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Screening of Drought Tolerant Genotypes in Kabuli Chickpea Core Collection
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Table 1. Temperature mean, precipitation amount and humidity percentage in Neyshabur Agricultural Station in 2012-13 and 2013-14
cropping seasons

14y -4Y yraY—qy
2012-13 2013-14
S Ol L Caosby dos S Ol Ls Caosby doss

Precipitation = Temperature Relative humidity Precipitation =~ Temperature  Relative humidity
*“  Month (mm) (C) (%) (mm) (C) (%)
“s-l  February- March 80.9 8.3 67 37.0 7.6 62
o352 March- April 7.8 13.0 59 47.3 11.7 61
ezl April- May 18.4 16.6 53 32.2 19.5 51
sls = May- June 24.7 23.7 44 7.4 23.9 33
~ June- July 0.6 26.0 41 0.7 26.7 25
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Table 2. Statistical parameters of agronomic traits of chickpea genotypes in control treatment in Neyshabur staion
in two growing seasons (2012-14)

oSl €S b Al skl Gl sl bl K
Traits ole  Mean Min. Max. Rang S.D. Variance C.v.
Days to 50% A0 b5y, sls 6135 41.00 81 40 9.11 83.05 14.85
Days to maturity S Ay b g, 5l 98.00 80.00 116 36 6.8 46.29 6.94
Flowering duration A oy Jb 24.38 9.00 50 41 9.64 92.94 39.55
Canopy height (cm) =sS g, 36.93 20.00 60 40 7.41 54.93 20.07
Canopy width (cm) wsS e ALAT 15.00 87 72 15.11 228.22 36.43
Pod number per plant Gy sl 61.09 3.67 197 193 33.26 1106.13 54.44
Seed yield (gm™) 4ls s e 538.05 20.00 1830 1810  333.65 111319.00 62.01
100 seed weight (g) s o0y 21.06 13.40 37 24 5.04 25.43 23.94
Seed number per pod OME 5> 4ils sl 1.12 0.42 2 1 0.28 0.08 24.56
Biological yield (gm™) o35 Caw) 1756.4 32.00 5018 4986 989.84 979787 56.36
Harvest index cal, esle 3424 0.00 89 89 15.05 226.41 43.94
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Table 3. Statistical parameters of agronomic traits of chickpea genotypes in drough stress treatment (rainfall) in Neyshabur stain

in two copping seasons (2012-14)

Hle awS Lob aal 3 linl sl ol bl K
Traits ol Mean  Min. Max. Rang S.D. Variance C.V.
Days to 50% flowering A0 by, sl 46.76 20.00 64.00 44.00 6.00 35.98 12.83
Days to maturity S, s, sls 86.94  62.00 99.00 37.00 7.45 55.49 8.57
Flowering duration S e db 2513 10.00 89.00 79.00 5.59 31.29 22.26
Canopy height (cm) =55 g, 2550  10.00 41.00 31.00 5.30 28.06 20.77
Canopy width (cm) S see 27150  9.00 59.00 50.00 10.04 100.71 36.49
Pod numberper plant SO sls 2319 0.00 107.00 107.00 18.34 336.41 79.09
Seed yield (gm™) 4lss Ske  60.75  0.00 231.00 231.00 50.41 2541.27 82.98
100 seed weight (g) gl w05y 20.81  10.00 39.10 29.10 4.90 24.05 23.56
Seed number per pod e s 4l sl 0.68 0.00 2.30 2.30 0.44 0.19 63.73
Biological yield (gm™) 35w 16097  0.00 5476.60 5476.60 506.77 256816.40 66.60
Harvest index s, esls 8.80 0.00 87.10 87.10 10.40 2.10 18.11
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Table 4. Mean of measured quantitative traits of chickpea genotypes in center of clusters developed by K-means cluster analysis in two

cropping seasons (2012-14)

