2N 9 J@ (£lhi4 dxe
IFAY JL ¥ osleds oY W>

RO es g (SiS T F1 el 50 09 s A B yan
A0 Ob pus S wigi

Effect of Optimized Nitrotgen Aplglication in Reducing Drought Stress Effect on
Grain Yield of some Rainfed Bread Wheat Genotypes

5 ¥, v - . Y. \ ..
Ssse oo 3 O3S ool Gl Lo e (g Sl ol b

u\iﬁ._?‘é ‘L;)'))Ll_{e.&i\.?\:‘dfl_& ('}-19°JJ—?"\:-“‘))L::"-;‘J olisls L&ﬁJ&ﬁJJ\J%} 4;.—?)" A
s (w93
481 o815 (6355187 ouSLiils S e 0y 8 5okl -0

IFARIRIY i bpdy ool ITAYITIY icdls b

oS>

3

4ls :)Qw&jébu;.ﬁ;l Sl 53 050 ag O ee SATAY O L w (Bgwgn 9.1 QLT & s@‘)b’uT «of 50935 «“9 ‘J"'gs’b‘.ﬁé
AFAVIA(Y) KoY 0y g JI§ (B34 Ao s 06 S Glac 5 (F

Olo) 90 Lioud 8,5 1L 90 Slal  Wjgo 4 Solal ol e ol 74 LJIB 5o sdvgy gl

PP 95 X o) 03 e sler 30 (e )e% 9 384 ;eg 9 38 30 U395 J) b yan
20 (S39Us” Olindios oluwl 50 1TAL-A. ely) Jlo 50 5155 4w 10 @8 PUS wigi) cad (59 (LU
Oli 2L . (6 70 311 (339 o il § (Kb i b dad yo (AL Lilisie Dlao T 33 1y 4 4l 50
S e 3 (i G oo BT (g2 ST (RS (3 nlio (SST) (i 5 4 Sl L 31
1) (Ko pid Ol Canidlgl JUSD 58 0395 P57 o™ A0 98+ Fe Byan Lol (ol wlol 5.0 039 5
23 P g AFY 9ITPY A)e i 5 4 Ba1390 b Jolo B Comd ol 45 a3 BT 75F 8 AL B0 i 5 4
e (S S Sl @l (ND = +) 39 s (SOLaiBl dingy B paro 00900 53 .83 4318 O hos HUSH
394 Sagb 4 b Sl H 0T S (ND <) 5ol 9 (ND>+) 596 »0lio 33 (g w3 395 slio da”
g B yamn 3 LI 53 839 5 £ 5 gk Ve s pdlST b 0gy FYL odgume 5l FIO sl 0390k
QLS L o8l pmals HUsd 50 p ol 1Y) G188 hos 9 gl 381 «/10 SST Lo Ll (039 y (s3B!
10 31y opils (Sl SKhos (513 § Nop slows S 30 £ 5ol Y0+ + 31 iy (GBS Shos Wi (ST 310
Span ND >+ (4 9 Jomdi B pao ND <+ 039050 (Sl 9 45 399 53 3390 N3p slowd U 53 p 5 gls”
G132 B B39 58 B pa0 Olo) (ND = +) 39 545 SIS dug By 03505 13 392 milio (S 35
G955 4w SSI asls § (Gugl g Y31 (Cereald oy wigil sl (MP) gl pSiko (o lh .ol
S i P BT Gl g a7 Il 50 .88 T ol oW e Jesxie 1) sy 9 Cereald Cereal2
A AUl i 93 (9 ¥l woy g Cereald (Cereal2 (S wigi (39 yud dag S pao & 50 3
Lds10 3929 bl 10595 B pan Cu g § (KiS ST com 45 ol pogile 310 UL gagh ool W

