DOI: 10.22034/ijsst.2017.108134 " Olpl s (89l 9 pole 4 pii"
20 Oliwny 9 b F oylod uomiy Mo

LYY o oyl

Gag i Tl cond 10 OUET 53 S 3dilg Mo 3d § s g OGS 05 SO (b UlKo

TSl a5 Mool 2555 Lo, < s 26T e
1 =Y a5l oS5 (6555a8 0aSCiils ALE (65 5T g 5 Ol 05,5 (UL 3ol )l it )IST (5 mils )
Sl ;)\:L;Cwl,u\,;abf,u;u—r.@,,leti,uu‘gﬂwa.&uu@\fsj;}&:}ﬁ,cwu,;
el e oKl (65,58

3o > Slio 1 (5558 Cadimn o U5 )y 5 gt Bl oo QLALST i) oS s pudome Jal e aleor I (5558 25

i3T5 glaalllas (s ST o 455 53 558 de Slino 08 J 287 03 OIS s 5 01> ST sy S50 oo
Jols il ale T 5o 1l 4y s y) olKils oS (650580 5 5 29l 03,5 53 1S5 am b 33lad Sl = b aly o) ST
ol ot 40 (50 1y Ol s 40) RHA266 5 (5550 1s Ol e ) PAC2 3% 31 Jool> 0ls KT S 555 513053 &, Ve
;,ﬁ45;\;Qmngl,qk;@u.mﬁjzﬁjw;ﬁjwm,9&‘Y ‘W&méjﬁﬁqmcjbf,g&b,&m,
A5 350335 453 & ez pebans 53 413 e S35 aslan 350 Lo 33 8 s 5 Al Sl 5 (5558 ke - slaw
ING-FSPI JUREPSIS R JPOICIOr JAPR IS PR L S P, JRR IS PP JURPO NG P SICI I PP RSP SIN- PP A P
1258 il b SO OB g 5L V/FF ol Lo 20 b SSRISNP Sl YY1V ol S gy a2 51 oslizal b a0 (2L0S
Aoy s o lwls QTL Y Shaler Copw Cio sl 9 QTL VY S8l Aoy b Sl e85 AT Caliiee sk o
SLaQTL camdllan ol 53 55 uita VY LAY/ s asdllas 5550 Dles ¢l o LAQTL Lov 5 odd ar 5 o5 53 O s
b i 51512 SEIB.GR.6.1 5 sAlt6.GR.10.1 salt4.GR.9.1 salt2.GR.1.1 salt2.PGS.2.1 salt2.PG.13.1
b ) 48T ol aalllan 3 g0 i (51 (OIS0 02) ol o GLQTL 35 Koy oo ol gl iy oo (o 53 Sl s

ke o0 ,L.Lfolgpl Iy Cdo iz Olojan M;j azils U.Al.f 63154 55 (63b 5 Cuanl
QTL cg;:.nﬁ 4L c@jd‘}a— [argon cst')'dL;\j:.- Loy cobji.rl:éT .6&\5.1{ Slods”

S ae 515 5 Los gla i 1L 05k doio

" G AT 8 e 53 Ol gl S
(Munns, 2005; Khan and Gulzar, 2003) L_xb
g 3y ool psba Ll 658 e )
Jole ples 03 o5t 2 4 ;81,8 1,8
Syl a5 L Ll atas 55 Wil 5 0 oS s
@3l SU 0T o6 s Shes 53 ol adsl izl

&\wgwfjsg)}_&dj;_?@\ﬁ@m)b

adoor 5l ()b T o ) (aes Sla

S el BLALE s 5 by 0S5 kol e
Comar G510 50 o0 6T 5 Shas [LalS” sy
s s s ST gl S2alS a5, Ly, Oler
53 Jemze DS sl ¢ 215 sl DL
Sl izl (65,0 1) (e el Ll

