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Relationship between agronomic and morphophysiological trait of barley
(Hordeam vulgare L.) genotypes by multivariate statistical methods

W e 9 F S 2 (s TP (G (s (S gm0 (e AR OOy

VWAZIYNG 1 by s

oS>

Slo pw Llg) (gw)p s3kied Ogu b CanS il Stz 53 Vb SHEle JJS 4 9 039 DM (2 Fvee Sl 9
L ol S5l 7 o B 33 55 x g P W I Jolo Fi o01gs 1-F cgr <53 59031 b 0 9 (813
foud (& 5 03Il Dlao (g e I . ST wegli i olKLIS (659Lis” ousCiile  JSludsed 4c 30 0 HI ST 4w 50
43505 mls .09 duw Jeb 9 aluw 5 039 O iglgn & hos cdlow 30 418 Muw cdlow (57 dluwd ild & Slos
O a8l duglio Zuld .l 10 JRe 9 Cude o yd &0 mhaw 30 A EW Y oy Dldo 4uds” a5 318 OL il Hl9
232 RS 9 (1AETUY) 1 9 (AOYY/A) AY (slaodlgils 4 bgigo 410 8 hos H1udo (9§ § o 5 o OIS
4 15 Bodlgils (Slales 4105 .09 (=+/TA™) < Jglan & hos b 410 & Shoe Dilio 4 by i j 4 (Siuned
S PEEGPE g ) 4 1585 90 .09 095 (9 FF 53 08155 00 (A0 b polgz 095 45 O aaudl 095 sl
31D UL Cude 4 3T 8 Aol [y 418 8 ;hos Ol g 31 +/LY g b Joho 319 &5 3 Sho gl <O Tedgw O Shos
daly s 9§ Olao (pf (2Wld 3,10 3 Kos (59 1 it § 598 1 F e (1/411) R Sglgn o Klos o &

9b @Bls F50 Jgammn  GBig) R F 33 Wlgion § ol 3 it Sl sl S LD sgtiiods T

Cole 4 328 (g ) (S14595 4 8 (o 2 52 1Sl Saels

33 AE il (55558 (559 5SS g ) ) (B IS (5 gl )

3381 oBils alE a6y 8 Lasls -

938 S oty LS Sl 50y S b skl ¥

938 A &l bt S 05 8 SLslkial -F

5 Fisl Dlaies Olajle OhHSle (b mlis 5 (65538 (2seT 5 Sliis 5800 o BL 5 (#1)) Dliid 3w el sbokul -0
Sl es5siS s 5

E- mail: hos. sabouri@ gmail.com sus” as1Ke -*

AR



M e o osled ¥ wlo DBLS ol § casly Ao

35 3505 o)Ll wlie (glaog S sloul s 5 laosls
dal s st Lalsy Sy alols ansi (D)
VAP Glala) 6,8 51,5 w390 b oS 5y
(CIAAY) OLKes 5 Glex]  Gaisw s
> Shae b dls 5 Slae o (Soes Ol 005 e
OLSen 5 6 ,3b i odalive (F=0 /40 ™) ¢S5 ) o
S G S5 5 dinls Ol s 43 (1¥AY)
0 Ko o AT Jsb (S, b g, slin Sl
S ErAe R A Slua W g CL&JJ ils s Oy
L JS Slad 5l Aoy WA w5 als slaws
G ey s Slie (Guomer LS o 4 g
o56b B ey sl ey Sl do)s (S
20033 dgb Dlis 5 ls gme 5 e Suas aliw
i 5o 4ils slia calin Jsb @y 51 cails DAl
oA 5 6 > Sas (e e 53 ali sl
555 3 S b s e 5 i Sman 2
(Bhutta et al., 2005) o,Kes 5 $L sl
aoli sl 5 @l e 05s b ails 3 Slae  Stwen
i B 5oy ol b (s Slo gme 5 e |y aliw o
(WWAD) O, as 5 0313 Js L5 g0 L3I e oo
55 4l sl b g 4ils 5 Shae w Lsgas 55
@l e 855 5 aliw dgb a)l 4y Sl i
sldas Slae g 303 5925 Hls gae 9 Cie Gizw
9 e B 0 5 Gh 590k deey Sl g a5 4l
Sl S o2 i b (ﬂ Ol Sl 5 Sk
lazsls wls 5 Shas 15 (giie 5 poiiens
et b b s ysba (Gl Dlio s 5o
5 Slis ) gleld dzes g 4l s Shae s
Cals slten wly 3 Sles U 0T daly e
5 (Chaudhary, 1977) =l p5Y S S sl lae
B3 F30 dyame Gzl 28 s L5
b e opl (OVWAY g B VYVY (g3l 0 ) 35d

