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

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 physiological traits,
grain yield and root morphological traits of bread wheat (Triticum aestivum L.) promising lines and cultivars. lranian
Journal of Crop Sciences. 27(1): 57-75. (In Persian).

Introduction: Drought stress is a major limiting factor and the most important threat to bread wheat
productivity, particularly in the semi-arid and arid regions. Wheat (Triticum aestivum L.) is an ancient and
widely cultivated cereal crop. Bread wheat one of the most staple crops and plays a crucial role in ensuring to
food and nutritional security worldwide.

Materials and Methods: This experiment was carried out in agricultural research station, University of Tabriz,
located in Karkaj, 12 kilometers east of Tabriz, Iran in 2021. Plant materials included 25 promising lines and
cultivars of bread wheat, which were evaluated under full irrigation (30 mm evaporation) and drought stress (100
mm evaporation) from the class A pan treatments. The experimental desing was split-plot arrangements in
randomized complete block design with five replications. Physiological, and root morphological traits such as
canopy temperature, relarive water content, SPAD, biomass, plant height, peduncle length, number of spike
plant?, 1000 grain weight, number of grain.spike™, number of fertile tiller.plant, grain yield, root dry weight,
root fresh weight and root length were measured and recorded.

Results: Analysis of variance showed that there was significant differences among the evaluated bread wheat
promising lines and cultivars for all measured traits and indices at the 5% and 1% probability levels. There was
also significant differences between irrigation treatments indicating the effect of drought stress on all measured
traits. The irrigation x cultivar interaction effect was significant for all traits expect spike number plant? and
number of fertile tiller.plant. The results of stepwise regression analysis showed that under drought stress
conditions, 1000 grain weight, number of fertile tiller.plant, number of grain.spike™, and root dry weight had
significant effect on grain yield and explained their significant contribution of observed variation in grain yield.
Using factor analysis under drought stress conditions, fourteen variables were defined in five factors, which
explained a total of 83.4% of the observed variations. Results showed that 1000 grain weight, grain yield, grain
number.spike*, SPAD, and peduncle length may be considered as selection criteria to improve grain yield in
bread wheat cultivars under drought stress conditions.

Conclusion: The results of this experiment showed that bread wheat promising lines and cultivars under drought
stress conditions, responded by decreasing or increasing the values of traits and indices. The sum of these
responses prevents the reduction of grain yield. The results of cluster analysis of morphological, physiological
and root traits of 25 bread wheat promising lines and cultivars in irrigation treatments showed that cv. Owhadi,
cv. Homa, cv. Azar2, cv. Takab, cv. Rasad, cv. Baran, cv. Hashtrood, cv. Varan, cv. Saeen, cv. Parav, cv.
Sardari, Daril2 promising line, Daril6 promising, cv. Kamal, cv. Rahmat, cv. Mehr, cv. Sadra and cv. Ivan had
higher values of all morphological, physiological and root traits, with mean of canopy temperature (26.9 °C),
SPAD (66.9), biomass (12.7 g), spike number plant? (2.1), 1000 grain weight (36.0 g), grain number.spike™
(29.5), number of fertile tiller.plant™ (2.9), grain yield (2.5 g.plant?), root freash weight (8.1 g), root dry weight
(2.6 g) and root length (72.1 cm). The results of the correlation coefficients confirmed the results of factor
analysis. Results showed that cv. Homa and cv. Takab were the superior respectively in regard to grain yield
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Table 2. Mean comparison of plant traits and indices of wheat cultivars in full irrigation (normal) and drought stress treatments

