o¥ WAS il VY 05l0s [t Jlos /515 ol oMol dsliimg,

S e e gl sl ol
i ks o asbiagy

o posia diy (gl (s, 31 03Ul i Lug) (glacigi} 3,8Mos 5 o Glhuo (oLl

LA . . LA Vs s
S8 sl 31 oKl od s doly el 09,8 )
(mozafarihamid@yaho0.com : Jggs o3iusg) ol ool :\.\j olutsls (ol yous dlg ceel ) 09,5 Y
5 el 315 oS> ¢ posB s doly el ustino g psls 09,5 ¥

WYY 1 bl g b QENIY il s o

LRV

4 5 (KS21682 g KS21676 (LigS (g i) sl Jloa U oiubejl cbug) cudgij VYA (&S 5 of Wlho owyy joliods

ol (550l (5l olyly (o) 2 b () 32 3o 53l 9 3, 5os g (81,5 oy Sl (T ke b 2] CieST O j90
Iy o 9d Ol gundi (g9 iy g 43 AilD Dluad Cuo oS 313 Wi il ylg g sbare BI ool (Sl ¢yl <0y 305 cdiald
&0 gl alos sl51 g 8 Shas guwiy Jolpe adS Sl 51 Bwiolj (8,5 1,8 digr g, Chuo o] 51 (a9 Clld
3D &I g )l5b g digy gL, (Jol A p dw yarb U o, dlaad Oldo o ad LGS Suged 350 s woahy Lis
13 I3 g (Ko dld 3y Sdos b o yd SO Jlodka ! gdanw 13 BIE 1D il dlani g gy ol g o yd gy Jloda ! e
w yoobs U CullS 51 59, 3land (il (g 8590 (UL 1D Al dlad (digy o lho Cud 5 (@E S g )5y A5 D
O g3 D393 «BME 43 il dlual Wlho g7 o D9 g0 palie 51 g d gl b adid oo 3ylg dild g 515U 5 Jol 45 5
4320 W Geb (IS jobar 215 Sleiudyy (2Wol (SBaalip g 1y i1 g 15U 9 gl 425 2 A job U g, Sl il
413 3, Sos Ol pti il Jolge (3 33 1550 dild (1 gy 0490 g BUE 1> Aild Blani (Wi gy i lio 3,5 (ylgie (497 o Cude
Y51 G &35 el (ol Jole Cudid @y 1) Olhio ol goailie @ 4505 gy 4 dele & & 500 gl audl o0
Loy Aol sbasliy 15 39590 £85 5 lef 0 W @ asgi U .S any 1y Lodld J5 Olpti sy

[ Downloaded from jcb.sanru.ac.ir on 2025-07-16 ]

[ DOI: 10.29252/jch.9.22.53 ]

23,5 03wl &l (4 g 859> 9 I 43 Aild dluxi wSlo (Flawo 51 5,Shas (Wial381 gl 93,5 (641590 w2

L_gg) ITHE) OM)J 0590 dig Wale A 3 W Jole A 3o :‘5.\45 lehb)'s

(FVYEY ) 59l cwd a5y Shae Mol (gl 1) 5
3 ST 5 oLl Jser o (sl g (s Cpmnd
Lol pwop 5 clolis 5 S5 dendy 4 bgype law
Gl She cpas il odsl ciwsy wleMbl (opl pogMe
Aol slaasely (2aglojls g 3900 g0 wudhp)
Chiorato  yislejl ales 5l saxie Slalllas )5 .(VY) 298 o0
» oala ! M_P L;iul_ay Sle o )l ‘(\YI) ul)l_io& 9
S0t (S5 £95 dbml g g (Sl slaaal
O (V) )LSad g ol , S 1o 3 b ol sais
5 oS Sl 315 Lncesip] oo (S5 ol
2 50 ELresigy pleld Jlant Gl g ey
£23 Ol po 3 djloie e ) SSE b 55 (sl s
St 3 Sy ol (S 5 (o8 lice 5 Lo ol
93, Slos sja iy g gl dlos I oS o VW g &l
Az )bl slagdyy jlad (ol &l obesd (S e
odlawl Ltbubuy) O u5l$b S 9 )R d‘).g 0 yuxio
AL oluwy g glasy) dosly lyuss )3 oo Glaw .0
asly JSTs g asly Cpiig s duod ignyd by dlaad iy
ale Saipdshgn 5 el lio oy (sl ciaS]
5 w95 (&l K5y 9 JSb) wild (giaas )l YL 5 Slos

