N9 g SOFe doxo
1AL Jlo O oled ¢ Y91 >

£9393 PAS S e 41D Cads bt yo Olio g (£1) Olwogas Kb 945

Genetic Variation in Agronomic Characteristics and Grain Quality Traits
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Table 1. Genotype no., code and geographical location of 59 durum genotypes and the check cultivars

T ) ekt NPy P PV

Genotype Genotype  Origin (zw  Genotype no. Genotype Origin . Genotype no. Genotype  Origin clie

no code code code
1 Wc-378  Ardabil (Ole) Jos)! 22 Wc-45565  Turkey S5 43 Kc-3637  Kermanshah (o3) olile S°
2 Wc-900  Golestan 08 vkl 23 Wc-45581  Afghanistan Dl 44 Kc-3653  Kermanshah sl S
3 Wc-1871  East Azarbaijan (6l) (35 53T 24 Wc-47208  Bulgaria Ol 45 Kc-3654  Kermanshah slale S
4 Wc-3122  Khorasan (0ly ) Ol = 25 Wc-47191  Argentina 15T 46 Kc-8779  Turkey <5
5 We-4012  Khorasan (dede) Ol = 26 Wc-47218  Bulgaria Ol 47 TN-12635  Hamedan Oltas
6 We-4004  Khorasan (dgd) Ol = 27 Kec- 464 Lorestan (LT ¢ )0k ) 48 TN-12715  Khozestan (52) Ol =
7 We-4277  Khorasan (dgd) Ol = 28 Kec- 838 Lorestan (LT ¢ )0k ) 49 TN-12716  Khuzestan (552) Ol =
8 Wc-4303  Khorasan (4g2) DLl 29 Ke-874  Kermanshah obsle S 50 TN-12727  Ardebil (el e
9 Wc-4352  Khorasan (dgd) OLul > 30 Kc- 911 Kermanshah slile 51 TN-12729  East Azarbaijan A (34 5T
10 Wc-4421  Khorasan (ded) Ol 31 Kc-1001 Lorestan (LT p 20k ) 52 P.SNo3  Italy W)
11 Wc-4484  Lorestan (0 58) o 3 32 Kc-1071 Kermanshah (i) olile S° 53 P.S.Nol4 Italy W)
12 Wc-4487  Lorestan (556 JSU) o3 33 Kc-1418 Kerman () b s 54 P.S.Nol7 Italy Wt
13 Wc-4489  Lorestan (% Ok ) Ol ) 34 Kc-1429  Iraq Sl 55 P.SNol8 Italy W)
14 Wc-46224  Austria o ! 35 Kc-1477  Khuzestan (s8I0 5 56 P.SNol9 Italy W)
15 Wc-45704  Afghanistan Ol 36 Kc-1548 Kermanshah olaile 57 57 P.SNo2l Italy Ut
16 We-45648  Yugoslavia S 37 Kc-1901  Isfahan (&S olgis! 58 P.SNo27 ltaly W)
17 Wc-45620  Afghanistan Ol 38 Kc-3082  Khorasan (dgde) Ol = 59 P.SNo29 Italy W
18 Wc-45619  Afghanistan Oluilis| 39 Kc-3087 Khorasan (Age) 0Ll = 60 Vee/Nac Bread checkl VO el
19 Wc-45425  Portuguese Js 40 Kc-3217 Khorasan (dg) OLul = 61 Soissons  Bread check2 Tob als
20 Wc-45501  Portuguese Js 41 Kc-3296 Khorasan (dg) Ol = 62 Dena Durum checkl Vesose dals
21 Wc-45505  Portuguese Jw 42 Kc-3572 Lorestan LT ) b ) 63 Zardak Durum check?2 Tpsoso dald

Yys
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Table 2. Means of agronomic characteristics of durum wheat genotypes and the check cultivars

