[ Downloaded from jcb.sanru.ac.ir on 2026-04-29 |

[ DOI: 10.52547/cb.13.39.208 |

N

YA Ve b ¥ opleds /o0 o Jlo /21y LS oMol doliing}

il b e 5 (535l ol oS>

S, " gy Al
5 o0l b 10,50L3T 45 aily 5 Shos (5159 Jawmo X i gis ‘JMM)J SNl @ 30
PR S Koy g pdyres ol Ol )51 0 piiodis (g,

f’dml );UW KV S cid.&g bty& dc)‘} BT KW cr”&).ﬁl ‘_JML.G S "aal)"_,lé x,ol c‘d)lﬁ.é L
v . 1. T
Mjsbdy ole g (s i 5658

Ol @S 53,918 ey 9 bisel i Glejls s g Jlob 4 9 el SlaES e (g slaaly Sladg (s il -)
55 «inliS @ 5 sl (Ol ol S Gl (ol @l 5 (5ysliS Shjgel 9 Sl S pe ¢ £ g olj pole Dl i bl ¥
(a.gholizadeh@areeo.ac.ir : Jgguo ot si) 5!
Sl 55 )laS gy 9 Objgel liniod plojlu ol p¥5jle Gl b @lie 5 (65,9l GBjgel 9 ClaEES S pe (£l g () pole Gl (i jbaliwl -V
!
olx
oltile S (s5)sliS’ g g Jhjgal «liiod lajlo cobile)S” il (oo @lio g (559l (2jgel 9 Sl S po ¢ £l 5 (o) pole ladod s bkl —F
!
ol»
Ol Jshis 55,9 g9y 9 Ghjgel (Ol lojl bl o (b plio 5 (509liS Ghjgel g iS850 (Bl g (5 polle s iy okl -0
OlRl @S «sisghiS s 9 Uhigel «liidod plojl s g Jd a9 2ol CladoS dunoe iy laaly Clidos i bl -F
olisle)S ¢ 659l gy 5 hjgel «liiod lojlus woliile)S” il (anbo @lie 5 (65)9liS” (2jgel 5 Ui S po (£l 5 (25 pole WliEoS iy jletsls -V
olxl
Ve [0 iy o6 A ERVAVAR S R
VA b YeA amio

[XVEN
oS 1y Blises glauss 43 d,Sdos (5 Il 1515 Wbl o0 (05 Olio axlllas 43w (Slabiws bausro X Caigif (iiSiod »
W3 pgliieds Lwly (1l 53 il dalge JSubo b 1) B by 9 5lgndd 1) (S5 S alojl prndd (yrimod 9 M85 0
@ oI SOLET a2y e 0351 dlaad (I3, ST (Sadgiy ()85l 9 3,50e (5l Ll g Jue X adghy (SR
e b (Bolas Jol5 sSsh ik B 3 (Jg855 5 oliile S gyl oz ,5) (TS ol Jlea )3 05, ;e ol
O30 o ppilosir (g 3 byoee X aigij GRS @ 3o0 jaliie 41 .85 158 byl 3590 (£1y5 S 93 e 1,5
9 gy husme 1 45 31y (LS G e (pilyyly 413a gl ol o3l (AMMI) iy pd (iiSen s 9 pdsen o
a5 a1 i gl Cpisod (00,5 Al 1y Olpuad JS 51 auod YTAY o V/Te OV/TA i 5 @ dauss X Cudgi (pidSod
ovlwl 1.0 )5 agi 1) Jae X Cudgif iSod g Olpudi 5 o )3 AY/TE g Widgy I3 Sxe AMMI Jo Lol adlio =iy
Ol 4 G5 9 G3 (lacyisi; dalasme 9 Boudgly lp piSedy ol alge (gl 9 ails 3,Sles (a0le L
Ol & VU (iSon 1 (dld S5 &y 0liilo S 9 Jg933 (sblaswe (pizmed i ad b YU 3, U g jluly scuigl;
Iy andliae 3,90 (Salamo (glavigh d 3o s AB LA (13 N1 eaisi 3,5 1 9 aled Cua Bl (o S low
SQ 3 J9855 g oldile S eyl S S Llalejl Jlw 93 2 cglanior 5o gl (bl 2 23,5 SIS 09,5 95 4