&

1S gl ) 8 pis 3 los g (KU g P ODAL OlgF o0 36 059 58 B pan dug S P

9039 5w B GlT)lf “,:T Bpan 21 (039 i el (039 5 By S g (Ul Sdollg
A1 o os

v_feiziasl @yah00.com :J s 045,55 K5 50 Gy )T

154



WA Jlo oY o5led =Y s 3 9 g (81554 dloxo”

a3 &5 olS Lo 55 Gl 5 by S
Jds 4 5 ot el e St L 05 80 der
3 Sdes 0l o plin 55 S5 sl
e LS o3 0l S iS5 (S
(Barbabas et al., 2008; Acevedo et al., 2009)
093 V_E.F‘g:»e.w_;)b S AT 3
5 i S5 o a3 035 4 3 pkS Ll
0033 Sl 53 (SOl RS 3 s men
AT e sl o owll OSCe 10T s
=5 (Howell, 1990; Tilling et al., 2007)
Dloadl sl (oo S 25 ol o 4 (525b)
0t S 1 DT (o Sl smn 22 s NS
ol s 55 b sie o 2T Ol ge )
Gy o 5 (313 Ot 1y s 0 53 0lS
Slamen 100 ralS 55d o Ladjy, OAd
S S bl s s ed 8 S8 o IS
Sl 5 58 Ol e LS e
oml 4 semen 45 U8 oLS DU e
CedtS 5 A5 Ol L s Esly fsl e
Ll alS s et S (s Su ST )

2006;

(Fitzgerald et al.,

(Hafsi et al., 2007
St dmlEe s sy 3l 01 Kea s,
w S 0315 s a3 5 (S 1
Llosls )l 3 A5G 5 ge (glas ;5o Lol 12 5305
gy B pae 45 sk oo o OUT B
5o L0 L ol s (555 s glas S
Sols A0l e oLE (gl eslizal LB ST

At 5o 5 Kol S o Sas s

doio
3 ekl G 5y S = i
0595 Il )3 ol T g Ay 0,90
oS Ly g r sl Jolse 3l s 0 S
Se s bl 3 dpa e ol Jg
L g e s S A
a2 b 3l (Mohammadi et al., 2009)
355 055,58 b g) T3l (o5

Ele Ol o usby A5 5 5 (LS 5L

QA SIS S e ) ol L]
qusﬁ.s(.x_:f.t_:b: oS 3 gdoee Jule
sledas bl ol s by T A
(Ryan er al.,2008) >4,
N3 e 5l S 053,55 35S
A e ol el by 0 diS 3 gdoee fale
Sl S 0alE b 5 ol Ll
B 055 BLS ol pl s o
Coonl 1 olS aig iy (6l STl s aslinul
—d> (Antep, 1997) Sl Hls, 5 5 slo s
a by (AU d i )3 05555 ES S
oS S5 5 (Les 5 Lysb)) James ol se
e JLiil Do jd S 5wl ) Dl sz 5)
o sn ol 4S5l SNy (035
331y 055,25 2 s S pda SIS s
gdiﬁ:js..\_:fwblu\_:g-jaﬁslm“\ﬁi
0L G b 51 olS 5L 5, 5 059 3 YA
s3biee ol i ST el en a5 Glos g
Fowler, 1991;

(Johnston and

ccadizes |V 4 4l (Barber, 1995



&*'Jw;lﬂb’ﬂoj}ﬁ%qﬂ;l

5 LSUB slizel ay S als 1y 2l plut
2 e 0L (Tanaka et al., 1990) of,Ken
5315 LT Slestewl o8 Shs 2 slassS
JESNE I IS S PP WL
OLSen 5 3k s ol
2 o (Lopez-Bellido et al., 2006)
OAS Jusb 5 (Hajamy a o o 1) 059,
S pae 2L 5153 (6l s paS L
5 el b S OT Sl 2als 5 055 20
L3 S 4o 5 DUl

S P e 3D (63Ut L;LAJQLA)'T
,;ﬁgr.uf@,.;,;,;:;_;,@wuou;
el 53 oS ol s planil 528 e dles
Olas o S mlio 035 25 S 53l o e OT
ladl, el s & asl ol .l odd ali
ST Sl sl (b Sl o35 20)
):ul::J_ikw)\_:ﬁ)spfj_ltf\Yn
g 03 O35 o O e L dslie
ol Sl S Ol ws S gl apl
ol Ol 5 (0 A 0lm )3T ¢ 3,800 b,5T
A5 sl s wls e OT Jlasl 5 Sl
oS gladle s3 05 4 s pkS Gl
A0 @ladln o (Sl SRl
(Feiziasl and Valizadeh, 2003; 43\ ¢ ;5 o
(Abdollahi Gharakand ef al., 2012;

