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ABSTRACT

The use of correlation coefficients has been a key of the breeding programs success. Breeders, during the
selection process, most often rely on these indicators, which provide a large number of benefits, such as
estimation of the response to selection and contribute to increase its efficiency, making possible to improve
more than one trait at a time. In this context, a field study was conducted during the 2009-2013 crop years on
the Experimental Station of the Technical Institute of Field Crops (ITGC) of Sétif. It aims to study the
correlations and the interactions between the pheno-morpho-physiological traits of F3-F7 durum wheat
(Triticum durum Desf.) generations. The results of the general analysis of the inter-traits association indicated a
positive and significant correlation between grain yield, economic yield and number of spikes in all hybrids
Ofanto/MBB, Ofanto/Waha and Ofanto/Mrbs, which allows us to propose the biomass and spikes number as
early and rapid selection criteria for screening desirable wheat genotypes in semi-arid areas. The study of the
relationship showed the absence of significant correlations between yield and the abiotic stresses resistance
attributes (TCV, DSI). However, a significant negative and significant correlation between relative water content
and canopy temperature has been found, suggesting that genotypes with high leaves water content have a
more active respiratory process, making the canopy cover fresher. The regression analysis showed a linear
positive trend of grain yield on spikes number and economic yield.
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DSI (%) = 100(EC1/EC;)
(SW ol Yl danl gy (s ) o) B 58 DSI - e
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S e YL 0l 3 jleza V1 S AL 5 coolas¥l 5 oA s 1 s JLaY) ds e

Bouzerzour and S Jf aJ| J.,aji L d) Pl Gﬁ\.:.d\ RT .Zg,ﬁ:-)/\.s\ olslgYl e :\ﬁ;\.ﬁl\
3 JLW’}“ ﬂ_§_; O Ak & gme Ja\.ﬁj\ BNe | gd>- 9 Co~ Fellahi (2013) 3 Benmahammed (2009)
.%S,-l-\ 595 A
(F5 F4 F3 JL>U Ofanto/MBB  oomd) ie i o, 0l ol panal) 3y sl lbols V1 3 sias 11 J gk
.F7 <F6
RDT RDTec TRE SF DSI PREC HT NE TCV
RDT 1,000 F3 Of/MBB n-2=13 r=0,5139
RDTec 0,976 1,000
TRE 0,613 0,589 1,000
SF 0,325 0,355 0,212 1,000
DSI -0,294 -0,337 0,148 -0,023 1,000
PREC -0,007 0,058 -0,338 0,153 -0,378 1,000
HT -0,156  -0,121 0,146 -0,128 -0,107 -0,139 1,000
NE 0,675 0,663 0,576 0,293 -0,328 -0,318 -0,064 1,000
TCV -0,304 -0,238 -0,040 -0,622 0,070 -0,129 0,071 -0,193 1,000
F4 Of/MBB n=15
RDT 1,000
RDTec 0,979 1,000
TRE 0,206 0,251 1,000
SF -0,136 -0,067 0,357 1,000
DSI -0,132 0,165 -0,099 0,479 1,000
PREC 0,275 0,263 0,553 0,401 0,071 1,000
HT 0,238 0,318 0,088 0,257 -0,124 0,023 1,000
NE 0,738 0,743 0,000 -0,264 -0,021 -0,133 0,139 1,000
TCV -0,303 -0,209 -0,333 0,139 -0,075 -0,286 0,175 -0,108 1,000
F5 Of/MBB n= 15
RDT 1,000
RDTec 0,973 1,000
TRE 0,565 0,553 1,000
SF 0,437 0,443 0,792 1,000
DSI -0,468 -0,384 -0,418 -0,219 1,000
PREC 0,607 0,592 0,470 0,119 -0,269 1,000
HT 0,093 0,160 0,211 0,346 -0,006 -0,077 1,000
NE 0,741 0,820 0,484 0,381 -0,262 0,645 0,310 1,000
TCV -0,617 -0,569 -0,404 -0,150 0,236 -0,615 0,184 -0,322 1,000
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F6 Of/MBB n=15

