 (SHD) @bl ,had «(PL) aigs b 0,5 ool alols (FLW) 0z Sp e (FLL) vz Sy Job

Wbl 00 g o /o) Jliml maw jo le s

Days to heading (DTH), Days to maturity (DTM), Duration of heading-to-maturity (DHTM), Plant height (PH), Grain yield/m?
(GY), Thousand kernel weight (TKW), Seed length (SEL), Seed width (SEW), Seed number per spike (SN), Spike length
(SPL), Spike weight (SPW), Flag leaf length (FLL), Flag leaf width (FLW), Peduncle length (PL), Shoot diameter (SHD), Awn
length (AWL). ** and *: significant at 0.01 and 0.05 probability levels, respectively.

dle Lulpd 99 58 St (pm (Ko culyd
>sUb (/#0)y DTH 4 PH
Al Sis s lyls cou 1)l s slo Sias
SRl e (O J9oz) olas b
e (+/¥2) DTH 5 PH Lo o coe slo Snen
Ja.").u.' S (a Jﬁ"\’) A edlive G’w LS)L"'] .la)‘).m
(‘/aA)Spwj(‘/f’)SNLGYJ..aéP] s i
WO Jgaz) auily o e Cude (S (+/7))
Sl 5 Job 51 (S5 5 s o i
DTH )l jlo cine o Simoor aiils (+/7F 4+ /7
ol 5 Jad BT (Sas ans bylys cos DHTM

QJols

21 Unmanned aerial systems

Gl bulys cou elyy las glp o500 HZ olis
anlie Juab 51 St 25 Ll | alio 3 Jpans
DTM) /Y0 5 sy Slas g pdd e (F Jgaz) o
Iy Jad 31 (Sis Ll cos (DTH)-AS b
Jsone 6okl Ll e (DTH) +/AS 5 (DTM) « /FY
PH DTH &l | syl 8 F Jaz) 2iog i
Rutkoski et) wlosls oylas SUL (s 3yl NDVIT™ 4
al., 2016; Haghighattalab et al., 2016; Sun et al.
1551 Slas s pdyele (2019; Crain et al., 2020
o935 (o FUL CE0 0,51 s 4y pslatedy age
soses s pdusle (Rutkoski et al., 2016) ail o
S oeslinul b (Sujee gloiasls gl oY) UL
onis osalive (UAS) ™ (i os o0y atlsp (6Lopiomps
.(Haghighattalab et al., 2016) <.l

20 Normalized difference vegetation index
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Table 4. Descriptive analysis and variance parameters for 16 agronomic traits in a collection of 199 Iran bread wheat
landraces under late-season drought stress and normal irrigation conditions.

. . . oy ol ol,lg 13>
Golel bl o L o .
L . . Descriptive statistics Variance parameters
Irrigation conditions Trait Min Mean Max a%; G%GXE) 0%" H?
Late-season drought stress DTH 156 200.33 230 41.77 13.01 3.38 0.85
Normal irrigation 160 200.53 230 43.12 12.14 2.86 0.86
Late-season drought stress DTM 192 246.54 276 8.84 31.46 2.83 0.35
Normal irrigation 210 252.3 280 11.46 25.13 2.37 0.47
Late-season drought stress 5 46.21 79 19.53 35 6.12 0.51
Normal irrigation DHIM 22 51.76 116 24.61 33.34 5.33 0.58
Late-season drought stress 49 105.57 151 173.24 86.23 0.76 0.80
Normal irrigation PH 64 110.86 157 158.06 79.26 1.11 0.81
Late-season drought stress GY 0.03 0.22 0.51 0.12 0.12 0.04 0.63
Normal irrigation 0.05 0.29 0.69 0.16 0.09 0.07 0.72
Late-season drought stress TKW 10.21 31.25 52 10.53 - 0.03 -
Normal irrigation 12.07 37.89 60.65 9.18 - 0.03 -
Late-season drought stress SEL 33 6.51 9.7 0.51 - 0.02 -
Normal irrigation 34 6.68 9.9 0.46 - 0.03 -
Late-season drought stress 1.4 2.78 4 0.07 - 0.02 -
Normal irrigation SEW 1.6 2.99 4.2 0.07 - 0.02 -
Late-season drought stress SN 12 40.54 84 104.79 - 2.65 -
Normal irrigation 13 43.26 87 105.06 - 5.48 -
Late-season drought stress SPL 4.2 10.12 15.7 2.8 - 0.07 -
Normal irrigation 5 10.61 15.9 2.79 - 0.1 -
Late-season drought stress SPW 0.2 2.1 5.1 0.52 - 0.02 -
Normal irrigation 0.7 33 6.4 0.49 - 0.03 -
Late-season drought stress FLL 9.5 22.35 37 10.52 - 0.53 -
Normal irrigation 13 26.3 41.6 10.91 - 0.71 -
Late-season drought stress FLW 4 9.32 18.5 4.8 - 0.39 -
Normal irrigation 5 10.1 19 4.98 - 0.34 -
Late-season drought stress PL 9.4 44.77 71.5 117.66 - 1.81 -
Normal irrigation 6.8 49.67 77.1 120.28 - 3.79 -
Late-season drought stress SHD 2.1 3.37 5.2 0.26 - 0.02 -
Normal irrigation 2.3 3.53 53 0.26 - 0.02 -
Late-season drought stress AWL 0.7 7.26 16.2 6.42 - 0.27 -
Normal irrigation 0.8 7.45 16.6 6.05 - 0.19 -

