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Abstract. The current study aimed at assessing the heat tolerance of 

twelve wheat genotypes under four environmental conditions (two 

sowing dates and two years). Wheat genotypes were sown at two dates: 

December (favorable) and January (heat stress) during winter seasons of 

2005/2006 and 2006/2007. The combined analysis of variance showed 

that plant height, spike length, number of kernels per spike, harvest 

index and grain yield were significantly influenced by years, sowing 

dates, and genotypes. The results showed that sowing at the first date 

increased plant height, grain yield, and harvest index. Highly significant 

genotype differences were recorded for all characters. In general, 

genotypes (YR-19 and YR-20) produced the highest grain yield in both 

seasons, while, local cultivar 'Sama' produced the lowest grain yield. 

Regarding the interaction effect between sowing dates and wheat 

genotypes on grain yield, YR-20 produced the highest grain yield under 

the first sowing date. The stability analysis revealed that genotypes YR-

19 and YR-20 showed high and stable yielding. On the other hand, YR-

2 and YR-3 showed below-average stability (b = 1.582 & 1.594). Also, 

the genotypes YR-20 and YR-19 were relatively heat resistant (HSI 

values < 1), while local cultivar 'Sama' and YR-2 were relatively heat 

susceptible (HSI > 1). 

Introduction  

Wheat (Triticum aestivum L.) is one of the most important crops of Saudi 

Arabia, and improvement in its productivity has played a key role in 

making the country self-sufficient in food production. However, in the 

past decade there has been marginal increase in the productivity of 
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wheat, particularly under environments relatively favorable for growth 

and development of wheat (Joshi, et al., 2007). On the other hand, there 

is substantial scope for improvement in productivity under unfavorable 

environments that are characterized by a significant presence of abiotic 

stresses such as high temperature (Aggarwal, 1991 and Joshi et al., 

2007). 

Continuous high-temperature stress for wheat has been defined as 

when the mean average temperature of the coolest month is greater than 

17.5° C (Fischer and Byerlee, 1991). Terminal heat stress largely refers 

to rise in temperatures at the time of grain growth. In wheat, high 

temperatures (>30° C) after anthesis can decrease the rate of grain-filling 

(Randall and Moss, 1990; Stone et al., 1995; and Wardlaw and Moncur, 

1995), while high temperatures imposed before anthesis can also 

decrease yield (Wardlaw et al., 1989a). Under controlled experiments, 

grain yield of wheat per spike was reduced by 3 to 4% per 1° C increase 

in temperature over 15° C. (Wardlaw et al., 1989 a, b). The effect of 

short periods of exposure to high temperatures (>30° C) on wheat grain 

yield are thought to be equivalent to a 2 to 3° C warming in the seasonal 

mean temperature (Wheeler et al., 1996). Also up to a 23% reduction in 

grain yield has been reported from as little as 4 days of exposure to very 

high temperatures (Randall and Moss, 1990 and Stone and Nicolas, 

1994).  

According to an estimate, there are currently around 9 million ha of 

wheat in tropical or subtropical areas that experience yield losses due to 

high-temperature stress (Lillemo et al., 2005). Intensity of high 

temperatures is likely to become much larger if current trends and future 

predictions about global warming continue (Kattenberg et al., 1995). 

Furthermore, current recommendations for crop management practices 

that can reduce heat stress to plants rely heavily on additional inputs, 

especially irrigation water (Badaruddin et al., 1999). This is an additional 

concern given that water resources around the globe are shrinking (World 

Meteorological Organization, 1997), and there is need of more 

sustainable and environmentally friendly approaches for increasing 

productivity. 