RDT 1,000

RDTec 0,952 1,000

TRE 0,263 0,313 1,000

SF 0,489 0,524 0,587 1,000

DSI -0,272 -0,351 -0,017 -0,085 1,000

PREC -0,087 -0,065 -0,035 0,181 -0,132 1,000

HT 0,173 0,119 -0,087 -0,012 0,522 -0,221 1,000

NE 0,613 0,791 0,282 0,337 -0,563 -0,139 -0,225 1,000

TCV -0,405 -0,337 -0,169 0,017 0,613 -0,303 0,035 -0,155 1,000
F7 Of/MBB n=15

RDT 1,000

RDTec 0,958 1,000

TRE 0,384 0,332 1,000

SF 0,276 0,327 0,567 1,000

DSI -0,576 -0,506 -0,123 0,202 1,000

PREC 0,078 0,154 0,275 0,149 0,023 1,000

HT -0,083 -0,262 0,189 -0,319 0,031 -0,084 1,000

NE 0,598 0,541 0,287 0,268 -0,402 -0,042 -0,094 1,000

TCV -0,461 -0,535 -0,183 -0,147 0,321 -0,759 0,140 -0,010 1,000
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& OV &l Lr g il 5 Ol 4 5 slale = 3] 484 Chipilsky and Georgiev (2014) s al. (1998)
Sl S sty e By Bl age B3L5 DD e SV A ] 2 ol e
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A 4l GbUL (3 4 s DU sl 4 5lia

Ofanto/Mrbs (gl & gl Ol 3.1

v o Wlioy A 295l o LYY 3 01 =Y Olemdl o6 Ofanto/Mrbs (nomd) Cikist 4
G bt sy 35, ALl g 8 aude 3 pme BLI1 A 5 o y ol s e dagl) B
sds A A A Z Ll @ A ST pall 28, ) ALl ol SV OF ] iy s 2Ll B
o ek L b 3l WIST 3 ol by 48, 2Ll oy Ll e o 2Ll 83M)
a0l =) Oliomdl dis glas |5 Jadb comd) 1 31 31 e 5Lz OLBSA OLLs (3 J g G155V
i L) otd OLoVI 0Ly bl @ 2se M cliall e oS OVl 3 ST s 3 ey
Gah OF nd gilad) sda 8L s GLULY (3 ) 5 e glie 8T 055 0F S8 pnnall 43 )
L e A o or 1957 5 2T U s e Gl Sl s o Bl of 37 B (DL Y
REUPRCCRI TSPV PN
(F5 F4 F3 JL=M Ofanto/Waha ol dis gl ol pinad) & allall @bl W @ gias 12 J gder

.F7 «F6
RDT RDTec TRE SF DSI PREC HT NE TCV
RDT 1,000
RDTec 0,944 1,000 F3 Of/Waha n-2=13 r=0,5139
TRE 0,348 0,248 1,000
SF 0,697 0,674 0,580 1,000
DSl -0,004 0,025 -0,081 -0,470 1,000
PREC 0,081 -0,093 0,130 0,004 -0,159 1,000
HT 0,681 0,702 0,431 0,653 -0,189 -0,226 1,000
NE 0,773 0,846 -0,006 0,403 0,119 -0,269 0,537 1,000
TCV -0,213 -0,235 -0,196 -0,450 0,309 0,167 -0,162 0,021 1,000
F4 Of/Waha n=15
RDT 1,000
RDTec 0,993 1,000
TRE 0,162 0,151 1,000
SF 0,179 0,187 0,541 1,000
DSl -0,707 -0,716 0,015 -0,195 1,000
PREC 0,067 0,070 0,381 -0,045 0,391 1,000
HT 0,423 0,392 0,007 0,057 -0,532 -0,421 1,000
NE 0,891 0,897 -0,039 0,020 -0,642 0,151 0,329 1,000
TCV -0,241 -0,219 -0,373 0,213 0,278 -0,017 -0,123 -0,161 1,000
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F5 Of/Waha n=15

