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Growth and Proline Concentration of Some Wheat Cultivars
as Influenced by Different Levels of Proline and Field

Capacity
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Abstract
Pot experiment was conducted in a private field located on the main road of Kerbala — Babylon
, 10 kms eastern of Kerbala during the season of 2010 - 2011 . The aim of this study was to assess
the effect of water stress and proline concentration on the the growth and the proline concentration
in the flag leaf of four wheat cultivars . Factorial experiment within completely randomized design
with four replicates was applied . The experiment included four wheat cultivars ( ie. Fateh |,
Adnania , IPA 99 and Sham 6 ) , three concentrations of proline (ie. 0, 20 and 40 ) mg . I"* and
three levels of field capacity (i.e. 25, 50 and 100% ) . The results could be summarized as follow :
The effect of cultivars was not significant on the shoot/root ratio, on the other hand , cultivars
significantly affected proline concentration . Proline at 20 mg . I* was more effective on studied
parameters compared with other concentrations ( ie. 0 and 40 ) mg . I, and, the field capacity of
100% was the best compared with 25% and 50% field capacities .

The interaction between cultivars and the proline concentrations was not significant on the shoot/root
ratio, on the other hand , it was significantly effective on the proline concentration . The interaction between
cultivars and the field capacity was also effective on the studied parameters , the interaction between the
proline and field capacity was also significant on the studied parameters. No significant effect was found due
to the interaction between studied parameters on the root/shoot ratio , whereas , they had a significant effect
on the proline concentration .
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sl e lill 308 adal dzant Ao gy WS ¢ cplg nll pada Gda5 4leal (Feed back mechanism) il Sllee
) (aala ALY Gal gl Gadla lgtaa ey bl Jals i) (calealV1 3aS ala 3 o5l (5 gl
Gl A el il sl aa) sa ol gl Gmala ) iaa¥) e o3 Jgad s ¢ Jlall i) cald cluali IS iala
) ) [28]&})ﬂ\€&jd&wm‘méd\df}eJL&A\LA‘).\.\L}UA

hel 3 ¢ Lyl diiall o 8 4 gine 5 gemn | jine JAY) sa (IS 288 DN Al Al Jalge o Jalaill dplly U
T, pake 22,2 4y ddall sdgd daills ¥ axal) ST 0425 Alia Arrs A aade 20 0ol 50 (5 sise 2ie 99 £l Caial
& sl S Jama 81 9% 100 Alis Zaw e U sale 0 Gy 5 sine i Cainall udi e )lsmn;wl
AL k5.8

234



2011 / ale [ 2l sl - andil) laal) — dpalal) £30  daala Alya

il il (1 i) ol ol S5 (g ey JAI 5 Alind) ) ¢l )5S 58 ¢ iall L850 (3) s

cilall Olg ) 33 (%) Adiald) Aaud) a8 X cilal)
1 AL aala 25 50 100 g
i 0 15.1 10.3 6.6 10.6
20 21.0 14.1 8.1 14.4
40 19.2 12.1 7.3 12.9
Ll 0 17.2 10.9 6.9 11.6
20 22.1 12.9 8.8 14.6
40 19.3 12.2 7.9 13.1
99 ¢ 0 17.4 11.1 5.8 11.4
20 22.2 15.9 8.8 15.6
40 19.8 13.8 7.5 13.7
6 ald 0 14.8 9.2 6.5 10.2
20 19.4 12.1 7.8 13.1
40 18.0 11.2 7.3 12.1
LSD (0.05) 0.775 0.447

Ad8aY) dadd) ,)eﬁii Jira 18.8 12.2 7.5 J:,f,i; Jaza

LSD (0.05) 0.224 ciial)
dacdl x Cital) o 18.4 12.2 7.3 12.7
L taa) islise 19.5 12.0 7.8 13.1
99 .U 19.7 13.6 7.4 13.7
6 AL 17.4 10.8 7.2 11.8
LSD 05 | 0.447 0.259

385 A Jaa
Claud
x clasall s 0 16.1 10.4 6.4 11.0
TREW, 20 21.2 13.7 8.4 14.4
40 19.1 12.3 7.5 13.0
LSD (0.05) 0.387 0.224
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