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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

) - (Hordeum vulgare L.)

FICC2712 FICC1725 FICC1571 FICC1570 FICC0963

% ) % )
% )
( ) FICC0963

(SSI) : ( )

52 OFVA U ) 335 Mg b ol ¢ Ol
B g5 o 5l s e L el o3l gl LalE 5 (Hull-less barley) <. 5>
d 20 J = Dot st el 5 = ) % =

))QT&‘D&})‘)J)‘J&)‘J@%ﬁ&jﬁvm;ﬁb asdi s eslanal Hshie 4 aS 548 0 O guse M

WAV i pdy 56 WAV/Y/F 3L )5 e

w).bg'_,‘:a.jali.iﬁli@‘)}ﬁﬁ)éﬁf}u)})éﬁ\é—\

O = wse S 5 ol Oyl ¥ 5 Y

Yie


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1381.4.4.4.1
https://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-395-en.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal .ir on 2026-01-30 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1381.4.4.4.1 ]

VAN F o lals Q(JLQ;; VS ‘”“-"J‘l‘ gsc‘JJ (}1& s’

OMe s ol et gl 5 sl labes SISl
YL Gl Oyl a1 015 e Sl
3 (Osteron et al., 1993) 3 go5 JsdaS o> ot:? :J,gl.«.c
do 5 i bl 55 o); OWLE iy Sl Jls
b ity o todo Lo 8 A5 S CIEN (6 e B oS0
éuojo\.@%)afﬁ)lg}o&cds.u)@jﬁj
e a5l g (‘*‘-’Liﬁb;uiﬁ%d)@jb ol
OLLSen 5 S 55y sl e OUT sla CJleb
oyl o dor 53 A3 ged 5,18 (Wallwork et al., 1998)
a,ﬁ,;c)uau;duw:,a(\‘ob\_?).su.,'
SalS 1 s ity 0S5 5, Shes casls 0t
¢« Schooner ijjuuthn o=l ad ey
bl 5 Cmd Ol U 05 4l > I Sloop 9 Arapiles
Sodee 4 g Kids e, (YN C/AT0) ol o
S5 Sl a5l Ol 0593 53 ) ey
35500 o6l 4en 5 s 8 15 anllas 3,50 (YO C 1)
VU Sl a5 5T 0L Sl e 5 pger canlles
OB 31y o i S 5wl mand 53 RalS
H)Hdud‘béﬁ‘ﬂljcw‘bd‘bojj&L@J
(N) 05528 Ol 28l Lo S Sles 51,5 Arapiles
Db 5 Oyl am s sl 5 S 4l
¢S 3 (Savin et al, 1996)01,LKen 5 o slo
o sled Jlasl aS™ WUsls Olias gl as 50 islesT
c;_,?o,\_ﬁwﬂ;;uuﬁo\}:w(bé)uﬁ
TN Ol jm a1y 451> 035 (AUS 51 dms 5,5 W) S,
~aLS" Parwan (5, »>.¥0 5 Schooner 3, 5= ;>
)bmmwb;dw;\)sw)ﬁ&b;.sb
2 Sl SRl s 53 055 25 Lol 5 Al 4l
o310l EalS S i analis Ol slaws Jials e
S e asls S ol Oluads s atwlics Oily3
alas 5 (Savin et al, 1997) I,LSea 5 op sl
dr 3 Dke oS (sla 055 o8 Wi ped 1S 600
waJ(Voé;\,u_ﬁ);gjd_L:;éua,\R
l)gtag,_*j.;jaAw,_?u\aov\_aJ;

il

PR YETE- I INE. Iy CT UG Wy NE N
oS 3 gdoee Jal g 4t g s ((VYVA ¢ JiLas
3 oml d o 53 95, Al sy Jsene
Al e OT 6 L o 5 mloms SIVL 55
.(Anonymous, 1997)

