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Evaluation of Grain Yield and Yield Components in Bread Wheat
Genotypes under Different Moisture Regimes

v ) Yo e ) oL
ShSyplpos 5 Sy sibe ¢ godes Sl

1 e Pl 5 el 05 8 ¢ ol e oDl ST o1 LSl 5 Ll (B Gl (g gmtils o 4 Y 5 )
49‘]4 ‘ﬁ" 6})}\.‘1\5 QL&.:B:J W}A G)EJ\S.«"—Y

FRVIYIYA 2 by g a6 IRV 22l 50 G o6

oU>

G5 dloxe . sk o sline L;Lava_j)): oL (J.'ngLa S 3 Sles gl 5 4l 5 Shes Uil IYRY g gy 9.0 Slwwgy e soluno
SN o YA S W

40 23 PO 4 sl g3 1) ((GRgbos G 4 06 P (S gi Jodl e (551 gbiie 4
T 653 (sl 5L 99) (oS SolwT 9 (p29) (Kis i 53 Night 9 Y537 walls 61 of o
3590 41 o 3 (532858 Do oyl 13 VFAY-AA £l) Jlo 38 o 55 dw b B0l ol Sy gl
290 Slarigi) § (Hume Dgliie Ll ph 93 (pw 45 318 O 8y il lg 4 28 A 7 1 adillae
Sl 5 dame x Caigil Plite F1.obld 3929 8 Khos =131 9 410 & Khos (ST (510 e D9 axllas
i i oo 33 OV SL GOE (K815 4 358 gl bl g .09 318 %0 ok (6 ;050 Sl il
Gl e 52 g (Seafallah/3/Sbn/Trm/K253) ¥ g (Azar2/78Zhong291-99) ¥ o slo—is Sl i}
1% (Sabalan/84.40023//Seafallah) ¥ (F10s-1/ATAY/GALVEZS7) 1Y o sloms Sl i 33 (omdut S
Wy B GGE Joms bl i daild (5 yidw 4518 3 )Khos (SUBEN-7) 1Y g (PYN/BAU/BONITO)
s 32 (BAYRAKTAR)11 3 (SABALAN/4/VRZ/3/ORF1.148/TDL/BLO) 4 o5l (SLd msigi}
Ol o o iy (i 55 L1 5 93 0392 e ST (82 comlin 1Y 03led o333 9 552 SBoi3
0 sl i 933 (ol (ST Ly 33 § JUKA 10 P,F oS YFAY LY osled 955 4 Loy o 4515 5 ;Chos
418 8 yhos «p ST 418 515 39 (pSOe &5 Wb g0 (IS ST 099 JUD Ho p S ks YOAY LY
A S 399 A 418 Ol 9 0398 Job 9 Ao 0 O/F il g Ll (o Sle £IY dgy W41 o 5ol £OY
o 0 o 5395 (oS okl Tulyh 53 59518 (ke sgb & Bouigid 9 Wb Sl Pl (iS5 balyd
Jyam £ 5765 AND (B pas ST s o 0 » SN 4 (oS okl (Balo3T 50 ki) dlivw 59ab>
b g5 2 B b & e il 413

«e¥I99) “:JMQ: b GGE «famo x %9:) c& ‘M 6)[9)-" cfd.\f U L EY 3]

CAVFVAVEAVE - il moslemi_ma@yahoo.com :J guws ol 55

7\



WAY Lo oF o5led YASY Al " 3y 9 Jlgi (83154 dlxa”

S .(Sanchez— Diaz et al., 2002) > 44 .
ogftw)‘yg@,b,ﬂj,péu;\;\
Q}Uojfol:»dwléumlfdzbq‘tfw\
b o 3Ll oLE o3l IS 5, b
Lo Lne S 0t o b 5 g L
L s opodin 5l o8 Sas s buy
A3 Aol r alS di b oS0 s
3,8 oo 55U s 1S 0T I ey

.(Khazaie, 2002 <Richards et al., 2001)
4S 4sls plis (Zi-Zhenli et al., 2004)
&f}ééh)@é&)S))JJJ&)LﬁT
S1s 5, Shae 50lE L) ) oogr S0 ol
3ld ol o éa.u d-lg 5o dlw slass o5l
gﬁ\::&&@\éw&xﬁd@pdb
4S ol ol 03l QL&J‘Q-;‘ ‘“UJJLS‘)L‘“:'
e 1S e Ay )3 i sl
Slslls asls 039 9305 dlicw j5 adls slaws
5, Shes alS ol s 5 Shas (5 28