1 sles

Irrigation treatment

S 25 e

Rainfed treatment

2012-13  yray-ay 2013-14 1¥ay-ay
Traits clis Cluster1 Cluster2 Cluster3 Cluster4  Cluster 1 Cluster2  Cluster 3 Cluster 4
Days to 50% flowering NI R 47.38 49.82 52.06 55.06 67.30 67.48 68.00 68.42
Days to maturity S s 6 55,5 30 87.69 90.04 90.27 93.62 102.30 102.48 103.00 103.42
Flowering duration AW 55 Jib 35.31 35.21 33.21 33.56 16.30 16.48 17.00 17.42
Canopy height (cm) @S gl 49.88 45.94 45.00 36.32 34.90 34.57 37.50 33.86
Canopy width (cm) &3S LS 63.13 58.38 59.24 48.83 32.55 32.08 31.17 30.51
Pod number per plant g 55 OMNE sl 97.13 98.60 74.09 78.69 48.15 54.01 84.22 30.08
Seed yield (gm™) ahss Slee 544.00 406.48 358.06 169.93 835.61 1019.52 1730.00 523.42
100 seed weight (g) 4l A 05 19.93 20.70 22.10 19.38 22.02 21.44 26.10 22.52
Seed number per pod SNE 3 4l sl 1.32 1.25 1.25 1.21 1.03 1.07 0.96 1.01
Biological yield (gm™) o35 Cuw  4199.94 2750.52 1953.55 559.53 2024.27 2343.55 3990.00 1364.95
Harvest index Sl e ls 13.03 15.61 19.15 40.67 41.06 43.25 43.39 36.25
Days to 50% flowering N2 TR PPRNE: 47.81 48.34 47.24 50.18 42.89 43.82 45.00 43.94
Days to maturity S s 6 55 50 81.38 82.66 82.24 83.22 92.02 91.94 92.33 92.26
Flowering duration AU o5 Jsb 28.56 29.32 30.00 28.04 21.75 21.87 27.00 21.65
Canopy height (cm) @S gl 29.63 27.95 29.67 28.97 24.75 21.98 27.17 22.41
Canopy width (cm) @S5S P 36.25 33.24 35.58 36.47 21.52 19.19 25.00 19.46
Plod number per plant G5 3 DN sl 38.17 33.53 38.15 35.93 16.23 9.23 4.22 9.18
Seed yield (gm™) “ysSes 141,75 82.57 128.58 75.22 75.39 27.82 46.67 32.40
100 seed weight (g) als de 0 19.19 20.26 21.51 20.31 22.37 20.74 27.93 21.57
Seed number per pod O 3 4ils sl 1.06 1.06 1.00 1.07 0.38 0.32 0.35 0.36
Biological yield (gm™) o35 Cww  1477.63 801.38 1531.58 775.06 1090.27 447,74 627.33 587.83
Harvest index/R Cils el 9.54 12.11 8.46 11.07 6.86 5.74 6.37 4.71
STI AAELD G 5y, sl 0.88 0.40 0.55 0.15 0.12 0.05 0.15 0.03
SSlI Sy b 5, sl 1.03 1.13 0.87 0.47 0.96 1.03 1.04 0.96
TOL A ey db 402,25 323.91 229.48 94.72 760.22 991.69 1683.33 491.02
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Table 5. Eigenvalue, proportional and cumulative variance of components extracted from principal component analysis of different
tolerance indices of chickpea genotypes in two cropping seasons (2012-14)

Principal component (PC)

1PN -4y 1FY-4y

2012-13 2013-14
Components Lz PC1 PC2  PC3 PC4 PC1  PC2 PC3 PC4
Eigen value ohg i 2.8 1.6 0.47 005 245 2.2 0.33 0.031
%Proportional Variance olke WL,ls 5692 3283 9.5 1.05 4894 438 6.64 0.6
% Cumulative Variance e bols 56,62 89.45  98.95 100 48.94 92.75 99.39 100

i dle 33 )3 550 Glac s 55 Jesw la Lo ls Lol slaad 3o 4 4 2 5l el C\,&;:M\ Jol ad g0 95 55 Calides sba el (g3de ol o — # J g
(1¥4)-4%) Il sz
Table 6. Weight of different indices in the first two components extracted from PCA analysis of chickpea genotypes in two cropping

seasons

XYY yray-qy

2012-13 2013-14
Character I PC1 pPC2 PC1 PC2
Stress Tolerance Index (STI) S e e a 0.51 0.36 0.44 0.46
Stress Susceptibility Index (SSI) o5 Ll e ls 0.27 -0.55 0.19 -0.57
Tolerance (Tol) Joos e ls 0.51 -0.32 0.59 -0.22
Yield in control condition (Yp) Lol las 35 Shas 0.57 -0.08 0.61 -0.15
Yield in rainfed condition (Ys) 23 A8 535 S 0.27 0.66 0.21 0.63

YoV



A5 Jlo OF o led YY) Al “ s 9 Jlgi (68154 dlxa

jaﬂsuﬁu‘b\xdl{lfzﬁjﬁ%}sjwag)jcj:jdjlsb«ﬁféé.\;)\.&e—\/ Jad>
(WWaV-AY) Jge ol e 95 5 adlge

Table 7. Values of the first two components and ranking based on them for thirty
superior genotypes of chickpea in two cropping seasons (2012-14)