Yyv

ojlad - Ol e euslas el Sl Jsb Suplsy) ol s Sl Jeiw G55y i dgb &, &S sl PRI RN Lls 05 S 0s &5 4l sl 5 Shas
o5 En Bl s Syt - S % sl oF o T R s e e 5 s S S o>
Sl 5 2
Genotype no. LT CR ETN NETN TTN PL PH LS ST N.No DH SL GlL.C GLH SSPN SSP NGP WGP TKW Gr.C NSG GY
1 1 54.23 44 1 45 28.67 147.33 70 2.11 3.7 194 81.2 2 1 2.0 15.6 232 1.16 50.86 1 0.0 242.3
2 1 47.43 52 1 53 30.67 144.33 90 221 4.0 194 76.4 3 2 2.2 16.6 29.0 1.44 49.65 1 0.0 205.8
3 1 51.63 81 1 82 30.33 139.67 80 3.09 43 194 75.2 2 1 1.8 18.4 324 1.68 51.85 1 0.0 238.3
4 1 50.37 32 1 33 26.33 140.33 30 2.84 43 199 79.2 1 1 2.4 18.4 27.8 1.56 56.11 1 0.0 265.4
5 4 49.33 43 4 47 29.33 121.33 90 261 4.0 189 66.8 1 1 1.6 18.2 44.8 1.12 25.00 1 2.8 205.1
6 3 52.20 44 6 50 34.33 132.67 70 3.13 4.0 189 74.0 2 1 1.0 17.2 432 1.86 43.05 1 0.2 2552
7 1 48.77 48 7 55 27.33 139.33 100 291 4.0 193 59.4 2 1 32 14.8 204 1.00 49.01 1 4.6 325.6
8 2 52.80 55 1 56 29.33 133.00 90 2.50 4.0 190 68.8 1 2 1.2 18.0 38.2 2.08 54.45 1 0.0 381.3
9 3 51.40 44 1 45 28.00 106.67 60 3.20 4.0 189 61.8 1 1 1.2 17.6 384 1.42 36.97 1 1.6 343.7
10 3 52.57 66 10 76 23.67 144.67 100 291 4.0 193 68.4 1.8 1 2.0 18.4 284 1.80 63.38 1 1.4 242.7
11 4 50.43 18 2 20 34.33 121.00 90 2.53 4.0 185 69.4 1 1 1.8 15.2 274 1.24 45.20 1 44 336.6
12 3 48.90 49 2 51 29.00 111.33 100 233 4.0 187 65.2 1 1 1.6 16.2 342 1.5 43.85 1 5.8 347.6
13 3 53.23 88 7 95 30.00 107.00 100 243 4.0 190 56.4 1 1.6 22 15.0 25.0 1.20 48.00 1 0.0 253.5
14 4 48.10 48 0 48 29.00 142.00 0 2.58 4.0 199 64.2 2 1 1.0 17.0 31.6 1.76 55.69 1 0.0 2452
15 4 52.67 38 4 42 21.00 91.00 20 2.89 4.0 180 69.2 1 1 0.4 16.6 26.8 1.22 45.52 1 0.0 4154
16 1 51.27 37 4 41 40.00 126.00 100 2.80 4.0 189 58.2 1 1 0.8 18.2 454 2.58 56.82 1 0.0 238.1
17 4 51.70 32 3 35 32.00 107.00 95 2.69 3.0 188 53.4 1 1 1.4 15.6 34.6 1.50 4335 1 0.6 354.3
18 4 48.90 39 4 43 39.00 118.33 100 2.66 4.0 189 52.0 1 1 1.6 16.2 33.6 1.68 50.00 1 1.2 3924
19 2 50.17 55 5 60 32.60 116.00 85 2.89 4.0 189 74.8 1 1.6 1.0 18.6 45.0 1.66 36.88 1 4.8 3255
20 4 50.57 45 2 47 37.60 117.67 es 204 an 1ea A ! 1 1.8 14.8 29.8 1.22 40.93 1 0.0 402.6
21 1 54.23 43 0 43 21.00 125.33 1.2 17.2 33.0 1.96 59.39 1 0.0 238.7
LT: Leaf type, CR: Chlorophyll Rate; ETN: Effective Tiller Number NE PL: Length of peduncle, PH: Plant Height; Ls: Lodging susceptibility, ST:
Stem Thickness, NNO: Number of Nodes, DH: Days to Heading; SL:Le SSPN: Sterile Spiklet Number, SSP: Number of Spikelets per Spike; NGP:

Number of Grains per Spike; WGP: Weight of Grains per Spike; TKW: Th
For genotype details see Table 1.