SalS Ay by 2o bl s s 4ls

Sldas JaalS dawly 4 ummen 5 &l I O
H‘ijo\_;f).}‘\_;bjil?;_wut_?dg:
sls lis 65 .as 3, S (Samarah, 2005)
G b s 5, s 2alS Coge 55 &S
L als 5 059 9 i 5o 4l sl Jrals
chbn.\:-‘))bﬁyb‘ﬁdb-d‘b
33 50,15 3b S A5 Oak Lyl 8
wfjagfj_bjui&_?'cru)‘j‘ﬁj
el dali Hlad 4o G Glisles , &

Y

EVIEV-TY
Ao )3 YF 3 gl (65,58 Sl 5 05 el
Yo g e S 1y e el el s
Ok PIY 5 55,5 DI d 5 5l ds o
64_{@254_3)}3569\)5 ol 5l S
N PP B (,4_;? Sls jola st

SIS

RPN [PV gL | [ S
3L 250 G Aoy 00 5 5y p Lo ys FO

S

L N

(Tajbakhsh and Poor-Mirza, 2004)
ol ek Jotlss e S S S

j‘jb)\.:\_?u.ﬁ J._.;“OL_:?-AJ‘)LS"‘)J_{‘\S

u\_lfrﬁcr_.a\_?b)}‘

DY game GB35 Sl wlse (p Sodkes
T e sl 4 Ol 5 01 =1 5o (2,5
sl OAe Hs IS, 4k 4 .(Blume, 1999)
L gte g aliw 1 53 ails slds )b aliw
A s s, Sl Jol (gl t 1) Laashs 03
s 5 (Koocheki et al., 2005) 4,5
L Obe jon Ladils Od 5 Ol s Gl
o 3 EalS 5 L oyl dm s il
;ﬁ L;LA‘_;)L‘..&Q)W.C,.J Sl by
Lol g ably S 2 8 dom o ) g 5
o o 33 8 s o AL 5 S
@WJ&L@A_?%:J.JJ}L@\AM;QMJ@
055 ol cls FuSTs o s i ol
Sl 015 5 Shas j2alS ams 53 5 4ls e
i s (Mohammadi et al., 2010)
DS 10093 O ol S o po Juad Sl

s asls 35 5 4y 3, Shes [2alS (s



w3 Shas gl 5 4l 5 Shas b5

o315 Olis adils OAs a0 b js b
033 3 e SalS sl 2y b,y 0 S
ol Lasia LLI,l s )5 558 0 &l e
St SR 5 3l g0 0,505 Jumeta o)) oS
JLES o g oo )s gomd Hsb 4 b g dils
oo 333 3 9 35 iy BOT )3 Sdoms
(Reynolds et al., 2000) 1> 5 Hls, 45
2Bl @y o adih s e 0 b
Sls 3 glie slye o, 53 5 Jlisl Cs L
slge Hldas g9y p V.A;.JTJ}?S.J)\JLS:.W{
Il Hlie (535 = b 5 Bl 53 old o 3
PRt g NK TR T Y|
SlLalydn o S o o3 Hliis gl)ls A
o 58 510 | ) (i Bl 55 (6 S
Colg s s il il had dob 5 g S
4_?53:3).5}:}_&@{.545@)3 OT 03 Hldia
Wb e 2S5 ale JUsl b6 sl g luds
S 5l x (Ehdaie et al., 2006a,b)
Iy adS Bl 53 old 0 503 SCas o3l I
o b gy U5 & il gr o S oo
o 3 S o3l Hldfe dwlows (gl
3,8 S5 eslinul 5y 00 0l s Jiie 5 ol s
55 i sl ¢~== .(Ehdaie et al., 2008)
30T O pme 1S eliasilis O g5 eSS
OT 51 5o (s ool OT 5508 Lol i
@3lassl Lo ise 4 ¢Sis osle olazs|
YL Csls y etls o e 45T Sl olS
o YL St o3l ez pl ol 55 s

