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Table 1. Stress tolerance indices studied in this research
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1- Stress susceptibility index

4- Geometric mean productivity

7- Yield index

10- Stress susceptibility percentage index

2- Stress tolerance index

5- Harmonic mean

8- Sensitivity drought index
11- Drought resistance index

3- Tolerance index
6- Yield stability index
9- Relative drought index


http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/jcb.12.33.29
http://jcb.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-890-fa.html

[ Downloaded from jcb.sanru.ac.ir on 2025-11-04 ]

[ DOI: 10.29252/jch.12.33.29 ]

B s —————

1399 ;L0 133 o jleus [ omjles Jlo /o5 olalS Mol dnlidingy

18.0
16.0
= 14.0
12,0
%
10.0 )
} 8.0 em— 0113 ) 5 8
;{ 6.0 - e 10 Culigan )
3 4.0 ,A ’\ cosess A0 3134
2.0 J, v, vV 7
0.0 eeN o \ / -—
1 3 5 7 9 11 13 15 17 19 21 23 25 27 29 31
&b
ke s 20y b sl S5k -1 S5
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Figure 2. Scatter plot of genotypes based on yield under drought stress vs yield under normal conditions
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in this experiment

Table 2. The name and pedigree of the genotypes used
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Continuous the Table 2. The name and pedigree of the genotypes used in this experlment
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Table 3. Analysis of variance of yield in stress and non stress conditions
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Table 4. Correlation coefficients between yield under stress and non-stress and stress tolerance indices
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Figure 3. Biplot of drought tolerance indices and genotypes based on first and second components
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Table 5. Coding by ranks of genotypes based on yield under stress and non-stress and drought tolerance indices
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) 4 4 4 4 4 ) 4 ) ) 4 4 ) 4 :i R
SSPI RDI DRI DSI Yi YSI MP TOL SSI Hm GMP STI Ys Yp )'.ﬁlj)é
31 99 93 34 69 99 49 31 34 50 49 49 67 39 C 1
36 87 108 46 107 87 106 36 46 108 108 108 105 90 A 2
102 18 11 115 18 18 26 102 115 27 26 26 18 37 D 3
11 117 120 16 113 117 93 11 16 91 92 92 111 48 A 4
95 24 5 109 9 24 20 95 109 19 19 19 9 25 D 5
41 83 103 50 106 83 107 41 50 110 110 110 104 95 A 6
42 88 80 45 57 88 43 42 45 43 43 43 56 35 C 7
38 91 89 42 69 91 55 38 42 56 55 55 67 43 A 8
54 76 84 57 76 76 65 54 57 69 67 67 74 72 A 9
108 34 17 99 99 34 123 108 99 121 121 121 98 122 A 10
97 39 68 94 80 39 103 97 94 106 105 105 79 105 A 11
109 36 92 97 119 36 131 109 97 131 131 131 116 131 A 12
29 120 66 13 20 120 14 29 13 13 14 14 20 12 D 13
17 114 113 19 94 114 71 17 19 71 70 70 93 44 A 14
69 63 74 70 63 63 58 69 70 62 62 62 61 67 A 15
119 17 50 116 84 17 119 119 116 118 119 119 83 123 A 16
61 74 63 59 50 74 42 61 59 42 42 42 50 42 D 17
15 115 119 18 112 115 98 15 18 98 97 97 110 68 A 18
94 44 58 89 65 44 75 94 89 80 76 76 63 92 A 19
117 27 73 106 101 27 127 117 106 127 127 127 100 127 A 20
78 57 61 76 56 57 53 78 76 58 56 56 56 65 A 21
131 3 14 130 47 3 109 131 130 95 103 103 47 128 B 22
73 61 95 72 108 61 116 73 72 119 118 118 106 110 A 23
86 50 76 83 83 50 97 86 83 103 100 100 82 99 A 24
13 113 122 20 118 113 113 13 20 115 114 114 116 83 A 25