Genotypes suited to late-sown environments having heat stress have 

been developed primarily through empirical selection with greater 

emphasis on grain yield and biotic stresses. Genotypes that perform better 
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in highly stressed environments at one location may perform better at 

similar locations elsewhere (Reynolds et al., 1994). High-yielding 

genotypes do not perform on par with abiotic stress–adapted genotypes 

when yield is depressed below a crossover point (Blum, 1996). Although, 

approaches other than that based on breeding for yield per se have been 

proposed (Reynolds et al., 1998). Yield and yield traits continue to be 

important in measuring the success of a genotype in heat-stressed 

environments. A genotype with stable and high yield across the 

environments would be more suitable as a cultivar and also as a donor 

parent for further breeding in hot environments that vary over the years 

and within a particular year across locations. 

Grain yield stability is one of the most important needs of agriculture. 

The ideal wheat (Triticum aestivum L.) genotype should be high yielding 

under any environmental conditions. But as genetic effects are not 

independent of environmental effects, most genotypes do not perform 

satisfactorily in all environments (Carvalho et al., 1983). When interaction 

between genotype and environment occurs, the relative ranking of 

cultivars for yield often differs when genotypes are compared over a series 

of environments and/or years. This poses a serious problem for selecting 

genotypes significantly superior in grain yield (Stafford, 1982). 

Various statistical techniques have been developed to identify 

systematic variation in individual genotypic responses. Among these, 

Eberhart and Russell (1966) model has been widely used in studies of 

adaptability and stability of plant materials (Carvalho et al., 1983, and 

Espitia-Rangel et al., 1999). The effectiveness of each method depends on 

the proportion of the genotype by environment interaction that each 

analysis can explain (Shorter et al., 1991). Therefore, the choice of an 

adequate model to measure the stability of different genotypes is a 

question to be resolved by researchers. According to Crossa et al. (1988), 

the selection of superior genotypes in a plant-breeding program is based 

mainly on their yield potential and stable performance over a range of 

environmental conditions. 

This study was conducted to investigate a set of 10 wheat genotypes 

and their parent  cultivar 'Yeocra Rojo', and the local cultivar 'Sama' to 

identify genotypes with high yield stability under high-temperature 

environments that occur due to delay in planting. 
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Material and Methods 

Field Trials 

Field experiments were conducted at the Agricultural Research Station, 

College of Agriculture and Veterinary Medicine, Al-Qassim University, 

Saudi Arabia, during 2005/2006 and 2006/2007 winter seasons. The 

experiments were sown in two dates in both seasons. The first sowing date 

was 2
nd

 and 4
th
 of December (favorable) and the second date was 1

st
 and 4

th
 

of January (heat stress), in both seasons, respectively. The field design was a 

randomized complete block in a split-plot arrangement of treatments, with 

three replications. Sowing dates were allocated to the main plots and wheat 

genotypes to the subplots.  The experiments included wheat cultivars Sama 

and Yeocra Rojo, and the ten selected genotypes originating from immature 

embryos culture of cultivar Yeocra Rojo under salt stress (Barakat and 

Abdel-Latif, 1996). The plot size was 4x3 m with row to row spacing of 25 

cm. The recommended fertilizer requirements of wheat in Al- Qassim 

region, Saudi Arabia, as NPK, were 200, 200 and 100 kg/ha, respectively for 

a growing season of 120 days on wheat, according to Bashour and Al- 

Jaloud (1984).  

Yield and Other Measurements 

    At harvesting time, ten plants were randomly chosen to measure 

plant height, spike length, and the number of grains per spike. Harvest 

index was calculated as the grain mass divided by the total above ground 

mass 

The heat susceptibility index (HSI) was used as a measure of heat 

tolerance in terms of minimization of the reduction in yield caused by 

unfavorable versus favorable environments. HSI was calculated for each 

genotype according to the formulae of Fisher and Maurer (1978):  

HSI = (1 – yh/yp)/H.  

Where: yh = mean yield in heat environment, Yp= mean yield in 

normal condition = potential yield, H = heat stress intensity = 1 - (mean 

yh of all genotypes / mean yp of all genotypes).  