] A s s> 2T 5l Y 5 U Sy db 303 i

Wheat cultivars .. .6, Irrigation treatments LT sl s Canopy temperature () Relative water content (%) SPAD Blomass (g) Plant helght (cm) Peduncle Iength (cm) _ No. of spike.plant*
Sardari N Full irrigation ‘W s LT 30.2ab 79.4a-c 111.7a 23.9a-d 118.2a 32.8a-i 2.8a-e
<22~ "Drought stress S 26.7a-c 63.9b-g 6l.4a-e 11.0fg 73.0c-h 26.4a-1 2.0c-e
Azar? . Full irrigation LS o LT 30.6a 77.4a-¢ 98.0ab 23.4a-e 96.8a-f 36.9a 3.0a-d
/ Drought stress S ms 27.5a-c 58.99 55.2b-e 12.20e-g 70.8d-h 30.1a- 2.0c-e
Owhadi s Full irrigation w s LT 27.5a-c 84.6a 88.6a-¢ 26.9a 103.9a-c 35.7a-d 3.2a-d
#" " Drought stress S 27.6a-c 61.7d-g 64.1a-e 12.6d-g 63.7gh 28.6a-1 2.0c-e
Homa . Full irrigation LS o LT 28.2a-c 78.1a-d 93.2a-d 24.5a-c 101.3a-e 34.5a-g 34a-c
Drought stress S i 28.5a-c 63.1b-g 60.9a-e 11.5fg 69.3f-h 26.4a-1 2.0c-e
Takab L Full irrigation LS g T 26.4a-c 79.7ab 92.7a-d 25.2ab 85.9b-h 36.5ab 3.2ad
: Drought stress S ms 25.9a-c 62.4b-g 70.3a-¢ 14.4b-g 61.4h 25.5a-1 2.0c-e
Rasad - Full irrigation S LT 25.4a-c 72.0a-9 93.6a-d 17.6a-9 96.5a-f 33.2a-i 3.2ad
? Drought stress S i 25.9a-c 65.1b-g 79.2a-e 16.8a-g 82.5b-h 20.2h- 2.6a-€
Baran i Full irrigation LIS g LT 25.7a-c 71.5a-9 79.2a-¢ 13.9b-g 90.6a-h 33.8a-h 34a-c
“*  Drought stress Ses i 27.1a-c 65.7b-g 84.5a-¢ 12.5d-g 84.6b-h 19.5i- 2.6a-e
Saeen e Full irrigation S sl T 26.5a-c 71.7ag 82.4a-e 17.0a-g 84.0b-h 29.7a- 3.6ab
= Drought stress S s 24.7a-c 60.4e-g 69.9a-¢ 11.0fg 74.7¢c-h 20.7F- 2.2b-e
Hashtrood s Full irrigation LS LT 25.80 a-c 70.1a-g 90.94 a-e 15.38 b-g 102.1a-c 29.4a-1 34a-c
47 " Drought stress S ks 26.83 a-c 61.9d-g 76.37 a-¢ 9.498 fg 83.4b-h 22.2¢-l 1.8de
Rijav . Full irrigation S sl T 28.15ac 74.1a-g 77.46 a-¢ 1455 b-g 86.2b-h 33.3a-i 3.6ab
#7> Drought stress S s 26.3a-C 65.6b-g 41.9e 9.33fg 74.8c-h 21.6d-1 1.40e
Parav 4 Full irrigation S LT 25.4a-c 73.3a-9 82.5a-¢ 17.2ag 91.1a-h 334a-i 34a-c
#  Drought stress S i 26.7a-c 62.1c-g 70.3a- 14.6b-g 76.0c-h 22.1c- 2.0c-e
Ivan ) Full irrigation LIS g LT 24.3a-c 74.2a-9 96.2a-C 19.5a-f 89.9a-h 32.9a-i 3.2ad