800 - &L, .(Akbari Moghaddam et al., 2011)

e}; géj))\.’f e.\g.i‘l‘; L‘\:&))‘ oli.iu’\b ¢9 o a:\q— 1) J:.A‘}L:f ca\iﬁ\: )‘}L. M:.A})‘ GL‘:‘"’ ce)lj u:".’JJ) L.a'J J}LM dv\:\.\«i};*

OVOPNDVAIA £ g 1S ALS (55 2S5 5 5 Mo
E-mail: r.darvishzadeh@urmia.ac.ir
WAFAYN 18l 55 o6


mailto:r.darvishzadeh@urmia.ac.ir

Q‘J&»ﬁjdﬁuT&f

DL 4 IS5 sl Sl U LaosT (S s
@315 gl 2 53 Ol (o Do g (2] 53 s
Collard et ) sl plowil ba SSLES bl 15 s
ol b e 390 53 (6 sk Ol (al., 2005
5 5d 5 Ady L b e Dldo oS 1S S5 sl
5 CaS Jin LBl n e o5 B SIS Sl
Mokrani et al., 2002; Peres-Vichet ) -& 5, caS
Allinneetal., ) b v 4 Cu slas «(al., 2002, 2004a

Poormohammad Kiani ) Sis 4 Cu 5lis (2009

et al., 2007 a, b, 2008, 2009; Abdi et al., 2012,
PeresVich et ) ;> | € |5l 4 ceslis (2013

S =ab sl s 4 Cnglis ((@l,, 2004b
«(Bertt et al., 2002)Diaporthe helianthi
Micic et al., Bert et al., ) Sclerotinia sclerotiorum
ol L (6 ;Lo «(2004; Davar et al., 2010; 2002,
Rachid Al-Chaarani et al., 2002; Bert et al., ) L
=>U )l 5 (2004; Darvishzadeh et al., 2007
Rachid Al-Chaarani et ) Plasmopara halstedii
S e leslial L 0ls KT s (al., 2002
PAC2 x 3N ;| ol S j sl sla
9 5313 040 305 (&) 1 el 45 S O 0 RHA66
Cmmax l osliul L (Davar et al., 2011) O ,\Sea
N g A bl o 3 03liul 3y
(=il Slio gl QTL L0 SSRIAFLP
LS Loyl 5 53 LaaomalS sad 5 Ay 5 5
(Davar et al., 2011) LgT sl et 1) ok J 287
Slros & 3QTL sde ¥ Sialer o pw sl
5 Lacm il 5 sgb Obej sl 5 Ve 38 Ko sn

VeaA D X Swss slros, S ,5QTL sie

1- Daysto Seedling Emergence (DSE)

DOI: 10.22034/ijsst.2017.108134 \e

Rauf etal., ) dil de jlw oL gl Ul 5 oo
<=L3)! 93 (S 5= A Sl O 5ue a2l (2007
Mir Mohammadi ) &l & slize Lals Caliss
s 9> Olad=s .(Meybodi and Ghareyazi, 2002
oS ler slaamals adyl ad, 5 el
Brassica ) ge—; oIS «(Beta vulgaris) A3 s
Amaranthus ) .y ,= b «(oleracea capitata L.
(Brassica compestris) ;| e r.lf 4 (paniculatus
Sl deoys )3yl gme S2alS (gy5d 56w
5araiyy 5 055 5 dsb (il o (G
T .Jamil et al., 2006) L5 go5 il 5 1, - aile
A 5 gt S G e b el 4 e
Validani et ) ol LS 5 Gldy Al Cows ol
T S 0l IS 6,1 L5l s (@, 2005
e W AF i) )58 il o
Sl Los 53 SRalS el & IS 2 Sl
iy g g dle iS5 5 0555 sk (5
o 5 s ged 158 15 sl IS LS
sy g Ao ys EALS Lol ()b aSTum S
o dile g axaly ) L) el pomen 5 G54l
OLals 65,8 53 0ls KLl 55,8 e 1308 oLE
013 ST 5 Shas 315 15 (6558 4 fommto tons
N S5 Lo e s 5 gmn B 35 (6555 )3
AL e OT 51 5V (o) 5 e Jp a8 55
(Khajepour, 2006) 5 35 s 3 ,Shes (5o ;5 O
-J 58" sLad3 U 4w 4 DNA la Sl slalis
33 g e (QTL amy o) oS Oliwp ol S
S 5 sl 5y S S 4 i