Statistical Analysis 

Data of the two seasons were submitted to analysis of variance 

(ANOVA) for one factor and combined over sowing dates following 
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Gomez and Gomez (1984). The means of treatments were compared using 

the Least Significant Difference (LSD) method at 5% of probability. 

Statistical analysis was performed using “MSTATC” microcomputer 

program (MSTATC, 1990). 

Stability analysis of grain yield of the tested genotypes was done for 

the four environmental conditions (2-sowing dates and 2-years). Stability 

was defined as a function of slope and deviation from the regression of 

cultivar yield on an environmental index. Yield stability was analyzed 

similar to that suggested by Eberhart and Russell (1966). 

Results and Discussion  

Effects of Sowing Dates and Genotypes on Plant Height, Spike Length, 

Grain Number per Spike, Grain Yield and Harvest Index   

The combined analysis of variance (Table 1) revealed highly 

significant differences between genotypes, sowing dates, and years for all 

studied traits except spike length. Also, the ANOVA indicated that 

substantial variation existed for year x genotype x sowing date for yield, 

yield components, and plant height of genotypes. These results indicate 

that studied genotypes responded differently to the different 

environmental conditions suggesting the importance of the assessment of 

genotypes under different environments in order to identify the best 

genetic make up for a particular environment. Similar results were 

obtained by El-Morshidy et al. (2001), Abd-El-Majeed et al. (2005), 

Tawfelis (2006) and Menshawy (2007). 

Table 1. Analysis of variance "p" values for selected sources of variation for characters 

measured on 12 wheat genotypes with two sowing date for 2-years. 

SOV   Plant height 
Spike 

Length 

Kernels 

Spike-1 

Grain yield 

(gm-2) 

Harvest 

index 

Year (Y) 0.000 0.000 0.007 0.000 0.000 

Sowing date (S) 0.000 0.211 0.002 0.000 0.000 

YS 0.000 0.116 - 0.000 0.000 

Genotype (G) 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 

YG 0.015 0.000 0.001 0.000 0.000 

SG 0.001 0.200 0430 0.000 0.229 

YSG 0.004 0.031 0.012 0.000 0.000 

CV % 7.89 8.44 13.45 17.37 11.68 
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Plant height, grain yield, and harvest index were decreased in the 
second sowing date. Spike length and kernels per spike were the yield 
parameters not affected by the sowing date treatments (Table 2). The 
reduction of grain yield by delaying sowing date could be attributed to 
grain–filling process that is harmfully affected by high temperatures and 
kernels reaching to maturity stage before complete filling (Menshawy, 
2007). Tawfelis (2006) found significant variation in yield and yield 
component among wheat genotypes under favorable and late planting. 

Highly significant genotype differences were recorded for all 
characters (Table 1). These variations among genotypes might partially 
reflect their different genetic backgrounds. Data in Table 2 illustrate plant 
height, grain yield and yield components of the tested 12 wheat 
genotypes. Local cultivar 'Sama' exhibited the tallest plants (97.8 and 
97.7cm) while the shortest plants were for cultivar 'Yeocra Rojo' (62.3 
and 61.8cm) in both seasons, respectively. YR-11 had the longest spikes 
(11.2 and 11.8cm) and the most kernels per spike (40.0 and 44.9), in both 
seasons, respectively. Grain yield is the end result of many complex 
morphological and physiological processes occurring during the growth 
and development of crop. The grain yield differed among wheat 
genotypes (Table 2). In general, genotypes (YR-19 and YR-20) produced 
the highest grain yield (254.8 and 270.8g/m

2
) and (149.3 and 160.8 g/m

2
) 

in both seasons, respectively.  

These genotypes produced higher grain yield than its parent cultivar 
Yeocra Rojo. While, local cultivar 'Sama' produced the lowest grain yield 
(123.3 and 84.2 g/m

2
) in both seasons, respectively. Also, the last 

genotype gave the lowest harvest index (23.1 and 30.9%) in both 
seasons, respectively. 

