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Table 1. Theinteraction between irrigation and cultivar for yield and yield component of wheat cultivars.

&bl m23) ) GY sA ss GS W s
Irrigation Cultivar

I, Chamran 4320 353 15.5 44.6 33.7 20.3

S78-11 3995 382 18 52.3 29.6 31.1

A 4062 396 16.8 53.5 353 19.8

S-80-18 4669 477 16.4 43.7 32.6 22.1

$-82-10 3829 369 17.6 52.8 33.7 26.6

[P Chamran 3853 474 14.7 41.7 30.5 29.7

S78-11 3923 369 16.9 48.7 28.5 40.4

A 3459 390 16.6 48.4 33.2 26.5

S-80-18 3556 458 15.9 42 30.6 28.1

S-82-10 3400 374 17.5 475 31.7 26

LSD 53 ns 0.7 5 2 0.3
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Similar letters in each columns indicate no significant difference at P<0.01
GY: grain yield, SA: Spike per unit area, SS: Spikelet per spike, GS: grain per spike, W: 1000-grain weight, SL: source
limitation. I;: Control or fully irrigation, I,: no-irrigation after anthesis.
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