=155 OB Wy 4 pls

o AY bl (093 8y lowd (pd 3L Ao
<é® 0Y-1)

9t 5 201 3 http://ejcp.gau.ac.ir @Q&,&,@%
DOI:

b2

W g Sl 30 PSS pd 5 g0 O yShos £1321 9 O yShos 39 (559w wiliso T glaw il

"S85 5" Susged st
Lo ey ol 2505 5 el A el IS (g gmils iy oK1 LS|
WAVVNY 1oy gl VROV il s 4
S
5 osh Ol e i 1) 035 2l sdidy Gt ans 53 () iwnd 3 e 31 O s il ibin 5 aila
BT Lsusjp?'} © e s &S (Gosba @il Jsa |y g bl glacis ST s (fped O
Loys 5 3 Shes el o Sas 5 o5t D pwsm Glew ol OBl 3 gd e Lol il glacis
2l ST S Dl U s 55 Dl Daan D e (pds 5 B e S 03 5 8
Al e ol el s 5 Ol G oIS (galuasl Laxls
JogSb Osson alas lS slacSsh o b LB s oM bl o sy se (bl 1B, g 5 s
gl w53 e baelr Sl S e LT O st 5 bl slas S Olsea pdS 35 58U s L
Jsb 53 s S 1ol 1S5 a3 o sla S Olyea (AdS.M™ 5 £/0 /8 Jsles o5 54 S3,52,S1)
Tl e bl Doy Lasis gl 5 A (gl sl kS (35 535 Shas szl 55 Shes b gl 2] Sk
b e 3 R3S onlital ¢ Sos Cusby cpand 5 adoy 4l 3l St wged il L S by alss s s
..,\.i_sﬁa\.:.ﬂbu(WUE)gf\_éfmu_J)lSLo.,\.Ze;\:gTQ\J'tA)«jbajﬁwgloﬁféue_s\:qa\q-}?
A o S es 5 il el wils Sl 05y il 5 Sas st 5 5 03, sla,sSLoilaasl
o 0 53l (B 53 kils s Aos LRI IS ap o A5 Rl LS 5 andly (ols e
Ls)y:u:;:u,;_\p\L{.Jﬁgﬁw,\sgmﬁj\&mﬁoa\;m:sumjwmﬁv'\m:}gmt&;”
03 imed 3y s by 3 e (e o35 sl (WUE) Ol Grme oL s [2alS dajles ads s
Myl parls Gleesis s (MPeow) ole M5 asls a8 55 5o 5 Ses  gopd S s
(rhas 3y pAS L aglie 53 el (35 e (ol Ol (g (il 5l L aS WLsls 0l 50 (VMPeow) ol
s 110 ME slae 5 50) ST 5 S2 g 5> 45 b sdalie odd S mld oo el il
o ina e AN Jalae) 83 (go5d mhaw 53 5l VE s, o) paS alls s (e p es

ashahidi@birjand.ac.ir sl J ses”

o)



WAV (Y) 02351 s> ¢ 21,5 LS W5 puld

S 4 S b 0B e S 3 (hesn iy 5 YN Wl 55 doss 5 ke 3 Shes 4 ax g L1 S o
Lot oo B Jole il 53 ()58 A5 kil pd 5o Sl sl (A4S 5 oS S 5D (Bl e o5
(s3bal slaatls L3l pimen b ln ) o3, pS Ol G me LIS e ()08 25 il 58l
)Uuﬁ;pm o 0B & L (55 Al s o2 S ol olis (:.,\;fv_;)y o> .,ub_s);jﬂ;..o

wmuJu_&;,Mﬁ@swewl%@d\ﬁumﬁﬁjg&uglﬂ@mwﬁ@b

ui s_ef.a.a u‘ibls t.u.:‘).;- UL\N\J} LLSJ‘).J u,ll.ﬁ cails ul‘::)ﬁ LLSJL,G-:E\ gs"l'i))\ ‘;J:del.éaj/j

Sy N pame Sl Gl i laod
(8) sl 5 3 eslanal

LS & (g 4 o SLLS o o o0l o
s Sl e Yl il slaw S
Goloms S o ok 55 Jame Ll 5 S 5 olS
L i) 5 Ol (S WS 4 by false
B e oS G Cglie s ed Gl S
LoolS S STy cplply LIS e S 6o
Gllas jsbas 05 00 S5l pme Sl 4
osba L OLlS Ulse sz onl bl ot
e 3 e 38 e S L o
53 oS Olea 5 Slas 4 o Lpd S 3 olS
03 e lealy Olpea Wlg o ed e S
e g U = I e
(YD) 5,8 15 eslinal 5,50 (55

