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Table 1. Physical and chemical properties of site soil at the depth of 0-30 cm
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Table 2. Theamount of applied water during season and date of irrigations on the basis of ET-HS model
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ns, * and **: Non-significant and significant at the 5% and 1% levels of probability respectively.
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Table4. Mean comparison of grain yield and it’s components as affected by the different irrigation treatments
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Means followed by the same letters in each column do not have significantly different at 5% level, according to Duncan's

multiple Range Test.

Ve 5l e bl Slows o a5 ol lis A OIS ks
oS Rl e a4 A ST Sl 3 e e
el g2y 4 als e 055 )0 Gl ShalS (S
byl ol wly o Sl o g cdl e a5
Y &9, » & (Mugobea and Nyakatawab, 2000)
WY 5 ikl YIF ol sl s & sl Sl
g als 52 o5 losine Ghals S &jse ol (5 k]
K i sad s s Sles s 28l ol & &
Salemi and Afyooni, ) Js.dl 5 collo .ab canlis
Sl sl s o als s Shee als cde 55 (2005
Slahuly 4 1) paiS olS of 5L oo Ae g Ve £
asdllae o ol by ails o See sl 5 (Sas i
als 3 Slee o ()l Sre 5 Cute (Sharod 13 Sl
olaws o =+/AF0™) mhaw axly ;o e, abiw slaws b
@ =/ @ils S5 59 9 (F =+ /A Y aliw jo als
5o ails o Slee lizl Coenl Silis 5,90 cpl &5 Clls

Al oo dils o Sloe JSis

o, Slos 6)1-.:-.‘1 Sl S S gw o o
J5i2) 352 o imn oy Ko ozl gl 5 Seiglae
PSS VAT e 4 Sofglam o Shee o i (Y
&l aoys Ve lel gyl s o (S o
ol Glales plo b (gl cme BB a5 el oy
Soielem o ,Slos o Sis s Dol o8l L g ol ylis
O Lg)Lz.ﬂ Slewd j0 a5 (gysb 4 28l (g lo pxe

VO:Ve) 055 Ol (ppeS 4 olS b.ﬂ BUCIIRWERS

2 el slayles r’b ails o ySdlos
Og o dre doye S sl mhue jo aily o Sles
0SS VYYP - lie 4y als 8 Shoe g i (T Jpiz)
Jae solol p @l s aoyn Vee s by LS o
M sl slo,les plo b oS os o> ET-HS
Slewd I (Sas i Sl GialEl bocasls gl g
ol 1y ghlo gre uals &l o Slee ol 5Ld aoy0 Vet
BV L il ails o Shes e opyieS a5 ole bl
Lol Jols ol 5l a0 0 jlass j0 ,iSe 40 0,55k
a S G5 Ol Gl g (Brae O Gl tals
3o dilo o Slas ils o, Slas liz! o ce oS Jdo
VO 5 VYO jlagd jo cdl als gl g job 4
Wiy Juab Job 10 ET-HS Jao Golul » ol 5li a0
boze el (0B 05 5 @B polie gsd Ol o 4
g T e N G T
rel oo, Vel o )l e IS 54
ool 5l S s wals Jles L ET-HS  Joo (ol
(F Jgoz) abliee Jow bwg olS of 5bs cenlin
s 0,8dee gzl blie g ool anly ails o,Slee
S5 59 g alaw Ho als slasy e axly jo alas olass
S8 o) e g S (Sl AL g MBb oo 4l
D8 b e | ol lizl g ails o Slee Cols jo 5 poss
ols,lis mbs (Villegas et al., 2001) sas o
s ¥ 3, » (Dehghanzadeh, 2006) ool;;lias



AR

wepdiS o Sloe glizl g 0 Slos 5 (Sid i 50 gy s gledds

Al Sl pme oy S il e (o ails o Sles g
VEOANY (e & (Bpae ol Glime onyiin (O J5u2)
Vo bl gilol Jles bwg [LSe 0 caSe
aS ol Jeol> ET-HS Jow bl 5 olS ol 55 as o
rriaS o3 s e 6l sla et ploo b ] S
JESa s Sae i YYRVE L oy Byae ol ol
L a5 ab oanlie ol o 5o doys 00 e Loy
Sl Gl o3 10 B0+ 5l ol o 5Ls s ye il
s sela les il Al gl pe b 4 (Bras
Joe bl 5ol ol 5l wope Ve Jles b anlie
Ol 5l Ao, VYV (e 4 (540 sse ysb 4 ET-HS
Ol o piion (Y JSK8) 090 10,95 0 (6 b (S pas <l
FIFA Glyee a0 JS St 0ole ol Gl Grae oIS
@l 5wy 00l by Sae e popSelS
e ol gla jles plo bl O as” wl Jol>
Loplp JS Sis oole o Gyae LB S g le
i 2y 10+l Lags s a0 5L VIFY
YO 5 aals glajles b o] OB 45w Jols
I 5 I INVESO IR P Y VU M EV L I IR W
Gpan g5 wos VUM (lis 4 gyl (ae yob 4
Jol> ol o b aulie jo 1) (5 iy S oole
ol ol Gpas L5 apiey (Y JS2) e
oS ol Jols ol 5l e, 00 Jleg lawg ails o Slee
M e @l ks ey Ve Jles b e o] BB
@D S s gme S 55 sald e 09
b ey Vel bl o Sles bl ol Bras
St o] 5 Sl s 13 (P UK ol olis ]
» ET-HS Joo bl 5 ol 5L ooy Voo e
Sl ol 5ol g psb 4 sels L b anglie
St oole ol p o] Gpae LS ieS b
Srae )5 b e ol jo a5 g Hloye5 (6 i
9 5 uled s 5 |y (o i wlo o Shee bl O
Ol b as ssls ol 5o (Liuetal., 2016) o,\Sea
JS St osle sl ol Gpme LS (Si5 a5 S
el (55 a5 (gysb @ wliee Gl als o Sles
sl 1, o)l cine SIS A5 pde s & e