Ot oy i S Slhe Clis 5 oL, o

Yy

4oNdo

(Hordum vulgare subsp. vulgare) .-
b e ol Sl SN o e S S
e &S bl 43 olE ol ool DLl ols s
gLELl L 5 oS ()5 oS Sl s 4 K
S S 5y g n sbe F s b L
Choo et., 2001; Kikuchi et al., 1994) s,:
(sl Solan Gils 5 oge golal b I e .l
(Alam et al., 2007) wsb o Sloys o> 5 ol

S Sl Slodoms 5 (oS Cdo & 5 Shes
o 5 53,6 SRS 05 b5 1 s
AV 0L s (S iS) 5,8 e slF Lo T
(S5 3 ST (g 5 e 35
o s b gy 3 e (S5 I8 (VY
ﬁ).u)u@;ﬂwuf@\@w;\:
0T @l 53 Shas n  Stoaed Sl olul
> Slos Sl ol dil g n WOT G ilsy 8L
i o, (Torrest et al., 2004 ) 55§
PRS- NDCH [/ JCRN 5 - PPN P IR
2l Sles Gl 1SS e s 8
oWk > (Rafiei et al., 2005) Ll .
on Sl e ) 5 s Shes 4 bp e Dlis
oslizel Slio o Lty 55 Shes , Slivs O
O SNomnr Ol Gy ol LS s
30303 )13 Jeboi 5 4o 3550 1, 0T sl 5 3 Shes
(P8 3) 3gad adnta |y ooiiee b 5 s
Q%%

Sty g eslizel 5 (S Ogm S5 4
3y besls sl g 4 Gl S Sl bt
bobsie om als) 15 00,8 e O35 eslisal
s S oa Ol psede b Sopen 5 (Soles
Ol g5 oo dhoz OT 5148 il o 2150 sls (glad s>

reo- u&.&\f VLS &5’5‘3 Lgl.ha); QJ; ‘u\.;._v_da



v 87 SBCigis 90 0 39lgr 1ded w0 9 (S155 Slhe (e Wl

2 oak a8 s 8 a8 e Sl Y iy, o
Gl Al plasil o3 al,a ) AYAY O3T WA &b
b G Ve ulesT Aoty a5l Slio 6,8 651
s Sl () dsde) L35 ol ol
(Sl gl ((Soen (bl 4 (Slio
Slads su s oo w B wpl 0p S
03,551 Cwsas sbtea aesls LT (gl i el
SAS il 3l xKle awlin 5 by 4
¢80l 0 g 85 ( (Soed (s Sl 5 4 e
ABles S Oliw g slad s a5 Se 4

ol 0 o3Linel Y asen SPSS

6)3}9}&{@?‘5;}?-).)‘).)&&&}5
O3 S s 5 el L Sliw o L,
Fo Slho pitn 2 5 s SIS e o8 40

A plonil e 4 3l elizal b4l 5 Slas

by 599 3Mg0
S Do 4 WAFYAY ol dle s il sT
ity many 5 sl aenze s3 (Flas b
G b (grshS Vor 53 @y wgslS AS
YV 5 Sb Jsb aids VY 5 a3 00 s 5 068
o3 gl VY s plonil Jlad 50 4i33 VP 5 )
B 55 S X e ) I Jol Fy fu
@ikl 5 LSSV 5 olas IS glaes L b

o ST 55 53 (3550 S5 8 e 5 (2105 Do =) U
Table 1. Agronomic and morphophysiological traits studied in barley genotypes
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Number of seedlings Leaf length
oy Jf sldas TA A g,g Ojj. LW
Total awn Stamen leaf weight
dew B Lo [RPY;
Pk )j_) D.H o JS =_~L~ TS
Days to heading Total spike
S dsnzd ;-‘:ﬂ).u 337 DM 41——*‘ 93 ol "-.‘*5 SS
Days to maturity Spikelet no./spike
AJ‘A.QJ%J%a)jé lea GEP 41....»:): PR :l.\a: GS
Grain filling period Grains/spike
5 g ol |
S PH < s G.L
Plant Hight Grain length
A s L
S P.L Nt G.D
Peduncle length Grain diameter
Al 13 158 03
e s S.L N TW.G
Spike length 1000 grain weight
S AL 53 2 e B.Y
Awn length Biological yield
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Total weight of spike Grain yield
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Peduncle diameter

