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Table 1- Means of squares for yield and yield components of triticale genotypes under irrigations treatments
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Table 3- Means of drought susceptibility index of triticale

genotypes under stress treatment.

Genotype (bst)
ET-79-17 1.44
ET-82-15 1.36
Juanillo-92 0.72
ET-82-8 0.65
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Table 4- Mean of squares for underground traits of triticale genotypes under irrigations treatments.
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variations DF : . Total above ground ~ Stem & Spike Plant height
yield index
organs leaf
)I)S;V k% k% kK 3k * 3k
7 3 2.6 63.35 2.0 0.76 0.48 172.4
Replication
LJ" Aok ok Hok Aok Aok Aok
g) 1 453 65.92 40.1 11.5 7.8 318.8
Irrigation
%) 3 8.0 1299.9™ 6.0" 3.57 0.1 4805
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d)L:-?T X ‘7433535 ek ek ek ek Aok
Irrigation* 3 3.6 197.0 23 1.0 0.7 25.77
Genotype
(159
21 0.33 38.51 0.38 0.07 0.14 36.09
Error
C.V.(%) 11.6 16.7 13.2 12.8 14.4 9

3oy ) 50 Jlais! pdaw 45 55 gixe g (bze (2 sy 4 wr g oS
™ * and ** are non- significant and significantly at 0=0.05 and 0=0.01, respectively.
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Table 5-Results of means comparison for underground trails of triticale genotypes under irrigations treatments
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Treatment Biological yield (g. Harvest Total Sy Spike plant height
plant™) index Above-ground  stem & (with (cm)
(%) organ leaf grain)
Ca.g..ls.\m rDA.C
b 6.1a" 358 b 58a 26a 3.1 a 707 a
Sl Non Moisture
. limitation
Irrigation
gk Cusgie
Moisture 3.8b 387 a 3.5b 14b 2.1b 643 b
limitation
ET-82-15 63a 263 ¢ 5.8a 29 a 2.7a 73.6 a
G955 ET-82-8 42¢ 41.3 ab 4.1bc 1.6¢ 25a 619 b
Genotype ET-79-17 4.1c 41.8 a 38¢ 14 ¢ 25a 59.8b
Juanillo-92 52b 395 b 490 2.1b 26a 74.7 a
Cadgie pis ET-82-15 83a 283 e 39 a 39 a 35 a 773 a
TS ET-82-8 4.6 cd 403 ¢ 1.8 cd 1.8 cd 2.8 abc 633 b
Non Moisture ET-79-17 5.4bc 399¢ 1.8 cd 1.8 cd 32 ab 62.0 b
limitation Juanillo-92 63b 346 d 29b 290 2.8 abc 80.1 a
Ssb)y Codgime ET-82-15 43 cd 242 f 39cd 1.9cd 1.9d 70.0 ab
Moisture ET-82-8 3.9de 42.3b 3.6 cd 1.4 cde 2.2 cd 60.6 b
limitation ET-79-17 28e¢ 43.7ab 2.7d 14 e 19 d 575 b
Juanillo-92 4.1d 44.1a 39cd 1.3 de 2.4 bed 69.3 ab

A G 9051 el 2o )3 O o p3 ()bl I3 xe gl 4B (S yrie By S JBlas gyl ola il ygia by ¥
* Means within columns for each factor with minimum one same letters aren't significantly different at 5% base on Duncan test.



VOV L ;g 2lep laplail (o i oolo @395 99, Khos 1 Sugb ) Cudgame Wil

2 Y o) 295 > (e o ol bajlas flite 51 Ll (P
Loy A gl Caw by Cudgizne oS A sdalde bl oy
ol y ot 4y ET-AY-V0 g} piorod ol olS glas)l jo ials
5 Cp i o Slo YF/V o VY/E L i 5 & Juanillo -AY 43,
DUYA 9 5VA L e 4 ET-VA-IY g ET-AY-A cls uigif
48 ol ()13 (0 Jgaa) w1y elisyl o ieS” pie (Sl
U ol eoplivs o 0y53 Jsb nlS s (s pdgions
2 Gad 1 0)93 Jobo alS ji g SLiledS 4 e,
oEalS ml e e sl (g Gl o5 25d oo S 5
oabls &Sl & a5 L (Campuzano et al., 2008) cul gl
oialS Ylassl 03,5 jitwgid 2l o Ll o 0193 ol Jsb
iy g Bl Sy Jolb ol odng) ilisee slaplul s ()4
e ek Cudgime pas & G gh) Cadgacme kulyd )
Onize plo bwgi gedge (ul Bl jlwgs (ials Cle 4 lgs
Grzesiak et al., 2007; Ivandic ) cul 48,5 1,8 4yl 5,50 5
(et al., 2000; Mc Master & Wilhelm, 2003

