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Assessment of relationship between grain yield and some related traits in oilseed
sunflower genotypes

Fu8 (Holo Ly (S gilucn 313103 37 591 > s b1 30 Okans ¢ *B0y s0ske (e
IPAVI-VITY : b pdy &6 PR/ P12l 3 g sb

o>

WAL (el Jlo 30 G @5 1Y Slowi ild & jhos § Dlao (o Laf9y § (89 OIS DUET (SIS §55 (S8 Eg¥ (v S b
33 Bowel Ol (Dlao (il )19 4 5 3l ol gl Llal g .id 515 Cls Co )5S dw b Bola ol Slaes sl & sk LIB 5o
U b calio £ai 410 3 Kae 9 Gub s Dlio Sy o 3d gy Sl g 33 § 410 Ao 039 Cédo (Sl o0 e i ! getaw
Cade 4355 31 ol gl 5518 1y o oy it 4518 Ao 0939 § Fg9 S 51 Dlao b Gub ad 45 318 HLii Wlho 08l (Swod ol p0
430 gy 4 b fole 4 4 o5 3l oolaul b.ai 1o Fgy gL 1 g Hdy o 8 Dlao 1) 4510 8 Shos (59 e 51 &;&Kaydfjlg;b
Bodls b1y I 51 Aoy d TEIY drgi b Jol fole . 0905 dumrgd 15 0318 Ol pud 31 Ao 8 AT/0 Fgazmo 50 ole slgar (Lol (Slrddtae 4
o318 Ol gk 5 Mo 33 1£/0 4z g3 b pgwr ole «od 5 pU Jgbo fole Of guui il 19 31 Ao 33 Y1/ b pgd fole cdd (S 51057pL 418 & ;o
A (AL yad fole Lodld il g 5 51 Ao 1V /Y gl b polez ole g 415 o 039 Jele Olgiedy

A1 3 Khos 9 by fole 4 41 3507 ¢ Kiunod il 90 (g 3 4 325 (OIS STLET 1 guuls” Oolods”

™
ey
i
6

£
:
¢
£
N

3
L
17.
-
§

Ol oS el 085 5 01, Kkn s o8l iz S ol ¢ oDl 33T oSl (LS Ml 5 sl 03 8 ¢ a6 575 (6 seils )
O lsal laal O oo gt oK1 ¢ LS 655 5 A 5 ki 03 8 il ol )17 (6 el -

Ol g S oS s e ool 51T o sils (bl OOkl 5 el 05,8 ladls -y

Ol iz o iz o domlg ¢ oDl 33T oils ake Sl e —F

E-mail: Asaremirad@gmail.com 515 J se =*




IFRY Gl ) € oxbosd () Wl O3l S5 Mol § casly) g5 — oode 4o

0P Do SIS o315 LS Cole 4 S gl el a5
210 Sty s J) o e o 5 4 Bl 8 5 4> J b cails
Ao 3533 o Jsb b ks A 5 e Slhe . Lyls 4ils 5 Shes
CLM 53wl 5 Shes L gyls gre 5 e LS:..M..;A shls «ls
Cao 0 65, 2 0l &S Jule o b din g dasys ) Jlaz>|
Jele Sler 3ls plol olgy 5%6 Hes 3% &5l Jool>
ol o L5387 5 1 Wnosls il 31 o ys SAF Jios
e €Oy O3 53 o2 5 o 4 b e Ao y3 Y/A
Al 5wt Sliv 4 by byls doss YUY pss fule
4 bgr e s o3 YWY g b o g ole olS 55 (6 55
AT s sl Jm 055 s 4 55l elS s ab g sl Sliw
54&?);451331.\,4"@&.;&&.\«@)3\9%)%&bw
2Y FroGsy p slesT (Walton, 1972) 54 as e Jsb
Sl b I 53 dali VY ol en 4 pS by (sla o
(b Jole 4 4 o0 i (g S oIl s IV plowl B3las JulS
S Jole o 4 1 1 iS5 5 Shae b b o Sioo 0
5 S CoiS Wl Sl gt wahin Sl sas o Sk
=B bl (Gupta et al., 1999) 5 8" oSS Sy
VA/r 8 6 gazme )3 (s lod oy bsle 4 42 5l Jol-
Denis) s 5wz 5 Jitue Jale o b 57 JS7 il 5l ko
(Zeinali etal., 2005) o1 ,Sas 5 S ;.(and Adams, 1978
S TV il plonil (glal> S35y on YO (65, 45T (slanlllan L
4 s bl ele a i bl Ls LS (6 S el I
Jole a8 Wsls Ol WS ys i 5 ol laail e
3 S i 1y Wesls Sl Lk 51 e, VA/D g ores > Jiwe
Ol s 5 e Lol () pol anllle ploil 51 o
ot s s s Shes b s Sles Ul 5 215 or sl S
ot 1 3 Shes b s o gla S5 51 6K o (o ot