Harvest index
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Table 2- Analysis of variancs for different trait in families F3 of a cross Becher x Kavir

(Mean Square) ola e ks
5 e T e Gl sd sl bis,  Shesbe  pesdsb Jsb e
ey e ‘Gﬁtusjl A J b 41,;“&5;;)')

SOV df 03} TA i e &ls O HKY S oSy TWS ISl
N.S ' D.H D.M G.F.P L ' AL o P.D

(Family) ol g 104 10498.55* 28139.43*  10.58* 3.20* 1056 45957  12.36*  1.25* 1.01** 5649651+  0.14°*
(Erron W= 210 279.12 1851.20 5.60 1.88 1.56 35.65 5.28 0.45 0.54 19852.23 0.02
(CV)ol i o s 7.18 13.13 2 0.90 3.83 5.99 9.32 0.83 6.75 18.92 5.92

**_ns are significant at 1% of probability levels non-significant, respectively.

35 Solagne e EYAl cb,» 03 4l gae GodasOlis g 5 4 NSesese

25 % rm Wl ol i B3 slaosl sl (55 2 (g 2550 Dl il s 425 dsuler =Y il selsl
Continued Table 2- analysis of variancs for different trait in families F3 of a cross Becher x Kavir

(Mean Square) ol » 5Kk

35 alie Tamys &5, &, 0; [ s sl 5205 s
e s 25 90 Al S sluws ’ e als Jsb PHERN! i ke als 5 Slhas -
S0V df TR o ok i GL G.D «ls E PP GY il

L.L LW S.S G.S TW.G B.Y HI

(Family) o5 gl 104 3.52% 0.0002**  27993.6**  1.76*  148.64** 23.71**  0.13*  16.18* 32823349  3489228.4**  80.28**

(Erron s 210 2.49 0.0001 19065.87 1.08 5.55 0.32 0.01 10.60 832900 188387.3 5.01

(CV)ol i s 14.29 46.77 24.76 9.25 5.44 4.19 5.89 11.16 5.34 7.33 6.38

** ns are significant at 1% of probability levels non-significant, respectively.
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Table 3- Mean comparison of 5% families F3 generation of a cross Becher x Kavir

Sl

SYL a5l s slaesl gl ds 3 0

Forb Sool slls el gl w50

-
Trait 5percent of families have a higher value 5percent of families with a lower value
03341 5 slutas = (372.50).62 (352.50) . 88 (337.50). 48(330 ). 1(70) 5(80) . 2(97.50) . 73(100). 87(115) 03 83"
N.S 51(351) '
oy Sl 74(537.50) . 40(535) « 14(525) . 93(515) 6(75.50) . 16(122.50) « 64(135) . 51(165) . 2070
TA 50(502.50) . 26(465) 61(175) '
e 26(144.33) .99(115) 15(116) 29(116) .
2 B35 1(122.66) 67(122.66) . 16(122) 60(122) . 78(122) ( ) <99 ( (116) 17.89°*
D.H 42(116) .50(116)
S b5, 22(154.33) . 27(153) . 40(153) . 49(105.33) ,, 5 . 50(148) . 91(148) « . (149) . 12(149) . 5 g5+
DM K55 5 (152.66) 15(149) '
B3 OAd 5 0p53 dsb 44(36.66) . 79(35.66) . 46 (35.50) . 29(35.50) « 71(28.50) . 47(29) . 6(29.33) . 35(29.50) . 99 34
GF.P 73(35.50) 23(29.50) '
S5 i) 50(109.33) . 7(106.66) . 99(106) . , ;5" (105.66) « . (86.66) . 55(92) 2(93) . 41(94) . 53(o4) 0,60
P.H 10(105.66)
Sl J b 33(30.12) . 54(29.83) . 82(29.90) . 99(28.24) . 87(17.94) - (20.39) 60(20.64) 22(20.64) . 19.20"
P.L 20(27.50) 10(20.77) '
A b 73(8.88) . 24(8.57) . 43(8.19) . 16(8.08) . 12(4.91) .53(5.44) 42(5.59) . 19(5.64) . 13,53+
S.L 101(8.04) 64(5.67) '
Sy Job 5 5(12.98) 64(12.35) . 15(12.14) . 67(12.01) . (9.51) .9(9.90) . 13(9.99) . 100(10.04) . 1137+
AL 86(11.99) 102(10.08) '
TW.S a5 555 19(1102.3) . 50(1035.7) :18(1009.3) . 22(997) . 6(387.1) . 65(405) . 11(496) 1(553.9) « 1453+
66(982.2) 16(535.1)
ISty s 82(3.20) ., (3) . 40(3) . 14(2.98) . 9(52.94) 39(2.01) .34(2.02) .56(2.06) 87(2.11) « 18.61"
P.D 63(2.15)

