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5 meiaieobt kel ggpl XU sbs)em( «LCE» gl o8-
GhTTa g

ShTTEGE S rada bt phelhogl T hot jjem( « LB » «gf TG
Sl 9350s) 4.6

Yo IGBN /T (3 aer bl sdsall 1308 & (NP/M” ) Ul 8 2 qagk 38 -
YRGB 13 anr5de SEENE/M?) 6T Sl il A TiE] 3K
)<EaSs B3R T &g 105 wpady (NG/ Epi) 81 gl ool 38 -
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S Elasis\msy b s ldislipadis

Ehe) & GdED5 | mmciia KT S G i S oaek )H) PMG) e sl ue -
Bogl loat
(S o 355y (RALG) ! 3 el -
(NP/m?)x(NE/Plt)x(NG/Epi) x PMG
B 1000
(Fischer et Maurer, 1978)3b ™ ( DSI) Gdiz g g alichy -

Rdt

 Fub sl

DSI= (1-Yd/Yw)/D

Sodpliph ok T el S alag iYd
gig Uil 4k T ol iYw
Sag ) /ey il A AN fha 3o ey (-1 = 5% Ay zis D

)& et ok (A il fa
zeiskd) zol Is\5.6

ANOVA (nof da5 8 XLSTAT 2014 Fhag) cunt X Jag jall Lighfy ¢ LS aa
&) #d" (ACP) L3 (b B3 51" NEWMAN-Keuls el
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S OB ST i) Sdigluadic

TS sy Ceos@d) ssdled)
Ceids
HE s RO | %95-80 g Ml 1T bl
S UG 5 st Uratel asStl M U o okl
30U G G ST Tl pasds gue” S S0 B Jlie G
.(Manivannan et al, 2007( ¢%¢ " “g oglhe oo il 0SS Laadrdsal
TR < IR IR IR Y R RS QP N0 JE-L S N (N S M
O zedW X e Lpddr Ui b Sl bl e brddsr died e G dy
(Palfi et al., 1973 (Uesalr azosVz “dae o GHESEZL 78" 4y pudlSEE
Bzl GlasdeaiEs Wl B oz K fH N e Y sasSa
((Savitskaya, 1967(<i¢ - Aasiall (i YAl G0 Jasday o) Say
ol Sl ¢ BBV r BB lall ol £ 57 4SS LV aele Byl S la Kl
(gisadodll G LS Sz cdes Vet BidhGicsE s Ui
"l Chm )Turner, 1986) og] | axa by S A ST Ly bl Lpd gaadpad
Tk (Gl o opdr B gl emVrir ol Bl e bgs i uE S
GosaaVrdaandl Sy ol N s 38 e T2 e g e dedlr ot
it ie B pady <l |« Ylaad ):S‘\yc@}jﬁﬁﬂz £ "%l (L’ajustement osmotique)
Jidir S gt #)Osmoticum(  SSgedsd Tz Ll o Com e Sl deade
o W petiit g S 2 d e LailayT T8 ) Tumer, 1979) deaVop s | 6 A
Goa e Bl LS @gd¥ Soknd 2 s Rpabesibdst
)Johnson et al .,1984( s Gua Fg i e su Bl Jr (R Guiralppglias cJll -
Ciplal GUicSiERe™ P latdr dedl Gard At b g pll NoirgT T ok

(Triticum durm Desf) 2 & =3l
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et jﬁ/ﬁd}clu:féaif ijc’ fladll -

12 Gl QUIE U)ot Sdicpuadic

el B )4(Jdse

genotypes |ChIS [ChIT NA'S  |[NA'T K*S KT SucS SucT Prol S ProlT |TRES TRET |TDES |TDET
Vitron 32,69cd | 34,1de 388,5e |176,9b 527,8d 245,3f |38,33b 32,07bc |8,74d 1,7d 65,28bc |71,1de |-3,83cd |-4,04 |d
Gta dur 34,80bc |37,27bcde | 308,4f | 154,8¢ef | 452,7e | 207,3e |37,79bc |33,01b 11,06bcd | 4,87 ¢ |51,35° 87,17ab |-4,65e |-2,36 |a
Waha 31,18de | 33,76ef 377,5d |163,0d 306,05g | 226,7g |31,41def |28,36cd |9,19d 4,83c |66,76bc |73,52de |-2,53a |-2,56 |a
Cirta 32,03d |36,34cde |546,65a |167,5c 530,79d | 397,5¢ |35,62bcd |33,35b 9,77cd 4,48c |68,98abc|68,58e |-2,99ab |-3,13 |bc
Bidi 17 29,48¢e |30,26fg 510,5b |184,5a 556,74c | 259,5e |42,63a 39,25a |11,81bc |5,84bc |53,11de |69,81de |-3,61bc |-4,1 d
Wahbi 26,51f |28,03g 388,5e |86,32g 600,55b | 428,5b |34,36bcd |30,17bcd | 12,54b 7,52b |64,10cd |76,45cd |-2,92ab |-3,44 |c
OTB4 36,16ab [ 38,37 bc | 326¢ 152,6f 530,21d| 387,6d |33,31de |31,4dc 12,10bc |5,34bc | 36,86f 36,88f |-3,54bc |-4,05 |d
Ter-1/3 36,96ab | 37,63bcd |380,3f |156,75e |736,75a| 429,15a |28,34f 26,63d 16,77a 13,4a |79,72a 82,45bc |-5,12e |-5,5 e
F4 13/3/Art1 | 38,38a |40,16ab 323,8¢c |165,05cd | 558,6b |378,75de | 29,22ef |26,6d 10,98bcd | 4,65¢ |77,15ab |90,63a |-2,44a |-2,64 |a
Bousselem |38,18a |42,6a 528,6ab | 151,2f 391,6f | 352,1ef |33,95cd |34,46b 15,33a 12,74a | 75,62abc | 87,46ab |-4,45de |-4,5 d
Min 26,51 28,03 308,4 86,32 736,75 |207,3 28,34 26,6 8,74 1,71 36,86 36,88 -2,44 -2,36
MAX 38,38 42,6 546,65 |184,5 306,65 |[429,15 42,63 39,25 16,77 13,4a |79,72 90,63 -5,12 -5,5
Moy 33,64 35,85 410,04 |155,87 519,17 |340,78 30,5 31,53 11,83 6,54 63,89 74,4 -3,61 -3,63
Et 2,14 2,08 26,68 26,68 117,08 | 86,54 3,68 2,64 2,09 1,46 10,27 4,13 0,65 0,3
CV% 6,36 5,81 1,28 1,38 2,29 2,09 10,67 8,37 17,73 22,32 |16,07 5,56 18,2 8,25
effet
genotypes %k %k %k %k %k %k %k %k % 3k %k %k 3k %k % 3k %k % %k %k %k %k %k %k %k %k %k 3k %k %k %k 3k ok %k 3k %k %k %k %k %k %k %k

différents a p *; ** Et *** significative a p <0,05 <0,01 et <0,001, respectivement; ns: non significatif. Moyens <0,05 (test SNK)
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1) Gadlg I Sdgiuadic

CeTOs@Ed) U el

SuAtsd g o 110
aly u_% (p< 0.001 ( g;qél.aiﬁc‘i_) LA..geﬂL; «é_d@u)doc ng “ /i_lé)c T ,@.\S"h
e il b ysadnrh izt aJr s (@)dsied eldr s Sl e

GSst 7, G des ol Sl BeaYrail %13 0 pdail

SEST
> F43kr =

dap S48 363 mg/g 0 Ter-1/3, waalr3 L 580a
F7d" 42.6 mg/g > Bousselem (& by $Fad el pgro galalrs” 7t Wit)24.98mg/g

.)8(@‘5&&803 mg/g 2 u.ga‘;_"fé Wahbi éL’C “ (IR
Coerbddl ik TG b gy B pdrdest X 58 S5tz T Ll Hlamy

LS (BRI 27 W g pdrd) e sk s as | T (Rashid et al.,2003)
B " MON osaig, T Bllogth GBS B cdog ] vt
JMe (Radiation Use Efficiency -RUE) iSCidlFlr (#6Sdd a5z | )Fischer,1985)
G eSst z) T paRe Brdlrost Ol siirt S e ddz s G
E o Sus WdeVoih  BUESS S0 d Guhle BrddTE S Dl arusie
Ub Gk g5t 77l o Gl gl | B deaVrdesiZh | T Togzg
. (Rashid et al.,2003) JiSglall
FEX bdhdl @k b
CLULES Hy G (1= 0.64 (Tde S ) ussdear.” Yo slle g5 (Ch S)
(Tde T) %S, Yoob slle codiS & (Ch S) ez, Yod 2l 7 il -

. TG
LSy (Ch S) vesalrar. Yz it 7 kb~ §00Es &y 8K 7T (= 0. 64 (

) 55 (1= 0.65 (Leselepz. Yot (KS)™ €5 7

sesdrr Ve At T agh e st ey UW) oa
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1 Gidlg SUIE sl Ediciuadicy

Ch(pg/g MF)

SEAE s b GG, T b GRSt 2 )8y

(TRE) 0 oy sz 2.1 1

2

-

’ &ﬁcw‘ &= (Gabriel, 2008) (Relative Water Content): (RWC) : :\-J):'Sé-'ycj .