oialS Cuw gk, Cudgie Hlog Jlosl aS ol )l gl
S ol 0 (5 Jpiz) 2,5 4 8 e (P +/1) b i
3585 Bos > Sl 103 VP 394> G (g Cudgizme log
Codgizme Jolite )3l g Cgif izmen oV Joi2) 3)5 4y
(P=+/) g P=+/o0 w55 ) )l (e 383U ] 5 (b,
sbe 5955 byl ol 3 (F Joiz) 2ty addy) S9i5 o
w3y 3 ET-Va-\Veig; g cp i ET-AY-A 3 ET-AY-0
Oy Cyeioed NS 1y Ay 3585 Bes (p oS Juanillo -AY
Cadgime pie baylyd cod ET-AY-A il ;0 diy) o5 Gos
o5 Lol ] (e )3 35 ) 358 o (ke g (Shsb)
At dr g BB 5 5 03 (55 ol gy Codpiime Ll
Jess 18U Cod adn) 3945 3o LS g ] 2 kS
oS Lo o] b Oglis 939 )0 (gae Jugby Cudgia
Codgize bl s Ly auslie 3 (gl Codgioe pas balys
(7 Jgiz) 8395 5> (dre g

5 by Cadgime sl 18U Cood adyy WS
Codgizme g oy Jolite Sl Ll P +/)) C85)15 i)
by Cadgize Hlog Jlosl 255 )13 (gme Chio pl g gk,
Opxed W3S ddy) SS9 )3 GRS Moyd ¥F 390
=Ya=Vg ET-AY-A clacis g oy puig ET-AY=V0 Cudgil
(Y Jain) ails ol sgs &1y ady St 555 S ET
52 Ay S g LS (gl Cudgioe Ll cos
Sharif et al., ) cwl oad 3,55 (Hordeum vulgare L.)
(2007

039 2 78 H9T 9 (gk) Cedgime Jlite Sl g g )
P Y Jodz) (P< /o) ) o090 Jb xe (plon sl plul 5 Suis
VAW g ET-AY-N0 (slacaigs] ow)p 2)90 o s} oo
 lon slaplul JS Suis 59 (n a8 g pyidn i 4 ET
pde baly b oot ET-AY-V0 Cig) cpioron 00b i
byly s oo BT-VA-\Wersgh o opyidon (ogb,y Codgiona
 loe la phuil JS7 s (g (e s sush) Cudgioe
s ET-AY=-V0 slacuwisil (slap (sl plul I8 Sis 54 il
OiblS (eSS g i Gl ) 4 Jo > VY 9 YA L ET-AY-A
Cadgdse pie byly & a4 Cund Sugb) Cudgione oyl d Cou
(0 Jgaz) wals s 1) gl

Pl sialojl Glajless 16 Cod 55 Sy g 4l K3
o 45 el ay (P</0)) e S5 Lo olse Jslie
Oig L aldos j5 (y 390 Scadgl Sld S Sy g dSle
V0 placadsl 25 ole 4 0g alsn (o plul 5 S
00 L ET-AV-Acuig; o Juanillo-92 48, .wzily 1) Sy g d8lu
g Bl SUS (g GRS ()68 g (e i 4 2o VY
gk Cudgime pis 4 Cund (Jusb) Cudgime Lulyd > Sy
(D) sy 1,

Codgdme Lo 15U cod (A ol ped &) dliw Sis 59
SN) CB5 8 g g sk Cudgime Blite Sl g b,
G by Cadgaoe o Jlosl & sk 4 (F Jgaz) (P<
ple Lo 4 Cus dliuw Sid (59 50 LidlS Moy YY1 iy
> (He Gyl (wyp 2j90 S S S gk Cudgie
ET-VA-\Y lacoig; iy cio ol b blsyl s )bl
“AY=VD g5 g sl Cudgisme layl s o ET-AY-V0,
5 OteS Gy d gl Cadgione pas Ll S cod BT
059 Solate ials (B Jeda) aidly |y dliw Siid 59 o ks
Olye A dlinw 5 (g sl pluil s 4 Sy g ABle Sis
Gglay odad s ( usby Cudgasme Hlawd Sl o uiul; plull
295 9 039 gk Cudgime & (il g (ug) Al ye 93 ol
Cdby asls el Cas ol laie Jd 0aiS Wb Wl e
A dag baS o )l 4Bl b Cudgisme balpd cou
Spdn (o9 by 0y93 sl I gbgb) Codgie les Jlesl
o S (g b @i cew LS 1 sk Cudgioe 4
Gl Lis caa 5 Sl L3l e 395 S il oad Al Ceaws