b 59, «DTH) abitws ;56b5 b 55, «(H?) s pdulgs (0F) oiloudl (il )lg

« C7(26><E)) Lo jo Sy Jaline i1 il )l «@¢) S5 by

52 055 (GY) mye o ails 5,Shos «(PH) oLS s, (DHTM) Sy505 508 Somsy b alins yels ke Jsbo «(DTM) Sys)ss jud Soms

555 «FLL) 2 51 551 Jsb «(SPW) ags 55 (SPL) asiss Jsb «(SN)

aiss 50 )y slaws (SEW) L&y ye «SEL) iy Jsb (TKW) ails

(AWL) Sy, Jsb 5 (SHD) ails b «(PL) asiss b 0,5 oyl alols (FLW) oz 3 5y

Genetic variance (62), genotype by environment interaction variance ( O'(ZGX F))> residual variance (02), heritability (H?), Days
to heading (DTH), Days to maturity (DTM), Duration of heading-to-maturity (DHTM), Plant height (PH), Grain yield/m? (GY),

Thousand kernel weight (TKW), Seed length (SEL), Seed width

(SEW), Seed number per spike (SN), Spike length (SPL),

Spike weight (SPW), Flag leaf length (FLL), Flag leaf width (FLW), Peduncle length (PL), Shoot diameter (SHD), Awn length

(AWL).
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Table 5. Pearson correlation coefficients for 16 agronomic traits in a collection of 199 Iran bread wheat landraces under
late-season drought stress and normal irrigation conditions.

Trait céo DTH DTM DHTM PH GY TKW SEL SEW
DTH 0.51%* -0.54%* 0.76** -0.16* 0.01 0.14* -0.10
DTM 0.46** 0.27%* 0.44%* -0.02 0.12 0.18%* -0.06

DHTM -0.42%* 0.24%* -0.40%* 0.16* 0.08 -0.01 0.06

PH 0.65%* 0.45%* -0.36** -0.15% -0.03 0.10 -0.11
GY -0.15* 0.08 0.24** -0.10 0.48%* 0.10 0.09
TKW 0.01 0.08 0.06 -0.01 0.44%* 0.37%* 0.22%*
SEL 0.10 0.24%* 0.08 0.14* 0.11 0.36%* 0.28%*
SEW -0.12 0.04 0.17* -0.09 0.10 0.19%* 0.29%*

SN -0.19%* 0.02 0.23%* -0.14* 0.60** -0.09 -0.16* -0.05
SPL 0.28** 0.27%* -0.10 0.32%* 0.27%x* -0.06 0.19%* -0.09
SPW -0.06 0.20%* 0.23%* 0.04 0.58%* 0.16* 0.30%* 0.22%%
FLL 0.00 0.12 0.10 0.12 0.26%* -0.02 0.04 0.01
FLW -0.07 0.13 0.18%* -0.05 0.37%* 0.02 0.05 0.08

