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Table 1. Names of wheat genotypes used in the study

G200 yd odlitwl )50 pAS clacuig (colwl =V Jod>

Ssh pdaw

55

£9) TP
Sl Bylo 5obl g 4 oile yieglS Ve — i ) 2n=2x=14 AA py5 b ing ASslod T. boeticum As
U o 30l59 8 ool — i) 2n=2x=14 AApg b g LSghod T. boeticum Ao
olsle S sbT p Ll 2190 4 oduo it 03 — oliile S 2n=2x=14 AApgi b oi>g Mdglnd T. boeticum B,
udlyy Cuoww 4y 0gly 5l dmy yoglS Ve —oliile ) 2n=2x=14 AApgi b iy Adslod T. boeticum By
U gy (gliuogy— 5,8 3LT oMl — oliile S 2n=2x=14 AApg by g ASglod T. boeticum Bs
Tl iage (Bl 90— liws)S 2n=2x=14 AApgi b di>g Adslod T. boeticum C
09,8 Lyl 4y (568 I dmy yieglS Ve = lied S 2n=2x=14 AA pg5 b (pdizg ASeld T. boeticum Cy
ST Ly = liwd,S 2n=2x=14 AA pg5 b (pdizg A5old T. boeticum Cs
sl = (B bl 2n=2x=14 AA 555 b i g LSgkud T. boeticum D,
eyl oo 51 655 51 B yroshS ¥e — o) 2n=2x=14 AA po5 b ooy Adskad T. boeticum Ei
Cuby lednol 758 0ols — S 2n=2x=14 DD g5 b oii>g Mgl Aegilops tauschii A
Job oys55ke 2n=2x=14 DD g5 b oii>g Aglud Aegilops tauschii B,
(oodlls 3l Jd yioshS 0+) wolls — 7,5 ool> 2n=2x=14 DD g5 b pii>g Aglud Aegilops tauschii B;
ST oyl lke s o)) 2n=2x=14 DD pgi5 b (gdg Mdglod Aegilops tauschii C
elS=pal odls (g aghS Ve = B0 ol 2n=2x=14 DD pgi5 b (ahizg 5skod Aegilops tauschii Dy
2n=4x=28 AABB 154bl 5 T. durum L)l
2n=4x=28 AABB 13l T. durum Sy
2n=4x=28 AABB 13l T. durum Cabamd
2n=4x=28 AABB .3sll 5 T. durum Ly
2n=4x=28 AABB wisll,5 T, durum Ky
2n=4x=28 AABB a5l T. durum 438
2n=4x=28 AABB 13l T. durum ooo)lal
2n=4x=28 AABB 13l T. durum DW/95/4
2n=4x=28 AABB .3l T. durum DW/90/8
2n=4x=28 AABB 154bl 5 T. durum ws
2n=6x=42 AABBDD 155L55a T. aestivum M
2n=6x=42 AABBDD .34l135 T. aestivum @l
2n=6x=42 AABBDD .34l155 T. aestivum Sl
2n=6x=42 AABBDD 450b15a T. aestivum b9y
2n=6x=42 AABBDD 45501352 T. aestivum oMo
2n=6x=42 AABBDD 45ob15a T. aestivum A g
2n=6x=42 AABBDD .3l155 T. aestivum s
2n=6x=42 AABBDD .34l135 T. aestivum Lo yuts
2n=6x=42 AABBDD .3l T. aestivum Olse
2n=6x=42 AABBDD 45ob15a T. aestivum mr-17

Al

e poof” g™ K [ Sonog)9) cFc 6o ((qd o € ol jéer ord


http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/jcb.11.31.11
http://jcb.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-983-en.html

[ Downloaded from jch.sanru.ac.ir on 2026-02-06 ]

[ DOI: 10.29252/jcb.11.31.11 ]

Suis 15 g Jlop bl s 40 paiS slacumes ;0 calisee Slas il yly 4o =Y Joie
Table 2. Analysis of variance of different traits in wheat populations under normal and drought stress conditions
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Table 3. Comparison of means of different traits in samples examined
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Table 7. Path analysis of grain yield and grain yield components in wheat genotypes in normal condition
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Table 8. Path analysis of grain yield and grain yield components in wheat genotypes in drought stress conditions
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Figure 1. Grouping of wheat genotypes based on studied traits in normal condition
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Figure 2. Grouping of wheat genotypes based on studied traits in stress condition
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Abstract

Bread wheat is considered one of the most important crop plants in arid and semi-arid regions
the world such as Iran. The present study aimed to assess the genetic diversity and the
relationship between morphological and agronomic traits under normal and drought stress
conditions among thirty-five wheat genotypes. A split-plot in RCB consisting of three replicates
was carried out. The morphological and agronomic traits, which were measured, included plant
height, awn length, spike length, leaf length, internode length and number of nodes, number of
tillers, number of leaves, number of spikelets per a spike, number of grains per spike, number of
spikes per plant, grain yield, 100 grain weight and biological yield. And phonological traits
containing of number of days to germination and heading were calculated too. According to
anova, there were statistically significant differences among various wheat genotypes for the all
of traits evaluated. Correlation coefficients among traits demonstrated that in normal conditions,
there was a positive correlation between grain yield and spike length, spike weight, number of
nodes, number of spikelets per spike, number of grains per spike and number of spikes per
plant. However, under stress conditions, grain yield showed a positive correlation with spike
weight, number of nodes, number of leaves, number of spikelets per spike, number of grains per
spike and number of spikes per plant. In regression analysis, the four variables entered the
model in normal conditions, included 100 grain weight, number of spikes per plant, number of
grains per spike and awn length. And the six variables under stress conditions which have been
put in the model contained number of grains per spike, number of spikes per plant, spike weight,
100 grain weight and leaf length. Path analysis revealed that under normal and stress conditions,
100 grain weight and spike weight had the highest role in increasing grain yield, respectively. In
the analysis of the main components, the three main factors justify 77/5% of the total variation in
normal condition.According to the results, the genotype D;(genomeAA) and Sabalan

cultivar,which in all their high performance conditions,can be recognizwd as the most tolerant.

Keywords: Cluster analysis, Genetic variation, Regression, Wheat


http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/jcb.11.31.11
http://jcb.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-983-en.html
http://www.tcpdf.org