DRIy e S e S ¢ Gl 0 e sl b il by o
"Ll (Albouchi,2000)" (Kramer,1983) .Uidlrgid b S oas s T gl ol
Dl gl OB gkl fha G S GERAW ), T Il ety (UL

sl G lolr e e 8 8T ighalp O T A3 31 G (4) dsdpdiug T

EiS Tk, Ro sl sl St R (7 D oSl SR T kg
$osa¥rdaaill e phage "7 sl il Gy

_dJls 7 (Bayoumi et al., 2008)
S S gad) gider STET % 76.98 2 Ter-1/3 & 'ky 5 kel gk

&SP L £Gaill g2 1 flark & Mac-Caig,1982) 3 s s 4w e -
‘uCJ N “)::‘S‘\XC@ g #S:. . “L‘s Kléj.

¢ il Ve

(Mac-Caig,1982) |~ ‘¢~ zdil
CEaVrs” e JE S Gy o e Sl el 7 el of ) (Schonfled, 1988)
el DS galall 5 W 3Lk, % 35532 Gta dur S¢iste Sl Frlal (i cllsly -

)9 (LA 36.88 % 90.632 N Jr e F413/3/ArtlT OTB4 &' Lz (58 dae b
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1 Gile QUIE IR Sddcioadicy

Her sl % 14 3 A Geals il G B bl Bdl 3 Jge s
& cﬁhﬁ} C‘S QW\ sl Ll &$ Lﬁ-’a;% ¢«(Bayoumi et al.,2008) . Lac O%L
pdoaih el B pGalls ¢ sk sS defla gl S ' S deale

o thiosh 3L Gl ot el T g izh | (Beltrano et al., 2008 (-
b Ve, T LS Jidl (g 5 Auluall 07 A US S tack TS Wk
.(Bruckner et al,1987 ) e i S, T B g Bl 4 Sl GeaYral A
sllr gLl oy Les 7 E BN 28 B | AaiVpdelde TR e pE g pdy
b el eldde T e Abladl " R Ll d e | gz

Sl i) Ul ol BN cUigis A S I 2 aosYEd)

.(Deng et al.,2007)

(TDE)sI3) 13 iz 8.1, 1
TBogdze W sdrsduesdouediodle el wassmd |

I Tz K bdbal gk Jb &t 87" " < )Clark et Mac-Caig, 1982 ( Les=lr

(T oos oo wbiVr Gtz oogdge oo sdusdosdid S
Ghr S Sar ozl 22,44 (2105 femo/mn) 0 Ug e sF F4 13/3 Bhr pKAaS
U Gta $br F8 s iz pbd AaiF 9-5.12 (2105 /ema/mn)e Ter-1/3
5.5 (21053 Ter-1/3 &3z Sua 57T el m@liae " 522.36(2.103- /cma/mn)
U 7 sz Yz §(P<0.001) ¢Sy b #7)10(0E Zema/mn)
85 (Ch S) vasdleer. Vot 8 7 gl T8 Uit oy WIS S WS (s ¢

o Bz &L JUEs H IS (1=0.64)(Tde S) veslrer. Yot ez, it
gty )50 o(r=0.64)(Tde) bug S, Yoood ele. zgli€ ¢ (Ch S) vesleer.” Ve
S oS daluar US WIS Tl (U dalua slale, 7@duUiz JKirkham et al., 1980 (
8z cutsdle o B dle e lel alep Sk b EJE A LS el

. (Nazeri, 2005) ‘.BEC Jls | A slaall | Cs.?fJ ~L§J}CJL§AM=’
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dilgoad)

TDE(g.10-3/cm2/mn)
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12 s QUIE U)ot Sdiciuadi

Coisldslab o2 1
K agaulisdl 9 Na® 95300 0.1.2.1
K™ #5 F Na™aGhy 7 &Sy darhi¥s §uds iy Sl gk ¢ b
fha SO U & E B O(de BT T s g ooz Yo
iai Cirta bz -Na'™ aGhr | suseadear,” Yo dae el cygo oal (8 gl Cipialy
oot WEUFLES 3084 Mm > Gta dur & L7 eSokudbzd &1 546.65 Mm
86.32 Mm 2 Wahbi & LF oS50z 184.6 Mm 2 Bidil7 G3bz b daw e
L %612 Sl Gea¥lygalall gl S b dlaNaT T aGdhr G Jzse WS )11 (pdUi
S Pan o 736.75 2 Ter-1/3 & by Nad el (KT T 45 5 Gagly £
Ter-1/3 | Uz -Rad Jdy il z@E Ugo o5 306.05 Mm > Waha & bz
KT gk F b Jmse’ O)12(pdie N e 207357 429.15 Mm 2 Gta dur
@l o) Ve A K'T)™ #8708 0o %34 2 Sl gl alall o) 5 s
T #h LS U (1=0.65 ((ChS)ug S Yot ¢ 7 g Ui 4TS G ghoid
vesdleer Vo Tl ke LS el s iy WIS 0 dKTS) sesle eosVe
e e Fo Ui b (Elhakimi,2004) &l odrtazs&l™ " )5(dsigd r=0.65 ((Na'S)
R 2 S0 S~ S8\ GNP -5 Y O\~ PP E P
Gl gl | i o KT Na zh Dk oSS & et g e
G & T R sl e pddbdr Goks o 1E Bogz el
.)Metfti et al.,2008)
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1 Gile Uz ICE ) Sdigluadic
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HNa+T
300

M Na +S
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200

100 -

A :
> N N ] N
CIC I S & & o« %

il ga)

Crdr e@dSg b okl e ciphl S aGhr W o the )11 (pdoie

k+(mM)
w
o
o

S g b sl e il GURE $L 7T A ot )12( a0y

Clooal 2,20
oeleaVriShe J gz as | ol shogtlr T D zzh )
Sl SeaVrowd, B zidht A SuasEnsE versod 1E Uil
e s ST m plr il uEd S ‘JC:‘-";YC; i Gl Ak 5K (Gorham,1993) kg
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1 Gl QU Sdiluadic

¢SS o B oeadotbiiod Doz S5 ol Ul S @)
¢ U5 20,13ug/100mg 2 Uge ST el el Ter-1/3 6k - G sl Gy
&Ly 13,55 pg/100mg 2 Waha G by S0dnudtind Sd &1 Gesalroigh Yo A
G L7 1341 pg/l00mgs ded Jeli Ter-1/3 85 U - ¢ 7w b7 <rkiz
odb £ 37 e Jrmse )13(adl, 71 pg/100mg 3 el sdar o < Vitron
GRS Vo, D oz Ua WS %44 0 Sl Gl el g N G b
o ol Sz iy (Tde T( gi. Yood elle cgtli€ | 7 Uit 478 oggh
oS OB Hy MIS N Gle (=-0.69) (1=-0.70)(Sue S) ves<lzez.’ Ve
ST, SEWilfred,2005) 2 w5 )5(ds3gd (1=0.64)(Ch S) Lesalrar. Yzt~
eeosIckdl Gliple Gl U eaVgE Al BT oat 16T £ Dz
LUt b Al B S LT« (Bensalem,1993) S8 gt zar gD
ol oaFd . (Flanangan et al., 1992) Gl &7 Lgdg 88 Sodhd " i Jslal
BN IANTES TR G S SN ES SE I P NT G QRO PEE TSP
ol LEUsE e tuibirued D oot gl chSer 8D U e
. ( Tatar et Geverek.,2008) (Sl deaYrodbuag ¥ itz daludl ateh 7 f 3G
T Rth zrhiz T g Us(NayeretReza2008) el g E kol
Gl dala Sl g5dlze T e Al ) senl) disSia S T sk o Sal

B 3.2, 1
¢S G Ve B o g | o e p T e LS Jagh

okl W Qoo g dison g EEE ¢ db gle danidl pERT S

N S SELE Ul 6§ g B GEaVuls oesdeGal gkl
3 Bidi 17 §'b7r oS el (s  )A(Lodgd O gl Cipalog fha £y Laladls
o b Yz Wi630.06 pgmg 2 Ter-1/3 bz oS¢l 46,02 pg/mg
26.6 pg/mg’ 39.25ug/mg iesi F413/ 3/Art Bidi 17, Uby o8ad Jdy Jel oo
s S agghod ) Suc S) vesrar. Vo ok Suron LS )4 s e

