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Table 1. Monthly meteorological data in cropping season of 2018-19 at different regions

Darab of,l> Ahvaz jlgal

R Tem. (°C) (ol 5 ulw) Lo S5 Tem. (°C) (ol 5 6lw) boo

Rainfall I Rainfall e

Month olo (mm) Min Max Mean (mm) Min Max Mean
Oct. o 50.2 11.8 35.6 239 21.5 20.9 39.8 304
Nov. ouf 329 6.6 26.8 17 523 15.5 26.8 21.1
Dec. 53T 7.5 0.4 234 13.3 58.3 11.1 21.9 16.5
Jan. &° 7.2 -0.6 222 13 60.8 7.5 17.7 12.6
Feb. Crode 97.3 0 24.4 12.9 46.0 7.8 20.1 14.0
Mar. Aol 98.4 2.8 242 15.6 33.7 8.7 22.8 15.8
Apr. (285959 57 8 30.9 21.8 39.0 14.5 29.3 21.9
May  Coigms)l 2.9 13.2 39.2 29.4 234 19.4 35.0 27.2
June 3 45 2 22.1 39.6 30.1 18.9 25.0 442 34.6

Sum E 900 355.4 353.9
Zabol L5 Gonbad o..§

Tem. (°C) (aljfs:ju) Loo Tem. (°C) (ol 5 5lo) Lo

Tk e i eSilae Tk e A peSileo

o P e e P LT e e
Oct. Ao 0 16.0 31.6 23.8 32.8 139 28.8 21.3
Nov. ol 2.6 10.8 249 17.8 30.6 9.7 223 16
Dec. 431 0.2 5.0 223 13.6 45.1 7.7 17.0 12.3
Jan. & 0 3.9 20.0 12.0 40.6 49 159 10.4
Feb. o 11.6 4.5 19.2 11.8 37.2 43 15.2 9.7
Mar. KT 0 8.6 222 15.4 61.9 52 19.4 12.3
Apr. R93958 25.8 16.4 31.2 23.8 62.8 10.3 20.7 15.5
May  Coigd) 3.6 19.7 345 27.1 1342 13.5 28.2 20.8
June ols > 1 23.6 375 30.5 236.1 20.1 36.3 28.2

Sum & goxo 44.8 681.3
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Table 2. Genetic variance, residual variance and hertability in morphological and phonologic triats in different regions

wlio S5 ol ouilandly (pils ylg SRl

Traits Regions R 8% 8%Res He?

Darab <lyle 0.708 0.216 0.766

N AETY) Ahvaz Hlgal 0.553 0.286 0.659

DHE Zabol N 0.599 0.331 0.644

Gonbad KWty 0.649 0.292 0.689

Darab <lyle 0.349 0.582 0.375

Sy 39, Ahvaz Jla! 0.256 0.657 0.280

DMA Zabol N 0.000 0.980 0.000

Gonbad KWty 0.550 0.401 0.578

Darab <lyle 0.000 0.941 0.000

Sy gls,  Ahvaz 51sa! 0.319 0.618 0.340

PLH Zabol B 0.000 0.825 0.000

Gonbad KWLy 0.880 0.091 0.906

Darab <lyle 0.599 0.385 0.609

Sl ya oy Ahvaz Jla! 0.000 1.000 0.000

TKW Zabol N 0.801 0.199 0.801
Gonbad KWL - - -

Darab <lyle 0.000 0.988 0.000

Sso,Slac  Ahvaz J1sa! 0.495 0.439 0.530

YLD Zabol B 0.111 0.890 0.111

Gonbad KWty 1.035 0.052 0.952
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S sl gy 50 a8 ctolosl 2k (05 calin wilo
(Holland, 2006) 5505 o Ll 35 o0 ol
olis sblie dan 1 ¥ Joaz y0 dils 0 Slec polas
AL O ygody Jadd Slas ple goae polie .l oads osld
—a () S8) cwl oas eols lis (Heat map) )~
el slacaies 9 ey (st €55 (owyp Hobaie
O ol las s s eolal VS 5l gblie den
9 05 4 bagrye i (25 g (S 090 Job
B350 2305 5 (S 059 Jogb (2 yeS 5 el Sl
Lgl.&:u)y 9 ’nlﬂ)‘ 6‘).! g 8[.0.1)‘ O s A oolive
gl eS 5 ol ssaliv WS g ClIS )0 (g 090
tpweS aS oy lid ol 0gs jlenl slacp¥ 4 gy e aig

