s d—b i IRV P 3V 4y

oo Condl g Jlad qdadt 3405 9

b el g

JEEAR
iialal 3algd g
) Laglsa by L glom 8

L) JJ\j_U S T yaradl

&jjﬁ:d}yb.\.&p
&L
sl o) Adlndy @ adl 28y o Bnad 1 8y gl ) o G yamy BBV

(Triticum durum Desf.) 2! ca-aj\ Slol sy L

Do S AEBU A all 2010/ 04 /14 : p g S

il s Ol B dasl P Slicaf s sl D s )
o pls Ol B dnslr :}.l.“.ngs.a.ér.: Dl
ik ol Sl b daslr oS e g slasY
ks s Sl B Al Sl e 55 3
Sl B dmalr S pad) e e g deles gy 50 1 AP gE
b ole

2010/2009




aly  2a

ol sl @il Jasll laa ylul @le quvss qrlel @il symall @lell 3L masl
anl o acaly &l gl s ale sy ailisl gl @l glaly @laly lonlag g ooy
Ol o—a aglgal sl @12 o g iy oy sl aaliay ololy alayg da oyl
aigplay Lo o J& @t glag Bllag gemlilly aglamly all @le plag alag gl sally
gy gyl gy @l

Sl mgli mita sosnll Ll @Il gynaslly s2all syl ganly as gl

ol La¥ol il ool ny pymds o Lman Jly ol @ially iyl laa @l sslpadly Jonsy

Usid @l o Lo iayluatlaag sylaga gig gilod o aloal Loy imgagll syagll lia g0

Joopn sl g alysmgll g oo gy sell Ralaz gy Sl 200l @iy § g mandl ga
laasd il sslaslaall J2 @l 42l

i sslia Lo Ly Loleusy gl itpliall gl eleazl aiglal i p2ally gasl
gl laa elyily

i ol ayls yp draly Lo glogoll saay Wlinl o p2l spns Jule ol @
g palst ayla 5o draly Ly glgnll mazay salaa Slial . sal masa g9 s @
aggha (algd ayls g Aealy Bpelyyll g9 Il maxay Glisl Qg gl sl

(ITGC) &gt Ly 3ll styg sl dlaas aylylaly Jlaz gean @l Jysall s&ally anail la
aailad L wag gl @12 L olgggll mara dilal J& 42al ol @iigny ¥ el . spdas

ial2y glg sl laa 3Ll @0 mpms oa ol g9 oa gala ga J& s2al sl gog




s oA

ool sy e d i g gm0 JoY) Jadll
Bt sps bbb s e e R bR R R bee @A oWy st wo )1 -1

B eeeessssssseemesesssesssm s snsm s snssa s sesssmmsesssesssmaes o Sl 81,5 atlad L 2 -1
Bueeeeeeeeeemsesssesesssssssssmsmmssssssesssmmsssssesessssmassssessssasesssssessasesssesssmmmessses ol 5k ol 23 -1
ueeeeressresssessssssssesssssasssssssssssss s ss s sa s sa s R R R R e s e e tes (B) SLs¥) — syl =
S e trereeesesesess e s s s sasaeReres s e R be R R Rebeben s e R besesRaReRe (GS1) & » ) seladl = Gl =&
5 v veeeuesesnsesaessa s s e R AR R s R R AR r s e (GS2) a3 = & a1 el =

T e eerereneneensssssesasesesesessssesesensnsnensnsnssesesessnssnsnanne R S R U OIS |

B eeeerenerreerenesesesetass s e s s ae s eaerer et et s s eae s R R eR et et e e R aetesRaRen et s s e neneseees S oleyii1-5-1

Tlctuerueeuseeusnenssessssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssss S A sl Y- 2-5-1

| K ST Aol g 855 400 slga| -3-5-1

14 i M) slg) 4-5-1

) JSlns) AJlb ¢ 31

L16ucvunreunrensnenserssssasssnssesssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssees Cy o5 - 1 -2

160.uueeeeeereeereerseeraeeneesseesseessessaessesssesssssassaessssssessassnessaesaas W M) Alad) dales MLLU -2-2

L ST (WUE instantancous : WUE ingrinsic ) % 8 531 5 &dasl e W) Ml 2las -1-2-2

17 e eeeeereresesesnesesnssesessesssessnesssanses aa ety asl W M) I e B b o1-1-2-2

| £ T (WUE yieia , WUEBiomass) % s 2531 5 o1 3 53 ol el el 2Jlas 2-2-2
(APC) 05 N ol £ -3-2-2

19 ceeeeeerrereesesassssessssessssassessens O 9 S pl s i a5 -1-3-2-2

19.ueurresuesesssssnassrnsaens (APC) 05 Sl 5of g oW IVl e s W) 22 -3-2-2

P RN Laled) 53 gu2 Sledl as 395 M 0o Sl 18 Be -3 -3-2-2

21 iereesessenssensssssssssssssssassssssssssssssssrsssssnes SW ol YU Leadle 5 ol JDanl dlas -4-2-2

dnod JV y gl Ol pige 0 CIEN feadl)



i85l A gl e 2-3

23 eeeeeeenenesesnsesssrsaessses s e e sesesteses s s s s sesassenenesesaene i35l a2l LUT 5 o sgie -1-2-3
2. cereeereresnesessssssesssssessssssssesssessasssesnssesseses i, o)) st i) o UT ablolh ol ) 2-2-3
2. reeeeerereeesesesesesesesesesessnsessesesene S Gpndl e adb g sl ol ) i1-2-2-3
25 uueueesessse s s s s s s R AR bR R SRR SR SRR R R R e el ot Slalall -
25 eurernesesnssenssessessessssssasssssas st R R sas s s n s r s nens s GSs o I -0
25 ueuereereeressesses s sse s s R s besb s b bR s R s bR bR bee by E o OS5 -
20.uueueerereeereressessenerseassessensssssessssssesesessesessesessssensrsesensnens iyl olaVl oo o ol s =
a3, ) ax i) oldan 3-2-3
26.. uuncecincnensssassssatase s aass st a bR R R bR bR bR b i ) el g2l 1-3-2-3
p S ¢ gyl =i
27 evreeresssessesssssss st sassass e s s R R R R R bR e AR AR R bR bR a0 R{JE N P
27 eueeerereneenenesntnenesssentssssesssentnssessssesensnsssssesessssesensenessssenanaenenes S A el ge -
28t b bbb RS s RS R e ot dl Ll sall -2-3-2-3
28.uueeererrennesessesesnssessesassesesassss s sass e sa s e e R et AR RS s s R R R b ae (Ethylene) cnlzY) =i
28.iierienniiisnntessantesssssssessssssssasssssasesssasessassssssssssssesssssessnssssnnns (Cytokinin) cms s =<
28.ieeenrenessnsnsssissnsssesasssssasssssasssssassnsensestossestsstensestesaessssaesans RPN | SNCH VT AL S
7 T LoV 2Vl il 5 =
29 eeeeeeeee et eaet et et eseseseseses et eneseneses s s e e e s R R s enenenenenenenne 593 AL i) B -3-2-3
o AV ik 550 3-3
| — s iV g tole oalie 1-3-3
30...... . Sl Sy ol b oy M 2-3-3
S SOV b 3555 el -3-3-3
Bluruuerresraesseessesssssnssesssesssssssssasssesssessssssesaesssnsssnssasses e 5,50 1) 1) 11-3-3-3
Blurusieiecrnsnensnensnsnsssssssssssssssssssssssssssassssssssassssssssssssnsssssssssas B o jaflax 2-3-3-3
3ttt eeae e s ene s e s s s e e se et enenanenena e aene s e e e snenenenanen Lo o) g i)l O padl -3-3-3-3
3 eeereeeereeeee e s se st en s e e ae e e rene e s st et enenesa et s e e snsaenenenans sodl J1 0 -4-3-3-3
32urerueserisssesssssss s s s s e ssass e s ses S SV b S Sl 4-3-3

5 2 s s 3o Sl SOV Gk e 0T 5 Gl sl Y1 5-3-3



33 rrreeruessusssesesaessaes st e s R bR SRR AR R AR R R e e e e ARt e e NPCRNEP Y
Buuereeerrrieeeeeee e eerraaeeeeraaons S Sl SSaW b ol o5 6-3-3
K Y SO Sasl Ssall SV B 3 ) e e B 17323
(bl ¢ 3!
J.ud\ Sbgslge: @\)‘M\
Buurrrerernssenssesesssnsssnsssassssessassassssessasssasasaess ss e sesesRe s e s b et s s r e s s s sene o 1514
B0uunrresrussesnsssessassssssssnsesssssssssesssesssasassesssesssasesass e sassaesss st st esssesssesesaes @) oenad) 2-4
SR el g a5l S50 -3-4
37 ceerrrnesnsnsnsssssnsnssssssssnsnssssasasnsnssssssssssssnsasasssssssnsasssstsssssssnssssasasssnsssasnssase L) el -1-3-4
3T errreesssssaessssssessssssssses st s s e s s e bR bR R R e n e Budget 5521 el ; -2-3-4
37 eerereeesessresesssssssrssess s sesaenes e sesses e sesa s s s e sesnanene IPP &ed )l sl S sl 1 -3-3-4
38.rruurereresnsesnessaessassssssasss st s sasesaes e e ssse e s s sr st ssesssasesasesanssesesns A de el Lol 34
B39 eeeeeemeesseeesemmmsesssensmasssssssssmesssssesessmassssssssssssmees G b Al g B o) gl ailadl 1-3-4
30 eeerererereesesssseesesessersesesas s s s s eRar s e e s eRaR bR s eRaR s R e s eRaRae R e saenan i, efladl2-3-4
0.eeeeeemeeseeesemssesssssssssssssssssmmssssssssssmessssssssssssmmsssssssssmmsesssees i o) g dl) 2ilad] 3-3-4
0..everreessuessusssesessssssssesssssss s s s sa e R AR e e e bR bR R R b e ae Sla=Y) L=l -4-4

@‘Lﬁd\ : umo\i-‘ J..aéj\

LUl o) a sl o) pas -1-5

Bluueecererreerrerseerseesseesssessasssesssssssessesssessassasssesssssssssesssessasssessasssessassassssenses 5 A ol 3 -1-1-5
B2ueueveeeerresressssasssssessassenes sl 2-1-5
' SOOI . i, a4, 2-5
Bueererrererereresesnesessssesesnsssssssesssssessessnssessssesesnas Ao o) sdl) 2ilad) 3-5
GlS e 9595 11 4-5
45.eeresrseesressessssses s ssssass s sess s bR R e s Rt R s a s R R sese s (GY) A+ 33 11-1-4-5
Auserssssssssasssasssrssssessassorssssassussssasssrassssssosssssasss (NG/S) akedl 3 ) s0s ol & 50l 2-4-5
45 reeresres s R s R bR s p s R s b bR s e bR nes (NS/m?) 2 M Al 3 bl sas 345
T (TKW) a> Il 059 -4-4-5
B6..vuurvesressessssesssessssessasssnssessasssessessssssessassasssssasssssessessessasssessessaseas (HI) sLad & 50 -5-4-5

B..eunevnrrnsensensesessssssssssssnsssassasssssssssassssssassasens (Bio) , (HP) <L\ J ob 5 & ol Sl -6-4-5




dor o) g1 pedl) j2Slad) 5-5

BToeuererereenesesesesssessssesesssssnssssssessssessssssessssessssssssesssssssnsssnes RWC) el W (s 5221 -1-5-5
B8.uerrerecrerrneersaesesssessassessesssessassssessssesesassesasseseses (CHL) S (5 sl (s 5221 2-5-5
B9.ooeeeeeesessesesseeeessesessssssesessse e ssssseesessesesese s ssseesssesmessesmmsesesnessenns (GF) o ¢ J» -3-5-5
S1ureeerererereresensenesessesesesesesesesessssnsssssessssssssssensnssensesessnssssssens (S) &b, ol a2l 5 50 -4-5-5
52 eeeereeerereenereenesessenesasesessenessraese s esesaraesesaenerarsesesaeneraenensnenans (R) )l oSSV 550 -5-5-5
Budget @:U}J\ Jlemin s L“stL\ Ol 5l slSTL2 6-5
54 urerererenrsenreesessssesesenssssesesesssnsnssesenssssssssenensnsnssenesenes SW Ol peld aldll ol 2 5l -1-6-5
SWsleYl ol B 5 padl s ) 0 -26-5
S eteterererererereseeessesereaererererenesenenenesenenenanenes (Sowing - Emergence) oY) dl> 1 -1-2-6-5
56.ucucerereerenerreesrenesssnenessenenesssensssnensssenens (Emergence — Elongation) &5 a> 11-2-2-6-5
56.ucrererrerenerreresessesseessenesnenensssensasasnsnsssenens ( Elongation — Heading ) &) a> LI -3-2-6-5
56 (Heading - Maturity) &) J| d> 11 -4-2-6-5
58.neeeeeererrereeressessessessestesessensssessensesessensesesenassensesessesaesessensessnenes (WUE) s W Mol s -7-5
LB eald) feadll
59.cueeuerrrensnsnnnssasnsnsnssssssnsassasasasnssssssssssasssnsans LS a9 395 ,11-1-6
63 veeee (RWO) sl SUI (s 221 -2-6
06ererererereererereresenesesessesssssssesssesesesessssesesesesesesesesessssssesene (WUE) sW JMest 46 -3-6
67 vereressesesesessesrssssesnaressessanes (CHL) JSJI (5 sl (s 5221 -4-6
67 eeeeeeeveeemessessemessssssssemmmsesessssemmsssesssssseseesssesssssesmssesssesesmmsssssssernmeens (S) g, 5 i g2l 5-6
(1 T (R) &) Ssal ASY1-6-6
Budget gl Al Jlenzaly 35121 -7-6
Thueeererereesssreneesesnenesssensnenens S g w gl B D L sb a3 hs -1-7-6
T6reerearesess s s s s e e e e e SU sy ol B 2.7-6
T T eeuererererenessssnsnsnsnsssnsnsssssnssesesesensnssesssenesenessnsnens SLS e 9593 4 3 SU sleY! #6-37-6
T et errnsesmssssssssanssssssssass st s ass R AR RS RS RS R RS R RS R R RRSRRR R AR R AR R SRRt B3
821 ssrerruussssssessassssss s se R s RS R RR R R AR RR R RR SRR 100 et =



i)y SV da2 (g e 2009/2008 £y H a b IV Ayl sda o A
S Jlemzad Al aST U asl, )l sl 208 ¢ Cadeen (ITGC) xS uoloeald
a8l s adls sl 1) IV e Olimel) Aleets Sliol Ol 3 dgal )
o8 Ws D)5 5eST R) S Fadll SN (9) B Rpetd) ¢ e A 50l
L;AJ)JIUJQ‘JALJ?M o.:\.& 2\.:.‘»\.:15\ Eb}\wgﬁw\ Z\.wbb J%déﬁsjd@\t}&
SW st b o 2V Al sl e g e o A ey dex
A ¢ (W) C:A\ il 3 (WUE) Wl JDes) &)l ¢ (CHL) & ) szme) 6 2= c(RWC)gSfMA\
393 0 adle 0S5 A i ddl 8 Ll A, LU Of LY o anl ) ads Dt L
LUV Slde M o SIS iy Wil ks 35500 Jsall SO page bl
SLS o o oty ol 3 ga My Sl S Bl Laile ) am op Aol 2 sl
o 330 o s Jeo S8 e 13 110 LU OF st adly 5
S Jan e Lol Bsme L)l obdle Seall MKWV Jge e Ay e
Lzl Wlemin) apad | sl 25 U LoYL ¢ (WUE W, RWC , CHL) 5 =Y o o) 55 504
J.'u ZL::.:.,J\ CJ\I&}U DR r.aé .,\.34“ o LSa (*5.:\.5\ Budget gy GAUJ.; R.‘.»\J.U\ oda M
L;?\l\ S gl Ol i — GAU);‘.S\ lda L ) LS™ ¢ Evapotranspiration 3 el « C:;J\
Bl Ol JW sl Y ol 2d sl ¢ ddled) sad) e S5 & 2
i, 4l Bt e dd) Al M) 2l o (Triticum durum Desf.) Lo od) dotal) LS
¢ o S et mdl Al el Plisal Bl ¢ )0 Seall WSSV




Résumé :

Cette étude a été réalisée durant la saison agricole 2008 /2009 a la station ITGC de Sétif ;
I’objectif de cette étude est d’évaluer I'intérét de I'utilisation de 1’image numérique et son
analyse en tant que criteére de sélection des variétés tolérantes a la sécheresse a travers la mise
en évidence du role de quelques parametres physiologiques comme la sénescence de la feuille
(S) et la réflectance (R),cette mise en évidence s’est basé sur 1’étude de la relation du
rendement avec la teneur relative en eau (RWC), la teneur en chlorophylle I’efficacité
d’utilisation de I’eau et ’efficacit¢ de la transpiration, I’étude a montré I’intérét de la
sénescence foliaire dans la sélection de variétés tolérantes a la sécheresse, en effet, les vari¢tés
a sénescence lente enregistrent les meilleurs rendements; la réflectance s’est liée au
rendement en grain et ses composantes ; les variétés a faible réflectance ont enregistré des
rendements ¢élevés ; la réflectance s’est liée d’une manicre significative avec la teneur en
chlorophylle,l’efficacité de la transpiration,la teneur relative en eau et 1’efficacité d’utilisation
de I’eau, en plus de I'utilisation de I’analyse numérique de I’image , nous avons utilis¢ un
modele de simulation (Budget) qui a permis de calculer quelques paramétres comme la
transpiration et 1’évaporation, ce programme a permis également de suivre I’état hydrique du
sol selon les stades de développement de la plante.

Mots clés: Bl¢ dur (Triticum durum desf) , Image numérique , La sénescence foliaire ,

La réflectance , L’efficacité d’utilisation d’eau , L’efficacité de la transpiration , La teneur

relative en eau , La teneur en chlorophylle .



