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e db 62.23%* 3.33 30.02 0.74%% 0.19 69.35
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Seed vigour index
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_Table 2- Range, mean, normal to Salinty variation ratio, coefficient of genotﬁg
coefficient of phenotypic variation (PCV), heritability (h“) and Normal to Drought

the studied traits in barley under normal and salinity stress condition.

ic variation (GCV),
variation Ratio among

33 o Ol s ui’mu’é un’m:ﬂ Sy il atﬁ
2oas bl s ity N S A Ll s
e . Sleh g SFUEES S GenitipicCoe  Phenotypic s 5 Ork e
- S Variation o Bkt Hicienot ~08 Sk
Traits Condition Men e Hicienot Normal to
Range Ngrrgsjglhtto Variation Variation (9} Salinty
alir
Variation Ratio (Gev) (PCV) h \/Ragtliaglon
O
ey I (Normal) 16.20 6.09 -8.48 63.06 69.84 81.52 99.22
Primary root length Soph A 0.64 - 57.72 90.23 40.92 :
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O
e b (Normal) 19.04 11.24 -11.65 3245 40,69 63.57 17859
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Table 4- Simple correlation between measured traits in barley cultivar under control condition (on
diameter) and 24 dS/m salinity level (diameter under).

(Trait) oliw 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
5 8l eyl 1 -0.36* 0.30™ 0.17™ 0.24™ 0.70%* 0.26™ 0.46%*
1-Germination percentage
I8l o2 0.28™ 1 0.31™ -0.25™ 0.29" -0.40* 0.27" 0.81%*
2-Germination rate
iy db3 0.53%* 0.39* 1 0.86%* 0.96%* 0.85%* 0.78%* 0.31"
3-Primary root length
il Jyb-4 s s
; . B4** 50%* 96** 75 A43* 2
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Fig 1. Cluster analysis of barley cultivars and lines under normal condition using Wards method.
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Fig 2. Cluster analysis of barley cultivars under salinity stress (24 dS/m) condition using Wards method.
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