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Table 1. The number of studied Kabuli chickpea genotypes and their code in NPGBI

Genotype Genotype Genotype Genotype
“Plot No. code Plot No. code Plot No. code Plot No. code

1 KC.215123 25 KC.215166 54 KC.215928 78 KC215911
2 KC.215168 26 KC.215202 55 KC.215960 79 KC215107
3 KC.215172 27 KC.215581 56 KC.216022 80 KC215840
4 KC.215181 28 KC.216090 57 KC.215976 81 KC215383
5 KC.215187 29 KC.215668 58 KC.215996 82 KC215440
6 KC.215221 30 KC.215683 59 KC.216010 83 KC215442
7 KC.215239 31 KC.215684 60 KC.216015 84 KC215443
8 KC.215247 37 KC.215287 61 KC.215238 85 KC216223
9 KC.215263 38 KC.215290 67 KC.215291 91 KC.216086
10 KC.215720 44 KC.215704 68 KC.215567 92 KC.216051
11 KC.215274 45 KC.215718 69 KC.215703 93 KC215191
12 KC.215281 46 KC.216133 70 KC.215710 94 KC.216023
13 KC.215286 47 KC.216100 71 KC.215727 95 ILC6266
14 KC.215315 48 KC.216098 72 KC.215729 101 Arman
20 KC.215353 49 KC.216075 73 KC.215730 102 Azad
21 KC.215362 50 KC.216073 74 KC.215789 103 Samin
22 KC.215369 51 KC.215851 75 KC.215299 104 Hashem
23 KC.215833 52 KC.215895 76 KC.215688 105 KC.215283
24 KC.216169 53 KC.215905 77 KC215712
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*The plot numbers of repeated controls in different blocks has been excluded from the table.

5 Stress Tolerance

4 Geometric Mean of Productivity
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Table 2. Climatical parameters during different months of chickpea growth period in two research stations of Karaj

and Sanandaj in 2016-17

(Karaj) z ,5 (Sanandaj) zascuws
oSl s aide RUCSIPEPLUE Lo e
iy oyg0 glrole Lo Loo oo Loo Loo Loo
Growth period Mean Min Max RIS Mean  Min  Max ook ol
months Tem. Tem. Tem. Precipitation Tem. Tem. Tem. Precipitation
°C mm °C mm
Wl 113 0.1 222 246 9.1 -26 202 599
Feb- March
o292 148 05 316 51.6 126 -2 288 43.4
March- April
el o130 g2 351 12.6 179 6 33 22.9
April- May
M 256 103 391 248 92 384 0.2
May- June
#9276 149 407 288 136 418 0
June- July

KW r:l.’>r.>| C))S S )| bﬁbl.@ S ygody a..\...oul.’z.u‘
solazw! L (ICARDA, IPGRI and ICRISAT,1993)
5 (YD) i o Lyl g0 j0 mhaw axly jo o Sles
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Rosille and Hamblin, 1981; Fisher ) o& aculse
&Gaweg,S o (and Maurer, 1978; Fernandez, 1992
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Table 3. Analysis of variance for evaluated traits in 5 chickpea check lines under control treatment in Karaj

L™ S )Slos S0 Slos il olaxs el woye e i
“-’?)'i C.«i:b)g &l g g FHAYE ¢ gy yo
Slydd @b 9331 Harvest Grain o9 Seed weight Seed No. %Single seed Pod weight
S.0.V df index yield  Biomass Plant’! Plant’! pods Plant’!
ok 4 49.18" 1183.94" 4897.6™ 11.34™ 101.83* 616™ 18.78™
Block
SES 4 168147 6657.03" 13501™  10.227™ 447.77" 4766" 27.51°
Genotype
s
16 15.52 15.52 280.13 2724.35 4.69 35.04 203.5
Error
Slmdl e g3 178 2181  26.93 16.68 24.1 26.26
CV%
Table 3. Continued alol .Y Jguo
M ol Sliolas  OME gl gyl Lidiey Bae ey £
Lo LES . . ¢ §
ST Gae swo kel 03 el 5| ey ey
Ol s ;! Pod No. Plant Branch Fist pod height Canopy Canopy
S.0.V df Plant’! weight number from ground width height
Sk 4 122.39" 22.87" 0.23 "¢ 12.84 ™ 67.07 " 28.92 1
Block
wEPS oy 207.76™ 10929  0.06™ 42.44° 45.1 101.51*
Genotype
s
16 9.02 38.74 20.55 0.16 7.33 20.51
Error
ovel Slemdl e 767 24.66 12.17 13.72 11.49 14.09