3 BLUP sloo LT 5 oolizl L REML 325 gl

“ 9oLl Slacaisi) 5 (o) 2390 slace¥ sl BLUE
ouds ool lis Slaw ded Sl ¥ Jgux 0 dlflas b
Slao (52 Ske dunlio 5 uibly slizl dnloe gl ool
gl Slao spigedls e & iblis 5l g2 )50
as ols uLm.: c;l.u A ealauwl (Y JjJD-) Sgs LRI pre-on
Sho & bgy e (allE GlanY (6 p 3l Gl (o i
g5 3lsl (olls adlais aw ;0 ((/A0) (Saw, b 5, olass
g2 OY (235U 59, lasd 6 pdydlys Gliee S92 05
S rd Sy Glime 39: (o) 390 dilaie oz o ol a5
Ol oamsse sy Al o Sles g g el
3 stelie @l g o Loyt ails e (35 @lp 5 09
b oaalie g wald lacaie )3 pdsdly ol
955 9 LinY Sl pe (i o5 Sl (LS gl
3l ogr srome il lg 4y bgs e Dlas sled jo sals slo



VE) 55h 00 sl sl psle 45 e sla i

ails o,8les Sl as8 5 Ol o Sl @l !

Ais oo lice

Oy 3 Sl laal gla Y @ bgs e dils o Slae )5
A oanlice Iy jo wals glacasal) g oY ails o Slee

adlio ¥ 50 g2 wald slocais) g LY Sojgled 3 Su3glgd 90 wlaw ¢l REML & 5205 ¥ Jguar
Table 3. Results of REML analysis for morphological and phonologic traits of barley lines
and check genotypes at four regions

Inbred lines A by
PSS U jgy olas S U g olass
8.0.v DHE DMA
Olyds s BLUP BLUE BLUP BLUE
He? Sriycdlys 0.53 0.55
8% Sy ouilyly 224 1.20
8% o il ylg 587 587 810 810
8%ge Bl 1 iyl 4.53 0.63
8%Res ouilodly iyl 3.43 2.752 2.29 1.99
LSDo.os 2.87 3.96 2.05 2.76
N Env. Luzxo oluss 4 4 3 3
Check genotypes wals sbewis;
He? Sriyedlyg 0.51 0.50
8% St il 3.89 0.93
82 shazo il sl 587 587 810 810
&%ge Bl 1 il 11.69 0.53
8%Res oilog3ly il ,lg 3.43 2.75 2.29 1.99
LSDo.0s 3.98 4.89 1.70 2.10
N Env. Luze Slaxs 4 4 3 3
Table 3. Continued aldl.Y Jguo
Inbred lines AL by
S.0.V wig i)l &15 413 039 4l 5 ,Shos
Sl gl PLH TKW YLD
BLUP BLUE BLUP BLUE BLUP  BLUE
He? Sriyedlyg 0.10 0.00 0.13
8% Sy il g 3.85 0.02 24766
82 shazo il lg 204 204 9.13 9.13 2513070 2513070
8%ge e 1 by lg 31.1 5.39 97828
8%Res ouiloudly il sl 3548  46.26 237 245 409165 441250
LSDo.os 518 1579 036 544 409 1078
N Env. Lo olasy 2 2 2 2 3 3
Check genotypes wald sbowisis
He? Gyl 0.20 0.27 0
8% S § il g 6.13 1.23 0
82 shazo il lg 204 204 9.1 9.1 2513070 2513070
82%ge Jilio 1 iyl 13.61 4.42 18309
8%Res ouiloudly il sl 3548  46.26 237 245 409165 441250
LSDo.os 588 827 255 3.67 0.06 248
N Env. Lo Sluss 2 2 2 2 3 3
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Fig. 1. Phenotypic variation of morphological and phonologic traits of barley genotypes at different regions. DHE: Days
to heading; DMA: Days to maturity; PLH: Plant height; TKW: Thousand kernel weight; YLD: Seed yield
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Table 4. Amounts SIIG index and seed yield in cultivars and lines of barley at Darab, Ahvaz, Zabol and Gonbad
regions