S (sl (35575 S35 e O e
S5 el sy sl ssg ool Sl s
redhs yase ol 5 oS O slas o

S35 Sl s by sla AT S Ll

WA

35— e ly e e tgy gLps Slas
(Nielsen and  Halvorson, 1991;
Jones et al, 1993; Reynolds et al, 2000;
Ayeneh et al, 2002; Wright et al, 2004;
Lopes and Araus, 2006; Jepsen, 2010;
O Kicass 5l gslaas (Anjum et al., 2011
sgdmes Jale 33 ol o blize 1 il 5
=S s pe 5 (OT 5 05580 by oS
Cslan 5315 0T g S 5 pamen (AS
SIS s e alaiT 55 055 55 VL
(Van Herwaarden et al., 1998; les .S
M| -l (Sorkhi Lalelou et al., 2010
18 855,125 Olpn 51 o3 4015 e Lo
S5 50 Do past (S s eslinl
aalllas 3 50 Gl g5 (dh s 0505 4)
wab (sl o b 1) ba 2 lejT 5 5
(Fathi et al., 1997)
25 les 3 s o 25 A8 Sl
Jelss s T 05 atals s 4 o5 Ll 2
Dl San 35l g0 (Fp 53 5 SN ol
el Jlasl 5 (535 5 Slas S aigs e b
Ol 35 (o o3 A S 55 i ol
oA e S35 A S el e e
(Gauer et al., 1992; sl zalS' |, Sis
OLSan 5 &L (Ryan er al., 2008
2 s Jidims (Yang and Miao, 2000)
Gl 0Laj 53 5 p3Y Ol 0 055 25 555
ﬁ%ﬁ;gg\,ﬁ,ww\ﬁr@@ﬁ
3 iy SLaphll 5 dla 3 i Wil



WA Jlo oY o5led =Y s 3 9 g (81554 dloxo”

S ang slas Shee 4 whows

by 59y 9 g0
PSS (S RS S el sk

039,55 o pams dgy Sy s (3 b 5l o

S LS 5k b 6 s U5

ok 3 2ok 50 G ST pe 4 5 ol
Sades = sl Ly (OO Sl )
035,55 p S #hS & 5P O i) O3
053,58 5 0T O e 0Laj 5 LS s
A O (oo &5 O3 s 5 551 03 (B s
Y ad> e 55 5le 5o % ERCTE % Cose

2 69y — (Zadoks

5550
Cereall (s> sl cdoy (¥ ,3T) =2 (a.x_:f
- ——5 ; 4« Cereal4 yCereal3 «(Cereal2
SARA-BW-F6-06-85-86-29-1 ¢ o
DH-2049-3 (TEVEE'S//CROW/VEE'S'
(HN7/OROFEN//BGNS8/3/SERI/4/..
S3WWAA-A el Il o ol ST aw s
Lol s 48l e 03 (65,5L8ST Dlddoss oSy
T s
=105 Il s wlislen HLT 5 Swb
33 o8| Sty 5o 0 055 0kl
=3 oS Slides NCCMA RO PRES
545 F9 53 5, a0bul,5T Okl s 42l
s \Y gam 3TV 5 55 Jab aids Yo
Cb_.nj\L;J_uWV CLA.?JQL}JLH%UAJ_;
wm_umiﬁ;\dw\auc;bgﬁ

.g:,_at\)b)j_"-j.ﬁj_w\}l{jfr.ébﬂ&é

VY

= 0T solasil s, Shee 5 oLS o sl
(Fowler and Brydon, 1989; 4L o ials
Oy 5 O guds (Prihar er al., 1989
)15 (Nielsen and Halvorson, 1991)
S S 05558 (B o Ll 5o a5 s S
3 s cails 3 Slas 0358 o3lizal putS 5L
%J\@pwm,swosu@?ﬁ
b e Al 05 5

