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Table 1. Name and pedigree of rainfed winter bread wheat genotypes

<55 e
Genotype Name /pedigree o i/ ol Origin
Gl Tak-Ab (Check) IWWIP
G2 Arvand//78Zhong291/Azar2 IRW2009-10-058-0MA-OMA-OMA-OMA-OMA-4MA IRAN
G3 HG094.9.1.37/2*NAVJ07 IWWIP
G4 ATTILA2*PASTOR//YUMAI 29 IWWIP
G5 KARL/NIOBRARA//TAM200/KAUZ/3/TAM200/KAUZ IWWIP
G6 Mahooti/6/VVee"s"/Pvn"s"/4/Ccl/Cal/Sr/3/Kal/Bb/5/Sabalan  IRW2009-10-115-0MA-OMA- DARI
OMA-OMA-OMA
G7 Systani/Sar-101 IRW2009-10-131-0MA-OMA-OMA-OMA-OMA DARI
G8 Bocro-4/Shahi(Ir64. . . Ste//Weebill IRW2009-10-142-0MA-OMA-OMA-OMA-OMA DARI
Sistani/3/KS82W409/SPN//TAM106/TX78Vv3630  IRW2009-10-143-0MA-OMA-OMA-
G9 DARI
OMA-OMA
G10 Azar-2/14- Gen Bank IRW2009-10-171-0MA-OMA-OMA-OMA-OMA DARI

Gl1 Manning/Sdv1//Dogu88/3/GB1- 254 IRW2009-10-184-0MA-OMA-OMA-OMA-OMA DARI
F130-L-1-12//PONY/OPATA/3/Kharchia IRW2009-10-217-0MA-OMA-OMA-OMA-

G12 OMA DARI
F130-L-1-12//PONY/OPATA/3/Kharchia IRW2009-10-217-0MA-0MA-OMA-0MA-
G13 OMA DARI
Shahi/Prl"S"//Fenkang15/Sefid/3/316  Collection  IRW2009-10-230-0MA-OMA-OMA-
Gl14 DARI
OMA-OMA
G15 Koohdasht/Rasad IRW2009-10-249-0MA-OMA-OMA-OMA-OMA DARI
G16 Koohdasht/Wang Shuibai IRW2009-10-251-0MA-0MA-OMA-OMA-OMA DARI
G17 Int F5 2014-44-0MA-1IMA IWWIP
G18 Int F5 2014-54-0MA-1IMA IWWIP
G19 Int F5 2014-70-0OMA-3MA IWWIP
G20 Int F5 2014-78-0MA-1IMA IWWIP
G21 MK 3744/BWKLDN-95 (23FAWWON) IWWIP
G22 1D2619/5/GRTPL 6121/6/ID3910066/7/SHARK/F4105W2.1 IWWIP
G23 TX71A983.4/TX69D4812//PYN/3/VPM/MOS83.11.4.8//PEW/4/NS-55- IWWIP
G24 DAGDAS/APCB-40 IWWIP
G25 Mahooti/6/Vee"s"/Pvn"s"/4/Ccl/Cal/Sr/3/Kal/Bb/5/Sabalan  IRW2009-10-115-0MA-OMA- DARI
OMA-OMA-OMA
G26 Maroon/Gahar IRW2009-10-006-0MAR-00SAR-0SAR-0SAR-0SAR-1SAR DARI
G27 Systani/Sar-101 IRW2009-10-131--0MAR-00SAR-0SAR-0SAR-0SAR-2SAR DARI
a8 Bocro-4/Shahi(Ir64. . . Ste//Weebilll IRW2009-10-142-0Mar- -OMAR-00SAR-0SAR- DARI
0SAR-0SAR-2SAR

SN64//SKE/2*ANE/3/SX/4/BEZ/5/SERI/6/VORONA/HD2402/7/F10S-

G29 1/8/Rsk/Nac/Sardari/5/Lr64/1z1813//093- DARI
4413/No57/4/Sul66/6/Cno67/Mfd//Mon'"s"/3/Seri/4/Shahi /7/Desconciod-7 IRW2009-10-
204--0OMAR-00SAR-0SAR-0SAR-0SAR-2SAR
SN64//SKE/2*ANE/3/SX/4/BEZ/5/SERI/6/VORONA/HD2402/7/F10S-