> Drought stress Ses i 27.7ac 61.1d-g 76.7a-¢ 15.6a-9 77.8b-h 23.7a- 24a-e
Sadra . Full irrigation S LT 22.5¢ 74.3a-9 76.5a-¢ 15.9a-9 101.6a-d 32.4a- 34a-c
7 Drought stress S s 26.0a-c 65.9b-g 64.1a-€ 12.9d-g 85.0b-h 21.3e-l 24a-e
Varan " Full irrigation pt{ LT 24.0a-c 74.3a-9 80.1a-¢ 13.5¢-g 94.9a-f 28.3a- 34a-c
“2 "Drought stress ] 26.5a-c 63.8b-g 78.5a-¢ 10.6fg 93.2a-g 28.5a-1 2.0c-e
Kamal s Full irrigation LS g, LT 24.1a-c 62.9b-g 86.2a-¢ 13.7cg 99.4a-f 29.9§—I 3.6ab
Drought stress S s 25.8a-c 63.7b-g 58.68b-¢ 10.1fg 75.7c-h 19.6i-1 1.8de
Shallan NG Full irrigation LS o5l T 26.3a-C 72.3a-g 70.2a-e 16.1a-g 94.7a-g 36.1a-c 3.0a-d
© Drought stress S 26.7a-C 63.5b-g 52.89b-¢ 12.4eg 75.6¢-h 22.0c-l 24a-e
Rahmat . Full irrigation LS g ,LT 25.3a-c 74.4a-9 75.8a-¢ 15.5a-9 100.1a-f 34.0a-h 3.2ad
=7 Drought stress S ms 27.6a-c 63.8b-g 70.6a-¢ 12.6d-g 74.6¢-h 20.4g-1 2.2b-e
Mehr Full irrigation S LT 24.5a-c 77.0a-€ 7l.4a-e 18.1a-g 102.9a-c 35.3a-¢ 3.6ab
- " Drought stress S s 27.0a-c 64.0b-g 67.8a-¢ 10.8fg 80.6b-h 21.0f 2.2b-e
Daril2 Weels Full irrigation LS g ,LT 24.6a-c 76.7a-f 73.6a-€ 11.5fg 102.7a-c 3l.2ak 3.4a-Cc
e Drought stress St s 26.2a-C 62.6b-g 70.1a-e 10.4fg 81.8b-h 17.8kl 2.0c-e
Daril3 Woeis Full irrigation LS g, LT 23.9bc 63.7b-g 87.3a-¢ 17.1ag 94.8a-g 34.8a-f 3.4a-Cc
& Drought stress S i 27.0a-c 64.8b-g 54.7h-e 9.79fg 80.6b-h 16.81 2.0c-e
Hoor Full irrigation LS LT 26.1a-c 68.8a-g 89.4a-¢ 12.4eg 70.5e-h 26.6a-1 34a-c
>** " Drought stress i A 27.7a-c 65.4b-g 46.5c-¢ 6.89 73.0c-h 21.5e-l 1.8de
Darill Woeis Full irrigation LS g ,LT 24.8a-c 73.1ag 69.1a-e 15.8a-9 108.6ab 32.3a 3.6ab
& Drought stress S i3 27.3a-c 64.1b-g 44.8de 9.6fg 75.8c-h 19.5i-1 2.2b-e
Daril4 Vo Full irrigation S LT 23.4c 74.8a-g 94.9a-d 13.9b-g 91.8a-h 30.3a-| 3.6ab
& Drought stress S p 27.3a-c 62.9b-g 48.6b-e 10.0fg 77.0c-h 22.7b-l 2.2b-e
Daril6 Ve Full irrigation oS o LT 24.8a-c 72.3a-9 82.7a-¢ 16.8a-9 98.9a-f 33.8a-h 3.4a-Cc
<> "Drought stress e 28.1a-C 60.1e-g 57.3b-e 10.2fg 72.9¢c-h 1855 2.6a-e