35b S 35 30,S 4hE 595 3 QTL oo S

1. Marker Assisted Selection (MAS)



A DOI: 10.22034/ijsst.2017.108134

sl e gl ol en 4 PAC2 x RHA266 35
S S s Sy Sl eslizal b sligss sl S
af adlp s ST Oliiod o giiel law s
(Jsl Jolo) andllan 5590 slaopy 251y 55 0l
7T s ol (55 S b e &
Sl T O son (w: Jole) e s 5 g A
IS e by ol WS b B s o, 5SS
&l @L_f PSS s e a); 33
Sl Jooily Caltee 7 sl USG50 4y
Josel e OT 5 s IS S0 51 eslizal b
Metrohm (Model: e EC o&iws ¢SaS™ 4 sld
osls 41,80 ny 5 Qi‘ A LAl osleT 712)
i 513 g Jhie OT 5 EC o&Kiws Koo
gl 4 Ody Bt IS S Kl
o s ol 0> s 8 WLl s e s sh
Ospn 3 i OT 4 e o JS7 03505 LS|
ST 53 6K ST 0k Sdonn Sy bl
A0 i b Liosgm o Juls 5SS a i eslinal
bl s b bods gy 5 Y sl s e e
Joel Saie ST L L w5 Gpteds O oy
SR 5D e 5 LA o3l g g Sl
Lokie OT il oAy il o8 4N 4w Lils
4 A o p e owd A g FF Y e g 5h
a3 YOEVlos bl Gl 4y 5 Sl g5
VP olday 0y9 5 TOA s Cugby o) S sla
s ks Jaze Yoo pEm? 55 Sl b Cela
Foli axals ;) &S WeT Cluo @ 0354l Sle
(Khan et al., 2004) =als Jgb 2in g b 53

(oo sy o3 Hady Sialer Camby b

1- INRA

9 U_,.ij u.L'.S df“.f 6\1&95 &Liulga

odd d g oo 5 b Ol Ao )3 L5 S SIS
o Sl Gl ol glels WQTL Lw g
B | P N AR VA S A VLY R P Pe
-V_@ﬁ.:ﬁmé;n’/.\?/f'\‘ G /v 8 o o yails
35038 S5, Gl Co 612 QTL oy 5
o 1) Cdo o 58 Ol i SIVV/V &S Sl
Losgm ol Jime gyale Mg 3o b Sl 55 905 o
(Davar et al., 2011) ol LSas 5 H4ls mleey
D (s 5,5 S35 blunyals 5 5eb 0L QTL
|y G g5 558 i SIAVE/PY o8 Cils ) 3
(PAC2) (sysls Wiy 5l Cosllas T 958 samr s
Ly o G,y g5l &S ol 4 a5 L s g ol it
23 e 9 ¢ Jos Lghr.m:}lg» (s DYl ode 4
SLalj 5 055 Dslize oS diy Caises 1 o
Qasim ) AiS’ o J =S 1y (655 4y Jooe iies
358 0 4wo 8 ey o(@nd Ashraf,2006; Khan, 2011
5 L0 plulid 5 (6) 58 4 o 25!
Cadiden Jool o 53 (6 5 doy oo oS S
Ay slamealS 54l e A e Al olS (g
(e ISaly ot 53,5 bl (sl 5 e
aﬂfrt_?a\g}w(,u,ut_ﬁt@ﬂuo;@_g
Coda L sl asdlls (Ashraf and Foolad, 2013)
Ao ys 3 s Sl S35 d 58 e oy p
e 03 gmd it 5 01> ST 55 (5051
OT o a0 5 LadT (S5 I8 5o (il 3l ol 5!