S Qb)i{\:éT ©dl3a glaast 5 55 4ls :ng.q& C}L@l

doddo

P 53 ShST L gy 03 s s 4 0ls ST il
5 s Vs S .l 3 5 5150553055, o 5 3) 30 Olgr
2148 o o Ol BUBT 55 aros s Loyl 4 5,6
330 gime Olgzr 53 3y oS U5 ol oS Ol seas oS
o omey oS ol Sl A5 ki 51 .(Roshdi et all., 2006)
Clamiy (oo plal 5 ady S b g Slin (ST 25, A5
38 b 5L elE ul iy eyes Jsb (FAO, 2014) 4T
2 5 W0 B Ay e Jelse 5 (555 Dl s

AL
G5k Dl pas o QLS 533 Shee S ol e 5 L
218 2 S 03,8 e 505 2 VL sl J ST o 03
Richards, ) » 525 &1y j3e Ol ol s 3 Shas bl
Al o Sles Ol gl 28an 5 b S slubks (1996
Gl5a gy 4o dlg e Dol bl Slis ple 5 5 Sles
Lz o 54 20 (Holtom et al., 1995) sl ,1i8 56 L
Slew o Laly) Caale G55 e 53 Gl ) o it
o) .Johnson, 1988; Westerlund et al., 1991) .l
Ol Lals) Gewd jskiea s Law g o itk ot
G 50 aS Sl ol 4 S 4 Calie OLS s Sliw
o kS wls > Shee Sole @ i s dal g o5l T 51 ol
i 53 &l slad ey o 20 3 Al sl Dlas o875l 0L 0L
Lols @l 5 Shes VU St 5 ol SISy jals
(Akio et al., 2005) o, 5 ST .(Ehdaie et al., 1989)
S A Ll Lo e ol b i g e S oozl L
6§ L db 5 als 05y el 53 413 Sluw 45T s sad Ol s s
IS b ls s Slas p ldaMe LB ks 1oy
Ogem S 5 4 25 s (Khomari et al., 2017) o, e 5 o b

l)sjglw.polj_.:ﬁjl.L.,aﬁ?‘/:gbsﬁ\:uéfw(lfq(lf



9 OO RET S wiei 33 OT b tad o Dlao (S g 410 8 Wl Ol tlgy 203

dsb 85 o0 Gy Usb il b iy plis )l Slio o 3
S A ealie ()l M| oy 8 5 50 b 5
Dlio ol 5 5l e 55 Olie (S5 ¢ 55 3 55 pole ool n 0L
.Jﬁ
b bole 4 4 325