Table 2. Continued Y Jsds> aalsl

hriveled Grains; GY: Grain Yield
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Genotype no. LT CR ETN NETN TTN PL PH LS ST N.No DH SL Gl.C GLH SSPN SSP NGP WGP TKW Gr.C NSG GY
2 4 5393 38 2 40 2430 9767 70 310 4 180 624 1 1 0.2 14.4 256 114 4453 1 1.8 3165
23 4 47.83 36 3 39 37.00 115.67 40 3.09 3 189 46.8 1 1 0.8 16.0 34.6 1.46 42.19 1 0.4 308.2
24 4 49.07 70 0 70 33.67 129.67 0 2.52 4 191 59.4 2 1 1.6 15.0 27.6 0.94 34.05 1 0.2 3843
25 4 47.40 62 0 62 31.00 131.67 10 3.03 4 189 71.6 2 1 1.4 16.4 33.6 1.56 46.42 1 0.4 366.2
26 2 43.63 72 1 73 21.33 133.00 60 2.53 4 189 68.8 2 1 0.4 18.2 384 1.28 33.33 1 0.2 442.6
27 3 49.77 31 0 31 18.33 124.00 100 2.62 4 189 64.4 1 1 2.6 15.8 27.6 1.56 56.52 1 0.2 306.0
28 1 47.10 28 0 28 35.67 132.67 90 2.49 4 192 69.6 1 2 1.8 15.8 34.0 1.66 48.82 1 1.0 3273
29 2 50.60 46 0 46 34.00 124.33 90 3.07 4 192 79.8 2 1 0.8 17.8 448 2.46 54.91 1 0.0 2425
30 4 49.57 41 0 41 41.00 130.00 70 2.93 4 196 69.0 2 1 1.4 15.4 26.8 1.58 58.95 2 0.8 290.8
31 3 49.73 36 0 36 37.33 121.00 100 2.87 4 189 76.4 1 1.6 0.4 17.0 43.4 2.00 46.08 2 0.0 3345
32 3 51.63 58 2 60 35.00 126.33 100 2.89 4 193 68.0 3 1 1.4 18.0 342 1.64 47.95 2 0.2 219.2
33 3 53.20 69 6 75 32.67 152.33 100 3.07 4 193 70.0 1 1 2.0 16.3 29.3 1.43 48.86 2 1.6 236.9
34 3 46.80 50 6 56 39.33 115.33 90 2.73 4 189 65.2 2 1 1.2 16.6 34.0 1.26 37.05 1 0.0 261.5
35 2 50.00 50 1 51 40.00 138.67 80 2.86 4 192 69.8 2 1 2.0 18.2 40.4 1.80 44.55 2 0.8 180.3
36 1 50.03 100 4 104 21.00 134.33 60 2.79 4 194 63.2 2 1 2.0 16.6 342 1.96 57.30 1 0.0 293.5
37 2 46.90 39 9 48 24.67 135.67 70 2.87 4 195 94.4 1 1 2.0 19.6 374 1.80 48.12 1 0.8 206.1
38 3 50.13 113 1 114 26.33 125.33 20 3.40 4 196 65.8 1 1 0.8 204 43.6 2.02 46.33 1 0.4 300.7
39 4 50.27 79 4 83 30.00 126.00 50 2.77 4 189 64.0 3 1 1.6 17.2 32.0 0.78 2437 1 22.8 324.7
40 2 48.63 42 3 45 28.33 122.67 0 3.00 4 199 74.4 1 1 2.0 17.8 39.2 2.24 57.14 1 0.2 290.6
41 1 45.40 89 4 93 3733 135.33 50 3.27 4 197 69.2 2 1 2.0 17.6 29.6 1.48 50.00 1 3.6 336.1
42 2 53.27 46 1 47 28.33 139.33 100 3.13 4 191 83.6 2 1 0.8 17.6 36.4 1.72 47.25 1.2 1.0 205.7
43 1 4523 43 2 45 36.33 114.00 70 2.97 4 194 63.0 2 1 1.4 15.0 29.0 1.56 53.79 1 0.0 302.0
44 1 52.63 58 3 61 30.00 120.33 0.8 18.6 442 2.92 66.06 1 0.2 269.1
45 1 43.50 73 3 76 30.00 112.33 1.6 17.8 32.8 1.68 51.21 1 0.0 218.7
LT: Leaf type; CR: Chlorophyll Rate; ETN: Effective Tiller Number  NETN: No duncle; PH: Plant Height; Ls: Lodging susceptibility; ST: Stem Thickness; NNO: Number
of Nodes; DH: Days to Heading; SL:Length of Spike; GI.C: Glume Colour; GI.F ikelets Per Spike; NGP: Number of Grains per Spike; WGP: Weight of Grains per Spike;

