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Table 1. Meteorological data of Gonbade Kavous area during planting of different varieties of rice

(1) o Cagby (uSlso (4259) Lod (Silo
Jw sole (o o) (SW)b & gozmo Average relative Average Temperature
Months of the year Total Rainfall (mm) humidity (%) (°C)
315> 428 63 27
June
o 6.4 59 30.1
July
sy 225 59 30.3
August
R 13.6 58 27.8
September

(S0 sl Yoo Gog) Silojl 4o ooliiwl 3590 S o buoud 9 (S jud Wlasiino S .Y Jguo
Table 2. Some physical and chemical properties of the soil used in the experiment (0-30 cm depth)

%L_\h ‘;‘T oolo 0)3)""" J:ls,n.ms u_:..\: JJU ML%
Characteristics e Organi xF i Available oy e b
Oluogas - PH c Total Available potassium Cla  Silt Sandy
dE/C carbon  pjtrogen  phosphorus (ppm) y (%) (%)
(ds/m) (%) (%) (PPM) (%6)
Amount slake g g9 (s 0.07 134 356 15 64 21
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Table 3. Mean square for morphological characteristics and yield and yield components under normal irrigation

treatment effect

b 39, Wl Spolas S g3y Job Gl adhgS 0 pails
X Saey, Wy S aiss (weyd) bl
% gl bl Days to Plant Leaves Plant dry Panicle Maturity Filled grains in
S.0.V df maturity  Height number weight length (%) main panicle
S 616 3151 1376 0.9 0.093 02 63.4
Replication
~)
Cultivar C 5 233.06%% 220.17" 1548.83%*  560.43%%  12.62%% 53.54%* 1063.91*
Error
10 1.63 35.82 347 1.65 0.17 0.72 107.33
(D) Syl a0 165 556 164 152 179 094 8.49
C.V (%)

ns ,* and ** : Non-significant,

1N 570 Jleizl mhaw o s Sme g (5,0 Sme pis ol 5 4w i 1S
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Table 3. Contiued

aolsl .Y Jgus

Adgs )0 S aild  H0 axiy ™ il o359 adgs 30 p &S )9
g Lol wg  alo,lac  cudloy Ggys Lo
¥ @le @331 Ynfilled grains  Tillers Grain Harvest Grains weight Filled grain weight
S.0.vV df  in main panicle per plant yield index per plant in main panicle
Replication
S5 2 0.54 0.36 243394 1.07 0.57 0.0008ns
Cultivar
o) 5 56.57** 164.14*%* 1273126% 39.59%* 30.98%* 0.56%%*
Error
ws 10 0.39 0.48 150135 1.01 0.95 0.027
(D) Syl o 02 5 253 718 275 3.19 6.015
C.V (%)

ns ,* and ** : Non-significant

Sy olasd gy yo laails (y5g aigy S 59 o ol Alig>
A oamlive AYN Ve Y o aigy el )l g aigy o
S g (el adgS 0 Sy ails sl 5 e
@ olgse ) o) cnl o Slol aligs 5o 5 ails slaws ol
S 0j9 Sl g (S U g, Sl ley o992 o5
S5 5 e Ll o 03, cal ol b andls 5,
05, Jlosd ol 5o 09 s ;500 pB,1 5] (g y055 5 o5 £
Oy e S 10 0 S5 FVFA/D Jolee TR55411-50
3 2,58k S FAONY LAV Y g alo o Slee 5
aalls Bl o o ] dils o Slee e eSS
wbew  po  JR70360-38-1-B-1 AV,0,)+¥ o)l

1Y 970 il mdans 5o ,lo cxe 5 (5,0 e pie o 5 4y 4

olawi 1y 3 i LIS AYLOV Y Y OBy Ll o
30 O dig 10 S olaw g il atlh Wie o dxy
oles (5 SYsb 9 als> Jsb 0 YL IRS5411-50 3,
Slass 1 Syt AV NV e oY cllo |y (S, B g, olass
IR70360-38-1-B-1 13, 5 ol aig> ;0 Sg ails
Olee Vb g (hol 4oz 5o 5 dils slawi (5 s
o bails b9 5 ol aligs )3 n als (55 (sl weys
ol uoLM‘ éj:.> LY ‘) Ay
2 Eg gl g g SES 5y (RFGe Oeied
ieS (F Jgaz) ol saslie IR66424—1-2-1-5 3,

30 o als olawi algs Job igr jo dmy olas ol
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Table 4. Means comparison for morphological characteristics and yield and yield component under normal irrigation.

