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Figure 1. Pattern of temperature and precipitation change in 2016 cropping season in Gonbad Kavous (26).
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Table 1. Drought tolerance indices and references.

Indices

References

TOL=Yp — Ys
MP=(Yp +Y5)/2

GMP=/Y, X s

HM=2(Yp X Y5)/(Yp + ¥s)

YSI=Y, /Yp

YI=Ys/Ys

SSI=1 — (Ys/Yp)/SI , SI=1— (¥s/Tp)
STI =Y, xYs/(Vp")

ATI=[(Yp = Yo)/(Fe/T)] % Vo X Vs
DI=(Ys*/Yp)/ Ys

MSTI=KSTI , K,;=Yp2 [V, Ko=Ys2/Vs
RDI=(Ys/Yp)/(Ys/Yy)

RDY=100-[(Ys X Yp)/100]

SSPI=[(Yp — Y5)/2¥,] 100

SDI=(Yp — Y5)/ Yp

1
3

SNPI=[(Yp + Y5)! (Yp — Yo)Js X [Yp X Y5 X Y]

Rosielle & Hamblin (1981)
Rosielle & Hamblin (1981)
Fernandez (1992)

Ghiasy et al. (2014)
Bouslama & Schapaugh (1984)
Gavuzzi et al. (1997)
Fischer & Maurer (1978)
Fernandez (1992)

Moosavi et al. (2008)

Lan (1998)

Farshadfar & Sutka (2002)
Fischer et al. (1998)

Emre et al. (2011)

Moosavi et al. (2008)
Farshadfar et al. (2013)

Moosavi et al. (2008)

Y.



OySed 9 (1,55 955

b sl las plull adlae 500 glaanl e
osled asl yig= HM 5 GMP MP s 2>l
R IR B - AVARE /AR VIS TR L ST}
sl e mamen Al jolanstl s a4y lude
S p S OV 9V /08 LS S YA 548 ol
30 03 il 1) ST jaxls jlade o 508
48 5 T4 oyles slaasil ier RDY asls
| s 56S 5 n ot QA 549/ L ol e
KoSTI 5 DI YT gl ele b 5 acsls
YA 5 VT 088 L o S A olad asly i
Lo WY ol adl g 5 Ol 0 A
bl |y e ls e o 508 /Y 5 0/ET V]
SDI ; SSPI SSI TOL (sls axls 5,50 5
YA YW XY L e Y oyl anl jier
L e 0 ol 8l ier 5 ot AT
Ly el Olgn o 3aS /000 5 0 /YE 0 /0F (/oY
Sl 5,50 5 Ll OLS S 95 e S
S 80 o lad al ie= SNPI 5 RDI (YSI
@l ier 5 ldie 5t YAVY 510A /44 L
A O/FY 5 /M e /OA L s S Y ol
ol ier ATI jaxls a5 .amils | Ol
5 ook ) sV L G e 80 5 Y ol
slaasl g KISTT jastli aeils 1) Ol s DAeS
SRS o 00 3NV L LS S YA 5 VY ol
s a adlae sy Comex o Lo SeS
s yerle 5 3 Sae Jods) dols olant]

AA|

Nwat o 53 5 ab s Sles Loy K0S
A s Shes L as olajastls s alse ol
Olgeas kil | M p e Jaee 93
2 A Sl bl plelis s Ll
Do 4 el Gbadie 4w 5l wls s Slas
4\.&.]5,0 93 uﬂL«u\ B A eslad Ls.iLuCM.vJJ fs‘.l;—
A gl S il e g e S OVl e
AV ooy ,S 5 Sy Aol o3l e gl
)\ J~FL>- C\ﬁ))-bb c.]a.:zﬁ 92 Jjﬂa.c E) U,IMJ LY
&.ﬂ_}m‘ dole cjﬂ )‘ ealau! L 6‘4.2)2- A.Lfd
SSbe Sl 51 e 5 WARD oo, S
u)}u@mé\ﬁ%}smﬁ;p«f&;@u}m%
MO:L&N‘};}MMJL})JA}L&
ey Sl sladsr w0 IS ke
42 Siwed dewls 1S oslizul Excel 2013
Slad = 4t (sl s (ol slaad s 4
R340 )\J.e\tf )\ eémﬂ\bﬁxﬁcu AiﬁL?j

