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1- Genotypextrait

2- Genotype by yieldxtrait
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Table 1. Code, name and pedigree of the tested sunflower genotypes
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Table 2. Combined analysis of variance for studied traits of sunflower genotypes.

Slayo (5:50ke 4 e
sy SNPH TSW SD HD PH DTR DTF &l &l ys
OYYFYSYA/NA™S YAVY /v AVAVE/VY Y-Y/YA Yoo /AY YEYe/-o™ VWANY OSYINY ) J
VEARYY/ Yoyay/sa AY/AA VoY /vy £AY/AN VYA /AN 5 JWd S5
£5\VAPYT WS W vRyn T A AV ARVAT veYe” SINTT ¥ 5
ANAY/ 1Y VA R Ad e OIAE™ /YA YYA/SE r/an™ yor™ ¥ * j’;j’ >
AFYOF/FF Yo VA0/¥ Fa/a4 Y/Y V/av va/s- A AT AY Lo
S
a/ay VOIS \Y/Y- Y4 ANFN ¥/A V-0 «JAY Ol i
(22)

Bl Hhad :SD «gub 48 :HD gy glas)) PH ¢ Sy b joy :DTR ¢ 2A5 b 5o, :DTF .o/o) g +/+0 Jloin] prdaws )0 jl3 pize g )l repes gy 5 NS

4l 5 Slos :SY (3o ;3 aild dlasi :SNPH ails l5a 55 :TSW

uuLo)T dlﬁl Jle 99 u.lp ub)is‘.d] Guigis VO 5 ol d);o)'\.\ﬂ Slaw winL.o -y Jg.\?

Table 3. Average of measured traits in 15 sunflower genotypes in two experimental years
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Figure 1. Polygon view of the genotypextrait biplot of sunflower genotypes. A: first year, B: second year, C: average

two years. DTF: Days to flowering, DTR: Days to ripening, PH: Plant height, HD: Head diameter, SD: Stem
diameter, TSW: Thousand seed weight, SNPH: Seed number per head, Y: Seed yield
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Extended Abstract

Introduction and Objective: The selection of high-yielding genotypes is especially important
in sunflower. Therefore, this study was conducted to identify interrelationships between
different traits and the selection of the best sunflower hybrids.

Material and Methods: In this study, 11 new hybrids along with four cultivars Golsa, Ghasem,
Shams, and Farrokh were evaluated in a randomized complete block design with four
replications in the agriculture research station of Kermanshah during 2019-2020. The
phonological, morphological characteristics and yield and its components including days to
flowering, days to ripening, plant height, stem diameter, head diameter, seed number per head,
thousand seed weight, and seed yield were measured. In this study, the methods of genotype x
trait (GT) and genotype by yield x trait biplot (GYT) were used to identify interrelationships
between different traits and selection of the best sunflower hybrids.

Results: Based on polygon view of GT biplot, the genotypes No. 4 and 11 had good
characteristics regarding seed yield. The vector view of GT biplot showed high correlation
between seed yield with stem diameter, plant height and seed number per head. Based on
average tester coordinate (ATC) view of GYT biplot, the genotypes No. 5, 3 and 4 in terms of
all positive yield-trait combinations were recognized as the best genotypes and genotypes No. 7,
13 and 6 as the weakest genotypes. According to the results, a significant positive correlation
was observed between stem diameter, head diameter, plant height and early maturity in
combination with seed vyield. Therefore, it seems that traits of stem diameter, head diameter,
plant height and early maturity could be used as a suitable selection criterion for increasing seed
yield in sunflower.

Conclusion: Generally, the results indicated that hybrids No. 5, 3 and 4 were recognized as
superior hybrids from the point of yield and other agronomic traits. These genotypes have the
potential to be used in research-extension trials for introduction as a new cultivar for cultivation
in the Kermanshah region. Also, the traits of stem diameter, head diameter, plant height, and
early maturity could be used as suitable criterions in selecting for increased seed yield in
sunflower breeding programs.
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