il e cnl (GYb 250 9 (St bl Sl &5 W38,5 158 098

Ay cddld 3,Shos €6l ly ¢)10,50LET 1 gulS slaosly
5 s G op Sen S Caw Le aosiin
P lowigl i 0Sles S by 9 SP) Gl Shes ofgy 4 59l oiligy Sk 4 g b
5 oz ) ollee locaip) Ll il okl poj) ifgy aly SV pame Wy GBI Gk
lolid polaie 4 (TP0) WS dolpe JSie b Luld 4 85k 5 Vb 3 Shes g il b pB)l 4
sSkas dunlio lilejl b o Vb 3)Shos b sboiadsll  prtege ) o oy Sldl casl phbolis] o
Ol 2 45 358 00 ploml Jlo iz 3 9 (e dix 3 )15 g ol 4 Vb Bl & sl iy, ab plals
59 By (lek Ol 08das Jlno progMe Sl Ll nls s 4 ol gy 5 (V) 3 lnl BB 8T e
DR sl Col g e 4B > clS I Jg S ol g gl bl o slasl
bie X Cuig) JiSeny g Vb 3Slee & Nadie ore SRy ol 4 a8 b F) Cusl Jlygs YL
(V) 28l s a8 il el 5 YL o Sles W Jiliy b pB)) AJg
X b pSern yn Slp @b slagby, il (ol ST iS5 das
og.l Lol 04 0y )lf L el Qlﬁ.a}u ]a.wy b le)_j L;.)ljkb_ dtmd.ob)g Mo O yoodeo )l ‘_;i’
opsle iz g opile U lol amed 93 Jold bagdyy sy olul g YL aSles Wy Juusly b pB)l Wy
kol Pl gy opitariz slaghyy gl > (W) Mdbse X (g GSeny Abbe b X (uig (hiSeny


http://dx.doi.org/10.52547/jcb.13.39.208
http://jcb.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-1266-fa.html

[ Downloaded from jcb.sanru.ac.ir on 2026-04-29 |

[ DOI: 10.52547/cb.13.39.208 |

Mjals) wle 5 in b 508 (o] M dasl dw (g ol (o) bl )53 )01 Jelie b 003 Byl ¢ gl (g0ge

vaa

3 Car) Sawd o3ud Jold (e A Slles b
@l bl 2 9 29 (guband c) dlo g (Laasls (5,5
LS ¥ Jold @)S o ad 23355 4 pladl S g0l
o S AD GBS J5 e ¥ b & catls
VO Jolsh g 4 2 3 pdsae Y ol HIE L o
S &S v S a4 oyl S Al on 5l e ile
@25 b gan sl g plosl (ol w5l am g,
9 M el am kg (35 S8 O 0lS Sl
Pl alsyo 93 53 (d Gygo 4y sbadle b oj)le
38des pSojlul Cap (Jyaze (Siwwy Jl o 285
DO om i cas b3 e slel g 1l 5l e /0 ) il
Caibyp @) ladis plas doldl jd 000,85 Gls auils il
g WA (g9Sie S ladiyy (Jal (pad St I g g A
S ow o 00,5 Cpiel 385 (693l b odel Cuwd &y (slaasls
3 pSokS) g 251y 5 als 3Skee olyie & (bas
) bl o g o5
0803l Ubgy 4 oald ediledl (g Jloyi ygesl !
L (Kolmogorov-Smirmov) g yeuwl-8g,3 50)eS
s A5 plosl (Y) SPSS ver 20 lséla s I oolicl
lobome (uil)ly GBI )y pskile 4 Cli)l g0l
Al 3 Slas ()luly oyp sgkaie 4 asll )3 5 i plo]
Joo 15 03zl AMMI 6,ize 32 s, 51 o6 o by

N
Yger = ,Ll+Gg +ﬂe +Zﬂ‘nygn6en +pge +‘9ger
n-1

»AO gy 3Sles IS Yog YU alaly
ol gl i & fiy 5 Oy JS oSike U ple Lo
9 (U 0Ske J1 pl0 g (nle M) Pl S5
3Sike J) Pl L (Sile BM) ple Lo Lol i
P b plp o o Lol aile gl oyt e Ay (S
“te vo. -
)I.)).g ygn ] uJa.o‘ 4\.0)90 ula.m L ]"9-3)“’ 0y9 )L\.o.n
. & . - oen ‘“ &
Jop Oy Jlize Sl pln ol ailie ) plg s o
odle Ope «blite Jl pln Lol adlse 5l ple Lo o9
Sger el e )3 pl0 g @ bape oy Jue
gy 3hes I oIl LSS 4 barpe plizer Jio odile
g
P