Regarding the interaction effect between sowing dates and wheat 
genotypes on grain yield, YR-20 produced the highest grain yield under 
the first sowing date (Table 3). The last genotype, YR-3 and YR-19 gave 
the highest yield under late sowing in the first season. Moreover, YR-20 
produced a high grain yield (283.7 and 118.7gm

-2
) under the first and 

second sowing dates, in the second season. A possible explanation can be 
that the photothermal non responsive genotypes were always late in 
heading which occurred in time irrespective of sowing dates (Kumar et 
al., 1995). Such genotypes could tolerate high temperature and are 
suitable for early sowing. These results are in agreement with those of 
Menshawy, et al. (2007). 
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Table 2. Effect of Sowing date (S1 and S2), genotypes and their interaction on studied 

characters for 2005/06 and 2006/07 seasons. 

Treatment Plant height Spike length Kernels spike-1
Grain yield 

(gm-2) 
Harvest index 

 05/06 06/07 05/06 06/07 05/06 06/07 05/06 06/07 05/06 06/07 

Sowing dates 

S1 72.9 75.6 9.6 8.3 36.3 34.6 211.6 165.2 45.4 34.7 

S2 73.9 62.6 10.0 8.2 39.6 36.7 167.2 84.8 41.3 22.4 

F test NS ** NS NS NS NS ** ** * ** 

Genotypes 

Local 97.8 97.7 9.1 9.0 37.6 35.5 123.3 84.2 23.1 30.9 

YR2 68.2 62.5 9.2 9.0 35.0 38.1 193.3 94.3 32.4 34.0 

YR3 69.2 65.7 9.1 9.2 32.2 38.4 189.3 133.1 32.9 39.3 

YR4 67.2 62.0 8.7 9.2 34.8 41.4 213.8 119.4 38.8 38.8 

YR5 68.8 68.0 8.7 9.1 35.4 38.4 190.5 136.4 36.9 39.1 

YR6 72.7 66.5 9.3 9.5 35.5 37.0 183.7 130.5 34.0 41.8 

YR7 68.5 65.7 9.0 8.2 36.4 40.2 144.5 121.6 35.1 41.8 

YR11 73.2 65.0 11.2 11.8 40.0 44.9 197.3 138.5 35.5 38.9 

YR12 71.8 58.3 8.3 8.3 31.2 32.1 115.7 100.8 31.3 34.4 

YR19 82.7 76.3 8.5 8.2 36.7 41.7 254.8 149.3 37.7 38.7 

YR20 88.8 69.3 8.5 8.8 36.8 38.2 270.8 160.8 34.7 37.5 

YR 62.3 61.8 7.7 8.8 33.9 31.9 183.1 143.1 34.1 40.6 

LSD 3.8 8.4 0.6 1.1 6.4 4.9 26.0 36.6 4.11 5.5 

Interaction 

G×S NS ** ** NS NS * ** ** ** NS 

CV% 4.46 10.5 5.7 11.1 14.6 12.0 11.8 25.1 8.2 16.6 

*, ** Significant at 0.05 and 0.01 levels of probability, respectively 

Table 3. Effect of interaction between sowing date and genotypes on grain yield in two 

seasons. 

Grain yield (gm-2) 

05/06 06/07 Genotypes 

S1 S2 S1 S2 

Local 115.0 104.7 131.7 63.67 
YR2 250.0 148.0 136.6 40.67 
YR3 247.3 219.5 131.3 46.67 
YR4 250.0 169.8 177.7 69.0 
YR5 249.3 189.4 131.7 83.3 
YR6 218.3 187.7 149.0 73.3 
YR7 152.3 152.0 136.7 91.2 

YR11 259.0 197.0 135.7 80.0 
YR12 105.0 101.7 126.3 100.0 
YR19 220.0 193.0 289.7 105.7 
YR20 258.0 203.0 283.7 118.7 
YR 214.0 140.0 151.8 145.7 

LSD at 0.05 36.8    36.6 
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Heat Susceptibility Index and Stability Analysis 

The combined analysis of variance of grain yield is given in Table 4. 