G ; . Spolaxy . o yd S g &l olaxi

Y wgew) T S0y ades Jsb ’ m R
Cultivars (5 Sy Plant gy Plant Panicle a9k shol aligs

. Daysto Height Leaves weight length Maturity Filled grains in
) maturity (cm) number (gn (cm) (%) main panicle

IR66424-1-2-1-5 87b 117.58a 103.2d 108.25a 24.16b 88.48¢ 122.2bc
IR70360-38-1-B-1 84.6¢ 97.8b 122.6b 81.64c 23.12¢ 95.37a 145.93a
DOMSIAH 87.3b 115.32a 109.73¢ 85.95b 23.8bc 87.58¢ 111.05C
IR 55411-50 91.3a 107.6ab 109.06¢ 83.13¢ 25.42a 91.46b 133.6ab
87.110 67.6¢ 97.1b 84.26¢ 65.84d 19.4d 84.34d 91.6d
87.5.103 76d 109.3a 152.26a 81.43¢ 24.09b 94.3a 126.93bc
LSD (5%) 2.32 10.8 3.39 2.34 0.762 15 18.84

5 S0y b (6l sine S 0+ [+ O elas 5 il 5 e by S i oy 0 45 laenSils
Means within each column with similar letters are not significantly different at a=0.05.
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Table 4. Continued

alol.f Jgus

30 S aild olowi  dasdy ooy
_ Shol aigs Gg s Al s,Slas Gy o Laails ahg> 09 5 41 03
Cult!}/ars Unfilled grains ~ Tillersper ~ Grainyield <P» @ Grains weight per ~ skelFill grain weight
~) in main panicle plant (kg/ha) Harvest index plant (gr) in main panicle (gr)
IR66424-1-2-1-5 15.6b 25.8d 4948.3c 29.58d 32.01a 3.07ab
IR70360-38-1-B-1 7d 30.6b 5720.3ab 36.6c 32.38a 3.21a
DOMSIAH 15.73b 26.23cd 5144.7bc 37.2bc 31.97a 2.02e
IR 55411-50 12.46¢ 27.26¢ 6148.5a 38.36abc 31.8a 2.89bc
87.110 17a 16.6¢ 4851.1c 36.6c 24.09b 2.72cd
87.5.103 7.6d 38.06a 5943.4a 38.54a 31.39a 2.47d
LSD (5%) 1.14 1.26 704.92 1.83 1.7 0.29

Wl K0S b gyl gme DMl 0= /00 v jo ()l S e B S JBlas (g 2 0 a5 ol Sl
Means within each column with similar letters are not significantly different at a=0.05.
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20,5 oo ails 8 Slae ol i s

alg> )0 p alls (jg alsS Jsbo Bl 5l Bl o
@ Bl Glime (o VL g gl g a5 S (g Lol
o jo als o Slee jo Js 09 IR66424-1-2-1-5 3,
(F Jgaz) <l 8 by

Ll o eein 00 Slio (:Sle anglie mbs
6‘)“’ INARR u;y a5 ols UL“""’ 1313) I g,;jL;.Lo LS)L:-.’T
Slao 2l o 08) G,y FOIF) (n 5 5995 9 €W )] 2 5
B SAS ()9 9 (shol adg> )3 p &l ()39 s> Jsb
sl slaaskn plosl b o Slos 3500 i Olgioe )
oz 5l golsa Slles ¢ 59, O A.Loléd.gu;tiﬁd.la.?
S J o Y g pshie ol Gl 0T S ey
Wog S AY,D,Y Y gAY Y .