Jels 2 ot 25 30 SNl oLl
i 03 9 Al g Ol ) 5 s Cats 53 0UlST 5 gudoes
AL o 58S 5l ol 4 OT 5L 3,50 ST 5 o
S 9 b Lo S gl Wil D)3 4 588 5L
il e Jlw 53 5 O 5—hn YA 55> (m Lo
Lo pd ol Gaslg ol s s (VA b )
e &3 Slsyly alS s blea j4i S
T AL Sud W R e 55 s el
PR YN W NN Y CRGIP QU Pt
ssb di S S s D3 us s ol ele L
s ool Jas 0 la (i b il 5 S 0o
D)3 a4 glds slse Sl SH(ES) 4l g O
s s oM e S 5 s K5 (e s AL (o
jté%sdwuﬂjuww\‘(uu{)»f
O3 pae Ll A3l o5 e 6 )3 ocas (301
JB Ol 4 23 i oo SIS L anlie 55 0T LT
RIPI S e manr gL Lk e Job)
wmgﬁ_atsw_islm_m)ghbfﬂ&\,\s
OLLE 3l oslinul (T o pan 45 g s 46,0 5 shate 4
ek s 53 D)3 sl 4 S Omen
S onl 3Ll 5 lesy Coeal SIS
2> e o S5 OGN iy D5y s J s
':)deﬁrA‘}E‘))}i{ﬁ:Jbb

cﬂ..»lu_la:,wﬁ,&\,pj\éwgujtf‘\?,;
Sl ade oy Lo g s ails oai s i)y S
VL b S a5 ST o 1) Slidles §
3035 Jna ) (S5 55058 Jlasl olS Jos e
b3 Shas cpl ol 5 55 658715 gad Joonl o J 5 b
jq_l:.;u;,_&tstgu'@)tsdww..m@umf


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1381.4.4.4.1
https://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-395-en.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal .ir on 2026-01-30 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1381.4.4.4.1 ]

Tl 5 (oS Sl puam anlllas”

)s}as;w;uls)lpoj}j\&j}m%ﬂw
o) s (i bl

O.a\...i:ﬁgb)).))bu\.’.l?&»‘))j))ﬁu@ﬂqu-‘)é

Lwse 035 5 omb ol

NN

(Ellis and Kirby, 1980) ol o 3|8
Ui 55 A i i DS S35 o st 5
r.\_;?o_;ym Joo 487 (555 b 4 ol ol plon]

&yl > 4> y3 4 T, aestivum L. g Triticum durum L.

j&.ﬁ&}abu@qﬁ@aﬁ)éjdb

&Lw',\;u_acﬂ_.:lf'@)uuﬁujomflﬁb_
U S sl 53 gl oD L Ol ks 5 a8 513
3 Sl sls 8l slu s (Heading) dew 55 ¢b
sl v gie 05 4 ok cJ.i:J?o.LAu;.a &l :ng
3 2Bl jadeis Oy s 3 (S cakan s 4lls
5, Shee YU &yl 4 ys ol 5 Sy sl 36 oS
Cred > (Sisodia et al., 1979)ail ails (g mis 4l
23 g Calies le 5 55 STy o5l 6l el
5 oS e s ke (aoe o 25 Ll 2
Sl o a1 y) gilides gla e li s 0T Sl
(Fernandez, 1992; Fischer and Maurer, 1978;
Jakela 9 59, Rosielle and Hambline, 1981)
(TOL) Jos _eLi(Rosielle and Hambline, 1981)
e L MP) 5, o 55 S0l L
M 1A ke (TOL) Jased s li dss S
Lol y gl ol 8 55 555 oS 5, Slhee
MP)s, Shes 8k ) S0 oL 5 )l s
35S e 0l S e Ll s 5 15 o Sle
i TOL jasLi jleslaul bls 565 byl
S 5 e 4l sl o) sk
polae bl s gl Ol cpl pls il
MP sla sl jleslawnl L .Gl TOL jaxli eSS
Siis Ll 55 a8 Lle o g oSS 0lSI TOL
55 4 e L5505 (5 5VL (i 3 Shee ol
U P W ) U SN S S S W

))}3\.»3;&-9.3)‘})‘,_?-5 CJJ)‘JLS"Y\JQJJSL&

wy‘}__<f}w3\__w-)__.&bbks__ﬂﬁ‘__<
a3 yiis dosls Olis (Savin and Nicolas, 1996)
Slda 5, Y L5 V0 53 (80 TN O Y &yl >

s ls0js Sl Blos, Sa o

Franklin g Schooner s> V_;) 93 03 e )s iy
51 5> Schooner 35 53 4l 035 Sl sl rals
r_s‘)‘)ﬁSgb).})ﬁd‘.)ﬁjo‘)))d}b).bﬁg
0533 Jsb LS 5155 oa s Sles 2818 Franklin
rjj.sﬁu\;u,uﬂ);ﬁlf@}d;ﬁ,
e L B