Gl pas §5% 91% mhaw j0 (5,0 cire i 5 4y ns g * K

* *¥% ns: Significant at 5% and 1% probability levels and non-significant, respectively
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Table 4. Statistical parameters of evaluated traits in Kabuli chickpea landraces under control and terminal drought

stress treatments in Karaj

Control Terminal drought stress

Clio daed  dply (Sbe Wl s dden (Lo akals
Traits Min. Max Mean  Rang Min. Max Mean  Rang
Days to 50% flowering 25 7.0+ b 39, 64 79 71.81 15 63 81 68.99 18
Days to maturity Sy U 39, 91 113 104.79 22 72 96 89.06 24
Canopy height (cm)  2LS g gyl 214 40.65 31.33 19.25 18.8 33.8 27.42 15
Canopy width (cm) B Gbg oy 2575 60.4 47.17 34.65 14 334 24.78 194
Fist pod height (cm) G gl glai )l 12,6 25.8 19.13 13.2 11.4 28.8 19.39 17.4
Branch number ol aslisloas 233 5.33 3.5 3 1.33 5 3.02 3.67
Plant weight (g) g yy9 346 54.18 21.45 50.72 1.86 7.75 4.12 5.89
Pod No. Plant’! Aige yo B ooy 6.33 106.67 44.64 10033 0 17.33 5.75 17.33
Pod weight Plant! (g) &g )0 M (439 0.33 59.04 14.87 58.71 0.02 5.09 0.97 5.07
Unfilled pod% S Se ooy 0.84 73.68 11.38 72.84 0 100 31.75 100
% Twinge seed pods &S 90 el wwoyo 0 100 33.65 100 0 7143 8.19 71.43
Seed No. Plant™ ag yo dild olawi 1,67 130.33  50.27  128.67 0 18 4.55 18
Seed weight Plant™ (g) W ST o,Sles 0.11 29.62 1038  29.52 0 2.23 0.62 2.23
Biomass (g. m?) owogx  83.58  684.38 295.12 600.79 21.70 409.33  83.71  387.63
Grain yield (g. m?) alo o, Sdoc 8.5 291.62 104.99 283.12 0 148.67 1222 148.67
Harvest index cblop el 1041 83.54  41.12 73.12 0 52.45 13.89 52.45

O Jaore 10 0gs pusie 32e VWYYV B VPV 5l o)
5y (e y0 o 0l s FIOO L ol o () (25le
5o ails slass o 5 ten (F Jga2) 09y prio sae VAL -
Slodisas 4 baye cop (SB) Gladiged (o 0 Ly
KC.215895 KC.215172 KC215442 S5

Aol s ;0 M Slaws o9 g o) <yl g 0 Shae
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Table 4. Statistical parameters of evaluated traits in Kabuli chickpea landraces under rainfed and complementary

irrigation treatments in Sanandaj

oSS 5 S s
Complementary irrigation Rainfed planting
olae ol A aday Ald Sl A Al Al
Traits Mean Min. Max Rang Mean Min. Max Rang
Days to 50% flowering 2570 G 39, 39.64 37 42 5 38.26 38 40 2
Days to maturity Sy B39y 1053 104 112 8 100.15 99 103 4
Canopy height (cm) PLS by W, 29.09 22 37 15 27.07 23 31 8
Number of seed per pod S jo ailo olaxi 1076 1 2 1 1.06 1 2 1
Pod No. Plant! Aigy )0 B slaxi 929 2 19 17 6.93 1 16 15
100Seed weight &ls o 539 11.96 9.8 17.1 7.3 9.97 5.1 14 8.9
Grain yield (g. m?) alo o Shos 30.28 22'8 59.16 3833  23.04 2033 41.33 21
oels Wb ogz oS o o Slee iol8l (gl Woges Sy sldiges o cuby jesls 1 Sle