@ O S LS e E s Hy IR (1=- 0.64) g Yot B rhsS i)
ois b sgadeigbior b LSS e Uk (1= 0.69 (g Yo
. (5)dsizd
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1 Gile Uz ICE ) Sdigluadic

G | (Hare et al .,1998) saccharose ,fructose , glucose 2 7] Uil ph Sz~ ik
Gl Gas? Ui e VT Zaog g ol ol gk Vel i ST 2Tk
.(Benlaribi et Menneveux, 1988) ¢f kda  ##"
d LUz oo U ) (Geigenburger et al, 1997) 3 s g7 oh Sz Fhish
L2z Gy Sz ok SUEK Gall) | A AW S 7 & ~(Hare et Cress ,1997)
(Bousbaa et al .,2009) Jae ¢k otk Lﬁjw;\icdabﬂe — g;:*&uzﬁic Laa“ﬁck
Sl GeaYrlh ) b padl e s B
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12 s QUIE U)ot Sdiciuadi

-

cogS 1L Ui Al Iedadei pe S s odl ER)S( e

variables Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3 génotypes Factor 1 | Factor 2 Factor 3
TRE T -0,315994 -0,329176 -0,194707 Vitron 0,91914 1,48738 -0,01605
TRE S -0,316630 -0,533187 -0,639977 Gta dur -0,27947 | 1,95605 1,32160
TDE T 0,572070 -0,247799 0,147344 Waha 1,04426 | -1,36659 0,03358
TDE S 0,442108 -0,599170 -0,063472 Cirta 3,07345 | -0,51664 -2,77158

CHT -0,565317 0,126603 -0,553447 Bidi 17 1,96947 1,70001 0,20396
CHS -0,668117 0,626404 -0,125015 Wahbi 0,72481 | -2,53195 2,93185
NaT 0,149203 0,547145 -0,621170 OTB4 -0,39707 | 1,38983 1,17985
NaS 0,509107 -0,008506 -0,599413 TER -4,02891 | -0,16241 -0,67662
K/T -0,639326 0,513491 -0,002211 F4 -0,44560 | -2,09264 -0,75432
K/S 0,719063 0,233921 -0,362759 Bousselem -2,58009 | 0,13696 -1,45226
prol T -0,821982 -0,002756 -0,210589
prol S -0,591594 -0,092353 0,341060
Suc T 0,428101 0,618733 -0,054306
Suc S 0,638967 0,635168 0,211153
ABA% 0,179487 -0,116752 -0,794008
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F2 (17,65 %)
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cilial) g dug iy Flouac) Hed 4.2, T
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ez Yo (Na™s) ™ 255z S)
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FR 0k T kbl 7 bV Spd ) AW deaYrdizg” I
F0 A deaVrdeai et V) e bE) S GG (i Lee deadl |
WSy ¢ el sl g O Gpddess B g SR e agiale
ABA Nz wa c Na 7 aGky " K7 8 Frtadiwg )™ shSy ¢ 7
CWi T gk’ ~ A ihkFeBousselem (B Cirta 3Bz Ter-1/3 bz
cigda Yz 8l 0l 5 Az jeldr Z@ds S (TRE S) el (Sl |~ Jaalls Wahbi 3" 2z
> E sl SIS | S i Stdntdrog s Dhiadeidd) oSk
e I F Lk il Grdeih b S od Ge Duiboirhi £
el Ghllius Uil BT h s seVe sk oy uézS Uit
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Cend) ool
LR Eed il T
EiRdanidl ol 30 Gal e Lispdl ¢ & T Sz oar pbr Uik
Ty ghudSuigkr Cgdh
o Ukir edk (8)dse

3o &) ghpiay) ceLLdeey CeLLdE ¢
T2l Tk d
MO% | 1,73 | P,0s% 0.15 | ewiigEr % 68 | CL(méq/l) | 12.12
% 10,1 | CaCOs% | 21,28 | pH 7,16 | Ca"(méq/l) | 10.97
N(mg 122,3 | CaCO; 9 CE(millimhos/cm) | 1,5 | Mg~ (méq/l) | 2.97
kg”) actif% K'(méa/l) 0.09 | Na'(méa/l) | 567

It gt 9 Vg 200
O AaaSI il Fllle TET12-2011 AdzTL T T i Sader” ARl
SN EE g Rl LES S G ol s 0T e
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wEdy  thr bl par Fir . cedld o ST O @l asSg A A
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1E7G8E 68T @'t T Ods (s B G N 20 sl4-
i bl 8 s (5 ueil S o I Uil ) «2012/201 14kl T sds Lo
Glnsd (&Y g SesR Ul B 2 eSO bz v dsu
ol g S@hg G B £ g Bl gz o8 b BRAT paskl) e
o SO E s Sz edl] 0342 sl Az 632 ¢ ik
27 sl e e
FHa AN Wdy e U 760 DoRkilal 8 a0z 13-2012"wsell il
G 152mm 2 @ s GaS H Nogaidsb D Bl ) s Gslb g
Cog Vol e uE it s Se W GBuasT T )- 64.2 mm( Uil S T s
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o s eldigllag las Il g oeu I LAY Sred ¢ 14-2013 Tasall b 2

2 5g bl sl e Sl 5o dage g IS e _Q._\jted‘djuACeG\ogsﬂebi Y 5 egle

of'a il ldleigiaacmsadlsol_zd iz 52 e sdg s s 98l eioe sl )z d)

3 dila i et UF) sl Dldaal ol Clded) saglsTdE § sl e OB sadll sadieycd)
BoFladlaalcudl

Coislsdgius g Il
Eliseuad 13,00
Photocapt8cg L ik ugthr b’ SDS — PAGES D ¢ bdz sislebalr

(23)adilyss” 2 Lkad T dadal ) G i

KBl S S dl, T "N el A sl p e Jeasidl Bk U5
Slbhs@E L oo 932 il el GROECF G &) Uik s
130-70 , Lol 7l ifs 2" 5008 D9 Ter-1/3 G - ¢ & KDa 175 ) Lk
¢’z FA13 /3 8¢, oF s sgadpigb ¥z 4 KDa 150-110 ¢ W'J" 70kt ¢ KDa
S KDa 161 BJ zokes ¢ KDa 140-13 ¢, &' 77 ks d 281 s sha
& bkt @ (E A7y aesS pageicWaha BBt ¢ ossdeieh Ve
Ghr Floesdrirb¥r SKDa 163 G zoké ¢ KDa 136-12 o & ¢
CAU T 140-68 Dled S m 7 b Gid25s 3 Uz wsSudsadBousselem
s Vitron 3Bz 60V KDa 97 s . oeslpairh Ve ik 38 Gl
hel Al GesaleirlVrd KDal34.5-62 ¢, &' 7 Sk

Gz 4 KDa 136- 12: Uil . ¢’ sadlszle o 18-19 OTB4 " Bidil7 bz
¢l KDa 163-20 s .05 sesalroigh¥edgibse & e 38 Bidil7

sl e Ofhdadrdldhcs Wahbi bz ¢ « KDal38-42 ¢, OTB4skhz
Tt GEa¥rAKDa 135 550 2 Ui soagaalmirh Ve KDa 140-73 & Josgd
17> Uz @8 ¢ GtaDur ¢'bz .5 d17 2 bz 2 el eslugs sesele
KDa 175-150 2 ogo & doge & (s $7135-13 | " 77 <k ddad
KDal33-692 ' 77 <izh 5d15 70 Cirta d by Ao oasalrizh Yz
)GCe &, Balaal b
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1 Gile QUIE IR Sddcioadicy

Uz 2l A lelle ke ons EL ol i Yo S Ut ok o)
1 )24(pAACHE. s daads (E Seas
.)Cirta, Gta, Otb4, Bousselem, Vitron( :(A) i
_Wahbi :(C)_iS&as )F4, Bidil7,Waha, Ter( :)B( (i
177856 ) )Farshadfar et al ., 1995 ;Le Bail et Meynard, 2003 ) &l #-cFkydhh
s > dgedbaidl SdeaVer P eSgheT SihE e ditzugt e
G thl' 88t uaeaS oath iz odedr (Thakur et Rai, 1982) 2w . g zogdd
Doz edl a7 el gl pEh) ThST kg i gsd) G ¢ e
eV EIBE U ity gt e BT b DSk &L ¢ &Caryopses
I A JE LT A JERE LS el
cadll e izl E Syle Cu (igs A )Campbell et Close, 1997 (7 ° ¢, sosdila b
Yo el epBabhre CardE pfen” e b S, Tl 1T g ¢

