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Table 1. Analysis of variance (Mean squares) of the studied traits in wheat cultivars under drought stress and

various deterioration levels.
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Cultivar (A) pb> 4 13.04" 4421 0.105%x 0.23%x 0.165%% 0447 0.100 95.4™ 23.07"
Seed deterioration (B) 4, &> 5 2 1.1 3783 0.498%x 0.133%%  0.478%* 0.263%+ 0.084  209.74™ 106.25™
Drought(C) i 2 1.84' 13217 1.2%x 0.760%x* 1.3%% 1.53%x 0.124™  104.92"  367.74"
AxB 8 0541 ™ 568"  0.016™ 0.0615 0.017+ 0.074%x% 0.008" 14.86™ 442
AxC 8 0205™  258™  0.018% 0.019 0.017+ 0.0615x% 0.016™  25.49" 10.03*
BxC 4 0.932™ 6.83"  0.051xx 0.03™ 0.053%+* 0.02"™ 0.026™ 37.8™ 12.32*
AxBxC 16 1.02° 651" 0.022%x% 0.016%x  0.022%* 0.0213 0.009* 9.4 5.86™
error 135 0.523 1.92 0.008 0.024 0.008 0.011 0.003 3.55 1.97
Total s 179
CV.(%) (w038) &l i ot 52 8.07 17.09 24.44 11.36 22.62 7.36 21.01 20.57 20.79
ns: Non-significant s gme & NS

*and** :significant at %5 and %1 percent level, respectively 153155 (5T 7 glau 53 s me 5 5 4ty
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Table 2. Mean comparison of the studied traits in wheat cultivars under drought stress and without deterioration
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1 96° 13,00® 064 0,43 % 072 0,699 9" 027 11,930 9,859
2 66> 96" 0,60 ° 021°¢ 0,57 0,379" 0,121 5,62 9,06
e 3 992 158° 0,692 0,57 0,69 0,804 &" 039%  1565° 10,02>f
(Control) 4 992 12,6 2 0,63 % 0,59 *° 0,68 0,863°™ 037%%  1548° 11,13%
5 92 12,2°%¢ 0,55 *¢ 0,59 *¢ 0,60 *¢ 0,771 032%  1506° 7,78™
1 91 9,80M 0,50 *9 0,58 *¢ 0.53 %9 0,78 029*  1186°¢ 9,44>"
2 75 ¢ 8,1%" 0,40>™ 0,50 >° 0,36%° 0,81°" 0,9%  922¢ 7,710m
sb-3 3 982 12,1 %4 0,52 f 0,77 %¢ 0,54 %9 1,26 " 0,40 ® 153 7417
-3 bar 4 9 11,01°7 047 0,82+ 0,50 " 13°9 039%  142®  778™
5 94 10,8 >f 042> 0,87 ¢ 0,447 1,36 >f 0,34%¢  13,04*° 2,66
1 84 ¢ 8,8°! 0,39%m 0,63 0,426™ 0,78 " 0,24%  10,37°9 7,66M"
2 723 7,7°%° 0,27 " 0,62 ¢ 0,24 08 0,6M 7,929k 4,76 °°
)eb'b_ﬁ 3 1002 11,1°f 0,24 0,95 ¢ 0,237 1,63 0224 7,969 2,117
-0 bar
4 9%5® 9,9°¢ 021" 0,93 ¢ 0,24™° 14°7 0200 601" 2,66
5 90 ** 93 ™ 0,14™ 1,1% 0,15™ 2,42 0,15™ 7,59 12,072

(Zarrin) -,,;5-5 s(Alvand) x Ji-4 (Shahreyar) ,u ¢2-3 (Azar2)2,37-2 (Shahpsand) ..z -1
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Table 3. Mean comparison of the studied traits in wheat cultivars under drought stress levels and 65 hr
deterioration level.
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3 © 1g% 3§ 2z gz 12 973 '8 v EEVES
5 © © A ) T & pe T a2 &
1 89+ 9,87"" 0,59 * 0,59 % 063 0654  034*  152° 10,46 %
2 73 ¢ 8,44 %™ 0,49 %" 0,409 ® 0,477 0,379 ™ 0,19 8,33 8,57 °*
. 3 92%¢ 11,29 ¢ 0,65% 0,659 ° 0,62 0,607 " 0,42° 9,19 % 10,76
(Control) 4 97° 11,44°¢ 0,64 0,647 0,68 *° 0,657 ™" 38%  11,51°f 12,07°
5 80 * 8,01°° 033" 1,094% 037% 05927 026" 8837 6697
1 8g > 9,27 0,52 %9 0,554 ¢ 0,57 *f 0,622 027 1051° 9,54 "
5b-3 2 63 *¢ 6,139° 0,329" 0,581 %° 031%° 0,647 " 0179 7,04™ 8,69 %1
-3 bar 3 87 % 8,75 0,44 %% 0,765 *° 0,44 % 0,803 " 034" 10,23°" 7,76 ™
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sb-6
-6 bar

59 b-d
91°°
79 %
52¢
75+
713

85 a-d

483"
7,91°%°
7,69 *°
4,6™°
554 °
5,29 10
6,60 9°

0,24
0,34°"
042 ™
0,22
016"
017"
0,26 %"

e S5 e g (SIS 5okt e (S g 50

1,643°
0,891 *¢
0,754%¢
0,612°%°
1,167 %¢
1,118%¢
0,956 *¢

0,25™°
0,39 "
0,45 **
0,20°
017"
0,19%°
0,29 9°

0,882
0,851°"
0,7179"
1,009 °*
1,304 ¢
1,11 50

1,116 7

0,24
0,29*"
030"
0,147
0,14 ™
0,179
0,24

8,77 %
10,3°"
10,18°"
7,00k
5,56/
7,02k
8,85%

6,6937°
4,47™
8,16 ™
4,76 P
2,34
4,47™

7177

Table 4. Mean comparison of the studied traits in wheat cultivars under drought stress levels and 130 hr
deterioration level.

