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ABSTRACT: The experiment was carried out in Western Azerbaijan agricultural research center at Miandoab
station in growing season 2009-2011. Main plots in this experiment included Different levels of irrigation after
heading stage (70, 100 130 and 160 mm evaporation from class A pan) and the sub-plots consisted of 10
genotypes of bread wheat were planted in six rows. Drought is an important environmental factor, which induces
significant alterations in plant physiology and biochemistry. Carotenoids are a large class of isoprene molecules,
which were synthesized by all photosynthetic and many non-photosynthetic organisms. Results of analysis of
variance show that significant differences between the fore late drought stress levels on carotene, Flavonoid,
Fenol Tom, sucrose, fructose, glucose, proline and grain yield, Also inter action effect of drought stress level and
genotype had the significant effect on same treat and it was show that the drought had a significant effect on
biochemical regulation against drought condition. Otherwise correlation coefficient table for measured treat
showed the high positive and negative correlation between measured treat in drought stress condition and there
could be a mechanism for scape the drought period in experimental variety and line. Grain yield were affected by
photosynthesis rate of crop and it was dependent light harvesting by organic complex like carotenoids and
xanthophylls. Synthesis of lipids and pigments such as chlorophyll, xanthocynin and carotenoid is interrupted by
water stress, and dues the high grain yield variety and genotype should have the molecular defensive mechanism
as shown in this phase.
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INTRODUCTION

Drought stress affects 40 to 60 percent of the world’s agriculture lands [33]. Much of the land under wheat
cultivation has been in arid and semiarid regions. Drought in Iran was considered as the most important factor
limiting crop growth and production. In these areas, Understanding the effect of drought stress and temperature
regimes on molecular characteristic and yield were the effective step in the development of cultivars with high
yield and stable situation [15]. Drought is an important environmental factor which induces significant alterations
in plant physiology and biochemistry. Some plants exhibit a number of physiological adaptations that allow them
to tolerate water stress conditions. Plants adaptations to dry environments can be expressed at four levels:
phenological or developmental, morphological, physiological, and metabolic and the last one known and
understood as metabolic or biochemical adaptations involved [16]. Photosynthetic pigments are important to
plants mainly for harvesting light and production of reducing powers [12]. Carotenoids are a large class of
isoprene molecules, which are de novo synthesized by all photosynthetic and many non-photosynthetic organisms
[4]. Carotenoids have a very important role in photosynthesis. Biosynthesis of carotenoids in plants is a genetic
characteristic, but environmental conditions also have an essential role. They are involved in light harvesting,
energy transduction and protection against damage by photo-oxidation [12]. However, carotenoids have
additional roles and partially help the plants to withstand adversaries of drought. Total carotenoid content were
found that decline under water deficit conditions. The rate of decline in a drought-sensitive cultivar was much
faster than in a more drought resistant cultivar. Oxidative damage generated by drought stress in the plant tissue is
alleviated by a concerted action of both enzymatic and non-enzymatic antioxidant systems. Carotenes form a key
part of the plant antioxidant defense system, but they are very susceptible to oxidative destruction. Water stress,
among other changes, has the ability to reduce the tissue concentrations of chlorophylls and carotenoids [18],
other wise Plant have developed and complex biochemical defense system that including carotenoids and
flavonoid. Flavonoid compounds, as secondary metabolites are considered to play a major role in protecting
plants from UV-B damage [22].
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These flavonoid generally absorb the light in the region of 280~320 nm and thus are capable of acting as a UV
filter, thereby protecting the photosynthetic tissues from damage [32]. Flavonoids stabilize and protect the lipid
phase of the thylakoid membrane, and are quenchers of the excited triplet state of chlorophyll and singlet oxygen
[1]. Apart from the carotenoids, flavonoid also has antioxidant properties which act as an internal filter against
UV-B radiation. Plants scavenge reactive oxygen species by detoxification mechanism produced by enzymatic
antioxidant such as catalase, peroxidase, superoxide dismutase and phenylalanine ammonia—lyase etc. [26]. Both
Physiological and biochemical changes including carbohydrates, proteins and lipids Observed in many plant species
under various water stress levels, which may help in better understanding survival mechanisms in drought.