Ll o Sidles S 0l 53 (815 (sl o

Y

OLLSn 5 ailew sls 2ol S 1, oils
S Ws S 558 (Simane et al., 1993)
Loocie  Sen o2ils bdiw 53 41> sluw
33 55 il s, Ses et 1413 05
ol oS el T 5 by s Ll s
(Gutteiri et al., 2001) o,Len 5 6,555
Pl 53 Wil e DT 5508 ST sl 0L
oo Al sluas 2alS js glane 51 Calise
(.x_;qugu,,uf el 1S sl baali
S OT il s 4 s o cis” ST
gl Sl 35 0 Slads 4 Wil 5 oo Sle 0o
Lrb@@m_ﬁw.mwgw,\f
LS A0 5 oS J s S 5 4y s
23 pE Al Slal s s o o gl
O a plaes (@S a5 oS ble
ST oS5 OT Cusgoms Ll o 53 o5 o
Lls oo 5T (S (25 6 e Joos
Ll anils 6,28 5, Shee a8 500y
3, Shes 0330 05 oo (2B iz 4 ol
sl ds b gsls oty Ll b -l s
o e 03555 (6,5 5k %’T@tﬂ S
iS55 S 4 OT oo Ll s
(Cone et al.,, 2004) cl Cws owlis
333, Skee gl 55, Shee Ly g lL
ol o ls oo 51 Olopen 25 Lyl 2
SRS e sla S ) (8L sl ol
Cml gl 54 lnasl 5l (6l o
.(Emam et al., 2007; Samarah, 2005)

A a3 Sl Sl ok s



WAY Lo oF o5led YASY Al " 3y 9 Jlgi (83154 dlxa”

it Joli i leiT ey GolwesleT Slles
5 S AL 8 el o3 (ol 2 TS L
S8 o ole s il LL eSSl eslizal
3 p A 5Ly ge b 5 05 5 (A
Ola 08 NeoP30 Jsa b b 5 &Sl 0 05T bl
A O s ISl ) A sl L
.(Feizi Asl et al., 2004)
a5 L eSS LT JialesT 5o okt
oKyl 53 o il (sl i g5 s 4
Ol e 4 535S s> (§555leS” Dl
233 6okl 5 S8 0lej 5o e s 0
Il s g sl dbiw ) 55 ad> 10
3. CL;JJ;»&:AY" Ol jae 0SSl g
U ey s dle gl o)) b Job
PSSP (R o3 i slas el b
Sy U ) sl 5 asaln ado e
Sl O et 53 aSls sl (S5 g 50
als 5, Sl 5 ¢S5 P gm 5 - Shas casls
olas j b 4 a0 ummen s Sl
ool 4y Slaw Slawe y Ol O S a3l
b JSI, b i Iy a5 5 ¢l
)JMJJ%JMJV%J;&?J{J%
Sl Ceds [ pbate an s (6 =S oSl LapT
Lo 5" slgsl 5 il 5l e o lail>
P yae plnS L O, S el s Sl
035 Jle i (eilisly a2 51 8l Sils
Sl LSS il 51 il clalles
Sl dlie 28 8 13 A 5 s g 300
g 53 PSS g 3T Sl eslial Ly Slis

V¥

sl

Sl e 5 e
5 gl il (S bl s s 25
L Ser 5 o s,T 5 (Yoo A) 0L, Sen
¢Sz o5le 035 oo (Araus et al., 1998)
e (Soen 413 3 Shes 5 Bl 53 35 50
S ol 03 .58 I 1) auls sme
lacs 55 55 0T il 5 asls 5, Shes
oSS LT sladase 53 0L (v“f B

NEPETPY

Bg) 9 Slge
523 DUt ol 53 gy 2 1
b el YPAV-M o5 Il 55 480 0
a3 BN oWl a Jsb slls oK) oyl
Sl ez 3TV oSl o o0 5 (S5
I Lss e 51620 W #li ) )5 505y
b5y o e S das @Bl S 1S5
(Mahmoodi, 2009) c—ul I3, 55 5 5 | 3
3 5 D s S OT S il
AL 515 (Feizi Asl et al., 2004) &
53T Jols adlan ol 53 eslinul 5 50
qﬁxjnjv,ﬂ(u)m,wwuv,ufa;%
L;LAS}L' CJEQB):S-}J)};’ dals Ol ge
Lyl 95 55 55,0 4w b dolas |8
sl 3y 0 (eSS (LT 5 s (o
s Jels ol sl S s 5 415
FaEla ¥ bybs dlobl g 2o b
o 53 YA bl 50 Ol 5 5

s r.._b.u u%}jé‘:)\}bojjg@}]l{



w3 Shas gl 5 4l 5 Shas b5

A& oslaws| Excel s SPSS ¢ Genstat

g b
w‘)bw}jb}ﬁéu%‘}:}&w

el el i eals Ola ) J)J_"- BE) LS—.‘:E’J

Py ISP JEIIY. N e
dmlie 51 (055 () b L
A oslizal SNk GGE I bss X . 55
«Yan, 2001 «Gauch and Zobel, 1997)