RDT 1,000

RDTec 0,988 1,000

TRE 0,311 0,281 1,000

SF 0,215 0,238 0,556 1,000

DSI -0,269 -0,295 -0,600 -0,349 1,000

PREC 0,210 0,272 0,400 0,355 -0,130 1,000

HT 0,258 0,240 -0,233  -0,151 0,214 -0,099 1,000

NE 0,458 0,493 0,348 0,385 -0,241 0,464 -0,324 1,000

TCV -0,387 -0,364 -0,577 -0,133 0,346 -0,236 0,066 -0,460 1,000
F6 Of/Waha n= 15

RDT 1,000

RDTec 0,943 1,000

TRE 0,545 0,553 1,000

SF 0,596 0,545 0,535 1,000

DSI -0,431 -0,384 -0,396 -0,647 1,000

PREC 0,188 0,309 0,507 0,323 -0,094 1,000

HT 0,315 0,263 0,028 0,694 -0,528 -0,044 1,000

NE 0,612 0,814 0,354 0,129 -0,059 0,387 -0,091 1,000

TCV -0,546 -0,446 -0,678 -0,646 0,567 -0,402 -0,300 -0,097
F7 Of/Waha n= 15

RDT 1,000

RDTec 0,874 1,000

TRE 0,569 0,548 1,000

SF 0,379 0,292 0,479 1,000

DSI -0,125 -0,230 -0,133 -0,545 1,000

PREC -0,222 -0,280 0,190 -0,057 0,343 1,000

HT 0,498 0,393 -0,032 -0,144 -0,192 -0,272 1,000

NE 0,640 0,710 0,420 0,333 -0,444 -0,483 0,476 1,000

TCV -0,764 -0,632 -0,659 -0,469 0,310 0,153 -0,156  -0,579 1,000

= (SF) (%) ol Ll 5 sinall =TRE .(r5% = 0.5139) Wl okl Lgali )i e 1550 %5 dze s &y saall Olblg Y

((—/ck) cml 25358 =RDT  «(am) il Jsh = HT « 2ofdiiadl 332 =NE ¢ Jiiniill 558 = PREC ¢® an) £ 5l dalesdl
(%) Sl eUasll 3l ya da 50 =TCV (%) Slall gDl Lasliall 550 =DSI ¢(—a/(ka) (s3LaBY) 393 yall =RDTec

sae s Ll Jsb u dde B gime LU, BN | gl o) 10 5 sl LW,V (e Lia]
(U Jsb aiy Bl AU ¢ 331 sue o) LS (6 (3 Jsir) B el L e )
s dd jﬁ ¢ Bousba (2012); Laala (2010); Bouzerzour et Hafsi (1993) O s>l ai> o Lo & B I
oy & bl g sat 3 Y G a1 1A Ol s o Slill e 055 OF B
o S BaS B 0 J st b bl 2L et 8sY Al B L) e iy L) G

.(Oulmi, 2010) &I+ s L;_?LL\ Slg YU ddlel) o A OVl Ll o e Y Jub A

g O g it pe OB N aldl fuloudt 2
@ kldi saey (solasY) 545 W i O ) Karki et al. (2014) 3 Zeeshan et al. (2014) Lsd
Sliall B3 2oy (3 3L L2 T B () 550 L) AR U S aal e Oles s 1L
O Slzs .o, S ieal) sl IVt e O el Ale dio pnd WG] U iy & s 2V
i3 3 . ) BeS a3 Lt IS alga] IO e ARl 0 5SG o Aik DL ) e Sls
<Ofanto/MBB el mead T liall &ls (g s B8 (e | (s 5ime BLIY 3Dle o b ol
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w8 ek LU,V N ol e (4 J gor) ¢ oA Sl g Calz® ye 5 Ofanto/Mrbs <Ofanto/Waha
IVt e Bk AW dia) U CbanW e S8 flad) sue s oolas¥l s L ad) aldl

Al g 33N SlellasY pST s 5 3,80 &5kt AS) 2o o blazel 5L 8 OlbasY)
, Benmahammed et al. (2008) ; Bouzerzour et al. (1998) 4J} w5 b o lad Gz odn (il
Al 3l e e il (b O O ST Eo 4 Oulmi (2015) ; Belkharchouche et al. (2009)
OV ldisss 5 b AU i 2181 e WSS L) Uo g o)l 0l O L edl e Bk

) Al B n el o g b e By ST Al A SCas e ) jlneST Lan

(F5 F4 «F3 I Ofanto/Mrbs (amdl dus G g 3 ) ol el 3y alall oAbl )V 45 sheas 13 J gor

