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Table 1. Code and pedigree of studied genotypes
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Table 2. Meteorological date of Agricultural Research Stations during 2016-17 and 2017-18 cropping seasons
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Table 3. Combined analysis of variance on grain yield for barley genotypes
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Table 4. Grain yield average, stability statistics and rank of stability statistics in barley genotypes
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Table 6. Drought tolerant indices and Rank, average of rank and standard deviation of rank for each indices for barley genotypes in 2016-2017(first year)
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Figure 1. Simple correlation coefficients between grain yield under stress (YS) and no stress (YP) and different
indices in the first year (2016-2017)
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Figure 2. Three-dimensional graph of grain yield under stress (YS) and no stress (YP) and STI index for barley lines
In the first year (2016-2017)
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Figure 3. Biplot of 20 barley genotypes in eight indices of drought tolerance and yield under drought stress and
drought stress based on the first and second main components in first year (2016-2017)
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Figure 4. Simple correlation coefficients between grain yield under stress (YS) and no stress (YP) and different indices in the
second year (2017-2018)
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Table 7. Drought tolerant indices and Rank, average of rank and standard deviation of rank for each indices for barley genotypes in 2017-2018(second year)
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Extended Abstract

Introduction: Drought stress is one of the results of climate change that has a negative impact on the
growth and yield of crops. Breeding for drought tolerance and production stability are important goals of
crop breeding programs in arid and semi-arid regions.

Materials and Methods: In order to evaluate the stability of grain yield and drought tolerance at barley
genotypes in temperate climates of Iran, 20 cultivars and barley lines, in a randomized complete block
design with three replications during the two cropping years 2016-2017 and 2017-97 in four stations
including Karaj, Varamin, Birjand and Yazd were evaluated under two conditions, normal irrigation and
drought stress at the end of the season (irrigation interruption in 50% of heading).

Results: Combined analysis of variance showed that the effects of genotype, year x location, location x
genotype and genotype x year x location on grain yield was significant. In order to study the interactions
of genotype x environment more precisely and to determine genotypes with stable and drought tolerant
yield, different stability parameters and drought tolerance and susceptibility indices were calculated for
each genotype. Calculation of stability parameters showed that lines 20, 4, 16 and 15 were recognized as
genotypes with stable yield and suitable adaptation, respectively. In terms of drought tolerance indices in
the first year, lines 4, 17, 16, 20 and 11 and in the second year, lines 7, 3, 16, 4, 20 and 5, the top
genotypes were drought tolerant at the end of the season.

Conclusion: The use of drought tolerance and susceptibility indices, three-dimensional charts and biplot
in the first and second years showed that lines 4, 16 and 20 were jointly selected as the best genotypes in
terms of drought tolerance in both years, so this the results showed that these lines had good repeatability
for drought tolerance. On the other hand, stability statistics also indicated the stability of yield of these
lines. so due to grain yield stability, drought tolerance and high yield potential, three lines 4, 16 and 20
were superior and adaptable lines for normal and terminal drought stress conditions in the temperate
climate of Iran that after supplementary tests can be considered to help production in these areas.

Keywords: Adapta, Genotype x environment interactions, Terminal drought stress, Tolerance and
susceptibility, indices
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