> (Triticum monococcum) e.S =Sl
el sy LA ASM™) (oLl O (6552 L
o3> Ol LS S 3 ey 2y S
22kl Sf Gas lsl L rv\f 3 Ses &S ol
O Dles o Ll il Ll el iSs) sles
ol sl JalS (ol Of Ges (I L 28
oo goe 5 Sl o 3 (ol b alin 53 oS .(Y)

)\J))}Lﬁ )‘},j} 6@6[’- BE Lﬁ")} L:MM.: Q.ULE.‘: )‘

oy

Aol

slacdls i w O mle 5l ag sslind

SR e eSS SES A S g Wl slaysiS
2 sleol wyy o cll Ky, Q) cl w8 S
Sarimy 5 Geostasd 5 Goow Slaelr G b Sl se)
SY IR -FCRUCIIRENE R ST pu]
o= 5a A 5238 St g phe (So S
bl bl 5 OF glayss 10 el bl of
S & IS Sl s Sends Coll
W i8as Hes o) Gl glact 51 salixal
o ol (eislis s e glodlsl
Jod ol a8 Ll sl e (s O 5 ey
Jpams 3 Sas (St (Sis sl Sy b
S o sl pallael SIS sl
OF Jbols ol il 2als cg SR ICIEWIN:
Ll opl 55 Sl e il bl
Gl Sl s Shes Sl 4 s
Q) a5 sl i sle olasl glas Slas
TIPS S ] VI P N PSP A ST P
Lol (Sidtaas 5 S Gble 5o Lopar
BRRCWIRFS) (K| RNCR POV IO KT
sl (ol Sliger L ble $ S

a1 (L iSay 5pd ol L) e



S0 125 9 (S (M

Coboe & ey asld lash gl el Gl
YoxYe Jolsd b L3 S Ol S Yeooe

A Sl (rex )
ot sk bl e S Slase
Sl 3B S e 5 (S Sl
iS5 S ebabl Llsl 3 oy (gilueslal
Ol 5 ClS esgdee 4bE L 5l S e slad sl
Sl (gt Sl To=le ST 50T e an
Sl mSs s Jame islosl 4 s il
GSeilul g resden Ghay Sl eslinad Loold
o 3l eslizal b Sl ol puns s S
53 PH 6, Seslal A o 5l Je Tl
AT el gl —se due e pH L g plal IS
by S Sl QB el s by
Shs0) peybs pSiul 5 pagd b sladlSaus
o Gk Ol S e emes 5 (6
Slp 3 S Skl dlumS” gy 4 JS 055 58
2 S Y e gl opate o an
sladlgul  lug  eajee G ek gl
Rt e N S R ER e
SO Jadr 53 el Cawdas olis (s S s

el 0

3 SR e gla el )58 (7))
OV PRI PO e N RIS Y PN I O 1 prpse
S 0L s OF pegdle 48 0 0T 5 Shee J2alS
o)u;ﬂéﬁjcjh.ﬂgr,\;fqi;sutl;)\'cwgs
Sl iy 5 S pAS Sosbe Wil s
.(\\),\.}\o:\;()u..}d)}.i«.féf.iﬁ
Sl LS B bl st s
oy g Sl g ess e de VY 51 aS ANL
by Ssp o B3l 3 iy slac]
(et ST oo i 3 550 OF (65 ,5) 05554
o PV P e I A
35S a8 b oGais cpl 5o 1 53 S e en sl
oslawul CJJ'JJJ\;?.-J:{ Sl s wug;:x:SLuI
s Sas o5 G o ks ST S
atls , adele cpl s (‘J\;f o2 2 3 Shas el

ol 0l

W gy 9 dlge

ALl Sl asnie s Guas oyl

6ﬂ;§@wu,>6kﬂ°mu®),u§
Lt TYOF Wi 5,0 b o o 4 ok
VEAr gl b 30 00"\ Ll ax Job

\.,\:.:\ BE .,\.1.5; ;.b}-\ ol éb L.:JJ ch..@ )‘ e

b3l 5, g0 ankad S plad 5 (K5 Sl geas —) Uy
Table 1. Soil physical and chemical characteristics of the plot.
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Figure 1. Experimental plot soil moisture characteristics curve with the potential of FC, PWP.
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Table 2. Chemical analysis of wells water in the agricultural faculty of the University of Birjand.
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Table 3. Results of analysis of variance for yield, yield components and grain protein content two variety of wheat.