There were significant differences for environments (E), genotypes (G), 

and genotype by environment (G×E). Highly significant genotype × 

environment interactions for many wheat traits were previously reported 

(Kheiralla et al. 2004, and Mahmoud 2006). Singh and Narayanan (2000) 

reported that, if G × E interaction is found to be significant, the stability 

analysis can be carried out. 

The values of grain yield and regression coefficient (b) and 

regression deviation (S2d) of 12 genotypes are given in Table 4. 

According to the Eberhart and Russell (1966) model, a stable cultivar is 

one with a high mean yield, unit regression coefficient (b=1) and 

deviation from regressions as small as possible (S2d = 0). 

Table 4. Mean squares of combined analysis of variance for grain yield. 

Source of variation df Mean squares 

Environments (E) 3 100275.5** 

Rep/E 8 2365.3 

Genotypes (G) 11 12830.0** 

E×G 33 46086.7** 

Error 88 745.1 

*, ** Significant at 0.05 and 0.01 levels of probability, respectively 

In the analysis of 4 environments, the genotypes YR-19 and YR-20 

gave high mean yields and regression coefficient (b) not significantly 

different from the unit. On the other hand, YR-2 and YR-3 showed 

below-average stability (b = 1.582 & 1.594) indicating that these 

genotypes perform well under favorable conditions, whereas its grain 

yield reduce markedly under stress conditions. Genotypes with b = 1 are 

considered the most appropriate for farmers, since they respond 

satisfactorily to environmental conditions, while genotypes with b> 1 are 

sensible to improvement of the environment and genotypes with b <1 do 

not respond to improvement of the environment (Okuyama et al., 2005). 

Heat susceptibility index values (Table 5) ranged from 0.49 to 1.38. 

The genotypes YR-20 and YR-19 were relatively heat resistant (HSI 

values < 1), while local cultivar 'Sama' and YR-2 were relatively heat 

susceptible (HSI > 1). Heat susceptibility index is a measure of yield 

stability (Ahmad et al., 2003). The HSI has sometimes been represented 

as providing a measure of genotypic yield potential under heat stress 
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conditions (Brukner and Frohberg, 1987). However, HSI does not 

account for differences in yield potential among genotypes (Clarke et al., 

1992). HSI actually provides a measure of yield stability based on 

minimization of yield loss under stressed, compared to non stressed 

conditions rather than on yield level under dry conditions per se (Clarke 

et al., 1984). Therefore, a stress tolerant genotype as defined by HSI, 

needs necessarily not to have a high yield potential. 

Table 5. Heat susceptibility index (HSI) and stability parameters for grain yield (gm-2) of 

the 12 bread wheat genotypes over four environments. 

Genotype Mean bi ±SE 
HSI 

(Mean of 2-years) 

Local 103.8 0.448 ±0.224 1.38 

YR2 143.8 1.582 ±0.252 1.38 

YR3 161.2 1.594 ±0.465 1.14 

YR4 166.6 1.402 ±0.105 0.99 

YR5 163.4 1.253 ±0.375 0.94 

YR6 157.1 1.153 ±0.199 1.01 

YR7 133.0 0.514 ±0.131 1.25 

YR11 167.9 1.358 ±0.387 0.87 

YR12 108.3 0.060 ±0.158 0.96 

YR19 202.1 1.024 ±0.718 0.75 

YR20 215.8 1.165 ±0.527 0.49 

Yocora Rojo 163.1 0.446 ±0.337 0.93 

Mean 157.2    

References 

Abd El-Majeed, S.A.,  Mousa, A.M. and Abd El-Kareem,  A.A. (2005) Effect of heat stress on 

some agronomic traits of bread wheat (Triticum aestivum L.) genotypes under Upper Egypt 

conditions, Fayoum J. Agric Res and Dev., 19(1): 4-16. 