) \ . . . .
sBe e & AMMI phops blite Sl g phge>
X g piiSeny WS g 4 lp LS g el
4355l Sy AMMI os, sl obid ool layce
Oy ol 2 bl (ol badlie 4 435 5 (il
3 eslizal b wisgon Lol ) lae 5 w5 ol
X g GiSeny (w9 ok 2yl (pibjly &g
o aps 3l ool L (phows blie Jl) low
N oapSie B oo g ajed 350 ol (slaaddse
Al ) Jlite Sl g (ol @l g, cnl Sl
Iy e X gy iSeny | elael iz ¢ S8
2205 yohte 4 (3L ol bawys (plpls WS o 4y
o3l baoe X i} GiiSeny il g 4135 5 o)luk
sboasbyy hnk ) Ghgy cnl owmen (1Y) Cusl 0ad
ol Yl Inbaea (gding,S g okl Lams ol
Sty g i daee SIS ST lacui) )
Oy & 138 (SIS g Wl 13 pwyp 3y9e 1) L6
Sty ot g 4555 Sl 9y (npcwlie AMMI
o) odlatwl sl e Jluky P (s g lae X i)
QLS ) e X (g GiiSery (ow)p ¢l p AMMI
S 5 (1) i ) 3559 {VA) paygo a5 (F) o

sl 01 555 (Ya)
GoP) (RSeny (poyp ooy ool sl Gaa
Sy 35 AMMI 6pitar g, oyl Laes
9 an e @bl CulS g (Do Cua lul 5 VL

’ LS9, 9 3lge
a bkl was Wy VY ol iaeh ol 42
g oliile)S gyl @) (b @l 5 (gjysliS Clddsg
S5 o by ol IS (slacSsl b B 5 S
5 pbnad ol (VWA 5 W) elyy Jlo g0 e
9 b Clasuin Cul odd o ¥ Jod> 0 Lislejl g1yl
sble als » z)b ol (o) Siabejl cuts el);
as)S Hlai o ol bole plaie 4 eas) 9 2 oSy

1- Additive Main Effect and Multiplicative Interaction

2- Eigen value 3- Eigen vector
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Table 1. Nunber, name and origin of the studied sunflower genotypes
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Table 2. Agro-climatic characteristics of the studied environments in this research

Vo 555,k st L T elis)] i o Ll
@ L{-\o. I 4.)3514:»)& ) e ‘_e.:«)*?Jsb iy o e <
(eise) () (4ads 42) (48> 22 )
YA i
Yo WY 50 YD 0¥° B Y e Kij19
yraa 5)5 Krj20
YA Lo
50- ¥ frovs Voo oy Y < sal9
waa Sl Sa20
YA Ll
YA \wes oYY Yo ¥y slile)s Kl
yaa oliile s Krm20
ARV 815 Dez19
4 AY Yo vy YYOFA s
AARN Jsdsd Dez20

owbyly dlws odly 3 dgnge Clyus odes a5 o
ol o ol 9 (10,3 BVIFA) 0ud 4z g5 nlaee
s VIFe iy & lame X g Blite Sl uil)ly 5
Joia) wlesls olaidl ses & |y @l 5 asys VF/AY
3 g b talof] slalaoe & ol 4 dryi L (Y
e )l a2)3 > a5l 1)) (ae (sl g5
odas olaidl cplply wog L 1) (SB g4 5 (SH)L
5 @9t ol a2y JB b (uib)ly 4 Ol
a1y Olss ao)d FYIY bS8l > 50 (VF) )
sl iolesl 3 laize plo cpiores 531 Cas Lo il
(VYY) S5 Jud 51 )50 V¥ game )3 28 Jaee s
65 Hlis (YAXA) g3 5 (VF) paS (YY) BV g (VF) ©)d
odly )3 39250 Cilyoss §l a2y BB doyd lasee 5l &S
Plie Sl ad b sre ol 0dby olaid] b5 a |,
ol 0235 55 adlllas ol 3 (¥ Jga2) baes X s
Slagsly Sglite lalasms 53 ey & cul e
Focws) om SHS! K> G)le 4 g o3y i (Folise
3,8 )l g Cons s K0 Jame 4 e
o e Sl e X Cuig] JliSeny 45 5 b
Gl > @ Ygoms ilises (sl (iiSly 0,5 )15
slolase gl Gglate pallas @508 Ly b)) ©glie