S dsb 70(13.64) . 24(13.57) . 72(13.38) . 73(13.50) . 22(8.37) . 75(8.91) . 12(9.05) 48(9.13) . 28,24
L.L 76(13.22) 51(9.13) '
pTAS 205 86(0.09) 28(0.03) . 3(0.03) . 37(0.03) . 58(0.03) »5(0.01) :10(0.01) . 29(0.01) - 45(0.01) 2.66™

LW 92(0.01)
dow S sl 52(801.7) . 74(750) «, 5 (745) . 88(730) « 6(270) . 2(311.7) . 46(316.7) . 1(351.1) « 2017
TS 80(713.3) 65(351.7) '
el sl 73(13.86) . 24(13.57) . 101(12.73) . 76(12.60) . 19(9.16) 12(9.66) . 79(9.76) . 48(9.86) . L0.78"
S.S 18(12.46) 57(9.93) '
i s 415 slas 77(63.26) . 24(58.76) . 76(58.10) . 15(54.53) . 12(23.94) . 19(26.64) . 42(31.50) . 70(31.71) « 11.00"
G.S 79(53.97) 39(32.81) '
. 104(18.6) . 98(18.54) . 101(18.54) . 103(18.50
4> b (18.6) - 98(18.54) - 101(18.54) . 103(18.50) 1(8.04) :3(8.91). 6(9.13) . 7(9.26) . 8(9.46) 33.78"
GL 99(17.79)
als s 17(2.47) .57(2.37) . 7(2.36) . 79(2.33) . 3(2.29) 76(1.17) . 10(1.26). 62(1.44) . 41(1.45) . 15,15+
G.D 4(1.46)
s )13 05 8(39.28) 28(37.08) . 84(33.68) . 10(33.20) 68(24.91) .60(25.53) . 101(25.56) . 67(25.68) .
TW.G 62(33) A7(25.77) :
2° &)}5}4 AJQ*“
- 42(24750) . 24(24750) . 76(24125) . 49(24552.3) . 6(5490) . 46(12197) . 57(12625) . 14(12750) « 0.08"
’ 66(23750) 34(13000) '
B.Y
s> Shs 87(8572.8) . 43(8481) . 64(8335.3) .50(7838.8) .  6(1946.3) (5(2464.2) . 1(3487.8) . 16(3551.3) 10,98
GY 76(7790.2) 18(4366.3) '
Sl el 26(45.61) 57(45.18) .60(44.64) . 31(43.63) . 3(26.34) . 83(26.39) < 15(26.63) . 16(26.74) . 4317
HI 95(43.45) 42(26.74) '
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Table 4- Correlations agronomic traits in 105families F3 generation of Becher x Kavir cross