Ahmad, R.,  Qadir, S., Ahmad, N. and Shah, K.H. (2003) Yield potential and stability of nine 

wheat varieties under water stress conditions, Int. J. Agri. Biol., 5(1): 7-9. 

Aggarwal, P.K. (1991) Simulating growth, development, and yield in warmer areas. In D.A. 

Saunders (ed.), Wheat for the Nontraditional Warmer Areas, CIMMYT, Mexico, DF. pp: 

429–446. 

Badaruddin, M., Reynolds, M.P. and Ageeb, O.A.A.  (1999) Wheat management in warm 

environments: Effect of organic and inorganic fertilizer, irrigation frequency, and mulching, 

Agron. J., 91: 975–983. 

Barakat, M.N. and Abdel-Latif, T.H. (1996). In vitro selection of wheat callus tolerant to high 

levels of salt and plant regeneration, Euphytica, 91: 127-140. 

Bashour, I.I. and Al- Jaloud, A.A. (1984) Fertilization of Wheat in Central Region of Saudi 

Arabia, Extension Bulletin, Regional Agriculture and Water Research Center, Ministry of 

Agriculture and Water, Riyadh, Saudi Arabia. 



Soleman Mohamed Al-Otayk 

 

90 

Blum, A. (1996) Yield potential and drought resistance: Are they mutually exclusive? In M.P. 

Reynolds et al. (ed.) Increasing Yield Potential in Wheat: Breaking the Barriers, CIMMYT, 

Mexico, DF. pp. 90–100. 

Bruckner, P.L. and Frohberg, R.C. (1987) Stress tolerance and adaptation in spring wheat. 

Crop Sci., 27: 31–6. 

Carvalho, F. I. F., Federizzi, L. C. and Nodari, R. O. (1983) Comparison among stability 

models in evaluating genotypes, Rev. Bras. Genet., 6(4): 667-691. 

Clarke, J.M., Townley-Smith, T.F., McCaig, T.N. and Green, D.G.  (1984) Growth analysis of 

spring wheat cultivars of varying drought resistance, Crop Sci., 24: 537–541. 

Clarke, J.M., Depaw, R.M. and Tounley-Smith, T.F. (1992) Evaluation of methods for 

quantification of drought tolerance in wheat, Crop Sci., 32: 723–7. 

Crossa, J., Westcott, B. and Gonzalez, C. (1988) The yield stability of maize genotypes across 

international environments: full season tropical maize, Exp. Agric., 24: (2); 253-263. 

Eberhart, S. and Russel W.A. (1966) Stability parameters for comparing varieties, Crop Sci., 6: 

36-40. 

El-Morshidy, M.A, Kheiralla, K.A., Abdel-Ghani, A.M. and Abd El-Kareem, A.A. (2001) 

Stability analysis for earliness and grain yield in bread wheat, The 2 Plant Breed. Conf. 

October 2, Assiut Univ., pp: 199-217. 

Espitia-Rangel, E., Baenziger, P. S. and Graybosch, R. A.  (1999) Agronomic performance and 

stability of 1A vs. 1AL.1RS genotypes derived from winter wheat 'Nekota', Crop Science, 39: 

643-648.         

Fischer, R.A. and Byerlee, D.B. (1991) Trends of wheat production in the warmer areas: Major 

issues and economic considerations. In: Wheat for the Nontraditional Warm Areas. Proc. 

Conf., Iguazu, Brazil. 29 July–3 Aug. 1990. CIMMYT, Mexico, DF. pp: 3–27 

Fisher, R.A. and Maurer, R. (1978) Drought resistance in spring wheat cultivars. I. Grain yield 

responses, Aust. J. Agric. Res., 29: 897-912. 

Gomez, K. A. and Gomez, A. A. (1984) Statistical Procedures for Agricultural Research, 2nd ed., 

John Wiley & Sons, New York. 