(YY D) sl calises

Cul AMMI Jas Lol sladdlie slasi N g ple Lo )
(WA)

S ASV )lul pelly jl by oplul dbre sl
(\N') A5 ooldiwl c.)}.w@ d..m:l.‘mo 2 4\]::.’]) wl.w‘ »

ASV = \/ :glﬁ ( IPCA]Score )2 t ( IPCAZSC‘”E )2

IPCA2

g90e iy & SSIPCA2 5 SSIPCAL Y abuyl, ;5
Sy kol (sloadlye (93 9 gl 4 borpe Cluye
4 bays iy 4 IPCA2 4 IPCAL ee X iy
2 Sl GSeny g3 5 ol (ol adlse (laoyed ke
2 55 (ASR) 45 xSl sy ol oaiys | S
Dsime ool adlie miy 9 aib 5 Sloas ad) 1Sl ol
FAMMI @55 sl Giagl cnl 3 (8) 43,5 dplee
)l Lm)bw o) LgI)J 9 (Y‘Y‘) SAS ver 9.1 )l)_‘)‘ gy

A sl (YY) Minitab ver 14 15815 5

obis b 2Sles i Sy wibyly 4 s

Sy b pme dop S i) paw jo ke Sl &S 0
oo xie dw Glage faeme doyd dwsbre (Y o)
oL gl ggecme 4y e X Cuigiy blite Jl g cuis;


http://dx.doi.org/10.52547/jcb.13.39.208
http://jcb.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-1266-fa.html

[ Downloaded from jcb.sanru.ac.ir on 2026-04-29 |

[ DOI: 10.52547/cb.13.39.208 |

Mjals) obe g (gin b 50,8 cgdon] S tonl o (g ol (o)l Al (g8 )03l Jawlie dauw 0dl3 1B pol (g )li cage

Y

oYL il b Gl (g} Cpiored wab arslis YU al
Joi) 48 a3 ld Cigf cnyihubl e 4 ASV e
45y oSe ol 5 o5 (ASR) 45, (ke o F
ol 045 duslro o xe Juol adlio gy g aily 3 Slas
ASR jlade (pyieS L G3 5 G5 slacuis; a8 sl L
ASR jluie (YL L GLL 5 GB (slacuisss 5 cnyslhb
(¥ Jgiz) 2392 brcaigif o 5)lbl
o polis olped 4 bl ab 5 Slee WSle
ASV sl sl 5 e iSany ol aifhe
ol o3l Livles & Jodo 5o balase (g)lul )y Can
iy 4 e a5 Slee ke (0508 g oyl el
Mde b Jol Jlo oliile)S) Krml9 slalese 4 by je
Jda b pgd> Jlo (5)lw) Sa20 5 (JiSa ) p)SskS YAAY
Jlo 25) K19 (slalaes 9 (iS5 p)55ks” VI
5 (g Jlo s)le) SA19 (o> Juo 5) Kj20 (Jy
ol oo pgaS il L (pg Jlo (s)le) S220
olisle)S) Krml19 slalesxo g oy iyl oo & ASV
Js855) Dezl9 (pg> Jw olisle,S) Krm20 o Jsl Jlo
e (253l (58l L g o J5%) D220 gl Jlo
Sas anlis blswe opgylbl glge 4 ASV il
45) 5:Sko ool 52 85 (ASR) 4, ko sl ol
305 Dy oAb duwlrs Hb sxe Lol adlie zuy 5 aily 5 Sles
llid 3 ASV g)lul el mls b bl e
o) 45 B 555 (0 Jp2) 352 bl 5 by slalonoes
oS B9 o0 Pguo Jib.b‘ 9 owlio u.stmja.ou aS ol
Ggles balas cpl 0 1y sl S5 (uSeny gyl
ol 4 2295 b cplple (0) 3900 (bles e el (o
e Ly s a Jediy 5 eliileyS slalse &S5
2L U eyt (bl 0 5)l0LL) S)j piSen

