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Table 3. Combined analysis of variance for different traits in sunflower
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Table 6. Correlation analysis for different traits in sunflower genotypes under normal conditions.

Traits Sl 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
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1. Distance between ground and 1

highest point of the stem
ol g Aoy
2. Distance between ground and 0.45 1
head
5 : *
#dET o5 o 1
3. Leaf length
5 5y | - -+
#PET 558" 006 098 1
4. Leal width
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6. Top diameter of the stem
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8. Leal number
wooRlesd 45t 032 061" 0617 074" 054" 059" 026 1
9. Yield

o -

Wl o4 017 069 065" 045 036 042 017 050 1
10. 1000- Seed weight

a5y i, N - - - - - -

072" 061" 061" 061 017 0.60 037 055 1

11. Plant height
SN 647" 035 0557 059" 071" 044" 068" 041 088" 045 043" 1

12. Head diameter
Gl g il slaas WY

0.12 0.23 0.02 0.05 0.37 0.27 030 013 062" -04 -0.1 0.6 1
13. Seed number per head

#*

a2 ,0 ) g o ;00 Jlao! maw ;o o e cud g 4 g

G b 50 1 LT (slaaigi) o il Glho (Fomrad 4525 Y Jguz
Table 7. Correlation analysis for different traits in sunflower genotypes under stress conditions.

Traits lio 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13

e 31 bl alas oy iy aleotd )
1. Distance between ground and 1
highest point of the stem

e U el alld ¥

2. Distance between ground and 087" 1
head
Sndt T 500 020 1
3. Leaf length
Ik 014 020 0567
4. Leaf width

Sresdsbd 500 013 018 0687
5, Petiole length

Al YL s F
6. Top diameter of the stem

Sloonb Y 06 008 013 0557 048" 088" |
7. Bottom diameter of the stem

SrSA 049° 051 030 028 -0.04 047 041 1

023 -002 003 043 028 1

8. Leal number

“oodlesd 527 013 011 021 011 008 015 -002 1
9. Yield

s 4158 439 1 § ¢
“Woslroint 535 011 013 0510 033 034 044 016 0.10 1
10. 1000- Seed weight

“neWlN 088" 075" 002 032 040 027 033 042 010 029 1
11. Plant height

G 3 Y 0.18 0.06 011 005 -02 007 014 028 010 023 -0.1 1
12. Head diameter

o 3o wils sl WY

-0/05 002 002 -021 37 -017 92 -010 0737 -06" -016 -0.03 1
13. Seed number per head

M)°\5M)~>AJLA-?—’>|CJ=..~)¢)L> ',Q‘__,‘_:_';);Ae****s“
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Table 8. Stepwise regression analysis for yield (dependent trait) and other traits in sunflower

under normal conditions.

Juo 4 oalsylg wlawo O )5 ) pd S lwilinl glbs (o 9 t  Prob
traits Regression Coefficient  Std.Error R?

Head diameter g.b 45.03 55 0.78 8.2 0.0

Constant fuue 31 b= 37.01 103.9 - 036 073

Ol ST (glocedgif 1o s byl 50 axllland jg0 Slio L g (Aly oo ) 4l 5 Shos el (ygman )y 40525 A Joguir
Table 9. Stepwise regression analysis for yield (dependent trait) and other traits in sunflower under stress conditions

Og S ) pd sl o t Prob
Jowe s ouiss g wlie Regression 3 1wl O

. Coefficient 2

traits Std.Error R
Seed number per head — gub y5 4ils olass 0.64 0.02 0.51 323 .000
1000- seed weight @15 138 39 10.02 0.46 0.97 215 000
Petiole length S 00 Job 3.24 1.35 0.98 24 .028
Constant Towe 31 o 5e -682.7 50.92 - -13.4 .000

5 e e 1 O S5 ot 355 4 (oY)
(BIF) Gubo Jhad 5 b 5l Bl ol Lyl o |, cude
b olilom 5 GAF) 3 kb 5 ko 5| Spees Jsb
idls plaisl o 4 (B/FA) als e 459 Boyb 51 Sy
e N T
Gk Sk &b 5l Sn b (O1Y) b kS &b