PL 0.23%* 0.17* -0.12 0.28%* 0.10 -0.02 0.13 0.05
SHD -0.12 0.01 0.14* -0.02 0.36** 0.01 -0.10 0.12
AWL -0.21** -0.17* 0.10 -0.23** 0.07 -0.04 0.06 -0.06

Table S. Continued alol.b Jgus

Trait céo SN SPL SPW FLL FLW PL SHD AWL
DTH -0.20%* 0.26%* -0.03 0.02 -0.06 0.24%* -0.13 -0.17*
DTM -0.10 0.13 0.10 -0.02 0.03 0.13 -0.08 -0.10
DHTM 0.13 -0.18%* 0.11 -0.04 0.08 -0.16* 0.08 0.11

PH -0.16* 0.27%* 0.00 0.08 -0.01 0.23%% -0.03 -0.27%*

GY 0.627%* 0.30** 0.61** 0.29** 0.38** 0.10 0.36%* 0.04
TKW -0.07 -0.06 0.18%* -0.02 0.01 -0.02 0.01 -0.05
SEL -0.14* 0.20%* 0.30** 0.05 0.01 0.14* -0.10 0.02
SEW -0.05 -0.06 0.23%* 0.00 0.09 0.08 0.10 -0.06

SN 0.39%* 0.64%* 0.32%% 0.42%* 0.14* 0.39%* 0.09
SPL 0.37%* 0.41%* 0.26%* 0.19%* 0.15* 0.23%* -0.12
SPW 0.60%* 0.39%* 0.34%* 0.41%* 0.16* 0.42%* 0.10
FLL 0.30%* 0.26%* 0.30%* 0.23%* 0.25%* 0.34%* 0.04
FLW 0.40%* 0.18%* 0.42%* 0.23%% 0.25%* 0.29%* 0.08

PL 0.14* 0.15* 0.15* 0.23%% 0.29%* -0.03 -0.01
SHD 0.40%* 0.22%* 0.43%* 0.33%x* 0.28%* -0.04 -0.01
AWL 0.11 -0.12 0.13 0.05 0.13 0.02 -0.02

ADTH) a5 5 55, 003k o Jyame s lerl Ll on Jab Ul 5 b 151 (S 5 Lyl o S8 (s o (oS 512
359 LGY) m e y0 als o Slas (PH) oL glis )| (DHTM) Si50dg1 508 (S, U alis o0 o Jobo (DTM) Si59dgn 58 (S, U 39,
(FLL) o3 5 551 Jsb «(SPW) aigs 35 (SPL) adgs Jsb «(SN) adgs 13 ,dy slaws «SEW) ,& e «(SEL) Ldy Jsb ( TKW) &ils 50
oV o o s S i o 4 5 #F (AWL) Sy, b 5 (SHD) a3l a3 (PL) aigs b 0,5 oyl alols (FLW) nz s Sy o e

MLLSA R Y
Pearson correlation coefficients below the diagonal are under late-season drought stress conditions and upper the diagonal
under normal irrigation conditions. Days to heading (DTH), Days to maturity (DTM), Duration of heading-to-maturity
(DHTM), Plant height (PH), Grain yield/m? (GY), Thousand kernel weight (TKW), Seed length (SEL), Seed width (SEW),

Seed number per spike (SN), Spike length (SPL), Spike weight (SPW), Flag leaf length (FLL), Flag leaf width (FLW), Peduncle
length (PL), Shoot diameter (SHD), Awn length (AWL). ** and *: significant at 0.01 and 0.05 probability levels, respectively

2 Ol cn 550 1 ((/AV) SN 4 (+/0Y) TKW o(-+/0Y) 2l 5 GY o Jslao g e Lalg, s jslateas

Sygods uimed (Y g £ Jolaz) wisls sl GY 035 5l Jols col o ol solatwl cude a3 5l o Slos
Sl et ST Sas w5 bls cov SN i 8 o Sl Jad ST S p bls cos cude
FLW (+/Y¥) FLL «(+/6Y) SPW «(+/Y4) SPL 3, ,b Foere gyl Lyl o g (+/VA) SN 4 (+/7+) TKW
2 GIYY)SEL 5, ) TKW 5 (+/¥Y) SHD 5 (+/*Y) ~ DHTM .(-/f+) DTM «(-+/0YV) DTH quiies il
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Table 6. Path analysis for 16 agronomic traits in a collection of 199 Iran bread wheat landraces under late-season

drought stress conditions.