Slay o 5SSk
Mean squares

s GL’» 5T 4y wls Ul 055 S5 8 s 5 Shas Ols s Slas il et wls o852
Thousand seed . . . Lo Harvest Seed
S.0.V. df weight Biological yield Grain yield Index Protein
S5 2 18.35™ 0.58"™ 0.09™ 3.54"™ 0.98™
\Y; 1 49152 43.11" 10.30™ 204.7%* 14.35%*
| clax
J: ¢ 4 42.12™ 0.55™ 0.08™ 2.35™ 0.83™
rror
S 2 95.16" 29.40% 0.19™ 15.85% 11.54%*
SxV 2 7.62™ 3.35™ 0.28™ 23.31%* 2.28™
5 clas
< ; ¢ 6 7.31" 0.37™ 0.04™ 2.91" 0.58™
rror

Slsgae H O =NS 5 ho s ) 50 Cls_wjé Sl o Sy i 3 =V ol ;_;T Soss=S
S= Salinity of irrigation water, V= Variety, * and ** Significant at 0.01 and 0.05 probability level, respectively, ns=

not significant.
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Table 4. Compares the average of yield and yield components and grain protein content tow varieties of wheat

affected by experimental treatments
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Experimental 7 Seeds thousand Bioloaical Yield Seed Protei
Treatment Grain yield weight (g) lofogrcal Yie Harvest Index ~ Seed Protein
Ton.ha' (ton.ha-1) H*100 (%)
B S1 3.58% 271.7% 10.04? 35.6° 16.2°
S
sos g 3.19° 26.5% 9.22° 34.4° 16.8°
Salinity . b . . .
levels S3 2.66 21.8 7.82 31.1 17.6
o3 V1 2.76° 22.7° 8.24° 32.7° 16.5°
Variety V2 3.52° 28.0° 9.79% 36.0° 17.4°
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Table 5. Estimated water use efficiency of two varieties of wheat by salinity levels of irrigation water.

n % % < E = fi; o = [t JJ;L& h‘). Léfm "‘ib[s
2§ 2> 3% o E % 2 2 g :L 22 - Yield (kgha™) water use efficiency
3 g ). §© 2 = ~SEgE ) b 38 ) EEgE (kg.ha™.mm™)
28 = B VM & EE o0V EZS \, 3 E - - - -

€ 3 §E E M egY % T ZE 282 oS oS oS

[V < E ‘T &) 3 S £ > 5

= a4 wn = © . . “ N
- o X3 o X3
282 149 0 35 466 1742 2645 3.74 5.68
S 408 149 0 30 587 3529 3795 6.01 6.46
. 534 149 5 25 703 3871 4537 5.50 6.45
660 149 30 6 785 4015 4543 5.11 5.79
282 149 0 27 458 1382 2375 3.02 5.18
S 408 149 0 25 582 3064 3594 5.26 6.17
2 534 149 5 10 688 3371 4060 4.90 5.90
660 149 30 2 781 3604 4099 461 5.25
282 149 0 22 453 1125 2010 248 4.44
S 408 149 0 18 575 2288 3131 3.98 5.55
s 534 149 5 8 686 2598 3713 3.79 541
660 149 30 5 774 2820 3693 3.64 4.77
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Table 6. Calculation of indicators for assessing the performance of two wheat varieties.
e S s el ol o e kS s pkS
Variable Variation range Index MP (ton.cm™) Ghods wheat Roshan wheat
Min=1.4 -0.1379 -0.1272
ECw(dS/m) MPecw
Max=1.6 -0.1395 -0.0583
Gl f 555 Sl
The average salinity
ECw=5.6 dS/m
okl Sl o5 (lesT SlanSila 5l eslizal b s sl yasls slis
Average values of evaluation criteria, using irrigation water salinity.
o g s s paS s pkS
Type Index Ghods Wheat Roshan Wheat
MPgc.(ton.dS/m) -0.1386 -0.0952
VMPgc,, (RLS) -284.13 -195.16
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