Serraj et al.,) ;) )Ken g 7zl 90,5 1,5 Jaiae cuils
5 Lo sbxsl el bbb ol 23¥ azzils s 2004a
Syt Olge same oS lp Uy &b
0,95 b olieS “_,’.m..\lf al> 0 Ol o oadbaisle
e b9 b Lol (Sas ) 5 olS ga,
(Kashiwagi et al., 2006) ol 53, Sl Gaas gl
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Table 6. Eigen value, percent of variance and cumulative percentage of component extracted from PCA analysis of

drought tolerance indices in Karaj and Sanandaj

(Karaj) z ,5 (Sanandaj) zodow
Principal Principal
component (PC) component (PC)
PC1 PC2 PC1 PC2
Eigen value o9 ylade  4.17 3.21 6.69 1.257

%Proportional Variance

% Cumulative Variance
Geometric Mean of Productivity

Glho wilyly 5218 40.14 83.62 15.7
oo wilyly 5218 90.26 83.62  99.32

(GMP) 59058 owisd (1S5ke 0.47 -0.13 0.38 -0.12
Harmonic Mean (HARM) Sigo) (Sl 0.38 -0.34 0.38 -0.19
Mean Productivity (MP) bwgio )90 e el 0.38 0.34 0.39 -0.05
Stress Susceptibility Index (SSI) o Camlue 25l 0.00 0.44 0.30 0.55
Stress Tolerance Index (STI) o Joxi @l 047 -0.13 0.38 -0.18
Stress Tolerance (TOL) Joxi sl 0.26 0.46 0.33 0.45
Yield in control condition (Yp) JreS sl jo 0 slee 0.32 0.41 0.38 0.16
Yield in stress condition (Ys) o Hlowd jo o Slos 033 -0.40 0.27 -0.63
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Fig. 1. Biplot display of two principal components of drought tolerance indices in chickpea
genotypes under drought stress treatment in Karaj (A) and Sanandaj (B).



VE) 5l 00 als sl psle o lame sla i

oYY

Sldisas 3l JSiie IT 05,5 sladiges diog s 4
wig55) KC.215286 «(Y o les uig3) KC.215172
olad  cwigy)  KC.216010 (Y o)leds
polie (VL L (VY o,leds cugy) KC.215369.(04
saiges SSI g TOL ,0lie oy 505mb s STI g GMP
Sy 5 4y Cams Joxie 3 W 3,Shae Jouily
Vi jShes 5 Jos ek 35 5 ) &5 slasigel
Lo LIV 05,5 .auzd )8 I3 I 0,5 j0 caings a5 hB
ozl plodiges @ilie g0 o Jlade (S (o9
5 (O o,led Cuigy) KC.216073 Sty sladiges
w95 pile o, 9 (M o leds i9%) KC.215283
5 Ol o Shes Josly a5 ols gl 055 0 1) (A7 olas
oolaiwl (o ) i) ascbls s 4y Cand by Sl
Ol 5l ol oy sl ylogad 5 (ol (slaailse 4y a2 S
b Lasgs 9976 )0 (i 15 ) S 0B SIS 612
Vandkarimi et Farshadfar et al., 2001;) ,.di>e
ol 5 soliiul 55 (Pouresmael et al., 2009 al., 2015;
Ll 00
@S 5o eadplxl sl byl i Gladss 4
Sges (5098 AlgS T )3 | aslllass g0 (S sladiges
(Y Jsa)

Sy gladiges 78 0 Kb el bl
coiei5) KC215851 (8¢ o,les %) KC216073
Y g OF o)leds cuigiy) KC215928 (Y o les
olie o 5YL e Llo b (A0 o e cuigs5) ILC6266
b bl YL 8 Slae Jousliy b slasises wilge 30 0 0
I 05,5 loaiges wog 25 4 Comd Vb Cpule
OF o)led cigis) KC215286 sladiges 5l JSice
cigy) KC215442 (V) o leais 595 KC215727
(A ol Cwsg)  KC215443  (AY o e
(V- F o,leds) pile o8, 5 (AF o,leis uiei3) KC216023
s TOL polie (3ol 9 STL s GMP polie o YL L
& Sed Jomeie 5 Vb 3,Shos by b slaaiges SSI
S 8dee g Jood Jlaiakall 95y 5] 45 pladiges idgy A
LIV 05,8 aiis 5 LS TIT 65,5 ;5 wingss azgi bE YU
595 0 1) plodigel adlge 95 50 )3 e (n 3 og Ll
e ol el 5 il 3 Shae ol o oo gl
(@l oy o) aassls s 4
wwies) KC215187  Sais sbodiges zasiw o
(OF ol gy KC.216169 (0 o)le
<i555) KC.215443 4 (BY o leis i35 KC.215976
@alio 50 o polie YL e Iy L (AF ol
e W el b Lol WU 8 Shae Jmsilty b lotises

w

a

o

a

w

-

o

E|

"