S5 0l 53 e plowil Slidios s
waxrs Ll oS ke 061 035 %
anllls 5y 50 Gblie S 5 adil sla S5
Q;,\J-_f)\_ﬁ,;(f,_gw L PO
o A 53 Al sl 51530 5 Lles S
ls 3 Shos 251 55 055 25 gy 3 20 5
Sl 035 A SG 35 5 J gm0 ()
(Taliei 1999;
(Edalat, 2005

and  Haghparast,

‘SJ_:fo)'\.x_ﬂ Sl gadae gl e Li
Jlize 51y S5m0 A5 5 Sas 55 Ods
é_ulajdc,_w‘ ol CJ.E.G QL&L:?))LAQT
2oy (i 25 Ol Ol5 oo b asla ol
GRS 059 e 2 e ke s
Aide 35 1, 0T go3ls
Dt i 3L s 5l o
O e Oy 5 liie b3 51055 50 sbajles
Seslial Uy o ol 8 slac s s gl 0T
e s 5 (S i gla ey
O pan Lo e b b e e ls o Sl

5 Sas s Sl el Cge 059



&*'Jw;lﬂb’ﬂoj}ﬁ%qﬂ;l

Sbe 5 WAL 4 el dlu s 410 03 (63558 Dlidkos oK) wlil g ST ) g
(o ¥4) Ska il

Table 1. Meteorological data for Maragheh Dryland Agriculture Research Station
during 2010-2011 cropping season and long term mean date (20 years)
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(mm) temperature (°C) temperature (°C) Temperature (°C)  below zero  humidity (%) (mm)
2010-2011 353 2.5 16.5 8.7 130 50.3 1485
1992-2012 365 42 14.6 9.4 128 53.0 1757
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Fig. 1. Soil moisture (%) variation in different growth stages of dtryland wheat in
0-90 cm depth
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Table 2. Soil physical and chemical characteristics before sowing (0-25 cm depth)

O ey Chw Lz s o ey NWEH ST op S Ao s gldlde)s Sl 28T, SOy faa
Jalan eSSy S S )
Sand (%) Silt (%) Clay (%) CaCO3 (%) oC (%) SP (%) pH EC (dS/m)
30 48 22 5.1 0.72 47 7.7 0.15
(rf}l:f BN pf&:*) (pf,l:f BN (ﬁ&:ﬁ (rf}l:f BY) pf&:*) (pf,l:f BN (ﬁ&:ﬁ (rf}l:f BY) pf&:*) (rf}l:f BN pf&:*) (pf)l:f BN (Jfgslz"> (rf}l:f BY) pf&:")
NO; (mg kg™ NH," (mg kg'") P (mgkg") K (mgkg") Fe (mg kg™ Mn (mg kg™ Zn (mgkg™) Cu (mgkg")
2.1 3.9 5.8 677 7.6 13.6 1.1 23

23 oS kit (slac s 535 )3 salastl 5 ST 5 Shes 4 oliws (1 055,25 55 5 413 3 Shee b (3 an 05525 Oljoe o oy ¥ st
Table 3. Relationship between nitrogen application rates and grain yield and N requirments for obtaining maximum and economical grain
yield in dryland wheat genotypes

s 55 o}:«f) sl e 3 lll gllast Nitrogen requirement (kg ha") Sase 5l
Sl s Shes olasl s Shee
. . 2 Max. yield Economical yield
Genotype Regression equation R (SE)

Azar 2 Y557 Y=-0.342N2+44.48N+1883.9 0.931" 200.4 65 55
Ohadi G5l Y=-0.230N*+27.96N+2227.1 0.997" 313.1 59 50
Rasad 4oy Y=-0.430N*+52.89N+1932.6 0.995™ 192.9 61 52
Cereal 1 Vowis5  Y=-0.276N*+37.11N+1418.8 0.807" 181.6 67 57
ereal 2 Yo555  Y=-0.307N*+42.03N+1525.4 1.000™ 282.0 68 58
ereal 3 Yoss5  Y=-0.362N’+36.81N+1987.9 0.979" 449.2 50 43
Cereal 4 foss5  Y=-0.393N’+50.29N+1932.3 1.000™ 1839 63 54