Slis Trait 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

1 N.S 03} &l b s 1

2 TA o Sl 0.027 1

3 D.H  asdin b 5,5l -2.39° 0.18"™ 1

4 D.MeSsyls 50 Sy b3,  0.13™ 0.09™ 0.43* 1

5 GFP whhows ey dsh -0.10™ 0.07™ -0.14"™ 0.03™ 1

6 P.H G gl 0.07™ 0.19¢ -0.25 -0.07"™ 0.07™ 1

7 P.L ISy dsb 0.08™ 0.06"™ -0.48* -0.15" -0.02" 0.30* 1

8 S.L Al o -0.05"™ 0.09" 0.002 "™ 0.19* 0.08™ 0.08™  0.28* 1

8 AL Sy Jsb 0.09" -0.05"™ 0.05" 0.19¢ -0.21* 0.07™ 0.19° -0.11™ 1

10 TW.S balow S 055 0.34> 0.24* 0.21* 0.04" 0.12"™ 0.22* 0.23* -0.07™ 0.16™ 1

11 P.D S, L5 -0.008™ 0.04" -0.27* -0.32"™ -0.47m™ 0.09™  0.46* 0.19™ 0.16™ 0.68™ 1

S X o k5.53)&5)'“),;\»':3 Jus ol glm Ve 5 el QU.;LS;@H!J,;E*? Jade (ganls
Continued Table 4- Correlations agronomic traits in 105 families F3 generation of Becher x Kavir cross

Slis Trait 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
12 L.L oz p Sy Jsb -0.07"™ 0.008" 0.02™ 0.02™ -0.09™ 2.36¢ 0.20¢ 0.31# 0.06"™ 0.10™ 0.26%*
13 LW o2 S -0.06™ -0.06™ 0.04™ 0.02™ -0.16™ -0.002 " 0.10™ 0.31 0.13™ 0.12™ 0.11™
14 T.S Al JS olaws .046% 0.57% -0.37% -0.006 " 0.46" 0.34#= 0.14" 0.09" 0.02"™ 0.44== 0.04"
15 S.S alis slass 0.15™ 0.08" -0.12" -0.01™ 0.16" 0.25¢ 0.26* 0.60° -0.11™ -0.04" 0.24¢
16 G.S Al o il slaws 0.01™ -0.07™ 0.15™ 0.07™ -0.12" 0.005™ 0.19¢ 0.31# 1.61™ 0.21"™ 0.21*
17 G.L als Jgbo -0.05™ 0.18"™ -0.09™ -0.07™ 0.21* 0.08™ 0.16" 0.15" -0.05" 0.14" 0.04"
18 G.D als s 0.004" -0.02™ -0.09™ -0.26#= -0.04" 0.07™ -0.01™ -0.06™ -0.03™ -0.01" 0.009™
19 T.G.W als Hl5m o39 0.07™ -0.01" -0.17™ 0.17™ -0.08" 0.03™ 0.12™ -0.02" 0.18™ -0.02" 0.11"™
20 B.Y tSe 0 Sojglam o ,Shee 0.32+ 0.29% -0.25¢% 0.05™ 0.01" 0.39+ 0.08" -0.13™ 0.09™ 0.54+ 0.007™
21 GY ails 5 ,Shae 0.34#= 0.32¢= -0.19* -0.36™ 0.03™ 0.28#* 0.06" -0.12™ 0.14" -0.46#= -0.03™
22 Hi cuilsy sl 0.05™ 0.02" 0.03™ -0.006™ 0.04" -0.15™ -0.006™ 0.02" 0.05™ -0.10™ 0.03™

.-Li'la.u.dbéﬁ)‘éwr-\&}w):@}&JL«}‘&)A&)\)@ﬂM)QW%}A{nSj%.‘é‘%k-%k-

ns, * and **, are non-significant and significant at 5 and 1% of probability levels, respectively.

YA



v 87 SBCigis 90 0 39lgr 1ded w0 9 (S155 Slhe (e Wl

RS X e SN 5l ool F3 Jusoal gl V00 5 ey Qwhﬁﬁ@%lﬁ—\c J g (gals!
Table 4- Correlations agronomic traits in 105families F3 generation of Becher x Kavir cross

i Trait 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22
12 LL 2 S,dsb 1

13 LW o8 055 0.39* 1

14 TS e JSolus 0.08™  -0.002™ 1

15 SS  elislus 0.49° 0.24° 0.12" 1

16 G.Sabiw 55 wls sl 0.15™ 0.08™ -0.02m 0.19° 1

17 G.Luis J b 0.06™ 0.06™ 0.18™ 0.17™ 0.21° 1

18 G.Dals ki 0.003®  0003®  -0.05™ 0.01™ 0.84™  -0.001% 1

19 T.CWais 132 055 -0.11™ 001"  -0.06™ -0.14 -0.43" -0.24° .02 1

20 B.Y s 55e5dmaSes 0,110 -0.02" 0.52° 0.09™ 0.02 0.07  0.07"  0.03™ 1

21 GY  ahssShe -0.02®  -016° 047 o01™  o003® 029"  o10®  o002® 067 1

22 HE b pasls -0.16™ -0.15™ -0.06" -0.13™ 0.02" 026 006 -0.007  -04* 0.3~ 1

AL 055 sl fae pe 5 o) =y &G Jlez| cla.u 03 613 gra o kaslas 5 5 4 NS sk oo

ns, * and **, are non-significant and significant at 5 and 1% of probability levels, respectively.