S oo 5| Indirect effect foimen jul 5
Trait Direct effect DTH DTM DHTM PH TKW SEL SEW
DTH -0.16 0.06 0.10 0.02 0.01 0.00 0.00
DTM 0.11 -0.08 -0.03 0.02 0.05 0.00 0.00
DHTM -0.13 0.12 0.03 -0.01 0.04 0.00 0.00
PH 0.04 -0.11 0.05 0.05 -0.01 0.00 0.00
TKW 0.60 0.00 0.01 -0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00
SEL 0.01 -0.02 0.03 -0.01 0.00 0.22 0.00
SEW 0.01 0.02 0.00 -0.02 0.00 0.11 0.00
SN 0.79 0.03 0.00 -0.03 0.00 -0.05 0.00 0.00
SPL -0.02 -0.05 0.03 0.01 0.01 -0.04 0.00 0.00
SPW 0.04 0.01 0.02 -0.03 0.00 0.10 0.00 0.00
FLL 0.01 0.00 0.01 -0.01 0.00 -0.01 0.00 0.00
FLW 0.03 0.01 0.01 -0.02 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00
PL -0.02 -0.04 0.02 0.02 0.01 -0.01 0.00 0.00
SHD 0.01 0.02 0.00 -0.02 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00
AWL 0.00 0.03 -0.02 -0.01 -0.01 -0.02 0.00 0.00
Table 6. Continued alol.# Jous
o oo 41 Indirect effect froiamo yul 1
Trait Direct effect SN SPL SPW  FLL FLW PL SHD AWL
DTH -0.16 -0.15  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
DTM 0.11 0.02 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
DHTM -0.13 0.18 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00
PH 0.04 -0.11  -0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 -0.01 0.00 0.00
TKW 0.60 -0.07  0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
SEL 0.01 -0.13  0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
SEW 0.01 -0.04  0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
SN 0.79 -0.01 0.02 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00
SPL -0.02 0.29 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00
SPW 0.04 0.51 -0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00
FLL 0.01 0.24 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00
FLW 0.03 0.32 0.00 0.02 0.00 -0.01 0.00 0.00
PL -0.02 0.11 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00
SHD 0.01 0.32 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00
AWL 0.00 0.09 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

5 Shae PH) o3 65| (DHTM) 53513508 5y b el 15l e oo «DTM) 2351358 Sy b 33, «DTH) el 15 635,
«(SPW) aiig> 35 (SPL) s> Jsb «(SN) aiig> ,o )4 olass (SEW) ;4 (5,e «SEL) )4 Job (TKW) ails jl52 59 (GY) muyie ;0 ails
1Y = Toailel8l 1 (AWL) S, Jsb 9 (SHD) bl ,had o(PL) aligs 0,5 sl alols (FLW) o> S5 (556 «(FLL) o2 5 S5 Jsb

Days to heading (DTH), Days to maturity (DTM), Duration of heading-to-maturity (DHTM), Plant height (PH), Grain yield/m?
(GY), Thousand kernel weight (TKW), Seed length (SEL), Seed width (SEW), Seed number per spike (SN), Spike length
(SPL), Spike weight (SPW), Flag leaf length (FLL), Flag leaf width (FLW), Peduncle length (PL), Shoot diameter (SHD), Awn

length (AWL). Residual effect® = 0.03.
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Table 7. Path analysis for 16 agronomic traits in a collection of 199 Iran bread wheat landraces under normal irrigation
conditions.