104 32 55 101 72 32 100 104 101 102 102 102 70 106 A 26
98 33 33 100 36 33 45 98 100 45 45 45 36 62 B 27
113 21 39 112 58 21 82 113 112 81 82 82 57 103 A 28
88 47 70 86 75 47 85 88 86 92 87 87 73 94 A 29
68 66 54 67 42 66 36 68 67 36 36 36 42 34 D 30
128 13 46 120 87 13 128 128 120 125 126 126 86 132 A 31
112 16 26 117 38 16 52 112 117 51 52 52 38 86 B 32
50 80 86 53 73 80 63 50 53 65 46 64 71 64 A 33
84 43 20 90 19 43 22 84 90 24 23 23 19 29 D 34
24 102 109 31 89 102 66 24 31 67 66 66 88 46 A 35
27 126 69 7 11 126 9 27 7 8 9 9 11 6 D 36
126 5 16 128 40 5 81 126 128 66 73 73 40 114 B 37
70 62 118 71 123 62 132 70 71 132 132 132 120 130 A 38
10 108 128 25 124 108 130 10 25 130 130 130 121 108 A 39
99 40 78 93 98 40 120 99 93 120 120 120 97 118 A 40
26 100 110 33 93 100 17 26 33 79 T 7 92 55 A 41
57 75 65 58 49 75 39 57 58 41 41 41 49 40 D 42
120 11 22 122 41 11 64 120 122 63 63 63 41 102 B 43
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indices
) ) 49 40 4 49 4 45 a0 4 ) ) 4 ) e s
SSPI RDI DRI DSl Yl YSI MP TOL SSI Hm GMP STI Ys Yp ;58 *
)
53 78 87 55 81 78 74 53 55 78 6 6 80 76 A 44
64 67 75 66 62 67 57 64 66 61 60 60 61 61 A 45
66 79 3 54 2 79 2 66 54 3 2 2 2 4 D 46
93 45 62 88 68 45 80 93 88 86 81 81 66 93 A 47
51 101 8 32 4 101 3 51 32 4 3 3 4 3 D 48
2 130 131 3 82 130 32 2 3 25 29 29 81 18 c 49
55 85 9 48 5 85 7 55 48 7 7 7 5 9 D 50
116 20 37 113 59 20 88 116 113 88 88 88 58 107 A 51
4 121 129 12 122 121 118 4 12 116 116 116 119 7 A 52
130 4 15 129 43 4 92 130 129 75 84 84 43 117 B 53
121 15 42 118 71 15 112 121 118 112 112 112 69 121 A 54
91 41 38 92 39 41 44 91 92 44 44 44 39 50 B 55
35 92 101 41 92 92 84 35 41 89 86 86 91 73 A 56
63 71 41 62 29 71 24 63 62 28 25 25 29 28 D 57
21 106 112 27 96 106 79 21 27 7 78 78 95 49 A 58
96 37 48 96 53 37 60 96 96 60 61 61 53 81 A 59
7 123 124 10 105 123 69 7 10 64 65 65 104 36 c 60
30 96 102 37 88 96 70 30 37 73 71 71 87 53 A 61
79 56 98 7 115 56 125 79 7 126 125 125 113 120 A 62
44 86 82 47 60 86 47 44 47 47 47 47 59 41 c 63
82 53 71 80 71 53 78 82 80 87 80 80 69 89 A 64
8 124 123 9 95 124 61 8 9 53 57 57 94 32 c 65
9 119 121 14 111 119 86 9 14 83 85 85 109 45 A 66
7 59 100 74 117 59 126 7 74 128 128 128 115 119 A 67
107 30 51 103 67 30 95 107 103 97 96 96 65 104 A 68
90 38 21 95 22 38 23 90 95 26 24 24 22 3L D 69
106 35 83 98 110 35 129 106 98 129 129 129 108 125 A 70
111 29 56 104 78 29 108 111 104 109 109 109 7 113 A 71
129 6 29 127 62 6 115 129 127 111 113 113 61 126 A 72
43 93 67 40 37 93 29 43 40 32 31 31 37 26 D 73
67 70 27 63 15 70 17 67 63 17 17 17 15 20 D 74
74 58 30 75 23 58 21 74 75 23 22 22 23 24 D 75
18 107 117 26 103 107 87 18 26 90 89 89 102 59 A 76
62 68 57 65 46 68 37 62 65 39 37 37 46 38 D 7
19 109 115 24 100 109 83 19 24 82 83 83 99 51 A 78
85 19 1 114 1 19 6 85 114 6 6 6 1 11 79
52 7 97 56 97 7 105 52 56 107 106 106 96 96 A 80
45 90 64 43 35 90 28 45 43 3L 30 30 35 27 D 81
48 95 32 38 13 95 13 48 38 14 13 13 13 17 D 82
32 94 99 39 85 94 68 32 39 70 69 69 84 56 A 83
20 127 88 6 17 127 10 20 6 10 10 10 17 8 D 84
56 73 106 60 116 73 122 56 60 123 123 123 114 112 A 85
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Continu of the table 5. Coding by ranks of genotypes based on yield under stress and non-stress and drought tolerance

indices
) ) 49 o) 4 49 4 45 49 4 ) ) 4 a) e s
SSPI RDI DRI DSl Yl YSI MP TOL SSI Hm GMP STI Ys Yp i " i
0,8