3 cady a al oSlee Ll ;I IR66424-1-2-1-5

Lulyd o0 8les Gliee (o 085 )18 G slaas,
Jsb sk ) 3 Sles (ke ol Gl Jlo i 5 ]
Sawdy (S ;B 5, 00w e (5 SYsb g Lol 4>

IRy

20 Pl wlio G Slo anglio g uil)ly 4 i
0jsy 8 coglico g ylol Lylpis
O Sl gie DS w0jg) O (Sis S o pB)l o
50 Slae plo bl cais svnlin o,Sles 5 a3y £l )l Olaw
(D Jgaz) wisls las 1) (5,ls sixe 1Y pxdas

AVON Y Y e o Slee cn i Ll cnl o
08 50 hes (neS 5 GESe ;0 0 Sk 0-FO/F)
Jol> (S 45 p,55LS £11§/5) TR70360-38—1-B-1
Jsiz) wlaiils wa b (s o e GYES] 35 o, g0
5 Slae e i IR 55411-50 Y LB jé Lls o (5
(039, 0) )5 3,90 (St (A5 )3 (Jg (F Jguz) 392 Ll ],
oY b orizen @b azlge saoys VEIFY pals L
039, 0 (ylel Jlows o 1, 0 Shae i 45 AV,0,) - ¥
als o, Slee ol las 1y gas,e VH/AY als sl
ol 05 (a4 5 5LS FOVO/F) IR 55411-504L |
IR66424-1-2-1-5 (iSa o pSshs FEFAD)
£ 5SS FYY /) AV - (USa 45 p,SlS FEOAIA)



A

oo Sles g Su3elshyse Slao (s ylel Galie slacy pas il o) Kes 5 g3l

23950 skl Hlowd ;iU o 0, Shoe il 9 0, Khas 5 Sy 5lg 90 Slio Wlas po (paSilin B Jouir
Table 5. Mean squares for morphological characteristics and yield and yield component under 5- day

irrigation interval.

G 39, P Spolas S 439 Ahgs 0y &l
a0 < . . . o oy
T Sy ag el e g ades Job ? k!
% gl gol) Days to Plant Leaves Plant dry  Panicle 9% Filled grainin
S.0.VvV df maturity Height number weight length  Maturity main panicle
o IS, 1.05 90.74 5.2 0.85 0.27 0.53 21.54
Replication
. ™) 5 229.95%* 492.74ns 2069.92** 626.97** 26.56%*%  52.02%%* 609.74%*
Cultivar
s
10 2.98 43.58 5.69 3.7 0.303 1.01 27.09
Error
A 2.3 6.52 2.29 2.8 2.45 1.2 4.54
C.V (%)
ns ,* and ** : Non-significant TN 570 Jlxsl gl )0 s x5 (50 sre pae Cod S 4 s it NS

Table 5. Contiued

aolol.b Jgus

abgs 0 Sg aild Hodaxmy  oSles el Lails 439 abgs 40y &l 39
st P unfilled Lol wg als il Gy ko
S.0.vV bl grainsinmain  Tillers  Grain Harvest  Grains weight Filled grains weight
df panicle per plant  yield index per plant in main panicle
o s 2 3.68 0.91 2731 2.51 0.81 0.003
Replication
_ ™ s 169.9%* 112.240%  1130825" 05 70 50.89%* 0.25
Cultivar
s
Error 10 1.6 0.25 204750 3.35 1.15 0.064
(D) Slyeks 1oy 5.79 2.04 105 4.41 3.91 9.74
C.V (%)
ns ,* and ** : Non-significant TN 570 Jlxsl o )5 s ae 5 (5l cre pie iy 4

( Gani et al., 2001) ., as 5 5Nahvi, 2002).
5 Sy e @y olaw woglie g Lol a5 wols ylis
S oo sl @310 QB8 e Ay S (6 5 0098 Cannn
Gkl Hless Co a5 SalS 038 Gy e Guiores
GBS ) iy a0y YA Lagie j5b 4 oy sl
Camsgy G055 00,8 0y B g )lal e Co a5 0,
L as el o 51 S (Roost et al., 2004) | Sen 4
Olfise @ lSas jo Ghals (o8 woy0 b syl 590 Jloe!