TKW: Thousand-Kernel Weight; Gr.C: Grain Colour; NSG: Number of Shriveled _......, _ .. ... ___._
For genotype details see Table 1.
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GNo LT CR ETN NETN  TIN PL PH it ST N.No DH SL GlLC GLH sSPN ssp NGP WGP TKW  GrC NSG GY
46 1 47.53 29.0 40 33 20.33 120.00 90 2.73 4 194 63.0 1 1 1.4 160 336 1.56 46.42 2 0.0 298.9
Y 1 47.6 52.0 3.0 55 15.67 118.67 85 327 4 202 89.8 1 2 16 204 33.4 1.78 53.29 1 L1 239.8
48 1 55.87 58.0 40 62 18.00 87.00 0 2.83 4 187 6.6 1 1 14 148 346 1.60 46.24 1 02 419.3
49 1 52.67 36.0 40 40 17.33 81.67 0 323 4 193 76.8 1 2 0.4 174 46.0 2.88 62.60 1 08 295.9
50 2 52.30 37.0 3.0 40 3200 12733 50 2.53 4 197 79.4 2 2 1.6 192 35.8 2.14 59.77 1 0.0 206.8
51 1 49.40 41.0 5.0 46 37.67 135.00 80 2.93 4 194 744 3 1 18 156 23.4 1.28 54.70 2 0.0 252.0
52 4 52.03 61.0 6.0 67 16.33 91.67 0 327 4 193 81.6 1.2 1 0.6 176 58.6 3.08 52.55 1 08 w80
53 4 58.30 38.0 2.0 40 20.33 94.00 0 3.40 4 193 77.0 1 1 02 18.2 50.6 230 45.45 1 0.4 491.6
54 4 45.30 52.0 20 54 14.67 88.00 0 333 5 191 77.4 1 2 08 18.8 49.4 2.8 58.29 1 0.4 5154
55 4 54.33 48.0 1.0 49 20.33 91.00 0 327 4 189 83.4 1 2 0.0 168 51.2 274 5351 1 02 5211
56 4 56.13 39.0 40 43 21.33 86.00 0 2.63 4 185 77,6 1 2 0.0 16.8 478 2.14 44.76 1 0.0 356.6
57 4 50.47 33.0 20 35 18.33 83.67 0 3.03 5 189 780 1 2 0.0 17.8 50.8 2.64 51.96 1 0.4 4418
58 4 53.07 30.0 3.0 33 18.33 89.67 0 3.13 4 189 85.8 1 1 02 194 59.4 3.48 58.58 1 0.0 3280
59 4 55.27 52.0 3.0 55 28.50 83.67 0 2,97 4 189 724 1 1 0.0 168 50.6 2.82 55.73 1 02 3404
60 4 51.96 60.7 24 63 16.78 8431 0 247 4 176 95.2 1 1 20 174 376 1.26 3362 103 02 439.7
61 252 5102 63.5 36 67 13.61 88.91 0 278 4 194 78.9 1 1 22 172 44.0 1.47 33.42 2 0.7 440.5
62 4 56.90 411 L9 43 21.66 90.33 33.3 3.8 4 190 64.3 1 1 0.1 169 49.9 2.02 40.26 1 14 3454
63 173 48.631 51.8 36 55 33.91 119.89 82.1 251 4 191 67.7 2 1 17 153 282 1.36 4753 124 08 272.3
Range w14 8y 18-113 0-10 20114 12.6-41 8150 0-100 21357 2 176202 42497 13 12 032 144204 204594 07348 243 12 0228 1802
Minimum <5’ ] 435 18 0 20 1267 8167 0 211 3 176 424 1 1 0 144 204 0.78 2437 1 0 1803
Maximum <, 4 83113 10 114 41 152.33 100 3575 202 97 3 2 32 204 59.4 3.48 6606 2 228 5211
Mean S 26 50.59 51.22 28 5403 2804 11802 59.21 287 4 1912 7046 148 L8 133 17.05 36.5 1.76 48.17 L1 132 31202
SD w126 3.12 18.12 231 18.58 75 19.46 39.35 03 0.26 445 1015 064 037 0m 143 8.82 0.58 9.1 03 3.29 8133