SIIG Seed yield s S ySlos
Loy ol slgal M5 Ry oSlso ohls il Sl
Lines Darab Ahvaz Zabol Gonbad Mean Darab Ahvaz Zabol Gonbad Mean
L2 0.676 0.513 0.520 0.531 0.560 4722 2120 5276 5346 4175

L3 0614 0387 0462 0.430 4587 1788 5040 3788 3466
L4 0569 0503 0391 0.414 4482 2172 4637 3288 3293
Ls 0595 0472 0.463 4555 2002 3832 5147 3588
L6 | 0684 0324 0385 0448 0460 5564 1583 4609 4634 3537
L7 0561 0371 0397 0397 4240 1720 3859 4392 3252
L8 0.440 0.496 6287 1622 4970 4946 3774
L9 0667 049  0.538 - 0.498 5260 1924 5498 3654 3620
LI0 | 0610 0371 0483 0.414 4959 1670 5109 3299 3287
LI2 0429 0488 0463 009 0367 3539 2056 5068 2879 3262
L13 0669 049 0502 [0S 0478 4889 2110 5443 3088 3475
L4 | 0645 0374 | 0627 0301 0487 5194 1541 6359 3991 3892
LI5S 0671 0424 0613 0420 0532 4894 1800 6248 4386 4073
Li6 0631 0438 0600 0440 0527 4600 1940 6215 4604 4181
L17 0505 | 0.646 0413 0568 3854 2350 7276 4627 4679
LIS 0511 0604 068 0391 0548 3999 1983 7040 4476 4427
L19 0520 0682 0619 0.522 3812 2417 6148 3814 4054
L20 = 0483 0395 0.351 3550 1310 3748 3454 2765
122 | 0631 0401 0640 0352  0.506 4879 1760 6082 4056 3894
123 0497 0611 0580 0480 0547 3742 2234 5776 4876 4223
124 0549 0577 0670 OO 0514 4122 2038 6387 3459 3889
125 0579 0461 0335 0347 0430 4642 1526 4318 3948 3192
126 038 0332 0399 0336 3424 1680 3595 4264 3108
127 0469 0503 0521 0.415 4002 1883 5470 2499 3212
128 | 0661 0478 0697 0348 0546 5180 2042 6762 4203 4263
129 0420 0396 0596 0474 0472 3457 1410 5998 4857 4016
L30 0461 0458  0.667 0318 0476 3652 1850 6582 3716 3977
32 0694 0545 0424 [NOEEN o477 515 1876 4748 3314 3241
L33 0.544 | 0679 0354 0585 5754 1992 6415 4018 4069
L34 0437 0659 0311 0534 5652 1517 6568 3728 3865
L35 0570 0360 0487 [0S 0.400 4500 1713 5387 3453 3445
36 o04ss (GBS osc0 0437 042 3909 1330 5734 4584 3811
L37 0572 0475 0466 0.432 422 1616 5109 3106 3205
L38 0488 035 | 0612 0.424 3899 1377 6082 3116 3453
139 0483 0513 0408 0413 0454 3650 1812 4859 4466 3640
L40 0468 0624 0570 0370 0508 4169 2290 5665 4254 3998
a2 RO o614 0387 0582 0467 1947 2172 4595 5747 4250
143 0435 0477 0386 0.384 3423 1741 4665 3607 3416
s [ o522 0.306 0331 1565 2051 3707 4011 3334
145 0339 035 0319 0537 0388 2427 1741 3984 5007 3656
L46 0534 0481 0357 | 0694 0517 4278 1966 4290 6120 4203
L47 0450 0425 0432 0.533 3703 1606 4818 7577 4745
148 0468  0.544 0484 0421 3847 2106 3082 4940 3454
L49 0380 0518 0382 0539 0457 3255 1690 4484 5209 3872

