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Table 1- Advanced lines of durum wheat in experiment
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Table 2- Analysis of variance traits of study in durum wheat lines under drought stress on
spilt plot experiment on the basis ranomized complete blocks design

oobese ol &l 0gs dls s Sles s abolae diw Jsb S ol sl ISy Jb gl A i b

Biomass Weight of  Grain yield . Spike Peduncle  Height T s.0.v

Sl : T PEL @303l
1000 grains . Lenght = . Lenght
Harvest Index Number of grain Flag leafarea  Number of fertile d.f
in spike tiller

BB

00l ns 0.0lns 2573* 0.01 ns 1.13ns 049ns 0.03ns 0.0lns 0.01ns 0.03ns 2  Replication
dal
Stress

0.03 ns 78.50** 289.33** 31549/39" 50.15%* 2.82%*  ().85%* 12.10**  1.20** 22.10** 4 Stages
Jsl gl

0.10 0.08ns 1623 0.01 0.59 0.13 0.04 0.02 0.05 0.14 8 E(a)
Y

352,147 72457 161.317 15307 381.817" 3460.53" 7 Line
1

OIS

Stress

” " Stayes

0.06ns 87.24™  46.677 603596  23.95"  1.00 31.14™ 1.82 15.00" 10048 28 XLine
sl

*

0.06ns 15180" 424.05" 57328.80"

£2°
0.04 0.06 6.36 0.01 0.43 0.32 0.60 0.20 0.10 0.16 70 E (b)

2%

Ol pis
6.50 6.70 4.90 20.20 2.19 7.35 15.70 1.72 8.60 4.90 - cv

Ck—ﬂ): LSD Q)AJI)‘ oalaul Ls r_})jz (a.l.g u,ﬂx U’:"J (_}P-‘J.A J;w.a Q‘JJ‘ LS‘J" QLﬂ...p u:f-‘lv::‘ QLW.iu.A - Y J)J}

70 Jlaz|
Table3- Comparision of traits mean for interaction effects of stress stages Xdurum wheat line
with use from LSD %5

Sl el &ils)lia 03y «ls .)f% o3 @l sl s Jsb \5/)1 Sl sy sl Jﬁ;ui Jsb CL&JJ\ JLY oS A e
[EWSN) (r)f> A2 pS) Al Gre Sl) Sl o sk (e sl G L) Line Stress Stage
Harvest  Weight of (g Number of  Spike (a2  Numberof Peduncle Height (cm)
Index (%) looo Grain yield Grain In Length (cm) Flag leat Fertile TillerLength (cm)
Grains(gr) (gr/m) Spike area(cm)
Jals
4422  60.14 473.14 3607 738 2138 520 34.88 69.70 1 (Control)
Aals

38.72 50.80 507.70 34.80 6.09 17.20 7.62 31.53 68.77 2 (Control)
Aals

40.72 57.62 603.12 37.30 5.08 23.40 4.20 32.14 71.09 3 (Control)
Jals

43.18 53.65 402.08 28.20 9.18 13.29 8.41 37.05 96.24 4 (ControD)
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43.36