Schooner VJ ) = 5 4 Franklin

NERIE

! = (Savin and Nicolas, 1999) ¥ 55 5 op sl
Sodes o5 S (gla 050 dlesl Olej 5 Cugby S s
BY SIS RuIr WS-y O X C) YL Syl amys AT
=0 5o wls CakS 5 055 p (g o) gy Do
ol 53 Aol plewil ! S0 5 bsT e Schooner
L8 ) Sl o i 4l 035 S le3T
;w\oU\~)4s|>ou;a),>‘}l)|);g,k,&;;
sl i ml)wwdj.afj(@‘ma\n;)lm
S 59, YO L YO)als 0d 55 095 Lyl j3 (gun
S FO L) als 0Ad  eys gl 5 (Slisles 8
LS ol s sl Olas (SLasl 03 S 1 de
3 e (Y Jaw e 5 b @) LS 55 3153 4l 0
25 U b g 55k ) osby 25 5

ol s Csb, 5O T/ O L E s i
on 5 32 N5 sl Ve s Sas  (VY0)
o 55 531V 15 Shae Olads ansls 523 5 13
5 3 KM939 5 ¢35 537 Y'Y 590> L5 L2521
s i 55 53K 2alS s IS b o
0595 oalS s i L YE LUAL | g Calises
SALS o g ol dom s il S s O
s ‘_;J_i.; aallbs 45 (Zemanek, 1990) Ls «ls O
G 5 LBl 53 (g 3 0T Sl 53 Shos 4y lis

S s 8 S B 8 I s s plS


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1381.4.4.4.1
https://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-395-en.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal .ir on 2026-01-30 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1381.4.4.4.1 ]

VAN F o lals Q(JLQ;; VS ‘”“-"J‘l‘ gsc‘JJ (}1& s’

Lo 5 a3 Shoe 800 Y 5 25 5 o slls
5 s LT 5le Sl llan 55
‘}“S‘O)Lg:)))j_glaﬁom}jw‘yl‘}gd‘};w
Sl S s b e opl plo sl oo Ol ) ool Loyl 5
lemﬂﬁmsu&)ﬂjuwwﬁuf
UL bl 205 o imme o ke
OV gasly) 590 s olE
Jw;\w,ﬁﬁa)wu:iuﬂa!rt?a\jl@,u
sl el b5l e Shes sl 55 Sas 4 b S
A 53 5 S o gl G 55 00 Camla 5 e
Slasld,y o pas 55 G fhy i S 5 dnn s
Slil 55, Sdee (Sl i 1 games ) $S55 45 58

ﬁzdjjjwou?bda&“_iljgwlbxﬁ\

23 g3y (6 e 8 ailain &S O g ) OhlunE
S A5k Gl 48 deml 5 5 4SS Ol g
SLL 5 (SHL Ok 5 Ole 5 sl sl s
adlate ol 5305 S planil (Gl Jlge S5 3 oS
isole e YOO 5l ailysy ol domys 5:50ks Y sana
IV C 4 o 5 b o 2818 ole e 531470 C
S a0 S () i) b (oo SRl ele s
s9d> pH (g gy o 3L lyls o (6l o
o315 4 +/1 mmhos/cm 534> EC 5V/A
aw L (O Sl sddis 5 slbe & ST 0 4
3las oS sl S 2 b I s oS 5y 41 S
Fob ol ol ol gl o S A5 8 el
Y0 5ola 63V (ol )3T Y0 ol )3T Ve fuls Cils”
SIS gla L oLl s 5 1PV Ul ole 6
4 cadlale p g o LSS R )b 4 a5 e dle )5S e
sl 5y 50 S o sla S 854S 5 s ol
wrlpn b B5Lss als 0E g il e o