5ed 257 po 5oL e 4 )kl Sl Brae o

Span laie p sl j90 Sl 59, &S e @b
S ol gl (LT 55 ((oile 68)) 5 9,8hes 5 ]
Voot Gras b il OB oylol Jlew o5l ol
1) Sgikis o Shoe 00 3L (piug; Juad (b j0 Ol 2o oo
S 5 ol anils JliSa 5 TS YATO ade 4
Lojoy V) ssbel 530 loss 4 bgiye 0 ,Shes 5 o B0
0351 yia o VF Ol e g LS ,0 5,55LS YVO-
Solal Jles a5 wms oo LS Yoo ¥ Jlos )5 (rizran (ool
41y 58kae oW o Sadn OV Goymn b o5, A
(Rezaei and cusls LS o p,56LS YYVY luds
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Table 6. Means comparison for morphological characteristics and yield and yield component under 5- day irrigation

interval.
G 39, g el,l  Spolax &g abgs> Job oy 39y &l Slaws
cuki Sy (o giil) aigr 50 £55) (%0 6Lw) T3 shol adigs
ultivars Daysto Plant Height  Leaves Plant Panicle length Maturity  Filled grains in
™) maturity (cm) number  weight (gr) (cm) (%) main panicle
IR66424-1-2-1-5 87.6a 116.6a 93.86d 87.7a 26.8a 79.29¢ 118.06a
IR70360-38-1-B-1  80.6b 92.26¢d 103.73¢ 75.86b 23.6b 87.9a 125a
DOMSIAH 81.6b 115.6ab 136.93a 56.86¢ 21.57d 84.05b 107.45b
IR 55411-50 88.3a 103.93bc 106.13¢ 76.29b 22.84bc 83.9b 126.4a
87.110 65.6d 89.24d 60.53¢ 52.8d 17.6e 83.4b 89¢
87.5.103 72.6¢ 89.17d 123.2b 54.95¢cd 22.02cd 87.4a 121.6a
LSD (5%) 3.14 12.01 4.34 53.3 1.002 1.83 9.46

R0 b 6 s sie SN 0=+ [+ 0 rbans 45 il S e Gy Sy Bl cgi 00 48 olaSilee
Means within each column with similar letters are not significantly different at a=0.05.

Table 6. Contiued

alol.f Jgus

Soy ailo slas wilo 2 Slos
ol adgs yo R Slai 3 5eks)  eelh Wg o bl oy adeS 50 p Aild ()9
Culti Unfilled digy 40 (s oo (0,5 (ﬁ;) ‘;..A
u !yars grainsin main Tillersper Grainyield Harvest Grainsweight  Fill grain weightin
) panicle plant (kg/ha) index per plant (gr) main panicle (gr)

IR66424-1-2-1-5 36.6a 23.46¢ 4458.8ab 31.73d 27.84c 2.47ab
IR70360-38-1-B-1 17.26d 25.93b 4114.6b 39.9bc 30.32b 2.42abc
DOMSIAH 20.36¢ 23.06¢c 4468.5ab 47.94a 27.2¢cd 1.91d
IR 55411-50 24b 25.53b 4515.4ab 43.12b 32.89a 2.67a
87.110 17.6d 15.13d 4220.9b 39.41c 20.81e 2.07cd
87.5.103 17.46d 34a 5065.6a 46.98a 25.82d 2.09bed
LSD (5%) 2.34 0.917 823.21 33 1.95 0.392

Al K0S b gyl gae B O=2 1+ 0 mhaw ;o wils Syie B> SO PBlas gt 2 0 a5 ol Sl
Means within each column with similar letters are not significantly different at a=0.05.

