(YO- YY) VYA b ] sl oyl /sl Sl

B PS5 (S i 1 s 58 LS 39 i 395 i

Y Ve Ea) T (=
o 7519 GobI S 2 po
Ol g3 axly oDl oljT olKisls (g 5,9LaS saSisls wlils ol g cely; 09,5 JLobiwl -)

Oletal pliwl (anlo wlio 5 (655l Blidod 3550 ale Slo gac -V

PN Y w5 ndy 2,5 VYR TAN sl s & b)

5 o slopatld Gkl (Sas s SlST el s (BLSl (59 95 A (o p Baa b aghy (5l
slaSoh anl o)k LB o oud 33 sl S 7ib )90 4 Ginleslad plxil 0L puS 8 (S S 4 Sl
ralis oy B al e o o yle] b el (gLl Lol gelans ds b sl o 4 45 b oS5 ds b cdsls JulS
oY Vg ol Jale plge ap (Lo ()59555 095 o yd T olyan ay (om0l o yo B0 al> o 0 g)lal gl g (20
551 555 sy 45 ol 5 55 s A s o8 el ol ol S oS e,
Sl 3y L olyad iy o, i 5 i, i Ll 4o STI o SSI ;TOL (GMP MP il sl jasLs
3, Slos a5 ol lid b el 5 ails o ,Slae (Ko dalllas aisls Hlis Jelaie Jlid) o atils (g lo gxe IS
o azli g, 0l 5l g il gyl —me g Sdin Ko STI g GMP slo ol L ause Lol i colod jo il
@laiss an i @l wand oLl Gl g Joie slacdsh) SESE Cur e Lulpd olos 0 STI s GMP
3 by G5 e Ll 5 53 45 sls ol la sl y Glise e Ll 55 s 3 Shoe ull 1 Lo
Jol 05,5 50 a5 als Lt ooy ) 50 Slao anlie el 052 g chlisia 05,5 dw (BLSN (15950 L ol e (g, s
e o o Shas 5 Lol S i 519 0 5 g gl ol L3155, b ol 25 arone L
o8y ol 09m & omY 5 Jlitey o 8, ol 55 (Sasb, G5 Ll ) oal s 4y 09,5 (il (rizeen aiiils |,
G Sl a5 539k U5 eaims i a5 il (Jghsy G & s |y (55508 0 Shoe 2l i ol
Lalys 5o o) cnl ,es <l 5l (59 e o8 el ey 9, 08 (sl 5 stelioe Sy ool o8 o (Sas
5 el o Slee EalS oo anlie . CBln (g8 BB 23U (59 lend gy pB)l ple po Ll cls” cusb,y A5
Cdloo)d P g dgas o codf ay (x5 lakew B a5 (6 )5k &y wgad Jol> 1) ol (ren 5 e slalaime
2t g3l @bt wsls (i (gush )y (25 L analie jo (BLal (59558 b olyen Sgby s bl b j0 1) (558 0 Sas
O g A Lo 99 (o Lol gy (shgb; (15 g Jloy Lalpd o el SISy e als o See Jlopne gl » (S
bl s stee s ) 0 5 ool 8, 55 L LA 05 b ol

ot ‘D_\j (359 y0ms 385 ¢ oot g ool aslis “5';.‘.5.10) gt :‘5..\.,,15 6[&03‘9

m.golabadi@khuisf.ac.ir :J suwe odiwy 5 *



oL pasS o Sas ias Sl bows je Blal g xS 098 i gaid g gob] S \i2

Fernandez, 1992; Blum, 1998; ) +,5
s asls (Ramirez-Vallejo and Kelly 1998
Lgie 5 (TOL) Joss slaasls Lod 5 ik
2> «(Rosielle and Hamblin, 1981) (MP) aJg
«(Fischer and Maurer, 1978) i a4 cawles
s «Fernandez, 1992) (STI) i a4 Jov Lo
s, <> (Ramirez-Vallejo and Kelly, 1998)
GreS loads Byee S il 4 Coles g oo
SS9y 6‘4.!.”.]40 o (Guttlerl et Cll., 2001) u‘)&o.m 9
Sy 5 e SST L slaguipsy o aimtls bl pus
QSL“V‘*’}‘) 9 .la.wﬁ...a S>> )’l u,....u u,....u O u....»l..o 6‘)“5
sl eSS 4 Cales glls Gl iaS SSIL
o bl b akal, s sline Sl s gt
ool Gl G5 g GBS g tmlpd o bicade o Sles
ol a5 ol viiee (Richards, 1996) 50, , .ol
Serte sl Sise by, SiS bl o 0 Sles ol
YU o ,Slee Joaily 15 cwl  Sas Lyls o 0 ,Slee
3 elin 0, Slos Wlgh o gl Jame L)yl o
Blum, ) pgl .aiS adgs S Cangllae b e Loyl i
ol (25 3l xaw o glp a5 )l oo ledsl (1996
S mhe sl Gl calie 5 Slee L slacaisd
elaisl Olé S 4 a5 | S dad g S gblie
0diS dgame Julge 3l ails ol 5 oojes b oo aille
@ ab s pael Caand ayl il e ool ek
gy Gladwnd Sl pig s <l o &bl 50
(Ellen and Spiertz, 1980, .sqi oo u.,.al., ol
Hossain et al., 1990).
FJBU T, als igrs duoyo A B Ve g0 oD
Wls 4 Lhag; sl sl e s Jlase ol Jla!
Jusl ( Bk 5l canl ails gad sly 5908 ol e
baw‘owﬂysbdlfdl})n)‘daﬁdshobu
G5 S50 (kS e 5yl gt 4 alKie 0%