s g Jels ST e gle O ST sl

YA

oo 4o Cawlus 25U (Fisher and Maurer, 1978)
abayly ISSI jasli Hldie 457 (s sad slgiy 15 (SST)
LD jldds 555 s duwlws SSI= [1-(YSi/YPi))/D
dmelous D = 1= (Y 5/ Vp) ksl 51 55 Jaos s
s Shes 5 Sile 54 Ys 5 vp 0T 5o &8 558
e A3 o S5 llas Lyl 5o s 5 55 4en
SO 3, Shes 1208 Sl i odias Ol SSI e
555 osan bl 5 s 5 s S
Hesliawl b ol 585 0T iy 6)loly 4z
O b A5 Ll 53 o gle o5 55 SST el
Comiolitand )13 (6 i b ST Shas 5 4y 55
O 90l 5) James 95 8 38 ol GBS @
gj_ﬁu;,ubw_;@;ﬁ%&w,b;;\(uw
(Fernandez, 1992) 3450 5 .4 ;s B ks yls g 5V
alaly 5l a S 1, (ST s a4y Jass ol
e 35 oo dmloee ST = (Y5 XY )(Yp)2
hls ol cpl el 2 5ok Gls G555 0 5e0
L 5y e 5Ll ol Ly e a STI YU ,5Lia
S ol s aseis Ol jesla ol 5 eslizul
3 8 ee 5 1S O 5 RS e 53 8 o
S5 S A g VL s Shes 5 wdls pnd 555
e e La (VFVA) 0L 5 (6530 il axals
o2l Oy o an 1 (MSTI) ol fdns A5 4u
Ki Hldie .d53 g3 (b e 0355 s dewsloes KiSTI
a>g L aS CuISTI dba.cfc?@sﬁfé
st Lyl b 5 Jlazl g adlats ooes Lol 2
Sy 3t 4 9 35 oot adbite 0T 5 O gllaals
ST e b 15 5003 S Jes el (S5
g 4o okl plil (gla 05037 4 4 5 L STKi e

K, = (Ypi )2 Y p)z s Ky = (Ypi)2 Y p)2
Lol s m Jleat b ol o B8l 5 6l o5 @
Sl SV b sla a:\:J_:le_gr_{) 3L osllas
alie 33,8 e aculoes (ol i B wlidl e
Lol 00 i) 5 Sles i 4 YSi 5 YPI


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1381.4.4.4.1
https://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-395-en.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal .ir on 2026-01-30 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1381.4.4.4.1 ]

Tl 5 (oS Sl puam anlllas”

5 Jens gla Lt la s T acloes Cils e la
2o8le s b By bl e S ol
d— U 5 ((Fisher and Maurer, 1978)
s 23 s

O1,LKan 5 553U 5 (Rosielle and Hambline, 1981)

L 9, «(Fernandez, 1992)

L s osls il sl dm o s 5,87 1 (1YVA)
W2 8 Lol SAS ()LaT 1531 p 5 anli 51 oslizel
Gl acals L (LT 03037 51 b Sl ay e 51

A eslazel Lp s ) Cla../ 33 OQ\;

ado a 530l S oSas o3l 05 L S 51

0313 QLS Y 5 Y sl Jodor 5 K5 s b (S dew
Yo,\~)¢3>,d31¢~&l§'@)u,>&ﬁ.¢w\om
d,\;@@,w&;}u\_ﬂc@,ﬁ;\(ou,ﬁ
L;u@u,g&_;uu@,_au i sdalice
A 2ol 2alS (ol (63 Y0 51) da CilS
J}TJ}‘JAJJYL%Q)‘}}Q)J&;JSMJ@
Lyl 5 0l S ol ol 5 p o S Gl 5o Al
ol s Gl L s en,5T s s 4 65 Il e
I+ oL oSas o3l pazd (B 55 5B S )
osle 0 ;b 5l Csd o sla L858l rals
Mmoo Uy (6ls (e sl 5 g b 4 olS ST
Ls 5 plew 51 S FICCI725 o g5 . Azdls
Jlize 51 e a3, S A S5 oSS 03l
CaJedes gl

A'Cijl I&‘ fd)"u Y

< 2 . ’.'L;l A

5555 S

s o 535 2 ST ;505 Ol o Zbls gy
&K&&)}LMQ@‘G&};Q)W@@‘FQ
DY VS U P SIS
FICC2712 4 FICC1725 | A