O ] T

S g NS E S £ 2)23( st
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Dendrogramme de 10 Variables
Moy. non pond. grpes associés
Dist. Euclidiennes

Var 1

Var 2

Var 7

Var 5

Var 3

Var 4

Var 6

Var 10

Var 9

Var 8

1,0 1,5 2,0 2,5 3,0 3,5 4,0
Dist. Agrégation

Galll gl iDendrogramme( Uiz speoit )24(a80Ac

(ABA) dsousongier .2.3.11
& Vot aath oo 8 FKaepe I ffe Jaaidl gE3E Jb

3.y Bousselem’ F4' Bidil7 74L& g lel 4 % 1.2202 Cirta 'k
UL A L GBS baEaVr (Ml e 9%1.203 - %1.210 - % 1.215
- % 1.093 -%1.095 - %1.110 > w1 Wahbi' Gta dur vitron Ter -1/13 ° Waha
GtaaVop wsltlh Jddad OTB4 G by &1 Bui&adzaa™ % 1.0100 % 1.043
)25 ad G C GiSad S5 9% 0.982 Ay

I ¢ dhigle pezoodd tsflh ¢ oS £ O Gl shealzt o W
(Dreyer et Tardieu, 1997)." " 7 & Uiz ialadjalal "d¢ i oF b

e BT LISl 8 s 3 dw les o JsE spligd” Gllleughaiu ABA 1€ g
AEE KT s o G Voo g ol #5 poglidil) pdlesde
G b ook 5,V g (Kim et al, 2010). 7 —F @G K o a8 LiglE
. (Meinzer et Grantz, 1990); 7 )ABA( whuVrg ws sFhl) | a8 Sz oird
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Jobard Upl e bz as e 3 oz TE S T (Davies et al., 1994
Gonlp i N gdas T e sl e padl Sroerg)

ABA%

H ABA%

pesalrairh Yoz 1 A dlhnnVet as i1 )25(ad010
Fs T bl T ABA Gzl Gis S Bz T ) Himmelbach et al., 1998) |5
U5 DABA b T S8 Tlad Al WS Sl deaVeils Gl iz egsdl )
g T kb Bies X LSsVple by Tedal T g
@n AiF il =8 ¢ (Wilkinson et Davies,2010) 7 sl 5 Vzz" " a5 Jéay eABA £k
Lrddgdish s JF T aE N V. dle (A7 S pomg b ABA L &
T ENT S PR T S PP G

TeTO wHO e el
el Juu) zEue 1400

TS T T iy 7 Ezogdl O ogd) S JuYrogh Ja
(Attia, 2007) éitam z Jr gz | b SrosEa B oibge (i | Aair sl
TOSE 50% 2 Gl e X aw Wl el T ar ot s b A8 E )
Fhdd) G sl gia¥edde T ¢ 2012-201 1wl (472135 A 130§ 7 ek ol
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1 Gile QUIE IR Sddcioadicy

3 1322 Waha, Wahbi * Otb4 bz #5130 - Vitron ,F4 &by |
(26)ad0i 52 1355 Cirta,B17 ,Bousselem, Ter-1/ 133b7 oS0 g™ &
C AV el sl 5 Tl EER Gaga Ul @) Gl wne 2013/2012° 1 54l
F4" Vitron o berowga roghdl L ghasn 137 Q132 ¢ Foedr ¢ &
o GlEl ( IMdr e anl34 77 721352 Waha, Wahbi, Otb4 Gk Sas 1322
(26)adAd37 136> Cirta,B17 ,Bousselem, Ter-1/13<¢h YzoS s
SEs Bz el sga s o EaVer «ae 201472013 ¥z T Ll g
X 41272 Vitron,F4 G rabriga Sraipbhdl daEgl odl aul sl
k¥ XU sl 72128 2129 o Waha,Wahbi,Otb4Ghz
Tl 65(.26) adAy Jsiz e 1337 131 2 Cirta,B17 ,Bousselem, Ter-1/13
) 8T8 o igalp D5 S ohig 2T Slaslr
g )Y rrue.2.4.11
oasVitron, F4 G by ke (Hal¥epr SEH Bl ' aEk Ub
B17, Cirta, dJuwsabdlczhy (asld 20122011 7 <87 2 138 2 uge
Vitron Gz 65140 ¢ 52013/2012 ) sall " gall & 052 1425 Bousselem,Ter-1/13
Sy 7 8§t aa #J¢ Cirta,B17 ,Bousselem,Ter-1/13 145 -144 ° F4
Cirta,B17 ,Bousselem, Ter-1/13  <¢b¥zeS0s i G12014/2013 aul sall
T ghir.27)pdgVitron JF4 3 'bz X 21357 1345 g ELe £ a141-1380
DACe o SV L8 S ol
)Bousbaa,2012( Sl deaYoilh  Galld L' p3all T carhi (ih i o Fcfkm i
&1 (Gonzalezetal, 1998 (¢ f €6 Gua Frso s, &f ouod raid da S
odloa s ol Y T G ke Jlb | T e et 8E S F ar s
ve® LSoepindlT Gl o Ghesh Gl QgD Sllp AGE A ATk
ot bl Loz et gt on ] Fr e Je FhAd F (Triboi ,1990) 25k
S HESS b Stod e ke 5 L7 ede s B vEpaete gt
e dn b jmen sy pa 5 E L o s e gl dila 4z Gl ol
(Makhlouf et al.,2006 )z 3 75" 800 302 | & Gy sy Hlron ™ 2 1 ¢
Sl Gy R e Sl Gis Wl Ciphl Gupie dade diasial gk Jls
M Radlds eplallt €Y Jr G
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1 Gile Uz ICE ) Sdigluadic

Vitron ,F4 & bz 3 Sl izl o
. Waha,Wahbi,Otb4 ,Gta & iz & Sl (il Cirialr @
.Cirta,B17 ,Bousselem, Ter-1/13 & bz o s,alidl Cazial- o

011/2012

W 2012/2013
m2013/2014

146
144
142

140 -
%138 -
136 -
a
134 -
132 -
130 -
128 -

gl sdl, S s Al o i haiz, ¢l U (27)pdolo
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1 Gile QUIE IR Sddcioadicy

TsEo-d) Leldds.IT
Teids
VEEED 2T A oml Ji T e Db | W) dea Yoo 15hi Sl
Bl Mo s R Srodg bl pathl sl |
oEs BRJl T Gz epdl b oel T des (el ST el
pladl T b T EeSephidlest b Lladl g b0 T Dhey (Berger,1985(
CphlE Sgblewds o ar " Yocipdlas™ (Blum, 1996( Sl oS & J 7e sl i 158 e
SR %SGR S aadl S 0SB ogE T 34
.(Amokrane et al., 2002) % 60-40 2 GXF Lus
GOk ag i ez daludl leadl T LaEEI A sl adlie T B e Sl Gea ¥R
T A T P M TR ey
Gitlh ph SR E s sr Siz eVl &S deaVrd it dalud
7 s DbalS (Richards et Passioura , 1981) (& <S¢ iz ogloa s
" & (Hadjichristodoulou ,1985 ( sea¥rdasi' s AN im (58 158 e o b5l
(Slama et al., 2005( Sl 5 Sz 2 L Uifd Shalu e | Gt
Tk B gmaVrle 55 Ko f epbuidic gl erbidis gadld beaVz o WS
c'E U Sl Aogzls L U ued @Suath T Fl e Jsik spbidic Gt
fosd RFEDL T el T EFUIEE | an Gip ) et Ciplal o F Y
G Gael S S Gt e GE € | ogh D
.(Bagga et al., 1970(
bl e 1) padeh g 8 Gl rt Sl oo Fb ) Girg T s
o L.f"‘j\ 2L C&oﬂ\
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(SF) U, z3abua ¢« (PSF) ) 2= 27 ¢ (CE) Bl X« (LB) g " e (HP) o€ 7. 5, vk Bugs 1 (9) ds¥ed
2013/2014-2012 /2013 wisal Sl Sea¥rils Lk

