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Effect of drought stress on morphological and biochemical root characteristics and
grain yield of bread wheat (Triticum aestivum L.) cultivars and promising lines

Ezzati, R.%, Toorchi, M.2, Moghaddam Vahed, M.? and Roostaei, M.*
ABSTRACT

Ezzati, R., Toorchi, M., Moghaddam Vahed, M. and Roostaei, M. 2025. Effect of drought stress on morphological and
biochemical root characteristics and grain yield of bread wheat (Triticum aestivum L.) cultivars and promising lines. Iranian
Journal of Crop Sciences. 26(2): 129-147. (In Persian).

Introduction: Plants are constantly exposed to biotic and abiotic stresses. Among these stresses, water-deficit stress is
considered one of the most important adverse factors for the growth and performance of plants and a serious threat to the
sustainable production of crops under changing climate conditions (Lambers et al., 2008). Human food security heavily
depends on cereals, especially wheat. However, the production of these crops is affected by water-deficit stress.

Materials and Methods: The current experiment was conducted at Tabriz University, Iran in 2021-22 growing season.
Plant materials included 25 winter wheat cultivars and promising lines, which were evaluated under two irrigation
conditions (30 mm evaporation from the class A pan (non stress) and 100 mm evaporation from the class A pan (drought
stress). The experiment was conducted as a split-plot design in a randomized complete block design five replications.
Two levels of irrigation were assigned to main plots and 25 winter wheat genotypes were randomized in sub-plots. Root
traits such as root fresh and dry weight, root length, root area, root volume, root diameter, root density, grain yield per
plant and biochemical attributes such as proline and malondialdehyde contents, for 16 selected genotypes were measured
in two replications.

Results: Analysis of variance showed that there was significant differences among the wheat wheat cultivars and
promising lines for all studied traits. There were significant difference between two irrigation conditions for all traits,
except root density. On the other hand, the interaction effect of stress and genotype was significant for all traits.
Analysis of variance for biochemical attributes for 16 selected wheat genotypes, in two replications, showed that there
was significant difference among the studied genotypes for proline and malondialdehyde contents. There was
significant difference between two irrigation levels. The interaction of stress and genotype was significant for proline
and malondialdehyde contents. Correlation analysis between grain yield and root area (r = 0.467%*), root diameter (r =
0.559**), root fresh weight (r = 0.478%), root length (r = 0.495%*), root volume (r = 0.397*), malondialdehyde content
(r = 0.649**) and proline content (r = 0.507*) were positive and significant under drought stress conditions. The
cluster analysis of 25 wheat genotypes based on all studied traits, grouped them in two clusters for two irrigation
conditions. Also, cluster analysis for proline and malondialdehyde contents, in two irrigation conditions, grouped 16
selected genotypes in two clusters. According to the results of this experiment, under stress conditions, cv. Sardari, cv.
Azar2, cv. Takab, cv. Ivan, cv. Rasad, cv. Homa, DARI-12 promising line, cv. Owhadi, DARI-11 promising line, cv.
Parav, cv. Sadra, and DARI-13, DARI-16 and DARI-19 promising lines can be considered for better root traits such as
root length, root area, root volume, root diameter, root density, root fresh and dry weight, a higher mean and high
performance. Also, cv. Saeen, cv. Kamal, cv. Takab, DARI-19 promising line for having higher proline content. Cv.
Azar2, cv. lvan, DARI-16 and DARI-14 promising lines, cv. Sadra, cv. Hashtrood, cv. Rijav, cv. Parav, cv. Varan,
DARI-12 promising line, cv. Homa, cv. Sardari had the lowest malondialdehyde content.