555 3

FICC0963 5 FICCIS70 sla s 55 57V + 3l 2aS

AR

FICC0963 _Madl s &3 50 SIS (5la 0 las 4 23
¢34 FICC2712 4 FICC1725 FICC1571 FICC1570
KHEN S Jryh DRy g & - PO P ISTOLY
303 8w 78 I 55k ool de o Sl S
Jols o5 sla &8 lesT opl 5 s Ol
byl dob L e my Jpb an b jp g Ly
St puls o, S Aol sy zesla ¥ cals
93 o 5l ool gla & ST Aol 5 rasla 0t 0a
2EES A G B pan e e s 4B S L o
oslaie g aalons e e g8 3 S0 YO (STl
S Do i LT i CAS S ey s 8
Lol o pliie T Cus o sl i plosl
o3Il ol 5 ialeiT gla & S b 4 42 5
770 Jlasl 5 SLs oz Cgby ds s 5
Sosb s 8 om as 50 55 ST 5 )8 Oletil
el Son 5L 2 55 LT O Ges sz oS
plesil LT oLS iy 0y5 sk o )P@TM-?)U’.
Gl S Sl s §ga3T el S 51 S s
5 (P205) s ,LSa 530 85 S A0 Jol sy
Oy g i (N) Lalls 059,25 5 5 (‘;}15 g
p?}_gw;}b,('/.ma,,\h}_g;gwﬁy
BLolas 0 S 4 65, SWpw min 5555 255
=l 03 s 3y e Sl LTV (g e5) s S
(SLidl 03,8 b CBlS 3l gy sl 31 A5y le Guios
gLl (S5 S ey 5 S 51 g sl
S il L (K55 Sty dl o 3 0lS
Jo 3 5 Slas 1l (85 S 57 g Loy Lo 1 e
08 9 aiw s ul;;\.uuc}@ Aol g ys aliw sldss
5 lnsm Ol e Sl k3 5 dsloms il 50
4o las ( gamee Oy Olaj 5o (s e Ls
Cils g o8 p DS o by Sl e e S Ol
S 15 5 alsn sla plil st osle s g
5o Celu YE Sl 4 VO C sl 3 5 5 3
(rlase) ¢S o3l |S™ 5 4l 035 s 31 s


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1381.4.4.4.1
https://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-395-en.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal .ir on 2026-01-30 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1381.4.4.4.1 ]

VAN F o lals Q(JLQ;; VS ‘”“-"J‘l‘ gsc‘JJ (}1& s’

jwlséu@)u)wdﬁ‘;)bww&&u
dicw j3 s sl bl js o o sl 65
RCIE N
3 15 ime asls S8 05 o e 8 s
a.\_aTC,_wan\_zc_l_ﬁLg_,bJ_; (Y la o)
059 o8l asl sl &l im0y cawlie 28 Olej L
i (ola (63 Y0) )l sl 555 )3 s S 5a
cnl 538l Al AT (ela )3TV )l IS
5 p sk «(Ellis and Kirby, 1980)sb 8" 5 dl 55 sl
OIS 5 gasly s (Blum et al,, 1997)01,LCes
13 00s 093 L 84S Lsge 3,15 55 (1Y)
LS 4y pmta b ol g esls alS 1y puS 5
PR G RSy I S ._s_sjfdel.adu'\adj)
dosls Qlas s g 1 Selate slayle,y &ls Hlie O
55 45 LT Kl s 158 055 ks 4y lie
G555 3 (0,5 Y &l Jl5a 055 o 2 FICC2T12
1 (05 YY) s 158 055 Ol e o S FICCIST0
@)uwd,b@»&m;m;@.@‘mb
Lol mls bl s oy s o3 55 5 slS
(Wallwork et al, 1998) 0l,an 5 S, Iy ool 8
3,13 Cillas (Savin et al., 1996) O,en 5 o slo
;\&HWJAJJ\JQL&J{P'-QNLEJJJLAQT

2 als 05 sl e YL Ol 4 s 55T 0L

390l mime als s Shae e § s

Jlasl 5 coslS Olej s L.V 5 Y sl Jgds)
3 Shas 2l o ils by Al o y5 Lo 5 i
Aol S Ly a3l 8 adls
ul;ou\_.:j;aﬂsd,k;;)\f@ﬁu:g}\.u)@
s 8 s 03y ShelS an ot al ol g talS
SIS U sl Al OUE y ess3 Job st
g;.ilf‘;u@)u).w\fulb):uﬁjj)b 39>