Bl gyl gime B pB )1 Lo ool Hlas 1) o Slee
clloly o Slae oy 30S a5 TR 55411-50 3, L Lol scd!

A Jg32) 09 (5,0 cixe BB (6l o
AL @ g ee LAV T (Y 50 5 Shee (1390 St
ol abg> j0 p wils olass g wigr [ sy olass oy
AV 00T Y as ol lis bl cpomen oy Cas
(039, V) okl 35 cnl 59 P8l plos a0 s 50 y055

2 W 50 rails 155 5559,k doyd Glie (P s O

K jglsd g0 Cldo uKileo duclio g yuili)ly 4 27
0jgy 1o oglico (g ylorl Lol 30 (i) 0 2550
Slao el pB)l 039, Vo oglite 5lol bulys o
slass o Lol coiisls 0929 7Y o [0 (g )lo Se Dglas
syl g al o sime 10 maw jo ol aligs o, als
(Y Jgo2) 091 (5,10 Fxe 8L gy

S80ae 0 38 g (i o 039y Vo )bl G o
DR o a5 AV Y Y ol saslie BTN 4 /FY
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eyl plo b ol s as 05 mls b sllas olewps
Goldostetal.,) ;)|,Ken g Cawgals .o 5 alamdo 55 o
o555 (Asadi et al., 2013) | Soa 5 ol 4 2013
oealS el asly 0098 o, Sles 4y Sguze (Sid Sl e ,S
Alo olaed caligs olaad sy olowd gy £l )l idlisS Jobo
50 0,8les g Sid ool ozt ils lip 59 gy 5
P9 Ty

S 0590 08, (s 45 Al 0030 IR70360-38-1-B-1 43,
L Lol cais svnlive (s lo gme BME obwps cogs o8, b
olawy roldl bools las 1) gls cxe OS] 6Bl Lo
Al odnlin (5,5,L sy uals Lol ades o0 Sgy als
TIR66424—1-2-1- 48, ;5 (5,5,b Juals doyo (956 o
e Bl APl G S g (e A Jol> S
Cowdy AV,DN Y Y 4 IR70360-38-1-B-1 65l ;o
Wil asle Ll anlllas 550 a5, eles a5 el

Wdgs (6l gxe BN (gl ls

393 1+ &bl slend il il 3 Sl (51521 9 3 ,Shos 9 59198 590 Slio layo (ruKileo ¥ Jgir
Table 7. Mean squares for morphological characteristics and yield and yield component under 10- day irrigation

interval.
G 39, Spolaw SiS (39 Job Adgs 0 g &l
a0 c . . . W oo
. ')_ Sy dg el Aig 40 &g algs J Lol
o gl sob! Days to Plant Leaves  Plant dry Panicle 1L Filled grains in
S.0.vV df  maturity  Height number weight length Maturity main panicle
L A 2 5.05 27.12 23 4.6 0.55 3.45 151.8
Replication
. ™35 294.08%%  665.004™ 1637.39%%  40.53%  15.74%F  5920%x 604.5*
Cultivar
s
10 5.12 54.8 1.64 443 0.57 23 48.05
Error
Ol g g 6
A 3.13 5.05 1.48 411 3.57 191 6.42
C.V (%)
Table 7. Contiued ool Jgux
0 Sg ails Laild 39 39 2 &ilS 39
>y é.«:l.d.w? ) . i 4;5.3-)0 %;.«:l M?
o . Unfilled Ng Ay el y Grains Filled grains
% gl sob! grains in Tillers per %! 254 Harvest weight per  weight in main
S.0.vV df main panicle plant Grain yield index plant panicle
I A 11.15 0.028 12849, 0.303 0.7 0.012
Replication
. ) 5 191.94%* 44 81%* 427577 *¥*  93.28** 36.52%%* 0.27%*
Cultivar
s
10 6.29 0.17 18744. 0.11 0.95 0.013
Error
(D) Sy a0 9.13 2.11 4.54 0.72 4.05 5.83

