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Table 1. The ingredients of buffer used for extraction of soybean seed protein
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Material Name Volume

Tris [tris(hydroxyl methyl) aminomethane]-HCI 50 mM 7.5

EDTA 2mM 8

Mercaptoethanol 0.4 Volume percent 1.7
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Table 2. Analysis of variance for evaluated traits in soybean genotypes under normal and drought stress condition
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s and ** non-significant and significant 1% critical levels, respectively. The error Il df calculated based on three way
interaction between blockxgenotypexstress (see result and discussion).

WS oo 55k ails Sl o Sles [0 e (AR g lo I8 ale a5 caly rals (00 jle) vals jles jo adgl lade
als sl g 0,8 a5l dlaws ¥l g (SIS 6)L.,.J £ 4L slass Cas 9o bl i ol wad wilgs e C)—‘

0 0l g olS o 1) s 90 ol ol (S 500,85 0 3o daame Loyl 1 o g 009 (SSS W BME o il oo g



¥a0 09y 9 (eBan Ol 9 (=) e Slae p (SaS 25 S0 o) 10 e 5 sy

OLhen g leails wls Hlas 1) Jlade 3 s (VO
o bl e wassls Lo (Daneshian et al., 2002)
P> Oeon 5 9yl olul ald SeeS L (Ses
Jole dlis pl oS aS o Jlsl 1) ails glad 5l g iy
Ol Gial381 55l ialesT cpl s Gillas pae e el
Silgs oo lioee plo mlo b (Sid s Cod (jeg, doyo
SRalS owld bl b g ol oo Jlasl s oYL Gals

Ghassemi-Golezani and )

s T
Oy oy ails ol a5 (Farshbaf-Jafari, 2012

ol callas pdixe ple mld Lo @mls opl e
(Yazdani et al.,, 2007; Aminifar et al., 2012)
el 15 cod s o Sles g Hgy S (59 Sl
oLS 5o else odsl 51 (S Seis oole pazs LralS il
S8l (A Gy O s g )lel a8 b oS ol
Oyl Gl WAL LA 5 DAl 4z e g 205 e
oielS yozes (Omidi, 2009) 04 walys 50w
39 50 el 0 Shas sl als 5 b aS wls o Sles
Kirnak et ) cool oo (5,155 55 Hlaime ple Slallas
OE9, o, (55l .@l., 2008; Aminifar et al., 2012
do)d (Sl & (F)ge)s SOl (G3b) e AN o
o) G55 g w53 5 Sl Sl 25 oS (e

S i g Jloyi byl s i bgww (ST 35 4310 i 9 ) o e 0 5o (3o 0 Shos (Sl dmslio Y Jgus
Table 3. Comparison of yield, yield components, oil and protein content of soybean genotypes under normal and

drought stress condition.
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In each column, there is no significant difference between treatments with common letters according to Duncan test.
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