% 15 QS a5 ¢
AT 52 (Jgl 8 )lowd cpd Wl

& .
ISCPBS & T Y‘_TT-‘ z‘t/’:fé‘vld;/)‘j?ﬁ%’

s i ot http://ejcp.gau.ac.ir
23 8 131 s 51 0 0 (B yro P51 b Joio puiS P 51 3 (59 41 S N g Al

"L g8 elanbis 5 Mlalin il S BIS e ) LT ol
OB S b o 5 (355U sle oSl sbal’ (555 Slihos o 55 0 Slstal
U8 S b w5 (5355058 Sl S 50 Jlslead
WALVYY 15y b VAT sl s

oS>
L:..».) BEl fb) CJYM >J§l—°-" m.hls BE oS 3 gd>es Ja,al JAL“« &'.'. Lg)}..z w.ﬁ HELRTY 3 4&3[...:
Mjﬁ,\mcégcé}wl_}@Jﬁueww&M&jlajlouljw);@,i@dkw.mp@

s e QLA STy (6o A 4 Bl

alie 5 oodd Jome Gopd 4 Jemte pdS LBl (upd 4 ESTs adlles skew il By, 5 olge
(3lm) AT alo o a3 3T ol Ssd o Tl 3 el e Pl L 0T (slapmilSe
(e sze el 5 s, el YT el sladle (b (Dl 53) sl ze 5 (Jlo ) (lobelS
sk yme ol 5 pBs 5 GBSl Ol o681 JalE (5) 55 a4 Jamte Bl Jals Lol gla e
sl Jolis Cilzies SIS Loyl 53 55 48 Loy b 5 Cdida Syl e ol Cojlane Loyl i (gl
5 B3l JolS oS sh g gt b Jams Ol O S ola) 5 ) 5d o Ol oy SBGT (5553
Jslows Sloslizal b 5 b S Jases 53 G g8 o)l pled 55 lalnlS ol s as cis IS s
o5 ) o M Olges Sl L SIS e e V0 5 el (6550 s S 5e e
ol 3 a8 el e s Sew L S S, OF 31 ot 5 5 gt Il 555 Vo3 A5
S 4 SLOIS Gl 5 ol wdaa S Bl 51 s Sl S S L3 e Olpee o)

Sl B O e 5l e g s o VO 5 V/0 LY Glag, s b s L ag 1SS 4w 53 G slaolls

anagholi@yah00.com :43\%e J ye®

vor



AT L()) 023 s ¢85 SBLS agh &

‘JAK..i.ll.aﬂ d}ﬁ BY .»; ozl LN')T)J Soge & S UJJ**":"’JUMTUJJM Sles J‘*:)J‘*"é
ST 52 a0 Aol b e i g Yo B ho (6558 5l sz 250 2801 Sl S50l Ol

338 e g Al e cpl g o ST B A (6,8l

25,8 edalie s p50 51 55 (opd 4 ST 3 Gl e 53 LS e el el tlaaddly
sl ain 5> IS 55ba 5 S ey DA S|t COle k(505 SRS S samel DI O 2 oS (55 ba:
Lo Jol andllae 550 6l s St 055 bl 4 S T8 iy 2a (6550 25 Jlesl Sy
L) g Sl el 03 S 85030 (555 25 dlesl 5l g dloliBl S e 2818 oS i o
Sl el 03, Olgea OO 035 5 Sreml 5 & Joote o3 Olyeas Ol 03, ol ain 55 s
S 43S ol e Ll d s A Olpee 53 (5 R0 (A e a3 by bl aslsl s s S
a oSl o g3 Jde bl s G ek S e Gl pead w b e A3, a6
RS Iry YRR A A VAR WP TP VY O I P NS S PP C IR R CH ERR PSP
WU AVAT Glacs s 55 o Sar pbl cnl 58 Gud 0 GHSTs (S 5eSim o il 5 i e

G Jeote Ol bods B me o5l oS ol OF 51 (Sl Sliulesl s shumerr JS 5bay 16 S e
35 clie 5 Shas (ghyls Lledd bome 5 5 0T 55 oS adil Ll 5 L 85l Woa ziy (g)ss
Sls szt Ll ad gl o axilS o0 Ll Copline Bl Lol 5 3 oS oK 5 dzes 5l Ll