Daril9 s Full irrigation B g LT 24.0a-c 76.6a-f T1.4a-e 12.6d-g 96.8a-f 34.3a-g 3.8a

< Drought stress Sis 25 24.7a-c 59.6fg 44.5de 9.0fg 118.2a 22.10c-I 2.4a-e

LI (5 ,ls gae Sl Aoy JL;}\
Means in each column followed by similar letter(s) are not significantly different at 5% probability level, usmg TuKey's test
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Table 2. Continued aalsl =Y J gl
alslp05s Ak 34l $ 503 )5k ey s> Shee 4k 505y [N adydsb
Wheat cultivars .S o6, Irrigation treatments ¢ LT ks 1000 grain weight (g)  Grainspike®  No. of fertile tiller.plant®  Grain yield (g.pot')  Root fresh weight(g)  Root dray weight (g)  Root length (cm)
Sardari N Full irrigation elS” o LT 47.4a 34.4d-g 4.2a-g 6.1a-c 9.2a-f 29a-g 82.2a-g
e Drought stress R 39.2a-f 36.2b-e 3.0c-h 25e-h 8.3a-h 34ab 74.4d-h
Azar? - Full irrigation LelS” o LT 47.9a 32.6f-i 5.2a-C 7.8a 9.5a-d 2.7a-9 84.6a-d
? Drought stress Ses s 35.8a-g 36.8a-d 2.8d-h 2.3f-h 8.8a-h 3.1a-f 78.6d-h
Owhadi s Full irrigation S LT 42.9a-e 37.6a—_c 4.6a-f 6.7ab 8.7a-h 2.0b-g 78.2a-h
Drought stress Ses s 36.8a-9 31.8g+j 3.0c-h 2.9e-h 7.9a-h 1.9c-g 70.4d-h
Homa - Full irrigation LelS” o LT 41.6a-f 39.6a 4.0a-g 6.1a-c 8.2a-h 2.6a-g 73.2a-h
Drought stress S s 40.8a-f 33.0f-h 2.8d-h 3.1d-h 7.1a-h 2.7a-g 63.6d-h
Takab e Full irrigation L (T 45.4ab 35.0c-f 4.6a-f 6.2a-C 9.3a-¢ 2.5a-9 83.2a-e
g Drought stress Ses s 44.6a-c 36.8a-d 3.2b-h 3.1e-h 8.9a-g 2.8a-9 80.0a-g
Rasad - Full irrigation els” o LT 40.0a-f 33.4e-h 5.2a-C 6.6ab 10.0a-c 3.1ad 89.0a-c
? Drought stress S s 36.6a-9 27.6l-0 34a-h 2.9e-h 8.3a-h 2.9a-g 74.0a-h
Baran , Full irrigation oS g, LT 40.4a-f 34.4d-g 5.0ad 6.1a-c 8.8a-h 2.3a9 78.6a-h
o Drought stress (Ses s 39.4a-f 28.2k-n 3.2b-h 2.8e-h 6.1c-h 2.1a-g 55.0c-h
Saeen " Full irrigation S LT 32.6¢c-9 29.6j-m 4.8a-e 44b-g 8.0a-h 11h 71.6a-h
= Drought stress Ses s 31.6d-g 23.8p 2.6e-h 16h 6.9a-h 2.8a-9 61.0a-h
Hashtrood Full irrigation 165" LT 37.6a-9 34.4d-g 5.0a-d 6.6ab 9.2a-g 3.1ad 82.4a-f
e Drought stress S s 35.8a-g 28.2k-n 24f-h 2.0gh 6.6a-h 29a-g 59.0a-h
Rijav 9 Full irrigation S LT 37.8a-g9 32.6f-i 5.0a-d 5.7ac 9.8a-c 2.8a-9 87.6a-C
e Drought stress s s 31.8d-g 26.8m-0 16h 16h 5.4fh 26a-g 48.2f-h
Parav ‘ Full irrigation S T 36.6a-9 31.6g-j 5.0a-d 5.6a-d 9.1a-g 2.7a-g 81.0a-g
I Drought stress S s 33.4b-g 25.8n-p 24f-h 1.9gh 8.la-h 2.3a-9 72.4a-h
Jvan a Full irrigation oS gL T 33.60-g 30.6h-k 5.2a-C 5.9a-c 8.6a-h 3lae 77.2a-h