Conclusion: The results of this experiment showed that wheat genotypes under drought stress conditions, responded by
decreasing or increasing of root traits to improve grain yield. These responses prevented the reduction of grain yield under
drought stress conditions. Tolerant cultivars and promising lines had optimal grain yield under drought stress conditions.
Grain yield had positive and significant correlation with root area, root diameter, root fresh weight, root length, root volume,
proline cntent, and malondialdehyde content. Cultivars and promising lines with higher root length, root volume, root weight,
root diameter, root area, proline and malondialdehyde contents showed higher tolerant to drought stress conditions. The
results of cluster analysis of morphological root traits of 25 winter wheat cultivars and promising lines under two irrigation
conditions, showed that cv. Sardari, cv. Azar2, cv. Takab, cv. Ivan, cv. Rasad, cv. Homa, DARI-12 promising line, cv.
Owhadi, DARI-11 promising line, cv. Parav, cv. Sadra, and DARI-13, DARI-16 and DARI-19 lines had better
morphological root traits with mean root area of 129.5 cm?, root density of 0.32 g.cm, root diameter of 0.14 mm, root dry
weight of 2.36 g, root fresh weight of 8.48 g, root length of 75.5 cm, root volume of 12.6 cm® and mean of grain yield of
3.05 g.plant™. Also, cv. Saeen, cv. Kamal, cv. Takab, and DARI-19 line, had the highest mean of proline content (0.31 pmol
g*FW) and cv. Azar2, cv. Ivan, DARI-16 and DARI-14, cv. Sadra, cv. Hashtrood, cv. Rijav, cv. Parav, cv. Varan, DARI-12
line, cv. Homa, cv. Sardari had the lowest mean of malondialdehyde content (0.18 pmol.g* FW). In general, based on the
results of this experiment, cv. Sardari, cv. Azar2, cv. Takab, cv. lvan, cv. Rasad, cv. Homa, DARI-12 line, cv. Owhadi,
DARI-11 line, cv. Parav, cv. Sadra, and DARI-13, DARI-16 and DARI-19 promising lines that had better morphological
and biochemical traits and grain yield were identified as superior drought tolerant cultivars and promising lines.

Key words: Bread wheat, Cluster analysis, Discriminant analysis, Proline content, Malondialdehyde content
and Root volume
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Table 1. Characteristics of bread wheat cultivars and promising lines used in the experiment

Wheat cultivars PR Characteristics Sl

Sardari 1> Early maturity, Drought tolerant Sist 4 Jamete 335
Takab o High yielding, Cold and drought tolerant Szt sl Jamze YU s Shes
Saeen sl High yielding, Cold and drought tolerant Szt sl Jamte YU s Shes
Azar? v,3T Cold and drought tolerant, Early maturity 2335 ¢S 5 L 4y Janze
Rahmat ~=>, High yielding, Early maturity, Drought tolerant Sast as Jaste o uyn sy Vb s Slhes
Mehr  Highyielding, Cold and drought tolerant b 5 (Sist 4 Jomze Vb3 Shes
Shalan oY High yielding, Drought stress tolerant Szt Jamze YU s Shes
Varan olyls High yielding, Early maturity 03353 5 Shes
Baran oLt Grain yield stability, Early maturity, Cold and drought tolerant it ot Jamete ¢ y3 95 05, Ses (gl
Hoor 45 High yielding under high rainfall, Resistant to lodging s pslie Ol e Gble 53 YL s Sles
Parav s, High yielding under high rainfall, Cold tolerant Loy 5 Jazeze Ok s s 3blin 53 YU 5 Shes
Kamal Jus  Grain yield stability, Cold and drought tolerant it gl s Jameze 03 Shes (55luL
Hashtrood 5 2:a Grain yield stability, Early maturity, Cold and drought tolerant s gl t Jomze ¢ wy3 g5 03 Shas glbl
Owhadi 4= Early maturity, Cold and drought tolerant -SRI WIS
Sadra 1,4 High yielding, Resistant to lodging, Drought tolerant Lo 5 (Sis 4 Jommto oy 4 pslie YU 5 Slhes
Rasad 1., Grain yield stability, Cold and drought tolerant Lo 5 (St 4 Jameze 03 Shes (6500
Rijav 515, Drought tolerant s 4 Jasee
Ivan ol Early maturity, Cold and drought tolerant St 5l s Jemmza o e y35)
Homa L= Early maturity, Cold and drought tolerant Szt 5l Jaste ¢ wy3s)
Dari-11 W\,l» Drought tolerant - CE VR
Dari-12 \Ye,ls Drought tolerant - CE VR
Dari-13 \¥,l> Drought tolerant St 4 Jame
Dari-14 \f,l> Drought tolerant S 4 Jame
Dari-16 \$,ls Drought tolerant S 4 Jasze
Dari-19 Va¢ s Drought tolerant Sist 4 Jomte
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Table 2. Mean comparison of plant traits of wheat cultivars and promising lines in full irrigation (normal) and drought stress treatments

als s

. o vy 50 aty ) oS 0 JEN ) Sl [P Ak b atsy J& o
Wheat cultivars »u8 6, lrrigation treatments LT sk les  Root fresh weight (9)  Root dray weight (g)  Root length (cm) ~ Rootarea (cm?  Root volume (cm®)  Root diameter (mm)  Root density (g.cm®)  Grain yield (g.plant™)
29