= | e e e e O B O
Ef’?mmw\ﬂl‘-f‘? NNNNN NN N AN NA O A= OAM @O0 q el BT =T T B A Ve L A I R e R B e == R MO EONWVWNMANCNNS O O o
5 FA8%587AGA SRR AR Ydamanbadr " Coha  AhRramENr Ml AOChYa SN FERN NI )

3]

@

L

o~
o
E

& Joxi glaasli g i bulpd 5o oud byl (o)) Olao lwl p LIS 0955 (Suii§ (lrdiged gudieg,S ol )5'g a0 .Y JSb

(ol ) Jaor b i S5 soaiged (g03becd) g5 59 (S

Fig. 2. The dendrogram for chickpea accessions grouping based on agronomical traits under drought stress condition

in Karaj and drought tolerance indices
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Table 7. Mean of measured quantitative traits and drought tolerance indices in center of clusters developed by K-means

cluster analysis in Karaj

o (Cluster No.) aigs o )lois il

(Character) 1 2 3 (Mean)

Days to 50% flowering PG g, olasy 68.9 68.55 71.5 69.65
Flowering duration (39 olows) BoS 6590 Jobo 83.4 82.2 85 83.53
Canopy height (cm) PLS by gl 27 27.65 26.5 27.05
Canopy width (cm) BLS by o 3428 225 23.5 24.26
Fist pod height from ground (cm) o0y 3l B pdgl glai )l 18.46 19.81 16.5 18.26
Plant weight (g) Agr 39 4.29 3.89 52 4.46
Pod No. Plant! gy AN olowy 5.72 5.39 9.5 6.87
Pod weight Plant (g) aigr 3o BME (439 0.95 0.96 1.76 1.22
Unfilled pod% B S0y 3231 30.23 10 24.18
Seed No. Plant™! a3 g yo &ild olusy 447 4.41 10.34 6.41
Seed weight Plant™! (g) &gy ST 0 ySlos 0.62 0.6 1.28 0.83
Biomass (g. m? owogw  79.58 69.91 373.72 174.4
Grain yeild (g. m? als o Slos 1146 8.96 83.67 34.7
Harvest index cllo g pslls 1442 13.21 20.92 16.18
Stress Tolerance Index (STT) o A o a Ll 0.13 0.07 58.23 0.17
Geometric Mean of Productivity (GMP) 529 Oy owid il 34.87 23.49 58.23 38.86
Stress Tolerance (TOL) Joxi sl 49091 151.52 -1.16 66.76
Stress Susceptibility Index (SSI) ESE I PRTLITOW] WE v 2 0.84 1.06 -1.8 0.04
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Table 8. Mean of yield and drought tolerance indices in center of clusters developed by K-means cluster analysis in

Sanandaj

(Cluster Number) 4345 o yLo%

1 2 3 4
Yield in supplementary irrigation (Yp) LSS Golel Lulypd o 0,5lee 84.08 78.11 151 115.78
Yield in rainfed condition (Ys) 0 byl 0 0,8des 66.08 66.76 71 73.28
Mean Productivity (MP) bwgio (5590 e oLl 66.08 72.31 94.91 94.35
Stress Tolerance (TOL) Joxi sl 75.08 11.41 92.78 42.58
Geometric Mean of Productivity (GMP) 5903 (oo (Sl 7436 71.98 103.36 91.73
Stress Susceptibility Index (SSI) o Camlue 25l 0.829 0.580 2.201 1.518
Stress Tolerance Index (STI) o Jozxi e Ll 0.676 0.631 1.300 1.027
Harmonic Mean (HARM) Swigo) il 73.66 71.65 96.35 89.20
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