N9 g SOFe doxo
PP Jlo o oled ¥1-) Wl

=105 pee Olae L 31 (Helianthus annuus L.) ofs ST sl pY & 9 S pdvow §

Combining Ability of some Sunflower (Helianthus annuus L.) Lines for Important
Agronomic Traits

"ol ol il 55l 5L 5 uls

oliile S (b s 5 (5058 Dlidos S e (Gloen 5 Lokl 5 4 Y )
VRPN 2y b VPRSIV 1edl 35 g 36

o>

®

ddoxo . ool)5 e Dlive ki I (Helianthus annuus L.) Ol KT sl & 5 s pduaaS 5 ATAF LY (Siwobw (2315 9. & B3 oy
A Y5 o) 5 9 Jle S8l

O3 5750 Sla Y § e 5 SLaY (F 0 SN F (U301 5 Wi S yud g Hatiie 4
R- RN-137 RN-3 ol (53950 18 573b ¥ ez (3% 31 Lol 013 03T 595 85 9 o «513b
CMS CMS 456/2 CMS 156/1.CMS 51 (CMS 19  folls  omwd gl s 35 o Y Colid L R-217 9 864
A5 B8 iS5 el .8 5 415 Skl 9390 1FAY Jlo 33 MS 1221/1 § CMS 60/30 (CMS 1052/1 522/2
P ol BOYF g DOFD ¥+ +A b Cuwi y 4 CMS19xR137 § CMS1221/1xR137 (CMS19xR217 (slves 59
29 4510 & yhos 5 31 HUC 58 T o™ AFIY b (Ald) &8 oy g L ARG1S 1) 410 8 jhos oyl HUSD 50
SLamY 96950 O L Slacn F1457 318 Ol i x (¥ (il oIy 4 3205 .28 5 )15 pilexr 455
M3 g% (3o 3390 (S10) Dlho I Sl 2 ol (0908 G2t 5 I (53297 2 & (it g aic 5
St (PG (S 0 S 5 (9 i CMS19 e 5 ¥ 9 R864 9 R137 (5395b 018 573k Sy .o
G297 9 &7 oDy g i 3 SR Y 9 (5295k OIS F 3L S Y blako JI .l () 41 & Khos (Sl
94513 3158 359 (Gl o (i Sed gy 308 (ks B 595 318 Dl (S Sl g0 9 (S gyt 5 3
CMSI19 x  (slacs y98 4 Glaio 410 & Khos (Sl 9 (03ad S g § oy yiw 091 310 S0 41 O Shos
.53 CMS 456/2 x R217 9 R217

B ydlos (Sl e 8 ot ( K5 J 58y i (OIS KT 1 suuls” (slaolg

CAVAAYON YN o dls arezaizad@yah00.CoOM :J yius odiws

Y4y



WAF Jlo o o led =) Al " 3y 9 Jlgi (88154 dlxa”

013, KT (631554 slaael bl (sla s,
(Huetal., 2010) = 5 1 5 4> 55 5, 4

slapls Ly (Sl sladsyss sl
LBdd 5 e WP ,5 G 5 4o
vy JLe s 3 (Arshi and Jafari, 1990)
5 JET i (slapl L i &5 55
(Arshi et al., 1994) Lius 5 me S

L Olml 5o o pep o) i Jud M58
o= S B SlacS )5 b me
A ETIMAY G cladle

L el W g 6l e g 8L
el I3y VL a0l T s
S e b cmle Ly lals ol
eIV (osme iS5 L b Yo
slacpV¥s ol gluls 4 pIBl s 5 L5

Slive @1V o sast bS5 bl

..}; v.@.d 69‘))
\J_—:\J.:A 9 )j.“—h
(Halluer  and Miranda, 1988)

o2l Ol s |y o sas S S 5
9035 LBl Sl glylsa ST SLal)
Sledas QLis |y s g oS 5 bl
FLE Us 5 apd s 5 Olpte LAIH 2

(Laurti  and Del Gatto, 2001)