The available reports stated that the content of soluble sugars and other carbohydrates in the leaves of various
water stressed plants are altered and may act as a metabolic signal in the response to drought [2, 3, 8] however,
accumulation or decrease of sugars depending on stress intensity and role of sugar signaling in these processes is
not totally clear yet [8]. Drought stress is a decrease of soil water potential so plants reduce their osmotic potential
for water absorption by congestion of soluble carbohydrates and proline and in other words osmotic regulation is
performed [24]. Carbohydrates, which among other substrates are essential for cell growth, are produced via
photosynthesis and the latter is significantly reduced under stress conditions [36]. The aim of this study was to
investigate the effect of water stress on the activities of some soluble sugar (Sucrose, Fructose, Glucose and
Proline), Photosynthetic pigments (Carotene, Flavonoied and Phenol tom) of 20 barley promising lines/cultivars.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Plant materials were performed in the form of strip plot on the basis randomized complete block designs, with
fore replications in the close location. The experiment was carried out in Miyandoab Agricultural and Natural
Resources Research Station, in growing season 2010-2011. The experimental field station was located in latitude
36° 58', longitude 46° 6' and altitude 1371m, by a typical silty loam texture. Before planting, the soil tillage was
practiced based on the research station/s routine. Fertilizers were applied before sowing (100kg ha™ P,Os and
50kg ha™ N) in October, and at stem elongation (50kg ha"' N) in March.

Main plots in this experiment included Different levels of irrigation after heading stage (70, 100 130 and 160 mm
evaporation from class A pan) and the sub-plots consisted of 10 genotypes of bread wheat (Zarrin, Shahriar,
Alvand, Sardari, C-80-4, C-81-10, C-81-4, C-83-3, C-83-8 (Zare) and C-83-9 (Pishgam)). Seeding rates for all
wheat genotypes was 450 seed/m” and each line was planted in 6 rows with 20 cm apart and 5 m long. Irrigation
treatments were applied after heading stage. To prevent the penetration of water main plots spacing together
between the two meters. The field was watered with siphons and the amount of the irrigation is accounted. To
quantify soluble sugar and Photosynthetic pigments, fifteen young leaf samples were taken randomly from each
plot and were placed in liquid nitrogen and then stored at -80°C pending biochemical analysis. Leaf sampling
from all plot were done after 70% evaporation of each irrigation treatment. Carotenoid content was estimated
using the formula of Kirk and Allen [19] and expressed in milligrams per gram dry weight. The total flavonoid
content of the sample was determined using ammonium chloride colorimetric method as described by Chang [7],
with slight modifications.

For Measurements of compatible solutes seven flag leaves per plot were dried and ground. 0.02 g dry weight of
leaf tissue was extracted in 2 ml of 70% (v/v) ethanol and centrifuged at 2000g for 10 min. The pellet was washed
with 2ml of 70% ethanol and then with 0.8ml distilled water. The pooled supernatant was mixed with an equal
volume of chloroform and the aqueous phase was recovered and brought to 4ml with distilled water. Soluble
carbohydrates and proline were determined by methods of anthrone and ninhydrin [6] respectively. After
maturity, yield and yield components were measured and analysis of data was done using MSTATC Statistical
Program.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Results of analysis of variance show that significant differences between the fore drought stress levels on
Flavonoid, Fenol Tom, sucrose, fructose, glucose content level and grain yield (Table 1) (p<0.01). Also inter
action effect of drought stress level and genotype had the significant effect on carotenoied, fenol tom, sucrose,
fructose, glucose and grain yield level and its show that the drought had a significant effect on genotype
biochemical regulation level that affected by drought stress condition (Table 1) (p<0.01). At the other hand result
were showed the different in proline concentration level (Table 1) (p<0.05) and it could be due to the difference
of genotype to scape the drought. Otherwise correlation coefficient table for measured treat showed the high
positive and negative correlation between measured treat (Table 2), and it could be due to the regulation of
metabolic treat in a shape of down regulated or up regulated in drought stress condition and there could be a
mechanism for scape the drought period in experimental variety and line.
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Table-1: Variance Analysis of wheat genotypes traits under drought stress

Ms
SOV df | Carotene Flm_'alm Fenol Sucrose Fructose Glucose Prohine G?ﬂm
oid Tom vield

Replication 3 7718 0.906 0.9022 116.204 218.001 162,145 67.022 0.908

Droughtlevel | 3| 10166 | 16408™ | 94.9257" 564872 ™ |14738.833 ™ |25272.104™ |72583.783"™|29.031™
Genotype ol 17598 (1009437 | 33029417 [3423.096" | 6518.655 " | 9993.0017 [13924.756 | 7464
Droughtlevel | o5l g 451" | 3233 | 100933™ | 52216™ | 156939™ | 2462386™ | 712681 | 1062™
Genotype
Error 1?1 6.705 2790 50.847 12,465 31.768 109.871 415781 0.288
CV% 17.38 16.39 8.08 9.68 8.12 11.22 1558 10.99

+, = Indicate sigmficant differences atlevels 0.05 and 0.01 level respectively.