Gk o il slaws Bl 5l als e 5e e o (/P
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Table 10. Path analysis for yield on correlation between traits of sunflower under normal conditions

oty alols J . J
a8lw ahads fb u‘:)‘ _ *®
. Sy Syp Sped
Ole oo 3l
Distance

between ground

and highest Leaf  Leaf Petiole

039 Slusi
WYk omb ks o ,
) . Mp o eboks Al gsem
adlw adlw
ails Gub yo

Top Bottom
diameter diameter seed
of the of the 1000-seed Head number

Traits point of the stem length width length stem stem weight  diameter per head Total
31 a8l alaiis oy youdy aliols
om0y 222 0.15 -0.42 0.97 -0.65 2.19 3.34 -3.93 1.01 0.45
Distance between ground and
highest point of stem
Sad g9 028 -71 094 -209 233 548  -46 017 061
Leaf length
. 2 -1.29 028 -0.72 131 -2.06 2.43 5.17 -4.94 0.42 0.61
Leaf width
Sredst 39 017 -061 155 -199 226 357 594 312 0.74
Petiole length
Sl 54 017 -043 090 -343 229 286  -368 228 054
Top diameter of the stem
o sleomb 019 -051 102  -23 342 334 569 253 059
Bottom diameter of the stem
. bl 0s -0.93 0.19 -0.47 0.69 -1.23 1.44 7.95 -3.77 -3.38 0.50
1000- Seed weight
) b 53 -1.04 0.15 -0.42 11 -1.51 2.33 3.58 -8.37 5.07 0.88
Head diameter
Geb o aloolus o7 000 -004 057 -003 103  -318 -502 844 062

Seed number per head

ouilodly i il
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Table 11. Path analysis for yield on correlation between traits of sunflower under stress conditions.

b o ailo slaws ald 13 o3 S 00 Job

. L seed number 1000- seed petiole Egoeme
Traits olhe per head weight length Total
Seed number per head Gub o @il slasy 133 -0.47 -0.13 0.73
1000- seed weight a1 138 39 0.78 -0.79 0.11 0.10
Petiole length S o Job 0.34 -0.49 0.26 0.11

R=,1- fy +..Py
osibesil \/ (Puy Iy Pay vy e

Al odpel 0 Sles ol e jSde Jule plpls
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38 a5 vged L5,l55 5e (Asawa, 1997) Ilul .ss S
Jly Ll cod ol Rl wlie glaele & 520
o bl Gblls 5l aoys OFIY amgi b sl Jule
Sl gy glis)l il g gob Ll gl o cme ele
Soyd eizmen g dils 3 Slee 5 b S5 U g,
N e S REL SN
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Table 12-Factor analysis for traits in normal conditions.

Joldele 9o Jole g Jole
traits olae Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor3
E;?;a;rgcfetﬁgtg:;n ground and highest oo 31 Al alali (g il alold 0.61 0.11 0.48
Distance between ground and head oo B b alold 0.03 0.15 0.91
Leaf length Sxdsb 0.94 0.17 0.03
Leaf width Sy s 0.94 0.21 0.02
Petiole length S 00 Job 0.74 0.51 0.12
Top diameter of the stem 2l YU s 0.58 0.48 -0.15
Bottom diameter of the stem a8l (s s 0.69 0.43 0.24
Leaf number EJORIRS ) 0.01 0.14 0.82
Yield &ils 5,5 doc 0.52 0.73 0.21
1000- Seed weight &1 5138 539 0.81 -0.18 0.18
Plant height agr glisl 0.63 -0.07 0.68
Head diameter b yad 0.48 0.69 0.33
Seed number per head b 50 il Slax -0.18 0.95 0.09
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Table 13. Factor analysis for traits in stress conditions.