4 2o ) - (Mohammadi et al., 2007

Jals CG‘)‘) ob r.lf&h%’y} aﬁ;ﬁa—\ d)..\:—
Table 1. Pedigree of bread wheat genotypes and check cultivars

Genotype  Pedigree Origin
No.
Iran

1 Sabalan//Cno79/Prl"S"/3/P{82200/4/Ebvd99-1
2 Sabalan/84.40023//Seafallah Iran
3 Azar2/78Zhong291-99 Iran
4 Seafallah/3/Sbn//Trm/K253 Iran
5 SARA CIMMYT
6 RAN/NE701136//C113449/CTK/3/CUPE/4/F134.71/NAC/5/MV 17 IWWIP
7 SN64//SKE/2* ANE/3/SX/4/BEZ/5/SER1/6/VORONA/HD2402/7/F10S-1 IWWIP
8 F1-1S-1//CIMMARRON IWWIP
9 SABALAN/4/VRZ/3/OR F1.148/TDL//BLO Iran

10 KARAHAN Turkey
11 BAYRAKTAR Turkey
12 F10S-1//ATAY/GALVEZS87 CIMMYT
13 SABALAN/4/VRZ/3/OR F1.148/TDL//BLO Iran

14 F130-L-1-12/LAGOS IWWIP
15 F134.71/NAC//ZOMBOR IWWIP
16 PYN/BAU//BONITO IWWIP
17 SUBEN-7 Turkey
18 SARDARI-HD84//UNKN/HATUSHA Iran

19 HN7/OROFEN//BINS8/3/SER1/4/ IWWIP
20 Turkey PYT(1999-2000)-49//4848 Mashad/Tui"s" IRW2003-1355 Iran

21 Sardari-101 Iran

22 Alvand(Check) Iran

23 Azar-2(Check) Iran
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Table 2 . Analysis of variance for different traits of bread wheat genotypes under drough condition

MS cle e o S

wrys Sy by s diwslas Gls 558 03 13 > Shas S5 sm 3 Shes aoy Sl gl Al Jsb

@137 e
SOV, Sl e df. D.M. SM® TKW G.Y. B.Y. TL PH S.L.
Replication IS 2 11.84" 51.32™ 14.89" 2751850.9" 14965569.9™ 0.13" 175.9" 0.08™
Genotype sy 22 3.28™ 4283.42° 34.25" 148925.8 1453305.9" 0.79" 114.37 1.69"
Error L 44 2.89 2375.05 3.63 34409.1 659187.9 0.22 8.0 0.09
C.V.% () o i sy 0.72 9.46 7.37 7.93 10.66 24.59 4.52 3.75

TN 570 Jlz! Tk 53 I3 mn l3 an b o 5 4 FE 5 ¥ s

ns, * and **: Not significant, significant at 5% and 1% levels of probability, repectively.

D.M.: Date to maturity; SM*: Number of spike per square meter; TKW: 1000 Kernel weight; G.Y.: Grain yield; B.Y.: Biological yield; TL: Tiller number; PH: Plant
height; S.L.: Spike length.
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Table 2. Continued
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@337 i o
SOV. Sl e df. S.W.S. Sh.L. N.S.S. N.seed H.I. Ped.L. D.H. V.Sh
Replication IS 2 0.034™ 6.14" 3.547 39.14™ 5274 96.29" 2.53" 0.36™
Genotype sy 22 0.0517" 617" 6.62"" 4736 17.457 27.92% 3.48™ 0.76™
Error L 44 0.007 0.28 0.81 5.55 7.33 3.95 3.49 0.96
C.V. % () o i g 13.28 3.52 7.04 10.21 9.66 11.31 0.93 22.94

ns, * and **: Not significant, significant at 5% and 1% levels of probability, repectively.