Abstract :

This study was conducted during the 2008/2009 agricultural season at ITGC station of Sétif;
the objective of this study is to evaluate the advantages of using numerical analysis of image
as a criterion for durum wheat selection under drought conditions through highlighting the
role of some physiological parameters such as leaf senescence (S) and reflectance (R),based
on the relationship between yield and relative water content (RWC), chlorophyll content,
water use efficiency and transpiration efficiency, this study evidenced the interest of using
image analysis ; indeed, varieties with slow senescence showed the highest grain yield. In
parallel, the reflectance was related to grain yield and its components. Low reflectance is
connected with high grain yield. More reflectance was linked significantly with chlorophyll
content, transpiration efficiency, relative water content and water use efficiency, in addition to
numerical analysis of image, a simulation model (Budget) was used which allowed to
calculate some parameters such as transpiration and evaporation. This program has also

monitor soil water status by stage of plant development.
Key words: durum Wheat (Triticum durum desf) , Digital image , Leaf senescence ,

Reflectance Water use efficiency , Transpiration efficiency , Relative water content ,

Chlorophyll content .
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nle 79l B B Gamadll B 1 5 A s BB g b o Oy B s oS Al p sy
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A A 385 100 o b il Bt ol s e s e oG ae 245040
coan l de W Splday o S aaL Oy el o das Of S&
A I LU O (il Bles¥) e 8,0 4 i s o 55 OF 1 g 5 (1981) Angus et al.
Ty gddl o SO b il 5 A ol s ST e i Ly O ey olend Bl O
. (Fischer, 1985) ¢UzaY) dlos
D (GS1) & Bshd) — @il &

5eladYl gl g gl el it me s B W B A s ol Al
5,14 a3 o) duwledl L (O’Toole and Stockle, 1991) (GS1) a> LI L& o> Joly
o cans Al L ede s ails I e s eadl oSG (GST) AU eds Y 2 l)
sde it il 5 A1 Sl s . (Shpiler and Blum, 1986) sed) Lzl 5 38, J) d>lull 2k
. (Midmore ef al., 1984) lul) amzl) (6T 2aidl sUaal sue Lyl 4 31,
S sY) sde a3l LWL (Phyllochron) &5 S sbdll V5 5as 50 40 & s A 5
. (Cao and Moss , 1994)

1(GS2) A = (lor g3 M aedll) By 1 Bt -

ez ) sde L (GS2) Al U Al s 5eST jua (Double ridges) d- 93 A i) 5eb
LT RO O e e P g N O A e P
e oAl A ol A s G sas L sl ol A s (A sas e Bad
ﬁ.aj'_ﬂ\wgsj\ P32 30 I % 4 A g 3oy B ys Jdas sl A 3 Wl
DB U a L) By s G sde e 84 s 36 L (Fischer, 1985)
Clg e B E By b e L sl alald) e GV A o aad] Ll
S #5 GS2 A L M 29255 ) > a3 ie L“S»U\ CA.EJ\ Of 19,451 (1977) Warrington ef al.
2015 5 > Ao > s Ul ) e LA A N Alaldl e G e % 40 Je Lo
o)A s oy e bl s 3ol a8l gl (Gl 5 kL als L s
3 o dmladl (3 S el Sl AW S A Ol s e GS2 3 L) B alls
Ml M 8 A a5 9 (Vernalisation) iUJB;U 4=z Y) ¢ (Photoperiod) L;fj«aﬂ
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el o) Slwlal) 428l 5,08 3 AW 5,1 A ol 3 S5 s b ¢ smudl e . (Blum, 1986)
. (Berry and Rawson, 1981) QU)J:Q‘};[\ Ja e
1 (GS3) & P ) giadl = gl -3

o ek B Canall Sl 35 s 3 e ab lede Jo A sl
Gro W By ¢ e o Al e U1 A es anE g sladl g Lol o LS5 5 A
Lo 05y el
ey adly Ao s Jua 5 A A s gL, ¢ 2026 -12 Gple gl S S IO
. (Wardlaw et al., 1980 ; Wiegand and Cuellar, 1981) % 8 — 4 Jdas. < 059 3 23l as
to ol S S (Sofield ef al., 1977) o e e a3 830 1 5 ol bl 2 e S0l
Lyl ¢ o) s e aoldl g amnall o)l as 2ad 5 Sl i sl o 20 g o0 L Bline
o (3 0GR 055 L@l UL g el pedd 1S U s 24 3l 81 ol )
C AWl Y T Sas b g 3l sl sda ¢ VUL
5l gl ol 3 B R ) o ol g s ) A sl Y ol
i) A dedald @l &lwiu) . HSP (Heat shock proteins ) &) &) dsdiall ol e
s ot ¢ Wl B8 5 4 ol tols Sl gl i 5w 2l IV e 0S5
Shsle 2210 - 50052 LI Ol 1l 3385 5 ) Ol il 2o e L WD 0555 Leie
(HSP) 2l A el b5y 5 -l e a2 OF (Kot s Ay SLd e (6
B b S Bl ol e 5 IS e 5Vl 0 5T 08 5 ¢ (E1 Madidi and Zivy, 1993)

. L;;—T dizy oble! )T SJ\}-\ dor > Ayl § Ao (ol Csj‘

D doomdl 983 9 ) Slg]3-5-1
S R R e R p NV W WS Pt S WU 2 P RN
Srall S A sus e ST 0L L (Lyons, 1973) 2012 sgde 3 0SS Lis 33 M e
&l 5 die L= (Photoinhibition) S sall Sl 5 Jpdll il Ol 3 e daisd
-y g etz @ A g Ll els 335 o ¢ (Powles ef al., 1983) daisil) 3504
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2 BB as mny Ladsie 5 > Ol s die ¢ gl Liskll 2= (Greer et al., 1986)
Tl a2tV 3y sl 3555 8STh an @ Saal) 2SS 28

. (Bongi and Long, 1987)

o Y 0 S ST aBls ¢ Saall oS ) s alls (3 res 83 gl At ) ol U
. (Pollock et al., 1983 ; Pollock, 1984) &aS™ 2kl 51, 5 S 31541 20087 5 G143

azisll 8 A ol il Ll S e e et W e ol S (ST

5 ablis 3 dp daes o) > ol ol 545 . (Koster and Lynch, 1992)
. (Leegood and Edward, 1996) Rubisco—!

@y Sat o demdl G 3 a8 ALl 3 Se Y bl el YU (lase (3
353 gdl old) Bl ST 0 ST 2l sl ol e L 31,5V @ g0 @ ey (Necrosis) 8 )
B, Bl cple Al M M aols ol L)l destl) o U e 187 ISy Sy ol
5 el oMl gl pleml IS e ey Bl 0l ae LT B Lie el
B y5 g haall O3 Lo sl obl 5 > dr s OS5 Ul glay demd) o L bladd dla il
IV ) ¢ las] 9 5 5le B 4 5 (Harding ef al., 1990) p°4 — L) s> 251 2mensVV 3 ) >
A S @l e LYl e g ) M (ealad Gk aal e L aslall ansll LU
LY G el T S W Y e sl Y s e (Escape)

Dt sl 4541

isbe 3 B A Slles Gt L Al Satey ki OS5 a0l 3 @8
8 i ebans 13 L ¢ elll e ) A 01 ol b s A sl 0] 3
60— 1 oyl e dJl 555 85V ada OB Lt sl o 0s 1500 — 1000 &5 Lo U
. (Shannon, 1997) e} 1o LS/ b0
oW g (23U (65 5V Sl Y (1 e, G 30 D e il 3 35 8 ) i e
Slleall o Ll L (Kirst, 1989) s o p V1 O (s @Y sl Y (—
Sl i, asLudl c W 8 2 as U 0B bl ISKay g i UL T ae J g )
. (Shannon, 1997) &> ylell alaws 520 Las 3,08 maill ¢ 395 A 5 3 54

-14 -



Jpadl g e il 6es

L) ey e a2 UL A 242 45 dsim )& () & D) A ol
% 50 Aoty iy i dtill medll WL 5L sde OB 8.8 ds/m — A& a5 s dis
O9 S sl 3 Wy oy Ll &dll s g s 4 2 i~ . (Francois et al, 1986)
¢ (Maas and Grieve, 1986) o J) SL! (3 G155V sae jzisey LWLy (Phyllochron)
P R I o [ Voo RSN S W RN Y - S N
Lt . &) 5 aglany) slaaVsae j2ad 4 ¢ slleaY iy o 3 Lal S5 3 d) il
slsll e 3 JU e el W clasY 0B 75dsim B A ke B s )l
me - (Avers et al., 1952) 2= G 15T 8T o A ks o8 asas adln a5lnY)
. (Grieve et al., 1994) &= s} 5| ST o F ¢ s dmr ) 1 )
O ¢ 5,50 B 2l W52 aal ey ¢ n sl Al e dm Sl e a1 e gl
. (Wyn Jones and Gorham , 1991) <l ole| 9 2l (3
-(Ayers and Wescot , 1976) % 50 iy meadll 393 10 242 13 ds/m (§ gl () 2 I (6 guns
Al eadl) 333 0 a3l Ty Gl el &l 2 M1 ol Relid ] e il o
A (S gl Ladkie Gl a5 95 0 2Bl - (3 ¢ 5.9 ds/m Aagdl) A Gl did (6 gl Lz
el 1 (3 (Na) p s sl 5875 g Lo Lo o 2 ) o OF ey . 8.6 ds/m el 2 M)
) 3 Na/K Bl g edl) o593 M cple o Byl L s
LU is 4l i e Ladsis 05 (Na) e 32l 1S 5 . (Ashraf and O’Leary, 1996)
. (Salama et al., 1994) i> Juld aulod) a1, ) LY o B dhedl) 231, i
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sl IVt dwd 2
HW-TRY IR

a3l ule ) D e Lgie iy (water use efficiency : WUE) cW) JDaes) dled Lo gas

s s oda =SS O] ¢ (Richards ef al., 2002 ) 554 G sde M sl daS g @

ilo Plhaw! Ll o AU ol (3 G LB Ol jshy 16 e b A 0 e
DMl 3l e St WL L) sk o) e JulST e ) sl cleis) 13 Losy (WUE pe)

uf’\.JLA w‘ LﬁT (.519 &_}J.x.? ;U.\ JM\ Z\ﬂ_SLx_é LSJD-T 2\.32-\.} Bl (BOS, 1985) (WUEcrude) (\:—
. (Gardner et al., 1985) LS"L‘ J)JJ.U Jda CL’J;}} Lol W Z\c.o.f 9 LS';\ JJJJ.&\

Dol M) A ad) ddhased (..,a\.él\ 222

plie Bis S &l 9 (2007) Tambussi et al. <2 b o G il NN aag ) L) Iataa
W M) adlas i o LA B b

Water Use

Efficiency

sl Izl A lad) ddhesel (,.,a\.él\ 2 3 AP

Measured

N

Estimated

WUE instantaneous— A / E

1 Gas exchange

WUE intrinsic™ A / g

WUEpiomass=Dry Matter/ ET

Integrated

WUE yicld = Grain Yield/ET

—>

Carbon isotope discrimination
(A"C) : an integration of A/g ratio

A : net photosynthetic rate ; E : transpiration rate ; G : stomatal conductance ; ET : evapotranspiration
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: (WUE instantaneous ,WUE intrinsic ) a‘.’.ﬁ}é" j a‘.‘.b‘u‘ Q-U.‘ JM‘ Z\.:!bé '1'2'2
dewdl T e O3 jar oW1 Dl 3 0leb (33, 501 J2e) gsfﬁ"ah S Al elael (6 s s

o sl S ades U Jrad) 0 SU ST 36 5 bl S cpls

(E : Transpiration rate ) &z 31 & 22l & JM Cﬂ\ iS5 9 ¢ (A : net photosynthetic rate )

(Polley, 2002) (WUE instantaneous ) & 54! ol aaslll el JSzes) alady IU) ods (3 o

WUE instantaneous = A /E

S sl S uls ) IV s e s W) Mzl Al e 2T ok Sl - (3
@A Jsldl 5 () sl oS A Bhes IV Alzad) 0 SO a8 4l
W el a ey oU) Dl a0l -0 Lol lda oy 5(G : stomatal conductance)

D 3L @YWL e sy (Tambussi ef al., 2007) (WUE igrinsic) “aid! of & 8 o2
WUE intrinsic = A/ G

i g el sll) JShies) B (e B 1122

oSN ¢ abilons g a gty adaslll ol JMnal 3l e 70 ae i iy o0
(VPD) el 1 boxo (3 5ol Sl Y iy a bt sl JMasad b O (3 ey Ol )
. (Morgan and LeCain ,1991 ; Johnson, 1993) =z izl 5 4l
(SLW) Wl 3,51 o5l 051 on adalll o) Ml &b a5 Ao zall 8 bl oy e
BN QW 3 ol 05 O G (B, ) Bl 5 055 e And) 2 B )Le pay
S omle b3yl M by ) L ALl Bam g s Sl (oS B 3 sl )
33 g g0 W1 V] Bins 35 W1 a2 1 e ¢ adamlll sl Dlisal 2RI 5 3,0 25
sds g L2 » (Mesophyll) 40 lauw ol C‘"“M & 83— ;) . (Morgan and LeCain , 1991)
I3l &l i 5 WLy ¢ cad) dalall s (3 8sl 0 1) il 05 Bl sl oS
o R 5, ke e cL L JManal &)U xb OF L. (Tambussi ef al., 2007) ala>ll s
i gl )l Gy b e sl Blg) Bl Bde W 0L I ¢ Saall oS
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a Ol o al Jalall (3 (olaENIg Lot (g o e 065 aglaml) el ISzl 2led (3 551 5
ab Ales b dgr g e Ll U&7 LS . (Bolger and Turner, 1998) sodl duws g Pl
M) 3lab (3 30 06 U 2 a5 sl sl JSlii) b Cple 3 ey Y
Van den Boogaard ef al., 1997;) s 5! Joldl s IV o Lia] 055 & o 44 oWl

Lne ol ol wa o 5eiall (S 315,08 &5 5f ¢ (Ashrafand Bashir, 2003

. (Morgan and LeCain, 1991)

: (WUE yieta , WUEBiomass) & g3 kS @ 333 pold st ISl Ad 222
) Manal a3 B3LoYL sW JDn) alad) woalis 0e dlir mladl L) ami LS
W Mol 3l 5 o595 MU Aol W) Il i Jleb a3y sd) g G lasll
oo s el IOl Jlad (1991) Richards o= 3 WU oda (3 ¢ a3l 35Ul 2ol
DA BN 3hy el Wy B S ule Al Dl
WUE = W / [1+(Es/T)]

.cms/as&\sgu\_gwmcwzgww D e

A ma e ) b e 5524l W) <Es

R TR PR FIU Y
Fond) Mot e Lgie el S oW JMazel 3Ua5 (1983) Sinclair et Tanner «ow 3 ¢ Lial
ol 2ulis ETP 50 JU &) 5o o) Juadl) scld ey v o 550 01 ol 2 ) 2lST1 s

WUE =Y/ ETP

o JS oled il ek b 1 e (2007) Tambussief al. v o i) e Ll
P VCE PITPS NN 1T EPRPC S RS TYUNUPS IR PEMM A PY

WUEgiomass = Dry Matter / ETR  (ETR= Evapotranspired water)

WUEiga = Grain yield / ETR
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oo Al sl 4aST g et e Bl a )y kA 8 sl e 48T KCETR LY
Sl Blie 0S5 ol g (T) el 2 b oo L) o el o) 2aS7  (Bs) % 31 ek

- (mm)

LARC) O 5 S plas f 322
105 i b iy 5 -13-2:2
2 € Lol e 09 S e ISl AW i Aleandl Bl e i
SULA L (s sl Ml Sal) 05 S ST 46 0 0% 1 V) M 5 s 0 S
Bhosy L) a3 oW1 6l o) 5 e Al 0550 LS 5 3 311 €1 2 €3 Lol (e
O3 S 2l 5 f € 51 e (5 CO) e 58COp el 5 Fsd)l 573
O o Bl s L3 9 85L) S5 e €/ €1 Al o3 s 5 Le 98 (ARC)
DAL MWL Lpe e s oLl CO) jhze jumy ) (5

ABC =[(R./ Rp)-1] x1000

S5 WA e 33 M €V € il a3 1 R,

. (Farquhar and Richards, 1984) <Ll e 33 9 sl €1/ € a4 3 |22 1 R,

D (ABC) O S i jed g s Ut It Alad e BBV -2 .3-2-2
oL ug"* &ﬁ,ﬁ\ sl ef Gy bl e UL s L (Araus et al., 2001 ; Pate, 2001)
) sl D e L

ABPC=a+®b-a) x(Ci/Ca) cevuun... (D)

I

- %044 S sl Ny ) e €O, il il i A fad) 12 a

gsfﬁ"bj‘ 5 A = J)T A COy Lis# D= oo sl Rubisco dawl sy sl J2 1 b
%027 ($ sl 523
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(Pate, 2001) J)sdl e o W) Law i 5 ) Gole Lo I e €O, 2575 K Coy G
A Al e Jpadl e LS (1) Bslall es Bsaall il 2y e

APC=4.4+22.6 x (Ci/Ca) eereunn... )

(Gl Co) ) 5 L) a5, (APC) 05 S s d OF 01 jlas (2) 5 (1) el
Azl COp ) S e and) IV e L el S s W) V] Al Wil 73 LS
Lgs px (T) 5(A) o JS (D) ) b oo el sl 5 (A) Joall o8 Al adae DL

s el dslall
A=2x(Ca=GCi) erverenns(3)
T =gwx (Wi— Wa)euwoo(d)

e

G e@n— A eyl B 5@y — 4 e 5 CO e ISI ad) ol i (g)
sl 12 2S5 250 5 (CamCi) 2k 4 e 0 S deST Gl 5875 2 )5
75 F . (Condon eral.,2002) &, 51 J>=1> 5 8, )l =yl ol od) oy U3 5 (Wi- W) 5L
Byl els Jlo 0S5 056 sl s e (3B 2l Jle 05 0 SO ST 0

2 (5) Woladl e aizadl (6) Wolal) Jloaazol Wlo S Wl Sl ale

WUE = A/T = [ge(ca — & )] / [g(Wi — Wa )]eeeevveens (5)

WUE = 0.6 ¢, (1— i/€a) / (Wi — Wa)eveerrreersrueennns (6)
(1) ondalall L el (3 el 12 5 0 S seeSTT g el LYl Jolas Ji50.6 2l
a5 (6) Wbl (i (3 ¢ (Gi/ C) ) 5 Lal#) Lo (APC) 052 S s 58 OF 01 gl (2) 5
aab 5 05 S a5 5 OB A G/ C) et 5 Ll g e oWl Dzl 3 Jlab O
. (Condon et al., 2002) Logi Lod Llw Olas o W) JDlazes)
Jwyyw;u\mewjoﬁ,ﬂﬁ&sﬁgwuwwuﬂ\mg;jw)

. (Farquhar and Richards, 1984) (k! CA.EJ\ o Sl g UMS“ & C,.:;—T o)
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: Bl 85 gd Oled) e 535 0 O 9 S plas jod BV 3.3-2-2

ek g pmidly el (3595 0 Cple BN Aelys S L Slehdll e el ey o
(Condon et al., 1987 ; Acevedo, 1993 ; Araus et al., Ldl.c) 63 4d2 L) o> Oﬁﬂ\ gy
ST 1Y e il e ez e Slal )l sda o F o (1998 ; Voltas ef al., 1999
2 e e G o e L il Msww;a;b)yuﬁjggjscmc@s
DL o e WY g il ey e 6 Y1 Gailad a3 Leses 5 0 O S
LBl ol pes Ll o alg] W el 0 S s 8 s 0 ople ala>U)
O Lgnb 5 S O g OB VL 05 S s 5k 0 90 41 le s bl ) a5
G S sl Plaal s S 13 L (R sYl) o ) e G W dSen) 2l
ST 8, V) 0l 2l oy ¢ B B 2 ) e 5 ale oS S5 0B ¢ R Y
. (Condon and Richards, 1993 ; Ehdaie et al., 1991) s L= )T o] L obl s )Yl

C Sl Y Ole e el atde of oy b5 5 0 S pla 5 03 Bl Y
) el e Il peaad) el ) 81 YT S 0

C0e Sk g e U e Cule LIS LU @ bl wlal ) e il W

APC A3 (3 Jomeed) GLII sianll o 8 it 050 S a5 5k 5595 ) O @831 1
T3 Wipgs 5 s SW sl Yl OLe (3 22l ABC o8 5 o M e o) J e o8
B3 oldl cosd 3 S (g @A ol @ ol e 2456 ABC v 3 o)
@4 S (&) gl S A 5,08 3 ol il e Lz APC
. (Condon et al., 1990 ; Morgan and LeCain, 1991)
A e g ) S Lol e aalt] ST OSG Hsgo M 00 Sl sk B
(HD) sbad) j35a 5 050 S gl sad 4181 B3I Ll ds ¢ (Condon et al., 2002) & s Sl