(bl Saadl 3o 4 a2 og) 4 b ale @ 4 2l eslizal |
Sz 5 oo p 6155 Shee L S5 p g (o 5 Sl o Ll
s 0T 5 a3 5 oSS Sy 52 5l b s
Ls Ol dzsls &G 51 568 aatie adoy S ols e
a1 Ol KT lacs 55 3 b Jole & 425 b5 ¥ s o
Capl 0dias0Lis &5 Ao )5 o ol o byl g Sl ol
S e bl s Olo Sl Waosls JST Sk s 3 OT
bug Cde p puibols 4z g Ol Godas 0L ¥ g o
faarn 53 00 3l Jits Jolo ez a2 opl 5o il oo s Jele
VE/Y Jsl Jule (s ges a5 1 Laosls Ol ois 51 dep )3 AY/D
b ple o oldie (slols 5 a5 1) Waesls uibsly JS7 51 o )s
Sl s ime 5 Ste ele ol lls Jle cpl 3 V/FYS
ol s e 43 W Pl 5 Gl cails 3 Slas Slis
YA aadiin aly) b o> Jole i ol @ls 5 Slhas oo
e oo ol b Jald (ks bl Sl Aoy Y/ s g
ob sk Jale 5 35 oy a5 55 Usb Sl sl Jls e
3l VRO 5 Laosls Sl i 51 Ao p3 VPO p g fule 28 5
058 Str Gl Ste 5 plosma Jule ol b 5 A Joli ]y 05
A e ls als Ao Oy Jele Olgea S Sl 5 ) als L
dadio abyy 5 JS eibols Sl e WY a5 L p)ler ole
Wlo a5 Slis g s gnn 5 e ale Cul s Jala 1/1V4
b I s ale 535 5 2,0 55 o se L sk
2 bele bug odd amr g ulboly doss B8 5 L

o Ty 85 L oS 355 0 Sl o 013 BT (glac 5

by 9y 9 dgo

o) 013 KT (555 VY Jols (s 2 3550 ALE 515
ST o&ils (55,58 0uSliils tags asy50 43 & 54 ()
WS sk b IG5 AP ol5 Il s i ol el
o) 88 5 Gl S s 1SS an b sl fulS
5 S VY 5 a3 0% GLl s b s Gl s,
3 VFRY Lyl s Lk ks OF 5 am o TY SLil i 50

WLl 435 513 5> el
O S Gy ¥ els &8 a5 O SN s STl e
Yooy o dp ol b5 e Sl Caad Aol 4 g
CiS e Gowesl] Slles il w; B ys (6 Sl
o )l (S 5,6) Clls Cas ) sl 5 ¢S (o 4 Ol oo
8 550 455755 S p gl p FAS Ve e s S
Slhes 3 5 53 0SS 8 ealinel 3550 4y Ol A
S D pods Ay Juad Jsb )3 58 glacale bojsle 5 s
ol (Stin gty 5 olS 5L Gilan LS (LT s 1
Codom s (613 pslanl cglasilo Sl 51 Colim ) shatans s 03l
L n sl 5 o 5 1 et oSG et
Ao U9 ls >J§L..9 Jols (w350 Dlaw WLy Oy 5
U1 oS o5 oS U s b oy 5 e oy I b sl
Slaosls (555 o plail (SHUT (lasy o i gy il a3 5 5 5
(Siod 25 bl 4 5 Sole lsT I fols
b ol & 4 325 5 (Coke) s 4205 @8 0plE G 85 4 2
Path 4 SAS (Excel la,ljle 5 Sl GobT Sllows g 3y

Al eslanw!

g W
‘@b\Y J}b})d&»))ﬁ&@d‘f&l{)b«iﬁ@b
QL:A C}J J?)w.ﬁ&:)w o5lw U“JL-’-)‘} 4.:).,;? cf_t‘.; Sl ol

S als s Shee 5 b b wils o 035 Slivw Ll b )



IFRY Gl ) € oxbosd () Wl O3l S5 Mol § casly) g5 — oode 4o

DSen 5 sl 3)ls (Sten 4ls Ghe b S gy Loy
Slis &5 Lsls Ol 5 5 ilejT s (Khomari et al., 2017)
GBS 85 5 dls Ao Ojs 5 ok dsb Gl kB A b e
5 4l 5 Shae b )ls e 5 te  Soan lyls 01 KT
LN JL».::-\CEM
Ogew 53 4 70