TN 570 Jlz! [ DL TS NS R PYEL L

S.W.S.: Seed weight in spike Sh.L.: Sheath length; N.S.S.: Number spiklet in spike; N.Seed: Number seed in spike; HI: Harvest index; Ped.L.: Peduncle length; DH:
Date to heading; V.Sh: Vigor in shooting stage.
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Table 3. Analysis of variance for different traits of bread wheat genotypes under supplementary irrigation

MS by o Kol

ey w05 wls 3 Slas 3 Slas <5l i Jgb i 24l 055 SN J b 53 apbin sl

@137 55 i
SOV, Sl g df. TKW G.Y. B.Y. PH S.L. S.W.S. Sh.L. N.S.S.
Replication A5 2 2.22" 379277.8™ 3033374447 10027 167" 0.34" 6.96" 13.93"
Genotype wsss 22 40547 567122.17  1842311.1™ 63.02" 224" 0.14" 3.15" 11.59™
Error Le 44 1.62 125127.5 1639501.2 23.65 0.14 0.02 0.32 1.23
CV.% (1) S ks s 3.61 11.82 11.86 7.00 4.26 13.08 4.37 7.79

£14

A Izl o 53 Sl gme 5 3 dmn b 55 4 F* ms
ns and **: Not significant and significant at 1% level of probability, repectively.

TKW: 1000 Kernel weight; G.Y.: Grain yield; B.Y.: Biological yield; PH: Plant height; S.L.: Spike length; S.W.S.: Seed weight in spike; Sh.L.: Sheath length;
N.S.S.: Number spiklet in spike.
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Table 3. Continued ¥ J gl asls|
MS Sl e o Siles
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©3T s pIow S
- e [ 2
SOV, Sl g df. H.I N.seed Ped.L. D.H. D.M. V.Sh TL SM
Replication IS 2 60.197  112.80" 9.40"™ 586.25™ 6.94™ 0.10™ 0.56™ 3841.56"
Genotype wsss 22 58.56"  106.18" 23.737 700.85™ 2.34™ 047" 0.24™ 1145.69"™
Error L 44 5.31 11.18 10.84 687.09 2.59 0.57 0.27 2257.56
C.V.% (1) Ol s s 5 6.86 12.08 14.89 12.06 0.62 19.17 31.06 9.69

ns and **: Not significant and significant at 1% level of probability, repectively.

A Izl o 3 Sl gme 5 I3 fmn b 55 4 ** 5ms

HI: Harvest index; N.Seed: Number seed in spike; Ped.L.: Peduncle length; DH: Date to heading; D.M.: Date to maturity; V.Sh: Vigor in shooting stage; TL: Tiller
number; SM”: Number o spike per square meter.
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Table 4. Mean comparison of agronomic traits of bread genotypes under frought condition