LT: LeaftEpe; CR: Chlorophyll Rate; ETN: Effective Tiller Number_ NETN: Non-Effective Tiller Number; TTN: Total Tiller Number; PL: Length of peduncle; PH: Plant Heiéht; Ls: Lodging susceptibility; ST: Stem Thickness; NNO: Number
of Nodes; DH: Days to Heading; SL:Letégth of SFike; GI.C: Glume Colour; GI.H: Glume Hairiness; SSPN: Sterile Spiklet Number; SSP: Number of Spikelets Per Spike; NGP: Number of Grains per Spike; WGP: Weight of Grains per Spike;
TKW: Thousand-Kernel Weight; Gr.C: Grain Colour; NSG: Number of Shriveled Grains; GY: Grain Yield

For genotypes details see Table 1.
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Table 3. Mean of grain quality traits of durum wheat and the check cultivars

G983 oslod 5(05@5&*@)65&{(&»\4): ORg g Med  (HiQgwy  AldCagby  H10 o Dby (kT oy dbwiw¥l 5 glT Wl eSS 5ol wo sl il (60 il Dgw)

Genotype no. B.P.% Y.B% PROT% ZEL.  MOIST% HI W.GLUT  GLUT.E GLUT.I  D.GLUT sDS
1 0.5 0.5 14.0 39 112 62 36 S 11 12 36
2 - 1.0 14.3 42 10.9 61 39 S 2 13 31
3 - 1.0 13.9 38 112 60 44 S 9 15 30
4 0.5 3.0 14.2 38 112 62 32 S 3 11 40
5 - 0.5 14.5 45 11.5 65 43 s 37 14 38
6 - 0.5 14.0 40 115 60 41 s 32 14 32
7 0.5 0.5 14.2 38 114 60 44 S 11 15 57
8 - 0.5 143 42 112 62 43 S 35 14 34
9 - - 14.4 42 114 60 46 S 46 15 54
10 0.5 0.5 132 34 11.5 58 41 S 32 14 50
11 - - 14.4 39 11.0 62 44 S 29 15 40
12 0.5 1.0 14.0 36 10.9 61 47 S 34 16 50
13 0.5 1.5 14.0 40 112 64 40 S 10 13 38
14 - 0.5 13.9 39 10.9 62 35 N 46 12 42
15 - 0.5 13.8 38 11.0 64 3] H 71 10 42
16 0.5 0.5 14.7 41 10.6 61 37 S 22 12 57
17 0.5 1.0 13.9 39 11.0 62 35 N 46 12 44
18 - 0.5 13.5 35 112 64 39 s 33 13 40
19 - 0.5 14.7 42 10.9 63 42 S 33 14 35
20 - 1.0 14.0 40 10.9 62 39 N 51 13 34
21 0.5 1.5 14.2 43 11.0 62 45 s 31 15 32
22 0.5 0.5 14.0 39 10.9 60 35 S 40 12 47
23 0.5 2.0 13.8 36 11.0 63 43 S 51 14 60
24 - 0.5 14.4 41 10.9 64 40 S 21 14 27
25 - 0.5 13.8 38 11.0 63 37 S 27 13 35
26 0.5 0.5 14.6 42 10.9 64 37 N 49 12 22
27 0.5 - 132 34 117 56 37 s 38 12 49
28 0.5 0.5 13.8 39 112 62 37 S 38 12 47
29 0.5 0.5 13.4 34 114 58 30 S 27 10 43