Sardari | Full irrigation S LT 9.26a-f .95a-g 82.2a-9 137.3ab 14.6abc 0.182b-i 0.456a-f 3.91ad

<22 "Drought stress S i 8.37a-h 3.41a-b 74.4d-h 114.0ab 14.0abc 0.136f 0.264h-n 3.08a-j

Azar2 v T Full irrigation S s,lT 9.53a-d 2.78a-9 84.6a-d 1463 a 16.4a 0.160c-j 0.456a-f 3.66a-g

> Drought stress Ses a5 8.8la-h 3.11a-f 78.6d-h 119.7ab 15.0abc 0.136 f+j 0.298e-n 2.42a-j

Owhadi . Full irrigation S LT 8.79a-h 2.02b-g 78.2a-h 115.4ab 14.4abc 0.212a-g 0.444a-g 3.92a-d

<% "Drought stress S i 7.92a-h 1.97cg 70.4d-h 132.5ab 12.2abc 0.158¢-j 0.286f-n 2.87a-j

Homa " Full irrigation S LT 8.22a-h 2.63a-g 73.2a-h 122.9ab 13.4abc 0.212b-i 0.414a-k 3.63a-g

Drought stress Ses a5 7.14a-h 2.71a-g 63.6d-h 113.6ab 10.2abc 0.170b+j 0.254j-n 3.58a-g

Takab e Full irrigation S LT 9.35a-e 2.56a-g 83.2a-e 150.8a 15.6ab 0‘184a—g 0.466a-e 3.57a-h

- Drought stress S i 8.95a-g 2.8la-g 80.0a-g 143.3a 14.0abc 0.156¢-j 0.352a-n 3.56a-h

Rasad - Full irrigation S LT 10.00abc 3.17ad 890abc 144.0a 17.0a 0.212a-i 0.482ab 3.88a-d

> Drought stress ] 8.33a-h 2.96a-g9 74.0a-h 123.4ab 14.6abc 0.186a-i 0.302d-n 3.12a-

Baran i Full irrigation S s,lT 8.83a-h 2.34a-9 78.6a-h 131.5ab 15.6ab O.204a_—i 0.420a-j 4.35a .

“2* _ Drought stress S p 6.18c-h 2.13a-g 55.0c-h 111.8ab 9.0abc 0.15¢c+ 0.220mn 2.86a-j

Saeen " Full irrigation S T 8.04a-h 1.15h 71.6a-h 114.1ab 12.8abc 0.192a-i 0.410a-k 3.50a-h
= Drought stress Ses a5 6.90a-h 2.83a-9 61.0a-h 109.0ab 11.0abc 0.146¢-j 0.204n 1.67f

Hashtrood o Full irrigation S s,lT 9.25a-g 3.17ad 82.4a-f 131.6ab 14.6abc 0.186a-g 0.476abc 3.76a-e

57> " Drought stress S p 6.64a-h 2.94a-g 59.0a-h 105.4ab 10.2abc 0.16¢- 0.268h-n 2.48a-j

Rijav . Full irrigation S LT 9.86abc 2.89%a-g 87.6abc 138.5ab 15.6ab 0.210a-f 0.472a-d 3.57a-h
222 Drought stress Ses a5 5.42fgh 2.64a-g9 48.2fgh 102.2ab 9.6abc 0.146¢-j 0.232Imn 1.18]j

Parav | Full irrigation S s,lT 9.12a-g 2.70a-g 81.0a-g 134.3ab 15.6ab 0.218a-d 0.428a-i 3.88a-d

2% Drought stress S i 8.13a-h 2.38a-g 72.4a-h 128.1ab 10.4abc 0.124hij 0.318b-n 1.81e-j