Ced VRO oyt 5 (oo 5ae G pdyS 5
Gl 5 sl 1,5 oLl sy el S

e e T At CTIF
S e el ol 0l S50 sla Y

Ya¥

-

LU -1
Jds s 015 KT s s on LS
YL s Shes o o)) Slig H3 251555
5 OLT 4 Caslie 5 (B e js e 55
Az 3 95 5 oYU S gen I s las
ols KT #3al Far5 534S ol pbo de
Ao pL,l 5 5 e Coanl 4 g
EF RN PPEPUPNEE 03 1 o 013, T s
Cla e Ol LT Oleslos , S s15T
Sl o Sl las goma 45T An g (55
o Oladlos , Eal5T sl o 5T o3 gy e
d s 255 4S | dis g odis 5 5 o)
IS o sl Cdo S Ol e
Sldlmar 53 iy reb Slas o
5, Shes ol 55 a3 g Olisles 5T

ru,lﬁ|wwdl}wlg.uw

u_;b,'v_yau_p);dw}_&wa
3t (S ey Ola 5 45 5 L)) O pomet
(Hu et al., 2010)
S A s 4 (i 5 s RS
slaas & 5% 3l S (Leclercq, 1969)
34T Cws 4 H. annuus 4 H. Petiolaris
S b 5 63l 0 8L s
A yed A g5 55 sibae abegs (Kinman, 1970)
S35 5 (Fransol) J st .5 4 0ls SoksT
aS Ly Q\.sjf.:l:éT sl J4l (Relax)
2 w)&g'j::m wj&j r.:.««—:«-ﬂ)‘ obw_al‘\.:
Il 515 Bds A 5 aul 3,5 VAV L

S Olge b pn o] A 5 a4 VAVA



=10 e Sl L 51 (Helianthus annuus L.) Ol KT sl & s pdheS 5

3k
o el 0l g Sl i

slacmY s i 5 sla ¥ ol (s
e S el (5)55b Ol S5l
Sl §1 s (mlejT 2o ol (o sa

-Jﬁé)jTﬁ()in{\ﬁT)Jﬁuﬁbj

b 9 3 Mg

Lol s L GladS 55 agr sk 4

S p st 5 e S pdu=S S
oI5 S50 slacmY 5 de 5 slacp Vs |
oY o, s oles g()b)ifL:éT o9k
3l 55as sl 5 013, KT 6500k 015,55k
S (TS 02 o0 sl Slidew sy
el (1 L Sl 6 568 )5
D15 556 slagn¥ 5 Vsl s 88 55
225G iy s o s el e 65550
8l S WA L s Gl b o
9 Slwfr C B8 by Aol Lus
S e Slw 0 Lacis) g9, sy ol
sladas gl (galdss ngJ—( & B =
s pY Sl el iman (2 s opY
L o3, 8 55T e sl 050l 013550
23S Al e 3 s 0 lSli g fede 4nS
Y A6 an b 50,k 05550 Y s
uﬁﬁ‘s\jugw.xmm;gwﬁb;
b plowt Ol 53 555 &5 oy g0 45 b 4w
Pt SLa N ) (o Sl S e Y

) Sl pie Gl 35S s @ e

Yao

sla Y alal o Ol as das e OlES
Wl g o La CMS & s 650 ols 554
tien GCA Ul e (3 b 51 sl J g i
e 035 S 55 SCA I =S
SRS 5 g S (o508 Sl S 5
c)uumﬁwu_ol,j Sliv Gl so s
Bajaj et al., 1997) Cul ol o,Lil sdaze
¢Khan et al., 2008 ¢Patil et al., 2012
J> ! .(Skoric and Mohnar, 2000
(Ghaffari et al., 2011) ol LS 5 ¢, Lae
Sl st ses S oS 5 o dols BIF
5450 5 Shes Jud 51 )y p 5590 Slio ann
S i b a8 5 alls 5l 055 )
OLSes 5 il 2 g0 st 6l S 5
3 & pduSls(Sanchez et al., 1999)
1y 0l LT Cadibes Slis S5 bl
S s 8 55058 s esls oS sl s,
dsb 2 pse Sliw Gl (a3 Ll
GSas 0 s el Km0 9 ¢ ol 093
2335 Sl abyls Sl i b 0555 JS
S A BRI Sl ¢l - aS J>
(2 Ll L5 5y, sl (a8
S 05 gl (S ey 6 5,5 5l
ool 5 Cdle uilsls als 5 Shos 5 5,
OLHLSan 5 Lslarly 3 o Sl 55 5 (6 2be
231y s, (Rajanna et al., 2001)
31,5 aadlas 350 Ols Kol T gla ul SO
55 LaCMS g S bl Ol gesls