Has QLIS 55 5l S5 S b o0 4 e

IS4 e w&» (o3 S el Sl A ‘t.);f rlé)l (Sog e it} s tls slaols

\E%3



o) 4 d@lﬂ Col

dodio

cAae s s B S gy 5 Sop IS S Olgen 0581 o Of 5 S (558 dltee
Glls 4 558 (55,58 ol 51 S Osde VA 6 same 5 Sl A el el
ol 3wz OF 55 S Oaabs £/7 350> (lites (658 ciliis Sl s 4 Vs glasSE
Shls uss pesdle S Oade Y/0 5 L, (6,05 Cussdons (GHgd 3 b 4 &S Az
e 53 hien 35 i 2l s Sl b sl 5 e S i w4 b e ey s sl
O s ls 5558 55 Kas 0 Mt (63,38 bl Ss Osabes VA S 51 Aoy A/E L
ol Sidsn gm0 b diten sk Bies oS Lao] ol s aliy Ay e3sdoms 55 el )
(010) W S o O5emS] 55008 EMSie 5 aldsy dnas 5 adlaie St QUS55 45

LS L3S Olge o p ieaioms V1 pdS (6558 4 Jood ailenl (1AVY) cedla 5 uls
OF) &S o s Shee 2alS @ 558 o3 VA ot Loty o sl e cnl 51 2l 2l
Sl s bl s S st b (o5 4 Jemieans oS S Olpear [ o kS LOT Luld oyl
03,5 5345 dl ewdas oy e 3w ¥ S gl i e LIS s (144Y) i 5 Olizud
Slde (VAAD) OLer 5 G sSOl 3 Gilesl 3w (M) 5,8 0 13 el aas OLLS
2 o 2l V) 55 3 Jeie 055 53 s dn S sysln e p eesies A liud
sS Bl (FVN) SISy 5 iy el B3l 33 Ol pl 53 0l b me pS (51 o yoast
i s s O/ s YIYE B/0A 0/0 (gy5d t Jond dliw] (S sy o 5 Jgale (opdss
Gt e bl (gl e &yl slasl o il i ps 2ol (YY) Ws S o185 1, e
sde opl 53,8 o 3 eslinal 5550 o5 QLS o st & e Sl anslie Olgoas ki
#3 Slkes 5 il v (Ol Sy e eslizal 3550 035 (Gl 5 O Ll 5 4wy
(YA Y ) ol anils (ool 5 awls Ll 5 e

sl el Sl i 55 5l god S5 4 OLLS ESTy (SCSls Bl 5l s JS ke
sl sl oS ddy T b St 3 sppe S alwsas oS (gl e bl Cus sl Ul
05 Dl 5 olS glad 0355 4 Ol 2555 5l il DI e s 338 s olS 53 el I3
ois S (T 5 0)) 35 ) g edes SISl 4 oS a3l alid slantes
ool SRan (ol O S YL Chale Tanl 53 5 S 4ot sdee S Y 5 OIS 0 |y S

yeo



AT L()) 023 s ¢85 SBLS agh &

o ol 0 S5l U con Sl 3 23,5 gdee slse ple 4l js sl Esb
S s MBS Gasitd BB Gl dis SN S 3l 630l 3 el (S 45 LIS
($3)l5m 53 e 35 8 U kS Gl bog Al sl Cel il San aS Sges
Olsea SS e S 55 dglomn slge SRl L5 (VF) a5 Slas Sl sl b st (slags )5
.k:a...w\eM(Vi)QL?Sf)J;J}@QM&ﬁ‘p‘QJ(VN)JQS;}‘J&

FRs0 Soxd e 5 B8 B S e ol s 6 o5 S EU el A
ESTSIR HSS PR VIS P PP TG FVRUN I SR - ST FPIT-Jo-S L < PN FREN VW
S o Sl e NaT Jlist Jz8 LUy b S b OlS 5 L o5 YU L=
ozt 4 Jomie G 55 Sl gl oDy 255 dU e s ulple LO0A) Al e ade (g el
Ll 5 kil GVb ol Jomd s & Wipd Ol Bl 55 el s s o
oy S 31 el Dl SSE pes (Y00Y) [ise S o il 1) o ds e gl
oS Sl Syl Al o 53 (6o 4 Joo Olje )3 bag 55 BVl 48 iy Oy p S 55 S
Slaplll a4ty 5l &S Sl e 5m LIS 5b 5l el 5 A, eS0T el
3 i Sessn G oy L SIS Sl e W1y 03 OA OV A) sud e fie lse
53 53,8 I Sy Ko Sl e S a5 A S|z duled e IS 1 Ay e ol Ll
AP0 XY 0) sl ol [aSTs S ol (gamms il 4 () 5d o yae