Olyesy dlo o o Gy 85 a5 b 53 wls 5 Shes
L0 Jgder) s 4 8 Ja5 s Slis Ko blie 53 dtenly ke
e Jite Cdo 4 Olin 148 A8 il ol ool S s
asﬂ.xu@,ﬂ;,dv\“,l,aﬁtu:,\,);gu,z,;mp
Sdoys B am § b ody e db O § ) de 305 & i
Loy WYY e b 65 g0 gL 51 0T g 5390 461 3 Shas Sl s
33 o) o gomme il g £ Ja 35 ls 3 Shee Sl s |
ax g 1yl s Shes 4 by Sluw 3 doys VWY o
NEPES] Ols KT Glacs 5 ) 45 iulejT b s g
sl s (b ,e Lo (8 wplE 0o By 2 53 48 s 8 0L
3, Sles O ud 5l Ao 3 PV 3 s 5 s Jke 3,05 457 5 g 2o
St Sl oy o 5w Bl b 5 5 b Dlde sedaa 5 )
Sl eis 1 Ao ys AA Eoome 53 5 KAl Jbe syly als 5,6

(Khomari et al., 2017) x5 8 a5 1, 5 Shes

(s 1 50) Cule 4 205
4 A3l wls 5> Ses (Il O EsI5e Bda oy S
PS50 5 ekia b g s DS U551 ) skateas s e
S5 G 4 28) Cole o (Dlho Jolan 5 Cde Ll
5 Sk Do fBapl Sun ) e 4 eiis,ly Sliv
;;\L.;qﬁa\)g..\igfm,wJ,.\?JJ;)T;\JJB@LQ'
Sy gW)) 5 5d o e Dlie flis 53wty i Ol seq &l
(s 3 e DS el shleas Jitee gla ke Ol seay

S ol s s osls 15 arly ke b L kie ol 1SS

o\,;@l,éa.ﬂ.\}Uﬁm“;\wcp;,djtduyu@,a
2 3, KT Gl 55 6oy & oy &K 53 kb 3 s
Syt 51 A 33 VO Lo pamee Jis Jale s plonil & S et
Ol i 51 o )3 ¥O/0 4 55 L J gl Jale .l gad s |y Waesls JS
P 55 sk s il als 3 Shee Sliv fals baosls
ar g bess Jale s Lg)\.ifrUd\ssﬂwﬁ¢U45«§aﬁg‘fﬁ
S &ls Ao 053 5 s Jsb Dlaw ela IS Ol ok 5l Ao s YF
S5 Dl ol g Jole s (518 0L Ly Slainia pl 4
bols 3 e ys W a5 L dy oo 5 5 e il

(Khomari et al., 2017) 1z (5,108 pb 455 s ol & ool

(o ol y2

RCWPREPCH) SUPRESPPRCHFR P R ORI J-F
I O I Y ECCH I O ™
sy wob dsb s 0 gl od (8,8 Slio b ls 3 Sles
gl Slio b Gb o il oo 2 /PYA 5 H VY /WA
P i 4y (=0/208) &ls Ao 05 5 (I=4/73A) €
gl Dlis o555 0T i 3o g 38 90 al a5 OLES 1y (Soan
oz fge o a8 I s s Ao 055 5 8 b8 iy
oo s (=2/P0V) 5 Job Dlio b i 5 4 dile ld Cdos
Sl Olis ) Cuke si:.w..a J_JJYL. (r=+/0%Y) dfﬁ

Singh et al., ) o, Kes 5 K Lo 5 skbplnil 3o
b 5oy ol b e Steen 015, KT «ls 3 Slee (1990
Wl 0303 DL 4l o D5 5 b B 4y gl (S Ao
&S 55 ,lgbl (Marinkovi¢, 1992) @,ﬁi)u e
> s 5 41 o 0 (aib 53 W13 S (b b Stan
Razietal.,) o, Ses 5 g3ly il oo s gme Hlaw 5 S &l
5506 MEL 5, cails s Shoe Slio 5 855 Aoy (e (2004
Ao 035 5E8 ol Gk ad (el Jad (i plis ) (S by U