Génotypes | HP2012/2013 | HP2013/2014 | LBZ2012/2013 | LB2013/2014 | CEZ012/2013 | CE2013/2014 | PSF2012/2013 | PSF2013/2014 | SF2012/2013 | SF2013/2014
Vitron 82.16bcd 62 16bc 16,33c 4,33b 14.33a 13,33a Z7.50ab 20.47a 31,a3ab 19.17e
Gta dur Thcde aa,66bed 18,83b 16.33b 4,6Ba [7.33a 18,71ef T.a2d 28.32bc 24.a03de
Waha 84,abc B4.5b 19.ab 21.28a [5.16a 13,08 23.89b 13.37bc 20,57d 34.71b
Cirta 49.16a 79.16a 19.ab lab 10,33k 1 [7.3af 13,98c 34.49a 19,02e
Bidi 7 103.5a 83.0a 23a [3.16b 10.66b l4ab 21,33cd 18.40ab 2760c 19.03e
Wahbi 87.33b B4b 18.3bc 4.66b 14.6Ba |Ba 19,56de 8.18ab 28,02bc 34.47bc
(TR4 Thde alcd 19.16b 7.33b 12.83ab b 2127cd 20,358 216ad 40 4ha
Ter-1/3 B7.Ge 47|6d 18,33bc 7h [aa [3,33a 28,343 20.85a 27.83c 32.30bc
F4 76.16cde aa,83bcd 18,83b 6,66b 12,aab [3,33a 2193c 7,33abc 211ad 37.37ab
13/3/Artl

Bousselem | 81.6Bbcd BI.66bc 18.4b [3.33b [Zab 13.66ab 23.18c 19.42ab 19.52d 29 l4cd
Min G716 4716 16,33 14,33 10,33 If 17,35 20,85 19,52 19,08
MAX 103.5 83.6 23 2128 3,16 7.33 28,34 142 34.49 40 44
Moy 83.16 6248 19,02 6,13 13.21 14,45 224l 715 26,04 29,07
Et 0.82 B.43 .24 213 202 24 1.27 2.ab 2.28 3.23
CV% I Il b.a4 13.07 [3.33 16,65 0.64 1493 8.78 I113
genotypes

différents & p *; ** £t *** significative a p <0,00 <0,01 et <0,001, respectivement; ns: non significatif. Moyens <0,03 (test SNK)
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HP #1&00k 1.5.010
by bV Spamig sl AT T ol (A 3 aa (e ) s
$V-Bidi 17 & ~alz3hz WahbicCirta (lbalr bl iz ) #07 o WS Wig g
X (83.5,103.5) 2 uge £ & (14--2013/13-2012(, fawsall (Mo dnd 37~
Wahbi Gz 6X)" 87.33¢64( Cirtadhr &=X)" 79.16¢ 99.16) Bidi 17 &z
G Lz ) 76¢55.66( Gtadur @ el Flz7 WS ethe £ 5f aCipialeg
e il Vg SR HE ST (b S (28)pdUAY(47.16467.13) Ter-1/3laad
Bidi 1735z 30s gzl fo bl T Al ek (9)dsieg s
(28)pdin N Ir e Ter-1/3 sl Gl & sl
ARogse Kl U SdugzeSW g d Gedatita v Gok
S JEoEF . wal G G 7" (Subbiahetal,1968) skl T (K paplak
J o peed b disdha e 455 55¢ (Blum.,1988) Gldl 8 (Badrdgall e @i Sa " jl
. (Mc William,1989)g 7 od s i @lr Al 8 s (ally il 37 o)
O ) it Leany Lae (i (s M sall | 9035 e (wgaumd s,th i | g8l o igiale
oI 20K Lgr iy (Pheloung et Siddique,1991) & & oagise &
St pials e GG og’s Aebsh T BSbathr, f4) peialr
. (Ali Dib et al., 1990 ; Bouzerzour,1994)

LB <y Sh.2.5.11
sipd b far .t GrhVrakhit S 2T T Gehapt N hdhdlE

Loswnabalis o Tzodl T 67 Gl O gl peisd) | st oSl i
Bidi 17 &bz | £414--2013/13-2012( "wsall Gpdl (s @ zhag @0 fangall I
J ) 14.33¢16.33) Vitron &by © SN e 21.6 232 Waha GB

2013/2012 “wsall Pla 5 S @ pdsdl 2 (sl e ¢ 21 (29) adoiry fesal)
gl b olins madll Cplal ¢ SHFE (9)d 3 r2014/2013 el GRSIL 5 sy 5 S
ShaSkS (Mekliche et al.,1993) F Sz &7 (e ady led L) oz, s¥of § Shle
SCZIEIIEE SR Ty S PR X SR ST N Sot

. (Ali Dib et al.,1990 ; Blum,1989) (ilF-zg Jz
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1 Gile Uz ICE ) Sdigluadic

120
100
i’ 80 -
3 ]
;jl 60
m HP2012/2013
2 40 /
m HP2013/2014
20
0 .
A <&
& Ry > & & W@
X7 2 AY D (3
o QP\;\ & & SSQ KA R '3)\"’ o&c,e,
& & CilgaY) <« @
(14-2013/13-2012(° <. 0 GEFs : (28 )adoio
25
20
:g)’ 15 A
3
3
% 10 - W LB2012/2013
a
5 . H LB2013/2014
0 .
> N
. SEERCCE
2 . N ™ < N\
AN X2 Y ) <
. RN $/§‘ & < '\,,,)\"’ O&;-,e,
A”\&‘o &® <&
il ual)

(14--2013/13-2012("

AN a5 )29( aduio
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CE godncfie b 3.5.11
¥z Bl Giglh 5 ST Tz gl Frt S bdhdl @k sk Jb |
T T 155 A Adl Waha Sz O ¢ ©.(9)dsiEd £ wnsdl S
2014/2013 wsall &1 "wssdl I 777 10.332 Cirta 6 b7 oS0= bl 2013/2012
OTB4"' Cirta, &z X 112 ¢l Gtadur bz X 17.33 3 dew el s
Tl eSSl ) €5 A CE Uil 0 & Ll pgzsudos 1.(30)ad0i0
(Febrero et al.,1990)—s - wbon (582585 7 ° (Blum,1989) 27 e &

20
18
16
14 -
12 4
10 -

B CE2012/2013

(por) 3ddud 3& Jsb
o

CE2013/2014

oN O
_1 1

(14--2013/13-2012(7 < JV i3l o8 2)30( ade

SFz @b zglo) . 4.5.11
2012(, fesall Bl (Bt Aabeall gl Cialp g5 S Hy T (b g

AN sl S (9)d sz d Srur | bl oo (14--2013/13

177 19.03 4044 2 Lo T Asitele sl )b 5z Bidi 177 Otb4 Gl
Bousselem Gz 5% 19.52° Cirta Gz X" 3449 2 g M7 )
$iose GBI L 73 b & Gl deaVz 28k I S U B)pdio

aosVZs FE sl Bea¥rE8le ST Brisson ,1996 (Ao s oz s¥zoiih U
JEsd gl TSTE deprs cud s’ Sa M)A Kaki 1993 ( SigSE
diuse BSEUE Areds & F L Ui rilanron T T E (Sl Gl
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1D GAdls QIR ICE )t Sdiguadic

satsh b 3rGsE s b s pUise VA hT & i el o el
¢ ol la)Reynolds 1993 ;Wang et al .,1992 (sl z@d T flr’ G587 Aaludll
Gitor daludl (dagh Wl €5 W) bea¥r WLKT Tl (5"~ (Adjabi 2007 ) Jwel

Tl UntH A g_'qtlai e Jigs < )Monneveux et Belhassen, 1996( (s
AW sl ts oSl JW o Uil o Aabudl

PSFeao) g0 300 5.5.10

Je w G GeaYr oEr b shs f duromasd £ S5l Ok A
128342 Ugo it fansdl PAdad el Ter-1/3 87k - gl Jasidl ok
S e A dads 2L @dGtadur Cirta & bz # Mo /77 20.85
i pss Sty gh KWS B2)pdilo Jsiz e ¢ /77 7.52 17.35 3 e
Skl e s b (ykhlef, 2001) . Leel ¢ el Fla(9)dsdpdidgialy ) ansal
o leaVodh  pdlhuglped S oo 7T zetoks ledd) # LB Al
Kait dpdlogdrodin SORAWIS & o ¢ o Skdke U
. (Zeghida et al., 2004( ) 8" 7B s JuSF k%

5
x.l;)
3
2
§ B SF2012/2013
o~
= B SF2013/2014
< N
. INERCC RPN
> N N o SOAIA\ SN
&Ko O D 2 ) Q
o ,bb& NP S'SQ & ° '\',”\ o\\?c’
A’{C‘o & &>
i gay)

(14-2013/13-2012(" <V J1 sk daluall 5)31( adgilo
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1D GAdls QIR ICE )t Sdiguadic

30
‘3 25 -
_3 20 A
¥
15 -
3
,%’ 10 - W Psf2012/2013
ci‘_' 5 - W Psf2013/2014
0 .
L&
2 A a MW &
RS RS < \ N
< > R & AR %) Q)
PO NSO b:\”b\ K
& @ <
ilgaY)