G30 1/8/Rsk/Nac/Sardari/5/Lr64/1z1813//093- DARI
4413/N057/4/Sul66/6/Cno67/Mfd//Mon"s"/3/Seri/4/Shahi  /7/Desconciod-7 IRW2009-
10-204-0Mar-0SAR-0SAR
SN64//SKE/2*ANE/3/SX/4/BEZ/5/SERI/6/VORONA/HD2402/7/F10S-

Gal 1/8/Rsk/Nac/Sardari/5/Lr64/1z1813//093- DARI
4413/No57/4/Sul66/6/Cno67/Mfd//Mon''s"/3/Seri/4/Shahi /7/Desconciod-7 IRW2009-10-

204--0MAR-00SAR-0SAR-0SAR-0SAR-6SAR

YA
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Tablel. Continued =\ gl aals
555 sl
Genotype ~ Name /pedigree o i/ gl Origin
G2 SARDARI-HD83//LINFEN875072/KAUZ/4/92 ZHONG 257//CNOT79/PRL/3/ DARI
0K82282/ IBOW/NKTT IRW2009-10-214-0MAR-00SAR-0SAR-0SAR-0SAR-1SAR
G33 SARDARI-HD83//LINFEN875072/KAUZ/4/92 ZHONG 257//CNOT79/PRL/3/ DARI
0K82282/ IBOW/NKTT IRW2009-10-214--0MAR-00SAR-0SAR-0SAR-0SAR-1SAR
G34 BITOP/MUFITBEY IWWIP
G35 ZUSTRICH/SELYANKA IWWIP
G36 KROSHKA/4/N/ORONA//MILAN/SHAT7/3/IMV 17 IWWIP
G37 JI5418/MARAS/4/1D13.1/MLT/3/LFN/SDY//PVN/5/GALLYA-ARAL1 IWWIP
G38 BONITO-37//PYN/2*BAU IWWIP
G39 CITARI-9/MV18-2000//STARSHINA IWWIP
G40 FULLER/OVERLEY//KS980554-12-~9 IWWIP
G41 KS020446 TM~2/KS020469TM~1//KAJAGGER IWWIP
G42 C0050337-2/BYRD IWWIP
G43 DARI-14 (22¥ERWYT-C) -22 DARI
Gaa 55.1744/7CI/SU/RDL/3/CROW/4/\V/S73.600/MRL/3/BOWI//YR/TRF/5/BLOYKA WWIP
[6/ZARGANA-3
G45 QUAIU//MILLENNIUM/NE93613 IWWIP
G46 KUPAVA/7/AU/IZIMINN/HK/38MA/4TY MH/ERA/S/PMF//ICNO/GLL/6/IKAUZ/IALT WWIP
AR 84/A0S/8/DEMIR
G47 ZCL/3/PGFN//ICNO67/SN64/4/SERI/5/UA.2837/6/ATTILA/3*BCN/7T/IZARGANA-6 IWWIP
G48 BONITO-37/MV10-2000/3/SHI#4414/CROWS"//GKSAGVARI/CA8055 IWWIP

IWWIP= International Winter Wheat Improvement Program, Turkey.
DARI = Dryland Agricultural Research Institute, Maragheh, Iran.
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Table 2. Physico-chemical properties of the soil (pre-planting) in 0-30 cm depth

ol BB el ol S s ST oS e Ayl
K oo dess Chedos Shkeys (S AS pefde) (S np S he Organiccarbon (e e s)  wdd
Texture Clay (%)  Silt (%) Sandy (%) Kava (Mg.kg?) Pava (Mg. kg?) (%) Ec (dS.mY) pH
Loamy 26 46 28 531 10.2 0.53 0.38 7.6
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Fig. 1. Meteorological information of Maragheh research field station in
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Index == Reference o
MP = (Ys+Yp)/2 Rosielle and Hamblin, 1981
GMP= /YS+Yp Fernandez, 1992

STI=(Yp<Y9/Y 2
SSI = [1-(Ys/Yp)I/SI

4 Ys
Sl= Yp
vi=Ys/Ns
YSI=Ys/Yp

HM = [2x (YsxYp)]/ (Ys+Yp)

TOL=Yp-Ys

Fernandez, 1992
Fischer and Maurer, 1978

Fischer and Maurer, 1978

Gavuzzi et al., 1997

Bouslama and Schapaugh, 1984
Schneider et al., 1997

Rosielle and Hamblin, 1981
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Table 3. Mean of agronomic traits of rainfed winter bread wheat genotypes under rainfed conditions in 2018-2020 cropping cycles

Ve Jle o ket IV e " sy 9 e dlowe”