30 - 0.5 14.0 36 12.0 56 39 S 28 13 65
31 0.5 - 13.8 38 10.9 59 34 S 6 11 54
32 0.5 0.5 14.0 40 112 62 35 S 23 12 40
33 0.5 0.5 13.8 38 11.5 61 41 s 32 14 65
34 0.5 0.5 14.5 42 11.0 59 45 s 40 15 39
35 1 1.0 13.9 39 10.8 58 35 N 57 12 40
36 0.5 0.5 14.0 40 11.0 59 48 S 44 16 65
37 - 0.5 14.0 42 112 60 39 S 18 13 32
38 0.5 1.5 13.7 34 11.0 60 35 S 40 12 42
39 0.5 0.5 14.5 44 11.0 62 43 S 37 14 50
40 - 0.5 13.6 36 112 59 36 S 42 12 62
41 - 0.5 14.0 40 104 62 37 S 32 12 49
42 1.0 1.5 139 36 11.0 58 42 S 24 14 30
43 0.5 0.5 13.8 35 112 62 39 S 36 13 60
44 0.5 0.5 13.5 34 10.8 57 44 S 39 15 40
45 0.5 0.5 14.0 42 112 62 45 S 42 15 55
46 - 0.5 13.8 35 10.8 60 36 S 19 12 35
47 0.5 2.0 13.6 36 11.0 56 38 S 16 13 70
48 0.5 0.5 132 35 10.7 57 32 N 44 11 35
49 0.5 1.0 13.0 32 105 59 30 s 40 10 15
50 - - 12.8 32 11.0 62 42 S 40 14 42
51 0.5 - 13.8 34 112 58 44 S 41 15 45
52 - 1.0 13.5 35 10.9 62 34 N 53 11 60
53 - 1.0 13.6 34 10.8 61 32 N 59 11 38
54 - 4.0 13.4 36 102 60 28 N 43 9 25
55 0.5 1.0 12.9 34 11.0 55 29 H 48 10 35
56 1.0 1.0 13.6 36 11.0 59 27 H 78 9 57
57 1.0 3.0 12.6 34 10.9 59 27 N 48 9 48
58 0.5 45 13.1 34 10.4 58 27 N 55 9 50
59 0.5 4.0 125 32 10.9 60 28 N 43 9 48
60 - 0.5 13.4 34 112 54 40 S 15 13 58
61 - - 12.8 33 112 52 28 N 61 9 50
62 - 1.0 13.1 35 114 62 28 N 50 9 40
63 0.5 0.5 14.0 39 11.0 63 36 s 25 12 43

Range wlh 0.1 0-45 125-147 32-45 102-12 52-65 27-48 1-3 2-78 9-16 15-70

Minimum = «.s 0 0 12.50 32.00 10.20 52.00 27.00 1.00 2.00 9.00 15.00

Maximum <y 1 4.50 14.70 45.00 12.00 65.00 48.00 3.00 78.00 16.00 70.00

Mean St 0.32 0.90 13.79 37.60 11.04 60.32 37.49 1.32 35.44 12.52 43.94

SD i sl 0.30 0.94 0.50 3.29 0.30 2.63 5.65 0.56 15.83 1.94 11.56

B.P.%:Black Point; Y.B%:Yellow berry; PROT%: Protein %; ZEL: Zeleny sedimentation volume; MOIST%: Moisture content; HI: Hardness Index; W.GLUT: Wet
Gluten%; GLUT.E: Gluten Elasticity; GLUT.I: Gluten Index; D.GLUT: Dry Gluten; SDS: SDS Sedimentation Volume.
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Table 4. Correlation coefficients between agronomic and grain quality traits