Carotenoied

Shahriar variety at 70 mm evaporation from E.T pan had the highest carotenoied level (20.08 milligram/ gr leaf
DW)between the variety and genotype, zarrin under 100 evaporation from E.T pan conditions has the lowest
carotenoied level (10.02 milligram/ gr leaf DW). In contrary C-83-9 at 170 mm evaporation from E.T pan
conditions were showed the high concentration of carotenoied (19.61milligram/ gr leaf Dw) and its could be due
to the up regulated of carotenoied synthesis in this variety and carotenoids have additional roles and partially help
the plants to withstand adversaries of drought. Total carotenoid content were found that decline under water
deficit conditions (Figure 1). The rate of decline in a drought-sensitive cultivar was much faster than in a more
drought resistant cultivar. High carotenoied level under stress could express tolerant genotype, because it may be
a mechanism for escape from the stress (Table 3). Water stress, among other changes, has the ability to reduce the
tissue concentrations of chlorophylls and carotenoids (Kiani et al., 2008), primarily with the production of ROS in
the thylakoids [30]. However, reports dealing with the strategies to improve the pigments contents under water
stress. The available reports show that exogenous application of methyl jasmonate improved the drought tolerance
with increased activities of SOD, CAT and APX, ABA and total improved carotenoid contents in maize [23],
while methyl jasmonate brought about a threefold increase in the B-carotene synthesis as well as degradation of
the chlorophyll contents in the epidermal peels [27]. Likewise, an important role of tocopherols, lipid-soluble
antioxidant in chloroplasts, has been envisioned in improved pigments contents under stress conditions in the
photosynthetic organisms including tobacco [34] and Arabidopsis thaliana [11].

Flavonoid and fenol tom

C-83-9 (13.87 milligram/ gr leaf DW) genotype under 100 mm evaporation from E.T pan conditions has the
highest flavonoid level. In contrary C-83-3 at 100 mm evaporation from E.T pan conditions and C- 81-10 at 70
mm evaporation from E.T pan conditions with 5.361 and 5.517 milligram/gr leaf DW was the lowest values of
flavonoid concentration respectively. High flavonoid level under stress could express tolerant genotype, because it
may be have mechanism escape from the stress (Table 3). Treat mean showed that genotype C-83-9 had the
highest level of flavonoid concentration between other genotype and variety in all of drought stress level.
Flavonoid stabilizes and protects the lipid phase of the thylakoid membrane, and is quenchers of the excited triplet
state of chlorophyll and singlet oxygen (Agawal and Rathore, 2007). Mean analyze showed that C-83-9 genotype
with 122.5 milligram/ gr leaf DW under170 mm evaporation from E.T pan drought stress level after heading have
the highest fenol tom level. In contrary C-81-10 at 70 mm evaporation from E.T pan conditions with 56.43
milligram/gr leaf DW were the lowest values (Figure 2). Treat mean showed that the concentration of fenol tom is
up regulated approximately in all of genotype and variety (Figure 3). Oxidative damage generated by drought
stress in the plant tissue is alleviated by a concerted action of both enzymatic and non-enzymatic antioxidant
systems (Table 3).with no attention to genotype we could see that the highest level of flavonoid could be
determined in high drought stress (170 mm Evapotranspiration from E.T pan) level and it were due to the
regulation of genotype fore scape the drought for sustainable there interior condition and show that resistance
genotype as a defensive system regulated there flavonoid and fenol tom level. Result of Correlation coefficient
(Table 2) showed the high positive correlation (p<0.01) between flavonoid and fenol tom level in wheat variety
and genotype (r* = 0.868). Flavonoid were the important part of plant defense system and in environmental stress
such as water stress chemical composition of plant are increase and it could be the both of primary and secondary
metabolites.