FB o ails ol 0 Sae o Wb oo ials Stz

doddo

W8S )13 Ol S aes § S adlaie )5
A i S 59,0 Sl ol bl i
Gl i 4 5 00855 el )] oS T olga ke
3 ot el gyl 3l 5 Ak (39558 Ol gk
Malakooti ) ceol 5,950 J1 g olonis slo3sS 5,k
Sl 00l atin S0 U,k 5l .(and Homaii, 2004
obS wdgs Galidl Juds 4 59y VL (lpee Spae oS
2SS Gl amsl )3 9 (Jusb) Cosgaze pas 0)93 )3
ol e (hus; el ple g dBle )3 S92 5e
S US55 als & (s3tgid Slga sae JUi i
s 3 Slae apad <l 1 5 o Juab slel g, slo
(Ehdaie, 1998) sl oo s 1Ssl> L, cnl 4o

i Ll )0 45 aias e bt cilises lalllas
o5 oL ) g oy e b slel K
9 Wg=b o ok Sl Bro jwgtd jl alol> slge g aiily
Laasls JalS (59,5 5 sln )l 0990 Slge azme )
s St 5 S o Sl gy sl IS
9§ RS Do 1 lej 4 az g L) (P g e < B
S8 e 3 alls o Shoe (55, (S (Sujslsd al> o
o Sag,y sbplail ple g a8l o 0ad 0,53 Slge 9,0l
o bl o ladls 0,5 slp (05 e Sy lgie
; Clarke ef al., Blum, 1998) a5 ls ol cronl
»535,lse as a4 L (Ehdaie et al., 2006 1992;
d paS alises pB)] 50 i (g 095 3 )15 o
S ale> Jsle aSCul o byyte wily b g1 ogas
35 Shas 55, (i 5 S Jpass 5o Wl o cails
4S5 Sl (55978 58 A5 (pl 4 az g5 2Bl g oS
g aalss (il plil 4y 08 BLST (59500 ()90
0yS e D508 SIS (pw) 2 090 (LS el a5
ol JUES! (2051 (rizmen g 005 oy, slaplail o
Al aclls adls o o byl b o asle an ) olse
.(Ehdaie, 1998)

6‘05\% )Mwwawﬁd@i 3!
)L».s.o)ooLw‘lJém?d;JA_?uw])glsgb))l o
Shgo als 0,Sles b bad e sla ol g dils o Slas



Yy

WA liae; [l o lat [ gl Jlw Ml Sl

Ob pass ke iy Vo agh (alS olge

sy g by, wdd plales Glidy (e Jels

T oY emd e VY g 4 ada,
www33G/Vee"S"//Mrn/4/Hd2172/Bloudan//Az
Attila *2 / PBW65 0\ Y o,xi 9 d/3/San/AL

) il (55,58 Sligions 5 e 5l 50 2 45
biye Mol gleasly Jols (Y g pl aial ags
Oype 4 gilojlail 0oy b paS e (S s b
S5 lacSslh el b B s ead 05 s
Lol sl ol s a8 ws el S5 an b ol
ees ¥V Jeld (e B oS g (Susb) med) aw Jeld
Solel ol b, lam, o pasS alise
2 okl @b b oy Jad sleml gushy (A5 o Jgene
S5 5 a8y Jab sl B aselii wos B0 s
B ooy > Sl oS b, Jab sl sk,
Yo Jlasl b olyan o, Jad clozil b _moalins aoyo
0 olS adgl Lo 4 Cannd 0,5l 055 o iolidl as o

Solan Sl b eyl ew Gtolel Je S
9 VIN anoul e ile o wge (e YO (S S
slo Hlas S 4y 3o0 mlis g JI olge duoyo /A 5
o f T Slge sy 10 gl ddlaie ol S S
YO+ 5 aud o SelS e S ke VY e oy
235 990 @l polie .l Wby @ S okS 5 p S (e
Gran sbord @by Sygo 4 S Liylegl elul
P PSS B Syge a4 Brae slasyS Gl o
P oS 00 ey Slandpow gie jl) Hiud o055 LS
VO 5 (pemly oS g D (o 35 JSa o
dw 5B 5l (0,9l e 5D (59,05 055 LS )0 0,5 5kS
355 5l (oo g oy 5 yied slaogS &S v Jol oS
595 axdy g Wl WAl (yeey 4 S I S (e
Oy 4 (2SSl s g (msamy Cagi 90 )0 (59
Vo (PBLol 0395 bolyen (usb) w3 ) waiad Lol
Jsere sloogS L ol e a5l (Lo 255 0oy
Al Lol ey 4

S O Job 4 cuils (s, 0 Jols ciolejl &S e
D93> ;3 ;A o515 9 0gr e Ble YO slacays, alold
Joodi slaasli al a5 a5 55 mpe e ;5,0 YO