Genotype SM? TKW GY. B.Y. PH S.L. H.I P.L. D.M. T.L. S.W. Sh.L. N.S.S. N.seed
No. (€9) (kgha™) (kgha™) (cm) (cm) (%) (cm) (2 (cm)
1 608.7a 22.1jj 2335cdefg  8391abc 65.1cdef  7.2hi  27.8bcdefg 17.9defg  235.7bed  2.0bc  0.5ij 15.1efg  12.3cde  21.7defgh
2 480.7cd  239.0ghi 2195fghi 7422bcdefg  66.9bcde  8.5cd  27.7bcdefg  13.8hi 236.0abcd  2.3b 0.6fghi 14.2ghi  14.0ab 25.3abed
3 530.0abc  31.4ab 2691a 7328bcdefg  73.7a 9.7a 33.5a 25.5a 236.3abcd  1.3c 0.9a 17.6ab 13.7abc ~ 28.0a
4 548.0abc  24.6efgh 2642ab 8635ab 70.8ab 8.2de  26.5efg 22.8ab 235.3cd 2.0bc  0.6defgh 15.lefg 14.3a 27.3abc
5 436.0d 34.1a 1962i 7006defg 66.8bcde  8.5cd  24.5fg 18.6cdef  235.3cd 2.0bc  0.7cdef  14.8fgh 12.0def  19.0h
6 520.0bc  22.9hjj 2085ghi 6773fg 53.9kl 7.6cd  26.9cdefg  13.1i 236.7abcd  1.3c 0.5ghij 13.4ij 13.3abcd  23.7cdef
7 580.0abc  22.9hij 2560abed 7786abcdefg  54.1kl 6.2cd  29.0bcde 16.0efghi  236.0abcd  2.3b 0.51j 12.5j 10.7f 18.7h
8 538.0abc  24.4efghi 2259defgh  6631fg 53.51 8.6cd 28.7bcdef  15.6fghi  237.0abcd 2.3b 0.6cdefg  14.0hi 14.3a 25.0abcde
9 474.0cd  27.3cde 2533abced 8929a 60.6ij 8.4cd 23.7g 18.9cde 236.3abcd  1.3c 0.7bcde  18.2a 13.7abc  24.0bcdef
10 536.0abc  24.7efghi 2397abcdef  7951abedef  60.2ij 8.4cd 28.8bcdef  14.9ghi 237.0abcd  1.7bc  0.7cdefg 14.5gh  13.3abcd  23.7cdef
11 504.0bcd  22.9hig 2562abced 8295abced 62.7efgh  7.1cd  28.6bcdef  18.2defg  235.3cd 2.3b 0.5ij 15.6def  11.7ef 19.3gh
12 486.0cd  24.7efgh 2511abcde  7728abcdefg  67.8bcde  7.4cd  31.labecde  21.7bc 236.3abcd  2.0bc  0.7cdefg 16.2cd 12.3cde  24.3abcdef
13 544.0abc  28.7c 2518abcde  8564abc 68.9bc 7.9cd  27.0cdefg  20.4bcd  235.7bcd  1.3c 0.7cdef  17.9a 11.7ef 23.0defg
14 473.3cd  26.3cdefg  2375bcdefg  7342bcdefg  57.3ijkl 8.8cd  27.0cdefg  15.4fghi  234.7d 2.0bc  0.8bc 14.7fgh  14.7a 28.0a
15 478.0cd  24.4efghi 2585abc 7258cdefg 64.0defg  8.1cd  30.2abcde  18.3def 236.0abcd 1.7bc  0.7bcde  15.8de 13.3abed  27.3abc
16 518.0bc  23.8fghi 2220efghi 7409bcdefg  60.1ghij 82cd  27.9bcdefg  15.0ghi 237.7abc  1.3c 0.7bcd 13.4i 14.0ab 27.3abc
17 516.0bcd 25.5defgh  2325cdefgh 6764fg 54.1kl 8.lcd  32.0ab 16.5¢efgh  238.7a 1.7bc  0.8ab 15.0efg  14.0ab 27.7ab
18 488.0cd  25.8cdefgh 2107fghi 6502¢g 69.3abc 7.3cd  26.8defg 17.3defg  237.3abcd 1.7bc  0.6cdefg 14.9fg 12.7bcde  21.3efgh
19 524.0bc 26.9cdef 2061hi 8146abcde 58.2hijk 82cd  26.6efg 15.9efghi  238.3ab 2.0bc  0.6ghi 16.8bc 12.3cde 19.7gh
20 490.0cd 19.1j 2093fghi 7464bcdefg  64.92cdef 7.6cd  26.4efg 18.6cdef  237.0abcd 2.0bc  0.5hij 15.5def  11.7ef 21.0fgh
21 540.0abc  32.1a 2178fghi 8337abced 56.2jkl 7.6cd  24.5fg 13.9hi 237.3abed  3.7c 0.4 13.9hi 8.7g 12.31
22 516.0bcd  27.9¢d 2050hi 6864efg 61.2fghi  9.0cd 27.9bcdefg 16.1efghi 238.0abc  2.0bc  0.8bcd 15.4def 14.3a 24.0abedef
23 520.0bc  28.2cd 2590abc 7689abcdefg  71.3ab 7.6cd  31.2abc 19.9bcd  237.3abcd 1.7bc  0.6efgh 15.4def 10.7f 18.3h
Mean 515.2 259.0 2341 7618 62.7 8.0 28.0 17.6 236.6 1.9 0.6 15.2 12.8 23.1

Means with similar letters in each column are not significantly different at 1% probability level.
For abbreviations see Table 1.