_,q-FsJ@):Ji;,a&uﬁizaﬁbjwl}ﬁiuQ\_,;;Aicla.ﬂ.k:-\j):db:ﬂa.;ébirlf@rlfoﬂ;)qk;@ljfb Jod
25 % e SN Jols
Table 5- Stepwise regression analysis for grain yield per unit area as the dependent variable and
independent variables in the atmosphere F3 generation of a cross Becher x Kavir

Jde ol BL51 sl ize Cub Ll O s £ 5 il o R?) s s s
Variable Entered (Constant) (Regression coefficients)
bl b2 b3
S5 dsms See B.H - 2097.967 0.022+* 0.470
ol sesls H -5397.06%*  0.032* 162.63* 0.977
a5y, D.H o -8240.10* 0.33* 163.33"* 23.42+ 0.979

Sl 7N C]a.ﬂjs Dl gae godiasolas ¥

*:

" is significant at 1% of probability levels.
Jol s alol p (WA OLKs 5 (s Cule 4 i

g g3 S e Ll S Cde a bro sl o lalyy ol 4l 4 s L

S el lng odd bl pE 40l g S
il 3 Shee 655 15 SF 9 puiiee F p Sk
3 et 125 (V/0N9) 655 5 3 Sas o
b s Sl G5 5 o Sas 5 (poalin b 55 i
S Sosenly 3 Al paain by, Che

b s Bos Lame 4y o 51 5 0355 (S5
Sslize s b hleST 53 Sl (Sen s an &
om oole Suen 054 Sl gae 45 JIF 5
s e oy g p B o Ll Dliv
3 s SISOl e sl )y Bl (I she
Ls oslizal o 4 8 g S5 Jie S s
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Table 6- Direct and indirect effects on grain yield based on path analysis Fs; generation of a cross
Becher x Kavir

Indirect effects i 2 5

Cio pea L b oSk Sl el s Shee bt (S
Trait Direct Y S50 5 H.I Correlation
effects D.H BY of traitld withgrain yield
D.H _esdint 35, 0.041% _ -0.254 0.023 -0.19*
B.Y & 5dps Slee  1.016™ -0.010 0.31 0.68*
Sl asls 0.784™ 0.001 0.406 - 0.37*
H.I
otiledl I 0.03
Residual effect
30T Sl ke 5 ainte o lp 03 Sladgs 4

ol 03 d el o Olea 55 ol amalr Sl
s f a pSle akd sl ol sl Jsds
s Shee Gliml 53 Shae Slivo gl J5 ke
S o Ol (Y Jsd) Cl s 1)
s, > -(Vanbeuningen and Busch., 1997)
ST ol pdE 05, ¥ 53 (S5 8
S8 5 13U (K T adate 4w 4 by o Sl
Yo dmuily LOT e eslizel (glad s 4o
038 7 5 o L F Jolb oS 2 855058
Gl Wy o3y Y Jezke oS s 1S Se S

.-XSJ}T Cwd

Sl bl Gl iy 5 (S sld s 4

Cilse Glaaysly o s K55 g5 s
Ghues 8 5 Dl sues £ sl 0T 5l &5 sl
(Romesborg, 1990) s o eslinul b 55
2 oodlgls VY (glas s 4 Sl ol ol S5
ol el sl T Y S s ey Slie el
Sl Aol Sleslial b5 syl Sy 4w
el 2235 plnil Aol jloms Ol greas Ikl
O] 4T s 53 anlllan 350 p5) Gtuos S ol
S et eld JSi5 gl 8 o
S e e sl sl [y 0 8 e
P oSle oy § 51 a3 oy p 3550 Dl
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Fig. 1: dendrogram of cluster analysis barley families

s 30sm Sl (5l S Kk 105 8 a ke o 3 ikl o) w5 ldtis -V Jgder
Table 7- Average value and standard deviation for each group of average total for the traits

lgroup) o5 ,% 2 (@roup) o5 3 (group) oy 5 4 @roup) o5 5
Sliw Sl | Sl | BINFH ol ol BIRVA Ol il
Trait content Deviation Content Deviation content  Deviation Content Deviation