C.V (%)

ns ,* and ** : Non-significant

1Y 970 Jliol mhaw (o jls sxe 5 (5)l0 cire pos o5 4y i R NS
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Table 8. Means comparison for morphological characteristics and yield and yield component under 10- day irrigation

interval.
G 39, (Hgﬂ-’l-w) S o olows 99 539 adgs Job EW R LY als oloey
Cutti Sy Plant gy o (#55) (o iilw) Sk ol adgs
u !yars Days to Height Leaves Plant Panicle length  Maturity Filled grains in
) maturity (cm) number  weight (gr) (cm) (%) main panicle
IR66424-1-2-1-5 88.3a 101.46b 74.13d 55.73a 22.5a 71.96d 106.13b
IR70360-38-1-B-1 78.6b 84.12¢cd 82.26¢ 51.57bc 22.06ab 84.58a 110.3ab
DOMSIAH 76.3b 115.34a  122.26a  48.87cd 20.94b 83.3ab 109.12ab
IR 55411-50 87.6a 92.31bc 75.13d 52.8ab 22.46a 79.37¢ 119.46a
87.110 62d 72.92d 58.6e 45.13d 16.6¢ 79.02¢c 81.6¢
87.5.103 70.6¢ 85.1cd 105.86b 52.6abc 22.4a 80.84bc 121.13a
LSD (5%) 4.11 13.46 2.33 3.82 1.37 2.78 12.61

Wl K06 b gyl gme DMl 0=/ 0 mhaw jo ()l S e B S JBlas (g 2 0 a5 ol Sl
Means within each column with similar letters are not significantly different at a=0.05.

Table 8. Contiued

aolol.A Jgus

O Se il slawy aziy slaws ails 5,5 os ™ LAl y3g  AlgS y0 p AilS )9
Cultivars ‘.51'9' u,: . .d’i ” G_rain I . ©e . . f’ld Lo
. Unfilled grainsin  Tillers per yield Harvest  Grains weight  Fill grain weight in
) main panicle plant (kg/ha) index per plant (gr) main panicle (gr)
IR66424-1-2-1-5 41.2a 18.53¢ 3069.3a 42.94¢ 23.93c 1.87bc
IR70360-38-1-B-1 20.26¢ 20.53b 3318.1a 57.35a 29.67a 2.3a
DOMSIAH 21.83c 20.2b 3317.2a 47.06¢ 23c 1.75¢
IR 55411-50 31b 18.53¢ 2438.3b 48.86b 25.8b 2.4a
87.110 21.6¢c 14.6d 3364.1a 46.26f 19.07d 1.68c
87.5.103 28.73b 26.46a 3482.1a 42.52d 23.41c 2.02b
LSD (5%) 4.56 0.76 249.08 0.62 1.77 0.21

0 R0 b 65 sie SN 0=+ [+ 0 rbans 45 i)l S e Gy Sy Bl cgie 00 48 plaSile
Means within each column with similar letters are not significantly different at 0=0.05.

2 PSS WYY olowps o8, 5 (LS 5o p55ks
IR66424— o, L AY.D,N ¥ (Y a5 al Jol> ([
Slo g sl IR70360-38-1-B-15 1-2-1-5
o Jogime el plo b ol o S B Lol anlas
Jsb g o azy Slao slasd (n i (Vo Jou2)
abg> 10 5 Al yi9 9 Slol dligr 0 il olass Al
OMS i Gl a5 0l ool AV,0,) Y Y o Lol
hlo pll (soles ;o gz Jsbo 035 398 03, ;0 9 Sles

il 50 lio 5SSl dunlio g il yly 4 s
0jigy 18 coglico ybof Bylpis 4o
30 il slaws Slas 059, VO wglite g ol Lulys o
S50 Ol ;550 570 phaw jo dlgs Job Lol auid jlo sine
(A Jgo) 0 o gme 1Y mhas j0 oy

