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Table 1. Physical and chemical characteristics of soil in experimental field in depth 0-30 cm
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Clay loam 635 17 0.07 0.7 0.7 57 2.17 1.254
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Table 2. Climatic conditions of Yasouj region during the growing season
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Month olo temperature temperature Rainfall Evaporation rate

S — mm per month------------
June KKges 8.6 354 0 13.4
July oy 14.4 38.0 8.0 15.0
August o1 5o 14.0 39.0 4.3 11.9
September g1y 11.0 35.0 0.0 13.1
October o 6.0 32.0 20.1 9.4
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Table 3. Analysis of variance of yield components traits at four cultivar pinto bean in irrigation treatments
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d)lﬂe.‘— )jo ste ste s e ste
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Table 4. Comparison of the mean interaction of different pinto bean cultivars in each level of interval irrigation for

yield components
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29T o So
oo a b a ab be
. - 24.00 73.13 6.53 49 .88 352.22
(Jboy soh Sadri
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* In each column and Irrigation levels, the averages with at least one common letter show no statistical difference in the 5%

probability level based on the L.S.Means method.
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Table S. Analysis of variance of seed yield, biological yield and harvest index along with physiological traits of pinto

bean cultivars in irrigation treatments
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X
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Error b
Ol o 2 - 11.41 3.97 13.01 9.38 36.38
C.V. (%)
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ns, * and **: Non-significant and significant at the 5% and 1% levels of probability respectively.

O 4 S Jloy )bl Bl o ails o Slee (5
(& Jgaz) ols Las 7Y 51 oo caulidl Slist asas

Ao alls o Shes (Sis 2 08) 5 Sokel 450 iSen
Bl gmalS Sis s ol L ails o Sles liae 0.0



Yof

owolS 5 ol pecdglio o JULS obxl fUs & S
Sgd oo alS wils o Slae lie 5l 00,9, olge Jlal
«Ribeiro et al., 2018; Girma and Haile, 2014)
Sabzi et al., ) |,5e2 5 55w .(Pang et al., 2020
3, Slas yuals Jdo as wisls 5158 laslllas ,o (2017
g g, Bl olaws zals Ol 0gueS 25 Lal o o ails
Al Sas o (Zafarani-Moattar et al., 2012)
Slesi o g cls wils o, Slee 5 cioly Jolie jo ghlo e
Solol aad slales 5l i ails o ,Slee Sgllae (5,Lo]

g dils (b g (23S e 9 (aB p alope

5 melle (25 Ll b ails 0 Shoe Jloyi (g )lal Il 5o
g oilb lapd, diog o cxe g bl BUS 6lls wyals
VPPV Sl ) nyien gl o 4 LasS
o F S VATAIR S (Sila L) (05 5 (oS 3 o5 5kS
oxio ) lis £adg9e (pl Wog ails o Sles e (LS o
1 ool &l 5 Shoe S35l o) 2390 B (SG05 sl
bl sl o gt 3 Shae | s 5ol polie 51 LssS
N0y55 0 gaml (2lse g of Ll o ails o Slee (gl
2l 4 S 68 s o Sles Jds (ren 4 g 009
ROWHPLRARIER
el Sod b o @y (o) 23590 B 2STy Ol
oS lulph e ol oglie (S S A (S

o ol pod 4 Culld 1 A5 LE 3 (S § 0 5o aild 0 ;as gl Sz lgd el 9 3kl 590 (bl Ol 5T (aSilho duylio 5 Jguor

SO 5elg g

Table 6. Mean comparison of main effects Interval irrigation and pinto bean cultivars for seed yield, biological yield

and harvest index along with physiological traits

o . . Leaf proline
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Koosha LhgS  1848.90b  4179.45d 45.78a 34.20b 0.038b
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* In each column, the averages that have common letters, according to Duncan test, there is no significant difference in the

level of 5% probability
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