Mainard and Jeuffroy, 2001; Dalling ) s,ls >
3 &S 8xS sl 9w JEl caenl (et al., 1976
WIS oo dby S dei g S Qe 5 O Lyl
al>yo 5l ey el ol 5o ey el b LB
G5 e el el Gl g el S35 05 Ise (a8
Sgaee |y 39y JUtl amis )0 g d9doe (St

Keirda et al., 2001; Minard and ) sjls e

Sade 4wl oSles wus s cpas (Jefroudi, 2001
S8 Al 4y o ansl olge Jlasl 4 Sws 0l
S5 ale Slo 5T 55 53 51l (aalS el
ald 4 oty lacend 5l 039y JUL! &5 e o
Sl (S5 el S cos adlS Sl o

Pheloung and Sidique, 1991; Papakosta and )

.(Gaginas, 1991

S G395 @32 o 2Al 5l ey (Sl pasS o
J2 0 a8 (Sl Sledes iFu 5 Wl S

H3 ool l 050 enlaBly, o ol 0,90 ;0 oL
4S5 ) (e 1oy A L0 08 ce g0
P TR I IR VL g SUE= Y CE SR R ¥] | PSP SR R K O

53,5 » (Robert and Waker, 1994) Sgd g (yeols
S i Ol fas 53 (595 Soeal ige 0l

sl

Sl O39 995 Sl esliinl aghy (nl l Bas
okS )3 (Sas 5 Bl hass cex 0 bS5l o

5 Comsle sloasls glail 5l oolainl b aS og pass
Lalpd 5o Lol Dl gyp 5 S5 G5 4 Jos

i all lage cilise

95 9 olge

S5y9kiS oasladls Slinios acyie po Gilesl ol
sliwg, o &ly GBulyss axly ol ol5T oKl
G0k ol yol s dilaie olil 3 5 ol ol g5l
ol S5 Slaglinls U S e S5 S
Oyl az e g aVle  Saib .Silee (Karimi, 1987)
s VFID g roidhes VEFIS oy 4 adlaie aills

el 3,5 s



b pasS o Sas i Sl bows je Blol g ps 098 i gaid g gob] S YA

365 L ol jer  ugb, a5 laylni o SSI o, TOL STI
S,1 opl ol il (g o sine LSS Lo o3
O 4 Jood b Coles Gl Sl Sl asdllae 550
Gl sl B g g 0dlo L ) Sglie )18, (Sas
sl 421 3525 LT s o L asLs

5 Ladls G (Swd gy jl Job> @l
sk G5 (YD) Jbop gusb, Lulpd jo als o Slee
(Ysn) BLal (59,05 995 b olyen (usb, (25 5 (YS)
sk, bl o wls o Slee aS ol LIS Y Jgu o
SN oS Luls g5 2 o baasls al5 b (Yi) coslis
Lyls o Ll ol gl s [l 5 cude Ko
MP sl ol b s (Ys) als o,Slae S uob,
als o Slee SN ogb, byls ;0 o STI 4 GMP
i (Kiwaod STI 5 GMP sla a3Ls L L5 (Ysn)
Lyls o a5 obasls plply il gl g g
s 3,Shec b Yl (Srad (sl il aone
s w80,8 o0 (Byre aslh (e Olpie 4wl
Yoo Shee b placaissy lobid 5 595 b 4y 00
(Fernandez, 1992) s Jaxe Lyll ais8 2 o
ks Sy ol @)l STI g GMP gla_asls o5
90 50 0 basls a5 b a3y 5o ol (Shen
el Cawd w4 Cude g o dme e dame Ll
Soaiss gl 4 (asld 5o cpl Gelel Sl (nlple
aslss a5 poe g 5 bl 5o WU o Shae sty L
Sl asls oy nlio b adal, )0 ool Caws 4 s oy
Fernandez, ) jaib,s slaisl L Sus 4 Joxo
Yousefi Azarkhanian, ) oL 31 iwg (1992
Syl Kwles (Jazayeri, 2004) spl=> 4 (2005
O 4 ol o (TOL) Stz oy oo slo ol
s oShee b glbgine 5 St (Ko (SSD)
b el (Soaon a0 cainidls (i o9 bl
ol e 4 sg e i Lalid o w0 Slee
2 0551 aly s 5 hie (Ko

;26,8 4 (Clarke ef al., 1992) .|, Ken 5 S
pals 0,5 Cusgame 4 5 (Fernandez, 1992)
5 SIS L gl lat_ils o )Ll Lyl 5 iS5 SSI

lowisy Gty byl Gy Sis 4 Conls
A5 slebone 5l Sl (S S 4 S
2 Al b 4 Jel5 lal lulyd 4 cuns Jugb,
; Fernandez, 1992 ; ) wuls dacwlxe p) Loy, (wlul
Fischer and Maurer, 1978 Rosielle and Hamblin,