L50 0.331 0.555 0.593 0.461 0.485 2832 2136 5957 4962 4430
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Table 4. Continued wlol .f Jgus
SIIG Seed yield 4ls s ,Slos

LR A Slga! b s ROSES Shle o 5lgal b ol ST

Lines  Darab Ahvaz Zabol Gonbad Mean Darab Ahvaz Zabol Gonbad Mean
LS52 0.530 0.491 0.363 0.551 0.484 3682 2159 4332 5284 4003
L53 0.449 0.518 0.481 0.459 0.477 3775 2412 5207 4722 4192
L54 0.543 0.563 0.375 0.378 0.465 3957 2390 4568 4286 3826
L55 0.533 0.590 0.513 0.355 0.498 4060 2656 5457 4159 4168
L56 0.363 0.459 0.325 0.353 0.375 2570 2011 4345 4227 3606
L57 0.575 0.557 0.504 0.440 0.519 3982 2496 5429 4617 4259
L58 0.492 0.574 0.334 0.326 0.431 3445 2191 4387 4049 3620
L59 0.493 0.570 0.506 0.403 0.493 3455 2482 5262 4467 4148
L60 0.352 0.546 0.460 0.314 0.418 2675 2436 4984 3907 3854
Le62 0.576 0.438 0.469 0.459 0.486 3992 1706 5068 4794 3934
Le63 0.581 0.451 0.425 0.330 0.447 4255 1722 4929 4142 3676
Lo4 0.420 0.391 0.384 4913 1986 4665 4494 3793

L65 0.649 4900 735 3401 3547 2639
L66 0.318 2920 986 2929 4066 2738
L67 0.436 3628 1596 3179 4261 3090
L68 0.479 3933 1388 3901 4139 3221
L69 0.382 3243 1674 3762 3281 2983
L70 0.325 2572 1460 5095 4326 3705
L72 0.424 3455 1553 3984 3354 3042
L73 0.516 3868 1581 3776 4174 3255
L74 0.373 0.350 0.347 3310 1664 4123 4236 3419
L75 0.394 0.330 0.307 3293 1633 3304 3916 3029
L76 0.334 0.374 0.382 3152 2066 3734 5145 3727
L77 0.410 0.332 0.324 3480 1726 3151 3842 2984
L78 0.475 0.550 0.418 0.444 0.472 3513 1864 4776 4665 3847
L79 0.506 0.540 0.449 0.440 3767 1988 3832 4834 3629
L80 0.531 0.449 0.351 0.472 4133 1686 5498 4355 3925
L82 0.522 0.666 0.531 0.476 4064 2258 3089 5123 3483
L83 0.462 0.680 0.644 0.485 3317 2293 2769 5747 3596
L84 0.562 0.528 0.461 0.424 4087 1875 2825 4660 3113
L85 0.656 0.563 0.651 0.529 4735 1928 3852 5770 3843
L86 0.625 0.556 0.307 0.655 0.536 4554 1889 3936 5895 3900
L87 0.660 0.436 0.495 4920 1465 3075 5245 3255
L88 0.386 0.480 0.353 3489 1965 4214 2442 2866
L89 0.601 0.585 0.479 4814 2075 4866 3700 3540
L90 0.420 0.667 0.470 3420 2210 5269 3370 3609
L92 0.451 0.459 0.371 4030 1840 3936 3667 3140
L93 0.529 0.504 0.341 0.462 0.459 4162 2125 4241 4742 3696
L94 0.591 0.522 0.445 0.461 4634 2065 4158 4722 3641
L95 0.409 0.520 0.330 0.387 3427 1993 4033 4024 3343
L96 0.548 0.478 0.402 0.361 0.447 4427 1750 4769 4184 3561
L97 0.478 0.555 0.342 0.353 0.432 3920 2290 4061 4162 3497
L98 0.510 0.657 0.432 0.454 0.513 3715 1998 4352 4755 3695
L99 0.450 0.381 0.409 0.391 0.408 3475 1147 4991 4373 3497