> Drought stress (Ses s 32.4c-g 24.80p 34a-h 2.1gh 7.9a-h 2.9a-9 70.8a-h
Sadra . Full irrigation S T 35.6a-9 32.6f-i 5.4ab 6.4a-c 85a-h 3.3ab 75.8a-h
7 Drought stress Ses s 31.8d-g 26.8m-0 3.0c-h 2.0gh 8.5a-h 2.7a-9 76.2a-h
Varan " Full irrigation 165" LT 40.6a-f 36.6b-d 5.4ab 7.7a 9.2a-f 2.9a-g 83.0a-e
hidd Drought stress S s 36.8a-g 30.8h-k 24f-h 24e-h 55e-h 2.0b-g 49.8e-h
Kamal s Full irrigation LS (LT 43.2a-d 36.6b-d 5.0a-d 6.8ab 9.1a-g 2.6a-9 8l.4a-g
Drought stress S s 40.6a-f 30.8h-k 2.8d-h 2.6e-h 5.3gh 2.3a-9 47.6gh
Shallan N Full irrigation 165" LT 39.6a-f 36.0b-e 4.2a-g 6.5ab 8.0a-h 3.0a-f 71.8a-h
© Drought stress S s 32.2c-g 29.8i-l 3.2b-h 25e-h 6.3a-h 2.2a-9 56.8a-h
Rahmat o Full irrigation oS gL T 41.4a-f 37.4a—_c 5.6a 8.0a 84a-h 3.2aC 75.2a-h
2 Drought stress Ses s 35.2a-g 31.8g+j 3.0c-h 2.7e-h 6.6a-h 1.8e-g 59.6a-h
Mehr Full irrigation S T 36.6a-g 334e-h 5.4ab 6.6ab 8.4a-h 3.0a-f 75.2a-h
# Drought stress S s 33.6b-g 28.0k-n 2.8d-h 2.1gh 5.0h 2.7a-9 44.6h
Daril2 Weels Full irrigation oS gL T 43.8a-d 38.6ab 4.8a-¢ 74a 10.2a 3.8a 91.2a
¢ Drought stress S s 36.2a-9 32.6f-i 2.6e-h 2.8e-h 7.5a-h 2.6a-g 67.0a-h
Daril3 _— Full irrigation LS (LT 35.6a-g 32.6f-i 5.6a 5.9a-C 9.3a-¢ 29a-9 83.0a-¢
- Drought stress S s 30.4e-g 26.8m-0 2.6e-h 2.2f-h 74a-h 2.8a-9 66.0a-h
Hoor Full irrigation JolS™ o LT 35.6a-g 28.6k-n 44a-g 39c-h 5.9d-h 11h 52.4d-h
o Drought stress S s 33.6b-g 14.0r 2.2gh 15h 6.50b-h 1.8d-g 55.6b-h
Daritl Wl Full irrigation LS (LT 32.6¢-9 29.6]-m 5.6a 4.8b-f 8.1a-h 3.0a-f 72.2d-h
& Drought stress S s 29.2fg 15.0r 2.8d-h 16h 7.6a-h 1.7fg 68.2a-h
Daril4 _ Full irrigation S T 32.6c-9 29.6j-m 5.4ab 48b-e 8.2a-h 2.6a-g 73.4d-h
<> " Drought stress Ko s 26.29 14.2r 2.8d-h 15h 6.9a-h 2.1ag 61.2a-h
Daril6 Ve Full irrigation oS LT 35.6a-g 32.6f-i 5.0a-d 6.0a-c 8.8a-h 2.7a-9 79.2d-h
<2 " Drought stress s s 34.4bg 16.8r 2.8d-h 1.9gh 10.1ab 2.2a-g 90.2ab
Dari19 el Full irrigation S T 37.4a-9 36.6b-d 5.2a-C 6.6ab 6.3a-h 2.8a-g 57.0d-h
<> " Drought stress Ses s 34.4bg 20.89 2.6e-h 2.2fh 7.6a-h 169 68.0a-h
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Columns with different letters are significantly different at 0.05 probability level based on Tukey's multiple range test
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Table 3. Correlation coefficients of plant traits and indices of wheat cultivars in full irrigation (normal) (above diameter) and drought stress (below diameter) treatments