(14--2013/13-2012(" & e &5 72 77 793280k

(14--2013/13-2012( 0Tl s e'gdia N EJ) 1g66.5. 1T
s h T BN S G S o £ K bl gl e i
O A S g gl R (1=- 0.73) 2014/2013° 2013/2012° <l (SF) Uster daludl
2014/ 2013 (SF) Sitsr daludl gl © 2014 /2013 (HP) &y, &b 7 "¢
2013 (HP) o€z, &b ¢ Lubd Sy il . ¢ (1= 0.66)
s b Tt LUt osHs G (1=0.99) 2013/2012 (HP) uE g, G T 2014/
VeV (= 0.63) 2012/2013°  « (CE) i34l X" & 2013/2014(HP)u€ &
Z (r=0.69 ) 2013 /2014 = & (CE) iz 037 S Sy (X!
ol b o Ly OSse gan og g S S il Gl (10)dsied
3gTd gy Lhadh B Gladl G ald (5 (Al G D zogSinr disdh
Gy Bl B e SrgsT 5oz oAl TFaw)Gate,1995) 3w T bk e
B o obd S @it S T BT T B0 %
s 3Sb ] dlaie dtjﬂi 2 ijy 4548 (Fisher et Maurer,1978)<s ¢, (f3dl & X
Bk Jr S SFa Ur (Gate et ,1990) ASkl s ghd) Db [T SSH
) Sk B Vruiib o 7 sSode G L 7w 35 b & Sl deaYp
ol T ihoir 6 4)1998 (Lo T glr @@l F-tEluadeBrisson, 1996
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$ SIS G ogithisg . ) hhe il el oo gl (Al GRE 1) 5
S L e shalegh o g ) fphall il i il S L el
s
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(14--2013/13-2012( xsad Zun sl 8y 5l ~ Eladll € 55l L)) #5)10 (JsiE

Variables SF SF LB LB HP HP PSF PSF CE CE
2012/2013 | 20132014 | 20122013 | 20132014 | 20122013 | 20132014 | 20122013 | 20132014 | 20122013 | 20132014
SF 20122013 1
SF 20132014 -0,7306 1
LB 20122013 -0,0745 -0,1698 1
LB 20132014 -0,5733 0,5435 0,1288 1
HP 20122013 0,4038 -0,6166 0,6073 -0,3140 1
HP 20132014 0,4091 -0,6671 0,6060 -0,2960 0,9936 1
PSF 20122013 -0,2274 0,1212 -0,3708 0,3207 -0,4566 -0,4074 1
PSF 20132014 -0,2391 0,2630 -0,1424 -0,1386 -0,1373 -0,1577 0,5852 1
CE 20122013 -0,0772 0,3680 -0,5315 0,4183 -0,6258 -0,6347 0,4855 -0,0602 1
CE 20132014 -0,0406 0,0052 -0,2494 0,1104 -0,3129 -0,2876 0,2761 -0,2945 0,6961 1
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TiligSag 5,0 L6.01

Teds
T sl 2 Sz i 8V FthE Al (Triticum durum Desf.) 3 b7 z3edll laay

Gl ol (5Bt thodall 5 B Jandl & £7 £ gt 8 e
Uosio pugs bl 6Edr 7 ¢X WSl GG T GG Sl Sk
v oSGl dr ot 2T e B e el otk Tk @i Gl

1.7 g ool (Dl e (NE/m?) oz Gl (42 Jz suGTE) Gits,
oK (Simane et al.,1993) (RDT) =z Gy o5 8K a8 oBle (i3
bA b B BR d G Gl sl ofre S ez st

S Sodet s S Fdod Widgae I ¥ Tl sl e
.(Sharaan et al., 2000; Abou-El-Kheir et al ., 2001 )Léj )

G T T 3k @l TGphl e bz sdMe | (Eid et youcef, 1994 ) &
G 7 OB e S (gl i SSYZE el a3 dp T Gl Y g
o 1T Alaaie ciphal o Fslr ol bgaYrcih b’ b Sl arhd
B S RN A & G e S

GG egbAle b ws 34S)  (Ahmed et Badr,2004; Menshawy et al., 2006 )
@ishh 7l (x5 oY, (Rashid et al., 2003) ¢ il deaYoil 8 el (84
S EES SE ST SeVook o £y T e
o o gkl o Falrsl T Yladr JSYroe Uig . (Beltrano et Marta, 2008y (s
S Colrsh wl Epudl (all Gk T Je ol G el (#S
Wwdlg b delrah s el Gt ol 8 el uElZ
Giflall (3T e T F L adr SerlroeS G5 | Se (Rachid et a1,2003)
WUE Gde | o St Jui B E (08D el

&l Grdd gaflall Uis” ( Fischer et Maurer ,1978) ,  Jexr . ( Blum et al,1989 )
Stgaleis vt @sfodel. U i Sadrswrdndogdiia
)Clarke et al., 1984) Ui " zovg) vgbie b GG veS i sl | (DS))
Sl LY Lt 1 pdr Sodrle ol Bl B Eh ¢ gR G Ut
Sl R~
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ot OF ) GUEPMG) U8 T RDT) oz Sy T thz Tk )11(dsied
odL(NP/m2)g palr siall 4 ady GO@G/E) i3 uad @S¢« (NE/m?) § palr siall
& ISzl sall Sl BeaY sl

source of

variations NP/ m? NE /m? NG/E PMG RDT
Genotype (G) 911299,78*** |267,16*** | 86,35%** 84,85%** 53,17%**
années 21339,01ns 197,43ns 508,41%** 2183%** 3511,38%**
geno*ann 18|480,76** 638,08*** | 84 S2*** 74,18%** 67,13%**
CV% 5,29 3,46 10,53 9,85 10,86

) NP/m® (90 000 ) Aecbie s NE/m’( aclowcdde .1.6.11
TR S s SO0 NS SRR T D (TR R 1N

11 (sdpde ISz sall dawiz ghea¥er gl Yz £) opder
wahbi ¢'L daig 356.66 fF Fadl Sk T Gzle & 2012/2011 Twsal dnnip
s pa¥r &tz b F7O)33( adUiy 342.06 B« F4 13/3 3k 310 .33
144.66 180.66 ¢ Ak Jds el o wpiaVz £5) sl b ogdy sl @S

- (12)J9%d9)34(p4041 63.66 s~ day M I Je Gta dur Ter-1/3 &4
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@S Birl LS )33 (pd o b Yo AL il 238.83 T dan 1221.66. (oS
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Sl T asddad 5l )33(adiiiiaa s WS 52014 /2013 T8Iz T <l (A)34(ad0H0
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tsrr &0 A A Fad X padr ceEh T b sl @k sarh
GhT e oMUl TT atedl (aiadlm DAY
LSy adl Wl GRS H01 YE SUidS crdis g 7 G SWl deaYre e
G ¢9Y Gitlinhs WIoaphBlG S eny g otk i sl
T Uibal BT T sl S Az G pas sl e TG A ks T T i
DS s Gl Gys B Bhl) S BeaYrsse . (Gate et al ,1990) il bl
e jsh | UnaYroad o " SHeal “iter par thet & i Gl D uiosE dibage 2 T i)
SSY#3 S a7 (Richards et al., 2001) > = . (Baldy,1974;Bouzerzour et al.,1994) "Lk~ &>
Aalad) (b 3 F w68 Bz il Dl LDl Ll beaYs 7 Bl
G Fodidle gl T g esSadh T Elr B G sV Al deaYrsae
. (Grignac,1986) 4"l Sze Wl g 3 Juah' " 548 e 85 LS (il
3 Jr seBaaludl (b 4 F e i S S Al (Garcia et al.,2005 ) ZR
Hor st R ehdh ¢ otk QL gadl el e o Ui s G

) NG/E ) godand) @frey) 3§ .2.6.11
SIS Gued F T U i) B gl B0 Jress
Sonld 2Ll e 0gzg) asSodl ¥dial SV odeugl | O

(Calderini, 1999) (&3 83 Jr eS8 Uls = 55 AW dr
N2(dsied aEa¥e £s5S2012/2011 7 < 33 83 Jr geSthz " gl S lait,
eedr Bl B JelE ol 911(sied desVox bz & erdr T
il o Bk T el )38.88 Gta dur @ wlrshr  0XF7d 43.292 Wahbi
U6 40.82 2013/2012 wsalld Jr " B kb (35)aduicB8.85 2 aFialrg hal
292 Bousselem lsaz 3 Bz oSu dan Sdif)e49.333 dap el Wahadsly
sl 2 aglh Tz LVt S snlidle WS (35 (adudn i b i
)3(Jsied
O 14(dsled kg Hois Ly SELET bk £2014/2013 M7 L
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&8

3 Jr e XPMG)US S T, ¢ (RDT) wdr Swenle ~ uak B (12)dsied
g oelz Sl b ogdD @S(NEM?) ¢ pde sl b gl 68 (NG/E) i3
2012/2011 sl (NP/m?)