Ivan ol Full irrigation S s,lT 8.68a-h 3.1la-e 77.2a-h 137.7ab 16.4a 0.224a-g 0.424a-j 3.2%-i

*_ Drought stress ] 7.96a-h 2.98a-g 70.8a-h 136.6ab 12.2abc 0.162c-j 0.288f-n 1.98d-j

Sadra - Full irrigation S LT 851a-h 3.33ab 75.8a-h 135.5ab 13.4abc 0.214a-h 0.432a-h 3.73a-e

7 Drought stress S p 8.56a-h 2.77a-g 76.2a-h 135.5ab 13.2abc 0.120ij 0.310c-n 2.03c+j

Varan o Full irrigation S T 9.29a-f 2.94a-g 83.0a-e 130.2ab 15.2abc 0.208a-h 0.444a-g 3.68a-f

“ "Drought stress Ses 25 5.59%-h 2.06b-g 49.8e-h 107.0ab 10.0abc 0.132g-j 0.224Imn 2.26b-j

Kamal s Full irrigation S LT 9.14a-g 2.67a-g 8l.4a-g 135.5ab 14.4abc 0.210a-g 0.444a-9 3.59%:-g

Drought stress Ses s 5.35gh 2.30a-g 47.6gh 106.2ab 8.0bc 0.124hij 0.208n 2.42a

Shallan " Full irrigation S LT 8.06a-h 3.08a-f 71.8a-h 130.7ab 12.4abc 0.218a-f 0.406a-k 3.25a-i

e Drought stress Ses 25 6.38a-h 2.21a-g 56.8a-h 103.8ab 10.2abc 0.140d-j 0.248k-n 2.37a-

Rahmat B Full irrigation S LT 8.45a-h 3.28abc 75.2a-h 125.1ab 13.4abc 0.222a—_e 0.408a-k 4.l7ap

=72 Drought stress S g 6.69a-h 1.80efy 59.6a-h 111.8ab 10.8abc 0.136f-j 0.272h-n 2.88a-

Mehr Full irrigation S T 8.45a-h 3.04a-f 75.2a-h 143.9a 15.2abc 0.248ab_ 0.462a-e 435

¢ " Drought stress R 5.00h 2.71a-g 44.6h 98.0ab 7.4c 0.138e-j 0.208n 2.09¢-j

Dari-12 Woels Full irrigation S LT 10.24a 3.89 91.2a 151.9a 16.8a 0.224a-d 0.492a 3.91ad

& Drought stress S g 7.50a-h 2.65a-g 67.0a-h 109.7ab 10.8abc 0.142d-j 0.256j-n 3.14aj

Dari-13 _— Full irrigation S T 9.32a-e 2.90a-g 83.0a-e 128.2ab 15.6ab 0.210a-g 0.448a-g 3.88a-d

<> "Drought stress Sas g 7.40a-h 2.85a-g 66.0a-h 117.9ab 11.6abc 0.124hij 0.260i-n 2.68a-j

Hoor Full irrigation S LT 5.90d-h 1.11h 52.4d-h 87.5b 9.8abc 0.230abc 0.386a-m 2.43a

°** " Drought stress Ses s 6.52b-h 1.86d-g 55.6b-h 105.7ab 10.8abc 0.120ij 0.220mn 1.62g+

Dari-11 Wl Full irrigation S T 8.13a-h 3.04a-f 72.2d-h 132.9ab 12.6abc 0.212a-g 0.420aj 3.45a-h

<> "Drought stress Ses 25 7.67a-h 1.78fg 68.2a-h 125.0ab 11.8abc 0.140d-j 0.284g-n 1.52h-

Dari-14 — Full irrigation S LT 8.25a-h 2.67a-g 73.4d-h 129.1ab 13.0abc 0.222a-e 0.424a-j 3.50a-h
<> "Drought stress i A 6.91a-h 2.12a-g 61.2a-h 120.1ab 10.4abc 0.120ij 0.278g-n 1.34ij

Dari-16 - Full irrigation S T 8.8%9a-h 2.78a-g 79.2d-h 138.4ab 14.0abc 0.270a 0.420aj 3.76a-¢