b plil i ge (Dol Ry Sl

b 9593l
~dlg> Mo S g L g (S5 0)IWl g AL SMge
Sogn g Tl cod 53 (J)
Ve Jols Sragsn opl oo o:\i:.,:b)}»u.al:?sly
el Fo Jud) oS5 slpgys &,



Q‘J&»ﬁjdﬁuT&f

h’= Vg Vpn (F)alslas

o J yi” (S5 ol bl 9 (S g A&
290 (Fidlgx woyd 9 os g
Wl arwy Sowgs i 5l T ol o
5 (Haddadi et al., 2012) ol,Kea 5 (g3ld> Low 5
& » (Amouzadeh et al., 2013) o1, 5 0305 5o
S Do oS U 28 G5 el ol
o3l Ol BT oY Siale dwys s
Rl Y s il Sa) ass s S
o 08 g0 Sl VIFF (S5 Sl LSNP 5 SSR
Camdge ol wil S LS
Glalol SLos ps,y L WQTL w5505
L (Composite Interval Mapping: CIM) _S ,
ol WIinQTL Cartographer | ;3 ¢/ S eslaa!
22055 S Syse pb (Wang et al., 2012) A
- Sl 10 ozt oIl b 08 jge Lo ¥ Lol g
b skl w5 <38 15 2l 5550 08 55
b 3 Llsgme cWLQTL gluki i, LOD
SF s by (0F1000) Sl Oe3T
Churchill and ) 4 a3 WinQTLCartographer
Sleslel LQTL ,» il 531 ol 51 .(Doerge, 1994
QTL Cartographer i ;3! (’f. > Zmapgtl 4.l
s g QTL &, e S| s
OT b s (R ols a5 o 55 i)y oo
o5 5 s ! (Basten et al., 2002) L3 osliz.|
CLQTL Cumbge 03l Ol 5  Sowse lo
P o5 3 Koy slaes 8 L5 eds glulis
S5 o @Kcu A% eslizel MapChart
O}J? + Cae + St + 53) Oysea (LWQTL)
St S8 el QTL o)l + (Sasy
Wil axils 13 (Swgy 035 & L3 QTL &

DOI: 10.22034/ijsst.2017.108134 \Y

Seslizal L' Sialer o 5 S5l Loy
s Al ¥ o5 ) ladslas
PG= (Ni/S)x100 (V) dslas

GR= X Ni/Ti (Y) dslas

sl Nib gials Ao ys PG ladse b cpl 5o
S8 gy JST 2l Scpli 555 53 00 &l 5 s
o Sl s ) Shdile e e GRoedd
3300303 &l 5ad sl NI (G 53 03 4l g
Balji ) A5l o ol isled b 5y, 314 Ti s
.(al., 2002

woald skl 4 i
Losles ol Slaladl @is 0vg Jbj
3 (Shapiro and Wilk, 1965) ¢S5 5 5,mls s,
“e3l3 (5l b o) SAS (Version 9.1) i3l p 3
4 b oslamul lugly b ) cdes sla
Lal mb Je ool dby e slaosls il
P e 53 (BLM) (o gae (o Jde ) eslinal
andllan 3 )50 Slio Sl 55 .25 8 plonil SAS
o5 53 6T s 5 S 55 315555 sl o
b (S5 55w 43 8 o) SPSS (Version 20) !
ey b, e 3 A Sk awslie
T ol ke L (X 10%best RILS) oS 5 5
Poormohammad Kiani et al., ) (* dlxs) (X P)
Aol plal (g pdicilys 5 (20073 b, 2009
bls s dadr Sl oSl b
F dslee | eslazwl L 4 (Kearsey and Pooni, 1996)

