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ABSTRACT

To evaluate and select drought tolerance genotypes in common bean and identify the best indices for drought
tolerance, an experiment was conducted at research field University of Tehran,Karaj, Iran, during 2015-2016
growing season. In this study, 102 common bean genotype were evaluated in an augment design under normal
irrigated and drought stress (non-irrigated from flowering stage until the end of growing season) conditions.
Average values of grain yield and drought tolerance indexes and simple correlation coefficients of indexes with
irrigation and dry farm yield showed that indices including MP, GMP and STI were the most suitable criteria for
screening bean’s genotypes. In 3-dimensional graphs, referring to MP, STI, and GMP indexes and grain yield
under dry farming and irrigation condition, 100,63,47,88 and 76 genotypes were identified as genotypes with high
production and tolerant to intensive drought in A group. Actually, these genotypes had the highest yieldunder both
irrigation and dry farming conditions. Cluster analysis based on investigating indices and yield under drought
stress and non-stress conditions showed that genotypes was grouped in three clusters and most of drought tolerant
genotypes with high yield were grouped in third cluster, while most of sensitive genotypes to drought stress were
grouped in the second cluster.

Key Words: Abiotic stress, biplot, bean, genetically variation, multivariate statistics.
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Tablel. Common beans genotypes analyzed in this study

number of Code of number of Code of number of Code of number of  Code of
NO genotype genotype genotype genotype genotype genotype genotype  genotype
1 200 65-071-334 29 231 65-071-395 56 259 65-071-432 83 289 65-071-464
3 202 65-071-343 30 232 65-071-396 57 260 65-071-433 84 290 65-071-465
4 203 65-071-347 31 233 65-071-397 58 261 65-071-434 85 291 65-071-466
5 204 65-071-348 32 234 65-071-398 59 262 65-071-435 86 292 65-071-467
6 205 65-071-352 33 235 65-071-399 60 263 65-071-436 87 293 65-071-468
7 206 65-071-353 34 236 65-071-400 61 264 65-071-437 88 294 65-071-469
8 207 65-071-354 35 237 65-071-401 62 265 65-071-438 89 295 65-071-470
9 208 65-071-355 36 238 65-071-405 63 266 65-071-439 90 296 65-071-471
10 209 65-071-356 37 239 65-071-406 64 267 65-071-440 91 297 65-071-472
11 210 65-071-357 38 241 65-071-410 65 268 65-071-441 92 298 65-071-473
12 211 65-071-358 39 242 65-071-412 66 269 65-071-442 93 299 65-071-474
13 212 65-071-359 40 243 65-071-413 67 270 65-071-443 94 300 65-071-475
14 213 65-071-361 41 244 65-071-415 68 271 65-071-444 95 1 65-157-03
15 214 65-071-363 42 245 65-071-416 69 272 65-071-445 96 16 65-150-26
16 215 65-071-364 43 246 65-071-417 70 273 65-071-447 97 18 65-071-29
17 216 65-071-365 44 247 65-071-418 71 274 65-071-448 98 43 65-027-70
18 217 65-071-366 45 248 65-071-421 72 275 65-071-449 99 160 65-034-273
19 218 65-071-369 46 249 65-071-422 73 277 65-071-452 100 167 65-118-288
20 219 65-071-370 47 250 65-071-423 74 278 65-071-453 101 175 65-165-299
21 220 65-071-371 48 251 65-071-424 75 279 65-071-454 102 177 65-056-301
22 221 65-071-373 49 252 65-071-425 76 282 65-071-457 103 Daneshkadeh
23 222 65-071-376 50 253 65-071-426 77 283 65-071-458 104 Derakhshan
24 223 65-071-379 51 254 65-071-427 78 284 65-071-459 105 Naz
25 227 65-071-390 52 255 65-071-428 80 286 65-071-461 Vo Talash
26 228 65-071-391 53 256 65-071-429 81 287 65-071-462
27 229 65-071-393 55 258 65-071-431 82 288 65-071-463
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Table2. Mean of common bean genotypes grain yield, drought tolerance and sensitivity indices