] Ay b3e)  SSdadodesbe Ga)abotisens  Gesl)dS el () abaiis O s S s S G p0p S alss Shee il el Aoy
Genotype DH (day) DPM (day) GFD (day) PH (cm) TGW (g) BY (kg ha'l) GY (kg hat) HI (%)
Gl 154 187 33 56 30 8429 1844 38
G2 154 187 33 74 34 12300 1707 40
G3 149 187 39 67 32 9400 1581 34
G4 154 186 32 60 31 5600 2080 35
G5 154 188 35 54 30 6400 1622 38
G6 150 186 36 72 31 9300 1879 34
G7 153 189 36 74 36 7400 1499 39
G8 152 186 34 74 31 12000 1626 43
G9 151 188 37 71 35 12500 1859 47
G10 155 188 33 64 34 11600 1537 38
G11 153 187 33 65 35 12000 1712 47
G12 152 186 34 66 31 11400 1350 38
G13 155 186 31 68 29 8400 1822 37
Gl4 151 186 35 67 32 9600 1721 36
G15 148 185 38 70 33 7400 1846 37
G16 150 186 35 69 31 8400 1677 34
G17 153 187 34 70 35 10800 1864 32
G18 151 187 36 66 33 10200 1776 33
G19 153 187 34 70 32 10800 1797 32
G20 153 186 33 62 31 11200 2035 36
G21 156 186 30 62 30 12800 1716 31
G22 154 186 33 62 31 12800 1875 35
G23 152 187 35 61 33 9800 2066 35
G24 154 187 33 64 31 8360 1864 36
G25 151 187 35 72 31 16800 1866 39
G26 150 185 35 71 36 15200 1999 36
G27 151 185 35 70 33 13800 1887 37

G28 150 186 36 66 33 11600 1932 35
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Table3. Continued =¥ J gl aals

] dioppbblsy  SSdadodas b Ga)abotisen il dS el D da0 O SA S She GG pop S albs Shee il patlido )
Genotype DH (day) DPM (day) GFD (day) PH (cm) TGW (g) BY (kg ha™) GY (kg hat) HI (%)
G29 150 183 34 61 32 9800 1554 33
G30 148 186 38 59 33 8650 1448 33
G3l 150 186 37 61 34 7400 1725 35
G32 150 186 36 58 32 8700 1547 36
G33 150 185 35 61 33 12100 1773 33
G34 151 187 37 61 32 12000 1597 38
G35 153 187 35 67 31 11800 1680 31
G36 157 187 31 56 31 11400 1591 37
G37 155 187 32 65 37 10800 1513 24
G38 155 187 32 61 31 13200 1534 36
G39 152 186 34 66 31 12600 1511 38
G40 150 187 37 52 31 7600 1139 35
G41 151 186 35 69 32 9800 1285 31
G42 152 185 33 62 30 8600 1788 36
G43 155 185 30 53 30 8400 1647 39
G44 156 188 32 69 30 7800 1522 35
G45 153 187 34 61 32 8200 1742 32
G46 154 186 32 57 31 12600 1826 33
G47 154 188 34 70 30 10600 1661 34
G48 154 190 36 74 29 9600 1822 32
Mean 152 187 34 65 32 10372 1707 36
LSDsy 3476.00 560.20 3.23

GY = Grain yield, BY = Biological yield, TGW = Thousand grain weight, GFP = Grain filling duration, DPM = Day to physiological maturity, DH = Day to heading,
PH = Plant height, HI = Harvest index.
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Table 4. Mean of agronomic traits of rainfed bread wheat genotypes under supplemental irrigation conditions in 2018-2020 cropping cycles

<555 e b U5ss K5I 0k, sy G abodipenss (el ol gl () als)liaos  OeSa,s p TS &S5 Sae GG 50 Sl wlss Shae Sl jasls Ao
Genotype DH (day) DPM (day) GFD (day) PH (cm) TGW (g) BY (kg hat) GY (kg hal) HI (%)
Gl 154 191 37 58 32 9857 2098 43
G2 152 189 38 81 39 13714 2406 40
G3 146 189 43 67 37 10571 2002 40
G4 153 190 38 60 35 5714 1993 42
G5 154 192 38 56 32 8857 1806 43
G6 151 190 39 83 37 11429 2661 43
G7 152 190 38 86 39 13143 3014 45
G8 151 191 40 7 35 13857 2302 41
G9 151 190 40 83 42 14000 2825 37
G10 153 191 38 77 39 14286 2828 40
Gl1 150 190 40 78 36 15000 2943 44
G12 149 190 42 76 34 13143 2109 43
G13 153 189 37 77 34 15143 3044 42
Gl4 151 190 40 74 39 12143 2548 42
G15 149 190 41 78 39 8857 2543 42
G16 151 189 38 76 36 10714 2512 39
G17 152 190 38 88 38 14143 2642 37
G18 149 190 41 70 35 11857 2180 32
G19 153 191 37 83 34 14143 2481 37
G20 153 189 36 67 33 13429 2574 41
G21 157 192 35 74 36 19143 2694 40
G22 156 190 35 63 33 14571 2223 40
G23 152 190 39 74 35 13429 2579 41
G24 154 190 36 66 35 11857 2345 38
G25 151 189 39 86 33 17143 2914 40
G26 153 190 37 79 35 18143 2501 43
G27 147 189 42 72 38 15571 2527 41