GG10%= Ylo%best RlLS'YP (Y’) dslae

1. Percentage of Germination (PG)
2. Germination Rate (GR)



v DOI: 10.22034/ijsst.2017.108134

Qb}i{L:éT); Sos= ST 4 Jmw gl - (2011
L G315 52 g5 ol oot Dol 0l 15
wjjﬁjq.bjfawbﬁglédbui)lf
Rachid Al-chaarani et al., ) ol LT s aseals
carllas ol 53 . il s (2005: Davar et al.,2011
J.:LS:.A SB35y cJ.:Ls.".a S 035 3 e J.;J.Mb.
S 5ls 0l s 5 () Jpdr) cd 8 oy 50
SLaimY 53 (o) 30 Sl Sl o Kl
S e Gosh AT sk (1SS a5 anlllas )5

C.Mﬂl )‘b

9 U_,.ij u.L'.S df“.f 6\1&95 &Liulga

o3ls OliS o e 4 9o ‘égi sbeoled b i ju

RETN v

Shepy Sidler wosd 9 e (b3
Gog Uil Tl ol o 1S ST
315 OLaS (V dgdr) bty 4 525 Jsdr S
AU Cw gyl e sba aallas 3 0 Sl &S
oS ail e pY X oysh Bl 1y shsd Y
s ) s Comez 5 (K55 855 55 S

Husseinetal., ) vy o455 o dai dil

o 5 il = glaw Ll b o 01 ST 55 55 4l Aoy 5 e il i =) U
Table 1- Analysis of variance for germination rate and percentage of sunflower seeds under different levels
of salinity stress conditions

Source of Af (eal3T ey Mean square(sla » o Koke)
variation
o GR( ;415 s ) PG( 541 s 4o )) GR(j4l s s ) PG (341 1))
)
Line (-,¥) 71 71 0.058" 10.56™
Salt(s, 52 4 4 235" 159471.62"
Line x Salt 221 226 0.0236" 432.50™
Error(l=) 295 299 0.003 75.23
Salt x Line effect sliced by salt(cs, 55 ¢ saw sl ¥ ¥ 5355 Jilize i1 255 )
0 56 54 0.026™ 84.04
2 43 39 0.033" 675.13"
4 69 71 0.015™ 683.78"
6 66 67 0.017" 1018.33"
8 58 66 0.073" 387.05"
CV (Sl i s ) 14.89 12.56

B o TN 570 Szl las 53 5l Gme 5 5lagxe b S 4y s, Sl L y3 PG L 34l S w IGR
GR: Germination Rate; PG: Percentage of Germination, CV: Coefficient of Variation

54 e ol 53 (Gialer e Lho ¢l
odsdy ol S (Y Jgd) 3L o Hls gme oF )
ST g 5 Slio (o Coale [sa L5 o
Wy ml il LaaS s Wly 53 s 5o s lla
(Davar et al., 2011) Solalllas U sar Sl s
O3 (PG) 34l do s Cdo Ll 51 LAiL o
i s oo 53 ae ) (Kb 51l KL
5L (sl e s A T 6,50 e ) S8
(8l o Sl oS Sl Sl s ol
g 53 LaeS, Sl 5l oy Sk sl

Sl-9,s slads, u:<AL:-4 Fdod> s axg L

P 53 Sl o s Lo Ll IS S s
2 (Sl e ho Gl 5 05 ke
gy o5 o Sl o 4 6555 s il
93 26l S, do s ) oKl asls ials
G b 3 aS (K5 s gm il oo I3 g 55 Cdeo
Loy o g 3l deo s Ve Sl o sl
(YP) o=l J.i'l—:‘ ) (Y 10%bestRILs) (gt <]
23 58 e Ao 33 Cdr (Gl 03 55 b daloms