RS 8 DOt (039, 0) 55 9550 )l Jla o
YYYYIY) AVO,Y Y oY o cudp as aly o,Slee l5e
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1 p55LS YVOS 5 Shoe L IR70360-38—1-B-1 o,

0592059, 10 (5,kel g5 )3 Jyame p o) (mago LS
aails (39 46,9, dwo,0 oylime 090 YL ol cde a5 el

O ol digz o ails sl Ll gy (g)lo gime S
ol 1y olosine a1 pl pn 0 AV NV (Y 5l 58
60,8 des IS AV VY e Y el S5 @ oY Ll ool
Al e 398 Lol yo (LS [0 6,5 LS VY VYY) el

23910 53kl lowd ;3G cnd 0 )Shas (sliarl g 0 5Klas 5 S 5glgd g0 Slho wilayyo (uSile A Jour
Table 9. Mean squares for morphological characteristics and yield and yield component under 15- day irrigation

interval.
abgs j0 p il
G 39 &L‘“)' ‘j)'? Slax Sls 039 J9‘b w‘
a4 & . . . o e o 0
. N 4y g od <y g Filled grains
i @le (03] Days to Plant Leaves Plant dry Panicle 90k in main
S.0.vV df maturity Height number weight length  Maturity panicle
. "_’SJ 2 10.05 17.91 54 1.76 0.51 1.74 152.57
Replication
. ~) 5 271.92**  387.29™ 1336.09** 171.98** 15.79* 202.89** 365.52™
Cultivar
s
10 6.54 256.91 4.58 1.01 1.18 9.09 98.35
Error
) 3.64 18.16 3.03 2.37 5.48 4.08 10.23
C.V (%)

1Y 510 Jlaiot o [ o cixe g (5,0 sire pis o 5 4y

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

Table 9. Contiued

alol A Jgus

)OS aild 0 axdy 39 3 alS )9
o s . >Lo Lails y; ..
s e an s ol abgs &g . g ) ©9 ol abgs
5.0V _Unfilled grains ~ Tillers ~ %10 3,5ee <o aig)s Grains Filled grains
bl in main per Grain Harvest weight per weight in main
df panicle plant yield index plant panicle
. "_’S" 2 4.47 0.42 104822.59 1.05 0.003 0.13
Replication
. ™) 5 871.54%* 32.37**  480203.6%*  473.17** 122.92%* 0.31ns
Cultivar
s
10 183.9 0.52 18154.85 1.26 0.53 0.046
Error
() Sl g 0 12.13 4.41 5.62 2.84 4.26 12.9

C.V (%)

1Y g 1 Jlexl g 10 s sixe g (6,0 cire pas i 5 4

ns ,* and ** : Non-significant, significant at 5% and 1% probability levels,respectively
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Table 10. Means comparison for morphological characteristics and yield and yield component under 15- day irrigation

interval.
G 39, ag gl S g olowi Agr 39 abgs> Job KW 39 5 &l Slaay
culti Sy (o ilv) g )0 (p5%) (%0 5iLw) $9k hol adgs
u |"vars Daysto Plant Height  Leaves Plant Panicle length Maturity Filled grains in
) maturity (cm) number  weight (gr) (cm) (%) main panicle
IR66424-1-2-1-5 80.3b 90.3ab 68.8¢c 42.56bc 21.6ab 60.63d 101.73a
IR70360-38-1-B- 78bc  94.58ab 552¢  43.13b 20.28bc  82.69a 104.6a
DOMSIAH 75¢ 101.67a 104.13a 40.39d 18.76¢ 76.62b 95.9a
IR 55411-50 85.66a 90.03ab 63.33d 55.26a 20bc 67.13c 93.2ab
87.110 58.3e 68.11b 46.26f 31.6e 16d 81.83a 97.3b
87.5.103 70d 84.77ab 85.33b 41.26¢cd 22.46a 77.62ab 108.26a
LSD (5%) 4.62 29.16 3.89 1.82 1.98 5.48 18.04

500 b g s stee M A=+ D gelans s s S pie B 5 Bl (i 58 50 a5 slaepSile
Means within each column with similar letters are not significantly different at a=0.05.