(1981
TOL = (Yp—Ys) 1
MP = (Yp+Ys)/2 @
GM =,/(YsxYp) 3)
SSI =[1-(Ys)/(Yp)]/ SI @
STI =[(¥p) x (Ys) /(Yp)’] 5)
SI =[1-(Ys)/(Yp)] ©

boigss aos o Sbos Sla ooy & Vs, Ip
Soo8les Vg Yy o9 (A5 09 9 A5 Ll o
el (S S g 5 g llpd 50 i

sloa 2 bl golel slafelos 5 325 plol sl
Lo g0 0 o Sae g b azls olol » glallas
b o pladl Jlog bulyt Mie 5 s, i3
3Gl b asls glyl ailbw glp a5 el 83
oolaiwl Jaore calizes Lyl i g0y als o Slae oS5
Lalys Jole gyl g B Laly, ulul ) oge
a5 05 0 Bi g5 SO laie 4 e
Sl ol 1 (s ) ok S Sl b,
2 5 boadsy 1S ye 0wl o Slee (520l annlie
sleolainl b g0 4y 90 O jgar Jae alisee Loyl oy
Bl oy 4 oSl aglio .l pll t o905
SAS, SPSS, cla,l3ls 5 51 ot alowl LSD ls e sglis
wosls Jud= 9 4325 ,0 Excel, Sigma plot, Stat Graph
A eolazwl

s dly oSlee 5 baatls Wibly 4y @l

355 b olren (k) (25 5 (S) (shgb) A5 Lalpe
slocass & ol plas (1 Jgaz) SN JLal 559505
SSI 5 STI ;TOL MP (slaasls L 5l asdlhae o )50

GMP MP sla a3l b 5l cusb, i bl s jo



Y4

WA liae; [l o ket [ gl Jlw [Mle Sligios

-l S A Y 5 Sl el o8] Lol
assle lad 1) Jlade o i (Ysn g Yi) o Shee 4 o
|) )L\.O.A Ry o SSI 9 TOL )JOLGLA 05; U)‘ BN
o al 0,Sles b Cian g0 cpl daly ax 3T ol olis
30 0, Slee WS 390 YU aS j0 g iid yuf Ll
el 00l SSI g TOL )l5e o3l @) yoxio oo g0
aS 0l 0,910 VY 09,5 cpl 4o SSI ke s G b
Ly 8 @ Jeoie 098 (nl locado cnlply ool
D dadly> i Iyl il o oYU e o Sloe il

IV Y g b pgS Jald pgo 095 slacedsl)
b asls pl polie a5 5,6k 4 wisly lis g lo pse
el el Cessy gl 09,8 5l S ey 08 4o
5 S 5 4 Jeow Sl eg)S cal slaeass
IR Aol v s 5 lalid e o Shee ot
Dg e ed Wyge jud ails 0 Slee 4y ax gl a5 ails
SlazSTas cd)5 18 pow 095 )0 2l 4 (135 03,
poolie Lol ol lad 1) Jlade oy 5eS o asls ads L
b S w8y Ol 08 Jescie Byee SST g TOL S
3 Slos il e a5 (g sk a4 ol (S i byl
555 b gy 5 Lm0 Jlog Lame Sl o8, ol
5 a5 Al Sy5lp oy FO sgas o Slol yig s
Lld 4 Ll og jlate p S loewiss) plo b awlie
ol Jly Lulyd o 1) (095 0Sles (pdg, 03, S
08, Gloie 4 wlgh ced a8l bl b aslae jo el ool
2 Bogy S G ek anlie WSl Az g 050 (29>
ol Jgl 09,5 a5 ols Lis (F Jouz) S e baylyl
S Sbes jlade (o ity g 039 A (nY g jliiny slacSs
d.la.‘>){.a 05; U"‘ )\b J.o.?u 9 u.....ul...o LSLQUADL»J 9 d.;‘é
Syl (Bl 59,0 (6965 Jlaws 1 eslaul oyl pls ol
Obas |y steliwe JL8) 99 o g 4Bl Codgiy 9o cnl
Llools

R g 095 108 e bl b o el 8
Solas b asls zST s 5l as 51 69,5 pl &5 &85
Sage b sl Lol ol lis Jgl 0,5 L1, (gl sine

gles &S Syee ,o (Clarke er al, 1992) . Ken
G0 dils 5 Slas g S e Jae g0 0 ally o, Slee
5 e (Sed ol Mie 4T 3gy ite A5 Lald
Clarke ef ) ;,Sap g S 0l 090 ol Lo
4 s ( Fernandez, 1992) ;ul,8 4 (al, 1992
o,lil Lugl g pauS 0 SSI asls 0,8 Cudgame
Clarke et al., ) ,Ken 3 SN a5 b .ailails
Loxe g0 0 als o Slee Ogls a5 Jy90 40 (1992
Josly 32 %0 Jelos sk 5l A 9 A5 e
L s 6olom 4 ol aiilo S8l St a5
ol Jool> i e Lkl o iy 4 Cewles
o Shee zalS g o9 aalgss sl S5 4,0l SSI il
SSI als 4 joe (aid e Lol j0 ool ol
IRWIRTYPES
A2 oo lid  (San ol ple polis 4 axg
Seilom Gl Sl (el Sl (Sen a2 oS
3 ean (Ser Sl fen 4 Bl 5 4 Solae
Ramirez-Vallejo and Kelly, ) wis )l cixe b jasLi
Ramirez-Vallejo and Kelly, ) IS 5 ;,l, (1998