O 5 6 26T e DOI: 10.22034/ijsst.2017.108134 \f

53 allle 5550 Dl 4l ol Gl BL e oy Y osh mske 5o Jsslasne 57 5 She )5
ol o b e (6 L 15 Gl G ] Spdycils (Ydsda) dib e o sne A 5F 5
oS NS arm s 5 QTL glulis . dites C s S g o3 VP 3l g oy ko
Marker assisted ) J, S350 sla KLt bl APV STORE- TS JUNUPSPS R i poe
@315 4 53 s op e 3 (S (selection: MAS 3525 3 Ol Jl i Lo pdoy Sly55,5T -
Collard and ) 43 o el 6 p il L Olaw adllas 3590 Slawe gl b Y o Hls sae oD
(Y Jsda) La Y 5 Kbe 4o .(Mackill, 2008 W28 8 plowil Slas o 0 S0be (Sl el ol
33 5 andllas 5y 90 Slis 51 ES a6l oS sl Ol Al (Stansfield, 1991) dhiwibiwl 4 ks b 5ilas
35 Sl Kl (g S 5 Jley Ll 8 Glls S (Bl /0 3l ey ko 5 Sl
Sliw 2ol ol adly el (5555 S5 Ll 5 o Sy Dol ity L 6 dy Sl g
BERUEY S-ag-h NG S T PGy S WY S Sl @l Ca (AL /O /Y o e
Ll sobass s b Goly 5o bl g )5 Cbd (§ D)l 5wl 5 b e 6 5y

A&l g (Turhan and Ayaz, 2004) St Syl (slyls Cmo (L 2 /Y 1 eSS

o 5 kit = glaw Ll o 01 ST 5 (G340 g b y3 5 Lo g (511 (S5 035k 5 ba el Y st
Table 2- Genetic parameters and gains forelgermi nation rate and percentage of sunflower seeds under different
level of salinity stress conditions

Parameters(us z/,\) Characters(clis)
PGOd GROd PG2d GR2d PGAd GR4d PG6d GR6d PG8d GRsd
PAC2(cs 5k is 1) i) 100 055 975 062 100 059 875 046 95 040
RHA266(cs 4, 15:Y W1y 100 052 100 061 100 060 975 053 725 040
PPl 55 (3ot 0 003 25 001 O 001 10 007 225 O

Vi _ 100 054 98750615 100 059 925 049 838 040
X o= (PrHP)2( ity 5 Eo0)

Y 91.44 048 87.32 051 872 045 781 041 83 014
RIL(GS 55 015055 s :5ike)
X RIL™ X P
N~ 100 0.65 88.13 067 100 0.61 100 058 394 0.49
10%SRIL (S 5 55 315555 S5 o e 11N 5 K0ke)
GG10%( S5 053L) 0 011 10.62 0.05 0O 001 75 0.09 444 0.09
LSDoos 12.14 0.08

Sliw gl gl ol 555 sla Afjaj;ﬁ}\'/\~ J:fwl.:n X 10%bestR.Ls:;,.;;};;l;w;éu‘f,@i@:x RIL .a,\J\,@fV'L_.A:X p
il o IGR L s lie pdlly SOl b o3l 35553 sla &5 o g 51N s ST Sloj (S5 s g b 033k :GGL0% anlllas 3 o

856 006 1143 010 128 014 144 008 755 0.26

g i jowd C Gosh 3 Sidler Ce o IGROA e e S ws 0 58 53 iailer deys (PGOd . sal s o5 PG . S5
33 Sidler doys PGAA ey minsjoms ¥ (8555 5 G541 o (GR2A . ey ies S s ¥ G55 53 Sialr d s PG2d
e e S o3 T Gosh 53 Siailer daoys PGB ey a3 ows Fosysd s Gialer o IGRAD ey i 5w Fosys

AR g3 N () s
GR: Germination Rate; PG: Percenge of Germination; GG: Genetic Gain; LSD: Least Significant
Difference. RIL: Recombinant Inbred Line