Joshi, A.K., Mishra, B., Chatrath, R., Ortiz Ferrara, R. and Singh. R.P. (2007) Wheat 

improvement in India: Present status, emerging challenges, and future prospects, Euphytica 

doi:10.1007/s10681-007-9385-7. 

Kattenberg, A., Glorgi, F., Grassl, H., Meehl, G.A., Mitchell, J.F.B., Stouffer, R.J., Tokioka, 

T., Weaver, A.J. and Wigley. T.M.I. (1995) Climate models—Projection of future climate. 

p. 289–357. In: J.T. Houghton, L.G.M. Filho, B.A. Callander, N. Harris, A. Kaatenberg, and 

K. Maskell (ed.) Climate Change 1995: The Science of Climate Change, Contribution of 

Working Group I to the Second Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on 

Climate Change. Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, UK. 

Kheiralla, K.A., Mohamed A., El-Morshidy, M., Motawea, H. and Saeid, A.A, (2004) 

Performance and stability of some wheat genotypes under normal and water stress condition, 

Assiut J. Agric. Sci., 35(2): 74 -94. 

Kumar, K., Singh, R.P. and Singh, K.P. (1995) Pattern of genetic variability for morphological 

and productive traits in wheat genotypes having differential photothermo- response, Indian J. 

Genet., 55 (3): 330-337. 

Lillemo, M., van Ginkel, M., Trethowan, R.M., Hernandez, E. and Crossa, J. (2005) 

Differential adaptation of CIMMYT bread wheat to global high temperature environments, 

Crop Sci., 45:2443–2453. 



Performance of Yield and Stability of Wheat Genotypes… 

 

91 

Mahmoud, A.M. (2006) Genotype × Environment interactions of some bread wheat Genotypes 

(Triticum aestivum L.), Assiut J. Agric. Sci., 37(4): 119-138. 

Menshawy, A.M.M. (2007) Evaluation of some early bread wheat genotypes under different 

sowing dates:1 Earliness characters. Fifth plant breeding conference (May), Egypt J. Plant 

Breed, 11(1): 25-40. 

MSTATC (1990) A Microcomputer Program for the Design, Management, and Analysis of 

Agronomic Research Experiments, Michigan State Univ. USA. 

Okuyama, L.A., Federizzi, L.C. and Neto, J.F.B. (2005) Grain yield stability of wheat 

genotypes under irrigated and non-irrigated conditions, Brazilian Archives of Biology and 

Technology, 48(5): 697-704 

Randall, P.J. and Moss, H.J. (1990) Some effects of temperature regime during grain filling on 

wheat quality, Aust. J. Agric. Res., 41:603–617. 

Reynolds, M.P., Balota, M., Delgado, M.I.B., Amani, I. and Fischer, R.A. (1994) 

Physiological and morphological traits associated with spring wheat yield under hot, irrigated 

conditions, Aust. J. Plant Physiol., 21:717–730. 

 Reynolds, M.P., Singh, R.P., Ibrahim, A., Ageeb, O.A., Larqué-Saavedra, A. and Quick J.S. 

(1998) Evaluating physiological traits to compliment empirical selection for wheat in warm 

environments, Euphytica, 100:85–94. 

Shorter, R., Lawn, R.J. and Hammer, G.L. (1991) Improving genotypic adaptation in crops- A 

role for breeders, physiologists and modellers, Exp. Agric., 27(2): 155-175. 

Singh, P. and Narayanan, S.S (2000) Biometrical Techniques in Plant Breeding, Kalyani 

Publishers, New Delhi. 

Stafford, R. E. (1982) Yield stability of guar breeding lines and cultivars, Crop. Sci., 2(5): 1009-

1011. 

Stone, P.J. and Nicolas, M.E. (1994) Wheat cultivars vary widely in their responses of grain 

yield and quality to short periods of postanthesis heat stress, Aust. J. Plant Physiol., 21:887–

900. 