Al

Cou g i
osled glaal igx i3 5 SUE Lald s
e s 5 0/YY 5 0700 Lo e 4 5 VY
Y 5V ol baasl fgr 5 3 Sas o 5 i

u{}jd‘yﬁ?\bﬁrs Olgeas YAO 5 YA L S



WAV (£) olowsd (Y0) > (ALS S5 (slasirg iy & puld

Sepl 4wy Lo axdls JI3 0 ol ey s
53 laasls 5 Ol o)lil 5,50 sla el
b ol Ol lidd plobd 2l ey
5 oaSber s pidesie Olsee |
0r 5 Av 04 0 VO X AT A1 XY glacs i
5 STI HM GMP sls jasli Jlis oy 5oS &S
zils |, RDY  asls jldis op5ote s MP
ol 3 Bl ter gl S el Olpew
PSP AR
s S g patld S g Ol 4y s
O3l sles 5 S 53 parla OF sl e
Stser o ps sy Wl S wls
Osk 5 o ld s dls 5 Sae U a2t
DA e S parld ol Gl S S
B g (nl e osba oS
N Sipels npad Osa Sepl $ln s S
Loy dacssl e ple bl oUS
Sl g sl Cadn oLl sye e arls
Laoslol opl 3,5 eslizal SuSl, slao el
L oyetls Lor 3y Soge )0 & LS 0 SaS
5 dby bls g b s Se L YL Saen
Aot g8 Ol olel 2 1 OISl S s
3 8ke gl p o glae,bl (YY) 58 Ol
22 o s o a e glajesls

RO NI S

Yy

Slhoarls L Gl bl s Sk

s 74 HM 4 RDY STI GMP MP K,STI
33 5 AL 5 = AN /AT @AV /AR /44 L
GMP HM KoSTI slaasls U a5 Ll
#/2) /A4 L g4 MP , RDY STI DI
—/AA /AL 0 /AQ

AN /A4

SLF o
3 lanarls (¥ dods) il | Kieas
Gl 3 Sles b oYL Saacan gyls Lases 55 ,»
PRIl e laarls Ol gea Ll e L3L
5 05,5 Mo 4y 0B s jestls oS | gl
35 YL a5 Shee U placs 55 slubs
el w e bl s 53.000) LAk o o
s Sfee 5 il lagatls (Soewes il 2
St s 015 o (S5 O3k 5 8 Tl o
Sgew |, RDY 5 MP STI HM GMP
o5 PBE Rl s e s S el
I, YL :J,.Q.wl_f“l.ip Sl 55 L8l &8 e
HM GMP gla ol s gl Obl was OLLS
(T) OlSas 5 pio @l L MP  STI
Shds 5 oKy (YY) 0L 5 R
S lio 5 (T18) OLlKes 5 ik (Y1)
wpi Gas sl G s S (TrA) OLes
Sl ol Gles mr s mn dos puS
FJA P VY AN A EY AV A A At
HM GMP gla axli Ll ooF 5 &) (&t

RDY UA}LZJIG_:)\}YL: 03y 3 MP }STI



OySed 9 (1,55 955

R T e B e T A ..f,\uxqu,AlJ. Do cloy &l

SUog e

*Alaansadsal “ANjqeqoad Jo S[DAJ[ 04, PUR 94 ¢ dY) 2 JUBDIJIUTIS “JURDIIJIUTIS JON 44 PUR 4

I #8L07  wxlL07 ##TE0"  #48L°0 #«xC9°0 u80°07 *+C8°0 #8907 44CE0  #48L700  #xE9°0  wkBL0  #xSE°0  4xTE0 #x6T0  4x1L0" 4x£9°0 w8070~ [INS
[ #%86°0 wl0°0 wx |- w507 #*E1°0 #4580 =760 L0°0 x| #4250 wx - w70 Wl00 QT00" %x86'0 £xTS0° «xEF°0 1as