Bl e L5 o s 3154 sladel



WAF Jlo o o led =) Al " 3y 9 Jlgi (88154 dlxa”

S5 slas Jol SlacS sk 7 b 4 S
S, a slresls Ske 3 g e (ke g
oA moal db gy e glad g B Sl eslinal |
L 4 (8 et e (slaesls
5058 oy A eslinal i x Y OLS 5
Gla 3 4 LlacoY o, S b s L
S Y s bg e slaesls g JolS WOT
S350 012550 =Y sler (S 1 Jol
ciea 9 (R-217 4 R-864 (RN-137 (RN-3)
CMS  19) ooy s e, 5 > Y
«CMS 456/2 CMS 156/1 CMS 51
5 CMS 60/30 CMS 1052/1 CMS 522/2
N b &y o4 (CMS 122171
Slns o § smaren 5 Al sy o i X Y
(S35l 013 F50 51 (6l a4 LacS 5
5o s lacnY blie 51 ode § slacyY
slagm¥ Sds e 6550k 0 S50
S dsS 5 slae 5555k 013,55k 5 e
38281 s 95 ) Jmslate 51 5 nsas
Ll (g0 3 (S pdy S 5
e St eS80
oY (sl ol S50 gl Y

o (5)‘.’.“1 ;L.

G“ "<J:‘v-:"a‘aj_;
L osf o o Sl S 55 o9
b a5 slad s 3 5l sl

(Singh  and  Chaudhary, 1977)

Skis el N SLepppde b
O FL e VP old ot S 5 oy
dals g3 ol mam 4 VFAY Jlo s 457 T s
oY b oS L6 55 SHFB1-90 5 &
O g P TS S P JE O PPy I
e 4axbad VYY) ely5 Jle s bhte pt
el o)) Olhes s Ol o5l 55
wjegﬂgé\ﬁuu,&“r;g;yu
L 5 e led 35S A el
Sy gt iS5 eme ST (5051
ol ler p Jette O S a s al 56
5 ringle fe bk Lol b 5 2 0/0 Jsb
3354 byl gsy e Slu YO &5 4 alol
eSS ols oly) dsere Slles Jile3T b
SLT L o)l 5 oSKdtbu 5 g 0055
Slo sa s 31 GiolasT sl js s o=
L 5y sl ol (ely s
P R T ST G Tu PR Ry
e g bt faally s Wlwl o b

(Schneiter and Miller, 1981)

93 5l eals .VL»TJ_‘.& 4 Sl mlllasl
91l 5l @ S ol L ST pa dawy bs
TG E V| TN ) (=L?=Zl S,S sl
S o3Il &ls 158 035 5 ails 3 Shes luie

g'-:i“f Y (s G pdS 5 GCAG = X = X
250k 015 83k (o see 6 n TS 5 GCA; = X = X

Yag



=10 e Sl L 51 (Helianthus annuus L.) Ol KT sl & s pdheS 5

W@}A—"&,ﬂ-&vﬁj RGCA = <
00
23 S pdyS 5 SCAy = X —=GCAy —GCA; — Xy

5690 01555 ases G pdne S
Ad o (2508 G oy S 5

4—-} (SE) )L.:M o\....';.jo‘ ji.)u.d 4..._wL>:.A (S‘J"