S amils bl y Bl jasi b6 Soees 43,?@@ &ls



9 OO RET S wiei 33 OT b tad o Dlao (S g 410 8 Wl Ol tlgy 203

3 Jeols s & w5 L (Khomari et al., 2017) o1, 5 Wl3 5 Shes (635 » pelis S1 g 7 ey 5 313 0L e 4 2
Jsb ls 6,8 Sliw 31 &K a 45 Wi ged Olgie Code @ oo Aizdls (=2 /FY) G5 i)l 5 (=2 /00V) Ly 6,0 Sliws |,
3 8s 1) Cute 5 ditens | o e S 4 il B il S g P 4 S 208 et o S (1=0/YY0) Sy 5 0

yls &l Goles () S8) Sl o3ls Ol &ils 5 Shas (55, (F=+/Y4Y)

0550 53 4dllan 3550 013 KT 26 A 5 ol =) S
Table 1- Names and code of sunflower varieties studied in the project

N S5 £ S TIELY D) L
Genotype no. Genotype Origin Genotype no. Genotype Origin
G1 Zargol Iran G7 Lakomka Russia
G2 Armaverski Russia G8 Record Romania
G3 Azargol Iran G9 Zaria Iran
G4 Favorit Russia G10 Sor Russia
G5 Master Russia G11 Progress Russia
G6 SHF81-90 Russia G12 Gabur Russia

Ol KT gel)3 Slino il ols 4 o s =Y sk
Table 2- Results of variance analysis for sunflower agronomic traits

Sla o o Silee
PR Mean square
" —
oy e T e bl bk Sapae S0k b shss dedod)  daafhe
o df Inglr?é(eesc Plant Stem Seed Leaf Leaf Seed Seed 100 Seed Seed
diameter height diameter  length width length width  diameter weight yield
0y
8] ’LI'( 0.395"™  115.482"  1.478™  0.002" 7.073" 1.623"™  0.275"™  0.282™ 0.292" 704524.53™
oc
G“"’Jf’_ 11 35.664"  133.916™  9.646™  0.0017"  4.162™ 2.237™  0.454™  0.213™ 0.595™ 1467510.57"
enotype
s lasT gl
Error 22 14.705 218.346 8.815 0.0018 5.272 3.207 0.215 0.177 0.227 585405.01

(Aepy3) Sl s o o

12.08 9538 18476 394 14692 11.358 9041 13521  9.252 24.369
CV (%)

Dl g ;8 5 de )3 ) 50 Jlex| c]a.n 03,15 gae NS 53 o
ns, *, **: Non-significant Significant at 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively
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Table 3- Results of factor analysis traits and grain yield in sunflower genotypes

Traits First factor Second factor Third factor Fourth factor Common variance
§ls 2 S 0.902 0.090 -0.240 0.298 0.852
Seed yield
e 0.653 -0.410 0.584 -0.027 0.936
Inflorescence diameter
Gy CL«SJ) )
Plarlt Reight 0.905 0.069 0.250 0.043 0.888
S pdsb 0.202 0.781 0.324 0.301 0.846
Leaf length
’J”'.’l” 0.074 0.750 -0.420 -0.130 0.761
Seed diameter -
FHE W S3Y) _
100 Seed weight 0.051 0.097 0.964 0.021 0.907
“L"_’]” 0.114 0.154 0.120 0.726 0.578
Stem diameter -
2 sk 0.161 -0.818 0.181 0.195 0.765
seed length B A
e .
Leaf width 0.462 0.166 0.455 0.680 0.910
S . -0.269 )
Seed width 0.090 0.252 0.707 0.643
52 228 3.426 2.189 1.458 1.179
Special amounts
) s g“"b.)‘ﬁ
Relative variance% 342 219 145 17
(1) o s 34.2 56.1 70.7 82.5

Camulative variance

Ol KT (slacsi 55 53 (2l e Dl o5l Sten ul 5 -F sl
Table 4- Simple correlation coefficients agronomic important traits in Sunflower genotypes