. (Morgan et al., 1993)

:g\l\ Sl yu e 4 st IMzee) dJad 4-2-2
a0 5l ity ¢ oW Dl adlad (38 55l da ) Lohsall e dl g SUI sl
(Kanemasu and Tanner, 1969) (s &) Jsladl 23L5 o L;BJjj‘ C.M:S\ 848 Lasls ) o @ 2l
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o S OO oo B A a5 5 aal el L W JSaca) Bl (3 8505w o)
ple S L 2 a0 a8 Ay alas e el JSlasel 2lb OF (6f sl Y1 38 sl ST
sty Fal S A N ) e S il ) o A b e B
31 o U1 sleom Y1 G bl ST (3 Ll ¢ O U5 o . (Payne et al.,1992) =)
L) S B 5al 5 Al oo el s 2l el ez Ll a2l

oo el e W) D) d e & L;LU s>y . (Nobel, 1991 ; Ismail and Hall, 1992)

. (Hall et al., 1990 ; Osorio and Pereira, 1994) &5Ld) ¢ 1Y)
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sl 53
Dy T 1-3

SIS Ll e e s ) o S iy i B3 ) sl ) e
(Scanners) 4.3 ! C‘“U SNT o 5 20l JI ysaaddl @NT o Jﬁ‘w S 4V (S s e
S ) e g B B,V e, e Bl el 3yl sl ey sl
honzad 23 I gall L J S5 ¢ ) 01l 3L Jlemza ¥l Bl 5 2 28 5 pm L
=% ¢ (Schrevens and Racymaeckers, 1992) = Wd) 3 (1) sl Cao o L) msl ISy
Jdre v_‘_jj 3 (Perez et al., 2000 ; Woebbecke et al., 1995) L JJ«A; &3 U=l oL
Codaze) A . (Adamsen e al., 1999 ; Hafsi ef al., 2000) el Sls (3 A3,y i w2l
i ol Yl S e v ol el s IS ) ) G b5 23 )1 peall
@l ;5 ¢ (Ahmed and Reid, 1996) (33531 5 SW sl &l 3 b ¢ gt ¢ sestl 3
3¢l 350 T e ol oY) J2m 15T (sl v 10S7 5 (Bacci et al., 1998) duzisll 3 ) 4
.(Martin and Rybicki , 1998) s )4} &l (3 & 9 )l ub\,»iy\ o2 1S o (Price et al., 1993)
Syl SV iy B e 2l AST B3 ) sl B b el ada Ll )3 e

Pady I i el phge 23
D ady I i e il LU g 25440 1-2-3
GF ks s B Ao ) B4 s e e il e 2T e e )
5 WS sl OMeladl e il W e Lises Oaig ¢ S A0 il
A5, ) o id) o (Smart, 1994) W @ pr o pel) Jled) gl et Gl A ) 4
08 @ ) g pe By Bl sl ) 2 a5 O] T e O al b sl g ol
AU Lal pens WS a2V Gl y U gl jaB e S e mU B )
. (Hafsi et al., 2000) S\, )\ Lol 5 ala ) 34 Jal)
o b ¢ el Olejy O o ot o) e il LT (it (1980) Leopold
it gpd) o g o) 1 UL eds (3 ean (Annual cereal ) < s oo LI ST @ )
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ad odd s;\jik\ e A Uy g oMadd dmndl SUL (4> (3 « Monocarpic senescence —;
Y L:Sjs i gl ¢ Top senescence — & sl ) ods (3 o5 ¢ @l £ ax )
Y ol 3 L:;J\ 9 ¢« Deciduous senescence —; £ godl fuad L& de 35 )l JieaY

. (Smart, 1994) Autumnal senescence — goned L:SJ‘ g A FEe Y| Bt P
¢ AV s s b SV G5 B el it mey A 5 5 el SUL e

. Sequential senescence — Lz N9

D A8y ) B pdd) sl Aot Ol i) 2-2-3
. (Smart et al., 1995 ; Noodén ef al., 1997) &), 5 Sluor &3) 0 wf 0585 48, o) 2 gl
Mol e o (2d L opr Bik 5ol Wb Bl S5 il o A5 o)) B et SO
Blel g Bl wilg e ple K @ 2V olles ale o wlbe VST
o2l Al 315 e all el C oW s 3 L SLAA (Recyeling) 945
M godl a5 Aol & ) i) Ll agadt s ) o2 sl oS ) bl
.l:l';l-\qu‘UbjQgﬂﬁ\u\ﬁxﬂ\wufﬁy\uwgCJMHlac

DG G pedl e ddb ) g 4 O et 1-2-2-3
Uy B (S gt e Bt gy e 24T ) Gl e ) i
A R ) G 30 VT il L T ) s i) B el Lesas
AW NCH ECS e RPN S SE N UG E IR IS A I SN P ERIC i T P
35l 5 6, S G (3 ¢ (Dodge, 1970) &) 12l lbladl e 3 e J 3N Lasd5 i sl
(Woolhouse, 1984 ; Smart, 1994 ; 4> i) oo dedisll |1 1 Jo dades 25
M g 1 (s snnd) e ol ol il oal asids (oelll) 6 J 9k . Inada e al., 1998)
R FRCH L PR YN et NG PO PR PR S P [ Y]
Dol piadt Ol -
oA Ee B G sl 0¥ e 5 SO ) o el ad slilal)
B Wb ol gyl e dr) g asdams 5 ¢ (Makino and Osmond, 1991) %80 -70 (r—le
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a5y e ¢ 510 L S oo o WS ¢ il clilall o sl ST AL
Laglll At g i)l U O padl eda I o3 A5 SO 9 W 5n Plastoglobuli —)
¢ ol Olslall pLSSH L 48, ) a il cUT ¢ Ll L (Dodge, 1970) 31, s
. ADN I &S Ll ¢ 5l olaball a1l k! 5 Rubisco ) @50 W& 5 LS
< T-l-g (Desimone et al., 1998) Rubisco —! 9 (Takamiya et al., 2000) , j-ALJ\ ISy
24 o s el ad) Sllall £l Y i Y el e sllall
3 UEJJJLQ‘ ¢y g le‘o gSf\j- el el pad) Slslall Cjb‘- Plastoglobuli —! &Sz s>
e oSl Ll (s 52y (Guiamét e al., 1999) Sl (oS AL dhall o3 ol
. (Thompson ef al., 1998) 4355S Ml dold) 0 sall 2] wlizie
D ks Sy 5 U -0

B s sl SUSTN al oF ON) UL Ol I B e V) SIS
o el blas B> J 28, 1 ds i)l I L (Thompson ef al., 1998) iU & ,SU
« lipoxygenase « phospholipase D : Lgws aaeV) Gy & pald of Wl o L:S'H oY)
. phosphatidic acid phosphatase
U URFICHNWA PV RPN UN W P U VO PAT) il @Y e phospholipase D
O ¢« (Thompson et al., 1998) O sa) pdr Bles (3 I pla o Ll o lipoxygenase & !
Joln i e (s b Lay W s 28V s o Oadl) pia il 5 1S5
a2 e S bl Sles a il ez g 228N Lo oF Ty a s

P Ol g ) M 5T S~
sl Gy Jo B 5t 050 oyl SSs ol ol Ko

DU e e ol g ) pds O3] e el (Vierstra, 1996) 8 51 5 (cytosol)
[T QECRAS g:sj‘ i) P LS 9 <9 Carboxypeptidases s Amino « Endoproteases
¢ (Huffaker, 1990) <\ szl o> alaid) Protease —) colay 5} dorl 5 bl LaST ¢ ol
(Vierstra, 1996 ; Adam and Clarke, ¢! w23l Olkilall o> (Z;*S\f‘ REQNESPY Layl el LS

. (Distefano et al., 1999) Peroxisomes —) <lawwr (S sis e 9 (2002
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Dl el Oy 5T O i s

Bty ol o e B o AL Al 5 (DNA) B 53l P Loy as
i il T ) ol (3 ol ) am o> J U5 s ¢ (Feller and Fischer, 1994)
o pptd) IOty ) SV T g eSSy by SIS il Ll ey L 3
DNA &wS eils GUiS L> ) LS. (O’Brien ef al.,, 1998 ; Yen and Yang, 1998) i3,
13, ) i s st s () 5V ST e e o) ) Sl
. (Scott and Possigham, 1983)
(Masclaux ez al., 2000 ) RNA (5 3 53) zaml Syl ol mnd) (23l 43 ) ) ar el DU
RNA &S a5l ¢ (Bate ef al., 1991) ¢l pad) olailall RNA &eS abls i) iy
3 ) By o dd) ol p B ae RNase @3] AbLAT )55 5 Bl 520 0580
. (Blank and McKeon, 1991)

DAy A i) Ol 323
D B el gall 1-3-2-3
L) Jol sl Sl paddy ¢ asd) O Bl e o us Ly By et L) iy
izl Ol add Ol Commty L B il Sgds e WLl o e il el Pk
- (Bl A ) 22V SMadl e Ao e,
¢ gl =
£ 3 S5 seloYlsus 5 seloYl ey ¢ (Photoperiod) (Jsall 3yl dde e ST 0]
sl e glg) Sy 5 oV sl d p SlaY) sas @ sl ol
. (Habjorg, 1972)
By sV Izl ol e it s szl e oel) Jamtg B ¢ WS e
G i il s dey o 25 00 S& ISST L) s . (Hodges and Forney, 2000 )
i il Bl we Rizdsus Sels] 348 o2 (Loluim temulentum) Weid) DU J& O d
S (3 dabns 055 a8 Bl ey B0 Sl e Jylles ) (28 s

-26 -



N iWS 28l L (Mae et al., 1993) Leeidd LIS a5 all UL o Bl JEI 3 as sl
50 b eeid) a5l UL & adllall S 3 agky 0SS sl Rubisco
oo el A 0 alllll B,V @ w05 Saall oS A B g Bl ks
. (Mae et al., 1993) el 3 5l 2 2kl 31, 530 & ,lis 2t i)
8yl Ay -0

S Sl ¢ et 58 A B s e dm A ] g e el 83 b
o gk OF (SO 8 A ol s ¢ ges $l3 L) Gl ¢ (Koski and Selkainaho, 1982)
o2l G r 8 A Sl g3y OUT e S e a5 £ 15V e (3 sed) oLl
. (Wolfe et al., 1988 ; Guo et al.,1998) &3 , 5| &> e il de ol G JUR) Ll sall
blas ja2if g Protease—! g5 blas 5i sy dm dadr 55040 Ol ps ¢ Me el (3
. (Al Katib and Paulsen, 1985) Rubisco—! ¢ ;|

P ST iy Jal e -~

D ke Bl ol Slaill am 3l b T ae Sad 4 B i)
B U o (X P ¥ PP R ey R SR Y
Bl el 5y Bl el e el SLARL 38T~ 5d y a) aole 315,V A s
. (Thomas and Stoddart, 1980 ; Marschner, 1986) , skl of sLasl and> of
a5l B ) jad Ll 43 e gle ¢ ki U155 Ol s ¢ S sl ) BLaYL
. (Vieria Santos et al., 2001)
G 55 00 S ST Gl 5 0950V 5875 5 Joe Bl lpsd) Jam ¢ M5 ) o
o2 A= O]« (Pell er al., 1999) Lol JKiy x peidl Syl 0 3 g ple iy 5o
s e or Rubisco &St 2 5 dgr e Bl ds e n Ay 05500
. (Padkkonen et al., 1997)
ab e e 5515 Oy b o ) Gl OF @ gl Ol ol de oy ~T bl s
o isle Oy b o F Bl lle B)le | S a8, 1 el L T 0p SO aST
. (Miller et al., 1997 ; Ludewig and Sonnewald, 2000) O s ,Q\ denST L}U S5
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Dl ol gt 2-3-2-3
: (Ethylene) ookt =i
S o @) r Al e )y el s ) @ Bl O]
S8 AR b jhas e Gda)) BL5) L (Aharoni and lieberman, 1979) &Yl
i Bl Bl oV o B, ) e ol s e i gn W1 O ¢ 435 A il
e OF sy . (Grbic and Beecker, 1995) Laall and> of izl 31,431 9 &yl (s 63 5 sams
Sogre b o s wy (S By ks ol an dis i nll i Gy
. (John et al., 1995) wbolelall = fa a5Lad) ¢ 1 5Y1 Jam 815l a2
: (Cytokinin) nuS simwd! =
¢ (Richmond and Lang, 1957) Kinetins : i LS sndl e dm ) @L5Y)
id iz il Lleyg »5 T - Benzylaminopurine (BA) 5 Zeatin ¢ Dihydrozeatin
Ol i By ol OF D e el Ol 0l e oy ol il s . (Singh et al., 1992a)
Lbles 5 Lasly mdad I n Lajl sl dns O S ) 8 S
o )gs oS M\ @Md ol g,.j . ( Zavalet-Mancera ef al., 1999) Benzylaminopurine (BA)—
o ¢ (Van Staden et al., 1988) dbﬁf\ j;' LY el (v-’*j o3 (6 st o D, Jg“‘ 3
S srma e L o OF oy Ol ol e ol sl ol
DA s e Sl el inas ol Z ) b b S we ¢ (Singh er al., 1992b) &) G1 5Y)
s B aY st o LS smd) sl 2 Y QWb S5V B s 03 J g% Y
. (Faiss et al., 1997) &3, 5| d> pecidl o (3 et I L)
A L Ol gp -
Vo B8 sy Sy o 85,50 ) DD A5l Dl A1 SL ik )
Gibberellins(GA) 5 Jasmonates (JA) « Abscisic acid (ABA) : |0 &b g0 b1 2y Slia STy
it il IVt ol LS )55 ABA @l gims OF dor g L a3, 1 i sl @0l U Of
S A I /N - N [V P L I S U O E= S P
. (Noodén, 1988) &) (5 5! sl ST WIS™ 5 ) sz (ol (3 a7 jLis
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RIS e i Ogn A 1A B G 0T Y g ) s sl cWT S L JA L s

(Creelman and Mullet, 1997) gfd\ oS AL Al ol ol s u'pu;é\) sl LS

r—«’é»f 3 Ay A (L) o2l Salicylic acid 5 Auxins ¢ &L 5,8 I obsa a1 BLoYL
. (Clouse and Sasse, 1998 ; Morris et al., 2000) 43 , ol & g 2l

s oy -

cadyl ae el e Wb olaa gy I faw e LY a1 il of as

43 ) ) i el Ty 5 88,01 has ol o a5 e il Badoins 0S5 Sl ol g o

3 A A= V.A\.w.) ijy\ dd ¢ L, (Paul and Driscoll, 1997 ; Wingler et al., 1998)

3

. (Pan et al., 1998) &b, )| i i il U

: 393 ML & e dd) B 32-3

il e B 3 Bl Sleas Jo moly 85U a8, A e ad) 0B il U ST LS
S AL Seal S A s B U ooyl Je el GU LS ¢l et sl
15lesS” Lol gy J) Usg 5 a8l Bl ezt ygb ¢ Sl 3 B Sleal oal e 5ol
S A 5 B B d s g UL 05 S ST Uy sl e BBl B51 e 5 S 51 e 6L
sl B me i el sl s U Sl ST Bkee 3 PLENI OB W ¢ 5 )
- (Pajevic et al., 1999) &1 ¢ L sul ol W8 Jolad) jom (¢ Lo
madl) s pn My bl e85 IS S gl (oS A A ls G 83 L1 LLS Y1 2D O
b5 ¥ @ (Al Khatib and Paulsen, 1985 ; Spiertz et al., 1971)  péUl) % NUNES] 3 wj
S Ay gl s sad) e (A e e DV Sl ST bl OF s elds
e L el LS sy akes A TS B A, s i) b po Sy Jsa
(Patterson and Moss, 1979 ; Mi et al.,1999) > 53 LI 54£ Léb)su aglgdl a i) ol <Ll )
¢ (Hafsi ef al., 2000) &= l 055 5 5 5 sed) Ao o (B gine ol ) Ll o
9SS S P PN [ PONURJSW I RN UV RCIpY NP B SN RS I S PN S e

. (Wardlow, 1990 ; Mogensen et al., 1994) <!
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i il 055 5 W lin af s 5 35U 1 Y1 e el e Wl 8, 1 B s s
. (Borell and Douglas, 1996 ; Benziger et al., 1999 ) s )1 9 (Aleyar et al., 1995) jf}[\ 3 LS

. (Evans et al., 1969 ; Spiertz et al., 1971 ; Pajavic et al.,1999) &> g2l &s o Jdzs o

P dad Gl AN b 050 33
DaasY) J o le gealis 133
Dol segt da )l ) Bl e J1sbT OBl e g 3 52l ans) oo
08,50 0.39 - 0.20 ¢ Aoeaniil 3 sb ans) -
C 03,84 0.77-039 ¢ i L axa Y -
L 09 S 13077 ¢ ¢l ol o F 3 AV -
. 09,550 100.00 — 4.00 : s} podl o F axa Y -
AT s Al 2l ods e s OF L) (635 Lo e e 3550201 20331 b g O
¥ ) dasedl Alay) aaaW) a0 L Sen L sV ) e & o) G
sy ) eSSl alayl i) A & ¢« (Absorptance) dziel| ansy) oo a3l
alaslndl 2y ) 306U aJlay) anaY) a5 (Reflectance) dwSad! 22y o aladlo)
e Leam Sl 9 Azl ¢ adsld) ani Y| JlA&s . (Transmittance) 8Ll WA e
Al 2ns Y Sl g J o b 1Sy ekl w2y ¢ el 251 ) atlad
. (Seigle and Howell, 2002)

D S0P S Sy Sl g p B 2-3-3
& oleshall Jlarzal 3500 SlslemY) ddmdd Sl e el oy > 1960 e
den d U5 Ussp Ol e WSl Sl bl B g Jaall SO ik Leadds
Uss 5 L;?rﬂ-s‘ uﬂ&xiw b (2001) Carter and Knapp —w= . Ll Al J o> Sleslas,

RS RCHPPS P CH RN UL AR Cp RO R U=V WA A [ HER I PR CHPN VS
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Joxzal 5 ¢ Ol A2 2l mens Bib lg] g SOV i Ol 85 Bl s e U
e SOV b e o U 5 W s gl G aale de e JIbl bl )l eda (3
J 5 S W e 2 OF Lal T LS (05 S6r 077 - 0.39) S il s

sl gy sl ol sl b s Loland ST0S5 6l od) o f O 3 2xaY)

. (Gausman et al., 1970)

L o) Gyl A i 33530 el gl 333
D a8y ol A1) dd) 1-3-3-3

e S e 15V cp b )0 SO b (3 OVt o bl aslasY) oLl )
LBU)T o Laf J> 9 . (Gausman et al., 1970 ; Sinclair et al., 1971) L sne & jomy MY
) sl oL Gyl me BHWL ¢ syl p ST ST WS aldl 1l bl
SO L Al acdl (3 @Al ) MY s s ¢ (Hoffer and Johanssen, 1969)
1S™ 5 sl (3 alolb) Ol dl (L o adl 2 il e 3540 WSOV b
L3 a8 ) ) a il g e @5l b gl e mo 5y (5 3 Aol il )
Do U5 U] Sim Wy N a1 S es G SO Gl 3y