GrdnaaS 5 1 0s g s sme 05037 skt

Mo:@‘&)bb)ﬂww)@ﬁ

i S Y S 5 e ol

G956 015,55k e Y (g p S 5 sl ol

GCA

x100

txijtxoj ‘XOO ‘XiO Lé}_é.)“'b)).ﬁ

e 5 & RGCA 5 GCA,; «GCA,
u:i‘L::"’ WJ=s uzi;L.:a T sla Y
8555 S 8555y 013 5

‘rgquchﬁ¢r<Y‘5zra&<5JvLi%~%7£

SE,, (CMs) = | ~1xMSe
fxmxr

SE,.. (restorer) = m—1x MSe
fxmxr

Py S pdy S 5 lae olzil o :\/(m—l)x(f—l)xMSe

A el (6 ST bl

SLS 5 spdna=S 5 Sl
Ols 550 s p¥ 148 sl oles (1 Jsr)
SR RIS ST RYCSTEI
&l = sl (308 S S 5 5 52057
Dl e gL sy 2y Slis ST
33 ‘..:E.of ‘suo_i\[ e 45 s olas @Lﬁ
013 550 slacmY 51 i s 5 Shes alls
SlacmY e Sl 4y 3550 53 5 S0k
2l (Y dsds) sm iy 5050k 01 S5k
sl 4 s 3l O s x Y bl 4
SLainY g 1 S i Sl g JS
crl 3 e 5 slamY 5 sk 0SSk
i3 5l ge 534S das e Olis § 5o 5

St Sl J 5753 A3 S e 5l

Yav

fxmxr

M 5 a5 F 58 Ly, o
3L 013550 slacnY 5 e 5 sl Y
NS S

s oY orb g b e LT Sl
SAS I 58lp 5 5l eslizal b i X pY¥ & 2
Al

oY b s bl bl 4 e

Cons s ¥ lea Gkes g 45 515 OLES o5l
don sl ol JlS slaeS ok - b o
5390 ls e s im0y Ll 4 Slivw
el o 6 S ojsl slie ames o
=Y o ) mas ab g e Ly,

4 525 4 s ot 3 (sl oiis 0351



WAF Jlo o o led =) Al " 3y 9 Jlgi (88154 dlxa”

Q\;ﬁ%T@b&uo&p Sy s ¥ N bl 4 e =) Jgd
Table 1. Line x tester variance analysis for different traits of sunflower
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@331 CS PPy sz
L Days to physiologic  Plant height Head 1000 seeds  Seed yield

S.0.V. Sl gl df, maturity diameter weight
Replication B 0.01™ 229.5" 22.9° 58.9™ 23889"™
Restorer koSl 3 408.3" 4205.3" 17.0° 268.4™ 985776"™
CMS line iy 7 69.1" 635.6" 8.1™ 20007  1331504™
Interaction effect M 91 69.1™ 213.8™ 7.8" 47.1 864027
Error sHbTelal 31 36.4 235.6 213.8 17.8 368682
CV. (%) i 2.9 9.9 11.0 6.1 12.9

Aeoyn ) 5o ;50 el mlaw 3 ls gme 5 lsgne b o 54T 5 FNS
ns,* and **: Not significant, significant at 5% and 1% levels of probability, repectively.

Slio ol 53 LT blie Sl s ade 5 es)sob 015 550 sl (o )3) rgon Lo 20 =Y Ut
ijifl:éT Calises