Aoddo
e85l (Phaseolus spp.) Lol (sleodss g pl6 )|
YL e Yere B L) pdaw jl oS s o) OL:»L;
Lugd 55 g9 dw S ol 50 g b o cuiS
Fdn a9 0,8 i Jm (Phaseolus vulgaris L.)
o5 48 ol Siidyge Ny slisS Loy (YY) Cusl &,
31 yad g LadddMe ) 5 IS wojlusl ( 5 S5y« i
3 g9 dloml el (Su5F (Vb g5 nlpl (VY
aibs Lol )3 .(YAXY) cowl o )] sladisS 0 o Y
Do s Glse L gy oole L 5l daadgsy s
Bl plSial 5 JS 58,5 )5 oo bl 5 0 ¢ s
535J_’>u13 .\_w) 9 DJMI (SR .\.uo) 9 b)L.w‘) w )LP
3l d9>9 (35.&_7:.@13 by g DM”\!Q ‘39.\91.@5 A5y g oMy,
Jslos 55U oo a8 cunl oty Cis 3,8des (T4)
ey gl cle 40 Vg ame 5 33 51,8 (ool
5 o e (i 3,8kos gl eaitins B ol 50
esme ylel Lo ybgy (o il ookl b .39 odlazul
Sacie j0 1) 5 Slas osins oS <l 5l 69 B s ok
Olosee Lo gy ol ealiwl Ly 0ygl cowd 4y 5, Slos
Sy jl Glas puiiue pe S5l (gl p3Y OleMbl


http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/jcb.9.22.53
https://jcb.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-842-fa.html

[ Downloaded from jcb.sanru.ac.ir on 2025-07-16 ]

[ DOI: 10.29252/jch.9.22.53 ]

of opsite 1z (ol slasg, 5l odlisel b Lug) clacaisij 3,Skes 1 yige lio slolis

Solel 525
a2 el dalojl (o) (B9S85
LaSsly ()l sze pie i pbosl basals (g9 p wili)lg
Wi s ol Sumend Dg Linlojl 315 diie 4
= ladels @jp0 g Culs g pBapl (g5, s
Excel )15 8lp s i ploxl (Lol sloadlie 4 4325 slue
osboly 4035 sl SAS 9.1 1l 5 dmodly s (6l
Ladsle 400 5 pBapl (190w )5, 41355 (1 SPSS 16

A5 eola!

On & ob ol byl by wpd @l
SMS| oy 2y90 o i ) plel oSl
Dgs LSl meeal 4 il 9 N Dy B ine
CpyeS oy ke Jal (5ol (sl yiel s dsmloxe
sly (olly) g Sl oy g 3)llil Sl ol
390 sl 45 2 (L (V Jgia) (qw)p 0,90 Clio
&y £95 (nl g 8392 )10y (63b) sl g5 5l adlllas
el 2 1) GSolFa (o (Suij 0y plyieds Sl 0
i ol oy caig WA Sl jlass” SaS Lol 56
G5 Su e kg Gy 00 (i by i A
Dy g by Cig] S0 g Sge Loy
ool sla el )by s 5l Slao (o) 2

Oy dgy 50 &b ol Ly s ol iy gl
o,S Sl b wgy glisy) () Jgio) ol ol 1y Ll
aBlw ;5 (g0 0,8 slaws &S alS g cul byl s ddle
of Sl Ll col iy o) ) sy Lol
My Syt (shagy Sl g S adld I 3900
(b jl(0) el aals (VL Srwgd e 5 03p
G (1) 2o 5 1y 55 585 S ol el s
Syl g8 & (08 (0) hlSer 5 el o L]
2 g Al gl wdugy slaplul g Sy wsls o)l
Jlde 53 cal 3p93 5 6V Jrwgid Gl ) eonss
ol 8l el baaiy yieS glis)l a8 cuwl Adize (A) Austin
d] don &S Db o e sladily 4 Sl dlge dsye
Ngdd balpd plp 5> e Ceaglie g culyyy padls 133

rom|
P oodd Sl o8 als ol oy8 bl ol
o () Jpia) s 18 V1P B Y s
Dgr OFIY dgame > o cpl s 3l lacuis Slgly8
P o S M b Gy o o9 slaasls
(YA) ol)Ke2 o Nunez Barrios sliel 4 .0isb g0 olS
dal) Cunl (Sen (28 GaSLE (o) A5, Cudgione
Stunrod a3 EalS |y M § Sy  Mate—lise
ol sdalive u;l.p‘) D)ﬂo.c 9 U.G)B sl Ay o st:L.o
Cuduo (£,8 a3l dlaad &S e o L ol ol (VY)
3fbes 4 pliwd Cap GLSIFA bug g Cwl g
P93 M52 gl d9a000 43y pB)l )3yt