Stone, P.J., Savin, R., Wardlaw, I.F. and Nicolas, M.E. (1995) The influence of recovery 

temperature on the effects of a brief heat shock on wheat: I. Grain growth, Aust. J. Plant 

Physiol., 22:945–954. 

Tawfelis, M.B. (2006) Stability parameters of some bread wheat genotypes (Triticum aestivum 

L.) in new and old lands under Upper Egypt, Egypt. J. Plant Breed, 10(1): 223-246. 

Wardlaw, I.F. and Moncur, L. (1995) The response of wheat to high temperature following 

anthesis: I. The rate and duration of kernel filling, Aust. J. Plant Physiol., 22:391–397. 

Wardlaw, I.F., Dawson, I.A. and Munibi, P. (1989a) The tolerance of wheat to high 

temperatures during reproductive growth: II. Grain development, Aust. J. Agric. Res., 40:15–

24. 

 Wardlaw, I.F., Dawson, I.A., Munibi, P. and Fewster, R. (1989b) The tolerance of wheat to 

high temperatures during reproductive growth: I. Survey procedures and general response 

patterns, Aust. J. Agric. Res., 40:1–13 

Wheeler, T.R., Batts, G.R., Ellis, R.H., Haley, P. and Morison, J.H. (1996) Growth and yield 

of winter wheat (Triticum aestivum) crops in response to CO2 and temperature, J. Agric. Sci., 

(Cambridge) 127:37–48. 

World Meteorological Organization. (1997) Comprehensive Assessment of the Freshwater 

Resources of the World. Available at http://www.wmo.ch/ (Accessed on 21 April 2007). 

WHO, Geneva, Switzerland. 



Soleman Mohamed Al-Otayk 

 

92 

������ �	
�� ������ �
����� ������  

����
��� ��  �
�
��� ���	�� ��
� ��� ��!�� ����
���

����"��� ���
"�� ������� �� #$���� �!$%��� 

  

������ �	
	 ��	��  

 ������� ��	
�� ��
� ���–������� ���� �  ����	�� ����–������ �����  

������ ��	���� ���������  

  

�������	. ������� ��	
 ����
  �� ������� ���
�� ��� ���
 
 ���� ���� ���! ��
 "���� #� $%���)#�
&�� #�'��( #��'�� .(

#��+� $, "��-� �%����� ����
�� �'�(� :����� )��/��� ( ��&�
)������� ��	01� ( #������ �/2�334/�336� �336/�337�. 

-�
 �	!�� $+�0
�� #��
�� �����&�� ��8 #9�-�&��� ��8� 9 ��'� 
�-�&��� $, ������9��;��� ���+�� 9&�� ������ ��;��� ���%<
� # 
���&���� ��&+�9�'��(�� �'���� 9�%����� ����
��� . ��	!�� 

 =��
&������&�� ��8 #� ��( ��>� ��+��� #9��;��� ���+�� 9 
��;�����.&�� � �?�&@  �%����� ����
�� #� ��&+� ��,/
2� , $

�������� ��A;�� �� . #�%����� #����
�� �8'� ����'�YR-19 & 

YR-20�-'�  ��;�� $, /� #������. ��&� �8'� �&;�� $-���� 
’���; ‘�B� ��;�� . �'���� �%����� ����
�� #� �'�A
-� ���&����

 �8'� 9�'��(��YR-20��>� ��+��� $, ��;�� �-'� . �-�
 #�� 
���
�� #� ���%��%����� # #YR-19 & YR-20 �&��  ��C �-'�

���% �0��� ��;�� . #�%����� #����
�� ��&�YR-3 & YR-2 �&�� 

��% �B�D� . #�%����� #����
�� #�� �E� �YR-19 & YR-20C �� 

 F����-� ���& ������(HSI values < 1)9��&� #��  $-���� �&;�� 
’���; ’�YR-2C � F����-� ���& ����� (HSI > 1). 



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