Wy 5 5 o a8 s LSS 5l Cles 5 Al il a5 iy Ol (Y00 A) oed 5 (iige
OA) b o ot 58 5l 30 el Sl (6,803l (6l e 2FlE 5 ek, OAS
o s bl 4 s Hpd Ll s 3 S e s KOy a8 Wdizas (Y00 OLes 5 25
(V) il Lol IS il oS15 5 S S sladshe (oS Jsho s ey

S 4S5 S 53 3Nl b 4 L 00 e 5 S5alr e sme slacs)sd Lses
alS S o0 ol o Llg e Q.,\.ZJ',:...);J.:}E (V) 5,1 el ey dilger A sl (6,
035 ind Goph 551 U eld s glaazalS & 338 o s Slos el cpl i3S e
Llad g | amalS sy s a5 Sol Slle g (Koo dax 5 503 ot
Ol slaaiys Ysome il o Sbt ol Glagos 5l iy St mlaw s s S bl 510

REUBERTST =I5 IEe UR VN Wy gV (PR V| LR U P V- S PW-igeSe v JEY SR o o (GlazealS

Y



o) 4 d@lﬂ Col

Rl o3 e slre &S Al e pl ol e il OF) ol s e 1 iy s e
M)JJJASL}ALA\J{OM}W)"Md}f}}M}%&ﬂééb)le{&wgu{d}f
‘u_Mvu,\,;@,@,‘dlwﬁ@uemw%w@&_ujﬁ.m)J.:uuaajﬂwp_
T L Ll Jyems pB,I L Blod cnl 51 sl o1 (! LTS v 5 el oS 3 yme (555
S s sl d 53 edd e 0 A8 Bl 3 (o5t 4 e Oliee o) et Wil s

g, 9 dlge
Yo 9 Yo LY' L\O 1.\' Y (..,\AL.; JAL.;' J.]é_.::)}d LSLALSJJ"‘:' A.Lz-jd L)"\ o ‘_;AK..:_;LA}T 4.1’;&

el ad ealial V4 Y Cond & 3CACly s NACH slacas S 5 5l a8 555 o 5 pas j g
Lodsg OO 5 dsls e «CdidasS (b (33 (6, Ol S5l Jold 550 s 3 4e
Ao 53 (C) ust 4 oo dlial o cpl 53 ol e3) g sl doss Sl eslizad
Gt (VAVY) adls 5 wle Jost 55 dde elad o (D) wlen] dais 5l L ot o 5 o540l 5
Pl o a4 ST (VML) fadls 5 ouSTly (G 5o Jo il 2 izman () alail) Aol
C%\)): Y daly) sl 555 P 5 Coo el ss Wsles ol 53 (F1AY) i S 13 o s
(g oo andlas 3550 S b S3alg 53 fals s ys 00 Col &S il (g5 31 543) Crp
e s bl P s Cenl e g5 dalas 55 Crnig dﬁl&ﬂ}djjv—hd&j&iﬂ dslee s
ol o3 FY) Wsls oL exp(S.Cs) oy 1P yull (Yor0) O 5 olizal .ol 4 6
Vdalss o bl e csty lame ()58 Sl kS 4 o 3,Shes Sl ks 1 cales i S dlal
oy bl 53) el Soseoas andllas 3550 S b3 Shas Yyt (6558 L clle C ¥ U
23 b A5 0k kbl s addllas s i b oo Shes SBly 5 Yin s (el
Sl Lilsy ol 510D S e sl ) sde OF Glra A3k SOl ol 5 Shas 8 5550
LCrmig o alaly 55 .3 8 eslizad 50 llbsdS o 55 Cop 5 (658 & oo allin] s

Ao S ales Yr glras Ao 3 00 nls B L ) el 5 esliza
Yr=100-[b (C-Ct)] (1) bl

yev



AT L()) 023 s ¢85 SBLS agh &

Y

Y, =—F"— (V) ahayl
1+ —
CSO

Cmia=(50/ b)+C; (¥) alal,

Lo ombesl Jal s b Cile SLislo3l 51 S Slaloe bl 2 (Y000) O Ken 5 Olinal

LB Jlae oS Wles S e |, 'ST-INAEX (58 40 s Latls 4 skl oz OLSS
Soss Ll g e Coo VL lea‘.« 23 S Sl SLLS 55 Jsams U5 sl ((AS) S5l
anlos (gl a8 W5 S eslimal SLislesl glaesls 31 Slawloes cpl 53 ((FY) S Jased | Lo