Table 2. Mean contribution (%) of restorers, CMS lines and their interaction in
expression of different traits of sunflower
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.. .. physiologic diameter weight
S.0.V. Sl mle T maturity
Restorer Sask O3k 0.75 0.83 0.52 0.52 0.31
CMS line e 5 oY 0.13 0.13 0.25 0.39 0.42
Interaction Effect Jlze ) 0.13 0.04 0.24 0.09 0.27
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Table 3. Mean of important agronomic traits of sunflower hybrids along with checks

oie 5 oY ols £ 54 CRTEEIES < 5 gl Geb ala,l8 055 wls 5> Shes
" ;:"‘:-‘“)
XL dﬁ:_}}ly_}':é . |
CMS fine Restorer —iogic | em Y diameter  Weight® (kgD
maturity (cm) (g?
CMS 19 RN-3 115 154.7 17.6 80.6 4726
CMS 19 RN-137 109 166.7 19.1 66.1 5526
CMS 19 R-864 100 161.8 19.3 69.5 5405
CMS 19 R-217 114 168.6 17.3 73.4 7008
CMS 51 RN-3 110 132.1 15.8 83.3 4769
CMS 51 RN-137 114 164.1 18.8 69.8 4903
CMS 51 R-864 97 138.7 19.3 79.8 4218
CMS 51 R-217 100 142.7 16.9 78.2 3894
CMS 156/1 RN-3 116 141.4 17.5 76.3 4863
CMS 156/1 RN-137 102 161.7 16.5 81.6 3486
CMS 156/1 R-864 100 157.0 20.5 72.1 5370
CMS 156/1 R-217 113 161.5 22.5 67.6 5095
CMS 456/2 RN-3 115 122.8 15.0 72.7 3234
CMS 456/2 RN-137 114 176.1 22.4 74.9 4580
CMS 456/2 R-864 99 149.7 18.3 62.0 4536
CMS 456/2 R-217 102 172.7 19.4 56.0 5312
CMS 522/2 RN-3 107 124.7 16.1 70.3 4067
CMS 522/2 RN-137 112 181.0 18.1 69.2 4854
CMS 522/2 R-864 98 125.1 16.9 67.0 4760
CMS 522/2 R-217 101 144.0 14.8 63.9 4037
CMS 1052/1 RN-3 110 139.4 16.2 74.6 4545
CMS 1052/1 RN-137 99 174.3 16.7 60.0 5172
CMS 1052/1 R-864 98 145.1 17.5 58.4 5051
CMS 1052/1 R-217 101 176.1 16.1 60.2 4134
CMS 60/30 RN-3 107 159.8 19.5 67.5 4125
CMS 60/30 RN-137 100 183.4 20.2 66.0 4826
CMS 60/30 R-864 99 146.5 17.1 68.8 4992
CMS 60/30 R-217 98 183.3 17.8 57.1 4439
CMS 1221/1 RN-3 109 130.0 18.0 75.0 4358
CMS 1221/1 RN-137 102 176.7 22.9 66.5 5545
CMS 1221/1 R-864 100 128.1 17.1 66.5 4350
CMS 1221/1 R-217 102 152.8 15.1 66.2 4394
Farrokh (check) 103 160.5 17.7 64.1 5412
SHF-81-90 (check) 109 187.7 21.2 65.6 4722
LSD (P <0.05) 19 21.9 3.6 14.8 1095
LSD (P <0.01) 26 29.6 4.8 19.8 1482
Y 635w ) » L (Hlandi et al., 2014) Bab 5 o)l e 51 (Geglietal, 2011)
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Table 4. General combining ability effects and partial general combining ability of CMS
lines and restorers of sunflower

e g ¥ G 59,y slde Gy gl b ks 43,058 O als 5 Shes
555 (S
CMS line Days to physiologic Plant Head 1000 Seed yield
maturity height diameter seeds
weight
CMS 19 4.4 8.5 0.3 3.0 960.8
CMS 51 0.0 -10.1 -0.3 8.4 -259.5
CMS 156/1 2.6 0.9 1.2 5.0 -1.9
CMS 456/2 2.4 0.9 0.8 -3.0 -289.9
CMS 522/2 -0.7 -10.8 -1.5 -1.8 -275.8
CMS 1052/1 -3.2 4.3 -1.4 -6.1 20.0
CMS 60/30 -3.9 13.8 0.6 -4.6 -109.9
CMS 1221/1 -1.6 -7.6 0.3 -0.9 -43.7
SE; 2.0 5.1 4.8 1.4 201.0
$2926 018 3k (¥
Restorer
RN-3 6.0 -16.3 -1.0 5.6 -369.6
RN-137 15 18.5 1.3 -0.1 156.1
R-864 -6.1 -10.5 0.2 -1.4 129.8
R-217 -1.3 8.3 -0.5 -4.1 83.7
SE; 1.31 3.3 3.2 0.91 131.0

a3k 015 85k slacnY sy oS 3 slmn olzsl 1 SEj ode 5 sl (s pdy S 5 sbne bzl :SE;