Fructose and Glucose

Base on analyze of variance result for chemical treat of bread wheat genotype and variety C-83-9 genotype with
135.00 milligram/gr leaf DW under 170 mm evaporation from E.T pan conditions has the highest fructose level
between the other genotype and variety.
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In contrary alvand with the 33.67 milligram /gr leaf DW under 100 mm evaporation from E.T pan (second level
of drought condition) had the lowest one (Table 3). It could be due to the regulation reflex of plant for scape the
drought. The available reports stated that the content of soluble sugars and other carbohydrates in the leaves of
various water stressed plants are altered and may act as a metabolic signal in the response to drought [2, 3, §].
This is believed to be due to osmotic adjustment, the process in which solutes accumulate in growing cells as their
water potential falls [25]. Accumulation of solutes in response to osmotic potential decreasing from the net and
thus maintaining turgor in tissues, osmotic adjustment may allow growth to continue at low water potential. At the
other hand we could saw the same situation for glucose that highest level of drought (170 mm evaporation from
E.T pan conditions) showed the highest level of glucose concentration with 166.00 milligram /gr leaf DW in C-
83-9 genotype (Table 3). This result was the same as the fructose data and base on correlation coefficient result
(Table 2) fructose concentration had the high and positive relation with glucose (r* = 0.750). Adaptation to all
these stresses is associated with metabolic adjustments that lead to the accumulation of organic solutes such as
sugars, polyols, betaines and proline [14, 35].

Proline

Many various inhibitor factor can be accrued in plant life cycle in the field such as heat, drought and cold, dues
plant should have been a way for escape this condition in there hole life and it could be fundamental change in
biochemical and physiological process, the assumption behind this approach has been that over production of
these osmolytes may help plants to tolerate stress by improving their ability to adjust osmotically [31]. In these
study Base on analyze of variance result for chemical treat of bread wheat genotype and variety C-83-9 genotype
with 274.7 milligram/gr leaf wet weight under 170 mm evaporation from E.T pan conditions has the highest
proline level between the other genotype and variety (table 3). In contrary C-81-4 with the 69.33 milligram/gr leaf
wet weight under 70 mm evaporation from E.T pan (second level of drought condition after heading stage) had
the lowest one (Table 3).

Table 2 - Correlation coefficients for quality traits of wheat variety and genotypes under drought stress

Measured treat 1 2 3 4 5 & 7 8
1 - carotene 1
2 - Flavaonoid 0.070 1
3-Fenol Tom 0,104 | DB6E** 1
4 - Sucrose 0090 | -0.050% | -0020%* 1
5 - Fructose 0.006 0186% 0.4471%* | 0 6R3 ** 1
6 - Glucose 0015 | 0318%* | 0483%*F | 0.326 ** | [ 750+ 1
7 - proline 0033 | 0215%* | D463 | 0170 * | Q696%*| 0726%* 1
§ — grain vield Q.00 0103 0126 0125 [0.148% |00 131*% | D148* | 1
=, =+ Indicate significant differences at levels 0.05 and 0.01 level respectively.

~ -
= = = = =
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Figure 3 - Means of fenol tom content in 10 wheat varieties and line in irrigation after heading stage
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Figure 4 - Means of proline content in 10 wheat varieties and line in irrigation after heading stage
Table 3: Mean treat of wheat genotypes and variety under drought stress level on farm condition