2V sl £95 9 825 (g (£ 9 (Sils)9e
b ol 5 il do 59 gy 50 BME dluw 0 Slas oS
Oles) Ady 090 Lol i odmlive e uig} o )0 BME
o=l Q) el s ime gldi L e} (S, U
sleasly o ol o g9 opl 5l a8 asly Hlplsl pudions
2 2Lyl 5l ow g et jebas b g 3,8 eolitwl (SNl
2 Sl celio 05, Glyie il odalojl sl
Flag (258 5 owe 08, V7 (b 335 (By2e dilaie
L)‘-’)bu-‘*" u9l_955 A ey M}mub_qo)_lat
WSl i gy dild g BME Slaw Clas Hlai I beads)
9 ) eole il IS ul).m by wa; 9 gi})
u,uLul); @9] W.S) \& g J;)); PN (Y;‘) 45 o lie A)ﬁlo.c
J=B 55 Lol i 9 (pp (SJg58)90 o VY
Ologad K5 adagdy )0 (V0) Ad osalie (gldasMo
oSl b B 3 by i A 2l 5 Sujelsd e
odlitl b calisee Slao (o balgy g 8,8 )13 b3yl 550
@l b Jolod g 425 0gesie W (bl lagsd,
Loy i Ol cupd Ol oy 8 0 ol
4355 g (dlail 5, Slos 5 2T loj 13 wg glayl &
Olas a8 2l s plSasplS g, 4 alBais yomw S,
lass g BMe ;D aily dlasy (ily Ao 59 gy pd BME Dl
Ladele & & jo5 bidg: 2)8os 3 e Jalge (e [
JS o VAL 4 0 Jole jlos ool 4 o
yobatadns ;ols il (YY) dSdges g |y Ol s
b ) Jyaze 3y Slos 1 J5e Clio olulid
5 ol Mol laasly o gyl posng (slp Loy calizes

b plodl Slas o bl (s

_ L9, 9 dlge

85l ciaST b B o Logd gy VWA sl
Gk il (Siedsd g (ol (Sl slaShs
9 )b 2 oSy ol pSeilisl g )l calasly
Sob cdin 3 Laciyicd)S )3 byl 3)90 255 sk
R P S R P AR PUB LSRRGSR
oy (KS21682 5 KS21676 (LissS ¢ 5y00) Lusg) (5
P i) s ol dgueS fody Sl ails sl leis
Loaig dlold g y o il £ alold 4y (00 90 s S
D9y 4 )bl Bas Al gy se il B bl (g9,
A plodl i glaylgr 5l oolatul b g (gloylad
i D90 Olao

s g gl asle (So5so8)90 5 (o5 Clio
L8 93 Jold (Kjedsid Jolpe g S5 i g ()8 3LS
addgl laS i j50b b ) VI (0l 5 U o)) (o)
405 2 4w )05 U ) V3 Jol 455y auw )yl U 5o, V2
(B gy RS (a5 SLEN 59)) (il 9 (V4 g
by gdiaylil 5 0,Soe (glinl @ Slas (RO aily i,
WOAD ()


http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/jcb.9.22.53
https://jcb.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-842-fa.html

[ Downloaded from jcb.sanru.ac.ir on 2025-07-16 ]

[ DOI: 10.29252/jch.9.22.53 ]

A

WS ol YV ojles g Jlo /)5 LS Mol dslicing}y

clogls 16,00 Slalas , il 6 bl 5, Shee sl
Ol (YAN) Caol a5 Log) wils 5 Shae )3 ssds
dgr ysie gy 0 p)S O-VF o lcais) b 5,Sles
() Jg2)
2 ok b G &S &l (g3l 14l (gain)lil
x50 Seaig] )3 b plug wedie A g
S ol oS ol b il () Jpi) ol ol
9 0l 9y bobd 5 5 dinej ST, s ojlul dy JS)
s0yed (st 88) & B (Jle) ) I [k cadlis
0338 ol pyieS 4 g ) dae (ediun, il o b 4
(@93) ¥ il b bows; ie <85 3ls
JUEATY
Olo o (Sinsod

Cao gy & ob Ll Clo ( Siuer 40 gl
Sylil 9 g2 g)] e Jgl 435 aw j50b B g, 5las)
P ab ol 5 W w5 doyd gy Jhis] paw jo b
Stad &l 3ySlas b (do)d S Jlain | paws j> B
soRE B jg) s ((So5elgd Jlye (o sl I e
Jais) s 3 Jogins 5 i (Siomad Jgl 25 4o
5 Woy gl b wigy 5, Sloe b L 5Slas b doyd iy
cew 3 jbbre 5 b (Siawed b 0 Gg s
P OgesS) 425 @l (V Jgio) 292 doy> S Jleo]
Jde dylg &8 o el wanl 0as 039l ¥ Jada > pBa
Iy oySlas Clyuss o> Vel iy oS D9y digy o b
0y90 ME 3 &b dluw Slas o Gl e g0 Ay
9 Jsl x5 p aw Hrb b sl Sl ) dhai s (a3
Ot ups & g b il Jue o)l s i)l
Lo VY 1 e faetme 50 Cuio gy (pl sddiuoual
Olas i@ daly pl o S dog 1) 0 Sles Glyus
2 oeewySy il edlael b o Slas @lyuss (0 oo
0dd yo)li5 58 Jalite guls 5 o wyp ddaie Slalllas
aps @l (1) phler 5 jplio (o)p 5 ol
oMy U ey ol Glas &S o L pBapl a0 )5,
al,w; BME oy aily Jobo caily Sy U jgy ol cdMe
U b ol ady; Job g b do ()jg i > 4>