. (Knipling, 1967) ; szl

Py P mkw jailas 2-3-3-3
PSSV Gk (3 A A Ly Sp el B3l mag 1Sy R aidl LY asl g O
L;;))M uﬂ&ﬂ'w SR ] iy ) )L?ji“ of | o2 31 (1952) Gates and Tantraporn . L;EJJJ\
sda 355 4 a5l ol Jsb die 3, SV Al s e Gl S s 0T Y
et ekt e d wal e we gaall SN e ol Slabdll g 3 ¢ R i)
Oﬁ%L«ggal:é-qﬁas\C@snguﬁafg}uubmw%wqﬁi..uu,
Sl Of dor g o L;E))J\ u»\.{xiy\qm:bdl&aﬁt;glaucousness I PR

. (Johnson et al., 1983) 4w &) LoVl o ST 9% 12 S glaucousness PR
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D der g gl O pid) 303323

J o (ol SOV 8oL L 25 B4 & (i 8 o) ) s 0T
Lo ol @GN Gl B s Sy ASSY) L (Knipling, 1970) FA il
3 gl g 38 s Cfu\ sJ» (Hoffer and Johanssen, 1969) 4, sl L;?LU Sl jed A &
JKi s S5 8,0 g el 3 dold ol OF e ¢ o)) planll s
SLAl jam ek U Vs )3 (1974) Al Abbas er al. 3,50 &) piasd) Slall & m e
O b e )l ol wee Jaall WSV 80s & NLPLK, S, Ca, Mg : s &5l

Sl SV B (3w (g el (6 ) alls

sl Jol 04333

TR AN VC I WRTE S C JUCRICIE KR 5 N 0 E R g PN P O W2
< LL e soall e . (Ahlirch and Bauer, 1982 ; Demetriades et al., 1990) (Canopy geometry)
Wl oo 3 a0 2 Je e gpall oSl dldl) ans W) e BaST ST axt 2l
e Sl 8 ol e gt e ol padl of aas 1 2 as 203V e 28T ST S
s JaoW) ) W) n W an ol ¢ gl L alln 20U o) O) Y] Sdor
o2 Syl SOV (i a5 0 sV 2 es Sl WSOV w01 @ )

ce) el o ws) e

P o FsA S ik B g 4-3-3
25las e Spectroradiometer s& J so g Jlasial, = L;;)jj‘ J&"N\ b S
ey Slgn Jsb I as e f el a2l BV e o led s
b o sl edl e O3 g a5l A g ey sgb WL ¢ e U 1100 - 350 s
polyteteraflureothylene )T (Ba So4) Barium sulfate —JI -ps clizy C\ jﬁ Jlamiwly jled) s jT
3585 2o 4nS' e Gy joof WT 1) 0ds jaSliass s . (Weidner and Hsia, 1981) (PTFE)

Gk oS el 1600 — 300 yed Bl ge Job a5 Akl asY1 e 9% 97
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B e Chaaie Oy b o 13:00 - 11:00 Gwbe sl D S WSSV
i A e IS e il bl a3 0 35 S

U e 50— 40 dor o 5 a2 Il S el e
(Elvridge and Chen, 1995) &)l alslall o Bl 2 20 ol () SLedl Lgody ) kel S

(m Vfrcn.'u.' — Cﬂ‘ﬂrk)t.'rzmﬁbmmd x 100

% Reflectance =
m Vm:.'r.'u.' - d:?rk)mﬁb?m

(C"'Sjﬁ &51':‘.") M‘ )L@} L@"‘"\'E'-’- Q:_S'M C)‘;‘J'Z'H =mV actual

(C"'Sﬁ L;J':ﬂ) &'ﬁj‘ JL'\'E'A =C dark

i o Jydl Jaall S8 b o o 5 Gl sl 533

el el G OB g &5 M daad)
pimy g 0 a5 AR s e G ASOV) Gk (3 S e ) ST el
e &) sl e 815V 62 (Taiz and Zeiger, 2002) szl o S 0 SA o 55Y)
Soas gl ol axdW ol oail | (Fillella ef al, 1995) < g5 oo il 2 9 30, Loy
Sl e dzisis 5515 SO ¢ (Curran, 1989) e 5 680 — 660 wbe | sal SIS o
Jsasdl 5S35 W ¢ GUA L (Sims and Gamon, 2002) JW& e es il 3ad WISGL
SV odn w2 O g8 Coedl 3 ¢ 2056700 - 550 Cwle SR oz DY I 3 0SS
BnS” ST oS 8,0 o gl el L () 1 AR n Wl ST e 0SS
3 sl w5 gl 135 ) . (Huete ef al., 1984) &) o) of O 3 a3V Jl2 e a3 e
asj5 g s plal 55U ol sedl U sin ) 5 ¢ 2l 750 675 onle SN
oS8 9 (Red edge) &Y At oot el e JIs) Vs | (Carter and Spiering, 2002) &, ) (3

|As ¢ (Horler ef al., 1983a; Dawson and Curran, 1998) <Ll &> - e jT o ) allasial
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S 5y B 4 (sl 750-675) JA\;\}\ e es u»&:u“})\ 3 Sl

. (Horler et al., 1983b)  suz2e)

P ol Gl AR ik O g 633

sl ol e B 2B e S WSV Gk 0L el iyl ol
5 demn Sydll MKWV Gk L (Araus er al., 2001) ) 393 M e e Bl Sl
pan g e Ol 05T ) g B Ol ge J b s Razll ¢yl 18T e olel Ky
AL 5 e (25U 770 - 300) SN IR e WSOV Cib L olill B g dl) ailadd
o8 S e Wzl L b)) 3 sias ) G OB b e daal) ¢ sl 4.8 e day d>
ey Cins 00 WA ol b ke gaall WSSV JEe L ol Y
ehed) od O3 ol e WSOV e 30 Sl Bb e s sl LWl ol
B, ) Bl B b e Cimall olaze¥l a3y e 08 (e 1300 - 770)
Rl ool o dlaey 250, BN s dan WSV Cab ol 3 56 . (Knipling, 1970)
@\ 5 56 . (Araus ef al., 2001) ualiz e so Jsb i aend) MOV s e 340
mLdl o 0 L By ndl) OVl e i) i s 30 SO b
o) bl Slall S 55 Sl (S 5,08 ol Aa (23,4
b O hse o =P (@M 8 J skl . (Chapelle er al., 1992 ; Elliott and Regan, 1993)
- Ylozol SN ISy

D Do) S Sy By @ ) gl Gule BV 733
slodall 5 iUl e ) e 2l 2T 53 ey (31)5V1) (5 ) ¢ el (3 sl sl
VT bl 5 bl i gl 50l) Doell 50 550 0 lasl 2550 pa 2l (3 o)
S g et day Gk 4 O Ol B g il AU Wad Rl ) sl
Al ¢ (Townsend and Mclntosh, 1993) (5 2l ¢ se) 01l Sl t Ldomdd &5 o i
IR N RS EEI NG RN Y PIRE NNV CACTRRSTS HIA PR ERT D RE
G 3 ) oy 28 3230 8kl O] ¢ (Sibley et al.,1995 ; Innes et al., 1996) 3, 5
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o2 A By s Sliall (3 Aol Sl il am g o (polan¥) g WSS 3,5
223l ¢ (Merzlyak and Chivkunova, 2000) &l &5 sl saadl o az ) wlslgmY) om (1)

wl >3 5 (Ommen ef al., 1999) JUI s>y (Dixon et al., 2001) domwind) & PN
2 e Byshe 5 4835 35T Jleanal s s (S (Pletrini e al., 2002) Radsll § ) A

3 Aol Sl pim W e Sy ez i) clpe W Sl pgad) oda
Jolze 3 055 Yy 1St 85l a6 Bl oo 1Y) i) (36 8l &) o) Olaal)
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Sral ASGYI B 15 a5 e LS Bl el OF 55yl e LY L ol
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& s g oo Ll el madl e aidlr DLl § e ulll caeas
Un oo B2 6Ty a2 Ol L L S 250 M8 atladl e L)
JST ol 5 el o () 9 Jsadl 5 ¢ Call medl v (CIMMYT/ICARDA)
3Ll 8 )l Sl e Cino

: Budget 35 1) 7wl 4 2-3-4

G B 8l ety 5 55 3 U8 o Jerzel (Raes, 2004) Budget 351 b
Ghgad) Lor ol psle g adall AUST (g g e 2004 L ol M pas L 81
LU g SV B e B Ul ahed S8 el e 2! Leuven dneld
o2n 9 dle I3 al (Database) <wlless 34l e Budget (s 5% . www.iupware.be
o Ugde 5 il SST2 ol 2L 5V ods mend el 5 O ¢ ol e s 1Y)
399 5ski 1S 5 B A 3 el Bl BT ke BT e LSL el ) s L el 2 L)
- J et Bl
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D ¢ gl ailad) 3.5

3 e e s Sl e s L2508 S s 3 i o) 0
dsb & 84 ol s i Wil w8 b Sn o) U e dols gl 50 e
. (Hadjchristodoulou, 1987) J sa=tl sk 3, 43
Lol 4] sli) 5 S ¢ o 191 5 187 Gwle 513 8 pnd) a1, 00 BUYI shas 3,95 Jsbo
3Ll Ay ) LU 8 S a1 LU Gy el Wl (6 1 Ll 3 il
Altar @ 25 (p 5 158 oo BT ol Jomnd) 0 %50 5 ¢ 550 cmle 3) 5 ,S0n 251, 5 LUT -
. Méxicali 4
PP (P 162 o S5 3 Jeradl 0 % 50 5 5 Cle 3l1) Sl i e 8315 BT -
. Hoggar s Waha , Kucuk « Dukem « Sooty
OuedZenati © A3 (p2 164 S 3l Jemdl 0 % 50 5 & 530 cnle 3201) 8 e 200, 5 LUT -
. Polonicum
> 9 U RSN ¢ 158 Jo=w o> Bousselem L“;b)j\ L) il claa) s -

. (Boufenar et Zaghouane, 2006 ) ;‘-;L:» ad (e gum lul Al o L)

A gyl A ¢ g dll o A1 10 J g

50% 100% 50% 100%
Genotype  Emergence Emergence Heading Heading Maturity Sowing - 50%
(Days ) (Days) (Days) (Days) (Days) Heading(Days)
OuedZenati 28 37 136 139 24 164
Altar 29 41 129 133 24 158
Sooty 27 37 134 137 23 161
Polonicum 28 37 136 139 24 164
Waha 28 37 132 135 24 160
Dukem 28 37 133 136 25 161
Mexicali 27 40 130 133 27 157
Kucuk 27 37 135 138 24 162
Hoggar 27 37 133 136 26 160
Bousselem 27 37 131 135 25 158
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D (TKW) &> Wi 0} -4-4-5
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D (HI) 3had! 350 54-5
iyl STl g A e ) o ad) e 5L ea sl sl bl age
landl & O sus s G 05y e DD s L) and S8 ¢ (Donalds er al., 1976)

vl Cm ¢ T ] e e sl s5e (3 (S sme D) dls L (Passioura, 1977)
o dad a3l o & %39.5 3 % 39.8 L}\jﬂ‘ e e asl“j M= Altar 9 Hoggar
%275 — &4 9 OuedZenati J= Ciall die o> o sLad

: (Bio) , (HP) O\ J b 3 & g1 USI 6-4-5
Com ol Jib 2 S e SLoW (S e 55 5 s bl okl LU

1 Bl 6 b (11 J gl ol padl Gl SIS (8 Jonee OuedZenati  J&) (sl
O 3 e T35 64 Gnbe 5 ¥l ads (3 2l o adl) J5b se ) OLSYI e

S AT e ry A e A e 102 5 76 Cwbe el Jsb b £l 5 Bl SLSY)
Meéxicali ;o) Ciial) slizuly ¢ sl A Eom o @) Sl clom 2l SLLYI
A2 Cinall S e el By — [ 38643 — st el o5 sy

] 37862 — EPNL Csj‘ 9 Polonicum

Newman et Keuls ;b5 e GLS 10 9 395 M Oollaw g0 &)l 1 11 J g

Genotype GY (Qxha) NG/S NS/m? NG/m? TKW(g) Bio (Qx/hay HP (cm)
Oued Zenati 25,50(bc) 28,41(b) 238,44(b) 6774,34(a) 47,8(a) 91,05(a) 102,13(b)
Altar 29,31(ac) 35,23(cd) 271,87(ab) 9564,77(bc) 37,7(bcd) 72,87(bca) 70,68(d)
Sooty 26,56(bc) 39,47(a) 271,56(ab) 10745,6(c) 30,2(e) 69,12(c) 73,28(cd)
Polonicum  24,68(bc) 33,96(d) 244,06(b)  8254,13(ab) 41,9(b) 78,62(abc) 101,52(b)
Waha 26,93(bc) 38,67(ac) 294,68(ab) 11386,06(c) 28,9(e)  77,59(abc) 70,98(d)
Dukem 22,00(b)  35,15(cd) 309,06(ab) 10819,34(c) 29,2(e) 62,37(c) 64,53(a)
Meéxicali 31,93(a)  35,33(cd) 312,81(ab) 11045,47(c) 35,1(cde) 86,43(ab)  73,08(cd)
Kucuk 26,50(bc) 34,43(d) 336,20(a) 11560,27(c) 32,6(de) 75,56(abc) 71,33(d)
Hoggar 29,68(ac) 35,65(cd) 319,68(a) 11364,31(c) 34,4(cde) 74,62(abc) 72,79(cd)
Bousselem 29,81(ac) 29,61(b) 327,18(a) 9687,81(bc) 39,2(bc) 87,43(ab) 76,25(c)

Mean within columns with different letters are significantly different at 5%
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: Budget GAUJ)J\ J ezl g\l\ (J\ﬁl\ S\ 6-5
S O jodd il S 3 30165
oda o3 gl LB Eom ¢ SW Ol Bl ol a8l Ol o 13 J s
o 1S 3 bW 2l g ey Bgr e M B gyl sl LY we o a5l
(- 508.04) Potential Evapotranspiration 9 (,+275.26 ) Actual Evapotranspiration b
(= 219.22) Actual Transpiration 3 n&d) L L & )Wl 1da (s 5m of SL

. 0.54 0,6 L;?LU Sy Jolrs (L) )T (~ 445.88) Potential Transpiration s
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SU O ol Bl 1 5 B BIS'2 s - 13 J g

Epot Eact Tpot Tact  ETact ETpot
(mm) (mm) (mm) (mm) (mm) (mm) K's
Oued Zenati 62,8 56,4 461 2194 275,88 523,7 0,53

Altar 61,6 55,7 4442 219,2 2752 5063 0,54
Sooty 61,6 55,7 4442 219,2 2752 5063 0,54
Polonicum 61,6 55,7 4442 219,2 2752 5063 0,54
Waha 61,6 55,7 4442 219,2 2752 5063 0,54
Dukem 61,6 55,7 4442 219,2 2752 5063 0,54
Mexicali 61,6 55,7 4442 219,2 2752 5063 0,54
Kucuk 61,6 55,7 4442 219,2 2752 5063 0,54
Hoggar 61,6 55,7 4442 219,2 2752 5063 0,54
Bousselem 61,6 55,7 4442 219,2 2752 5063 0,54
Average 61,72 55,77 445,88 219,22 275,26 508,04 0,54

A S Db Sy s o 265
. (Sowing - Emergence) ‘_;jéﬂ‘ i M .1-2-6-5
2 xR (143 s B e 2l L) sda IV S O al) 2l ol 5 5
& 48 > Potential Evapotranspiration 3 Actual Evapotranspiration ouls 3 2 dla . ]
B 1) olad 5 e 106 — )25 ol o glly 0209 Al sl SNt (ST AN S
L;ﬂl\ sl omle b2 =P s Qsj\ 5 (1979) Doorenbos and Kassam < b s d> zall
il el IV Sl sl ] Al Wl s gs 0 3 Bl

Ky (1- (ETa/ETp)) =1- (Ya/Ym)

Where :

Ya/Ym : The relative grain yield

1-(Ya/Ym) : declining of grain yield

Ky : the yield response to stress

(1-(ETa/ETp)) : water stress (values between [0-1]) ; 0 = no stress, close to 1= stress
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: (Emergence — Elongation) &4&1 > A\ 2.2.6-5
9 Actual Evapotranspiration e S~ (3 8 jume 8305 o8 @l L) ada D azle>s o8 L
S Oyl s sl Lagatad ol & iyl d> LU @ ,as Potential Evapotranspiration
ol b Lo e 149 8 s M ban s ) e (300 92,6 — Al o M (ST AN

(14 d 50 b sle] &g ol 5y pde g L 2l )

Wy oY Al A1 I3 U sl ;14 J g

First phase Second phase
Cumulation (mm) (Sowing - Emergence) (Emergence — Elongation)
Actual Evapotranspiration 29,9 92,6
Potential Evapotranspiration 29,9 92,6
Relative Evapotranspiration (ETa/ETp) 1 1
Water stress (1-(ETa/ETp)) 0 0

: (Elongation — Heading) &) &> A 326-5
3 Actual Evapotranspiration 3 cip\jj\ ) CAN - ER U R W
e 2482 9001494 — Lot Lold rf\jj\ 4SS & ,48 &> Potential Evapotranspiration

- (15d 301) 0.40— asad 3,05 Sl slgmr) &gt Al M oda o L (1)

: (Heading - Maturity) &) JV &= 1 _42.6-5
Potential Evapotranspiration 9 Actual Evapotranspiration (3 cﬁp\ 9 ol A M eda o8
3] &gl Lyl Wl dily ¢ L) e 13505 5 00 3.2 — LagaST1 5 4aS )8 Eom
- (15d 344 0.97 — wed @8 A M oda P S
dag) g ddud) Al A1 I SN g 1 15 J gt

Third Phase Fourth phase
Cumulation (mm) (Elongation — Heading ) (Heading - Maturity)
Actual evapotranspiration 149,4 3,2
Potential evapotranspiration 248,2 132,4
Relative evapotranspiration (ETa/ETp) 0,6 0,024
Water stress (1-(ETa/ETp)) 0,4 0,97
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: (WUE) sU! JMazw! dJ\ed 7.5

S 203 b i) D e Wl Mzl 26 (1981) Turner
595 AL Aol sl JMsew! adled o g0 & j\as . Actual Evapotranspiration g & s.-!
o o Lo el V) gl 45Tl 5 8 U A, ) LU ule (WUE yiaa)
el Canall e o Bad il C U e ) /359,95 5 s [ e ] 4579.89 —
Polonicum (=Wl J& (il (o 3 2 [ o [ & 1161 — <255 Méxicali (X))
S aalel) oL L JSaad 3l OF 18 0 s [ oo [ 35 897 8 5 dad (15l o
< g8l 5 SOl e il y OVl s (WUE piomase) & 5!
die oo Rod ol Com ¢ U e a ) 453001 5 [ e | 35T 26,89 —
33.01 JIsd) Jle <58 s Dukem S Caall ks 3 (331 5 OuedZenati Ul (sl

16 J 9 s B ga (W) ) BJlb o3 Ll L n [ a ] 45722,67

Fo 3 pll) 3 pall QLo s (W) gl b g (WUE) sl JSlid b o 2 16 J 5!
Genotype GY (Kg/ha) Bio (kg/ha) WUE yield  WUE Biomass W ield W Biomass