Lugd ;o SSI s GMP (1 1) (5 )ls sime (Suoan (1998
(e pis 45 W335 (6 S A g W3 gls Cewd @
ol 1 ol 4 phos el Gl oo cal o
SSI o5 polie 5 GMP (YL polie s a5 WS
b po cilizee wlio | glegazme o] Jlio 4 45 axsly
aalyS gez jo50e 331 50 i ety cal 516 e L
Nasir Ud-Din ef ) ;),Ken ¢ padljeai asllas o .0l
O MP g als o Slae (o (Sde M (al., 1992
O (ot Lol dd osalis (485 5 (25 e Ll
aS| ped 09y Cudie i ]2l 0 TOL 4 ails o Slas
g1 ki MP s TOL (yy Sicrad
bl 51 Sy 50 (o) 9,50 Gl gy Cde
5 Lottt aen olal 5 4lElas ok SN oS oo
Slade> 4525 8y90 (S pue 9 5 Lo slad Sles
095 aw ;o |y lacesy Codly s (pl w85 18
2 og,S G (eSSl dlie gl ST (gaeg S e
Jol 095 a8 sl plas (7 Jguz) SN aoe Ll



QU oS g (St s Sl o 5o (BLSL (38 955 1508 5 ool S Y

sl o Olas palS as,e duslas ol cans Sugb,
Aol |y gl aligs 4y 5o ol 10 (F Jooo) iz sl
i Ja e 3l o, Slee 8l e 4 S (6,6 4 gl
sl B2l (e b (Shsb) (s laee 4y (Susbo,
doyd P g MO sgam 50 i 4 g 5 Gl B
5 Locadsil 4l e o T el szl ol 05T a8
aS by lis g0 4y 90 O jgeay axlllas 0,50 slalas (ol
5 Jley Ll t o Dol lagdsss saon sl 4z 5
Lol i g Jlop Ll pd (rizren 5 (Sugb, (5
sl Les (BLal (9,0 b olyen s g (S, i
Al adasde o e gy VY Y g lalw 3,
Sl 0395 b 5 Ll pB 50 ) (e Sundy Gk
Sl lid |y uSe asai VY Y aSCl o ol ol
SR 0O Wher 395 Bras 4 abi>de LB Sy pe
odid lid (Cugb ) 5g0S D29 L dslllas 90 8Bl
59 Sl (Bran 395 5l olS eolatul jo  Sis Cudgiome
Lyls o a5 wl asie (Fathi, 2005) b aslas
slabamde BB S5 (55 Srae Gl (Sos o
Brae il ed kuli jo Lol sl «lo o ,Slee 5
Palta ) o,Iea o LIL ol zol38l 1) ails o Slae 139 50
3O Ojess Bpae oLS il 4 50 (et al, 1994
9 ‘5>‘).>u R TR aassls c)l.fi:‘ (595 u_a] 349 O g0
Bahraii and Tahmasebi ) _Jliwgmw  wwlogh
Spas gloy g ,lade ,o ulidl ( Sarvestani, 2005
8 Giar samme Jll SLIS JESE p (e
(Oi9r gobe o, YL L &S (geb 4 zls Jls e
o LWL blie yo .cdl ails 4y a8l gl 0,53 dlge Jlas!
3,8 liél b 5o (Palta and Filery, 1995) s,Ls
WS IS e S5y 2 O3 995 Alie sl
ald @ pry Spol O3y dame JUl S5 oS
Sz 3o gy 095 5leslanul pluly ol las ralS
Loisy aen gl g aden (Si 25 IS o
e (o Al o Slee gum aw slojlogel o, p
alo las ST ezl b ush, i pae 5 iid sl
Lyl s 0% u¥ g VY Y gliiw slacussiy as

S S S I ol 45, 5 leoasls
1 ol las Jgl 09,5 L1y (g)lo gme glas 3.5 STI
O g ke (i ngS Juld 095 (nl slacase
3l eolaiwl 5 009 jieS STI (slyls Jsl 09,5 4 cucd V)
P YL o Shes b slacessy plulid Cuzr (a3l ol
05; B o] )‘b)?)." L;,w.f u_;l)lf )‘ Ja.».?bo 9o
5 Pl alS v 0 Sl a5 85 18 ) o
S Gl ghlosime Dglas slyls 5 ols plas 1) s Sae
FB 09,8 oo b us Lyl i jo ails 0 Slee 1> a4 Slao
O S oo byld jo 08, ol oSl Cdl wo s 09
e byl bacglie jo S aew) woy ¥4 sq0
SN 5 S s Lyli o o Slee il woys bl
SN e baylps jo o)8dee cél liw g ol lis
Cillas glabg> 450 auli b aS b sdalin Sl S
S 8dee (n i b sl 09,5 50 08, (nl &5 (spob 4 o)l
S s Lyl b o Ll cd )3 1,8 SN e Loyl )l (o
Ob paS iy VY laddllas o 0l Jiie 093 05,5 4
S L a5 Wad gaseg,S STI alis 5l colazul L
2 ol nle g 09)F o 3 STI (n s b o585
(Yousefi Azarkhanian, 2005) az8,8 1,8 5o 09,5
byl b (YAbebe et al, 1998) |\ Ken o ol
Pl g G5 e g 5 Lalpd o Lo laces s
ewdid Sl asli a5 ailes bl e el
sl andllas 0,90 4l (sl asls o e (GMP) 0y
ol aS CE S At cpl plgoe JS 50 cnlple

o Gl 55 s LB o3l a5 555 am s ¥
550 slacis yo ol sate Sl haw § (Sas 4
Lyl s 0 0, Slee 8l i jo o> Dold 4 i
1) 45gis 055 b pae Jdo .l onds Gl laysre
Slge 035 Cuzr ol 0 (S ge 3929 pae 4 Bl o
pae g a8l 1o slge i 0,5 Sl pae ( olde

o dal i o adils a dBle 1 B3l suse Jlal



)