.F7 F6
RDT RDTec TRE SF DS/ PREC HT NE TCV

RDT 1,000

RDTec 0,891 1,000 F3 Of/Mbrs n-2=13 r=0,5139

TRE 0,272 0,135 1,000

SF -0,145 -0,269 0,040 1,000

DSI -0,251  -0,390 0,288 0,017 1,000

PREC 0,166 0,397 0,023 -0,352 -0,272 1,000

HT 0,274 0,415 0,510 -0,026 0,169 0,384 1,000

NE 0,756 0,853 0,103 -0,550 -0,399 0,465 0,275 1,000

TCV -0,208 -0,295 -0,243 0,320 0,200 -0,465 -0,182 -0,436 1,000
F4 Of/Mbrs n=15

RDT 1,000

RDTec 0,946 1,000

TRE 0,240 0,281 1,000

SF -0,055 -0,126 0,311 1,000

DSI -0,273 -0,153 -0,079 -0,352 1,000

PREC -0,403 -0,316 -0,247 -0,469 0,291 1,000

HT 0,012 0,173 -0,275 -0,049 -0,019 0,035 1,000

NE 0,621 0,691 0,534 -0,257 0,100 -0,221  -0,339 1,000

TCV -0,372 -0,318 -0,303 0,135 0,287 0,107 0,045 -0,392 1,000
F5 Of/Mbrs n=15

RDT 1,000

RDTec 0,948 1,000

TRE 0,605 0,542 1,000

SF 0,254 0,195 0,578 1,000

DSI -0,443 -0,320 -0,265 -0,503 1,000

PREC 0,111 0,156 0,026 -0,028 0,319 1,000

HT -0,741 -0,579 -0,441 -0,159 0,507 0,063 1,000

NE 0,727 0,764 0,305 0,006 -0,471 0,049 -0,571 1,000

TCV -0,418 -0,472 -0,421 -0,378 0,267 0,304 0,119 -0,429 1,000
F6 Of/Mbrs n=15

RDT 1,000

RDTec 0,989 1,000

TRE 0,264 0,301 1,000

SF 0,442 0,456 0,104 1,000

DSI -0,457 -0,490 -0,255 -0,083 1,000

PREC -0,183 -0,152 0,195 0,104 0,384 1,000

HT -0,270 -0,239 -0,028 -0,560 0,141 -0,120 1,000

NE 0,686 0,684 0,371 -0,028 -0,342 -0,160 0,175 1,000

TCV -0,402 -0,365 -0,415 -0,038 -0,033 -0,531 0,023 -0,401 1,000
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F7 Of/Mbrs n=15

RDT 1,000

RDTec 0,827 1,000

TRE 0,578 0,345 1,000

SF 0,204 -0,044 0,478 1,000

DSI -0,478 -0,699 -0,148 0,426 1,000

PREC -0,217 -0,304 -0,456 -0,240 -0,015 1,000

HT -0,326 -0,121 -0,295 0,194 0,300 0,256 1,000

NE 0,591 0,711 0,077 -0,296 -0,659 0,253 0,120 1,000

TCV -0,484 -0,411 -0,539 -0,318 0,384 0,312 0,268 0,033 1,000

= (SF) «(% ) aill L (s ginall =TRE .(r5% = 0.5139) Gl L, Leels )l o 550 %5 ds s Ay el LU LY

((—2/0k) o=d 253580 =RDT ¢(pms) il Jgba = HT ¢ %ofiaadl 232 =NE ¢ Jyill 5 38 = PREC «(* pus) iy sl Zalusdl
(°c) Sl elasll 35 A 0 =TCV ¢(%) Slall aleadd dagliall jlige =DSI ¢(—a/0k) galaBY) 353 40 =RDTec

SO ol die Ll s 5 ol (o 255 el B el bl W g et o e 4 J g

.F7 <F6 <F5 F4 «F3 Jl>

r(RDTxRDTec) r(RDTxXNE) r(NExRDTec)

Xss1 Xss2 Xss3 Xss1 Xss2 Xss3 Xss1 Xss2 Xss3
F3 0,976 0,944 0,891 0,675 0,773 0,756 0,663 0,846 0,853
F4 0,979 0,993 0,946 |0,738 0,891 0,621 0,743 0,897 0,691
F5 0,973 0,988 0,948 |0,741 0,458 0,727 0,820 0,493 0,764
Fé6 0,952 0,943 0,989 |0,613 0,612 0,686 0,791 0,814 0,684
F7 0,958 0,874 0,827 0,598 0,640 0,591 0,541 0,710 0,711