OuedZenati  2550,00 9105,00 9,25 33,01 11,62 41,50
Altar 2931,25 7287,50 10,65 26,48 13,37 33,25
Sooty 2656,25 6912,50 9,65 25,12 12,12 31,54
Polonicum  2468,75 7862,50 8,97 28,57 11,26 35,87
Waha 2693,75 7759,40 9,79 28,20 12,29 35,40
Dukem 2200,00 6237,50 7,99 22,67 10,04 28,46
Mexicali 3193,75 8643,80 11,61 31,41 14,57 39,43
Kucuk 2650,00 7556,30 9,63 27,46 12,09 34,47
Hoggar 2968,75 7462,50 10,79 27,12 13,54 34,04
Bousselem  2981,25 8743,80 10,83 31,77 13,60 39,89
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a3l 6

LS oy 355 4 -1-6

D el o SCHL () 595 ) B 1116
gl s 53 ot A ys ] sl g o €390 M 3 e 2 Ly S5 1SN
] (30—t 253 M Lo gt 15y 3 by S o BLET Ty 0 OB ¢ pnidl
sl sas A o9 Gy dde y G gme LUy @M o . (Fischer et Maurer, 1978)
o= 2355 e 3 S OV Ol i ey ¢ (@) 18 2 (r = 0.75) L) o>
51 ol A S ol Ol o oot b SIS o xS OY e

. (Ben Naceur et al., 1999) J sa=! jskai 6,95 -1

D slad) g 9 et AT Ol Jgb o o1 598 0 pule BN 2-1-6
C)an):l\ ZU'JUUJ ¢ JL;JB!\ el & simn &);9 39> 9 J_@.ET C)\J.&;_U o.lAﬁJ:JJ.;l;- OT

17 Jgddl g a gyl a8l e e IS0 2l olesas 1) OLoY) s n LS

S o 393 M OIS 0 o g Sl Ld e Ol e & yle 1 17 J gl

Newman et Keuls

Genotypes Bio (Qx/ha) HP (cm) HI (%) GY (Qx/ha)
OuedZenati  91,05(a) 102,13(b) 27,5(a) 25,50(bc)
Altar 72,87(bca)  70,68(d) 39,5(c) 29,31(ac)
Sooty 69,12(c)  73,28(cd) 38,3(c) 26,56(bc)
Polonicum  78,62(abc) 101,52(b)  31,3(ab) 24,68(bc)
Waha 77,59(abc)  70,98(d) 34,5(bc) 26,93(bc)
Dukem 62,37(c) 64,53(a) 34,8(bc) 22,00(b)
Mexicali 86,43(ab)  73,08(cd)  36,5(bc) 31,93(a)
Kucuk 75,56(abc)  71,33(d) 35(bc) 26,50(bc)
Hoggar 74,62(abc)  72,79(cd) 39,8(c) 29,68(ac)
Bousselem  87,43(ab) 76,25(¢c) 33,8(bc) 29,81 (ac)

Mean within columns with different letters are significantly different at 5%

W} da QLN\JJL}CZ.%L;-\&ELMMMB— uLx:;')U f - (\A;&)&Qu\ Jjb)«.:x.g

4w )> ¢« (Mekliche-Hanifi, 1983) & 3930 5 OLdl Jsb o 4ol 4 4 gme bl 4
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Sl Jsb pab me i 353l 0L o BN ol Bpme SO B eda O )
SlgmYl g b ef g il Cazdll ol (L2 s Lol Ol (1998) Bouzerzour «> 3
ahsb el Slol &)lis 2yl 5 (BU e 0S5 Jpal it 5555 A xS
ol i)

¢ R OLoY wie slad) s b g jald wndl OLLYI we slad) s b g
Bl oda S (r=0.45) sbadl 55 9593 0 o Bl B 5o g o bl Ll VI dul s
up_A}\ JET T - W ES Lol L,las cweaal L) )3 (3(2001) Merah ef al. ¢ & gxs UQ é
B Ul Gadses sla page Slaf 1) Sl 0T W e T s Dliol me (dawe s
Anhys L YN S BLoY a8 sde Al ) sda e g Re gl Rl Gl e
e O oé 5 (1= 047) &) A 5 A 595 ) op B fomn Ll come Sl )Y
g5t ol (1998) Bouzerzour W o5 o)l do sl 5 33155 W1 Y] 2 sme oSG L ada LL3LY)
i)l Sl dsb y sladt J55e e S Jaede 39200 Oleuid) (590 R3S Gy AUST
& ke e sladl J55e (1995) Hay e ¢ (Geldl) 18 2251 (r = -0.75) Loy L sins
ol il ga ol LLE,VI 80e ks Lo g 350540 2okl AST) s L1 2l
101.52 5 102.13) «ad)! i skl Polonicum s OuedZenati &) LoV clomw o Lide
S %315 %28 — oy sladl adl o8 gsl SLLYI Sl Bl (L) e e
bl slad) i g OF | pmaial (SGuSe (3 8 Bl )3 (3 5 (1987) Waddington er al. . () 53!
Ao op deendl Bl e 5 AL LUV BN e L e & d ) S Q) 2 Y
Sy Aend) gl 8 5 algY) LW BN ¢ (r = -0.55) & ad) ATl 4 sladd
o2 (1995) Amsal et al. S b o & 0 Whoms & 6 (r=0.57) ol Jsb s &5
ST 5 @lm 5 393 M o o WS o wi @ ol madl) e Olisl e oz a3
L 5501992 1967 e 8zl & zall IVt &1 5 g Bor o g0 5adl) g B o) g3 11 25ladd

D (NG/S) hadl & 31 348 of & 5231 3-1-6
lia 38l 5 (Fischer et al.,1977) dkaudl 3 Al e g Ul Ly ) 0y VU L 3

i Gl 05y 5 A 3o Dy e 5 & giee BLI ) BV Ul S Ll 3 il
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sae LSl LU Y1 @Me (1977) Warrington ef al. o> ¢ (@l 18 425 ) (r=-0.82)
w\‘b\_uJY\ @Y . LSJ\J;L‘)LSJU.\JL@:-Y‘J)JLJL&A}J\JJJg_ﬁ.;\d)jjg_,\.;\

o (1977) Fischer et al. w3 a5 (r = -0.004) Aol 3 O sae g 595 1 o 2 L)

: (TKW) &> A 039-4-1-6

g_,.lm.u(r_om)wuj\uﬂjsé-\;y}\ y loend) A2yl 9 4 el 8 BN O)
(1982) Housley et al. oy JS™ w8l ao bl 5y bl o ol (3 LS (0
Ul g i el O bl o F Ll e D) olla Jxo ¢ (1987) Bruckner et Forhberg 4
¢ (Elhani ef al., 2007) <2 So dkee & g g Lol 5 LY dn U slem Y1 gl
cellb s g SU sl Y g da gl 514 i s ¢ LBl e ST S s 5 0 19 355 )
Sl Je b gis Gl 05 cn w9 i pme LU 8Me @ bl LU Y1 aul s
dazmy b 2 alzl) Sl £ (1996) Blum et Priuel e ¢ (G2el)) 18 42541 (r = 0.87)
eyt QRPN NS WO TR b VPSR PPN | WA I 5 LS (RIS WA g
Ll asdl Gy Bl ¢ Sy bl ¢ M A (3 Ol sae ) wde alzldl sl 2l
i) Jo 1Sy el el S5l

PNG/?) 41 1 A ) 3 G-l sus 5-1-6

e A G sae g Ao oy k8 LI BYe s ey @ el Slul,dll e sl

O  w A3 A sae ) A s L) OF @ gbl Ll VI awl,> ¢ (Austin ef al., 1980)
A O Rl L DL B Ll W L (12024) B 28 ST 3580 3D Loy
o o o 5 B ol e (Gl 18 385 ) (1= 0.68) A A (3 A sas g sLad
3 oA sas 3 Ul 6T 0L (2002) Wardlaw <> ¢ (1987) Waddington ef al. <> b -y
sde Gy Amndl LU YN il g @3l Lo a5 ) 055 3 83LIL (o Al 0l A
b5 e anl sl IO Ll o ¢ (r=-090) & T 055 5 A A1 (3 G
ed) 3 ) sae VST Jldl sty b A @ G e e Ollg) 5 Ol giee

(@l 18155 (r=0.75) 5 (r=0.70) L)) e Lagbls ) Dales 01574
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. (Shanahan et al., 1984) 93-‘ J)9

P(NS/m?) g AV AL G Jledt sus 6-1-6

eleal s 8oL iz & el (UasVl sde (35545 ol OF 1528l (1984) Benbelkacem et al.

5 Rae LU e o Ayl sda IV ¢ eladB Al ©se Bd e S Aadd
L 1ay (3ol 18 325 1 (1 = 0.70) ) slladY) 3o 5 o U 2l 3 bl s o 2l2)
Ll U a1 A @ L) site 415 o Bt sl ste w5 0L o~
= (1= 0.71) @l Jsb g o U AN B bl sde Gy A 5 Gsee L) B

g o sbadl 5 (3 esd) IV e 056 345 00 (e (1990) Slafer and Andrade
B L) By s Ll sae e oty 30 U sl W L b A (3 il

. (Simane et al.,1993) A—adl e A SUe 1S

 (Dgr 5 Var) h,«-‘J"\ 9“}# 48 pu 9 80 7-1-6

S LA B s g G g e S et ) sul O (1977) Sofield et al. -
G e (3 e IS5 5 S LY St e 0 31l ) 51 ol
Lk 5 e o35 i oy pon il IV sl S slesrY) . (Stone et al., 1995)
A 2 Bl e alzald Sl L o2 Bes ST IV e D 5 O 055 3
3l Gl e (b g o dieg Be w0 JST 15 i 29 b L (Wang et al., 2005)

K.wj).\l\ Jwiﬂ\gﬂﬁ.\.&&rdib})jbjb}\ ¢ g}‘ ;Jnﬁ&fszM 1 29 J)-G."

Genotype Dgr(Days) Vgr(mg/day) GY (Qx/ha) TKW (g)
Oued Zenati 26 1,624 25,50 47,80
Altar 26 1,470 29,31 37,70
Sooty 24 1,474 26,56 30,20
Polonicum 28 1,644 24,69 41,90
Waha 20 1,989 26,94 28,90
Dukem 24 1,479 22,00 29,20
Mexicali 24 2,141 31,94 35,10
Kucuk 24 1,717 26,50 32,60
Hoggar 26 1,683 29,69 34,40
Bousselem 20 1,823 29,81 39,20
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sl LY e (ol [ p) ) sl Bk Aol i Ll o s (gl 20 2454
222820 5psdan 2.14-147 Sl e ) s IO A ¢ Lo 3e g B e o gl 5 A gyl
11 Cooz 5 Cptdlate Cntie Coals Gl )3 ans 3 (1982) Gebeyehou et al. - ¢ V) Jo
Bl > e - (322403233 Gple G g e S ) 5 el el e Oy ok
s A U= (3 e 282194 Cwle ) ¢ e 80 > 9 5 (2007) Bahlouli ef al. 8 pB
CABlate Bsl ) aand pe OO Al )l ol cls o o ifie 194 - 144 (ple o ) 5
Bgme SO 4 TNL G e o e g 590 M op 2] e Lo Bl ods S0
355, e Ll Lgime g Bk B2 W O A e o S - 3 ¢ (1= 0.56)
Ay hall A s o s 5 Jleslgm) 25U e Js b e R O s o ds e o < (r=-0.22)
Bole old1 O] ¢ (Sofield ef al, 1977) Jyall oS A blad el ezl e s 5
Ll ) B3 V1 s 5 Ll 33155 5 93 M1 5 b e o 2 o5 3e (s Al B3 Y

. (2007) Bahlouli et al.

& JRESCE R VI T ST i ol N A of | 9dx 9 (1982) Gebeyehou et al.
s o i OF (T WSl 1 ¢bT (1985) Triboi er al. Lzl y (1975) Nass e al. Ol zé 533 )
Lzl il g8l My 395 0 (3 G e o se e (ST R palis A

L (RWC) g SU) (6 5251-2-6
sim 31, ) LU Ol sl SL (s gomeell Bl (3 o 12 e

U ) g m e S sl Y o) s ST s ) RWO) oed) JUI (6 2
L“;LU S g2l Ol sies O (1998) Haung ef al. —w> 3 ¢ (Passioura, 1988) (Water potential)
Az o3 s @ 2L Sl ) e ) ez ¢ SW S W5 g alls sl
Dedio, 1975;) JW sle=Y) Gyl of 5wl BUY OVl o) S (6 il
ey L;m\ S 5= Oy dalE] 9 & sme LLSI BMe L8 e cdo g A L (Schonfeld ef al., 1988
Ll ol Lol > e &1 Y| ¢ (Clarke, 1983 ; McGaig and Ramagosa, 1989) L“S,JL\ 595 00 4

L (r=-0.08) A 593 M1 5 st JWI 6 ) G I Bhns oS ke B
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o) ity 2o 1 831 1 Dl 53 ANV (%) (RWC) (qed) SN 6 ) o5 1 12 J gl

Genotype Sums of temperatures after heading Mean
23,95 184,7 375,1 484.,4
Oued Zenati 75,16 63,25 50,52 44,44 58,34
Altar 79,93 60 47,31 23,4 52,66
Sooty 81,95 62,5 47,1 40,42 57,99
Polonicum 80,48 64,59 46,62 37,93 57,4
Waha 77,48 68,86 57,14 44,64 62,03
Dukem 75,27 49,64 54,21 32,5 52,9
Mexicali 77,59 59,68 46,36 39,58 55,8
Kucuk 78,82 57,02 42,59 40,54 54,74
Hoggar 75,36 62,71 50,5 48,14 59,17
Bousselem 75,83 57,57 38,27 31,39 50,76

Jeeedl) dry &S A B A ol > AV ) W (6 gl (235 A e i s 5 21 A
3 Altar Crinall dis e d5 e 2l G 0.113- U] 0.06- cmle ds ) sde ) 5 g
Bl )3 00 € 0.06- 5 0.113 - L5l e Lagze o 31875 Hoggar canall Leomw s o 331
ol W gl 2Bl A e Bgine p S Rk B 5 gy o gbT bLs Y

& S e el B can o B sda ol (1= - 0.19) 6y sl S5
S sl @ et of of oF gl o5 A ablas 3 o6l QU 5 (s, il 2
3 AL Sy Sl ST A ablas (il ] o g ol
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Suins of temperatures after heading (c°day)

GloYl s ! g B8 ) 3 31 Ol

g 100 1 Altar 20 - Oued Zenati
Tz 3
=0 T -
2z $0
z & 50 - zz ]
Zz A
- T o
& ‘g y=-0,113x+82.98 = £ 20 - y=-0,067x+ 76.23
c R*=10,956 - R*=0,997
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: (WUE) s} JMw! 4103 3-6

e gl A Bl sVl e 393 L ped s pls 5ge s el ISzl 2l
oz Sy ) JVasal Bl e Lo dess ¥ slgm Y1 OB b of ol s g 0 ¢ L
B3e Gl ada SOt s L (Blum, 1993) gl Jdas air Je L) 5,08 e La
3 b S 5 (1=0.99) WUE yiaa 3 o 232, o0 JS O 208 5 Rgime LL5 )|
359 3 WUE pio o £l s & e b3, @83e Ll oy ¢ (r = 0.99) WUE gio
HA2 s e G AT L) OB (1989) Siddique ef al. o 5 ¢ (r = 0.71) (TKW) &>
o R U 2] @ Al el JSasal 2l OF (ol ¢ e o 3550 Z WL e o)
Sows (2001) Sinclair et Muchow o+ S 0B &5 4 sl A 595 00 3 Llg) 5 of Wls
e 152571 (2002) Condon ef al. Lzl WUE gjg 5 & sl 21 g 3nlg) 5 3 sine L3 ) 2801
il Aln o Al 2 Y) 5 el DL VI B3 O L s M1 e ISt 1l 15
Eo> p (2002) Richards et al. 4d] Lo s Loy 33 55 (r=0.99) (WUE) <U) Sl 2Jlas 5 (W)
C el Il 1l et S a2 e e sl AW (3 1 )1 O
Ay Jeall SV a8 B e tdl e IS 2Ll Bl 1 cule LU,V S eles
Bkadl g 2 guall L5 @M ¢ (Gl 27 Jgd) e B ge tll e 5 e DMl
0L =5 Ra ool Lo 1 5 555 b 2ol el 2l o) JDlazal 2l o Al
3 oW Il Bl g ) Blad e IS 3 U S ) S B o ge
eI JMae) 2 wb g Sa Bt penid] B Joow gm0y Aomndl B giall 8y L) BV
9 WUE yiea (o o)) Lo 1 116 L UL La 5 293 M Rol b ) Bl
) IVl by ) Bl e IS 3 LB Jp Of 6ls o i sl =0 (W g
i g W) JMie) 2llad g B S0k oo lid)) Lo I g o) 28DA) OF w5 0335 b sl
Sl SOV Bd (36 ol L OF G BV) 00 LAY SLEYT OT V) & sies i
Coedle s adlab g ele Pdlanad Bl Lo i 35
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D (CHL) S s ol 6 525146
. (Benlaribi, 1990) J v ,skas Jol o oo i o 6T (3 Lo O (Ko S sl
SlopSe o oy SW ke Y1 ol Sl Ly ) A s 5l SLLma T e el s
(Clarke et al.,1982 ; Ritchie et al., 1990) L}LO (o gb Sy e Ll g\l\ sle=Y! J‘J—
s LU 1AST 5 (Sairam et al., 1990 ; Kraus ef al., 1995) (§ ) s25edl (s ) old e LU
Sl s AV SIS () sl (6 52 8 L (Kaur er al., 1988) & sl 25890 2l §f oL
O o (18 Jsbd) o g gn dw gyl il BLOY e JLasY) dm 2871 2l 3 )
o 5,08 3 S OV e BLo Gy L () pandl (sl 18T 3 DY)
=l ow LLLY e e uad) e . (Gummuluru et Hobbs, 1989) gu\ sleYy)

G @y Seall MKV 5 et e K aeld) ol s gl SIS (g s

Ly Y
&S A1 8 ) 31 Ol > AW (SPAD Unit) (CHL) gﬁ‘ Sy ol (& S| pdd 1 18 J g
Syl i
Genotype Sums of temperatures after flowering Mean
148,50 188,2 271 352,8 4438

Oued Zenati 47,20 44,13 38,70 7,67 5,17 28,57
Altar 50,97 45,87 37,23 6,13 5,57 29,15
Sooty 55,87 51,27 37,10 12,63 3,53 32,08
Polonicum 50,50 45,17 36,13 16,13 2,57 30,10
Waha 52,90 45,70 33,93 9,03 5,50 29,41
Dukem 53,60 49,63 33,33 17,80 2,50 31,37
Mexicali 53,80 51,73 45,67 6,83 4,80 32,57
Kucuk 47,63 45,10 35,47 12,63 4,90 29,15
Hoggar 52,83 49,30 33,20 23,73 1,83 32,18
Bousselem 47,43 45,03 42,23 14,93 1,70 30,27

1 (S) &d y I i peidl 56
D ady ) A grendd) B AU O bl piU 1516
SR YA PSR U WP VRT Py S JF N ICH PRSP (VR N RO Cgesy
2l Loy o bl s 0 187 15805 s L ol 8, )1 3 s 55 ¢ (Wolfe er al., 1988)
o) Gl 73 LS 5 &l Cdbl e e 5 ,m D alomad) L el 5,0 40 il s 205 3

-68 -



s @ roly SU U sl U A peid) m s @855 W8 A Sl s i
S s ] Islal 5 (M er al., 1999) kel meodll (sl 2ol 33, 2 gyl 45~
G (11 385 )bl ¢ o 53 IS b slgar 5 5 gl Wl g Budget el ol Jloszal,
bt e Lo oSasy iy Lol IO n 83,0 Bt 25~ 3 g o s
S A ezl Ll (3 ek sl OB (1980) Wardlaw ef al. e ¢ S5l (S
35y bl el [ il Of L el (oS s G sl (3 A ey 5
W8 g 85,lie s g (Gelll) 19 J gk 5 el Bl LSl ) o (3 gine B

D Ady ) A peid) Ll ) JaSlu Y Gy B 2.5-6
Ay (S sme LU 5 4ms o gl 43, )1 ax pmeal) b)) Lsle ) e L5 Y 6 gieas
bl g Jomd b L@l Ll ) 3L o 3 Sa % 9 2505 G bl o Sl ople
(20 J 9k G sme
i3y ) i i) Gl @) Jaslu 31 ule L3 Y1 8 ghze 1 20 J 93!

