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(Hordeum vulgare L.)

Study of some quantitative traits and responses of hull-less barley

(Hordeum vulgare L.) genotypes under terminal heat stress conditions
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Table 1. Total precipitation, average max. and min. temperature and relative humidity and evaporation for

the growing season in 2000-2001

“ s ol a3 (s sk Py S5k
Temperature (C) Relative Humidity (%) Evaporation Precipitation
Month Year - - B

Max. Sl>  Min. = Max. Sl Min. Jsla> (mmd™) mm
Oct. 4 2000 34 16 47 17 8.7 3
Nov. olT 2000 27 12 71 32 4.8 80
Dec. 53T 2000 19 8 89 42 23 85
Jan. s> 2001 19 4 92 37 25 51
Feb. o 2001 18 89 33 2.1 19
Mar. Liul 2001 24 6 82 21 32 9
Apr. s 2001 30 10 70 17 5 15
May Cigsyl 2001 36 17 40 11 9.8 4
Jun. sla s 2001 41 19 29 8 13.6 -
Jul. < 2001 43 22 35 12 13.8 -
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Table 2. Mean squares of yield and related traits

35T a3 oS i asle 4ls 3 Shes by asls Al 3les Al 65 s @l slas Gls 15 055
SOV, Sl d.f. Dry matter Grain yield yHarvest index (% Number of spike per Number of grain 1000 grain weight (g)
= (kg ha™) (kg ha™) (m? per ear
Replication(R) NS 2 8275.71 ™ 360.07 ™ 6.945 ™ 221.67™ 9.15™ 44"
Date of planting(D) s Ol 3 99843.117 21835.16” 34.38" 200617 1.08 ™ 86.44™
Error(a) a sl 6 1435.42 334.68 7.644 566.11 5.47 1.53
Genotypes(v) 55 4 73971.31" 49648.64" 296.97" 67410.83" 405" 179.3™
V'D Jlize 31 12 12378.86" 706.59 ™ 9.96' 456.94 ™ 257" 253"
Error(b) bl 24 5300.34 609.59 3.327 414.027 3.24 1.79
CV. ol - 8.11 9.91 9.94 5.61 8.97 445

ns, * and ** : Non Significant, significant at the 5 and 1% levels of probability, respectively.
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Table 3. Effect of heat stress on total dry matter of five hull-less barley genotypes

[P Planting dates =315 ls 56 oSl
Genotypes T, T, T; Ty Mean
FICC0963 10907 a 11097 a 10207 a 9887 a 10524 B
FICC1570 10917 a 10477 ab 9797 ab 9330 b 10130 B
FICC1571 13363 a 12433 a 10283 b 9217b 11324 A
FICC1725 9363 a 9543 a 8987 a 8803 a 9174 C
FICC2712 10750 a 10163 a 9813 a 9237 a 9991 B
Mean KL 11060 a 10743 a 9817a 9292 a

Al a3 0 g05T ol ) 70 gebaw 53503 srn (3Dl 266 5 Sle O 23 5 Csdy a3 alie (3
Means in each row and column followed by similar letter(s) are not significantly differnt at the 5% level (Duncan multiple range test).

S S5 s e e 2 el L E It Jpr
Table 4. Effect of heat stress on number of spike /m2 of five hull-less barley genotypes

[P Planting dates —sl5" ls )b oSl
Genotypes T, T, T; T, Mean
FICC0963 425a 432a 387b 390 b 408 D
FICC1570 620 a 623 a 557b 560 b 590 A
FICC1571 610 a 610 a 517b 520b 564 B
FICC1725 510a 490 a 437D 440 b 469 C
FICC2712 497 a 503 a 450 b 430b 470 C
Mean 5L 532a 532a 469 b 468 b

et @(QS‘A 05057 ol e c]n.u,é,lb&»;})k&l L6 u:f“l:-‘ O 33 gmsy » s alie oy >~
Means in each row and column followed by similar letter(s) are not significantly different at the 5% level (Duncan multiple range test).

C.>=.S}>-%}j@))%&)&b‘b)‘d}ﬁf&f}\—o Jj.,\;-

Table 5. Effect of heat stress on number of grain per one spike of five hull-less barley genotypes

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal .ir on 2025-09-09 ]

b oS5 Planting dates .55 s jo )b oSl
Genotypes T, T, T, T, Mean
FICC0963 3la 30a 29a 30a 30A
FICC1570 22a 2la 2la 20a 21B
FICC1571 20a 20a 20a 20a 20 BC
FICC1725 17b 18 ab 19 ab 2la 19C
FICC2712 13a 14a 14a 14a 14D

oSl 2la 2la 2la 2la

Mean

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1381.4.4.4.1 ]
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Means in each row and column followed by similar letter(s) are not significantly different at the 5% level (Duncan multiple range test).

S S g s Wl 05 b8 3N dr
Table 6. Effect of heat stress on 1000 grain weight (g) of five hull-less barley genotypes

[P Planting dates csl5" sls ju,b oSl
Genotypes T, T, T; Ty Mean
FICC0963 33a 33a 30b 29b 31B
FICC1570 29a 28 a 25b 25b 27D
FICC1571 32a 30a 27b 27b 29C
FICC1725 30a 28 ab 27 be 25¢ 27D
FICC2712 42a 36b 34c 33 36A
Mean 5L 33a 31b 29¢ 28 ¢

.wgg(ﬁ‘:{)}ﬂjTuﬂb‘j>7_°CJGM)})'}&N&.'}M‘-A\SE&:&/.l‘:ﬁc)};ﬂ))}d{:)ﬁ):‘\{wd}j’
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Means in each row and column followed by similar letter(s) are not significantly different at the 5% level (Duncan multiple range test).