Wheat variety and genotypes physiolbgical treat
P 7 Carotene | Flavonoid| FenolTom | Suciose Frutose Glucose Proline .
mﬁf':f“ ! :;}E: milligram | milligra | milligram/ | milligram/ | milligra | milligram/ | milligram E;‘l:l‘(‘l‘
{ g leaf mf ar grleaf arleaf mf gr gr DWW {arleaf Tanhe
DW leaf DWW DWW DWW leaf DW | leaf DW WW
Zarrin l644a-e | 13.08a-d| 2250d-1 | 3235 ] | 56.6Tn-p | 6400 0-t 116.8 i-r 6.860 a
Shahriar 2008a |2554d-h | 78.77i-m 20.250 38.00 tn 48100 st 72.071rs | 657%ab
70 Alvand | 15.23af | 1090af | 8437 hl | 20.67Tmo [38335n | 6867 ns | 118.7hq | 6.050af
evaporation Sardari [ 1621 a-e [ 6.726gj | 6313 nq | 2783m0 | 37.67tun | 5500 q-t 72.33 15 3178 1d
from E.T C-80-4 1285¢f | 10.74af [ 87.753f) | 3835 v | 4867p-t | 52.001-t 77.67q-5 | 6.389 a-c
pan after C-81-10 | 15.04af | 5517) S6.43q 32000 [3200sm | 20.67j-n | 106.7j-5s | 6.238 a-d
heading C-81-4 1408b-f [ 13308« | 9540d-h | 4335359 |5367nq | 9667 i-m 69335 | 5.537h-g
stage C-83-3 1281 ¢-f | 58933 [ 59.370-q | 6250b-d | 730011 43331 03.67ms | 5987 af
C-83-8 l626ae | 85341fj | 77.05jn | 6467he | 770029 | 110.7fk | 128.7c0 | 6170 ae
C-83-0 1367c¢f | 1365ab | 9603 d-h | 5533d-f | 76.67gg |107.7gk | 139.7fk | 6.269 a-d
Zarrin 1002f | 12.2%a+¢ | 94453 d-h | 3767i-m [S567nq | 64670t | 126.72p | 5.504 b-g
Shahriar | 1647 a-e | 8.517fj | 7207 1p 307510 | 36000 4767 st 83.33p-s | 5.678b-g
100 mm Alvand | 1726 a-¢c | 1056a-f | 8833 ek 16.250 3367 7207wy | 1267 2p | S5.0881d
evaporation | Sardari | 1416b-f [ 6.734gj | 64.73 g | 29.751m0 | 32.005u | 58.67 p-t 70.533g-5s | 30421
fromE.T C-80-4 1277 ¢-f | 1130a-f | 90.135 e 3500i-0 |50.00p-s | 6033 p-t | 83.70p-5s | 5945a1
pan after C-81-10 | 14.73af | 5912y 58.43pg | 3490 j-0 [4167r-u | 94.67j-m | 139.0041 | 5230¢-h
heading C-81-4 1300¢f | 1365ab | 9807d-h | 5133 eg [5000mp | 10270 | 75.00g-s | 5975af
stage C-83-3 1411b-f | 5361 58.03pg | 63.75bd | TTO0gj | 5733p-t | 97.33)ks | 5031ed
C-83-8 1523af [ 9588¢-h | 77.00§-n | 6333b-d | 776784 | 1053¢g-1 | 1403 fk | 5350 ¢c-¢g
C-83-2 1371c¢f | 1415a | 9807d-h | 6188b-d | §7T00f-h | 9600im | 1550ei | 5264 c-h
Zarrin 1576af | 1226ae | 1152a-c | 4350gj | 7350431 | 840010 | 1380 fm | 4125h-k
Shalwiar | 1393b-f | 934 d4 | 8455h] | 35308 kco |4467g-u | 52001t | 9167n-s | 34901
130 1un Alvand 1435aHf | 1142a-f | 2740d-h | 3167 ko |S8.00mp | 95.3533j-m | 1333 gn | 3309j1
evaporation | Sardari | 15.28af | 6867¢j | 738710 | 4033 hk |52.000-r | 7000n-s | 880005 | 3157TH
fromE.T C-30-4 164l a-e | 1192af | 2043 d-h | 400 L] [59353mp | 7200 wmp | 946315 | 47642
1;"“ ‘1'_“*'1‘ C81-10 | 1258 ¢f [ 6330 hyj | 6553 mq | 4400gi [6433kn |1203eh | 1483 ej | 5031ei
s (814 [17.79ad | 1535ab | 106.7b-d | 58.33ce | 1533k [12600 d-g | 84.00p-s | 4128k
= C-83-3 14.65af | 6.041 hj | 6947 e 74.08 a 07.00ef [TTO0Meg | 1D5.7j-5 | 4120 h-k
C-83-8 1510af | 1082af | 2440d-h T3.00a (10400de | 1333 c-e | 154.0e1 | 4.764 o
C-83-9 [1707ad | 1195af | 1081b-d | 61.75b«d | 1023e |1217eh | 1801 cf | 5202d-h
Zarrin 1344 ¢f | 11.75a1f | 1194 ab 26330 [ 8133gi |9633im | 1809 ¢-f | 3000i]
Shaluiar | 1780a-d | 1153af | 1031cf 25830 [ 630010 |9000)n | 1813 cf | 3.7775
170 mm Alvand | 1483af | 12480+« | 101 00c-g | 28.00n0 (6867 jm |115300ej | 200.0b-d | 344914
evaporation | Sardari | 1196d-f |10.22h-¢ | 95.22d-h | 3785 im | 7633h-j | 11135 ek | 163.0d-h 2.0451
fromE.T C-80-4 lo36a-e | 1208a« | 1001 d-h | 360 in | 8233 gi | 1183 e1 | 186.0b-e | 3853 j1
pan after C-81-10 [ 1308 ¢cf | 2313 i | 90067 | 40081l | 8833fg [144.7b-d | 16923cg | 5341l c-g
heading C814 [1572af [1164af | 1038ce | 4733fh | 1133cd | 1497ac | 1470ej | 41520k
stage C-83-3 14.76af | 6947gj | 86.60g]1 | 6285b-d | 126.7ab | 1303 c-£ 210.3 e 4018i-1
C-83-8 10.67ef | 1098af | 1008c-g | 67.67ab | 1163 bc | 1603 ab 2257 h 4.756 g+
C-83-0 19.61ab | 1387 ab 1225a 5158 efg | 13500 a 1660 a 274.7a 4.0191-)
Vahie with the satoe superscript letters are non sienificantly different at P <0.01.
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Regardless of variety and genotype the high average of proline concentration were seen in high evapotranspiration
rate in this study and 170 mm evaporation from E.T pan demonstrate that the osmoregulator had up regulated and
approximately all genotype in comparison of their situation in non stress or lower stress with stress condition were
showed that the proline amount up regulated (Figure 4). Thus, many plants accumulate one or more types of
compatible solutes, such as proline or glycine- betaine, in response to low v, salinity, freezing and other abiotic
stresses that alter water status. These and other similar solutes are termed compatible solutes because they can
accumulate to high levels without interfering with metabolism [35] and may also have other protective properties.
Osmotic adjustment and accumulation of compatible solutes can be an important factor in drought tolerance in the
field [21], and engineering of increased synthesis of compatible solutes is one approach that has been taken to
increase abiotic stress tolerance in plants [5]. The trade-off in this case is that increased accumulation of
compatible solutes can be energy and resource intensive for the plant, and, in cases of severe stress where soil
water content is largely depleted, may have only a small effect on water uptake [21].