OO e g pled Can sy o Ja5 4 g il iiSeny

3 eolatel b lase X Cuigh) iiSeny 4o gl
oiSany Lol adse gy a5 b lis AMMI s,
OiSady Lol glbddie b 5 Wog b e
Al gy Al 4id)S )l )3 exilaBly lsie 4 )l gne it
4 baye Oluss jl doyd AV/EY gaeme o Jol Lol
S4B i &5 0055 Ay |y Lo X (i) iSen
DAY 5 YIVY ASIVY SAYY SVIAY Ll casy 4
ey 3l (V0) phlen 5 (yled (1 Joi2) 392 o>
P loe X g GiSeny 40 jslae 4 AMMI
ailje 93 a5 15,5 5135 ¢ oolmul ), Kokl clacuies;
WL0)S dn g ) iiSemy Glape faee | do )y AY ol
JiSeny pyp 3 (V) hlen g jmaeal (pizxen
5 edlaiwl b s, il gy Voo e X Cuig
g 50 ol ddlie o0 o &S 008 by AMMI s,
Gl do )3 YEINY (iiSon y
2olie g ddlllas dyg0 (slacwig Al 3 Slas 1 Ske
5 (IPCAS) Lo x i) (ol adlie gy (slaoyel
oLl ol sl odd )1 ¥ o> 0 ASV (g)lul el )by
il )3 oy 3)90 Glacg 38es (ke oS D
LS )3 p)SelS YAS S 5S5ke L YYD b YF-Y
Ot g S ciy 4 G5 5 GO (lacys 5 op
slcwss 0,Slee 1 Sle W3S g ) ally 3 Slas
E ofles ke 55 G14 4 G8 G6 G3 Gl
il el el )b clyls AMMI 39y 090 b iales]
by a5 sl ASV ()1l yial)l LT o yioge 45 ol
ol o) el ebi)l car ol ohRiegh
oo bl (658 ASV il &S canl ol P
e 9> plul & ASV (gluly el 3k iolol
M oy yeS G3 gl sl ol dwbrs Jgl Lo
YL &l 0 Sles il b g ol uol.\a.:ﬁl—.)? 41y ASV
38ee b lub gl lye 4 phlejl IS 0SLe

calizee sl §o Qla)igl:_éT Ccwsis a5 ySlas 8 yo (il ls 4500 =Y ol
Table 3. Combined analysis of variance for seed yield of sunflower genotypes in different environments
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Table 4. Mean seed yield, the values of the principle components and ranking of sunflower genotypes
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Table 5. Mean seed yield, the values of the principle components and ranking of studied environments
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Abstract

The genotype x environment interaction is a major challenge in the study of quantitative
traits because it reduces yield stability in different environments and also it complicates the
interpretation of genetic experiments and is difficult to makes predictions. In this regard, to
analysis of genotype x environment interaction and determine the yield stability of sunflower
genotypes, 11 new sunflower hybrids along with 4 cultivars were evaluated in a randomized
complete block design with four replications in four experimental field stations (Karaj, Sari,
Kermanshah and Dezful) during two cropping seasons. In order to analysis of genotype x
environment interaction was used the multivariate method of additive main effects and
multiplicative interaction (AMMI). The results of combined analysis of variance indicated that
57.68, 7.60 and 16.93 percent of total variation were related to the environment, genotype and
genotype x environment interaction effects, respectively. Also, the results showed that the first
five principal components of AMMI were significant and described 97.64% of the variance of
genotype x environment interaction. Based on biplot graph of mean seed yield and the first
interaction principle, the genotypes G3 and G5 were identified as a high yield and stable
genotypes. Also, the Dezful and Kermanshah environments due to their high interaction were
recognized as the most ideal environments for distinguishing and separating sunflower
genotypes. The cluster analysis of the studied environments was divided into two groups.
According to the results of cluster analysis, Karaj, Sari, Kermanshah and Dezful locations were
located in a group that indicates these locations had the high predictability and repeatability
power.
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