WA liae; [l o ket [ gl Jlw [Mle Sligios

a5 85 e (Sis e 5 o Shes ol
SN b g )3 adlie (nl Sute 9 Vb polie 4 4z
YL o Slee Gl a5 WS o Slolis |y slacadss;
VP Ve Culy pod adlfe aiie S o dasee )0
Lylyl 90 0 iy a ]y bosls &l pss 9 45 51 do o
G5 s SBlal Oisr boeles (ghgb) i e
5 30 SSIa3li b snie LUl 5 wled 4z gs (ush,
b e bliyl Ky adlge ol cadls ame Lyl g
lplo ol plas cugby s lalis (o als o Slee
OB 4 ol allge Glie 4 plgioe |y 4dlie g
4 B as o Sie iy Lulid 0wl o Slee
gl Ghgh) G 4 peles glogadsls gslule
9 50 ails o ,Slae a5 sl lid pg0 adlie o o Jule Ly
e 5 Sate ole b gl (i g (RS e Jame
Sl placasyy wil S adie (pl Jlaae ax
Aol ghgby yias byl o i ails
5 Jsl adle Jladie (n iy o placie) IS sk 4
99,2 (gl Bl Al il |y pgs adlie jlaie oy yiaS
sialys gl gk, G5 5 G 09 (laeme Ll
Jﬁ‘ LSLQ:ULI}o ).nbLQ.A > » mey) u,...s‘),a 09.7L'| ..)9..!
Sl slacasssy a5 ol las Sl jlages 10 pgs
039555 el yem (sushy (A5 kulpl o lalew 5 8 (Y
o ks eV 9 Y Gty Glaaas) o Sl
2 Omlby polie 5 Jol adlie 1o YU nolie sl (Sush,
Lr]"ﬁ"“ J::J‘)_.w 9o B 6‘)—’ u_..uL».c g9 099 Mo 4.0.]}@
i bl 0 VY (Y g s S slecis s
295 o8 Glacass) 9 (Sl (595 bolyen (Sugb,
adlie e op iyt Gusb, (5 luld o plales 5
O i same Ll (sl LS g eols (Lad | pgo
Thomas ef al., ) ;)| Len g wlogs aiid cwlee
iilyy 5Sd 5 Dl logas 5l eslizal b (1996
5 Silmlazr (52 4 ) aslllae 5y50 (g di)ly YO
led (gaises,S

oolatl b 5 (Kaya, et al., 2002) .l S 5 LIS

5 Olbw Glin slacaiss 5 gk, 5 e
555 L olpan iy 15 e Ll 5 4 Y
o 4l (g isdS 13 A 0y 8 o (LAl (ks
Jloys L 55 il Jyama oo 5 009 o o &0 Jaite
oY Y as ol lid il o g0 duglde LcawYl
O pae g S daowe 50 o 0 Jueb, i Ll )d
Loolyon s lame jo Ll clils oYL o Slas susb,
TCRUUCPIIC NP TP [ JCE g RS A
Ay 0,90 0 aBle Lo ioliEl pae cle 4 Wl oo
pas g als a4 olS slaplul pd JEsl pas ( ius,
Al pled ol jshaie 4y oLS 0 S5 e 35>
53 il 5l 55 4 ook o3, i o il
L oolyor cugb, us Lald j0 g 00,5 colaiul oud
3045 gyeb a ol olidlly als o Slae LSl 59 50
bmls cnl 85 13 A 055 o e Lulyd ()l
Lo g i bold o lewgs o Slee anglio
esls csllas SLlS (F Jgaz) 3ol 039 s
095 53 hmme Lulp 93 58 )3 g5 5 (wad e
YL o Slee lyls 09,5 ol lacuigsy s S 3B
g, 8, .(Fernandez, 1992) aiiws Jb, lae
ookl 0gy o bl s g0 o 50 ol o Slee glyls
pasS ,o o (Fernandez, 1992) ;uil,8 lawgy Log) o
Nourmand Moayyed ) ,Ken 5 dg0 Sio,9 Lawgs
Farshadfar and ) ,,sl ¢ ,85l5,8 4 (et al, 2001
ool a3 T8 0ol g swyp 0,50 (Maurer, 1978

b loges 5l e aw Sl e G ey ()2 ln
ool » (Fernandez, 1992) ssis oo oolizwl &y
5 O ogn s 5 kil o Gudgy e oSl
M sl loged (i 4 ol 5 Joi laasls
ok ol slaaddse 525 (Y 9 ) Sl JS2) &b s 5
STI ,TOL ,GMP, (sla_asls wilse dgl jo a5 ol
RAJUUELISIRWIYS SPIWIIS T¢5J>Y1 ol o & MP
gk i e Lulid g0 0 cud g 4 ) leesls
WS (oo 4z Susb) 5 g (SLEl 39y b oolyen
Olye a4 plgioe ) adlie (gl (rlnly 0 Jeux)