Ceduo oo 55 Indirect effect o gl 451
Trait Direct effect DTH DTM DHTM PH TKW SEL SEW
DTH -0.57 0.19 0.39 -0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00
DTM 0.40 -0.26 -0.4 -0.01 0.06 0.00 0.00
DHTM -0.53 0.42 0.11 0.01 0.04 0.00 0.00
PH -0.02 -0.38 0.18 0.21 -0.02 0.00 0.00
TKW 0.52 -0.01 0.05 -0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00
SEL 0.01 -0.08 0.07 0.01 0.00 0.19 0.00
SEW -0.01 0.06 -0.02 -0.03 0.00 0.11 0.00
SN 0.81 0.11 -0.04 -0.07 0.00 -0.04 0.00 0.00
SPL -0.02 -0.15 0.05 0.10 0.00 -0.03 0.00 0.00
SPW 0.07 0.02 0.04 -0.06 0.00 0.09 0.00 0.00
FLL 0.02 -0.01 -0.01 0.02 0.00 -0.01 0.00 0.00
FLW 0.01 0.03 0.01 -0.04 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00
PL -0.02 -0.14 0.05 0.08 0.00 -0.01 0.00 0.00
SHD 0.01 0.07 -0.03 -0.04 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00
AWL -0.02 0.10 -0.04 -0.06 0.00 -0.03 0.00 0.00
Table 7. Continued alol.Y Jous
Ceduo podiono o5 Indirect effect o yul 51
Trait Direct effect SN SPL SPW FLL FLW PL SHD AWL
DTH -0.57 -0.16  -0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
DTM 0.40 -0.08 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
DHTM -0.53 0.10 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
PH -0.02 -0.13 -0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01
TKW 0.52 -0.06 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
SEL 0.01 -0.11 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
SEW -0.01 -0.04 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
SN 0.81 -0.01 0.05 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
SPL -0.02 0.31 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
SPW 0.07 0.52 -0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
FLL 0.02 0.26 -0.01 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
FLW 0.01 0.34 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
PL -0.02 0.11 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
SHD 0.01 0.31 0.00 0.03 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00
AWL -0.02 0.07 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3, 8os «(PH) oL5 s, | (DHTM) Su55)50508 (S, U aliis )50l Do Jobo (DTM) Ssl50508 (S, U 59, (DTH) alices 1001 G 59
(SPW) aisg> 39 (SPL) aiss> Jsb «(SN) aiig> 1o )4 slass (SEW) ,& (b ,e (SEL) )4 Job (TKW) ails Jl52 59 (GY) moyie jo ails
1eF = Toailedl 31(AWL) Sy, Jsb o (SHD) adles jlaé (PL) aiigs b 0,5 oypdgl alols (FLW) o2 5 S (o6 (FLL) o2 Sy Job

Days to heading (DTH), Days to maturity (DTM), Duration of heading-to-maturity (DHTM), Plant height (PH), Grain yield/m?
(GY), Thousand kernel weight (TKW), Seed length (SEL), Seed width (SEW), Seed number per spike (SN), Spike length
(SPL), Spike weight (SPW), Flag leaf length (FLL), Flag leaf width (FLW), Peduncle length (PL), Shoot diameter (SHD), Awn
length (AWL). Residual effect’ = 0.04
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Table 8. Principle component analysis for 16 agronomic traits in a collection of 199 Iran bread wheat landraces under
late-season drought stress and normal irrigation conditions.

cho Juad 3l (Sl oo 65l

Trait Late-season drought stress Normal irrigation
PC1 PC2 PC3 PC1 PC2 PC3
DTH -0.10 0.54 -0.04 -0.10 0.55 0.04
DTM 0.12 0.36 0.19 0.00 0.29 -0.26
DHTM 0.20 -0.32 0.20 0.11 -0.37 -0.24
PH -0.02 0.50 -0.01 -0.06 0.50 0.04
GY 0.44 -0.05 0.09 0.46 -0.03 -0.10
TKW 0.13 0.01 0.52 0.12 0.03 -0.55
SEL 0.11 0.15 0.53 0.09 0.17 -0.52
SEW 0.10 -0.05 0.42 0.10 -0.04 -0.38
SN 0.42 -0.07 -0.29 0.44 -0.06 0.24
SPL 0.24 0.30 -0.16 0.25 0.29 0.13
SPW 0.45 0.05 0.05 0.45 0.08 -0.10
FLL 0.26 0.09 -0.17 0.27 0.11 0.18
FLW 0.31 0.01 -0.09 0.31 0.03 0.09
PL 0.13 0.25 -0.04 0.12 0.25 0.02
SHD 0.30 -0.04 -0.19 0.31 -0.03 0.18
AWL 0.07 -0.19 -0.04 0.05 -0.19 0.03
Eigenvalue 3.61 2.77 1.76 3.57 2.75 1.77
Proportion 0.23 0.17 0.11 0.22 0.17 0.11
Cumulative 0.23 0.40 0.51 0.22 0.39 0.50