GENOTYPE _ YP YS MP  TOL GMP SSI STl YSI GENOTYPE YP YS MP  TOL GMP SSI STl YSI
1 162.5 436 1031 1189 67.0 112 0.30 0.27 54 1290 338 814 952 525 113 0.19 0.26
2 180.0 162.2 1711 178 166.6 0.15 1.24 0.90 55 218.2 735 1459 1447 1035 1.02 0.68 0.34
3 75.3 645 699 108 67.1 0.22 0.21 0.86 56 1260 650 955 61.0 788 0.74 035 052
4 156.0 944 1252 61.6 108.7 0.61 0.63 0.61 57 1228 250 739 978 430 122 013 0.20
5 163.4 98.2 1308 65.2 1133 061 0.68 0.60 58 1310 191 751 1119 379 131 011 0.15
6 133.0 50.0 915 83.0 676 096 0.28 0.38 59 55.7 4.4 301 513 115 141 0.01 0.08
7 1040 335 688 705 480 104 015 0.32 60 1190 826 1008 364 912 047 042 0.69
8 164.2 450 1046 1192 686 1.11 0.32 0.27 61 1340 743 1042 59.7 880 0.68 042 0.5
9 90.1 776 839 125 80.7 0.21 0.30 0.86 62 155.0 63.0 109.0 920 829 091 042 041
10 1250 637 944 613 775 075 034 051 63 2275 1163 1719 1112 1414 075 1.13 051
11 138.0 848 1114 532 972 059 050 0.61 64 131.0 575 943 735 736 086 032 044
12 167.4  48.0 1077 1194 719 109 0.34 0.29 65 150.0 472 986 1028 682 1.05 0.30 0.31
13 60.8 6.8 33.8 540 152 136 0.02 0.11 66 76.0 319 540 441 415 0.89 0.10 042
14 1675 144 910 1531 36.2 140 0.10 0.09 67 168.0 408 1044 1272 653 116 0.29 0.24
15 265.0 67.7 166.4 1973 106.1 114 0.76 0.26 68 84.0 623 732 217 675 040 022 0.74
16 186.0 79.0 1325 107.0 1023 0.88 0.63 0.42 69 170.0 1104 1402 59.6 1244 054 0.80 0.65
17 111.0 853 982 257 915 035 040 0.77 70 1519 1500 1510 19 1505 0.02 0.97 0.99
18 123.0 506 868 724 663 090 0.27 041 71 2003 126 1065 187.7 36.6 144 0.11 0.06
19 313.0 347 1739 2783 777 136 046 0.11 72 1343 131 737 1212 311 138 0.08 0.10
20 301.0 83 1547 2927 358 149 0.11 0.03 73 58.5 2.8 30,7 557 93 146 0.01 0.05
21 120.8 6.5 63.7 1143 203 145 0.03 0.05 74 69.9 29.6 498 403 384 0.88 0.09 0.42
22 1555 41.0 983 1145 635 113 0.27 0.26 75 79.4 115 455 679 229 131 0.04 0.14
23 2074 775 1425 1299 1051 0.96 0.69 0.37 76 209.1 99.2 1542 1099 123.7 0.81 0.88 0.47
24 2475 556 1516 1919 918 119 059 0.22 7 99.5 11 50.3 984 74 152 0.00 0.01
25 168.5 9.7 89.1 1588 294 144 0.07 0.06 78 11.4 7.2 9.3 4.2 82 056 0.00 0.63
26 77.5 183 479 592 296 117 006 0.24 79 62.7 7.0 349 557 156 136 0.02 0.11
27 186.5 742 1304 1123 983 092 0.59 0.40 80 46.0 6.1 261 399 126 133 0.01 0.3
28 2720 341 1531 2379 722 134 040 0.13 81 1612 369 99.1 1243 605 1.18 0.25 0.23
29 1350 21.8 784 1132 413 128 0.13 0.6 82 97.2 8.7 53.0 885 215 140 0.04 0.09
30 2416 220 1318 2196 538 139 023 0.09 83 97.0 214 592 756 356 119 0.09 0.22
31 2279 515 1397 1764 848 119 050 0.23 84 70.0 8.0 39.0 620 177 136 0.02 0.11
32 1260 701 981 559 829 068 0.38 0.56 85 114 9.9 107 15 103 0.20 0.00 0.87