ry



Jlo F o)l 0V s "0y § Jlgi Ao’

\Ee

Table4. Continued —¥ Jgd> aalsl
g} e b U5ss S Pps 0he) sy G abodbpaenss sl ol gl () als)lmoss OeSe s p SAS) &S5 Sae GBS 3 p S8 wlss Slae il jasls Ao
Genotype DH (day) DPM (day) GFD (day) PH (cm) TGW (g) BY (kg hal) GY (kg hat) HI (%)
G28 146 189 43 71 36 15000 2029 40
G29 147 190 43 73 38 10429 2594 40
G30 146 188 42 69 37 13143 2212 37
G31 147 189 42 71 37 16000 2622 41
G32 146 189 43 69 36 16143 2878 39
G33 146 190 44 69 37 15429 2754 42
G34 151 190 38 72 35 15357 2483 41
G35 154 189 36 80 33 17143 2532 39
G36 156 191 35 62 35 15857 2189 38
G37 157 191 34 66 35 15857 2134 35
G38 154 191 37 64 33 16714 2348 41
G39 149 190 41 69 33 18429 2320 41
G40 149 190 41 63 32 12143 1957 41
G41 149 190 41 78 36 16429 2666 37
G42 153 191 38 74 31 12714 2382 40
G43 153 190 37 59 34 10286 2507 45
G44 155 190 35 78 33 11000 2139 35
G45 151 191 39 74 36 10286 2201 44
G46 155 190 36 70 34 11429 2506 45
G47 155 191 37 69 36 13429 2216 46
G48 154 191 37 84 33 12286 2373 41
Mean 151 190 39 73 35 13528 2445 40
LSDso 11.23 4.23 5430 985.32 8.23

GY = Grain yield, BY = Biological yield, TGW = Thousand grain weight, GFD = Grain filling duration, DPM = Day to physiological maturity, DH = Day to heading,
PH = Plant height, HI = Harvest index.
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Fig. 3. Correlation coefficients between grain yield under rainfed (Ys) and supplemental

irrigation (Yp) conditions and drought tolerance indices
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Table 5. Mean grain yield (kg ha) under rainfed and supplemental irrigation conditions
and drought tolerance indices for rainfed winter beard wheat genotypes