Cr ETN Pl PH L.S ST HD SL SSP NGP WGP TKW GY P% Zel HI W.Glut  D.Glut
Cr
ETN -.100
Pl -272" -.057
PH -362"" 158 544"
LS -.194 -.043 5147 5517
ST 123 112 -137 -255" -266"
HD -.286" 211 .090 456" 064 158
SL 120 -.083 -449"7  -134 =323 124 122
SSP -.065 161 -261" .037 -.168 3427 316 564"
NGP 270 -.081 S36177 -554"7 471" 429" -.082 39377 542"
WGP 234 -.156 -288" -36177 -374" 478" 162 388" 498" 917"
TKW 056 -.158 -.024 .145 017 225 4247 166 .163 029 6257"
GY 139 -.066 -383""  -576""  -535" 231 SA442"T 026 -127 354" 207 -.156
protein -348"" 102 479" 539"" 480" -3017 -.049 -343"7 -117 S418°7 =531 23537 241
Zel -307" 164 353" 429" 409" -356"" -.080 -291°  -.063 -306 -4777" -410"" -236 858""
HI -.168 052 372" 232 202 =272 -.039 -481""  -.169 -219 -271° -190  -.004 504" 53277
W.Glut -295" 195 4247 5727 589"7 -226 048 -288"  -.091 -5017"  -4517T -09  -3727° 6027" 4867 220
D.Glut -274" .193 4317 599" 572" 198 076 -278"  -.099 -52277 -4477 -064  -381"" 5917 45777 204 989""
SDS -.065 .029 057 -.023 041 096 .083 -020  -.041 -.056 -.008 085  -.093 -.090 -161  -266 114 .089

YfY

.J..a):\;széJk}\cb);)\:@u%jq:#-s%}*

*and**: Significant at 5% and 1% of probability levels, respectively.
Dad anl 0 ¥ J).&q—@&&é(b’&lﬁ

For abbreviations see Table 2.
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Fig. 1. Dendrogram obtained by cluster analysis of 59 durum genotypes and four check
cultivars using UPGMA method
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Table 5. The results of principal component analysis for different agronomic traits of
durum wheat genotypes

el s add 30
Principal components

Joladlze  psvadie ppmadie gl adlse

s e PG PC, PC; PC,
Leaf type Epes 0194 0376 -0077  -0217
Effective tiller number Feeyols o -0.047 -0.082 0.638 -0.455
Length of peduncle S db 10,322 -0.013  -0.298 -0.337
Plant height daglEsl -0.367 -0.257 0.056 -0.072
Lodging susceptibility Sl ol 20.366 -0.089 -0.167 0.011
Stem thickness wlo ki 0.257 -0.154 -0.070 -0.558
Day to heading e b -0.087 -0.463 0.094 -0.170
Length of spike diwdsb 0.244 -0.257 0.218 0.503
Number of spikelets per spike e 53 ampliw sl 0.225 -0.366 0.270 0.008
Number of grains per spike i 3 4l sluss 0.421 -0.077 -0.040 -0.076
Weight of grains per spike e 53 als 055 0.368 -0.280 -0.328 -0.084
Thousand kernel weight als 5l 050 0.060 -0.390 -0.471 -0.016
Grain yield wls 3 Slas 0.297 0.322 -0.045 -0.143
Eigen value s ol 40567 28286 13336 11553
Variance% Sblsde,s 312 21.8 10.3 8.9
Cumulative variance% o il Aoy 312 53.0 63.2 72.1

Ly 5 s sl o s 4 s (BOIAY) b5 IS Ol n (55,)A0)
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