Génotypes NP/ m? NE /m? NG/E PMG RDT
Vitron 145.66¢ 338ab 37.93bcd | 30.09b | 38.57cde
Waha 152.33bc 343ab 38.93abcd | 29.01b | 38.73cd
Gta dur 144.66¢ 339.66ab | 34.88d 33.88a | 40.13cd
Cirta 176a 354.66ab | 41.47ab 31.06ab | 45.68
Bidi 17 171ab 349.66ab | 40ab 29.60b | 41.39abc
Wahbi 172ab 356.33a 43.29 a 28.34b | 43.71ab
Otb4 171.66ab 347ab 37.89bc 30.48b | 40.07bcd
Ter-1/3 180.66a 346ab 42.51 a 30.17b | 44.37ab
F4 13/3/Art1 184.33c 310.33c 36.11cd 34.05a | 38.15de
Bousselem 174a 336b 35.55cd 28.52b | 36.06e
Min 144,66 310.33 34.88 28.52 36.06
Max 180,66 356.33 43.29 34.05 45.68
Moy 163,66 342.06 38.85 30.52 40.68
ET 14,03 13.02 2.92 2.00 |3.76

CV % 4.69 4.80 6.84 491 7.14
effet Génotypes ko kox ok * otk
différents a p *; ** Et *** significative a p <0,05 <0,01 et <0,001,
respectivement; ns: non significatif. Moyens <0,05 (test SNK)
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&8

3 s S(PMG)UE 3 1. " (RDT) ez Gunle ~ ek LuiFs :)13(ls%zd
¢ ol el B Ggds @sS(NE/M?) & pale siall 8 F dl 68 NG/E )iz &
2013/2012° _ (NP/m?)

Genotypes NP/ m? NE /m? NG/E PMG RDT
Vitron 153cd 228de 42.33abc | 43.43ab | 41.91cde
Waha 165.66dc 237.33cd | 49.33a 42.2ab | 49.40ab
Gta dur 142d 221.66¢ 47.66ab 41b 43.31abc
Cirta 153cd 225.33e 46.66ab 50.73a | 53.33a
Bidi 17 151.33cd 228.66de | 31.66de 51.6a 37.35de
Wahbi 176.66b 249b 34cde 50.56ab | 40.50abc
Otb4 168bc 245bc 39bcd 42.63ab | 40.73bcde
Ter-1/3 199.66a 255.33b 35.33cbe | 48.1ab | 43.39abcd
F4 13/3/Artl 199a 274a 39.33bcd | 44.73ab | 48.20ab
Bousselem 165.66bcd | 224¢ 29¢ S5la 33.14e
Min 142 221.66 29 41 33.14
Max 199.66 274 49.33 51.6 53.33
Moy 167.39 238.83 40.8 47.58 43.32

ET 19.87 16.90 7.16 6.05 5.58

CV % 4.57 2.68 13.33 12.12 12.7

effet Génotypes | *** otk kK ns *
différents a p *; ** Et *** significative a p <0,05 <0,01 et <0,001, respectivement;
ns: non significatif. Moyens <0,05 (test SNK)
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&8

3 dr GedPMG) G817 (RDT) =z G wole ek BFs )14(dsed
Eosle Al B gdD s (NE/M?) g o Sl (b Eadl o558 (NG/E) il 8
2013/2014 "« 5a{(NP/m?)

Génotypes NP/ m? NE /m? NG/E PMG RDT
Vitron 156.66b 228.33de 32.33bc 31.06b 22.92c
Waha 166 b 225.33¢e 32.33bc 28.63bc | 20.85c
Gta dur 164.33b 240.66abc | 38.66a 25.33cd | 23.56bc
Cirta 166.66b 232cde 28.33cd 32.26b 21.20c
Bidi 17 179.33ab 248.66a 38.33a 24.66cd | 23.50bc
Wahbi 156.33b 230.66de | 28.66cd 40.56a 26.81ab
Otb4 166.33b 236bcd 23.33d 22.76d 12.53d
Ter-1/3 199.66a 242.33ab | 37.33ab 22.56d 20.40c
F4 13/3/Art1 176.33ab 241.33ab | 34.33ab 25.35cd | 21.02c
Bousselem 171ab 244.66ab | 26.66d 44.33a 28.90a
Min 156.3 225.33 23.33 22.56 12.53
Max 199.66 248.66 38.66 44.33 28.90
Moy 170.29 237.62 32.02 29.75 22.16
ET 12.59 7.86 5.23 7.48 4.14
CV % 6.3 2.39 10.03 9.69 9.49
effet Génotypes | ns ok wkok wkk ok
différents a p *; ** Et *** significative a p <0,05 <0,01 et <0,001,
respectivement; ns: non significatif. Moyens <0,05 (test SNK)
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2012/2011 oo™ I 5 252 shsgsadls ¥ .6.6.11

ol GueS T T EE T WS adr Sodradr 2012/2011 i sall Gigll
Gl oY) s e bwnlrc (r=0.83) Uiz Y Jz eS¢ (1 =0.78)¢ palr il
@S EES WSS A A Eal geSs b WS (r=0.79) i) WS
Eharadr T8z =075 ) £ 0z =068 ) ¥z ) r=0.68 ) Sl ad
. (15)ds3%d)r=0.86) J» ¥z

2012/201 1 wsall (37 (sl paiinadl € gl L)) 5 8)15(09%

Variables EPI FLO P/M2 NG/E NE/M2 | PMG RDT
EPI 1
FLO 0,8637** | 1
P/M2 0,2247 0,3184 |1
NG/E 0,5928 0,3981 ]0,3505 |1
NE/M2 0,7562** | 0,6889* | -0,1035 | 0,6846* |1
PMG -0,1476 | -0,3369 | -0,0435 | -0,5048 |-0,5974 |1
RDT 0,7918** | 0,5320 | 0,3034 | 0,8346** | 0,6649** | -0,0633 | 1

Values in bold are different from 0 with a significance level alpha=0,05

AL 3l TG gkl ke e cuil 7 (Guendouz et al.,2014) @l FiFk prhh

| (Choukan et al.,2006) (Khalilzade et Karbalaei Khiavi,2002) | =~ o&z.cualls

Gonlt U Sesdmdh 2z shlT Gpd et CGplal s W (RECSEISY - 55l
B gl e
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Ll @St RS adlE BE TG ity od )16 (Usied

2012/2011 54l
variables Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3 génotypes Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3
EPI 0,895532 -0,166985 -0,345489 Vitron -2,04158 1,47059 0,03547
FLO 0,811256 -0,070396 -0,155055 Gta dur -0,56454 1,38734 0,10148
P/M2 0,315055 -0,710849 0,590702 Waha -1,25632 -0,03916 -2,36912
NG/E 0,841214 -0,002150 0,302134 Cirta 2,58821 -0,88553 -0,57811
NE/M2 0,878883 0,418868 -0,155053 Bidi 17 1,73029 -0,00842 -0,23418
PMG -0,475402 -0,657349 -0,563297 Wahbi 1,97021 0,54679 0,87659
RDT 0,852941 -0,291023 -0,160149 OTB4 0,11596 -0,02622 -0,01675
TER 1,94964 -0,85360 0,44249
F4 -3,34005 -2,19327 0,69757
Bousselem -1,15182 0,60149 1,04455
Variables (axes F1 and F2: 74,62 %) Observations (axes F1 and F2: 74,62 %)
! 3
0,75 PMG 1 PN F4
[ ]
2 -
0,5 -
RDT
:\; 0,25 7 . ZPI § 1 4 . TERCirta
R NG/E ®
N~ 0 ———t ~
- -
< = . . . Waha OTB4  Bidi17
* 025 1 - ' ' ' '
Y [ ]
0,5 . E/M2 Bousselem Wahbi
-1 4
-0,75 . vitron  Gta dur
-2
-1
3002 0 1 2 3
-1 075 -05 -025 0 025 05 075 1
F1(57,04 %) F1(57,04 %)