o g S5 g oo (kg ha) wls s Shee LS -V s
Table 7. Effect of heat stress on grain yield (kg / ha) of five hull-less barley genotypes

[P Planting dates «s15" sls o )b oSl
Genotypes T1 T2 T3 T4 Mean
FICC0963 4285 a 4136 a 3339b 3361b 3781 A
FICC1570 3832a 3690 a 2993 b 2754 b 3317 A
FICC1571 3735a 3552a 3054 b 2829 b 3292 B
FICC1725 2579 a 2528 a 2278 a 2220 a 2401 C
FICC2712 2644 a 2550 a 2214 ab 2014 b 2355C
Mean 5L 3415a 3291 a 2776 b 2636 b

..\;;L's«(‘;,isbo,aﬂwuﬂ) 1.0 ch.,ﬁ,l.s&u;»\:sl.xsu u:f“l:-‘ Osw 33 gmsy » o alie oy >~
Means in each row and column followed by similar letter(s) are not significantly different at the 5% level (Duncan multiple range test).

o g 85 e 5o (1) Sl e ls S - Ad sl
Table 8. Effect of heat stress on harvest index ( % ) of five hull-less barley genotypes

[PRIS Planting dates =sl5” sls ju ;b oSl
Genotypes T1 T2 T3 T4 Mean
FICC0963 37a 37a 33b 34 ab 36 A
FICC1570 36a 35a 31b 30b 33B
FICC1571 28 a 28a 30a 3la 29 A
FICC1725 28a 27a 25a 25a 26D
FICC2712 25 ab 25a 22 ab 22b 24 E
Mean 5L 3la 31ab 28b 28b

A3l oo (S5 0 ga3T bl 2) 70 alams 3 513 ne U30kest Al (5 S00e 553 5 sy a3 i 3y
Means in each row and column followed by similar letter(s) are not significantly different at the 5% level (Duncan multiple range test).

o g 85 e 0o LS A 4 e oS b5l sla astle 3,57 4 U

Table 9. Effect of heat stress on tolerance indices of five hull-less barley genotypes

PRI Ypi YSi
i MP GMP TOL SSI STI K1STI K2STI

Genotypes kg/ ha kg/ ha

FICC0963 4285 3361 3823 3795 924 0.94 1.23 1.93 1.19
FICC1570 3832 2754 3293 3248 1078 1.23 0.90 1.13 0.58
FICC1571 3735 2829 3282 3250 906 1.05 091 1.10 0.75
FICC1725 2579 2220 2400 2393 359 0.61 0.49 0.28 0.21
FICC2712 2644 2014 2329 2307 630 1.03 0.46 0.27 0.16
55k Mean 3415 2636 3025 2998 779 0.97 0.80 0.94 0.58

ool 1SS oo Lasls (TOL ey wdis S5k :GPM ey o Kke :MP (25 bl Ld 55 ) o s Shee 1Y ST collas bl 53 o555 o 3 Shee : YPI
(S 5 sllae Ll 5 s @l st 25w Jaot el o tK2STL S KISTI it 5 25 4 Jaos asls 1STL (25 4 ool
YPi, grain yield of each genotype in optimum condition; YSi, grain yield of each genotype in stress condition; MP, mean productivity: GPM,
geometric mean productivity; TOL, tolerance index; SSI, stress susceptibility index ; STI, stress tolerance index ; K1STI and K2STI:
modified stress tolerance index in optimum and stress conditions respectively.

K2STI 5 KISTI STI (Ys; Vi ‘e Siored il o il =)+ il

Table 10. Correlation coefficient among some tolerance indices

Ypi K2STI KI1STI STI
K2STI 0.94%*
KI1STI 0.97** 0.98**
STI 0.98** 0.98** 0.99%*
YSi 0.96** 0.99** 0.99** 0.99**
** significant at the 1%level of probability. Y Qe a5 5l e B

YPi, grain yield of each genotype in optimum condition; YSi, grain yield of each genotype in stress condition; ST1, stress tolerance index;
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K1ST1 and K2ST1: modified stress tolerance index in optimum and stress conditions respectively.
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Study of some quantitative traits and responses of hull-less barley
(Hordeum vulgare L.) genotypes under terminal heat stress conditions

S.J ahanbinl, Z. Tahmasebi Sarvestani’ and A. M. Modarress’

ABSTRACT

In order to study the effect of terminal heat stress on some quantitative traits and tolerance of five hull-less
barley genotypes, an experiment was carried out at the Gachsaran, Iran, on a silty clay loam soil, using a split
plot experimental design with three replications. Four sowing dates (Dec. 6 and Dec. 21 in 2000, and Jan. 5 and
Jan. 20 in 2001) were assigned to main plots and five hull-less barley genotypes (FICC0963, FICC1570,
FICC1571, FICC1725 and FICC2712) to subplots. Results indicated that delay in sowing date decreased dry
matter (16%), plant height (19%), grain yield (23%), harvest index (9%), numbar of days to flowering (11%)
and number of days to physiological maturity (16%). Grain yield reduction was due mainly to reduced spike
number per m*> (12%), 1000 grain weight (16%) and duration of grain filling (30%). Genotypes showed
different responses to terminal heat stress and the highest grain yield was obtained from FICC0963. Considering
the stress tolerance index (STI), FICC0963 had the highest grain yield under the optimum condition (4285 kg /
ha) as well as under terminal heat stress condition (3361 kg / ha). It also performed to be resistant to terminal
heat stress conditions, according to stress suseptibility index (SSI).

Keywords:Hull-less barley; Terminal heat stress; Stress tolerance index, Stress suseptibility index.
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