osime Gials cde (Y Jgaz) e (LS j0 p,56LS
Jodo 4 (Sas 5 Dad Gl ST Sojelgn o Sles
g a0 dils oslaw rhaw axly o Ao slass alS
Dehghanzadeh, ) ool;\lans il o als e 59
Lulys b cow olS Gy i, 5 s (2006
sflee ialS s ine GialS s |, (Sis i
Ol il 5 Cute (Shaod 05 Glyie Sojglsn

= 1AF ) Al o als slaws b Sojglsn 9o 09
als e g9 9 @ =+/AOAT) o)L alsw olaw 1
o o e LIS A al sdalie (@ =+ /ASAT)

dlioo Selg 0 Slos JoSi5 )0 lie

2 sl slyles Sl Clls yr sl
Og Ll cre doyd S Jio g o cliley asli
FVY ol cilopy jasls polie o i (¥ Jgox)
Aoy Voo lad j0 doye TV g wals jled o wsyo
S 5 el Cuwssy ET-HS Joo ol 5 ol 5l
Aoy B lewd 10 de,d YVIV e a0 clliloy aslss
AL o 5 a0 VO Jles b oS as Jol> Sl 5L
Vool rae O Gliee SRl L el (gl sne
el y s (ol 5w V0 5 VYO 4 sy
werle Jals cde (F Jguz) cdl gyl sme rals
Sl s 4 (Kis a5 oad GRIB L ek,
g Il il oo o5 ady a4 Cad ails o Sles iy
ol sl ole s (Engel et al., 2003) ) Sen
oole lyee 5l iy (Sad 5 S0 als o, Sles ralS
(Alietal., 1999) |, Ken 5 e ol o J5 Sis
139, e oo bl pas Spgo 4 5 Jlesl b
o Shos 2alS paiS (S, Oloy U oz Sn sk
G odrg b iS58 wsw VY B Joles |

0, Slos g Clils y rld le o re g St Ko

Ol (= = IPPVT) Syjlsm o Shae b il asls
o ,Slos ouials /.gl; g aly 5 Slae ounlidl )‘.,‘b INCTR

ablge cloy (aSlh  Sojglen
9 J5 i osle ol dpan QL (PBran Of ol5ee
2 skl slales ails 5 Slas
S osbe Lolul &l Gpan Sl o b pan o e



\Ya0 )gl; A Al> ‘L_,;cl)} P5l.c » 6’4"“’ L;Lmu:l..zj

Yy

Gl o (5la Lo 50 4ils 0 ;Shas 9 S 03l ddgi (sl 2T e (LIS 9 (a0 ST Glime il g 41525 .0 Jsux
Tabl 5. Analysisof variancefor water used and water use efficiency for total dry matter and grain yield in irrigation

treatments
Mean of Squares  wle yo (yuileo
a0 o1 oyl o oobo O U pan (ylouil ol G pan olosily
o 2alie &l &5 yan 55 S &l 5, Slas
S0V df Water Used WUE (TDM)* WUE (Grain yield)
o 410555.6™ 0.003™ 0.074™
Replication
)lgﬁj' ok sk e
Treatment 5 9705993.1 0.066 0.0345
> 10 166555.6 0.002 0.019
Error

E

20,0 ) 90 il molan ;8 s dre g 50 (re pé cuig 4T 5T s

ns, * and **: Non-significant and significant at the 5% and 1% levels of probability respectively

+: WUE : Water use efficiency and TDM: Total dry matter
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Fig. 1. Comparison of Water used as affected by the different irrigation treatments (percent of crop water demand

supplied on the basis of ET-HS model and controal).
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Fig. 2. Comparison of Water use efficiency (WUE) based on Total Dry Matter (TDM) as affected by the different
irrigation treatments (per cent of crop water demand supplied on the basis of ET-HS model and contral).
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Fig. 3. Comparison of Water use efficiency (WUE) based on grain yield as affected by the different irrigation
treatments (per cent of crop water demand supplied on the basis of ET-HS model and control)
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