o 2 z

2, B e S o 5, g D

> = : =}

2 (<D§L Gy W ¢ 5.? %CY\ .g o & s . St Q. S b 9’1.5 g

o s S S 2t 3 ¢ o T 3 < = f e = 3 ¢ g G g F

S OB 2w 2¢ oz =& 2. BV By 2 =R gh zo

R A A - Tg 2k s ¢ R &c 3 s ¢ st a8

S ¢ o k& = «Q [ - . = ? o o S & =

c v =2 Ea =3 @ * = =

('_l; c:D =3 a -
Plant traits and indices A b el 5 Slio -
Canopy temperature S sl 1 0.424"  0.492" 0.622™ 0.108 0.319 -0.569™  0.600™ 0.122 -0.592"  0.055 0171  -0.244 0.163
Relative water content s ol gl 0.062 1 0.157  0.604™ 0311  0.442" -0.313 0.385 0.314 -0.289 0.234 0.057  0.083 0.054
SPAD &, Ko -0.051 0.034 1 0.558™ 0.054  -0.030 -0.508™ 0.360 -0.104 -0.338 -0.089 0.166  -0.196 0.161
Biomass osg Cm;  -0.011 -0.048 0.615™ 1 0.284 0.596™  -0.577™ 0.465" 0.180 -0.401"  0.116 0.219 -0.124 0.214
Plant height supls, 0497 -0.060 -0.016 -0.222 1 0.282 -0.248 0.337 0.438" 0.066 0.453" 0.343 0.601™ 0.343
Peduncle length Sl dsb - -0.260 -0.334  -0.154 -0.232 0.705™ 1 -0.358 0.355 0.302 -0.050 0.364 0.229 0.283 0.226
No. of spike dew sl -0.007 -0.119 0.310 0.445" 0.291 0.349 1 -0.606™  -0.174 0.400"  -0.330 -0.323  -0.156 -0.319
1000 grain weight sls,lmoss -0.046 -0.035 0.438" 0.258 -0.194  -0.321 -0.110 1 0.655™ -0.405"  0.650™ 0.429" 0.197 0.427"
Grain.spike™ o s -0.089 -0.033 0.442" 0.416" -0.242  -0.529" -0.227 0.695™ 1 -0.297 0.741™ 0.250 0.386 0.256
No. of fertile tillers G55 550l dy 0.106 -0.063 0.436"~ 0.682"  -0.143  -0.205 0.727™ 0.265 0.247 1 0.184 0.138 0.348 0.140
Grain yield Gls > Shes 0.027 0.047 0.471" 0.478" -0.116  -0.400" 0.160 0.784™ 0.755™ 0.535™ 1 0.478"  0.619" 0.483"
Root fresh weight a5 05 0.119 -0.436"  0.005 0.379 -0.190 0.029 0.388 0.083 -0.004 0.384 0.098 1 0.534™  1.000™
Root dray weight abs, oSt 055 -0.085 -0.053 0.308 0.346 -0.278  -0.4417 -0.132 0.208 0.507™ 0.146 0.137 0.245 1 0.536™
Root length adyy Jsb 0.113 -0.441"  0.019 0.395 -0.188 0.025 0.393 0.091 0.021 0.394 0.118 0.999" 0.257 1
*, **: Significant at 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively L33 6 5 g e o 53 5l gan 5 5 4 T
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Fig. 1. Dendrogram of cluster analysis for plant traits and indices of wheat cultivars in full irrigation (normal) treatment
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Table 4. Mean and deviation for plant traits and indices of wheat cultivar groups in in full irrigation (normal) treatment

