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1- Competitive Index
2- Weed Interference Tolerance Index
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Table 1- Characteristics of wheat cultivars studied
"Mj FG.)‘ S92 .ew)‘ ;-\:M) Inﬁc));‘u‘cj:;:)n w\f &}U M) o .
Wheat cultivars Plant height (cm) Maturity year Planting date Growth habit
Shabrang Ky 91 Mid- early  35jdes 2013 Nov.. Ul Spring o)l
Zareh &l 98 Mid- late P des 2010 Oct. e Winter Sl
Uroum £l 88 Mid- late pdes 2010 Oct. »e Intermediate ol
Marvdasht  cusdgye 102.5 Medium Y 1998 Nov. .l Spring oyl
Shiraz s 101 Medium o P 2002 Nov. ol Spring oyl
Ofogh & 80 Mid- early  >gj4es 2012 Nov. o\l Spring oyl
Bahar e 94 Mid- early  3gjaes 2007 Nov. o\l Spring oyl
Mahdavi &9 95 Medium Y 1996 Nov. U Intermediate (b
Alvand Sl 88 Mid- late Rddas 1996 Oct..  xs Intermediate (bl
Hedari S 86 Mid-late RO 2014 Oct. »# Intermediate bl
Parsi b 97 Medium Y 2008 Nov. .l Spring oyl
Chamran lyes 90 Early NS 1988 Dec. Spring oyl
Back cros. o9, S.w 94 Medium U P 1989 Nov. Ul Spring o)lgg
Mihan ke 84 Mid-late 24es 2010 Oct. e Winter &le
Sirvan Ol o 94 Early 009) 2011 Nov. .l Spring oyl
Pishtaz g 92 Early 009) 2002 Nov. .l Spring oyl
Sysoon Cygmes s 88 Late od 1995 Oct. A Winter Slie
Arg 3| 85 Medium o P 2009 Nov. o\l Spring oyl
Narin ol 85 Medium o P 2013 Nov. Ul Spring olgg
Sivand L 92 Medium o P 2009 Nov. Ul Spring olgg
Behrang Sy 94 Early U295 2009 Nov. Ul Spring o)l
Kaskozhen  5eSwls 85 Late oad 1989 Oct. Jros Winter Slie
Aria Ll 95 Early 099 2002 Nov. o\l Spring o)l
Pishgam iy 94 Mid-late JERYON 2008 Oct. »e Intermediate ol
Bam o 80 Medium o P 2006 Nov. Ul Spring o)l
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Figure 1- Dendrograms of cluster analysis in the range of 5 to 10 for the studied traits in 25 wheat cultivars under weed
competition
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Table 3- Eigen values, cumulative variance and coefficients of stress indices in different wheat genotypes under weed stress
conditions
0599 380 0399 w30 Moy B9 pdlie (xeST w0y
PC Eigen Eigen Cumulative WITI Cldw Cld CImW Clm SSI Ys Yp
Value Value (%) Variance (%)
PC1 4.823 53.60 53.60 038 040 011 040 032 -0.38 043 0.09
PC2 3.010 33.45 87.04 -029 015 047 011 028 030 0.13 0.54
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Figure 2- Distribution of wheat varieties on principal components bi-plot for stress tolerant indices in weed stress conditions.
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