Sa % 250 s Vs max Vs a
Sa % 1
¥508 -0,79* 1
Vs max 0,07ns -0,04ns 1
Vsa -0,14ns 0,02ns 0,37ns 1

* Significant at 5 % ; ns = not significant
o JE e ke @8 Rl Ll SU s bgme Vs max bl o )l DL 1 pas
LU we B il Ol O o IS OB V) s w5 (2000) Hafsi er al. 2 b
koY) Gl s ablere 0SS A g e i s
OF ala o 2 el =B OF i Sa % 5 2505 Cp Womnd) 2l 5 % giall D5 V1 233 0]
¢ gra\ N T N AL Wi (R WL Y+
Gl 6T n93 0 ST Jael ad, i peadl (3 aad 3ol Joew 1)1y Méxicali Ciinal) OF o
Ayl el g Sl oS ablas e B S sasle W d gde il o) e Labl
. (Morgan et al., 1993) <) s [l alzall 515l azas
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: Z.;Q)}J\ 37}?;;.&.\5 Lol A Jm\..»}b AJ'LSJA) :j:]\\ e 3.5-6
s M e b g S Al DL Bde o bl (21 Jsdbl) L)Y B s
G JS o e 80l DL YN Be (1= -045) (Sa %) by o)) el B Lo ey
(Sl o £NI (Rawson et al., 1983 ; Mi et al., 1999 ; Hafsi ef al., 2000) <lal ,dll o dia
sl LUV L W) 595 0y 3l e Raisill 2 sl s OL o 0 0ds Lo,V 38
i il 2B 0T ) et (1= 0.65) 2508 bl Lo 1y oM 503 1 G ) 12Y)
S A g @f‘“ﬂ PN OB (1999) Pajevic ef al. wowy ¢ L}L’J\ 595,01 s 434
el 2y 35 25 W Bty B (Jpall o8 A Al as L) il ) g5l

C o e g Bl UL sl L

by I s i) Bl )l JaSlu 1 9 5 95 M LS 4o o Do WY 8 ghee - 21 J 93!

Sa % 250s Vs max Vsa
GY -0,457ns 0,636* -0,02ns 0,02ns
TKW 0,24ns 0,271ns 0,153ns -0,036ns
Bio 0,243ns 0,205ns 0,151ns -0,165ns
Vgr -0,086ns 0,067ns -0,121ns -0,124ns

*Significant at 5 % ; ns = not significant

ool )51 1 s 0L (1982) Hanft et Wych A5 Lo o 3 > 5 Vsa 5 Sa % ¢ Vs max
. J‘;JA;L@Q‘ 3/.;’.9 JJ\;

I CHL 3 RWC g &3, 1 &5 pedl] Aol Jailu 1 88s 456
GET AR el g B e el e T BT e O i) e )
3 $25 B dm a5 e s Sl e dlade BT e Ll Oy 3150
S 52l Op Ade g Bgme LI BNe e J&) L (Smart, 1994) WU @ g ) &Ll
oda LU W Be Of (r = -0.68) (Sa %) b, o)) i sl s Lo siay (CHL) (S ) sasi))
OuedZenati el o ¢ W) 2t 2l s g il (8 ) s 522l ails OL > 5
Gl Wa o UL (% 49.30) 38, ol it o) s Lo g0 o o Bed 2Bl s
&)l sda LUV e 4S5 Ly (28.57) JSUI o)yl s B e e
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5 a8, B et IS alas S ol el ol g ey &l G (1996) Vierstra W el
. (2000) Takamiya et al. <2 b - 3o & ouST 98y, sl Sl iy o F
b8 L Il s RWC) sl JUI (6 2l Alomnl) 3y ial) 2 2Ll LU Y1 83 O)
1 el 26 0] ¢ o) JW ) 3 U S B i) =B 0L > 5 (= -0.58) £50s
sl 56 5 LWl s abad) 54 Ol s 5 058l )l H ¢ e oS5 5 e
of wls SW ool olses 3 45 T O (1998) Houng ef al. w3 S S
A Sl s bl ae JU sl ) i 5 o g 19 A5 el JUN (ol 242
Lol il g e gl

CHL 3 RWC 5 iy | & gl Lol Jaflo 1 ule U5 yY1 8 gdezs 1 27 J s

Sa % 250 S Vsmax Vsa
RWC 0,47ns -0,59ns 0,35ns 0,23ns
CHL -0,69* 0,42ns 0,42ns 0,45ns

*Significant at 5 % ; ns = not significant

R Jy) Fall S -6-6
D ST s el WSl ) e degazt e Ldezs) 3,500 Syl MK Al
Sl ASEY) Lo sz a B ikt (Ra %) 2l oSV 2 o 20 -
g it o
T (e ol JUEY) Wslas e B o s (Vi) i) sl A i -
C A ey ST A S A il sl S
e (VR man) S adl) (S5l pSaV) 8 g (Vi) S 52)) ASSY) 5 e s 0 -
o (Rt = R /(i — 1) AW 83 389 de o)l ol ) Ol
o Bl 2 s (250 p) sl SOV e % 50 I 3B SR Sl s ¢ gest -
A by BN 3, Sl S 5 s e U 3R = ) L) il
c e Ay AT
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D Sy S SAN Ao ) 5l P o BN _1-6-6
By ¢ Ul Al Wil e @ s OBl sy bl il U

NS { DN | NSV CA- VST E SIRCH D SSWRCU I H V-2 = 5 (Gdh 22 J).AJ.-\)LSF-T
sy Ra % 3 T 50k Cnwld) Cnao ) Lk 5 Lgime syl o bl bl V) 2 yias
Sral ASSY as @ L Sn el GSOYI Wip o sk 2l 0L e B
0L 5 Vi 3 Vi Op Aol 21231 5 &gl LLEYI 8Ye - (3 ¢ (Ra %) BLaY)

(23 Jgdly Ol Gl e SW ol YU 8, sl iy O el pdaas 1 SIS7

YL g}-ﬁj‘ SN L)t O i U e L3y 3 phaze : 23 J gk

250 g VR linear Ra % VR max
250 r 1
VR linear -0,3ns 1
Ra % -0,87* 0,35ns 1
VR max -0,21ns -0,28ns 0,09ns 1
V&a -0,07ns 0,01ns 0,12ns 0,8*

* Significant at 5 % ; ns = not significant

D) ) i pead) Bl Wil B 5 sl S i) il ) (o BB 266
1 pepsl] ALl Wil )y 31 S gl S ald) sl ) cp BLo N & phan
(24 JsEl) Sa % sRa % Cneld) (el ) p Bol2) g e BLI EDe o gbl 43, )
Xie 8 peall iy Gl oo )OS 3 S5 SU sl Y1 0L ods LY B o5
Ra % (bl Lo sll n Bokor 3 & gime LU 51 80 Ll o L 31, 00 LU il
i Lo gio 22 OF wls 0 28,4 1 il 2T 0L ode LIV B 15 4 2505
Al Bad ] o G i) e o g Mexicali cinall ¢ S gl ASSY)
Ra % _ooldl) o ) 2l 23 (305 Al odn 8l 5y (2° 338.85) Z50's b)) Japur Sl
3930 e sim i OIS el Ma g gyl Ol e e 3G (%35.89)
i il 2l s g al e 3 s S0 (—8/3 31.94) Méxicali Canall s Jle o
1021 e 288 308 ST fany L OB QWL 5 ails el SV B OB 53 )l
¢ a3 QUL Ao Seo S 5 ables (of Seall (oS ales (3 a3l
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S PR-ICIPA RPN R PR A g by 3,4l & a8y O] (2005) Brisson et Casals <>
W5 T as g adl § el G b e Ranll 2asll 48T ails ) oo SU sleY
3953 0 3 U Ju l gaall o8 ablas 3 ol o ¢ anSad) 15 sl ana Y d
7Y Je s (Foulkes ef al..2001) (RUE) &a3Y) SNzl &Jlad 2t Clidl sle| Of . A

C s Sl SOV s )5 e axa Y Ml Al pliEY =Y a0

i3y i il g sl s Ll Tile ) b yY1 8 ghene : 24 J g

Sa % 250 ¢ Vs max Vsa
250 r -0,5ns 0,56ns 0,32ns 0,32ns
VR linear -0,08ns -0,11ns -0,05ns -0,21ns
Ra % 0,72* -0,66* -0,5ns -0,51ns
VR max 0,09ns 0,34ns 0,25ns -0,07ns
Vra -0,01ns 0,48ns 0,18ns -0,41ns

* Significant at 5 % ; ns = not significant

LS e 9 395 My J sl S Gl el 1 B 366
iadl Sgall SOV s e oy Bulg) 5 A siee LU aNe o gl LU Y o

Mbﬂww‘)&w ‘LL'.‘:‘)‘ Z\BW LA,.G_.{T W}L&f“ﬁ}‘ JJJJL‘jVRlinear
25 0L > g eda LUV a3e ol41 O (25 Jgdl) oA 593 0 s Ra % sl ASY)
PSSV s 5 0L sl LY BN > 5 ¢ A 5l 3 U i Seall AMSSY)
i A el (S Al ables ity QUL 5 a1 IS Bl adls o S sl
coed e e dl e I 53 el et I sa2) (1999) Mi et al. o

polanl W e ol ph o o ol 3 s el b Jaall ST A Al e
sda 5 COy 9 sl o Bl 851y g 87 5 g elid 85LasS™ Lol (U] b sf 5 a5 pal) and V)
@L&@aﬁwﬁww@mgrmquﬁuc_,,A.sgdiﬁj:a;luus)h
« (Pajevic et al., 1999) gw\ J s =2 P\ gs‘“—fjj‘ sas) gm G g o A
ASHY id 5 Sa % i, ) d il dd e ST Cn algY) g dsaal) LLSLYI B O
I Foall 8 A adae Jo Gl o S SIS #U ol 5 Ra% )3 Jsa
QJ}CA VRa 9 VR max O @Lf;i}&iw Jau)\ @M L,Q_:.TC,JM . J:Lo..:ﬁ g_,.;-\ ;Jx Z\.l:—fe
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Sl s sole] 3 100w pead) LSy 6l sl LU YN @M s O S&(TKW) > Ll
s M de BlUdl 3 18 5B W YU ey (3 5 (Yang ef al., 2001) (Remobilization) dlzel)
S\l J& ssle] des 3 U s S Sl S 0L (Gebbing and Schnyder, 1999)

Cod £y Bl e @) g il

BLS o 9395 Ay Sl uSa il TSl g1 e DLy Y1 8B ginna : 25 J gl

GY TKW BIO VG
250 0,55ns -0,01ns 0,01ns 0,14ns
VR linear -0,71%* -0,07ns -0,43ns -0,49ns
Ra % -0,66* 0,17ns -0,04 -0,30ns
VR max 0,34ns 0,68* 0,75* 0,19ns
V&a 0,22ns 0,76* 0,60ns -0,11ns

* Significant at 5 % ; ns = not significant
I CHL 3 RWC s J 3! SN L)t Lailw 1 BN 4.6-6

Dol Al A ods o 400 ) glas ol o m W e o Wil 875 STy e it i)
o ) a1 e 8,0 0 U =l ) el e i B 4
Sl DU ol ey L) WSy (@) s () s a5 8,0 0 Ly
A as 3 J5 0f sla e w3 i U el el e o3 g1 e sl
. (Monneveux et Belhassen, 1996) 3, 5} 5 52!
CHL S (5 saml (6 522 Cp Bk 9 & ginn D51 B0 50 5 o gl LL3 Y 2l
sda LUV 8e s OT S8 (26 Jsddl) Ra % )30l Jsall SaV) G Lo 2o
Ll aBls aie ey ) siasiell £l ool e U 81, 5SU gyl sl et OF e
PSSV s 5 T s o 208N IDanal 3l ity QUL 5 Sl (o8 dlazd)
Sle o o Homedl &gl g Bl SBW L M sgs 3 Ll S IS STy S sl
A3 5 RWC sl SU) 5 521 5 (Vitimear, VRmax, Via )50 50 552l SN shos
AL BLEYL (1994) Smart o ¢ 2l SV ) 5hi le s 5 e sl S (5 22
IV dlas M i J g 5l 5 ASLeS ol Sl e ) Sla s ) £l el
A% g5 Wl gl sl il sds G e 8,0 sk e 5 V) 1
C o W (et 3 )
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CHL 3 RWC 3 & 3all oS il Jail 1 b5y 8B ginas 1 26 J 3!

250 R VR linear Ra % VR max VRa
RWC 0,26ns -0,43ns 0,10ns -0,33ns -0,45ns
CHL 0,67* -0,03ns -0,69* -0,26ns -0,33ns

* Significant at 5 % ; ns = not significant

: Budget GAUJ)J\ Jleriwls 351 7.6
IS g d gl By W) Ay gby i B ylie 1.7-6
B> ¢ B BYI e BT ST s BRI gl B Bk, a5 gl 21 385
ey L b gine Sl 3 g g o bl STy &l & 3 4k, cp BLELY
A S sl 8 a5 Budget gl dl Jloaazaly SIS 5 st 4y 2 2 5b ) s Bley
.g\i\;g}.yxus;@yﬂ\yuigdrﬁbjm&\fJyusm;s@uﬁJwg
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Humidity (Vol %)
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Humidity (Vol %)
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Humidity (Vol %)
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Horizon 3 (40 - 60 cm)
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: S sl O B 276
LA WY 355 aad Sl n e Ay (SU ) U sl e
Sl sl e ety iy WS 2 Al W ) 65 a8 O L (Boyer, 1982) U
bzl ¢ A J ) 2l 0ps L ) 3l JW (s el ails S5 33l o S slesYl
Dt Gl slem] oo Jsast) ) sladd Gay V1 = 0 ey Budget S5 ali s )
(11 3RSy ki o1 s

Sowing - Emergence Emergence - Elongation ~ Elongation - Heading ~ Heading - Maturity
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60 | —v— Wilting point

Decades

2009 /2008 1) ) e 81 I (a0 60 -0) & 2 SUN (6 21 g 0 11 AR5 )
L bzl ¢ W slea Yl g dlaw gl 551 A Sl s ¢ LBlld) e ST e 19 S mo
¢ 0.4 (Elongation - Heading) &> 11 M JW slg= Yl Lo 56,15 Budget 85\ =bn Bl
SJIJA-I CJI?.-JJ 9 Lilald L 0.97 6 )3 _Ia_.wj;‘,o Sl (Heading - Maturity) %}II > L}
L5 30 3 g g o gl LUV 2wl s ¢ SU sl Y) Ol gt 15 (3 el ST 2lan gl
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&Syw%»gpgc(r=0.98)ém JL@:.—‘};}\)%)IL\ 3)\};-\ ub.-ﬁw&g%\)agw
syl A Wl s Wl Ol (r=-0.74) L;?LU sl Jageg sl oy dlde g & sme DL
c SW LY ol gts b OF Lkl o ablud) 28l5 5 dlan g2l

Average temperature (C°)

5,40 5,52 5,25 8,92 9,59 18,40 23,63
T T T T T T T T T I 7
804 (/7] Rainfall(mm) L 10
—O— Water Stress Index
|~®— Average temperature (C°) I
Ph 1 % Ph 2 Ph3 / L 0,8
60 4r+--=-- = e KA e e e e = e —mcem=-- - /
. / / 0 o
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k= 04 &
= | E
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==
T T T T f T T T f T 1 T T
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Ph1: Sowing - Emergence ; Ph 2 : Emergence — Elongation ; Ph 3 : Elongation — Heading ; Ph 4 : Heading - Maturity
e o GU slem ) pdge g A sl 351 1 Ol p3 ¢ JaBlucl] & peidl O il 1 19 AL )

P wlS e 393 1 3 JUI slgx Yl ST 376
Lo gl (a1 ol bl s 393 ol 832l Jalgall ST o e doly W Sl
3 5 Wl Yl o 5 e oS o el ) 2081 =l bl . (Bennet et al., 1998)
S W sl Y1 0L ¢ (Elhani e al., 2007) J sast! sk e 2 SIS 5 5 b dl> L) I3
slasl 5 GgY) ohas s (3 Lo JIsdl o) 5 jaddl e IS o8 3 el Sy g
& 8l oy SW LY Lo ) 20V ol Gbls es . (Debacke et al., 1996) S|

-78 -



dny S mall ) ool (Nachit ef al., 1998) (1) ) s bl e % 80— 10 b = 515 393 )
4y gall LLI Y @8De o s 381 4 9 (Ceccarelli et al., 1987) <3 055 & Lo J5 a3l dl> s
e plinil O] ¢ (r=-0.70) (TKW) &> il 055 5 JW slem Y1 550 o dbmndl 2
e 3 o s Rl ods IS 2 Ll 055 5 555 ) o Bgae DL
sodle el 0 P ol Kiys pp sl Ay S oty 5k 1) (2007) Elhani et al.
LU Y 8 Ll ¢ al ) eds I3 U sl Y Sl g (35U 5 o 5 19 244 )
wll bosi by G858 (= - 0.53) S olemY) o se y adt AlS) o dsall 2y aL
o 3Rl e Gy b e Lalal a3 ) Al oL 2 ) 0l (1991) Clark er al.
PPV - 1CQ UCH U [ W EC{ [ RPESUPY (T g PR LURIPEAN I Ji 0P
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L 83

o B Sl Y e de et BU as GLUL e o) 2 Y1 3 WS
o ol e i) L @W A Sl s 5 0l U el LA L,
Sl el b Mag 0593 M ol e sl 2 gms o BT o S el
Jleminl Tae Lo G LI oda et G i 5 SlE sV GBI e il gl )
ez sl 5 sle 8 Ol 858 Al Ol Gl i gl 5 ae b U aslad
S5 Joo B el OB ey (e U5ST) eda Ll s ez S Gl il
Cob o A Bl el Eom (CHL) (5 s2d) 5 221 ) RWO) sl JU
e SUkl sl L6 i =T s (2007) Sibel Tas and Birol Tas  Jio (Ul pp ksl
b T oy 80 B el 8 s il oy Ll Ll 2 3 s (1) BLSYL ol
<LsY) (1993) Thomas and Smart o= g E ¢ Blamel] dlae Clol Ol 3 e
oY s E Sad ey &Y QLJ\W&@\J;MWA}MbM\ 5 5l
e oLk
Jrmes S g il SLAYI s i (Sigmoid) JK&) i Al B )l 45T~ a
S ¢ (E508) B il 0 9 50 ) ABIS 851 A Ol g3 pset G e L Led OV
S A ey B e 1 ol Lo ) 1 By e il e Méxicali Cinal) O
G35 sy (380 B ) s o ) (Sa%) (ool Lo I 2l 18 0l 4 O
sl Sl Ol s s ¢ LY Bl & e o 3930 STV Gl s 2l
LY Sl Ol el Ay ol e el Bladoiie B piecd Cond Oy B i)
S UEFTAN RS PR RO R L
dewi Lo gt 5 (CHL) S 65l 6 52) Gy Almnd) 2kl 2 gial) LUV B0
85 S S 3 W S i el s w5 0L > 5 (Sa%) 1) ) 2 il
S A B peaal g ablss ol By b o F ¢ Seall (ST A abla ails #]
35, 5 B 5 )l 5 (Morgan ef al. 1993) iy ) 3574 o S e oSy J 5