33 153.0 645 1088 885 838 0.89 042 042 86 75.0 7.4 412 676 175 138 0.02 0.10
34 37.8 282 330 96 305 039 0.05 0.75 87 2848 604 1726 2244 1021 121 073 0.21
35 186.0 78.6 1323 107.4 102.0 0.88 0.62 0.42 88 198.0 1034 150.7 94.6 1248 0.73 0.87 0.52
36 2193 561 1377 1632 879 114 052 0.26 89 196.4 2.0 99.2 1944 141 152 0.02 0.01
37 3120 420 177.0 2700 86.2 133 056 0.13 90 1780 89.7 1339 883 1096 0.76 0.68 0.50
38 1515 856 1186 65.9 100.7 0.67 0.55 0.57 91 76.6 708 737 58 722 012 023 092
39 230.0 844 1572 1456 1152 0.97 083 0.37 92 64.0 603 622 37 612 0.09 016 0.94
40 2250 75.0 150.0 150.0 106.1 1.02 0.72 0.33 93 140.1 329 865 1072 533 117 0.20 0.23
41 163.0 714 1172 916 915 086 050 0.44 94 1757 88.0 1319 877 107.7 0.76 0.66 0.50
42 230.0 604 1452 169.6 936 113 059 0.26 95 1744 66.7 120.6 107.7 89.7 095 0.50 0.38
43 127.7 445 861 832 619 100 0.24 035 96 189.0 398 1144 1492 675 121 032 021
44 142.0 408 914 1012 611 109 0.25 0.29 97 1530 252 89.1 1278 474 128 0.16 0.16
45 1396 465 931 931 658 102 0.28 0.33 98 1733 523 1128 121.0 76.8 1.07 0.39 0.30
46 126.0 835 1048 425 935 052 045 0.66 99 1120 595 858 525 714 0.72 0.28 053
47 217.0 1059 1615 111.1 130.8 0.78 0.98 0.49 100 2635 1448 2042 1187 1719 069 1.63 0.55
48 173.2 121.3 1473 519 1336 046 090 0.70 101 76.1 116 439 645 226 130 0.04 0.5
49 206.0 434 1247 1626 736 121 038 0.21 102 3324 86.6 2095 2458 1347 113 1.23 0.26
50 1839 565 1202 1274 824 106 044 031 103 150.1 66.8 1085 833 851 0.85 043 044
51 1579 314 947 1265 545 123 0.21 0.20 104 1144 744 944 40.0 838 054 0.36 0.65
52 1529 433 981 1096 652 110 0.28 0.28 105 1718 682 120.0 103.6 905 0.92 0.50 0.40
53 84.6 583 715 263 645 048 0.21 0.69 106 2075 813 1444 1262 1083 093 0.72 0.39
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Table 2. Correlation coefficient of 102 common bean genotypes drought tolerance and sensitivity
under stress and non-stress conditions indices with grain yield

Yp Ys MP TOL GMP SSI STI YSI

Yp 1.000

Ys 0.373" 1.000

MP 0.926™ 0.695 1.000
TOL 0.856" -0.161"™ 0.598** 1.000
GMP 0.599"™ 0.961** 0.855** 0.102" 1.000

SSI 0.245" -0.695** -0.092" 0.648** -0.516%* 1.000

STI 0.654" 0.895** 0.870** 0.197" 0.958** -0.379** 1.000

YSlI -0.245" 0.695** 0.092" -0.648** 0.516** -1.000** 0.379** 1.000
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ns, * and **: not significant, significant at the 5% and 1% of probability levels, respectively
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Component Eigen Cumltative of (%) Yp Ys MP TOL GMP SSI STI YSI
values variance
1 4.55 56.93 0.63 0.95 0.87 0.14 0.99 -0.54 0.96 0.54
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