"LJLfd Cewdds ¢ 4.]4_:\) )\ u.,a.?-u U’" g ol ealaiul (\V) QL&L; LSJ‘}“:" “ J@' Mh’.w] d=

ST-index= Csg + 5.Csp (£) adaily

0> e Bl 00 Gas a5 el 00 k3 6 (Sl sbollS s Ll i glaldS A
e S VY i ssba OIS oo ol 6 alB o guases 055 o ge 5 S planil (il CiS Lo
55k eslizad Cudps 5 Gl o3I L plasd 5HaclS g s S 5550 caSe e sl
/0 Ges 3 5 e Ble Yoy a5 ) sy o dol b ciss Dl s Lyl OIS s
50 e by U s OF L OIS 28 5 e alolbl iis eS¢ sl
0> 5 10 4 sy (SISl Ll by Sepl 5 e L3S okl Wliss S
Jslas 2o uiesyoed V0 5l tilosl slasless) I Jgles (6550 il s 0lulS
ol s G ¢l A skl NaCl sl eslizad L (NACl s 51 Ve MM L s
Sl 55 s S 6Ll 5 Ll 4 50 CaCly Jge e Y/EY lie cdals Ll 5 L sl3f Ca®*
Gl (00 ad el 55, Y (b oo ki 5 (Y1) walS S el Db Ol 2 05
Cla.ﬂj\ eslasl b g ¥ LSLQSJ{CE‘ALLSJJAL sl 5 dals Ll o 55 Wiy Ol (5,565l
Sp ¥ ok Ko Y LY e Sepl e a8l Dliss g Jb e
22 B8 B e O S 035 5 S e cadyl S 035 5 0 M 2 S &y

1- Salinity Tolerance Index

YA



o) 4 d@lﬂ Col

ot 3 Sy Soson il 55 V) A58 6,8 el s b 253 VO 53 55, T Sdees O
S gt s sy el Sl eslinad b s g e Bss & e (Ol S 55 53 0T
B aaa Y 5l e 35 S e Olge (Y1) el sy (555 @ oo ot 5 8 a3
5N dda S LBl s (S el g ods Sl eslinad b (gupd RS S me 03 B8
g O OIS Sl poa e b eias 3 w3 10 5 V/0 Y Gla i L OIS Y 1SS a5l Gl
e Sl OISl 5w jles edd S5 slas,sd b s slgnl B ous e 315 A
3 S eslind ol (€ 6 Y alaly) Gt a Joosd bl el 5 JSlg s Ses

S b ss (boassze Ll b 53 (Sen s 3550 pBl S a s cnl 3 tglas 50 e
5 o5 b e Olgea OB 5 Slidss oSl s S ¢\>,=31J>u\’).s 345 u;b"Laﬂ Tt
o 3oz ol adlaie a3 a8 B S ks ud Lo Ol pea ST (50 Sliios oS
Sl (i b)) oS wiy ol Jole 3 iy Jead Jsb s bds iS5 6
X3 S (Suls gl gad (S (55 0d el llites Slasl 315 (&l OAs = e 5 AlS (3
oSl 3 S (g Sl () IK8) Wil 5sd 8 5 s b anlie sl sobae S
Jad lise Glaoles 53 (5558 ool U3 Ll dd eslizul OF Jawsia 511 35 oS Sl OB S
25 Lok o 5 oS Wiy oyss elal 5 Olsd ol &S Al e odis JSsline slas s (Al
Slio (o (Sed GoS Sl Sl sl i Wl 55 ke elal (6558 Dl i e
orlize]  Ster w32 5l glasyie 5 @S (il Slinbosl 3 s p 5550 il
dslos (gl A o3linal SAS i385 55 nlin method w5, 51 e Sl s gl s S
(O L5 8 eslizal 0 aaly 51(STI) a5 4 Caslis o Ls

Y, xY,
STl = F’FS (0) daif,
p

Do Bl s s s Shee i a3 s s Shee e Yy Y, Yo ol s
lags 55 STI jasls lal y A3b e (25 0o Tl 3 3 lag 5 5 Shes :S0le 5 25
(Sose e xSOLe) MP 5 (6 Sl G ) TOl el otizes ST VL slis glols 5L

