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Fig. 1. An example of scanned image.
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Table 1. Analysis of variance of root traitsin barley linesunder salt stress.

Mean of square wlx po (il

.o . 4")0
St gl o] Mowhdsb sl menideb adpyphe adeykd by el
SOV o Length of the Cumulative root Root Root Root
longest root length surface diameter angle
oY 49 115073.53* 47.91% 143.68* 7385.39" 642.1%
Line
o9 Tobw 1 6224851.73* 1205.5" 5147.88* 11899.06™  23273.32*
Salinity
Gags x ¥ 49 86274.97°* 32.16* 116.12* 5966.51%* 533.72°
Linexsalinity
. iloleldl o) 283.97 20.84 201 683.24 51.23
rror
c(</) (‘0‘/‘))“"' et ad - 18.72 5.07 15 29.04 7.95
. (1)

** Significant at 0.01 probability level.
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Table2. Mean comparison barley doubled haploid genotypesfor all traitsin normal conditions.

Job Job
e Jgb g b e Job g A agly ejked
iy owm, O, B L G, Y L,
Al Ea?)

Cumulative  Root tlﬂg:g:;; ) Root Root Line |Cumulative Root tlﬁg?g:ég; ) Root Root Line
root length surface r oot diameter  angle  Number | root length surface oot diameter  angle  Number
4.80 1221 307.00 29797 113.93 39 3.53 9.84 25062 150.82 10521 1
5.89 1371 47878 160.10 11544 43 21.72 39.07 105222 15193 122.68 2
18.58 3350 969.28 22553 112.19 a7 3.03 5.77 22510 204.84 65.40 3
5.74 13.74 33555 26327 122.23 48 4.86 841 36499 15439 9542 4
7.48 1592 54217 180.63 90.90 51 5.90 9.60 48262 153.02 9358 8
8.81 16.04 55315 207.69 98.59 53 6.90 1408 51721 326.18 91.67 9
7.29 1447 65591 21527 113.83 55 7.52 1093 64414 17564 7344 10
3.76 6.09 286.71 165.30 100.79 56 15.50 2637 67710 308.18 122.72 11
14.25 2740 79369 190.68 101.23 58 4.83 13.14 309.65 21455 106.13 14
10.38 1784 63443 23242 101.16 62 6.33 1394 40254 23316 8054 15
14.18 26.87 910.80 21580 84.56 65 3.79 8.74 23990 23115 85.63 16
5.87 1440 37657 21713 84.32 66 10.23 1526 59749 14034 127.01 17
7.50 1352 406.66 190.83 109.66 67 2.83 315 25131 17561 115.64 19
5.63 9.40 40419 283.00 95.15 68 7.78 1249 46332 266.07 84.70 21
20.80 3648 108755 25484 95.40 70 12.60 2211 795.03 21379 8177 22
6.64 1294 55272 20646 117.55 71 6.01 1551 551.12 2414 8561 23
8.19 16.70 630.64 20650 99.82 73 411 8.15 269.94 34370 81.10 26
3.82 11.31 33411 24519 11331 75 3.65 6.60 38240 24723 102.84 27
2.65 7.02 133.88 24591 89.86 79 7.15 1622 41398 21841 89.20 28
18.11 37.82 96177 350.01 76.23 84 10.99 20.06 759.06 196.86 99.46 29
3.16 7.53 32713 169.21 90.67 85 7.56 1498 61328 204.33 119.63 31
492 1321 34513 19755 11430 86 3.35 4.78 336.32 176.13 93.75 32
7.56 1587 50831 23534 8755 90 12.41 2724 96523 25795 86.53 33
543 8.83 32837 19767 111.18 91 313 9.90 250.78 378.72 84.70 34
3.19 4.05 22336 18520 115.49 94 7.53 1553 65019 36241 91.10 36

0.25 0.44 4.86 8.39 25 LSD 0.25 0.44 4.86 8.39 25 LSD
A5 (g s sme DS T L oS placadss 5 Cdio o (glp Jlake 3y Sl s
represent the highest value for each trait and genotypes that have not significant difference with
it respectively.
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Table3. Mean comparison barley doubled haploid genotypesfor all traitsin salinity conditions.

Jsb . " Job . .
I S m I e
) Y]
Cumulative Root thqutg):]zjeg:t Root Root Line |Cumulative Root thgrg:;]gt Root Root Line
root length surface root diameter angle  Number | root length surface r oot diameter angle  Number