SYY 0 s i Faeyeo ol dsb poler 5 psw cpsd

YV

35 YN O e

Ck_wuu|3):41§_w>\4_a5450_1\4_gc;?-}§\_3
S 5003 Julsl 53 5 Sl 3 Slas s o 5 s
o SUdl 03,8 51 5 il el e 53 5 0lS
Loy o935 Flgl ps Jaoe deliwl bl 4 51 058
dal g 3505 3, Shas <5 pl 4 Sl &yl ol
(¢ Y ‘5L.AJ}~L.?)0MTQ_.~>4_3@EJ&LJ1 Al
j}QML&)JOb)ST“K@)U)Q“S%ﬁ
M\JJR)L;JB@AJMS-HLAL;:;JK@)U
“_.ﬂgii;\ou,ﬂ,;r,;,Jj‘gﬂz\f@,ugﬁw
J_ip‘s}_u,'\au@);p\_g”ywlf@)u
e 51 S edali e (g ls —ime M
230bs i ol b e B3 51 o gl o 5
P R P P L [ S PR
S E s Calisee Lol o (gl me Joline
LLijlyo o sr gls i) 5 S8 b 5 b
ol Yl | ol ol B 5 g 5 S s 5 L
Biiee 505l (sl sy sliws &7 ol s osde &7 T
o b 0,8 5l 3 (S Sl g 3 o
U e el ol 53 0 5 s
s Ll eds il W5 5 (655l as o8 o
5 85558 dhsy g odaT S 4 s L ol
&S p| » swe (Hezhong and Rageram, 1994) el
_;.alfcfﬂ)sﬂ)\fd?uslijﬁawlfﬁ
3ls Calas (bl
oS Dl slajles Jlael L L S 25
Sl Jgda) 350 5l e a5 4l slaw , LS
oo by slas b 51 s o sl s Je (0 5 Y
e sty Sas L (sl e Mt Al
OT op S SFICC0963 5 555 55 aliw 53 &ils sl

Al men aT s G FICC2712 (5 555 5


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1381.4.4.4.1
https://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-395-en.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal .ir on 2026-01-30 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1381.4.4.4.1 ]

Tl 5 (oS Sl puam anlllas”

bl

352 ME FlelE ctls el o L s

U L ekl Cas 4 mls Gk A 5 Y sla s
FYL Gles Lol S 0ud arln 5 sl 5 5o
Cad s s G ) S8l s Cals , jestls
sl - Lol gme Dl Cils e la s
o b o 85 ple 4 SewS FICC0963 o 55
Jolize 158 R FY PYVA o PPRE e
jc,_&lfga_lsutg\_a@)uoﬁé)bﬂ
ST CBIN sy o g 2050 S Sl G
SO P} FUB SR S PR I (FE
L bl 53 Cobls Cadoin ba o5 4 (o

C_,.w‘ ebﬁ C,.&\Jj u.p-uu

Ll 50 S o 355 s Ses ol

sl 5 (YSi) a5 Ll 5 55 5 (YPI) s Ms
U 3 W i 4 Caglie b5 gl e L
Ll odis o3ls Olas & Jods jo cilS &b 53
4S Ay oo B4 (TOL) Joos jorli s g
Gl L (5 95 plo & S FICCIST0 5 535

a5 55 4l 5 Shas Ol 8L 2alS 55, YA
Sl L7 it (gla Gy )6 4 Cod S o
cals @)U BE JJ_QW.G saalST sl Ol ool
CdlS Fo )l 4 S (ole 5270 51 0) oyl 5 p g
L ol mmls o3 LYY (ole 53T Y0 5V )pss 5 Ul
Ol Sas 58, gl a gyl &
Qlj‘_g.«.a)&‘)l_w (Wallwork et al, 1998)
oY S s pslw s(Savin et al, 1996)
J_EJJSLQ.:— a8 swe ((Savin and Nicolas, 1999)
ey gla Cusl b Calas b § i 3
s 55 kimsls Ol K aSS b wls 5 Shee b
b sl 53 b G55 b 4 S FICC0963
A5 1y (BYAO kg/ha) il 5, Shes o 2io CoilS
,g:,_.zlf'@)u,;,gful_,u_&)w,_g
sl s S L § i 5L 005 4ol g
YV kgha Ol 4 p)lger S8 LS 3 0T
S| PR PREL \ PP YE g NU W
o s LS A5 L O el pe pts s 4 sl
J—lime a5 % sl use als
5 Sl G e (sloa fu LS e (515 (e
gy adls 3 Shes b bLLl s S o gls i

\FVA-A. gl)jJu)sﬁs;)wJ@}L,cgjiﬁ@,;&\b,ﬁl»bﬁcjxjgy—\ Jod>

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 2026-01-30 ]

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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