1 w80°0"  #x86°0-  #xLE€70- %9570 #9070 #3670 w8070 #x86°0 k680" «x860  LTOO w8070 «£1'0 wxl #6080-  #xlS°0 IdSS

I wl0°0 00" xx98°0"  #x85°0" *ET0- wx1™ wL070 #0807 QL00- %x66'00 #4660 xx66'00 480700 #6800  x98°0-  AQY

! #4570 w4 EF°0" #+58°0 #:P6°0- L0000 w1 #4250 s [ wC 10 wl0'0 wC0'0 #4860 xxTS0 4 EF0- 14
| #%55°0 ++88°0 €00 #+0'() #2870 #1060 #x5°0 160 %080 #+L8°0 #xLE0" +:060 #5570 1LS™
[ wl’0 #+89°0 #4980 #xEP0  #xPS0 #x€F00 #2E8°0 45980 #4680  4+95°0 4SO #:66'0  1LS™

I #4590 448870 4458707 #x680 #4580 #4£9°0  4x8S0  #aPS0  4x9L°0" 4680 «l0 1a

1 +£T0 #7600 +FT0 P60 WL1O +£T0 #8700 #4860  «¥TO- #8970 1LV

I w00 %080 wl00 #0060 42060 44660 w300 #0870 #9870 LS

1 #x 050 w1 we 0 Wwl00 WC0°0-  #486°0 #+TS0- s EF0 ISS

l #CS0 #4160 #4680 44980  +x6£°0" x| #7670 1A

[ w10 wl00 wl00  #x86'00  %2TS0 #xEP0" ISA

I #x66°0  xx66°0 wC00 #1670 #7870 INH
1 #x66°0 w300 *£08°0 #+L8°0 dND

1 WE00 #9870 #x08°0 dN

I #0660 ¥xLS0 101

I #7570 SA

I £7S

IdNS 1as IdSS A 1ay 1187 1LS'™ 1a 1LV 11S ISS 1A ISA WH dNO dN 101 SA A

*SUOT)IPU0J $53.1)5 JYSNO.Ip pue SuIpooy) I13pun p[AIA UILIS puE S3APUI IULIS[0) JYIN0IP UIIM)I] SJUIIJA0D U E[ILI0)) "7 I[qEL

AU CE Ll Lal s Ais bl A B A T e U T o Ll

Yy



IYAY (£) 5,05 (Y0) o (AL i (5la gy &

T SR 55 53 ek S oIl S gl patld b 5 bl sla el Y g
Table 3. Descriptive statistics parameters for stress indices in rice genotypes.

Sld S Ao S Sl ks - waS S el
C.V.(%) Standard error Mean Max. Min. Stress index
11.45 0.49 4.28 5.55 3.18 Yp
11.91 0.43 3.61 5.21 2.85 Ys
65.67 0.44 0.67 2.03 0.02 TOL
10.15 0.4 3.94 5.31 3.1 MP
10.2 0.4 3.92 5.31 3.1 GMP
10.26 0.4 3.9 5.31 3.1 HM
10.59 0.09 0.85 0.99 0.58 YSI
12 0.12 1 1.44 0.79 YI
60.82 0.59 0.97 2.67 0.03 SSI
21.18 0.18 0.85 1.54 0.53 STI
69.13 2.15 3.11 10.11 0.1 ATI
20 0.17 0.85 1.39 0.46 DI
23.76 0.24 1.01 1.68 0.55 K;STI
24.75 0.25 1.01 2.08 0.62 K,STI
10.89 0.11 1.01 1.18 0.69 RDI
0.03 0.03 99.84 99.9 99.72 RDY
66.5 5.18 7.79 23.68 0.24 SSPI
60 0.09 0.15 0.42 0.01 SDI
42.69 4.38 10.26 29.72 5.32 SNPI
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Table 4. Principal component analysis of drought tolerance indices.
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Figure 3. Biplot for drought tolerance indices in 96 genotypes of rice based on first two components.
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Table 5. Canonical discriminate analysis for confirm grouping of cluster analysis.
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Figure 4. Grouping of 96 rice genotypes based on drought tolerance indices by WARD’s method.
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Table 6. Mean and deviation of total mean in the groups result of cluster analysis.
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