. (Pajevi€ et al. 1999)
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25 Ayl Ll cdby 48, ) B i) A8 a el ) L) a2
& 5all DLV g o 5 Bsime Ol l e W) s gbl ad) ¢ 3,401 Spall SV
A et DLV s (Ra%) )0 sl SVl s Lo 2oy 303 A1l i
Jomr @l 5 Meéxicali izl OF o Jsall SV G 55 5 bl ) 593 01 O
S5o ASS) e ol3 Dlisl Ol O ¢ Jao ASS) B 350 & ST 393 0
LY e L Wl A s gs A ol e Ble 28T 53 jue OLA) Oy b o Raiss
855 5 (VRa Vemn) F32) oSSY Gd 15 58 e O ol 2D 5 0 gall
i d3le) jas OF wla o geiall SOV s (3 el 5 OL > 5 (TKW) 2 il
LU 5,¥ @ . Bl s e %) il 510 e BDUal (Remobilization) o)
PSSV i e gia 5 (Sa%) 3850 dt pptl) s Lo gie Gy dlmel) B8Y) & gl
oA ST OB QWL 5 8 sl ek a2 ST 3 S ST 0T el (Ra%) (S s2)
Gy g Al Ty Bl LYY B L A s M ) sy Ol
oA 01 ) 25 (Ra%) (3,5 Jsall SV G b e (CHL) S (s s
JMazal las ja3ls QWL 5 3,51 S gl SV B il 5 o S (o) i) 6 522
o Wle Al LUV B L Sl oS ablis @ Lhe i @l (RUE) sV
) gy Gyl Saall SV B 8 a8 (3 ade el Tl 2Jles os 5 Ra% 5 CHL
oam 90 Ay ol e iU e el BB ey B e el ) 5 38,00 30
5) A &l > (Ahmed and Reid, 1996) G333¥) 5 JUW slexY) Joe &S Olalea)
. (Bacci ef al., 1998) &zl

gar g el Bgme Dbl Sus Sl (W) il 3lld 5 (WUE) s Dzl 2l
pax g ol G Sl S Al Ll o B3, B ead) Zewldl st )
ci sl e Ol Oy i 5.5 (WUE) el PDlaal 3l . i) I ol a5l
Ay o o SN Oy b of Sl 5950 OV Sy i 2 jem U el Oy
(i) ) s e 31, LUV 5,8 2l o o Wl el JSlanal 2L a5 Lo

. (Blum, 1993)
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Gzt Rl > e ¢ A 593 M w5 0T WLs e 5 S 2 ) OF 1508 (1991) Whan er al.
Mzl adlab b5 OF Ll a8 Sl bl L adlie bl ey 351,50 LUYI e 187 sae
e A g ¢l B 3 Ll 05y sl Gk e il W) ST i IS e el
3yl dor s s ol e madl 1Sl by JUN e b ¢l BJlas 8 J 300, G b
Job r sl O LS™ mndl e w5 0T Wla e Sl (oS3 adee 3 2Ll sV
SUL 3 R o Wl e Jsad) Gl i b e 2D I ol s 83,
Aol Bkt 5 2 g2l BLS Y B0 5 g3l 4 s OF | ¢ (Richards er al., 1986) Jowo\2!
I o odn LUV 80 s OF S8 5 (R %) (o bl Lo sl 5 W iaa 3 WUE yiaa O
JMazal 1s ails LWL 5 (Ra %) (S pal) SOV s ol 3 mS™ M 59 1) il
aS 1 oo Bl OV 5 e el B e LS Budget 3T b ) Al g ol
s ol el L) casl « (Evapotranspiration) s LAMS )T el CIAS\ G o 5 sdll el
DMt o S sl Y SMalan Ol 18T 5 JW slem Y1 o 2y 5l g L6 geali )
Jmatl sk o oV Gl 1 Dty Sl sl ] I e 81,00 s LT Tt
adod) Ao Il ol 0 S & ) S (6 ) ol a o el e Laf LS
OF L™ L nllase WAl gl (S35 gl 23l U o2l 18 s dilas Eo
e PLURN PP U PR I X R T R SN e PR (g Y P PRSI (RN PP N L PR B
C i, LY

IPP zerl ) Jlonol sl o3 ) ol et ol 20 )1 gol 25 St o
iad ) latdl Jlomsol 2 4 5 858 Bl Wbl ey ), O (3 (Image Pro Plus)
ey Wbl e 3Ll Aadl wlalga W dlamie Lol Ol ol e aalS) 8 agadd
L (BUkl) U sl Yl
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Wild Wheat Primitive cultivated wheats Modern cultivated wheats
T. monococcum T. monococcum T. turgidum
var . boeoticum diploid (AA) var . monococcum , Einkorn var . durum , durum wheat (nu)
(dressed) diploide (AA) tetraploid (AABB)
T. tauschii diploide (DD) T. turgidum T. aestivum
var . dicoccum , Emmer var . spelta , épeature (nu)
T. turgidum (dressed) var . compactum ,
var . dicoccoides tetraploid var . durum (nu) tetraploid var . aestivum , Spring wheat (nu)
(AABB) (AABB) hexaploid (AABBDD)
T. timopheevii T. aestivum
tetraploid (AADD) var . spelta (dressed)
var . compactum (nu)
T. aestivum var . aestivum (nu) hexaploid
hexaploid (AABBDD) (AABBDD)

Source : Feldmane (1976)
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Component Seeding density (kg/ha)

50.0 100.0 200.0 300.0
Plant number m™ 120.0 200.0 350.0 480.0
Spikes / plant 7.60 5.40 3.60 3.00
Spikes N° m™ 403.00 440.00 465.00 458.00
Spikelets / spike 19.60 19.10 17.80 17.10
Grains / Spikelet 2.17 2.03 2.04 2.08
Grain dry wt gm™  706.00 708.00 704.00 692.00

Source : Fischer et al.(1976)
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Zadoks CEREAL GROWTH Important notes on herbicide
Code STAGES application and crop development
DC
00 SOWING Knockdown herbicides such as glyphosate, paraquat
03 Gemmination, seed swollen and Spray.seed can be used up until this crop growth
05 Radicle emerged from seed stage.
07 Coleoptile emerged from seed
10 EMERGENCE

LEAVES ON MAIN SHOOT 1°'leaf on all cereals has a rounded tip — find this
11 1*'leaf more than half visible before starting to count leaves.
12 2™ Jeaf more than hal f visible Most post-emergent herbicides need at least 2
13 3" leaf more than half visible leaves fully expanded on the crop before
14 4™ leaf more than half visible application. This could be dependent on herbicide
15 5" leaf more than half visible rate. Higher rates should be used atlater crop
16 6" leaf more than half visible development stages.
17 7" leaf more than half visible Some herbicides need 5 leaves (DC15) on the crop,
18 8 or more leaves visible and stem (not counting tiller leaves) before application.

not elongating.

TILLERING Crop tiller number is affected by plant density,
21 Main shoot and 1 tiller time of sowing and or environmental conditions -
22 Main shoot and 2 tillers and variety.
23 Main shoot and 3 tillers Tiller number should only be used as an indicator
24 Main shoot and 4 tillers of how “well” the crop is performing.
25 Main shoot and 5 tillers It should not be used to determine herbicide
26 Main shoot and 6 tillers timing.
27 Main shoot and 7 tillers What is the secondary root development like? In a
28 Main shoot and 8 tillers dry season this can be poor, leading to a crop unable
29 Main shoot and 9 or more tillers to recover from a herbicide application.

STEM ELONGATION This is when the crop switches from growing
30 Stem starts to elongate leaves (vegetative) to producing grain
31 1* node detectable (reproductive).
32 2" node detectable Most Group I herbicides should not be applied
33 3™ node detectable until now.
34 4™ node detectable Growing point is above ground level 2-3 cm.

Use a sharp knife to splitthe main stem, starting at
the base. A small head should be visible above the
air space.




BOOTING STAGES STOP SPRAYING NOW!!!!!!! Wheat

37 Flagleafvisible now very sensitive to stress. Flag leaf
39 Flag leaf collar just visible (last leaf) sheath extending Boot
41 Early-boot stage opposite collar of second last leaf Boot
43 Mid-boot stage above collar of second last leaf
45 Late-boot stage
47 Flag leaf sheath opening
49 First awns visible
HEADING STAGES
50 First spikelet of spike just visible
52 20% of spike visible, early heading
55 50% of spike visible, mid heading
58 80% of spike visible, late heading
60 Full heading but not flowering
FLOWERING early flowering
62 20% of spikes are flowering mid flowering
65 50% of spikes are flowering late flowering
68 80% of spikes are flowering
KERNEL EXTENDING
70.2 kernels near middle of spike extended 20%
70.5 kernels extended 50% kernels watery ripe,
71 clear liquid
MILK DEVELOPMENT
73 early milk, liquid off-white mid milk,
75 increase in solids late milk, increase
77 in solids very late milk, half
79 solid/half liquid
DOUGH DEVELOPMENT
81 Very early dough - mostly solids when
83 kernels crushed, doughy
85 Early dough - kernels soft and almost dry
87 Soft dough - kernels firm but finger nail
impression not held
Hard dough - finger nail impression held
RIPENING
90 kernels hard - difficultto divide by thumb nail harvest
92 ripe - can no longer be dented by thumb nail kernels
93 loosening in daytime over-ripe - straw dead and
94 collapsing

Source : Zadoks et al. (1974)
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Stress period

Parameters Pre — anthesis Anthesis Grain filling
LAI at booting 3.30 5.00 5.00
Fertile tillers m” 685.00 434.00 485.00
Grains per spike 13.00 27.10 31.40
1000 grain weight (g) 55.20 53.70 49.20
Grain yield (g/m®) 559.00 498.00 658.00
Harvest index 0.52 0.53 0.53
WUE (kg grain ha™ 16.80 12.40 15.20
mm ET™)

Source : Hochman (1982)
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Mean seasonal Duration of Kernel number Spike m™
Temperature (°c) GS2 (days) (grain m?) x 10°

12.2 73.8 91.0a 349.2a
20.7 48.9 55.1b 292.9b
23.9 324 37.6¢ 163.2¢c
27.5 38.5 35.0c 145.6¢

Number followed by a different letter in a given column differ at 5 % Source : Acevedo et al. (199 1)
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Location Change Reference
Nucleus - Chromatin condensation O’Brien et al., 1998
- DNA fragmentation Yen and Yang, 1998
Chloroplasts - DNA and RNA degradation Inada et al.,1998 ; Bate et al.,1991
- Degradation of thylakoid Dodge ,1970
membranes Takamiya et al., 2000
- Pigment degradation Viestra, 1996
- Protein degradation Dodge, 1970
- Number and size of
plastoglobuli increase
Mitochondria - The number of mitochondria Pastori and del Rio, 1994
increases Solomos, 1988 ; Oleksyn et al.,
- Respiration increases 2000
Peroxisome - The number of peroxisomes Pastori and del Rio, 1994
Increases
- Some peroxisomes are Landolt and Matile ,1990
converted to glyoxysomes
- Protein degradation Distefano et al., 1999
Vacuole - Degradation of proteins, Viersta, 1996 ; Takamiya et al.,
Pigments 2000
Cytosol - Amount of RNA decreases Lohman et al., 1994
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Spectral
reflectance indices Formula + Function References
Nommalized difference (R780 2 R670)/ Estimation Raunet al.,
vegetation (R780 1 R670) of canopy 2001
index (NDVI) photosynthetic area
Simple ratio R900/R680 Estimation Aparicio
(SR) of canopy et al.,2000
photosynthetic
area

Water index (WI) R970/R900 Canopy water Penuelas

status etal., 1993
Ratio analysis of R675/R700 Estimation of Chappelle
reflectance chlorophyll-a et al., 1992
spectra (RARSa)
Ratio analysis of R675/(R650R700) Estimation of Chappelle
reflectance chlorophyll-b et al., 1992
spectra (RARSDb)
Ratio analysis of R760/R500 Estimation of Chappelle
reflectance carotenoids etal., 1992
spectra (RARSc)
Pigment specific R800/R680 Chlorophyll-a Blackburn,
simple ratio 1998
(PSSRa)

1 R is the subindex indicate the reflectance of light at that specific wavelength (in nm).
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Newman et Keuls

Genptype Sa % X508 Vsmax Vsa

Oued Zenati 49,30(a) 290,9(d) 1,212(ab) 0,380(a)
Altar 38,96(e) 333,54(a) 0,751(c) 0,333(a)
Sooty 42,57(cd) 305,17(c) 1,269(a) 0,380(a)
Polonicum 43,24( ¢) 312,82(b) 0,875(abc) 0,390(a)
Waha 48,07(a) 269,77(¢) 0,802(bc) 0,325(a)
Dukem 40,31(e) 298,59(c) 0,916(abc) 0,386(a)
Mexicali 35,31(f) 338,85(a) 1,065(abc) 0,382(a)
Kucuk 45,19(b) 286,63(d) 0,875(abc) 0,415(a)
Hoggar 40,95(de) 316,92(b) 1,048(abc) 0,502(a)
Bousselem 42,8(cd) 334,46(a) 0,849(abc) 0,342(a)

Mean within columns with different letters are significantly different at 5%
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Newman et Keuls

Genptype X50R Ra % VR linear VRmax VRa

Oued Zenati  264,50(ab)  49,28(a) 0,356(a) 1,607(a) 0,540(a)
Altar 287,50(ab)  45,61(ab)  0,342(a) 1,187(a) 0,512(a)
Sooty 286,25(ab)  44,37(ab)  0,328(a) 1,207(a) 0,467(a)
Polonucum 274,50(ab)  53,26(a) 0,336(a) 1,282(a) 0,475(a)
Waha 266,50(ab)  49,64(a) 0,310(a) 0,840(a) 0,377(a)
Dukem 261,25(ab)  50,61(a) 0,454(a) 0,822(a) 0,400(a)
Mexicali 306,25(a) 35,89(b)  0,316(a) 1,452(a) 0,482(a)
Kucuk 233,00(b) 52,48(a) 0,314(a) 1,497(a) 0,440(a)
Hoggar 312,00(a) 38,62(ab)  0,291(a) 1,017(a) 0,380(a)
Bousselem 260,00(ab)  52,39(a) 0,330(a) 1,582(a) 0,520(a)

Mean within columns with different letters are significantly different at 5%
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(W) gl &b 5 (WUE)

VRiinear Ra % VR max VRa 250r Sa% 2505 Vsmax Vsa
WUE yield -0,71* -0,66* 0,34ns 0,22ns 0,55ns -0,46ns 0,64* -0,03ns 0,03ns
WUE i, -0,44ns  -0,04ns 0,75* 0,60ns 0,0lns 0,24ns 0,21ns 0,15ns -0,17ns
W yield -0,71%* -0,66* 0,34ns 0,22ns  0,55ns -0,46ns 0,64* -0,02ns 0,03ns
W Bio -0,44ns  -0,04 0,75%* 0,60ns 0,0lns 0,24ns 0,21ns 0,15ns -0,17ns

* Significant at 5 % ; ns = not significant
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NG/Spike
Source of Variation DF SS MS F P
Bloc 3 20,552 6,851 2,259 0,104
Genotype 9 425,278 47,253 15,581 <0,001*
Residual 27 81,884 3,033
Total 39 527,714 13,531
NS/m?
Source of Variation DF SS MS F P
Bloc 3 5086,406 1695,469 1,473 0,244
Genotype 9 38307,656 4256,406 3,698 0,004*
Residual 27 31080,781 1151,14
Total 39 74474,844 1909,611
NG/m?
Source of Variation DF SS MS F P
Bloc 9 2299403,66 766467,887 0,52 0,672
Genotype 3 88530901,6 9836766,85 6,677 <0,001*
Residual 27 39779384,4 1473310,53
Total 39 130609690 3348966,4
*Significant at 5 % ; ns = not significant
TKW
Source of Variation DF SS MS F P
Bloc 3 10,704 3,568 0,376 0,771
Genotype 9 1326 147,333 15,528 <0,001*
Residual 27 256,176 9,488
Total 39 1592,88 40,843




Grain Yield

Source of Variation DF SS MS F P
Bloc 3 1282440,48 427480,159 7,227 0,001
Genotype 9 3004618,19  333846,466 5,644 <0,001*
Residual 27 1597090,77 59151,51
Total 39 5961109,38  152848,958
Biomass
Source of Variation DF SS MS F P
Bloc 3 89903,605 29967,868 5,241 0,006
Genotype 9 278310,5 30923,389 5,409 <0,001*
Residual 27 154372,76  5717,509
Total 39 522586,86 13399,663
HI
Source of Variation DF SS MS F P
Bloc 3 0,00581 0,00194 2,256 0,105
Genotype 9 0,0511 0,00568 6,617 <0,001*
Residual 27 0,0232 0,000858
Total 39 0,0801 0,00205
HP
Source of Variation DF SS MS F P
Bloc 3 94,296 31,432 5,765 0,004
Genotype 9 6159,442 684,382 125,529  <0,001*
Residual 27 147,204 5,452
Total 39 6400942 164,127

*Significant at 5 % ; ns = not significant
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x50t
Source of Variation DF SS MS F P
Genotype 9 14123,707 1569,301 82,372 <0,001*
Residual 20 381,027 19,051
Total 29  14504,733
Vs max
Source of Variation DF SS MS F P
Genotype 9 0,823 0,0915 3,465 0,01%*
Residual 20 0,528 0,0264
Total 29 1,351
Sa
Source of Variation DF SS MS F P
Genotype 9 468,752 52,084 52,492 <0,001*
Residual 20 19,844 0,992
Total 29 488,596
Vsa
Source of Variation DF SS MS F P
Genotype 9 0,0687 0,00764 1,746 0,143™
Residual 20 0,0874 0,00437
Total 29 0,156

*Significant at 5 % ; ns = not significant
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x50t
Source of Variation DF SS MS F P
Genotype 9  19955,525 2217,281 2,922 0,013%*
Residual 30 2276225 758,742
Total 39 42717,775
Ra
Source of Variation DF SS MS F P
Genotype 9 1302,241 144,693 3,756 0,003*
Residual 30 1155,563 38,519
Total 39 2457804
VR linear
Source of Variation DF SS MS F P
Genotype 9 0,0719  0,00799 1,746 0,122™
Residual 30 0,137 0,00458
Total 39 0,209
VR max
Source of Variation DF SS MS F P
Genotype 9 3,009 0,334 1,988 0,077"™
Residual 30 5,045 0,168
Total 39 8,054
VRa
Source of Variation DF SS MS F P
Genotype 9 0,123 0,0137 1,223 0,318™
Residual 30 0,335 0,0112
Total 39 0,458