5 Shas 5 Slas el Lesle ol

4l s als J:i.l._.»: J:il:a J;..L_.A T ) ol ol

P g luld bl s Joos o305t ke Sopls e N
Genotype Yp Ys TOL MP GMP HM ssi ST Yl YSI
Gl 2098 1844 254 197100 196690 1962.82 040  0.65 108 088
G2 2406 1707 699 205650 202658 1997.10 096  0.69 100 071
G3 2002 1581 421 179150 177909 176677 070 053 093  0.79
G4 1993 2080 87 203650 203604 203557 -0.14 069 122  1.04
G5 1806 1622 184 171400 171153 1709.06 034 049 095  0.90
G6 2661 1879 782 227000 223607 2202.65 097 084 110 071
G7 3014 1499 1515 225650 212556 2002.21 167 076 088 050
G8 2302 1626 676 196400 193470 190583 097  0.63 095 071
G9 2825 1859 966 234200 229165 224239 113 088 109  0.66
G0 2828 1537 1201 218250 208486 199159 151 073 090 054
Gll 2943 1712 1231 232750 224464 216473 139 084 100 058
Gl2 2109 1350 759 172950  1687.35 164623 119 048 079 064
G13 3044 1822 1222 243300 235503 227956 133 093 107  0.60
Gl4 2548 1721 827 213450 209406 205440 108 073 101  0.68
Gl5 2543 1846 697 219450 216665 2139.16 091 079 108  0.73
Gl6 2512 1677 835 209450 205247 201128 110 070 098 0.7
Gl7 2642 1864 778 225300  2219.16 218584 098  0.82 109 071
G18 2180 1776 404 197800  1967.66 1957.37 061  0.65 104 081
Gl19 2481 1797 684 213000 211148 208432 091 075 105 072
G20 2574 2035 539 230450 228869 2272.98 069  0.88 119  0.79
G2l 2694 1716 978 220500 215009 209656 120 077 101 064
G2 2223 1875 348 204900 204160 203422 052 070 110 084
G23 2579 2066 513 232250 230829 229417 066  0.89 121  0.80
G24 2345 1864 481 210450 209071 2077.02 068 073 109  0.79
G25 2914 1866 1048 239000 233185 227511 119 091 109 064
G26 2501 1999 502 225000 223596 2222.00 067  0.84 117 0.0
G27 2527 1887 640 2207.00 218368 2160.60 084 080 111 075
G28 2029 1932 97 198050 197991 197931 016  0.66 113  0.95
G29 2594 1554 1040 207400  2007.75 194362 133  0.67 091  0.60
G30 2212 1448 764 183000  1789.69 1750.26 115 054 085  0.65
G31L 2622 1725 897 217350 212672 2080.95 113 076 101  0.66
G32 2878 1547 1331 221250 211004 201232 153 075 091 054
G33 2754 1773 981 226350 220972 2157.21 118  0.82 104 064
G34 2483 1597 886 204000 199132 194380 118  0.66 094 064
G35 2532 1680 852 210600 206246 2019.83 112 071 098  0.66
G36 2189 1501 598 1890.00 186620 184270 091 058 093  0.73
G37 2134 1513 621 182350 179687 1770.63 096 054 089 071
G38 2348 1534 814 194100  1897.85 185566 1.5  0.60 090  0.65
G39 2320 1511 809 191550 187230 1830.08 116 059 089  0.65
G40 1957 1139 818 154800 149299 143994 139 037 067 058
G4L 2666 1285 1381 197550 185089 173415 172 057 075 0.8
G42 2382 1788 594 2085.00 206374 2042.69 083 071 105 075
G43 2507 1647 860 2077.00 203200 1987.98 114  0.69 096  0.66
G44 2139 1522 617 183050 180432 177851 096 054 089 071
G45 2201 1742 459 197150  1958.10 194478 069  0.64 102  0.79
G46 2506 1826 680 2166.00  2139.15 2112.63 090 077 107 073
G47 2216 1661 555 193850 191853 189878 083  0.62 097 075
G48 2373 1822 551 209750 207933 206131 077 072 107 077
Mean 2445 1707 737 207583 203692 1999.14 097 070 100  0.71
Standard 203.1 1949 32496 18850 18235 18075 036 012 011 0.1

deviation

Yp: Yield optimum (supplemental irrigation), Ys: Yield stress (rainfed conditions), TOL: Tolerance, MP: Mean
productivity, GMP: Geometric mean productivity, HM: Harmonic mean, SSI: Stress susceptibility index, STI:
Stress tolerance index, Y1: Yield index, YSI: Yield stability index.
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Table 6. Ranking of rainfed winter beard wheat genotypes using grain yield (kg hat)
under rainfed and supplemental irrigation conditions and drought tolerance indices

AISL;; AJngF

s als 3 &l ] ol ool Ol el

Ly i . S e N " S C vy KV A < P V)

S8 “e oS Jomi e et SOl el e 38l 5Sle )