<> "Drought stress Ses 25 10.13ab 2.23a-9 90.2ab 141.3ab 10.6abc 0.136f 0.340a-n 2.38a-j

Dari-19 el Full irrigation S LT 6.39a-h 2.8la-g 57.0d-h 119.4ab 10.4abc 0.222a-e 0.392a-1 4.05a-c

<> "Drought stress Ses i 7.66a-h 1.66g 68.0a-h 121.4ab 9.8abc 0.096j 0.414a-k 2.45a
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Table 3. Mean comparison of Proline and Malondialdehyde content of root of wheat cultivars and promising lines in full irrigation (normal) and drought stress treatments

oo LT o5l
Wheat cultivars .. 5,1 Irrigation treatments LT s ls  Proline (umol.g FW) Malondialdehyde (umol.g™* FW)
Homa " Full irrigation S8 o, LT 0.22i 0.137e
Drought stress S i 0.265d-h 0.174a-e
Rijav . Full irrigation S8 LT 0.245hi 0.145de
=~ Drought stress g 0.295b-e 0.185a-d
Sacen L Full irrigation S8 LT 0.283b-g 0.178a-e
<™ Drought stress Ses i 0.336a 0.205a
Full irrigation S8 e, LT 0.294b-f 0.169a-e
Hashtrood 7% Drought stress Sas s 0.285b-g 0.185a-d
Dari-14 N Full irrigation el LT 0.262e-h 0.168a-e
Drought stress S i 0.282b-g 0.178a-e
vVaran sty Full irrigation S8 LT 0.281b-g 0.167a-e
Drought stress S s 0.281b-g 0.182a-d
Full irrigation S8 LT 0.258gh 0.166a-e
Kamal s Drought stress S s 0.307ab 0.191abc
Dari-19 Vs, Is Full irrigation el LT 0.302abc 0.178a-e
Drought stress i i 0.298bcd 0.197ab
Dari-12 Vos s Full irrigation S8 LT 0.265d-h 0.149cde
Drought stress R 0.282b-g 0.188abc
Parav s Full irrigation S8 LT 0.280b-g 0.167a-e
*  Drought stress Sas i 0.284b-g 0.179a-e
Ivan S Full irrigation S8 LT 0.267d-h 0.161b-e
*' Drought stress Ses i 0.284b-g 0.184a-d
Azar? . Full irrigation S8 LT 0.274b-h 0.159b-e
°> Drought stress Ses i3 0.284b-g 0.179a-e
. Full irrigation S8 LT 0.276b-h 0.170a-e
Sardari S T
Drought stress R 0.283b-g 0.178a-e
Dari-16 Vs la Full irrigation S8 LT 0.260fgh 0.162b-e
°~  Drought stress S s 0.222i 0.153cde
Full irrigation S8 oL T 0.268c-h 0.171a-e
Sadra Y Drought stress Ses i 0.284b-g 0.179a-e
Takab e Full irrigation S8 LT 0.266d-h 0.170a-e
j Drought stress S g 0.296b-e 0.196ab
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Means in each column followed by similar letter(s) are not significantly different at 5% probability level, using Tukey's test
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Table 4. Correlation coefficients between plant traits of wheat cultivars and promising lines in full irrigation (normal) (above diameter) and drought stress (below

diameter) treatments
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alyy Sl yy J& Ay adyy s 05 sy 5000 adyy dsb alyy o ls 5 Slas
Plant traits A Slis Rootarea  Rootdensity  Root diameter  Root dry weight ~ Root fresh weight ~ Root length  Root volume  Grain yield
Root area aycele 1 0.714™ -0.139 0.224 0.787" 0.787" 0.769™ 0.473"
Root density a, J&  0.742 1 -0.304 0.140 0.851"" 0.851" 0.792™ 0.343
Root diameter as, ks 0.088 -0.174 1 0.229 -0.292 -0.289 -0.241 0.015
Root dry weight aby,y oS 03y 0.042 -0.098 0.433" 1 0.032 0.032 0.037 -0.071
Root fresh weight a, g0 0.8497 0.741™ 0.095 0.246 1 1.000™ 0.916™ 0.419"
Root length a,Jdb 0852 0.745™ 0.104 0.258 0.999" 1 0.915™ 0.421"
Root volume iy e 05727 0.432" 0.291 0.466" 0.743" 0.740™ 1 0.437"
Grain yield gl s Slee 0.467" 0.366 0.559" 0.272 0.478" 0.495" 0.397" 1
*, **: significant at 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively 1055 685 5 gty Jlal s )3 s gme 5 5 4
YA
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Table 5. Correlation coefficients grain yield, Proline and Malondialdehyde content of root of wheat cultivars and