Dl sl o8 Gl Sl Y LE TG edads 1) 39(adi
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Biplot (axes F1 and F2: 74,62 %)
P/M2
PMG
F4
RDT
Cirta
TER
OoTB4 EPl
X °
]
~ Waha FLO
=
o~ NG/E
('8 [ ] P— 9 1
Bidi 17
° °
Bousselem Wahbi
-1 1
° °
) Vitron Gta dur
NE/M2
-3
5 4 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 4 5
F1(57,04 %)

deaVoil bl wnlrde piE U sl puigsairh Yog fad 1) 40(edui
2012/2011 sall S

Gz Yo etz sl Jie (39-40) aduih )16)dsed UK 2 e fek

& 0 wsS NGE Uil ued 56”7 54l FLO L ¢l EPIE Uiz Lssa G5 <)

seeS aalliawzr pl Cirta 3'bz 4 i #7 Rdt $z Sexle NE/M*E) il
FAG B ook e BT g0 S Gogdbiest &Y Jdeir )
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2013/2012 wsall (5 (sall paiiinall € il L) 5 S)17(JsiE

Variables FLO EPI NP/m2 NG/E NE/M2 PMG RDT HP LB CE SF Psf
FLO 1

EPI 1,0000*** 1

NP/m2 -0,2543 | -0,2543 1

NG/E -0,3000 | -0,3000 | -0,3361 1

NE/M2 -0,4299 | -0,4299 | 0,9134*** | -0,1693 1

PMG 0,6436* | 0,6436* | 0,0966 | -0,6762* | -0,0938 1

RDT -0,1957 | -0,1957 | 0,1227 0,7724* 0,2593 | -0,2589 1

HP 0,4769 0,4769 | -0,6408* | -0,0590 | -0,5430 | 0,5418 | -0,0053 1

LB 0,6114 0,6114 | -0,2648 | -0,1904 | -0,1621 | 0,3444 | -0,1223 0,6080 1

CE -0,4447 | -0,4447 | 0,2038 0,2658 0,1890 | -0,5781 | 0,0250 | -0,6534* | -0,5656 1

SF -0,2046 | -0,2046 | 0,5164 -0,1328 0,5878 | -0,3424 | -0,1019 -0,6163 | -0,1701 | 0,3812 1

Psf -0,2610 | -0,2610 | 0,1265 -0,1614 0,0062 | -0,2792 | -0,4004 -0,4570 | -0,3708 | 0,5103 | 0,1213 1

Values in bold are different from 0 with a significance level alpha=0,05
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st 2 ol p e L

ool eSS 6 R T AU TS adr Sz dr 2013/2012 w0 sall Gigll

Fharade el = 0.67 (3 U8 &1.°

Sir &Y dr seSE (1 =0.77)

@sSe b WS (r=1) JeiVr g e U S adr sl < (r=0.64) L Ve ¢
0= Gl WSO =091 ) el B ogds s F il U TSED il Dl
(17)Ss3E(r =-0.64 ( oedy et cdr 8 & (1=-0.64) ey, & 5 iz

e pugSpar EIBT GRS adlle b s ety 0l £8)18(dsied
2013/2012 254l
genotypes | Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3 variables | Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3
Vitron -1,84560 1,70194 1,89096 FLO 0,823739 | -0,234567 | 0,006793
Gta dur -1,15670 1,91474 -0,86366 EPI 0,823739 | -0,234567 | 0,006793
Waha -0,52210 1,68007 1,41118 NP/m2 -0,528357 | -0,679309 | -0,431387
Cirta 3,02177 1,74992 -1,75960 NG/E -0,283974 | 0,881803 | -0,234076
Bidi 17 4,16653 -0,64138 0,25061 NE/M2 -0,595606 | -0,511831 | -0,574161
Wahbi -0,08970 -1,16152 -0,52013 PMG 0,710157 | -0,507847 | -0,130053
oTB4 -0,82091 -0,56640 -0,16594 RDT -0,213702 | 0,545375 | -0,722607
TER -1,42948 -2,13080 0,32092 HP 0,851119 | 0,280337 | -0,077363
F4 -2,75037 -0,87031 -2,05454 LB 0,711032 | -0,101561 | -0,222592
Bousselem | 1,42655 -1,67627 1,49020 CE -0,731261 | 0,074361 0,346468
SF -0,547791 | -0,465369 | -0,134848
Psf -0,428813 | -0,194373 | 0,713653
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Observations (axes F1 and F2: 61,55 %) Variables (axes F1 and F2: 61,55 %)
1
3 NG/E
0,75
2 Gta dur 1 .
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GE 33453 )18(Js3edy )42-41 (a2 2¢3¢1 " ol 7 Bl T Ladle e (¢ Fppihe
b Yk
EPI &z 74, & G, Cirta, Bidi 17 & dby &y " Yz sl i
CE Uizl g8 " )P4 gl (Mudediz T FLOLWOYZ
Jo@) & = 7 Gta dur, Cirta, Vitron, Waha & 5z Ol ST adl -
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Résumé

trés important de connaitre les caractéristiques physiologiques et biochimiques,
phénologiques et le rendement sur le champ qui contribuent a 1'évolution des
conditions environnementales et s’ adapter a des conditions environnementales
non stable, surtout la sécheresse qui menace de nombreux pays. On a utilisez
dans cette ¢tude dix variétés de blé dur de différentes sources avec deux
expériences différentes. La premicre est sur le terrain, et la deuxicme a été
menée dans des conditions semi-controler.

La premiere expérience a ¢été réalisée pendant les saisons agricoles( 2011-12,
2012-13, 2013-14) au niveau du champ expérimental de 1’ institut technique des
grandes cultures (ITGC) Constantine, le but de ce travail et d” étudier I'effet du
stress hydrique dans des conditions naturel du champ, plusieurs mesures ont été
réalisées au cours de la croissance des plantes , des parametres morphologiques
et phénologique ainsi que le rendement et ses composantes. Les résultats
obtenus ont montré que la réponse de blé dur au stress hydrique est associée a la
variéte, l'intensite et la durée de la contrainte hydrique, 1'analyse de la variance a
montré des résultats trés significative dans la plupart des paramétres étudiés. Il
reste les varietés locaux Bousselem et Cirta plus productif par rapport aux autre
variétés.la deuxiéme expérience c’est dérouler dans une serre en verre situé a
Chaab el ressas Université de Constantine Ou nous avons pratiquer plusieurs
mesures physiologiques et biochimiques ainsi I'analyse de la variance est tres
significatif entre les génotypes, nous avons enregistré un manque de teneur en
chlorophylle avec l'augmentation de la résistance des stomate en augmentant le
contenu de I’acide abscissique et de sodium et de potassium, ce pendant les
variétés locales ont montré une grande adaptation par rapport au variétés
importés surtout la variéte¢ Ter-1/3. Les résultats ont €galement montré que la
sécheresse conduit a un manque de teneur en eau par rapport aux variétés
¢tudiées, qui ont été modifi¢es par I'accumulation des sucres et de la proline et
aussi des différences importantes constatées dans de poids moléculaire des
protéines, tandis que la majorité de la réponse au stress hydrique était différente
pour chaque variété. L'étude a montré que les variétés étudiées ont répondu au
stress hydrique par des différents mécanismes et dans des proportions entre les
varietés introduites et amélioré pour maintenir les fonctions vitales de blé dur

Mots clés: stress hydrique, blé dur, biochimique, morphophysiologique,
phénologiques, rendement.



summary

Although drought stress has been well documented as an effective parameter in
decreasing crop production in semi arid regions. The objectives of this study
were to detect the effect of water stress in durum wheat (Triticum durum Desf).
The present study was carried out to study the performance of durum wheat. We
used in this study ten durum wheat varieties from different sources with two
different experiences. The first was on the ground, and the second was
conducted in semi-controler conditions.

The first experiment was performed during the agricultural seasons 2011-12,
2012-13, 2013-2014 at the experimental field of the Technical Institute of Field
Crops (ITGC) EI khroub Constantine, the objectif of this work to study the
effect of water stress in natural field conditions, different measures have been
taken during plant growth, morphological parameters, phenological, yield and its
components. The results showed that the durum wheat response to water stress
1s associated with the variety, intensity and duration of water stress, the analysis
of variance showed highly significant results in most parameters studied. It
remains local varieties Bousselem Cirta and more productive compared to other
variéties. the second experiment is conducted in a Glass House was located at
Chaab el Ressas Constantine University, where we practice different
physiological, biochemical measurements and analysis of variance where very
significant between genotypes, we recorded a lack of chlorophyll with an
increase in the resistance of the stoma by increasing the content of abscisic acid,
sodium and potassium, during local varieties showed high adaptation compared
to the varieties imported especially the variety Ter-1/3. The results also showed
that the drought leads to a lack of water content with respect to the varieties
studied, which have been modified by the accumulation of sugars and proline as
well as significant differences in molecular weight of the proteins, while the
majority of the response to drought stress was different for each variety. The
study showed also that the varieties studied responded to water stress by
different mechanisms and in proportions between introduced varieties and
improved to maintain the vital functions of durum wheat

Keywords: water stress, durum wheat, biochemical, morphophysiological,
phenological, yield.
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