For genotypes name see. Table 1 and abbreviations see Table 2.
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Table 5. Mean comparison of agronomic traits of bread wheat genotypes under supplementary irrigation

Genotype TKW GY. B.Y. PH S.L. S.W. H.I N.S.S. N.seed Sh.L. P.L.
No. (2 (kgha™) (kgha™) (cm) (cm) (2 (%) (cm) (cm)
1 29.8i 3348ab 11370abcde 75.8ab 7.9k 0.9efgh  33.3cde 14.67bcde  28.33bcdef 13.13defg 25.17ab
2 29.3i 3408a 12030ab 75.88ab 9.5abcde  0.9cdefg 38.3a 16.67a 34.00a 12.83fg 19.03cde
3 39.7bc 2742cdef 11830abc 78.9a 10.1a l.1bcde  29.4fgh 13.33defg  26.00defg 14.77a 29.77a
4 33.3gh 2539ef 10690abede 67.0cdefgh 8.6ghij 0.8hi 26.9hi 13.33defg  22.67ghij 13.07defg 22.60bed
5 38.9bcde  1672g 9560de 71.9abedef 8.6ghi 0.8hi 23.9i 12.00fgh  19.00ijk 13.70bcdef  20.93bede
6 35.3fg 3055abcdef  10030bcde 68.5bcdefg 8.9efg 1.2bc 37.3ab 15.67ab 34.00a 12.20g 21.30bcde
7 32.5h 3036abcdef  10730abcde 60.8h 6.7 0.7hi 36.1abc 11.00hi 20.00hij 10.87h 20.23bcde
8 34.2gh 3178abed 10090bcde 65.9defgh 9.8abc 1.0bcdef  35.5abc 16.33ab 31.33abed 12.63g 20.93bcde
9 35.3fg 3223abc 12360a 68.3bcdefg 9.6abcd  l.lbcdef 31.4defg 15.00abcd  29.67abcde 14.00abed 22.93bcd
10 34.4gh 3285abc 10710abcde 66.8cdefgh  10.0ab l.1bcde  37.4ab 16.00ab 30.67abcd 12.83fg 16.43¢
11 33.4gh 3120abcde 11490abced 68.5bcdefg 7.6k 0.8gh 35.4abc 13.00efg  24.67efgh 12.77fgfg 22.77bed
12 37.6de 3597a 11500abed 72.3abedef 8.9¢efg 1.2b 38.54a 14.67bcde  32.00abe 13.60cdef 25.03ab
13 37.1ef 3029abcdef  10860abcede 71.6abcdef 8.7ghi 0.9defgh  34.1bcd 12.33fgh  23.67fghi 14.57ab 23.43bcd
14 34.5gh 3280abc 10180bcde 62.9gh 9.7abed  1.2bc 35.9abc 16.67a 34.33a 12.33g 19.90bcde
15 30.2i 2798bcdef 10650abcde 64.7efgh 8.8fgh I.1bcdef  32.5cdef 15.00abcd  33.33ab 13.60cdef 19.80bcde
16 33.5gh 3443a 11020abede 74.57abc 9.3cdef 1.2b 38.1a 16.33ab 35.00a 13.00efg 24.00bc
17 37.7cde 3467a 10940abcde 63.9fgh 9.1defg 1.2bc 39.1a 15.33abc ~ 30.33abcd 13.00efg 23.40bcd
18 37.9cde 2554ef 9836¢cde 72.8abcd 8.2hijk l.1bcde  28.4gh 15.00abcd  27.67cdefg 12.20¢g 24.30bc
19 36.9ef 3148abcd 11080abcde 69.1bcdefg 9.5bcde  1.1bcd 35.7abc 15.00abcd  27.00cdefg 13.93abcde 20.50bcde
20 28.3i 2533f 9320¢ 69.4bcdefg 8.7ghi 0.9fgh 29.57efgh 13.67cdef 28.00bcdefg  12.47g 21.60bcde
21 39.3bed 2639def 10230bcde 66.1defgh 8.2hijk 0.61 27.97gh 9.331 13.67k 10.80h 18.53de
22 40.0ab 3164abcd 10390abcde 67.9bcdefg  10.1a 1.5a 38.8a 15.67ab 33.33ab 14.47abc 20.87bcde
23 41.9a 2597def 11430abcde 74.3abc 8.1ijk 0.7hi 29.4fgh 11.67gh 17.67jk 12.23g 25.00ab
Mean 353 2993.7 10796.78 69.5 8.9 1.00 33.6 14.25 27.67 13.00 22.11

Means with similar letters in each column are not significantly different at 1% probability level.

For genotypes name see. Table 1 and abbreviations see Table 2.
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