Sliw b 3 Shes Gb ks Spplil sl ki Lhdb S s Sl b Ld S
Traits Seed Inflorescen  Plant Stem Seed Leaf Leaf Seed ‘Seed
Yield ce diameter  height  diameter  length width length width diameter
b
Inflorescence ~ 0.385™
diameter
4.7}.: tuj)‘ Kk *k
Plant height 0.713 0.698
“L”_’J” 0.300™ -0.021" 0.142™
Stem diameter
J-l‘. J)J’ * | ns ns *
Seed length 0.638 0.063 0.337 0.657
gf. SPF ns * ns * ns
Leaj width 0.519 0.636 0.405 0.562 0.427
Sk 0.253" 0.027" 0.326™  0.188™  0.479™  0.283™
Leaf length
g 0.778** 0.243" 0.525"  0.458"™  0.539"™  0.286™  0.047"™
Seed width
’"\".’1” 0.232"™ -0.385"™ -0.250™  0.454"  0.262"  -0.106"™  0.311™ -0.016"™
Seed diameter
ol 4o 90 -0.165"™ 0.609" 0.261™  0.095™ -0.093"  0.491™  0.249™ -0.198™  -0.491™
Seed weight

Dl gme ;8 9 do s ) 50 Jla| C}a,w 03,15 gae NS 5 s 3
ns, *, **: Non-significant Significant at 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively
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Table 5- Results of stepwise regression analysis in sunflower genotypes
-F;:;:S RZ RZ Partial F
X1) ) 5,0 *k
Seed width (x1) 0.606 0.606 15.39
X2) & 5 ¢l ) -
Plant height (x.) 0.733 0.127 2.06
Y=-9351.10+1057.73 (x1) + 43.94 (x2)

Dl g ;o 5 do)s ) 50 Jlax| cla.» 03,15 gae NS g s
ns, *, **: Non-significant Significant at 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively

o1 RBT (lac 65 53 Do Cle & gl =5 g

Table 6- Results of path analysis in sunflower genotypes
Sl Ry 5 ¢l JS Keer
Traits Seed width Plant height Total correlation
PRy
Seed width 0.557 0.220 0.777
Y CLBJI
Plant height 0.292 0.42 0.712
odile 3L &l 31
Residual effects Qe
AL oh s Dl 1 ol 0LES ol 0 0tST L 0T 5 &8 (galuts
The numbers underneath lines indicate direct effects
PR
Seed Width
1 A
NEE
&l ;JQ»;
Seed Yield 0.525
0
0.516 v
POy Cu;)\
Plant Height
siledl ol 31

Residual Effects

015, SUBT 53 gy 2 3550 Sl oy Jailgy 1 gei ) ST
Figure 1. Relationship between the traits examined in sunflower
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Assessment of relationship between grain yield and some related traits in oilseed
sunflower genotypes

A. Saremi-Rad*!, S. M. Seyed Hassan Pour?, K. Mostafavi®, H. Sadeghi Give*
Received date: 31 May 2018 Accepted date: 14 October 2018

Abstract

The purpose of this study is surveying the genetic diversity between oilseed sunflower genotypes and
relationships between traits and grain yield, so 12 genotypes cultivated in a completely randomized block
design with three replications. Based on the results of analysis of variance, traits were observed among
genotypes at a probability level of 1% for the traits of 100 seeds and at 5% probability for the traits of
diameter and grain yield of diversity. The results of simple correlation coefficients of traits showed that
the diameter of the plant had the highest correlation with plant height and 100 seed weight. The results
of simple correlation coefficients of traits showed that the diameter of the plant had the highest correlation
with plant height and 100 seed weight. The results of path analysis showed that the highest direct effect
on seed yield was observed on seed width and plant height. Using factor analysis by principal component
analysis, four factors justify 82.5% of the data variation. The first factor justified 34.2% of the total
variance of the data, that named seed yield, the second factor justifying 21.9% of the variation factor that
named length factor, the third factor, justifying 14.5% of the data changes as the factor of 100-grain
weight and the fourth factor justified 11.7% of the total data variance, was named dimeter factor.
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