Table 10. Contiued

aolsl N Jous

So il dlawy  azxsy olawy 4l 8 ,Sloc els o il 39 AlgS 40 p Aild 39
: Sholabgs )0 dig o (LSe 0 p5ekS) by g kel

Cultivars Unfilled grains  Tillers Grain yield Harvest Grains weight Filled grains weight

™) in main panicle per plant (kg/ha) index  per plant (gr) in main panicle (gr)
IR66424-1-2-1-5 66.13a 17.2¢ 2650.2a 40.45¢ 17.2¢ 1.47b
IR70360-38-1-B- 21.93d 13.8¢ 2759.6a 58.49a  2523a 2.02a
DOMSIAH 29.28cd 18.53b 1770.3¢ 38.51cd 15.55d 1.32b
IR 55411-50 44.6b 15.3d 2215.7b 37.85d 20.9b 1.59b
87.110 21.6d 12.3f 2203.3b 19.16e 6.07e 1.97b
87.5.103 31.4c 21.3a 2773.3a 42.63a 17.59¢ 2.12a
LSD (5%) 7.91 131 245.13 2.04 1.32 0.39

Al KaSG L gyl gime Ml 0=/ 0 haws 1o w5ls S e B S Bl (gt 0 0 a5 gl Sl
Means within each column with similar letters are not significantly different at a=0.05.

5 S (O J992) de syl w8l Bl
aS w555 (Pirdashti et al., 2004) .l Ko
Ay gll a5l gasals poddes s e o Ol
@ azg bojlo o Sles fals )0 (g il g 0o sdug)
als o Shes i OBye Lyl 50 odel Casny s
g, 45 gyeb 4wl ocsslielR 55411-50 o3, o
398 ) )0 059, VO 5 V- W 5)lal yg0 0 0,See sals

s alimde aoys FANY 5 ¥V DB i) 4,

w8, g AVLON Y Y Bl s wig o laasls 5

plo b Js sl g ls pxe &glas IR66424—1-2-1-5
69,k do 0 e sl LiS | (gl Se BB B8]
G 59, olawd w05 Sl pixe pB)) el jo cblsyy a5
StV TR SSA11-50 43, s i3 S5 (5 5 (S
Bl plo b as anlioe oliee cnFeS AV Y (Y o s
)l g Sy olass (1 5 ien sailandls (g0 ce IS
33 S 2 3 izmen SuBls 13 olawps (ag: 03, )0 Ay
5o &g gl Ll ols las ) (o)l sme BN a8 )| s
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ol aS oy Hlias Babos cpl ol g LS ;o S i
Slgo o5 ol (B2 Wb il & il @
2o Skes Li> ad ek O il b JloSas
A G s caslis bl 550 b gyl Ll
aS ols Gl @l e s plaisl sgs 4 skl
5 o hes 50 (alim 1B okl Bl slacy pos
G g, ol Cibo 4 azg b ol Bpae 0 a9radyo
Sy B 59y ol St g)lal 550 42 ,2) (S,
aSTAVNY e Y Sl les e Gighy cpl yo il (S
Sl 25 Ll ph 50 595 OMY) obsS o) (50,90 STl
39 (LS 0 ,5LS YV YY) cnlis 5,Shas 4 (5, V0
&l el sl plu ds o 039, V0 (5Ll 90 dal i
oY 5 (S, U e, olass ax ST w050 colainl cuis
2,1 5l 51 ey Lol g AV Y+ ¥ 51 5 s AV,OL1 - Y
dogs SiS gl dlige FYL o Shes SLs 5 5w 09)
Jolo @l 5l plaebl Jga> sl 3529 0al b 2580
Glocypae 5 pB)l Koo b it slagiagh 4 ks
) ysShe pli)l Sl 4 s bl e dilaie o ilike
A 510,55 50 7S Ol Bran plp j0 65Vl 0 Slee
3,5 (oo dpogi adlate gl
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