. . e L s v w 3 ) 4 3 = - 5
= o - . : 2 ) RS i) o= o =
L 3 S 1 £% y8- 313 Y g \14 1§ 12 38E 355
= = y £ 8 y oS3 3 < 5 2 4= 10 4 2 22 3 2EF
< = 3 £ ) > e F g o g m N T = \ o) 3 S = 2 85
g 8 88 ~g  Ag  tE o4& 32 YEEs fgs
1 88 AC 8,33 M 0,46 A7 0,57 *¢ 0,49 0,77 N 0,258" 8,665 7.62 1N
2 56 P 4,32 M0 0,27 N 0,52 B¢ 0,25 "° 0,44 N 0,14" 4,748 5,77 MR
. 3 79 & 5,88 9° 0,31°" 0,60 *¢ 0,36 =° 0,69 ™ 0,19 6,85 " 5,63 °"
(Control) 4 76 ¢ 7,04 F° 0,39°" 0,52°¢ 0,39 %" 0,62 0,224 7,58 7177
5 86 ¢ 8,20 4" 0,391 0,58 *¢ 043 ™ 0,551 0,224 8,48" 590"
1 72 5,15 %° 0,26 " 0,88 *¢ 0,29 9° 1,02 0% 0,21 i 9,11 5,63 °"
2 56 401° 017" 0,85*° 0,16 ™ 0,56 " 0,15™ 6,14" 4719
Su-3 3 8g *° 7,79%° 032%" 0,80 ** 032" 0,97 ¢ 0,26 7,4% 448"
-3 bar 4 90 ¢ 6,60 9° 0,337 0,89 *¢ 0,37 4™ 1,07 0,30 7,85%% 59
5 72 4,87"° 0,23™" 0,92*¢ 0,26 ™ 1,12 0,21 & 7,887 3.35°%Y
1 80 *¢ 5,78 ™ 0,211 0,94 *¢ 0,23"° 1,36 °F 0,20 & 8,53 411
2 57« 4,08™ 012" 1,27°%¢ 0,11° 0,68 0,15M 6,27 ™ 3,265
Ju-6 3 82%° 5,67 0,23 0,97 *¢ 023" 1,73% 0,211 6,77" 271w
-6 bar 4 799 5,18 ° 017" 0,97 *¢ 0,19 ° 1,45 0,179 7,46% 3355
5 73°%¢ 4,85"° 0,18 " 132%® 0,19 ¥° 1,62°%¢ 0,224 7,309% 10,64 ¢
Zarrin).,, ,3-5 s(Alvand) . J1-4 «(Shahreyar) . -3 «(Azar2)2,:7-2 (Shahpsand) ..tz -1
w&x:)beasbﬁw%‘f&-Sd)k
Table 5. Simple correlation coefficients of the studied traits
5
bS] i } j. \l _'14 - g
e 2 DI SN Y o2 P e . - i
S 3E 5P 3z 34 324z 12z 9 2g
N E5 3 = 4 B 3@ 5 2 4 = 5 35 [\ == 3 .3
1 EL 73 a 4y 8 2 4T : S EL &K E£Q
yEE y T J g 12 33 wp 786 TEE 3 ES
2 "2 JE 07 ~F 312 % 38 18
c
s
1,000 Germination speed 4l cs
1,000 0,810"  Germination percent ; «ls 4o,
1,000 0,551 0,816™ (SRUR) Ldy ;3 5l asbizul ,lida
1,000 07317 0,751" 0,731 (SDDW) a8 L2 035
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1,000 042" -0,675"  0,69™ -0,441" (SRUE) ,4 3 3l eslizal o1,
1,000  -0,631"  0,765" 0,989” 0,607 0,815" (FMSR) sus C5 s s -3 87
1,000 -0462" 05697  0,084™ -0,490" 0,256 0,055"™ RoOt/Shoot slu 4 4y Cons
1,000 0672° 0904™ -0595"  0,651" 0,898 0,332 0,589™ Primary shoot length el J b
1,000 0615™  0025™ 0720 0187™ 08407 06727 0,657 0,730™ Primary root lengtha-az, , J b
ns: Non-significant s gme & NS

*and** :significant at %5 and %1 percent level, respectively 1,5 155 (bT 7 sk 53,15 (me o 5 4 5 %

Slio p oh Sogwp ar)s Sl uomes ol (6 o
ol g (Sis A5 S5 mhe e 2o Ser il e ST ol s
Sl 5d a4 0T Glabl 5 G4l Solew ol Ol el s 05 L oV
a0 A5 ame Ll 5 4 o 50 Wy VL S 055 b gl o 3, Koo
25,5 15 eslimal 390 YU a4 b ola,ds el sl dal g (g e G4l (S
5 S5l oy Ll g e o A5 Ll 5 s A gdle db oSle Ko e
Gl 4 Cod o5 wmalE ous b e s pld WS L (0/904) VL gz.m
AL 4255 83 g Slee S v KL & sls Ol (FMSR)eus

arade) b amlie 55 axdle L5l od o 3
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