Genotype  Yp Ys TOL MP GMP HM ssl STI Yl YslI AR SD
Gl 43 14 4 36 34 31 4 34 14 4 20.18  15.47
G2 27 27 24 28 29 27 22 29 27 22 2582 279
G3 45 36 7 45 45 43 12 45 36 12 30.73  16.24
G4 46 1 1 31 27 21 1 27 1 1 1436  16.47
G5 48 33 3 47 46 46 3 46 33 3 28.27  20.69
G6 11 7 28 7 7 7 25 7 7 25 1418  9.28
G7 2 44 48 9 16 26 47 16 44 47 3145 17.87
G8 33 32 20 37 36 36 24 36 32 24 3036  6.17
G9 7 12 38 3 4 5 30 4 12 30 1591  13.28
G10 6 39 45 16 21 28 45 21 39 45 31.82 14.01
Gl1 3 26 44 4 6 9 44 6 26 44 2327 1821
G12 42 46 25 46 47 47 39 47 46 39 4209  6.63
G13 1 16 43 1 1 2 42 1 16 42 18.82  19.41
G14 17 24 32 20 19 19 27 19 24 27 2318 473
G15 18 13 23 15 12 12 19 12 13 19 1591  3.83
G16 21 29 33 24 25 25 28 25 29 28 2682  3.22
G17 12 10 27 10 9 8 26 9 10 26 1573  8.40
G18 39 20 6 33 33 32 6 33 20 6 21.27 13.33
G19 26 18 22 19 17 15 20 17 18 20 1927  2.94
G20 16 3 12 6 5 4 11 5 3 11 791 441
G21 9 25 39 14 13 14 40 13 25 40 2473 12.87
G22 34 8 5 29 26 22 5 26 8 5 1573 1158
G23 15 2 11 5 3 1 7 3 2 7 573 429
G24 31 10 9 22 20 17 9 20 10 9 1509  7.44
G25 4 9 42 2 2 3 38 2 9 38 17.00  17.65
G26 24 4 10 11 8 6 8 8 4 8 9.00 542
G27 20 6 19 13 11 10 16 11 6 16 13.09  4.76
G28 44 5 2 32 32 30 2 32 5 2 17.09  16.62
G29 14 37 41 27 30 35 41 30 37 41 3400  8.34
G30 36 45 26 43 44 44 33 44 45 33 38.73  6.69
G31 13 23 37 17 15 16 31 15 23 31 2291 837
G32 5 38 46 12 18 24 46 18 38 46 30.64 15.56
G33 8 21 40 8 10 11 36 10 21 36 21.55  13.09
G34 25 34 36 30 31 34 37 31 34 37 3327  3.74
G35 19 28 34 21 24 23 29 24 28 29 26.18 435
G36 38 35 16 41 40 39 18 40 35 18 30.73  10.67
G37 41 42 18 44 43 42 23 43 42 23 3491 10.55
G38 30 40 30 38 38 38 34 38 40 34 3582  3.63
G39 32 43 29 40 39 40 35 39 43 35 37.27 445
G40 47 48 31 48 48 48 43 48 48 43 4500 5.6
G41 10 47 47 34 41 45 48 41 47 48 4145 11.31
G42 28 19 15 25 23 20 14 23 19 14 1945  4.89
G43 22 31 35 26 28 29 32 28 31 32 29.64  3.56
G44 40 41 17 42 42 41 21 42 41 21 3355 10.81
G45 37 22 8 35 35 33 10 35 22 10 23.36  12.09
G46 23 15 21 18 14 13 17 14 15 17 16.73  3.07
G47 35 30 14 39 37 37 15 37 30 15 27.64  10.60
G48 29 16 13 23 22 18 13 22 16 13 1800 535

Yp: Yield optimum (supplemental irrigation), Ys: Yield stress (rainfed conditions), TOL: Tolerance, MP: Mean
productivity, GMP: Geometric mean productivity, HM: Harmonic mean, SSI: Stress susceptibility index, STI: Stress
tolerance index, YI: Yield index, YSI: Yield stability index, AR: Average rank, and SD: Standard deviation.
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Table 7. Principal components analysis for drought tolerance indices and grain yield (kg ha'*) under rainfed and supplemental irrigation

conditions of rainfed winter bread wheat genotypes

ol Coefficient o
skl 4l go (4e5) (Ae33) (razds il sl 5 Slos 5 Sas oS S K el el Lels
Principle 059 ldia Variance ~ Cumulative variance g lols s bbb, s Goser  ekn Sl el 54 s 3 Sles pasls 5 Ses gyl
component  Eigen value (%) (%) Yp Ys TOL MP GMP HM SSI STI YI YSI
PC1 5.766 52.415 52.415 0.248 0.370 0002 0384 0404 0413 -0.086 0.402 0.370 0.086
pPC2 5.195 47.231 99.646 0.350 -0.202 0437 0168 0.108  0.045 0.428 0.113 -0.202 -0.428

Yp: Yield optimum (supplemental irrigation), Ys: Yield stress (rainfed conditions), TOL: Tolerance, MP: Mean productivity, GMP: Geometric mean productivity, HM:

Harmonic mean, SSI: Stress susceptibility index, STI: Stress tolerance index, YI: Yield index, YSI: Yield stability index.
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Fig. 3. Biplot for rainfed winter bread wheat genotypes based on the first and second
components (A) and 3D biplot based on STI, Yp and Ys (B)
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