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Fig S1. (A) Relative grain yield per plant in drought-affected four barley genotypes
(expressed as % of control). (B) Correlation (Pearson’s R? value) between grain yield per plant
(% of control) and PEG-affected root length (% control). (C) Correlation (Pearson’s R? value)
between grain yield per plant (% of control) and drought tolerance index estimated by the
number of newly grown leaves per plant one week after recovery from drought. VValues labelled

with different low case letters are significantly different at P < 0.05.
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