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Evaluation of yield components of 20 genotypes of durum wheat to drought
stress
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Table 3. Pedigree of 20 Genotypes durum wheat
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Table 5. Grain yield and yield components under control and cut irrigation (Duncan %5)
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Table 6. Comparison of means for yield and yield components in 20 durum genotypes
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Table 7. Comparison of means for STI in 20 durum genotypes
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Evaluation of yield components of 20 genotypes of durum wheat to drought stress

Seyed Saeed Sayahi', Shahab Sadat", Koorosh Behnamfar*

Abstract

To assess evaluated of efficiency 20 genotypes of durum wheat to drought stress in the end of
season, an experiment agriculture was conducted as split plot design in randomized complete
block with 4 replication in dezful during 2013-2014. The basic factor of this test include
irrigation two levels and secondary factor includes 20 genotypes. The late planting date
considered that plant faced with drought stress in the end of season. Yield, Yield components
are measured and harvest index is calculated. Yield components according to average of 20
panicle are calculated. Traits that studied with flowering stage cut irrigation significant
decrease in the level of (%1) of them demonstrated. At the end, drought stress tolerance index
(STI) by using of the relation Fernandez as a criterion for measuring drought stress tolerance
in the end of season at 20 genotypes studied. The number of (5, 6, 18, 10, 11, 17, 14) of high
stress tolerance index and significant than 20 genotypes were advantage. But stress tolerance
index of two genotypes 5 and 14 were advantage than another genotypes. The yield correlation
between (STI) and environment showed that (STI) is the best indicator for assessing durum
wheat genotypes.
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