1.84 3.85 98.22  209.82 7211 39 2.76 448 15310 28135 5811 1
6.30 846 43430 20859 89.34 43 7.76 1276 388,76 300.38 95.00 2
2.65 1145 13238 22113 87.78 47 6.64 1256 426,79 24203 7254 3
2.60 326 14109 18517 68.77 48 3.23 10.34 19917 157.67 65.02 4
512 741 39807 221.04 67.07 51 331 6.07 23299 14181 63.35 8
4.42 747 33195 19503 92.72 53 2.99 487 267.79 20642 8364 9
4.79 772 21611 15183 110.12 55 317 6.14 25944 22864 61.82 10
3.61 6.22 21480 23260 77.21 56 4.54 697 27630 20190 8243 11
4.66 1294 30517 196.33 69.65 58 1.65 216 11942 189.01 92.96 14
4.26 883 28647 259.27 99.89 62 2.20 418 187.04 18599 7172 15
2.04 253 18485 207.23 81.19 65 2.74 6.72 22414 18040 87.20 16
2.04 512 14662 20791 8250 66 257 351 18593 142,64 45.99 17
4,91 1205 37697 22290 84.99 67 2.85 698 17662 19549 82.63 19
2.69 496 18284 20754 86.22 68 277 863 20386 21395 80.75 21
4.17 6.73 26212 210.02 89.69 70 7.07 1160 39969 216.05 51.74 22
7.66 1360 17298 233.00 100.00 71 3.70 492 26027 19284 88.83 23
10.04 8.00 266.68 280.02 84.12 73 1.33 282 10781 25951 7144 26
3.58 388 26318 19814 83.19 75 193 201 17863 22065 89.17 27
253 896 12900 246.60 76.25 79 297 315 13182 155.77 8243 28
421 371 19414 207.36 96.80 84 552 12.04 279.79 19574 106.03 29
2.68 6.02 15023 253.62 88.68 85 2.03 213 79.37 18547 62.32 31
227 562 17037 21212 76.75 86 2.08 445 12943 20642 8511 32
225 907 12146 25200 8552 90 2.66 307 11555 19944 78.66 33
8.95 1569 457.90 21479 87.00 91 317 1035 15815 23259 9233 34
1.80 241 15310 21473 9147 94 3.70 564 21616 25558  79.77 36

0.24 0.31 4.23 5.48 113 LSD 0.24 0.31 4.23 5.48 1.13 LSD

3515 (5l grre M (T &S placais g o ya slp jlade 5SSl ci e
represent the highest value for each trait and genotypes that have not significant difference with
it respectively.
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Fig. 2. Dandrogram cluster analysis method of least squaresin to a normal environment.
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Fig. 3. Dandrogram cluster analysis method of least squaresin to a stress environment.
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Table 4. Genotypesranking on the basis of studied traits (Arunachalam and Bandyopadhyay, 1984) under normal
and salinity conditions.

Salinity condition g g dasl i Normal condition  Jloy dayly
aiy gyl e ady eyl e aiy ol G e ad 33 G 9
Rank Value Genotype | Rank Value Genotype Rank  Value Genotype | Rank  Value Genotype

18 51 90 1 915 2 24 53 28 1 92 70
19 505 16 2 825 91 25 515 43 2 91 1
20 475 75 3 78 62 25 515 39 3 90.33 47
21 46 10 3 78 73 26 48 68 4 87.5 2
21 46 19 4 77 29 27 46 86 5 86 84
22 455 68 5 765 71 27 46 75 6 81 33
23 445 79 6 75.5 43 27 46 15 7 75.5 58
24 25 27 7 73 67 28 455 10 8 74.5 65
25 11 4 8 72 3 29 445 66 8 74.5 62
26 40 94 9 67 53 30 435 14 9 70 29
27 385 66 10 64 55 31 40 27 10 69.5 22
27 385 86 11 625 70 32 39.57 91 11 68.5 36
28 36 12 61.5 22 33 36 34 12 67.5 31
28 36 12 615 4 33 36 8 13 67 73
28 36 32 13 585 1 34 34 26 14 66 17
28 36 65 13 585 51 35 30 4 15 65 55
29 32 14 14 575 36 36 26.5 94 16 63 53
30 295 15 14 57 58 36 265 16 17 62 9
31 28 26 15 55 23 37 255 1 18 60 71
31 28 28 16 53 84 38 245 79 19 585 48
32 26.5 33 16 53 21 38 24.5 19 20 575 20
33 225 39 17 52 85 38 24 56 21 565 23
34 21 48 17 52 47 39 23 85 22 55 67
35 19 17 17 52 56 40 225 32 22 55 21
36 125 31 18 51 9 41 145 3 23 54 51
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Table 6. Multivariate analysis of variance of studied traitsfor verifying grouping resultsunder normal condition.
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Test Treatment df. Error df. Value F P value
Pillai 1 44 0.709 21.425 0.00
Wilkslambda 1 44 0.291 21.425 0.00
Hotelling 1 44 2435 21.425 0.00
Roy,slargest root 1 44 2435 21.425 0.00
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Table 7. Multivariate analysis of variance of studied traitsfor verifying grouping results under salinity condition.
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Test Treatment df. Error df. Value F P value
Pillai 1 43 0.69 15.93 0.00
Wilkslambda 1 43 0.31 15.93 0.00
Hotelling 1 43 222 15.93 0.00
Roy,slargest root 1 43 2.22 15.93 0.00
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