) bS8 ool slales WU cos olS elis)l



WAL Jlo & o)las ¥ wls (55,9l bl pgy &gy 1 Q¥

ol ET-YA-YY uigis 5o o (o yieS 9 ET-AY-V0 Cuigij
Moine o ol 55 alej] slasleg (ST o0 5 (655
sbajless ao b oigij 5l S Gl awglie g (P< +/-0)
IS s 45 0l 55 gy Cadgione pas 5 gy Cadgione
Cadgizme byl 5 )3 ET-YA-\Ys ET-AY-10 (clacaisi ad,
Lol cily als gugh) Cudgiome pue lalpd 4 s (Susb)
pis 9 sugk) Cadgae Lailp)3)S05 Gy 9 IS gaw gl
(¥ Jgi2) 355 )l sine (g lol Jlai 51 gl iz

oS lpn sla plil SS9 4 ) SS9 S
)5 )8 gl Cudgie g cuig blite Sl g Cuigiy 56
M e Sl Slas cpl p gby Cudgize led Ll (P< +/0Y)
polw 40 Cons ET-AY-V0 g (5 Jgbn) el gLl
sl o plil Sis 59 4 ady) SiS (g s Sl oy
o=l 5l L 5955 b e gl Lol 292 lay08 0 (6 ik
ke plisl Sas (g plos GRSV Jgiz) 395 3 dxe o
o 2l ba phl (g s oy Flpas gk g olga
o Ol bawgs o gusb) Cudgazme cou dlSa 5 Bl > ady)
(Grzesiak et al., 2007) cusl osds 5 )l55

W ixe glas do) s bl Jlize 1 g inlejl ol jloss
Jiz) $ad ol 2oly )3 Ay (xe25 Jsb )3 (P< +/+)) bl
2 oaalS Ao Y g0 Couw ugby Cudgize Hled Jles! (F
A0S g b) Codgime pis jlad 4 G ddy) (reo8 Job
5 ET-AY-\0 G} )0 ad) (sroo8 J5b oy aS0) (o
Sl ] ) i) (e Jobo (S 9 Juanillo AV 5,
2 Adyy me3S Jsb b3 655 o)l ET-YA-\V § ET-AY-A
Codgd oo byly b 3 ET-AV-A s ET-AY-V0 sla o)
wwodlts g)lal s gxe MBI by Codgioe pis g i,
Job (alS cuw ()l (gne y5b 4 ugb) Cudgioe low Lol
4 Juanillo —AY -3, ¢ ET-YA=VY i )0 didny (2050
pie bl b A Cannd (o> ¥O 9 OY dgis jlide any iy
(Y Jgiz) 292 048 (sglo) Cudgiome
Jolize 151 g pinslejl (olalos b Cow 5 Aty JS e
(P +/0)) o)l (imo y5bo 4y g, Codgaoms .85 )15 Ll
(£ Jsdn) s a8 ow (sdo)n ¥Y dgis ialS 4 e
Taw & Cumd adyy ()9 LS (50 45 258 (o0 oamldio (plpl
Gkl oLS 48 ) (o0 k5 4y 009y gl o (mes Jobo
by Liol3dl 1y ol Gla el goxins 3550 SB s 03350
(P< +/+0) (slol Jlo ime Coglis (gyls 355 loasgs§ cmizman o]
P adyy JS gdaw (i & )b 4 g ad) S pdaw il

Sl Gyl U Cod AR 5 cuigi) aniy 4 byrye Olbo (6l (ke dunlio 9 Olas o (ko =1 Jgo
Table 6- Mean of squares for root traits of triticale genotypes under irrigations treatments
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source o tE0] - Root dr cumulative Total root ; Root Root weight/
variations DF Root depth L ary lenath diameter  weight/above- L Welg
weight engt area ; grain weight
gound weight
"f“" ) 3 482" 111044.0" 227181.2" 227181.2" 0.1" 0.0026™ 0.013"
Replication
LJ" *k *ok *k *ok *k
fS) 1 390.1 320133.0 946827.0 946827.0 0.003™ 0.0001™ 0.051
Irrigation
St 3 1277 " 127272.0™ 648261.0" 648261.0"  0.013™ 0.0028" 0.002™
Genotype
%;953 x d)L:e] *k ko kK * *k *k
Irrigation * 3 180.6 14257.0™ 152313.8 152313.8 0.022 0.0029 0.016
Genotype
las
B 21 33.17 117.5 3294153.0 3294153.0 0.0068 0.0004 0.003
1ToT
C.V.(%) 14.0 10.1 9.6 9.6 12.1 27.7 34.0
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S, * and ** are non- significant and significantly at 0=0.05 and 0=0.01, respectively.
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Table 7- Mean comparisons for root traits of triticale genotypes under irrigations treatments
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&l v el
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Moisture 375 b 2384 b 7702.5 b 5383.8b 0.67a 0.07a 0.12 b
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Means within columns for each factor with minimum one same letters aren't significantly different at 5% base on Duncan test
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