34.63

35.85

35.31

36.54

43.18

40.47

31.23

31.46

35.54

31.60

3542

44.33

38.56

40.45

43.50
43.14
34.47
3544
36.35
36.22
38.58

40.79

58.38

49.48

65.52

51.88

58.57

55.62

60.43

50.18

57.42

41.63

52.07

41.53

61.58

52.88

56.0

51.38

54.5

47.36

42.36

45.75

55.47

51.43

57.63

345.17

476.14

344.74

391.16

415.87

402.71

404.45

341.95

345.18

313.44

285.75

363.44

601.02

402.08

437.72

404.74

340.69

399.18

321.02

364.98

415.89

402.71

404.32

35.49

23.59

31.23

25.99

30.51

32.52

37.44

2431

39.75

24.10

23.74

25.82

36.33

39.86

29.43

29.50

33.70

26.10

24.71

28.18

31.16

32.12

34.66

5.50

9.90

10.57

10.62

7.75

4.59

5.55

9.39

4.95

9.83

7.76

9.70

6.48

5.98

5.15

9.62

5.45

9.61

10.64

11.01

6.85

4.99

4.50
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17.50

12.32

7.28

13.66

18.60

18.57

17.60

19.30

13.52

16.20

7.57

11.41

18.54

18.68

17.60

14.53

13.23

16.65

7.44

11.55

13.61

18.40

18.76

4.27

7.93

6.20

6.43

447

3.64

3.91

4.44

3.92

5.52

5.72

4.92

4.07

3.41

3.93

6.23

3.46

5.62

6.94

5.62

6.94

5.62

4.47

31.14

44.15

40.50

36.47

38.58

38.58

33.35

42.63

27.64

38.58

42.48

38.27

33.75

32.15

33.98

43.17

31.16

44.95

42.48

41.68

38.60

29.10

33.35

60.94

106.24

82.31

98.31

63.08

68.89

66.35

100.41

68.23

86.00

97.65

92.82

69.69

68.77

71.34

96.21

60.93

106.20

82.50

98.01

63.41

68.23

66.46

5

dals
(Control)
Jals
(Control)
Jals
(trolCon)
Jals
(Control)
e
(Tillering)
P
(Tillering)
I
(Tillering)
e
(Tillering)
ey
(Tillering)
ey
(Tillering)
Sy
(Tillering)
I
(Tillering)
sl
(Stemmed)
P
(Stemmed)
LY v
(Stemmed)
sl
(Stemmed)
sl
(Stemmed)
sl
(Stemmed)
sl
(Stemmed)
sl
(Stemmed)
ey
(Flowering)
P2
(Flowering)
ey

(Flowering)
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38
31.51 4432 34195 23.70 9.83 17.46 3.64 42.63 100.32 4 (Flowering)
P35
31.61 55.05 345.18 33.45 5.13 19.52 3.91 27.64 68.27 5 (Flowering)
P
52.50 4948  313.62 2248 9.52 17.52 4.43 38.56 86.16 6 (Flowering)
P35
31.38 48.87  285.68 23.50 8.25 16.39 3.92 39.60 98.24 7 (Flowering)
P
35.30 429 36344 22.46 9.38 7.73 5.52 3827 9296 8 (Flowering)
Sadls
43.62 57.92  601.02 36.33 6.65 11.27 5.72 3493 59.84 1 (Grain Filling)
Glodils
35.71 48.55 40233 39.73 6.11 18.57 4.92 31.50  67.03 2 (Grain Filling)
Sadls
49.37 554 437771 29.43 5.59 18.56 4.11 31.14  68.93 3 (Grain Filling)
Glodils
26.54 45.68 40474 29.50 9.14 17.66 3.42 43.18  88.05 4 (Grain Filling)
Shadls
38.64 48.52  340.69 33.70 5.32 19.30 3.93 31.14  64.59 5 (Grain Filling)
Glodils
33.94 39.12 399.14 26.10 9.75 13.61 6.21 4382 94.23 6 (Grain Filling)
Gadls
37.62 3636  321.05 24.71 9.81 16.34 3.46 40.85 90.96 7 (Grain Filling)
Glodls

24.21 38.74 36498 28.18 1045 7.59 5.62 36.51 101.90 8 (Grain Filling)

0.39 4.11 108.3 1.73 2.73 0.28 0.39 0.51 7.65 1LSD’5 ~

f_,,ﬁf.\:f&:‘ﬁ/\‘_;u &o’ﬁs&bu‘ &‘f@d&@&:ﬁ\y‘w/’. _fdj-*?
Table4- Correlation of mean traits under drought stress stages for 8 lines durum wheat

e el O3 380es 53 il sl @alie Jsb S cles amy ol (IS sk (Dplsl
0" Wil Walsylm (W) g (P Spike (Vo ("),sb  Peduncle  Height
Biomass  Harvest Weightof Grain Number Length Flay Leat Number of Lenght
Index looo Yield of Grain Area Fertile Tille
Grains In Spike
1 1
1 087" 2
1 094"  0.92" 3
1 -0.66 -0.55 064 4
1 0757 093" 092" 094" 5
1 095" 0727 0947 -0927 -09 6
1 0.55  -0.45 0.60 -0.53 -0.30 010 7
1 062" 081" -081" -066 -076  -061" -089" 8
1 0777 -079° -068 -0.75 077  -0.69 052  -0.75 9

1 -0.15 -0.11 0.07 -0.49 0.46 -0.44 0.46 0.54 0.40 10
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Table5- Indices of drought tolerant in durum wheat lines

Line Yp Y TOL MP GMP SSI STI MSTI
1 473.14 415.9 57.24 444.52 443.59 0.63 1.1 1.14
2 507.7 402.71 104.99  455.20 452.16 1.09 1.04 1.36
3 603.12 404.32 198.8 503.72 193.81 1.74 1.24 2.30
4 402.08 60.13 372.01 372.79 370.79 0.79 0.70 0.57
5 345.17 345.17 0 345.17 345.17 0 0.60 0.36
6 476.14 313.63 162.51 394.88 386.43 1.80 0.76 0.87
7 344.75 285.68 59.07 315.21 313.82 0.90 0.50 0.30
8 391.16 363.44 27.72 377.3 377.04 0.37 0.72 0.56
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Table6-Correlation of drought tolerant in durum wheat lines

Y Ys TOL MP GMP SSI STI
Yr
Y 0.66
TOL 0.85 0.19
MP 0.96 0.84" 0.68
GMP 0.94" 0.87" 0.64 0.99”
SSI 0.74° 0.01 0.97" 0.53 0.49
STI 0.95" 0.86 0.66 0.99" 0.99" 0.50
MSTI 0.97" 0.71" 0.79" 0.95" 0.94" 0.64 0.96
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