Y



AT L()) 023 s ¢85 SBLS agh &

Tol =Y, -Y, (V) iy
Y, +Y,
MP :T (V) 4]4-5\)

(ﬂﬂwjdﬂ;)éu@,ﬁn)wﬁﬂ!;ﬁ!M
Electrical Conductivity of saturated soil extract(dS/m)

0 10 20 30 40
O t t t t t t t t t t t t t t t
f. —&— salinity
I station(planting date)
% 30 K ----k-+ salinity
3 E station(flowering)
L2
40
60 | =
"
A A
90

.(‘5)‘9& G&A-J") Wé]‘g d‘f; o&..a_‘ Y S L5J.?“:‘ .k.w}’w—\ JS.&
Figure 1. Means of soil salinity inGorgan station and Agh-Ghala (salinity station).
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Figure 2. Response of two wheat cultivars of Sistan (square) and Falat (triangle) in saline (closed
symbol) and nonsaline (open symbol) conditions; and differentiation of osmotic and ionic effects. The

lines were drawing by excel software based on moving average method, where orderedfrom above to
below byFalat (control), Sistan (control), Sistan (stress) and Falat (stress) respectively.
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Table 1. Relative growth rate as osmotic tolerance index, leaf Na* concentration and injured leaf
percent in saline condition.
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Figure 3. Relative growth rate in Sistan as osmoatic tolerance (a) and Falat as sensitive(b) in saline (m) and
nonsaline (o) conditions. Dotted lines attributed to saline and solid lines attributed to nonsaline condition.
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Figure 4. Response of relative yield to salinity stress in Ofogh, KohDasht and Falat cultivars based on
two linear model of Mass and Hoffman (1977).
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Table 2. Parameters of two linear and sigmoidal models of salinity response in Ofogh, KohDasht and
Falat cultivars based on relative yield and absolute yield.
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(dS/m) (%) (dS/m) (dS/m) index  (dS/m) (g.pot™)
oOlé
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KIN-EUYLY
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Cy: Salinity threshold value; b: Declining slope after threshold; Csy: Severity of salinity stress which
caused 50 percent decreased in yield based on sigmoidal model; C.,4: The point of 50 percent

decreased base on two-piece linear model; p: An empirical constant; s: The steepness constant; ST-
index: Salinity tolerance index; Yy,: The yield under nonsaline condition.

Glls 3 Shee (ST ol Glas 3 Shas 3503 1S 5w OF b 553LES 5 ool 1ge oS 2l Ll

):dlbbjimwu\ﬁdwwléuﬂblﬂ.g;.w\e.,l.iez\;ol.ijoJi.ij.sd)jﬂiui;‘:«.f(«\é)l
S 5 dda S Bl 3 Shee b st U oS glaggypd 53 0 IS bl ol ool Y sl
el (i s 5 Ses s &S el BB B, WL slagn s e bl sl G5 2
SOl & codd M 5 38l i Clda S Gl Y ldde 358 e da>de S (55 5b0les
el Crp 3503 342 w:{JKJ dsles mulﬁAdef_i_sjzﬂ\)L; Ll 03 gl e s ey
syi e oolinel s 5 Sles glra Glae 5 Sl glaeshs I S LK il ol Sl
3V i Coo slols 38 o35 0T 55 &S Pl o ol sl Lol ol a8 S5 & gt
Ao hal a o Sles e (g i $opd e 3 Bl 0B, o il e IOy lda S

53 S bl b 28 Skl Glils &t pa el S o35 55 5 S deste 381 5 g

AL



AT L()) 023 s ¢85 SBLS agh &

(Cs0) s dhaii & o 1y Jlagad )b 53 i 5 Cotond e &l 53 45 AL o P ddslas
2 P bl @l 52 (0 JK2) 5 e i (omie g8 AL i el az s L as e OLES
D.Ct s Al s oo 1) Walas 4 Sh50 3 ol ot 3 sl 53 D.C sl 5 035
oS Ady e 0A 558 b daly el ol 2 e (35 a3 &S Wl e e
SalS stias0lis b.Cp el ke L 0T ol 5 il sl 23 D.C o jluis (C 53D
P A GRS ol 3 Pl bl Jlde e s dali (el 3 Ses) Y
el ot gs sl 53 D.Cp et i KL
Pl sl (STHINdEX) (5 4 Joos Lali Jlide b alaly ol 2 s Sialasl cpl s
o2l opl s YL Sslie .3 S acslous VE/TY VYAV AY/EE C Sa 3l 5 Cldda S (ol
b Coo VU slagsosd Ll 331 o) cpl by A3b o Coo VL palis 3 ri Jomw S0L