2012-13  yvay-ay 2013-14 1¥aY-4y
Genotypeno.  Coml Com2 RANK1 RANK2 Genotype no. Coml Com2 RANK1 RANK?2
Jam 1.74 2.89 35 4 5172 -3.60 3.61 286 6
5123 -2.67 1.65 211 19 5181 -3.77 2.98 287 10
5155 -2.84 2.12 212 9 5191 -1.97 2.68 260 14
5191 1.17 1.55 52 22 5197 -3.16 2.60 285 15
5211 3.48 0.71 7 57 5202 -1.98 2.06 261 29
5215 471 1.98 2 13 5232 2.32 -2.16 16 286
5232 1.16 1.46 55 26 5267 -0.74 2.39 200 19
5233 3.88 1.98 5 12 5281 -4.96 6.36 289 1
5239 -0.17 1.75 108 18 5283 -0.15 2.47 161 17
5242 2.50 0.55 17 65 5285 -4.14 4.67 288 3
5273 2.74 -0.30 11 125 5369 2.09 -2.35 20 289
5281 -0.76 1.57 132 21 5383 2.35 1.06 15 64
5285 2.32 -0.92 21 164 5435 1.95 -2.07 27 284
5346 -1.16 2.36 156 7 5439 2.04 0.65 21 86
5359 2.33 -0.09 20 106 5440 2.52 1.91 13 34
5366 -2.15 3.02 200 3 5442 -0.83 3.22 214 9
5369 2.72 -1.37 12 185 5443 4.60 3.66 2 5
5371 1.82 0.30 30 81 5458 2.21 4,71 17 2
5372 2.26 -0.29 23 124 5459 0.17 4.05 133 4
5373 2.16 -0.57 25 145 5463 0.44 2.55 116 16
5375 4.93 1.03 1 43 5468 1.86 3.60 31 7
5381 2.50 0.72 18 54 5469 1.86 1.50 30 46
5384 2.66 1.39 13 27 5472 1.88 1.08 29 63
5392 1.60 2.13 41 8 5476 2.03 0.22 22 108
5399 2.30 1.29 22 33 5498 -1.10 2.74 227 12
5419 217 0.38 24 75 5600 0.40 2.40 117 18
5422 1.76 1.48 33 25 5692 2.52 -0.05 12 128
5435 0.52 1.76 79 17 5711 -0.43 1.93 182 30
5440 -1.58 1.53 176 23 5712 3.18 1.91 6 32
5445 2.54 2.10 16 11 5724 6.74 2.28 1 26
5447 -0.89 1.60 138 20 5797 2.81 -0.08 10 131
5475 -1.65 1.92 179 14 5810 2.95 -0.09 9 135
5554 -5.23 7.75 215 1 5840 0.94 2.35 81 20
5565 1.76 2.11 34 10 5856 1.46 3.52 49 8
5581 -2.98 2.50 213 6 5905 3.34 1.91 5 33
5595 4.17 -0.77 3 155 5911 3.10 0.59 7 89
5599 1.98 0.57 28 62 5976 2.64 0.61 11 88
5668 2.06 -0.67 26 148 5989 2.02 -0.89 24 188
5702 1.94 -0.12 29 111 5994 2.50 -1.45 14 250
5789 -1.44 3.06 168 2 6016 4.06 -1.74 3 273
5808 2.01 -0.06 27 103 6022 3.80 -1.69 4 271
5856 3.73 1.80 6 16 6025 1.95 0.01 28 121
5929 2.45 0.04 19 98 6069 1.96 0.87 25 73
5943 3.34 -0.22 9 118 6132 1.64 2.33 39 21
5989 342 2.52 8 5 6150 0.73 2.97 93 11
6016 -0.66 1.32 127 30 6175 -2.63 2.07 274 28
6023 2.56 0.36 15 76 6190 1.81 2.32 32 24
6072 3.99 0.61 4 61 6192 0.18 2.23 132 27
6100 -2.51 1.39 207 28 6223 2.16 2.32 19 23
6131 0.26 1.91 90 15 6245 1.96 0.87 26 74
6193 2.62 1.51 14 24 6290 1.41 2.73 53 13
6223 3.13 1.38 10 29 6360 2.03 0.22 23 109

el gy g 4y gl il g 53 4 g 435 cppd 4l o (538 e sl 4l 3o (6345 Hlukie & gal 0sled 55 4 :Rank2 ,Rankl1 .Com2 .Com1 (NO.

g3 adl e
NO., Coml, Com2, Rankl and Rank2: Genotype number, component value, component2 value, ranking based on
componentl and ranking based on component2.
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Fig. 1. Biplot display of chickpea genotypes in different drought tolerance indices based on first and
second principal component in 2012-13 (A) and 2013-14 (B) growing seasons
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