Group 1 Vs S Group 2 Yos £

oS Sl 31 Ol oS Sl 31 Ol i
Plant traits and indices L8 ¢ls asls ;s Mean  Mean deviation (%) Mean  Mean deviation (%)
Canopy temperature A iy s 28.60 11.18 25.72 -2.80
Relative water content e T lgme 79.89 8.04 73.94 -2.01
SPAD £, Ko 96.89 14.14 84.89 -3.53
Biomass oy cw; 24.84 43.42 17.32 -10.85
Plant height sy, 101.23 5.26 96.17 -1.31
Peduncle length ISl Jsb 35.28 7.38 32.86 -1.84
No. of spike Al sl 3.12 -7.36 3.37 1.84
1000 grain weight als 055 45.05 15.61 38.97 -3.90
Grain.spike™ dow s als 35.84 5.84 33.86 -1.46
No. of fertile tillers S 3ol do 452 -9.46 4,99 2.36
Grain yield 4ls > Slas 6.62 5.82 6.25 -1.46
Root fresh weight Ak, 5 0js 9.03 3.58 8.72 -0.89
Root dray weight Ak, it 08 2.59 -6.25 2.76 1.56
Root length an,dsb  80.28 3.47 77.58 -0.87
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Fig. 2. Dendrogram of cluster analysis for plant traits and indices of wheat cultivars in drought stress treatment
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Table 5. Mean and deviation for plant traits and indices of wheat cultivar groups in in drought stress treatment

Groupl o5 % Group 2 Yos 5
oSS Sk 31 31 S SGln 31 O3l
Plant traits and indices a8 cls osls yolwe  Mean  Mean deviation (%)  Mean  Mean deviation (%)
Canopy temperature A i s 26.90 0.31 26.72 -0.34
Relative water content i T Glge  62.46 -1.02 63.79 1.10
SPAD &£, K 66.96 6.59 58.34 -7.14
Biomass g cw; 12,79 11.42 10.06 -12.37
Plant height Sppy)l 7412 -5.27 82.71 571
Peduncle length Sy db 19.53 -7.12 22.65 7.71
No. of spike dawslas 2,18 2.66 2.07 -2.88
1000 grain weight als ym 055 36.06 3.29 33.67 -3.56
Grain.spike™ dew s als 2958 9.09 24.45 -9.85
No. of fertile tillers Gg ke 2.92 5.30 2.62 -5.74
Grain yield alss See 2.50 7.37 2.14 -7.98
Root fresh weight w505 811 11.29 6.39 -12.23
Root dray weight ab, oSes )y 2.66 7.58 2.27 -8.21
Root length as,db 7217 11.50 56.67 -12.45

Lo peils s Sliw pla U aialy jiie Ol peas
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Table 6. Stepwise regression analysis of grain yield with plant traits and indices of wheat cultivars in full

irrigation (normal) treatment

= =

od 3kl e §5 ekB 3kl O §, edkd s R? @ oks i R?
Fixed variables b e (B) (Beta) Adjusted R?  Partial adjusted R?
Intercept T 5l o e -6.261
Grain.spike™ w3 &ls 0.232 0.702™ 0.529 0.529
No. of fertile tillers G 53 a)l deey 1.357 0.617™ 0.703 0.174
No. of spike Al sl -1.298 -0.298™ 0.862 0.159
1000 grain weight s Jm 055 0.058 0.260" 0.881 0.019

M)Q&ﬂjc:-{: Jle| Cjb);)\;&“%jﬁwﬁ

*, **: Significant at 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively

@KSQU&U)QWaM C\j’d.'.w‘ LSUBJ.&LC« JJE)‘)MM)J)M'\"’JJ Lc}.)ﬁbu.a—v d)v\"
Jﬁ\; ngLgT )La.; BE) 64..? rG)\