D3 N Wo gl beasgil Sl oy it g Gl
dgione A8y g odlw] gy 3 b s Jold s )
9 035 Cawlio 05580 iy (gl By Cundy cpl Ll
sy ol Gl g olpl jd g (SNl Blaal 51 (S
Ay — odliw] g1 )3 b slacaigy Jold e g Y o ¥
Wit Dgaeli My —0dig)y g dgdorels

5 Pl S el i) (s5glsid) 903 9 Ay Sy
Sldasl (Y Jsds) Wl olis (oob; colas aly iy 090
Sre o )3l dgit 50 (laeo bl L L) (65905
S55eid padas a8 LBl (VYY) Canl oads it il oo
2 (V) cably aled gyt a5 Slas oyl (g Fewlio
0391 5lai )90 Y 3 Slos e Sl )3 Cundg 95 g
el & S Vb gy My 0y93 L b)) (S il
25y laoygd b Sod (B g 298 plogn yude geod
ORIl g olage 5 %o it o 4 & SolisS” ()
Cado &S &l by 050 Jgbo (YA) ol sy jas s
OoliS gy 390 ST )0 d9d s guite soke
O Bewssl b 0 &b by 0y Db i ool
ol g JSilis > wlal (38 Cuds opl gy jg, YY-YY
OMp ©de & eyl cplple (IA) 2l &l )
Cyd 2ySlas g &b i wanl 5 SYsb Ll > il
540

Sl32) ol atas gty 3 Shae 15,Ska (lja] 5 3,Skec
aw aly > baigy sl & ol e &Sl i
Jeols) wily ol g wb sl (S odle g liee
g 3 (Vo) 2,5 o Ll (4l iy 0)93 5 Ay Cas uw
5 &b ol Wy e ol Jols 5,Sles 4lial
2 g, AU Dl cglad Cuwl &l Mo 59 9 B
B 3 il s gy (g j0 BME F-FA) 0L sy
9ol ol o Slas glinl oy 3 1y (#/FY) Wl oy a8
a1y (VIVAY) lyass o s dgs 50 &l s filie
2 Al olaey aS Bakine Cpliste (S 2D olaid] e
FY) )l (0 a8 Slioss g Canl 5 Sas J3yluk 550 M
g5 L > &b 3 Slee Y 5l ) 3)90 scH)
2 Oglay 51 il Wle o yel opl a8 Wy i (gl


http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/jcb.9.22.53
https://jcb.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-842-fa.html

[ Downloaded from jcb.sanru.ac.ir on 2025-07-16 ]

[ DOI: 10.29252/jch.9.22.53 ]

oF opsite 1z (ol slasg, 5l odlisel b Lug) clacaisij 3,Skes 1 yige lio slolis

L) g3 VFY )3 (wy 3y90 Sl (gbel (loyiall =) Jgis

Table 1. Statistical parameters of traitsin 142 common bean genotypes
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Table 2. Simple correlation between traits in common bean genotypes
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Abstract
To investigate some quantitative and qualitative traits of genotypes a field study was
performed as augmented experiment consisting four checks (Sadri, Koosha, KS21676 and
KS21682) and13 e(?enotyp&. Vegetative, morphological and agronomical characteristics as
well as traits related to pod and seed were studied. Stetistical analysis showed that number of
seeds per plant and plant height had the greateﬂ variations. Genotypes had significant
differences in al growth stages, yield and yield components. Correlation analysis revealed that
five traits including days to emergence of the first trifoliate leaf (V3), plant height, plant type,
seeds per pod and gran marketing were significantly correlated with grain yield. Five traits
entered into the model based on stepwise regression analysis that were plant type, seeds per pod,
gram filling duration (GFD), V3 anqelgram marketing. Path analysis results indicated a high
irect effect of plant type on grain yield. Due to available direct effects, it was recommended
seeds per pod, GFD, V3 and grain marketing for breeding programs. Overall, due to path
analysis results, can be said that the characteristics plant type, s per pod and GFD were the
most effective direct factorsin grain yield variations. Factor analysis using principal component
method showed that seven main factors explained more than 76% of the total variation.

Keywords: Factor analysis, Grain filling duration, Path analysis, Phaseolus vulgaris, Plant type
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