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Extended Abstract
Introduction and Objective: Understanding allelopathy in crop plants is necessary and
essential in order to improve and increase yield, maintain species diversity, manage plants and
protect the environment. Despite the studies conducted on plant allelopathy, the development
and introduction of cultivars with high allelopathic ability is limited to a large extent due to
the lack of information about its genetics.
Material and Methods: To investigate the allelopathic effect of double haploid lines of barley
and rye, an experiment was conducted in the form of a simple lattice design with two
replications in the research farm of Zanjan University in 2017. A row of rye was planted in the
middle of the barley experimental plots. Some physiological traits and plant height were
measured in rye and phenol content was also studied in the atmosphere under natural
conditions.
Results: The results of the effect of double barley allelopathy lines showed that there was a
significant difference in plant height, chlorophyll b content, carotenoid content, carbohydrate
content and chlorophyll content index (SPAD) in rye plant. Barley double haploid lines also
had significant differences in terms of phenol content.
Conclusion: The results of this research can indicate the potential of double haploid
population of barley known as OWB in allelopathy genetic studies.
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Table 1. Analysis of variance of data related to the measured traits in rye and double haploid barley

Slayye (5:ke
a4 . . w, R .
EXIEININ G B e J8g)l e lyoe oasld Glyee J glgie
SOV 3 b a A58 Jo)ls £s,| g S Phenol
df Chlorophgll chlorophyll Carotenoid SPAD height Carbohydrate content
content content a content content
e 80 0.349" 1.962" 11524.58" 11.176™  89.359" 0.282" 344.693™
Treatment
s 1 18.929 32.114 127101.588 65.461 373.728 9.353 1913.669
Replication
w“;)r'o‘;‘“' 79 0.244 1.582 8257.930 5,655 21.048 0.176 185.174
Ol yoss o g
’“EO“A]) i 18.68 15.56 13.44 19.99 21.048 0.41 25.54
CV

cicbao a3shla g2 5 lagl )3 0ad (655 oIl lio Jlms Syl g (1:S0ke plie =Y Jga>
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Figure 1. The chlorophyll content mean of cultivated rye seedlings along with double haploid lines of barley
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