Grain yield

The most widely used criteria for selecting high yield performance are mean yield, (average yield performance
under stress and non stress conditions) and relative yield performance in drought-stressed and more favorable
environments [29]. Zarrin (6.860 ton/ha) variety under normal condition (70 mm evaporation from E.T pan
conditions) have the highest grain yields and sardari (2.945 ton/ha) at 170mm evaporation from E.T pan
conditions was the lowest value (Table 3). Sardarri one of the prevalent varieties in Iran dry farming and this
average of production were normal but in this study we were looking for the new high performance variety and C-
81-10 with high concentration of proline in 170 mm evaporation from E.T pan after heading irrigation had the
highest yield between the varieties in the same situation. High grain yield under stress couldn’t express tolerant
genotype, because it may be have mechanism escape from the stress and/or have high grain yield potential.
Moreover, the genotype may perhaps had tolerant gene but had the low grain yield potential, and opposite
genotype may have high grain yield potential but have high reduction percent under stress. Result of correlation
coefficient analyse showed that the C-83-9 that had the highest proline amount did not range in high yield
performance variety (Table 2) result showed high negative correlation between proline content and grain yield (
r’= - 0.148) (p<0.05) in this study evaluation of different traits like relative yield of genotypes under drought
stress and non stress conditions is a starting point to identify drought tolerance and to select genotypes for
reformation in dry regions [13]. When we were saw the result of proline concentration and in compared With the
grain yield result it was very clearly showed that the high resistance variety and genotype had the highest level of
proline content in their leaf tissue. Grain yield were affected by photosynthesis rate of crop and it was depended
dependent on water light harvesting by organic complex like carotenoids and xanthophylls. Synthesis of lipids
and pigments such as chlorophyll, xanthocynin and carotenoid is interrupted by water stress, and dues the high
grain yield variety and genotype should have the molecular defensive mechanism as shown in this phase
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