035 &l ydy slaws NS 236.22P -3.62 259.162 -26.57 1159 117.58 226.40° 6.17
ey sl (M) T.P 322.06 5.58 382.23 -54.62 232.50 95.10 312.97 14.62
D.H (asdan b 55, slaw 117.92 0.29 117.65 0.56 120 -1.78 118.50 -0.28
S5 P55 S Ay U 555 514D M 151.30 -0.17 150.98 0.14 151.33 -0.20 151.08 0.038
€13 04 5 0595 Jsb G.F.P 3257 0.044 32.50 0.11 30.83 1.78 32.74 -0.12
%5 ¢us,I P.H (cm) 99.59° 0.020 102.54 -2.93 97.17¢ 2.43 98.70° -0.90
JSlay J b P.L(cm) 25.04 -0.38 24.39 0.26 22.88 1.76 24.72 -0.06
dew Jsb S.L cm) 6.48 0.043 6.67 0.21 6.46 0.42 7 -0.12
&Sy dsb AlL(cm) 11.01 -0.06 11.02 0.07 10.66 0.29 10.89 0.05
de 5055 (9r) TW.S 783.36" -38.85 832.772 -92.77 440.99¢ 303.50 704.69° 39.82
JSGlay ks P.D(cm) 2.61 -0.043 251 0.052 251 151 2.57 -0.001
S pdbLL em 11.05 -0.010 11.17 -0.124 10.32 0.72 11.01 0.03
a2 05 LW@ED 0.03 -0.001 0.02 0.001 0.02 0.001 0.02 8.32
dew JS 5l T.S 569.77P -12.24 639.322 82.03 347.5¢ 210.02 530.76¢ 26.76
axlin 3lus 8.8 11.19 0.07 11.38 -0.125 10.96 0.29 11.27 -0.01

i 53 &l slaw G.S 44.08 -0.76 4352 -0.20 41.07 2.24 43.11 0.20
<> Jb G.L (cm) 14.12 -0.41 13.35 0.35 9.04 4.65 13.77 -0.07
s ks G.DEm) 1.86 0.03 1.98 -0.08 1.87 0.028 1.89 0.007
<ls,l30 055 T.G.W (gr) 29.50 -0.33 29.13 0.037 29.02 0.144 28.97 0.19
&S5 852 5,%s BY (h.m?) 18443.9¢  -1371.1  22052.1"  -4979.3  3229.6° 9743.1 14951¢ 21217
als s Skee GUY () 6075.1° -160.7 71782 212721 2205.2¢ 5526.1 5526.1¢ 388.7
als el HI 33.05P 2.022 32.91¢ 2.16 31.16¢ 37.10 37.10° -2.03

)
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Abstract

The most important cereal Barley and due to the high compatibility of different
environments screw. In order to evaluate the agronomic morphophysiological trait of barley,
103 families F3 of a cross Becher x Kavir in randomized complete block design with three
replications at the Agricultural Research Station of Gonbad kavus was cultured.The most
important traits measured, grain yield, number of spike, number of grains per spike, biological
yield, total weight and length spike Analysis of variance showed that all traits except plant
height was a positive and significant. Results the comparison average showed the highest and
least grain yield was related 87(8572.8) and 6(1946.3) families. The highest correlation
coefficient was related to grain yield and biological yield (r=0.68"). Cluster analysis divided
families into four groups that it of 55 families was the largest group. The highest grain yield
(7187/05) and the total number of spikes (639/56) belong to the second group, as well as for
grain weight (29/50) and number of grains per spike (44/08) highest the amount was in the first
group. Stepwise regression analysis biological yield the first adjective, grain yield model and
0.470 of the changes to be justified. Path analysis showed that biological yield (1.016) highest
strong and direct impact on yield. Identify the attributes and the relationship between them it is
necessary to determine the selection criteria and can be effective in the selection of high
yielding genotypes.
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