OU pasS 5o (s s Sl Jaass po (BLal (5558 055 5l gaid g ool IS

Yy

b pae @ 4y sl ansls 1) bplal i 53
To> & Ay asie s> SOl i SLal a5l oS
5 0l Gatind 5 Goptws BB Sl Lol (55
xS oyl Jole (o ool ) bl 4 axg

'A_]LA_;‘SA l PEETN QL&.@

Sl Sl

039> Slilel oo 5l (ctmgh 25k cnl (Jbo e
00l el HRlj9 axly oMl Sl5T olRiils ciwghy
Db o (S,08 el aliwg s aS el

oS aisle atie paiS o ol slhadie 45
pod adlge e g yiiew Jol adlie jlaie b slocadiss
oals ploul Gldllas aslasls 1) o Sloe (o yidon S
5l S (Yan and Rajcan, 2002) S5, 5 oL lawes
30 S i el Oy gL jlogad 5l eolanul oSt el (pl
 clio e bl o5 & wopite iz gbaosls
gl 1y LT Glseil 5 o5l anglie 5 05,8 _aseis
s 5 BT 053] 055 3 4,51 S o 4y yleicos
po3 Slge (S n 5o OT 08 3l Ll 0k By Jige il
b SV s 0 I Jesd 51 ]y s5)lye & a2
sheslinul (Sl a5 (Bl g lacadsy nle gop)l8

i S g Syl bl d o (Sid 4 ol g et o jas Ll g ails o Sl (il g a5 Y Jgas

Sl 4l 065 Lol o
Table 1. Analysis of variance for grain yield and tolerance and susceptibility indices under drought stress and
drought stress with extra N fertilizer conditions

(Mean square) Sl po (ke a0 oS mlie e Lyl )l
s3lsl Source of  Environmental
STI SSI TOL GMP MP Ys Yp af variation conditions
0.03™ 0.15™ 29.36 ™ 10.21 "™ 13.75™ s 523™ 369 ™ 2 Soly
(Block)
003" 034*  4889° 972 1402° 278"  4775° 6 5 o3
) Stress
(Genotype)
0.01 0.1 16.7 3.94 4.58 3.44 15.1 12 (Errorls
0.02" 0.18™ 38.9" 6.29" 9.74"™ 2.03™ 36.9" 2 sk
(Block)
003" 023*  462°  1134°  1458° 403 47.75° 6 5 =3l
Stress/Nitrogen
(Genotype)
0.007 0.07 152 2.73 4.01 1.05 15.1 12 (Errorls

10 Sl mhans 5o )ls prs g lo gine € oS5 4y s g NS

ns and *: Non- singnificant and significant differences at 5% probability level, respectively

LT 45 555 ol o (S5 55 5 (S 5 Ly 59 5 4 el 5 o sla s (ot (Senan il T s
Table 2. Correlation coefficients between tolerance and susceptible indices under drought stress and drought
stress with extra N fertilizer conditions

STI SSI TOL GMP MP Ys Yp
0.8~ 0.837 0.98" 0.85 0.98" 0.26 1 Yp
0.75" -0.13 -0.07 0.71" 0.43" 1 0.18 Ys
0.9 0.75" 0.92" 0.93" 1 0.33 0.98" MP
0.99" 0.57" 0.73" 1 0.96" 0.58"" 0.9 GMP
0.67" 0.89" 1 0.82"" 0/95" -0.07 0.96" TOL
0.5" 1 0.91" 0.66"" 0.79" 0.2 0.86" SSI
1 0.58" 0.77" 0.99" 0.93" 0.64"" 0.86" STI

s« and == Singnificant and significant differences at 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively
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Table 3. Comparison of mean of indices and grain yield in resulted groups of cluster analysis under different
environmental conditions

(Groups) lasg 5 Elasye eSilo
(SN environment) SN L (S environment) S Lo (Mean square) o
pgw 09,5 pgd 09,5 Jsles S P 095 P9 09,5 Jsl e S SN Lo S Lo (Traits)
Group3  Group2 Groupl Group3 Group2 Groupl | |
303.7°  6233° 765.1° 303.7° 661.7° 759.1% 80407 71658 YI
164.5%  132.6° 187° 154.9° 161.9° 202.9° 1907 1304  YSN/YS
234.1°  379.9° 476.1° 229.4° 411.8° 481.1° 23032 21295" MP
212.1¢  286.1° 376.9° 204.6° 322.1° 390.1° 12319™ 11488™ GMP
139.3°  486.7° 578.1° 148.8° 499.8° 556.2° 72498" 60742" TOL
0.38° 0.98% 1.01% 0.44° 0.99% 1° 0.16" 0.14™ SSI
0.11¢  021° 0.35% 0.11°¢ 0.27° 0.37% 0.03"™ 0.02" STI

