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1- Stress Tolerance Index
4- Tolerance Index

2- Geometric Mean Productivity Index
5- Mean Productivity

3- Stress Susceptibility Index
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1- Harmonic Mean

4- Yield Stability Index

7- Modified Stress Tolerance Index
9- Stress Susceptibility Percentage Index

2- Drought Response Index
5- Relative Drought Index

3- Drought Resistance Index

6- Yield Index

8- Abiotic Tolerance Index

10- Stress Non-stress Production Index


http://jcb.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-373-fa.html

[ Downloaded from jcb.sanru.ac.ir on 2025-10-20 ]

WAB e ¥+ o )lads /i Jlo [iely; olalS Mol acliingsy

L;LASJ d)b‘yw.ub Ja;l).u )3‘_55\“00‘».- db))l » oslaiwl D)90 £9)9d FAS dlhu:y b)>v.w =) J5J>

Table 1. Pedigree of durum wheat lines used in assessing the drought stress in rainfed and supplementary irrigation
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Table 2- The average rain and temperature during growth seasons of 2011 to 2012 and long time averagesin different

months of Gachsaran station
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Table 3. Evaluating yield - based Indices in durum whest lines under drought stress
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Table4. Combined analysis of variance durum lines for grain yield in rainfed and supplementary irrigation conditions
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Table5. Analysis of variance for drought tolerance and susceptibility indices in durum wheat
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Figure 1. Grouping of durum wheat lines based on yield in rainfed, supplementary irrigation and STI index
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Table 7. Simple correlation coefficient of average yield of durum wheat in rainfed and supplementary irrigation conditions and tolerance indices
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Table 8. Factor loadings, Eigen values, present of variance and cumulative present of

variance after varimax rotation for 20 durum wheat lines
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Figure 3. Dendrogram obtained from cluster analysis by ward method for 20 durum
wheat line based on tolerance indices and yields in rainfed and supplementary
irrigation conditions
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Figure 2. Two-dimensional graph for yield indices in durum wheat based on the first and
second factor obtained from factor analysis with varimax rotation
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Table 9. Mean, deviation from total Mean, Standard error of mean in three groups obtained from cluster analysis for indices based on yield in rainfed and supplementary irrigation
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Abstract
In order to study tolerance of durum wheat (Triticum durum) lines to drought stress and
evaluation of stress tolerance indices, two separate experiments based on randomized complete
block design with four replications were conducted under two rain fed and supplementary
irrigation conditions a Gachsaran station during 2011-2012 cropping season using 20 durum
wheat lines. Results of combined analysis of variance for seed yield showed significant
differences (p<0.01) between lines and interaction between lines and environment. The yield
based indices were calculated in rain fed and supplementary irrigation conditions. With
considering of significant positive correlation between grain yield in the rain fed condition (YS)
with geometric mean productivity index (GMP), mean productivity index (MP), stress tolerance
index (STI), yield index (Y1), drought response index (DRI), drought resistance index (DIP,
harmonic mean (HM) and modified stress tolerance index (K1STl), these indices were suitable
criteria for identification of drought tolerant lines. Also, tolerance index (TOL), yield stability
index (YSI;, stress susceptibility index (SSl), relative drought index (RDI), abiotic tolerance
index (ATI), stress susceptibility percentage index (SSPI) and stress non-stress production index
(SNPI) didn’t have important role in the differentiation of lines. Grouping of lines using cluster
analys's method showed that the lines 3 and 13 had high yield and were tolerant rain fed
condition and the lines 7 and 18 were sensitive to rain fed condition. The results from groupig
of lines using three dimensiona graphs based on yield in rain fed and supplementary irrigat
condition and STI index were same as cluster analysis.

Keywords: Complimentary irrigation, Durum wheat Tolerance, Rain fed condition,
Susceptibility
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