Moy (r) 0,968* 0,948** 0,920** |0,673* 0,675* 0,676* |0,712** 0,752** 0,740**

g5l madl e SO gl Ol Y Al s D ey e glal) A B Al
Goglac ddlal) wliall 5 M o9 M dio fp ol DLV QLS L J e )l al e
ol il it g (A3 93 M G BV Bailie g e & 58 LDST CTCV) B s U SlsleY)
s om bl sladl 5 > B s o 3 p0 M Gn () BLLYY Jalee Aad 3 il 5 o o) e slalL
JsY) bl e )y glas ST 3187y Ofanto/Mrbs y Ofanto/Waha (simdl s =Y 21,5
G ald) st 30 = B 3y o) S (6 21 Gy oy 25U 8 (1 ) Ofanto/Waha
A8 e g ) analy S e O zieall 5ld dege b5 BV Ofanto/Waha (bl gl
Chipilsky and Georgiev (2014) 55 5 (38 5 dm ) (2 Jgﬁ) Ofanto/Mrbs (bl ¢ e ol 5o G
B s Calals 1 (35 Lo peidl Blasd el it 05 1S Sl 22 SME 1 BV O
L;} &% L Vs (Zhang and Wang, 2008 ; Voinov et al,, 1996) el 3 L il 3 L}LJ\ slaxdl 5| >

.(Reynolds etal, 1997) <Ll &, Y1 3 Sl By s Eom ) A Ol s pds

9 Ofanto/MBB Ol s odudas b L“;\.U Slgm W da glall i 5e &+ 595 M o bL3LY
e V-PJJ\J Ofanto/Mrbs  (nomdl e jaciens Ayl 55 (39 ) 0] ;‘ O cn> & v_,ﬂsjls o Ofanto/Waha
L35 QL sl 81 2y OF 2 () e s 2 R 0 (B S (s B 2y e

23



azbl 5o 9 cOfanto/Waha <Ofanto/MBB (xiomgld uoledl ol (3 W algarS daglall 5 50 aa Lolg
J! 4 14s Oulmi (2010) <Belagrouz, (2013) <Reynolds etal. (1994) < b - Lede bl lail)
2sm O (88 (aldl eladll 3 > 2 55 Bho W 35 ol Sloglall s by S sl Y1 L5 e O

5 DSI) oaal) ooy LUV el Blall 5 azedd i) ) L)l ST gy ozl slia L 291 LU
G ol o] Jlamtal meas ade s (3 ISs (1 JSK5) Ofanto/Mrbs (nomdl Ais 393 M) we (TCV
Algw s B L858 3Ll sllash) 351 o 3 Jlomzul [as YU OL e sl 0 LY1 1
ande e O aeld o 350 Sle el e Jpadl 5 3 S i3 g WL
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Sl i LT A Sl (3 O a1 i LUV el s lad) O
abLs )V 8l SN beles ey - (3 colial) oy Jaib Lealdl g B SUs sy 4 S s
S el e o b 2L Y OB ey VY LS T a8 ey deST 38 Sl
L bl e e A 355 4 Bhal | ez Lolg) 1) s OF (5) Jsadl gk . (Akura etal, 2005)
s 0F(5) gl @ ho el JUdV) L Wsles 31 3 (5 LeS” . Bousba (2012) Jlesl s pomn
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v BbYI S oY (RY) sl Jales e S Jles Y1l SVsles 15 J g

.oola
Characters Xss Equations R’

RDT x RDTec OF/MBB y = 1,3235x + 43,064 0,9677
OF/Waha y = 1,3666x + 24,283 0,9483
OF /Mrbs y = 1,3686x + 26,328 0,9203
RDT x NE OF/MBB y = 0,3962x + 48,495 0,6730
OF/Waha y = 0,4998x + 41,155 0,6748
OF/Mrbs y = 0,4228x + 41,737 0,6762
RDTec x NE OF/MBB y =0,3411x + 25,738 0,7118
OF/Waha y = 0,3795x + 29,173 0,7518
OF/Mrbs y = 0,3023x + 35,302 0,7405

I

Gy AaS s Rl (S gme DL O oy bl ¢ e Gl e bl B el il
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LSE o oliall s G 3 el ALY 8 ods e g 53 Ol i Ll e 5 Ofanto/Mrbs
ST A Sy e ) ST Lisas OY ) sae 5 5 b 1S hs 181
AU asd) GhULL 2 Ald) i o sl 0 Lgd 8 0 341

o) o O gl WL )WY Al s SV e halear Y Ao gLl 2U S A
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