(0 J_(.Z),\{L:._}Mﬁz(,é)):jl%

2.5
= = = Ofogh
2 A KohDasht
T eeeeeees Falat

B Ofogh(observed)
A KohDasht(observed)
Falat(observed)

s 5 Shae
Absolute Yield(g/plant)
H
3

LI B B L L

1 .
0.5 -
0 _ttt—————t—
0 ) 10 15 20 25

S
Salinity(dS/m)

9 Kily s oS dhe ulul 5 (608 5T 4 Oy Cda S (3 pU,1 s 5 Shos STy -0 JSa
(VAAL) edla

Table 5. Response of absolute yield of Ofogh, KohDasht and Falat cultivars to salinity stress based on
sigmoidal model of Van Genuchten and Hoffman (1984).
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Table 3. Parameters of two linear and sigmoidal models of salinity response in evaluated cultivars at
germination stage.

5 C b Crid Cso p=exp
@Sm) (%) (dSim) (dS/m) (s.Ce)

Akbari ¢, 1043 230 3216 3192 284 0.0327 32.96

Sistan ol 11,54 313 2751 2723 341 0.0450  28.45

Arg S, 17.78 278 3576 3499 430 0.0363  36.26

Ofogh 33! 17.61 274 3589 3469 447 00381 36.01

Roshan .25, 11.21 2.90 2847 2826 320 00412 29.42

Falat > 1384 334 2881 2849 419 0.0503  29.92

Morvarid .,l5,» 1415 254 3384 3270 385 0.0412  34.05

KohDasht «.ias,s  18.01 2.68 36.67 3536 449 0.0368  36.66

all of cultivars ¢,/ s 1338 2.60 3258 32.04 353 0.0393 33.30
G 3 dsls bl S (5552 5l S Cop twlin] daii 5 ey (2 Cod D tg) 58 4 Jass Skl G
S P e o sl bl s Shee 2alS A s 00 dad Cpig 955 0 5 ,Shas 55 (gho 3 00 JialS Csly
Sossa Jams yarls STHINdeX talslas o Sl S ¢ 2 byl

Cq: Salinity threshold value; b: Declining slope after threshold; Csy: Severity of salinity stress which
caused 50 percent decreased in yield based on sigmoidal model; C.,4: The point of 50 percent
decreased base on two-piece linear model; p: An empirical constant; s: The steepness constant; ST-
index: Salinity tolerance index.

S ST-index

(S 3K 5 G581 sl o (Kiear —f Jgar
Table 4. Colorations among germination parameters and final yield.

Yp Ys ST-index Cso Chid G
Yp 1
Ys 0.868 1
ST-index 0.477™ 0.564" 1
Cso 0.450" 0.543" 0.999™" 1
Chid 0.508 ™ 0.577"™ 0.998™" 0.9977™" 1
C 0.646" 0.613"™ 0.820" 0.803" 0.823" 1

grain s ki, s «ls 5 Sles :Ys grain yield in nonsalinecondition ;i & Ll s «ls 5 s 1Y
VO Jleat e s s gme S xR, R X qon significant s oxs & s wield in saline condition

.significant in 5, 1 and 0.1 percent respectively .o s +/\
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Figure 7. Variability of grain yield in evaluated cultivars to STI at saline and nonsaline conditions
based on means of two years experiment. Closed symbols attributed to nonsaline condition and
opened symbols attributed to saline conditions.
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Table 5. Comparison of means of stress tolerance indices calculated by grain yields in farm condition
based on LSD test in %5 probability.

o5 MP Tol STI
(Akbari) s 2730.09 2386.25® 0.30°¢
(Sistan) ol 2349.82 ¢ 2611.56 ® 0.18°

(Arg) S 2797.82°¢ 2079.85® 0.34°

(Ofogh) sl 373530 ® 321319 % 054"
(Roshan) o5, 2534.25°¢ 1861.68" 0.27°¢
(Falat) =>s 3616.60° 2501.06 *° 0.54°
(Morvarid) w15 e 421097 3358.99% 0.72°
(KohDasht) «sua S 4180.97° 2847.21%® 0.74°

Il e SV e b s S e By gyl &S &u@ép
Means with same letters aren’t significant differences.
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