promising lines in full irrigation (normal) (above diameter) and drought stress (below diameter) treatments

s .J.._J.\.\Té: Ol 4l :JSLJ-
Plant traits 25 Clis Proline  Malondialdehyde Grain yield
Proline odsn 1 0.819™ 0.405
Malondialdehyde wuTgsogd  0.819™ 1 0.164
Grain yield sl s Se 0507 0.649" 1
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Fig. 1. Dendrogram o

(L2 Os) Jol8
f cluster analysis for plant traits of wheat cultivars and promising lines in full irrigation

(normal) treatment
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Table 6. Mean and de

(55 O9) Jol8
viation for plant traits of wheat cultivars and promising lines groups in in full irrigation

(normal) treatment

Yoy S Yo 8
Group 1 Group 2
oSl S0l 31 i oSl eSoba 31 ol
Plant traits A Sl Mean Mean deviation (%) Mean Mean deviation (%)
Root area iy ol 136.3 3.50 124.8 -5.24
Root density i, J& 045 3.24 0.42 -4.86
Root diameter ay ki 021 -0.18 0.21 0.26
Root dry weight a0y 2.83 0.76 2.78 -1.14
Root fresh weight iy a3y 9.24 6.03 7.93 -9.04
Root length as,dsb 822 6.02 70.5 -9.03
Root volum e sy e 154 7.67 12.6 -11.50
Grain yield als s Slee  3.83 3.22 3.53 -4.82
¢
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Fig. 2. Dendrogram of cluster analysis for plant traits of wheat cultivars and promising lines in drought stress

treatment
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Table 7. Mean and deviation for plant traits of wheat cultivars and promising lines groups in drought stress

treatment
Voy S Yoy S
Group 1 Group 2

Sk RECREIE LR RSB

Plant traits A8 Sliv Mean Mean deviation (%) Mean Mean deviation (%)
Root area aiyy o>l 1295 10.07 109.8 -6.72
Root density w, & 032 16.48 0.24 -10.99
Root diameter am, ks 0.14 0.77 0.14 -0.51
Root dry weight an, eSas 05y 2.63 6.17 2.38 -4.12
Root fresh weight a, o3y 848 16.44 6.49 -10.96
Root length 4y dsb 755 16.64 57.5 -11.09
Root volume e 126 13.39 10.1 -8.93
Grain yield s s Skee 3.05 19.26 2.23 -12.84
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Fig. 3. Dendrogram of cluster analysis for Proline and Malondialdehyde content of root of wheat cultivars and

promising lines in full irrigation (normal) treatment
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Table 8. Mean and deviation for Proline and Malondialdehyde content of root of wheat cultivars and

promising lines in full irrigation (normal) treatment

Voy 8 Yo 8

Group 1

Group 2

oSl eSoba 31 ol oSl R Ol
Plant traits A& s, Mean  Mean deviation (%) Mean  Mean deviation(.)
Malondialdehyde — wwTgs ol 0.17 2.0 0.14 -14
Proline odsn 027 1.9 0.23 -13.6
Grain yield 4lss See 3,70 0.3 3.60 -2.4
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Fig. 4. Dendrogram of cluster analysis for Proline and Malondialdehyde content of root of wheat cultivars and

promising lines in drought stress treatment
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Table 9. Mean and deviation for Proline and Malondialdehyde content of root of wheat cultivars and promising

lines in drought stress treatment

Voy 8 Yos S

Group 1 Group 2
oSl Al SOl Sl oS 51 ol
Plant traits A& s, Mean  Mean deviation (%) Mean  Mean deviation(.)

Malondialdehyde  uTss>o.  0.20 7.1 0.18 -2.4

Proline ods, 031 8.3 0.28 -2.8

Grain yield alss e 2.53 6.9 2.31 -2.3
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