Table 7. Eigen value, proportion and cumulative variance of extract factors of plant traits and indices of wheat

cultivars in full irrigation (normal) treatment

o519 polee o-bols x5 bl
Component Jole  Eigenvalue  Variance (%)  Cumulative variance (%)
Component 1 Jsl Jele 5.065 36.181 36.181
Component 2 35 Jole 3.073 21.952 58.133
Component 3 o Jole 1.557 11.120 69.253
Component 4 polex ole 1.155 8.252 77.505

h%)
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Table 9. Component matrix and factor load of plant traits and indices of wheat cultivars in five factors obtained

from factor analysis in full irrigation (normal) treatment

Jsl Jele £33 ol pom ol e Jole
Plant traits and indices L8 ¢ls asls s oli,  Componentl Component2  Component3  Component 4
Canopy temperature A sy sles 0.823 - - -
Relative water content R - P - - - -
SPAD &£ K 0.774 - - -
Biomass 0355 S 0.645 - - 0.672
Plant height &y p i - 0.393 0.376 0.464
Peduncle length ISl Jsb - - - 0.814
No. of spike o sl -0.678 - - -
1000 grain weight 415 558 05 0.599 - 0.655 -
Grain.spike™ Ao s 4l - - 0.934 -
No. of fertile tillers Gy 53 3k dns -0.725 0.411 - -
Grain yield 4ls 3 Shes - 0.465 0.754 -
Root fresh weight 4y 5 0js - 0.922 - -
Root dray weight adyy eSas 0js -0.378 0.655 0.397 -
Root length aby, Jsb - 0.922 - -

Jeole i ol s Shee glixl sla S5 Jole Il
€03 35 Ty 5 059 etk 315 (5 9, amty Sla 93
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Table 9. Stepwise regression analysis of grain yield with plant traits and indices of wheat cultivars in drought

stress treatment

s s
oS 3yl 0§15 ekb a0 §5 ok e R? s otd s R?

Fixed variables ol e (B) (Beta) Adjusted R? Partial Adjusted R?
Intercept KW -0.924 0.363™
1000 grain weight als5m 055 0.046 0.342™ 0.597 0.597
No. of fertile tillers ;5 ,5,— -

’ : 0.439 0.555 0.705 0.107

X

Grain.spike® A 3 4l 0.042 -0.270™ 0.770 0.065
Root dray weight Aty oSis O -0.289 0.363™ 0.819 0.050

*, **: Significant at 5% and 1% probability lenels, respectively doys oSS syl o )3 ls gae o5 5 4 7

AL sl ol s Sliv ods Tl sla Jole b sls (remmd Ao y3 5 (oomd oo yd oy g3l =) s
JAK ‘_g)lz.:T )L«.;J BE) (au\.f CG)\
Table 10. Eigen value, proportion and cumulative variance of extract factors of plant traits and indices of wheat

cultivars in drought stress treatment

o5 polie bl s bl
Component Jole  Eigenvalue  Variance (%) Cumulative variance (%)
Component 1 Jdsl Jele 4.328 30.912 30.912
Component 2 p35 Jole 2.850 20.360 51.272
Component 3 py Jule 1.993 14.239 65.511
Component 4 eoler ole 1.459 10.420 75.931
Component 5 o ele 1.054 7.528 83.459

s Jole & 4525 3l Jrol ol ale gy 53 08 5l (ALS (ola jas Lt 5 Dlio ale DL s Sl =) U
F LT ol s
Table 11. Component matrix and factor load of plant traits and indices of wheat cultivars in five factors obtained

from factor analysis in drought stress treatment

Jsl Jole £33 ol p oo Jole poler ol o Jole

Plant traits and indices A gl esls solie  Componentl  Component2  Component3  Component4  Component 5
Canopy temperature A i e - - - 0.804 -
Relative leaf water content s T (6l giome - - -0.757 - -
SPAD &, S 0.420 0.602 - - -
Biomass 03§ o - 0.754 - - 0.360
Plant height G5 s - - - -0.848 -
Peduncle length ISy b -0.345 - - -0.673 -0.485
No. of spike Al Sl - 0.853 - - -

1000 grain weight als 458 05 0.920 - - - -
Grain.spike! A s &ls 0.830 - - - 0.437
NO. of fertile tillers G335 5ok doey - 0.854 - - -
Grain yield 33 Shes 0.880 0.361 - - -

Root fresh weight ahoy 5 O)s - - 0.892 - -

Root dray weight by oSS 03 - - - - 0.893
Root length aby, Job - - 0.892 - -
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