L100 0.550 0.400 0.539 0.419 0.477 4214 1570 5866 4632 4016




AVY GV s Shes b g Lalls slaY (23S 58 STIG (aslis 0 IS sy i) Sen 5 S

Table 4. Continued alol.f Jous
SIIG Seed yield «ls o ;Sloc
Loy obls il 5 WS S Shls el eSSk
Lines Darab Ahvaz Zabol  Gonbad  Mean Darab Ahvaz Zabol Gonbad Mean
L102 0.424 0.636 0.533 0.542 0.534 3402 2441 5866 5377 4554
L103 0.510 0.573 0.569 0.415 0.517 3935 2148 5380 4528 4012
L104 0.543 0.584 0.660 0.549 0.584 4320 2167 6019 5085 4417
L105 0.550 0.524 0.635 0.338 0.512 4189 1953 5686 4032 3883
L106 0.542 0.644 0.521 0.459 0.542 4230 2385 5269 4748 4127
L107 0.375 0.521 0.543 - 0.434 3249 2390 6075 3827 4090
L108 0.532 0.559 0.429 0.409 0.482 4034 2375 5047 4718 4040
L109 0.393 _ 0.346 0.428 2727 2049 4089 4007 3375
L110 0.507 0.676 0.341 0.334 0.465 3805 2325 4477 3844 3542
L112 0.531 0.502 0.443 0.674 0.537 3750 2065 4686 5762 4164
L113 0.674 - 0.475 0.437 0.615 4464 2875 5130 4683 4223
L114 0.544 0.325 0.469 0.484 0.455 4284 1443 5186 4640 3749
L115 0.657 0.426 0.491 0.322 0.474 4844 1665 5491 3927 3687
Lie [0SO o453 | 0192 0314 2670 1368 5144 3197 3229
L117 0.507 0.466 0.462 0.319 0.439 4032 1927 5130 3975 3671
L118 0.422 0.656 0.614 0.381 0.518 3349 2046 6186 4315 4175
L119 0.669 0.612 0.572 4594 2388 6172 3815 4118
L120 0.492 0.660 0.544 3725 2352 7547 3342 4407
Nimrooz = 0.575 0.614 0.425 - 0.538 4212 2436 4862 - 3944
Auxin 0.508 0.564 0.658 0.430 0.540 3988 2495 6293 4608 4305
Norooz 0.587 0.522 0.565 0.404 0.520 4263 2000 5760 4449 4300
WB95-19 | 0.622 0.571 0.484 0.448 0.531 4542 2069 5149 4705 3889

Sahra - - - 0.440 0.440 - - - 4661 4114
0.9<SI1G<0.8

0.8<SI1G<0.7
0.7<S11G<0.6
0.6<SI1G<0.5
0.5<S11G<0.4
0.3<SIIG<0.3

0.3<SIIG<02
0.2<SIIG<0.1

0.1<S11G<0.0

S5 3 T3 <3lapl colylo blio 5 Ky 5laid 5 Sy 3alsd 00 o b STIG (aslh (Simos & Jsu
Table 5. Correlation of SIIG index with morphological and phonologic traits at Darab, Ahvaz, Zabol and

Gonbad
SIIG index

wlao olyls 3lgnl Bl Koty @blo Js
traits Darab Ahvaz Zabol Gonbad Al of regions
DHE PO 59, olaws -0.081 -0.700** -0.043 -0.241%* -0.242*
DMA ooy U gy olaws -0.231%* -0.293** -0.053 -0.244** -0.441**
PLH ag el -0.287** 0.019 0.085 0.282%* -0.414%**
TKW als 5158 439 0.079 0.853%** 0.189* - 0.373**

YID als 5 yShos 0.947** 0.716%* 0.972%* 0.977** 0.891**
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