* Significant at 5 % ; ns = not significant
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Day Rain(mm) T°min T°max T°ave Day Rain(mm) T°min T°max TC°ave
1-Oct. 0 11,9 16,2 14,05 1-nov. 0 6,7 144 10,55
2-Oct. 0 8,9 19,5 14,2 2-nov. 0 8,9 16,5 12,7
3-Oct. 0 10,7 22,7 16,7 3-nov. 0 9,3 17 13,15
4-Oct. 0 10,9 17,4 14,15 4-nov. 0 7.1 11,8 9,45
5-Oct. 0 7,9 20 13,95 5-nov. 1,8 4,3 8,8 6,55
6-Oct. 0 109 248 17,85 6-nov. 0 4,3 11,4 7,85
7-Oct. 0 12,7 254 19,05 7-nov. 0 3,8 14 8,9
8-Oct. 4,4 13 22,9 17,95 8-nov. 0 4,8 155 10,15
9-Oct. 0,4 11,8 19,6 15,7 9-nov. 0 4,6 155 10,05
10-Oct. 0 13,4 19,7 16,55 10-nov. 0 4,5 15,3 9,9
11-Oct. 0 13,7 23,5 18,6 11-nov. 0 5,4 15,8 10,6
12-Oct. 0 13,6 258 19,7 12-nov. 1,2 6,5 158 11,15
13-Oct. 5,4 16 23,2 19,6 13-nov. 0,2 53 9,8 7,55
14-Oct. 2,4 13,8 23,7 18,75 14-nov. 6,4 1,9 9,3 5,6
15-Oct. 0,4 14,1 19,6 16,85 15-nov. 4,8 3,8 8,9 6,35
16-Oct. 0 13,2 19,7 16,45 16-nov. 2,8 6 11,5 8,75
17-Oct. 0 9,9 18,9 14,4 17-nov. 5 7,2 10,8 9
18-Oct. 0 9,9 20,9 15,4 18-nov. 0,2 6 9,4 7,7
19-Oct. 0 11,4 22,2 16,8 19-nov. 0 3,8 12,3 8,05
20-Oct. 0 12,8 21,1 16,95 20-nov. 0 4,3 12,5 8,4
21-Oct. 3,4 124 218 17,1 21-nov. 0 4,1 13,2 8,65
22-Oct. 0 12,2 18,7 15,45 22-nov. 0 4,4 14,5 9,45
23-Oct. 0 9,4 20,2 14,8 23-nov. 0 3 14 8,5
24-Oct. 7,8 11,8 18,8 15,3 24-nov. 0 5.4 11,5 8,45
25-Oct. 0 11,9 19,8 15,85 25-nov. 3,2 4,3 10 7,15
26-Oct. 0 129 21,3 17,1 26-nov. 0,2 1,9 8,2 5,05
27-Oct. 0,8 13,9 214 17,65 27-nov. 0 4 14,6 9,3
28-Oct. 3.8 10,6 19 14,8 28-nov. 0,4 3,5 7.4 5,45
29-Oct. 42 7,6 11,5 9,55 29-nov. 0 2,6 10,9 6,75
30-Oct. 0 1,9 10,8 6,35 30-nov. 0,8 43 11 7,65
31-Oct. 9,4 4,9 11 7,95

T° max : maximal temperature (C°)
T° min : minimale temperature (C°)

T¢ ave : average temperature (C°)
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Day Rain(mm) T°min T°max T°ave Day Rain(mm) T°min T° max TCave
1-dec 4 0,5 7,8 4,15 1-jan 0 2,8 10,7 6,75
2-dec 1 0,6 6 3.3 2-jan 6 4,3 8,2 6,25
3-dec 0,8 0,4 5,2 2,8 3-jan 3 5,2 10,3 7,75
4-dec 0 0,7 6,8 3,75 4-jan 1,6 5,4 8,8 7,1
5-dec 0,4 0,7 7,5 4,1 5-jan 0 2,3 5,8 4,05
6-dec 0 5,8 13,3 9,55 6-jan 0,6 -2 7,4 2,55
7-dec 0 4,5 12,8 8,65 7-jan 11 1,9 5,8 3,85
8-dec 0,2 5,8 12 8,9 8-jan 0 0,4 7 3,7
9-dec. 0,2 6,5 11 8,75 9-jan 0 0,5 9,2 4,85
10-dec 12,4 5,8 10 7,9 10-jan 0 0,1 8,9 4,5
11-dec 0 -0,2 3,6 1,7 11-jan 0,4 3 6,9 4,95
12-dec 0 -0,4 7,1 3,35 12-jan 14 3.8 7,2 5,5
13-dec 0 -0,2 8,1 3,95 13-jan 8,6 4,7 9,2 6,95
14-dec 7,6 2 4 3 14-jan 0 0,2 6,6 3,4
15-dec 0,2 0,3 4.4 2,35 15-jan 0 0,7 8,7 4,7
16-dec 0,2 -2 3,6 0,8 16-jan 0 -0 12 5,95
17-dec 5,6 0,1 2,8 1,45 17-jan 0 3,1 11,8 7,45
18-dec 0,4 0,5 8,8 4,65 18-jan 0 0,9 12,7 6.8
19-dec 32 2 7,6 4,8 19-jan 0 1,7 12 6,85
20-dec 0 5,1 9 7,05 20-jan 1,4 2 9,2 5,6
21-dec 0 2,8 11,8 7,3 21-jan 6,6 1,4 3,3 2,35
22-dec 0 1,6 11,4 6,5 22-jan 0.6 0,5 5.9 3,2
23-dec 0 2,1 L8695 1 234an 0 3.4 13,2 8,3
24-dec 0 11 1.9 6,5 24-jan 0 6,9 12,8 9,85
25-dec 0 -1.4 10,7 4,65 25-jan 1,8 1,6 10,3 5,95
26-dec 0,4 1,8 7,5 4,65 26-jan 28 0.8 4.9 2.85
27-dec 0 0,6 11,3 5,95 27an 63 0 43 21
28-dec 0,6 2,9 1 1,1 7 28—jan 0,4 -0 8,4 4’15
29-dec 0 4,9 10,9 7,9 29.jan 3 47 78 6.25
30-dec 0 2,8 11,5 7,15 30-jan 0 6.2 133 9.75
31-dec 0 3.7 122 7% I 315an 12 5.1 12,8 8,95




Day Rain(mm) T°min T°max TCave Day Rain(mm) T°min T°max  TCave
1-feb. 0 0,5 7,6 4,05 1-mar. 0,4 3,7 12,4 8,05
2-feb. 0,8 4,6 9 6,8 2-mar. 1,6 3,6 14,7 9,15
3-feb. 9 3,6 8.6 6,1 3-mar. 0 7,6 13,5 10,55
4-feb. 0 2.3 12,1 7,2 4-mar. 5,6 5,9 10,9 8,4
5-feb. 3.4 6,1 13,3 9,7 5-mar. 11,1 1 7,2 4,1
6-feb. 9.4 3,5 10,3 6,9 6-mar. 1,6 -1 2,8 0,9
7-feb. 2 0,8 5,1 2,95 7-mar. 0 -0,3 7,1 3.4
8_feb. 2,5 1,4 32 0,9 8-mar. 0 0,1 13 6,55
9-f€b. 0 _0 6 11 5 5 45 9—mar. 0 4,5 17,3 10,9
10-feb. 1.2 55 13,9 9,7 i(l"maf- g ii 12; 1106945
11-feb. 0,4 4 8,8 6,4 -mar. ’ g g
12-feb 2 1 5 9 5 25 12'mar. 0 2,6 14,9 8,75
13-feb. 0.2 0,1 48 2.35 ii'mar- g ‘6‘2 ;3‘5‘ 11(;’855
14-feb. 0,2 2.6 9,7 3,55 ls'mar' 0 7’1 18’7 12’9
15-feb. 0,2 8.4 43 -mar. ’ g ’
IZ_fZE g e ; 1 16-mar. 0.2 3.9 12.3 8.1
- b' 0 _0’4 6.6 3’1 17-mar. 0 3,9 9,4 6,65

e ’ ’ ’ 18-mar. 0 53 12,4 8,85
18-feb. 0 1,2 10 4.4 19mar 0 ] 144 o
;9'?5' 0 001 ié; 2(1)2 20-mar. 0 37 154 955

0-feb. 0 ’ ’ ’ 2mar. 0 1.2 8.7 4,95
21-feb. 0 0 8,7 4,35 22-mar. 0 23 7.8 2.75
22-feb. 1 0.1 5.3 2,6 23mar. 0 29 119 45
23-feb. 0 0.3 11,4 5.85 2 rmar. 0 12 16.8 5
24-feb. 0 3.1 7.1 5.1 55 mar. 0 5 15 8.5
25-feb. 0,2 1,7 8,1 4,9 26-mar. 0 6.3 20,1 132
26-feb. 0 -1,2 11 4.9 27-mar. 0 10,8 224 16,6
27-feb. 0 -0,2 16,2 8 28-mar. 3 13,2 17 15,1
28-feb. 9 2,4 13 7,7 29-mar. 2.4 8.8 16,3 12,55

30-mar. 1,6 7.5 14,3 10,9
31-mar. 0 2.3 12,1 7.2




cg\_’i

Day Rain(mm) T° min T° max TCave
1-apr. 0 2 11,4 6,7
2-apr. 04 1,9 12,8 7,35
3-apr. 1,6 3,4 12,2 7,8
4-apr. 0 5.1 11 8,05
S-apr. 0 3,7 14,6 9,15
6-apr. 0 5 17,7 11,35
7-apr. 11,6 9.1 18,4 13,75
8-apr. 0 5,3 13,7 9,5
9-apr. 0 3.3 11,7 7,5
10-apr. 17,4 2,8 18,3 10,55
11-apr. 23,5 0,6 4,6 2,6
12-apr. 0,9 -0,3 9 4,35
13-apr. 0,2 2,1 7,6 4,85
14-apr. 0 2,9 15,6 9,25
15-apr. 0 8 18,6 13,3
16-apr. 0 7,7 18 12,85
17-apr. 0 7,8 15,1 11,45
18-apr. 6,5 7,2 11,5 9,35
19-apr. 9,2 2,8 9 5,9
20-apr. 0 4,6 11,2 7,9
21-apr. 3,6 2,7 10,7 6,7
22-apr. 1 5,6 9.9 7,75
23-apr. 0 6.8 14,7 10,75
24-apr. 0 6,5 19,8 13,15
25-apr. 0 13 20,9 16,95
26-apr. 1,6 10,4 21,3 15,85
27-apr. 0 5,2 12,2 8,7
28-apr. 0 2,3 17,2 9,75
29-apr. 0 5,6 17,6 11,6
30-apr. 0 6,5 19,5 13

Day Rain(mm) T°min T° max T°ave
1-may. 2,8 7,3 15,1 11,2
2-may. 0 7,1 14,7 10,9
3-may. 0 4,1 18,7 11,4
4-may. 0 6,3 20,2 13,25
5-may. 0,1 7,3 16,4 11,85
6-may. 0 4,2 16,5 10,35
7-may. 0 5,8 22 13,9
8-may. 0 9,4 23,4 16,4
9-may. 0 11,4 25,3 18,35
10-may. 0 13,4 25,1 19,25
11-may. 0 14,2 26,7 20,45
12-may. 0 14,5 27,6 21,05
13-may. 0 14,5 27 20,75
14-may. 0 12,5 18,5 15,5
15-may. 0,5 9,2 14,2 11,7
16-may. 0 7 17,5 12,25
17-may. 0 6,8 26,9 16,85
18-may. 0 13,2 28,5 20,85
19-may. 0 16,3 30,9 23,6
20-may. 0 17,1 31,7 24.4
21-may. 0 18,2 32,2 252
22-may. 0 19,7 32,3 26
23-may. 0 18,8 28,9 23,85
24-may. 0 17,6 29,6 23,6
25-may. 0 18,8 31,7 25,25
26-may. 0 14,4 29,3 21,85
27-may. 0 12,2 23,6 17,9
28-may. 0 9,8 247 17,25
29-may. 0 12,1 28,2 20,15
30-may. 0 16,6 26,5 21,55
31-may. 0 17,1 30,3 23,7




Day Rainimm) T°min T° max TCave
1-jun. 0 12,2 26,1 19,15
2-jun. 0 12,6 29,2 20,9
3-jun. 0 12,2 27,2 19,7
4-jun. 0 13,5 30,4 21,95
5-jun. 0 18,8 30,5 24,65
6-jun. 0 13,7 30,5 22,1
7-jun. 0 12,9 28,3 20,6
8-jun. 0 14,3 32,9 23,6
9-jun. 0 14,8 31 22.9
10-jun. 0 13 32,7 22,85
11-jun. 2,8 19,9 34,5 27,2
12-jun. 0 18,6 32,4 25,5
13-jun. 0 15,7 33,4 24,55
14-jun. 0 19,7 33,8 26,75
15-jun. 0 20,6 35 27,8
16-jun. 0 21,2 33,2 27,2
17-jun. 0 19 34,8 26,9
18-jun. 0 16,6 33,9 25,25
19-jun. 0 19,1 34,4 26,75

20-jun. 0 20,5 32,2 26,35
21-jun. 0 16,7 26,7 21,7
22-jun. 0 11,7 26,4 19,05
23-jun. 0 12,6 28 20,3
24-jun. 0 14,5 32,2 23,35
25-jun. 4 18 29,4 23,7
26-jun. 0 15,8 28,4 22,1
27-jun. 0 13,7 28,2 20,95
28-jun. 0 16,2 32,4 24,3
29-jun. 0 18,4 33 25,7
30-jun. 0 18,1 32,2 25,15




dow g gl B o) g0 5l 5 Loy I 0B U o LYY 2 sheze 1 28 J g

GY NG/S NS/m* TKW Bio HP NG/m® HI Sa  ¥50S Vsmax Vsa X50R Ra VRI VRmax VRa RWC CHL DGF VGF WUEy WUEB Wy WB DH
GY 1
NG/S  |-0 1
NSm: [034 006 1
TKW [0077 -082 -052 1
Bio 047 -0,66 -009 071 1
HP 022 -056 -0,71 085 057 1
NG/m> [024 07 075 -09 05 -087 1
HI 045 0,62 039 059 -055 -0,77 0,68 1
Sa% |-045 024 -027 024 024 045 -036 -064 1
3508 [0,63 -021 009 027 02 006 -007 039 -0,79 1
Vsmax [-002 -0,01 -025 0,5 0,15 027 0,19 -0,14 007 -0,04 1
Vsa 003 003 026 -0,04 -016 001 022 0,8 -0,14 002 037 1
50 R [055 031 -0,14 001 001 -007 011 048 06 055 032 032 1
Ra% |[-0,65 -034 -0,15 017 -004 029 -034 -055 062 -045 042 -038 -087 |1
VR 1 0,7 016 -013 006 -043 -007 -02 02 008 -0, 004 02 -03 035 1
VRmax [034 -0,69 0,02 068 075 048 047 -039 009 033 025 006 -021 01 028 1
VRa 022 -0,64 -041 076 059 052 -0,72 -032 -001 047 017 04 007 0,12 001 08 1
RWC |[-008 041 033 0,1 006 026 004 -018 046 -058 034 022 025 022 -042 -033 044 1
CHL 027 043 03 044 028 -039 05 048  -0,68 042 041 044 0,66  -0,69 0,03 026 -033 003 1
DGF 02 009 -055 045 0,11 05 -044 004 -0,I8 0,18 024 047 031 0,6 008 008 0,8 008 002 I
VGF [056 001 039 -007 058 006 028 -0,I5 -008 006 -012 0,12 013 03 048 018 01 023 0,5 -048 1
WUEy [099 -001 035 007 047 -022 025 045 045 063 002 003 055 -065 -0,7 034 022 0,1 027 02 056 1
WUEB [048 -0,66 -0, 071 099 057 05 -055 024 02 014  -0,16 001 0,04 -043 075 059 006 028 0,11 058 047 1
Wy 0,99 -0 035 007 047 -022 024 045 -045 063 -002 002 055 0,65 -0,7 034 022 01 027 -002 056 099 048 1
WB 047 -0,66 -0 071 099 057 -05 055 024 02 014  -016 001 0,04 -043 075 059 006 03 001 058 047 0,99 0,5 1
DH 075 02 -053 034 -003 068 -051 -066 066 061 027 024 -043 053 02 006 0002 037 -04 048 -05 -076 -004 -08 -004 1

Coarse values = Significant correlation at 5 %




d.,lg,.;‘ﬂ\ Ll uol.';-\ Spectroradiometer )\ =5 840
G sl

é)M‘&}‘g\w%uﬁ\i;"SPAD}LG’.' c':’jssjj'-’



-\

¢ Cidas (ITGC) xS eolonadd 25l 1 S2Y1 822 (6 s e 2009/2008 o151 oow sb) IV G ) 0ds o 3241
anls 0 sl ) dY e Olisd) dleseie Dbl Glsnl 3 aed ) )l Jlerzad 3l ASTT (1) anl )l sds 308
U5y BUAT Jod o s D335 (R) 5yl Sl AASV1 5 (S) 85 sl 1 e i 2l 281 am
A T B T E LI VYISO R DO S (R RCHI 0. (NP ¥ SO0 - 0 55 DV R+ PN (R W g Y PR
il 5 (WUE) el JSanl alss ¢ (CHL) (55l 5521 ¢ (RWO) o) U1 (521 ¢ e 629 2 500
IV Lzl G5 Loy 15 e DL ionll Blasze Bl Olssl 3 Al 83,401 2 2l 550 T i) ¢ (W) @l
B S Sl SOV i g bl ¢ ses U ale 0T 1 i) 8l 2311 LUYH OF eV e aul ) sl
ooty gl 3 gs My Jaal) S Bl sl ) am G Aoned) & il DLV SBYe IS e S iany 5 2l
Foge o My ¢ Qe o 3538 O abie Sei MKW e 13 251, LU OF sl adly sps M ol
BLoYLE (WUE ,W , RWC , CHL) (s »Y1 & 5ol O3 81 o ao Ll & gie B3| e gl Sy
el ol e o3 0E e LSS ) Budget ST gl p el ode PN Ll Lhensal Bad )1 pal) 285 )
sl o) Iy 2l gu\ S el Ol g & C»U,,J\ (REEY ] LS™ ¢ Evapotranspirations sl « c::ﬂ e
e S B EIPE (UL o Y

il ¢ Syl SOV s, as il a3 ) sl o (Triticum durum desf) Lo i Al LS
LSl S5 ¢ el S ()l e el Y

Abstract :

This study was conducted during the 2008/2009 agricultural season at ITGC station of Sétif;
the objective of this study is to evaluate the advantages of using numerical analysis of image as a
criterion for durum wheat selection under drought conditions through highlighting the role of some
physiological parameters such as leaf senescence (S) and reflectance (R),based on the relationship
between yield and relative water content (RWC), chlorophyll content, water use efficiency and
transpiration efficiency, this study evidenced the interest of using image analysis ; indeed, varieties
with slow senescence showed the highest grain yield, in parallel, the reflectance was related to grain
yield and its components ; low reflectance is connected with high grain yield. More reflectance was
linked significantly with chlorophyll content, transpiration efficiency, relative water content and
water use efficiency, in addition to numerical analysis of image, a simulation model (Budget) was
used which allowed to calculate some parameters such as transpiration and evaporation, This

program has also monitor soil water status by stage of plant development.
Key words: durum Wheat (Triticum durum desf) , Digital image , Leaf senescence , Reflectance

Water use efficiency , Transpiration efficiency , Relative water content , Chlorophyll content .
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