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screening methodology to identify lines with greater tolerance will be . S T T 7 af_fc'_:lreaﬂd ectrzasedh , Fig. 5. Categorization of rice lines into different groups based on cumulative
beneficial for future breeding programs. S : significantly at droug drought response indices.
A iy ‘ stress for all the lines. |
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. The objectives were to assess the phenotypic variability and the b \ | :; | e Siraily the?é S extensive root system and probably were unable to uptake and hold
phenotypic effect of drought stress among the 75 rice lines at seedling e ' - significaﬁt R water and nutrients for a longer period of time.
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Fig. 2. Drought stress effects on root surface area of 75 rice | significantly diiferent » The stronger, vigorous and extensive the root system, the higher the

between the treatments.

drought tolerance of a line and vice versa.
* Most of the lines (54.6%) were found moderately tolerant to drought

lines measured 30 days after planting.
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Fig. 4. Pictorial representation of root systems under control system.
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