G Byl 33 e Slheo olaJale 4 42355 1Y Jgar

Joldele  pgo Jole pgmw Jole ok Jole ooy Jole
traits ©le  Factor1  Factor 2 Factor3  Factor 4 Factor 5
Eiié'ﬁaegff) gfrfrvjf?hgf;g;d ANd g 5l Bl Al oy i alols  0.96 0.16 0.06 0.07 0.14
Distance between ground and owiUgbakols 094 012 -0.23 0.04 0.08
Leaf length Spdeb  -0.09 -0.02 0.71 0.13 0.09
Leaf width Syopse 0.05 0.42 0.85 -0.01 -0.19
Petiole length S 00 Jgb 0.11 0.43 0.48 -0.30 -0.46
Top diameter of the stem a8l YU yhd 0.07 0.93 0.05 -0.03 0.05
Bottom diameter of the stem &lw oyl b 0.09 0.94 0.23 -0.03 0.06
Leaf number Sy olosi 0.44 0.55 -0.59 0.08 0.18
Yield &l 5 ,Slos 0.19 0.08 0.28 0.85 0.13
1000- Seed weight a1 5158 o359 0.28 0.24 0.59 -0.41 0.33
Plant height a9 gl 0.91 0.24 0.14 -0.07 -0.22
Head diameter b yhad 0.04 0.11 0.03 0.00 0.91
Seed number per head by ailbbolas -0.07 -0.11 -0.19 0.96 -0.06

Golel bulys g0 o b Glas jo plB)l oy IS
055 ) st 4325 5| Jole @l g sline
a5 wols plas Jloy olel Lulyd o cole 5 alain
Gk o &l slass Bl ol o YU b (gl b i
2 SN 5 e Dlie Sy sk 5 &l e 03
gl 9 0by gl ey Al Jhad ol e ails 5 Sles
B 1) olS 5o mage JuSitd (Bl ¢ Jsine 5 conlio S
FAse s Sere JE W sl o 55 4 (25 (s
Oee JoSzs Jl o ails 4y baplal 5l g5ugid slge
Mozaffari ) sgs oo Jol> syt ails o,Slas 5 oads
5 Soye o il Bk 5l @nd Zeinali, 1997
Sfdes Jpaz )3 Wl oo Gob Sl ogaa 398 Slio
4320 (Koocheki et al., 1993) wil jge i ails
Ju ey ol gy 5 aw sbul b 5 aile o

5 Jboy ol Laulyd 5o ol cl 235 (sl |y (sl
T b A Oygoh 398 Cio VT cplple S sl 2
e Olgige Jelse ol ool 5 el onBasdS ole
Jole @y o conl e llpd 90 50 0 oged (g S A
D9l bale plo 4 o g in axy o Slee o>
29055 55,0 Jloy buze o ) pB)l sladss ayies

G5 g Jla s Ll 50 (gladbgs &y
olas (V JS8) sladgs sl = ;) IRV CWRYS pl,8 g 000
Gaieg,S adgt o 0 Al Jls lulin s a5 ob
abs 0 5 Sawpsle)] gy Jsl adss 0 igh s
o 5 8 BT ST eSan bl ol pe
alS o Sepsle,l gy 85 15 SHF8190
03 05 eSiln 5| st BB St Sl sl ol
WIS S el Oleea Wigoe Bl )
D (gaigeg,S aby> dw ;o el A Lalyl o 0sd
5 4 Pl ped 4o 4 (e S n e gl ades 4
Y 5 Lls (J5,30y1 Bl g adigs a5 (S pgle]
o Slee pi8,5 L 0 L .wws S cwie SHF8190
gy Jol 4l 5l fa pgd adigS 5 pgd 4l 5l Sp
Pl e (S a5 el i w8l 935 Sl S aziliy
Sgdn aba>de IS j9bas 0,5 Ojg0 pgw b gl adgs
2,00 092 S ojlailay g5 i g Jlog Ll jo a5
asllacs jge (slacn¥ g a1 o 5 B VU g9 iz
Manivannan et al., ) cool oai 3,155 oo Sols] o

2003; Zeynalzadeh tabrizi and Ghaffari,
.(2002; poordad, 1996
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Fig.1. Cluster analysis for different varities of sunflower in normal and stress condition
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