SE; : Standard error of general combining ability of CMS lines; SE;: Standard error of
general combining ability of restorers lines.
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(Hladni et al., 2011)
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Table 5. Specific combining ability effects of restorer and CMS lines of sunflower

i 5 oY als S5 G gy slae 5y plis| b s 353 als 5> Slas
ok S s alsyl5a
E ST
CMS line Restorer Days to_ Plant Head 1000 Seed yield

physiologic height diameter seeds

maturity weight
CMS 19 RN-3 -0.2 8.1 0.3 2.6 -570.9
CMS 19 RN-137 -2.2 -14.8 -0.5 -6.2 -296.6
CMS 19 R-864 -3.1 9.3 0.8 -1.5 -390.8
CMS 19 R-217 5.5 -2.6 -0.5 5.1 1258.3
CMS 51 RN-3 -1.3 4.0 -0.8 -0.1 692.5
CMS 51 RN-137 7.2 1.2 -0.2 -7.8 301.3
CMS 51 R-864 -1.8 4.8 13 3.4 -358.0
CMS 51 R-217 -4.1 -10 -0.3 45 -635.8
CMS 156/1 RN-3 2.0 2.3 -0.7 -3.7 528.9
CMS 156/1 RN-137 -7.0 -12.2 -4.1 7.3 -1373.8
CMS 156/1 R-864 -1.4 12.1 1.0 -0.9 536.9
CMS 156/1 R-217 6.3 -2.2 3.7 -2.7 308.0
CMS 456/2 RN-3 1.3 -16.2 -2.7 0.7 -811.6
CMS 456/2 RN-137 4.8 2.2 2.3 8.6 8.2
CMS 456/2 R-864 2.1 4.8 -0.7 -3.0 -9.1
CMS 456/2 R-217 -4.0 9.1 1.2 -6.3 812.5
CMS 522/2 RN-3 -3.6 -2.7 0.7 -2.9 7.2
CMS 522/2 RN-137 6.4 18.8 0.3 1.7 268.5
CMS 522/2 R-864 -0.5 -8.1 0.2 0.8 200.3
CMS 522/2 R-217 -2.3 -8.0 -1.1 0.4 -476.1
CMS 1052/1 RN-3 1.9 -3.0 0.6 5.7 189.0
CMS 1052/1 RN-137 -4.1 -3.0 -1.2 -3.2 290.3
CMS 1052/1 R-864 2.0 -3.2 0.6 -3.5 196.0
CMS 1052/1 R-217 0.2 9.1 0.0 1.0 -675.3
CMS 60/30 RN-3 0.0 7.9 1.9 -3.0 -101.1
CMS 60/30 RN-137 5.1 25.6 1.3 2.5 100.9
CMS 60/30 R-864 4.1 -11.3 -1.8 5.3 266.4
CMS 60/30 R-217 -1.7 6.8 -0.4 -3.7 -240.0
CMS 122171 RN-3 -0.2 -0.6 0.8 0.8 66.1
CMS 1221/1 RN-137 -2.7 11.3 3.3 -1.9 727.4
CMS 1221/1 R-864 2.9 -8.3 -1.4 -0.7 -441.8
CMS 1221/1 R-217 0.0 -2.4 -2.6 1.7 -351.7
SEj 3.5 8.8 8.4 2.4 349.0

o3> S pdy S 5 bme olzil. SEjj
SEj= Standard error of specific combining ability.
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)3 & 5 (Machikowa et al., 2011)
o=l S5 d S s (Patil et al., 2012)
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