* and **: Significant at 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively. TN 570 Jlea c]n.u 03 )l gae Ly 4 T G E

\V#
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Fig. 2. Biplot of drought stress indices, grain yield and yield components in nitrogen
split application
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Fig. 3. Biplot of drought stress indices, grain yield and yield components in nitrogen fall
application
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Index el
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Mean of all treatments bl JS be

SPAD SPADg SPAD;  SPADr  SPADy LAI FLWW W. FLSW FLWIW FLDW RWC NY % Ndff NUE
-0.70” -0.56" -0.43" -0.517  -0.53" -0.44™ -0.46™ -0.52" -0.46™ -0.45™ -0.78" -0.82" -0.64™ -0.14"™
0.44"™ 041" 0.22" 023" 027" 0.35" 0.27" 0.37" 0.27" 0.30™ 0.26™ 0.77" 0.54" 0.39"

NSIg NSIg GY S/m2 TKW S/S PLH PH WUEg WUEs NSR WRW DRW RV
-0.517 -0.76" -0.90" -0.687  -0.04™ -0.13™ 0417 -0.22™ -0.65" -0.67" -0.407 -0.35 -0.35 -0.32™
0.34™ 0.74" 0.94™ 0.70" 0.51" -0.28™ 077" 0.68" 0.80" 0.79" 0.05™ -0.08"™ -0.09"™ 0.09™

Genotype  cigij

Genotype 5 FLA LAI RWC SLW SPADy SPADy NSR WRW DRW RV NSI NUE
Azar 2 Y 3T 0.627  -0.67" -0.33™ 0.61" -0.84™ -0.37" -0.66" -0.46" -0.46" -0.68" -0.91" -0.73"
Cereal 1 VoSS -0.60"  -0.90™ 0.21™ 0.50" -0.79™ -0.46™ -0.44 -0.48" -0.32 -0.40" -0.67" -0.82"
Cereal 2 Yoss5  -079"  -0.14® 043" -0.08 077" 095" 070" 0777 076" 067 0717 0.83"
Cereal 3 ¥ s 024™  -0.19™ -0.88™ -0.64™ -0.40" -0.31™ -0.06™ -0.04™ -0.18™ 0.01™  -0.58" -0.54™
Cereal 4 fosss <037 -0.46"™ 0.11™ -0.62" -0.59" 078" -0.84" 076" 076" 0777 072" -0.80™
Ohadi S -0.06™  -0.43" -0.02" 0.31 -0.52" 0.13™ -0.42° 0.01™ -0.47 0.25™ -0.63" -0.44
Resad Sy -0.14 -0.39 -0.06™ -0.37 -0.83™ -0.82™ -0.70™ -0.41" -0.66” -0.41° -0.83™ -0.85"
Azar 2 Y 3T 0.84" 0.29™ 0.80" -0.41° 0.74" 0.39" 0.01™ -0.01™ 045" 0.08™ 0.60" 0.66"
Cereal 1 VoSS 0.62" 0.91" -0.15™ -0.48™ 0.76" 042" 0.38" 037" 0.28™ 0.29™ 0.69™ 0.83"
Cereal 2 Y oS 0.78" 0.06™ 0.57" 0.11™ 0.77" 0.96" 036" 0.42° 0.36° 0.65™ 0.72" 0.76™
Cereal 3 Yosss o -0.03™ 0.15™ 0.80™ 047" 0.34"™ 0.56" -0.08™ 0.11™ 0.11™ 0.09™ 0.73" 0.72"
Cereal 4 ¥ oSS 0.43" 0.20™ 041" 0.92" 0.64" 0.85" 0.40" 0.02™ 0.06™ 0.33™ 0.73" 0.87"
Ohadi S 0.07™ 0.55" -0.02" -0.29" 0.55" -0.01™ 0.55" 0.10™ -0.22" 0.62" 0.72" 0.50"
Resad Sy 0.18™ 037 0.09™ 041" 0.82" 0.84™ 0.79™ 035" 039" 0.64™ 0.83" 0.87"

*and **: Significant at the 5% and 1% probability levels, repectively.

ns: Not significant.
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