46 116 19 17 6 116 4 46 17 5 5 5 6 5 D 86
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89 52 90 81 109 52 121 89 81 122 122 122 107 116 A 87
59 81 10 52 7 81 8 59 52 9 8 8 7 10 D 88
125 8 23 125 51 8 9% 125 125 84 91 91 51 115 B 89
23 131 81 2 8 131 5 23 2 2 4 4 8 1 D 90
100 31 36 102 45 31 54 100 102 54 53 53 45 79 B 91
75 54 18 79 12 54 16 75 79 16 16 16 12 21 D 92
87 49 72 84 77 49 0 87 84 9 95 9 76 97 A 93
80 46 31 87 28 46 30 80 87 33 32 32 28 33 D 9%
114 22 47 11 66 22 9 114 11 99 99 9 64 11 A 9
132 1 4 132 31 1 104 132 132 68 90 0 31 129 B 9
12 105 125 28 122 105 124 12 28 124 124 124 119 100 A 97
3 125 130 8 21 125 11 3 8 104 107 107 118 52 A 9
122 9 17 124 34 9 62 122 124 57 59 59 34 101 B 9
37 11 45 22 14 11 12 37 22 12 12 12 14 13 D 100
72 60 60 73 54 60 48 72 73 49 43 48 54 47 A 101
76 55 34 78 27 55 27 76 78 30 28 28 27 30 D 102
22 104 114 29 104 104 91 22 29 93 93 93 103 69 A 103
127 2 2 131 10 2 34 127 131 29 33 33 10 85 B 104
103 23 24 110 33 23 40 103 110 40 40 40 33 63 B 105
1 132 132 1 84 132 31 1 1 22 27 27 83 16 C 106
28 97 105 36 0 97 72 28 36 74 72 72 89 54 A 107
25 9 116 35 114 9 110 25 35 113 111 11 112 88 A 108
40 103 43 30 16 103 15 40 30 15 15 15 16 15 D 109
58 72 91 61 91 72 9% 58 61 101 9 9 90 91 A 110
5 129 126 4 61 129 25 5 4 21 21 21 60 14 C 1
124 14 44 119 77 14 17 124 119 117 17 17 75 124 A 112
49 112 6 21 3 112 1 49 21 1 1 1 3 2 D 113
83 48 49 85 52 48 50 83 85 52 50 50 52 66 A 114
34 110 59 23 25 110 19 34 23 18 18 18 25 19 D 115
118 12 12 121 26 12 41 18 121 37 38 38 26 75 B 116
101 25 25 108 32 25 38 101 108 38 39 39 32 60 B 117
39 84 9% 49 86 84 73 39 49 76 74 74 85 71 A 118
16 128 104 5 24 128 1 16 5 1 1 1 24 7 D 119
65 65 79 68 74 65 67 65 68 72 68 68 72 74 A 120
92 42 40 91 44 42 46 92 91 46 46 46 44 58 B 121
110 28 52 105 70 28 101 110 105 100 101 101 68 109 A 122
6 118 127 15 120 118 114 6 15 114 115 15 17 718 A 123
81 51 53 82 55 51 51 81 82 55 54 54 55 70 A 124
71 64 28 69 17 64 18 71 69 20 20 20 17 22 D 125
33 89 107 44 102 89 102 33 44 105 104 104 101 84 A 126
47 82 9% 51 0 82 89 47 51 9% % 9% 89 82 A 127
105 26 35 107 48 26 59 105 107 59 58 58 48 87 B 128
60 69 85 64 79 69 76 60 64 85 79 79 78 80 A 129
123 7 13 126 30 7 56 123 126 48 51 51 30 9 D 130
115 10 7 123 21 10 33 115 123 34 34 34 21 57 B 131
14 122 11 1 64 122 35 14 1 35 35 35 62 23 C 132
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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to evaluate the indices of drought tolerance and find out the
relationships between them and their application in wheat screening programs. In order to
proper screening of genotypes, the principal component analysis and biplot were analyzed and
genotypes were placed in biplot based on factor scores. An experiment was conducted using
alpha lattice design with two replications in rainfed and irrigated conditions using 132 bread
wheat genotypes in the Gonbad-e-Kavos Agricultural Research Station in 2015-2016. Based on
yield in no stress (YP) and stress (YS) conditions, drought tolerance indices such as stress
susceptibility index (SSI), stress tolerance index (STI), tolerance index (TOL), mean production
index (MP), Harmonic Index (HM), Yield Index (Y1), Sensitivity Drought Index (SDI), Relative
Drought Index (RDI), Stress Susceptibility percentage Index (SSPI), Drought Resistance Index
(DRI) and yield Stability Index (YSI) Were calculated. Tolerance indices such as STI, GMP,
HM, MP and Y1 had a positive and significant correlation with yield in normal conditions as
well as with yield in stress conditions. Therefore, genotypes with large numerical values for
these indices had high yield under stress and no stress conditions. TOL, SSPI, DSI and SSI
Indices identified genotypes with high yield under normal conditions but sensitive to stress
conditions (Group B Fernandez). Also, YSI and RDI indices differentiated genotypes with high
yield under stress conditions and low yield under favorable conditions (Group C Fernandez)
from other genotypes.
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