Sy B alss jseb o Jobo (DTM) So59dgs 58 (Soum; B 59, (DTH) aliws j00s B 59, iloas @)l Jol PC) ool adlge an mlis
5 s olass (SEW) ,4y (5, «SEL) )4 Jsb (TKW) &ils 50 59 «GY) aoyie 4o ails 5,Slee «(PH) ol3 glas )| (DHTM) 355050 548
a8l ylad (PL) adss b 0,5 sl alols (FLW) oz 50 S (o6 (FLL) o2 5 S Jobo «(SPW) aligs 59 (SPL) aiigs Jsb ((SN) aligs

(AWL) i, Job 5 (SHD)

The results of first three principle components (PCs) are given. Days to heading (DTH), Days to maturity (DTM), Duration of
heading-to-maturity (DHTM), Plant height (PH), Grain yield/m? (GY), Thousand kernel weight (TKW), Seed length (SEL),
Seed width (SEW), Seed number per spike (SN), Spike length (SPL), Spike weight (SPW), Flag leaf length (FLL), Flag leaf
width (FLW), Peduncle length (PL), Shoot diameter (SHD), Awn length (AWL).

ol 5l g ead (3)lS (Jgere silel 5w slacuss o
sadoslitnl ob puasS slacass omos,S ly Slio
Slao cuie 3L uisen (Rahimi et al., 2019) el
98 glosls g5 5 PL 4 SN .GY .DTM .DTH
Foim Jume glalame )0 0alilS pulS lacaiss

(Sukumaran et al., 2015) coul oals 5,155

Jol adlge ¥V Loy oad oy omgs lajloges 5o

ez Jyome )lal 5 Jab 51 (Sas o lls cos
50 2 o (V JS8) ad)s 8 plulid 590 098
$los)S Jyone s)lnl 5 Jad Bl (Sis 25 Ll
SPW SPL SEL .TKW DTM olis ahusgas Jsl
st oty ) ely; lis ol yenis PL g FLW FLL
DTM 4 SN clav cuioe ,.,L: (A Jgaz) wivgs ealy ol



\Y b o uite iz (5 bl sl jo 5l eolaiwl b oyl sl )b pusS o3 oy (Sl g5 bl K g o155l

57733
2 04 4721%;?78 ° 54302
BEERE 546686
- 3 3.4
g 2 : o © 7‘(‘;? s4c¥® 5 54897
c ‘ 2 75 RS Y 205971007 o 55188
[o] SRR % L GRAEDS $, 9 57170 . Py
(SR \ 9] M;gb_ 7135
§ ' ; & 57480 o0 a2 % °
74339
v -1 g 71008é QZ
[o]
g 67880
o o 71203 Y4471 55995
|9} 6 )
- 461
% 2 74505'4 1 > aS 57247 546%
1, 89 70975 o °
-3 55 L]
-4
-5
-5.0 -2.5 0.0 25 5.0 7.5
First Component A 4l
4
3
2
o
S 1
=
g
£ 0
o
Y o4 71008 ®
i) 62674 ® ° P
S o, 554641 54471 55795
& 2 74 16; 4813 57047° 54674
s 170975 ° °
3 g 57017 ©®
71085
°
-4 o 67794
°
-5
-5.0 -2.5 0.0 2.5 5.0 7.5
First Component B

bl e glpl Gl pusS (o2 50098 1A sl (hol slaadlge 4 432 5 Jol> gl adlgo 93 5l oolistwl b (gumy 93 loged .Y JSCo
Faare )kl (9) g Juad BT (S s ()

Fig. 2. Bi-plot of the principal component analysis using the first two components for the 199 Iran bread wheat landraces
under (A) late-season drought stress and (B) normal irrigation conditions.
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Fig. 3. Dendrogram of the 199 Iran bread wheat landraces using 16 agronomic traits under (A) late-season
drought stress and (B) normal irrigation conditions.
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