Celrog )5 o sime Dglas ssimsylid Sglate By, ) 570 i mhaw ;9 10 Se s i dgnn x o BLAL Sl Lol o sl
S: Stress moisture, SN: Stress moisture with extra N fertilizer, YI: Yield under normal environment, YS: Yield under stress
environment, YS YSN: Yield under stress environment with extra N fertilizer, respectively. *and **: significant at 5% and 1%
probability levels, respectively. The different letters means significant differences between groups.
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Figure 1. Biplot curve of different genotypes reaction and five tolerance and susceptible indices and grain yield under
drought stress with extra N fertilizer and non-stress conditions
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Figure 2. Biplot curve of different genotypes reaction and five tolerance and susceptible indices and grain
yield under drought stress with extra N fertilizer and non-stress conditions
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Table 4. Results of T- test and percentage of grain yield reduction under different environmental conditions

t oge)! als o Shos als o) Foies
t- test Percentage of grain yield reductio
YSN/YS YI/YSN YIYS YSN/YS  YUYSM  YIYS Genotype

138.6/141.7™ 706.6/ 138.6™ 706.6/ 141.7"* -2.18 80.1 79.9 kavir oS
158.1/151.9™ 569.1/158.1%" 569.1/151.9 3.88 72.2 73.4 Ghods a3
199.2/192.7" 768.9/199.2" 768.9/192.7"* 3.26 74.1 74.9 Pishtaz jlic
164.5/155.1" 303.7/164.5™ 303.7/155.1%% 5.78 44.5 48.9 Roshan g,
192.6 / 200.8™ 749.3/192.6™ 749.3 /200.8™ 4.1 74.3 732 Line 9 4 :pY
1743/ 159.6" 777.1/ 1743 777.1/159.6™ 8.42 76.8 79.6 Sepahan sl
141.3/159.4* 594.2/141.3% 594.2/159.5™ -10.23 76.2 73.1 Line 11 \\ Y

1N 970 it mhaw ;o Jls (Gme g Jlo me il 5 4 sk g 5 1S,
(Ll S5 L oo by i a5 Shas VSN (s, (25 dawma o Shas YS (o5 L 5 Shas oY1
ns * and **: Not significant and significant differences at 5% and 1% peobability levels, respectively
Y1: Yield under normal environment, Y'S: Yield under stress environment, YSN: Yield under stress environment with extra N
fertilizer, respectively.

5 heby G5kl pd Cou (Lol sladdlse 4 5o 10 (xea g (o )l w3 g polie —0 Jga

Slal D3l ogS Lol pan i
Table 5. Eigen value, relative and cumulative variance in principal components under
drought stress and drought stress with extra N fertilizer conditions

Sl il oeS Lol yon il

Stress moisture with S tr‘;?::l(‘);;: re o
extra N fertilizer ! “l‘f"
P9 4l Jsl adlge Py adlye Jsl adlse (Traits)
(PC2) PC1) (PC2) PC1)
0.13 0.42 0.17 0.41 Yp
-0.76 0.19 -0.79 0.23 Ys
-0.01 0.42 0.05 0.41 MP
-0.21 0.41 -0.19 0.4 GMP
0.27 0.4 0.32 0.39 TOL
0.48 0.34 0.37 0.37 SSI
-0.24 0.41 -0.24 0.39 STI
1.36 5.62 1.07 5.86 oy polie
Eigen value
19.47 80.37 15.39 83.81 JESWER
Relative variance
99.84 80.37 99.21 83.81 e ol s

Cumulative variance
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Abstract

This research was performed to investigate the role of extra nitrogen fertilizer in reduction of drought stress
effects in bread wheat. For this propose, an experiment was conducted as split plot using randomized complete
block design with three replications, during 2010-2011. The three different environmental conditions consisted
of normal conditions, terminal drought stress condition with 30% increase in N fertilizer and terminal drought
stress condition, were allocated in the main plots and 7 cultivars and lines of bread wheat were assigned in sub
plots. The genotypes under investigation revealed significant differences on MP, GMP, TOL, STI and SSI under
drought stress and drought stress with extra N fertilizer conditions. Based on the results of correlation between
drought tolerance indices and grain yield, GMP and STI depicted positive correlation with grain yield under all
environmental conditions. Therefore, GMP and STI indices were considered as the best for the selection of
tolerant genotypes under different environmental conditions. The result of cluster analysis which was based on
the reaction of the seed in different environmental conditions, and the indices could lead to separated genotypes
to three groups under stress condition and stress condition with extra N fertilizer. Comparison of traits on
genotypes in these groups revealed that Sepahan, Pishtaz and Line 9 had the highest amount of yield and indices
under drought stress condition with extra N fertilizer, however only Pishtaz and line 9 showed the highest
amount of different traits under drought stress conditions. There were low reduction in grain yield under stress
condition with extra N fertilizer for Sepahan and Rowshan which is mainly related to effect of nitrogen on
drought stress adjustment. Nitrogen treatment did not have noticeable effects on the other genotypes. By
comparing the percentage of yield reduction under stress environment, it was proved that Sepahan and Rowshan
had 9 and 6 percent yield reduction respectively under extra N fertilizer less than the drought stress. T-test
indicated that there were significant differences between grain yield under normal and stress conditions for all
genotypes, however, Sepahan and line 11 showed significant differences between drought stress and drought
stress with extra N fertilizer conditions.
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