Sl 1) el Sial e olE e b 5 (ko aS w3l s (Turhan and Ayaz, 2004) LgT

R ST (STI5L S (B b S s esls B S0 AL Goss S s SR



0 DOI: 10.22034/ijsst.2017.108134

JEIPYe) R A PECUR Sy JE- YOI
o 03, 5T ¥ U 5 LT il 580

S eply m OMesl 5 2 5 QTL SLOK s
s 9,2 QTL gLl (gl o ¢ 5 58 Ll
Semg o b Dl pddly 4 S a8lse s
350 Sl ¢l 1 QTL O35 o s (Ll adll
3 b 5 o sl ol 4S5 sad gLl andllas
e 5 e AT 31 Fa | 5 S0
3y 5mn Cmmaz 45 ol 4 4 ¢ L .(XU, 2002) AL
g S ol il e el slagsY asllls
caadllas ol yseds SLOLSG LaQTL &S
Sl 3 S sdalidie (63l 5 oIl 31
LQJ}_:ICP‘)J}‘\_&HLJ})‘}—AQL&—A;@L—&S
o3 ¢l =) QTL sueYf § ooz 53 (Catide
mle S sl s QTL 3 VY Hods Jial s
SLQTL . Lus o Luls (QTL e YY H5d g5
DU o (Siwsm slr 03,8 y50ts SLOK
5,5 QTL C"ideb‘MgJiJ:—‘:‘:‘ t03 g ,uiie Se
Gams s glals Vroojled Sougnos 8
T 53 Sl 4 by e GLeQTL oY s
(S sy 03,5 W) 355 ol o 53 (S35 ol
WV oY P K slmes S 51— as
sl g a S (glasllbs j5 A wa sl ST,
el b 4 (Davar et al., 2011) O, Sen
Ul o by e Slio ediS U ST S5 SO
s 8 plonil 01 ST slaasals a5 5
s~ LQTL ’*‘-"MCMJ-"W\' sy
LT 53 a8 L SLula IYO/N B /0/F o o
s g odd Jaze My 93 o 5l sllae la [T

Cui et al., )Gsﬁ)squ.ns&j;d); (O e

~al s (1 QTL 546 ¥) ¢ gama 55 (2002

9 U_,.ij u.L'.S df“.f 6\1&95 &Liulga

3 S Glal s ol 4 0l ST L4 g4l
Mohammed et al., )Q‘)\S‘uﬁj-k_‘wu_w)j

b 58l o s &8 sl olis 0ls SolsT s (2002
(slaatllas )5 a0l o SialS (6598 i il
ol (Hagghani et al., 2008) ol Lo 5 Sli>
Ao )3 (S 5= i ol il 581 L aST Ul ged
5w ialS b e ralS s el
Bl g araly ) Jsb SRR 5 G5l e e
Sliale3T 5o 655 51 Jool gl foily 53 4

Huang and ) cewledes 8 5,158 s sdate

Redmann, 1995;Ghoulam and Fares, 2001; Jamil
et al., 2006; Broumand Rezazadeh and Koocheki,

Bybordi and ) sl_blb 5 (3,5l .(2007
3oy SalS S s s p3le! (Tabatabaei, 2009
22 ok b g OT e AL Sl S
3 e 315 Bl by g 5 KT dl e
Joxs sl e (Hussain et al., 2011) ol ,en
S5 £ 2 1) Soph A 4 01 KT o
eusls
Sl35955 SLaaS s (sl b a5 atm s s S
aollan 350 Sl 6l LT opdly 5 S 55
JS8) ol (55 i IS e 65 (ST
Slrie KSE 3 5 o8 53 5o S sbe ()
OLs 1, QTL as o 6l = p3Y g5 5 Db sl

.Q J{;,) sls

03D § Cas g O S S5 (J3 SO o lulid
Ol LT H9dy  Jidilg>

4_&“.% J)_,.A C)LM LS‘JJ ol &qu LSLAQTL

-4 (PAC2 x RHA266 6.5)«3 Bl Jaéb- Core )

«LOD J.lbu.a crjj}_a);)b LéQTC,_M“t').A olj_q.m



LSe35 6 26T o

(RHA266) (5,40 5 Lo g5 ool 331 T &8 as
33 5 a0 Ao 3 Cdes (gl sl 0l Jizia
)JA.(J.._{JJ,?@L»LL@QTL sde ¥ Y ‘_g)}icb‘w
o 51 AST Wyls S50 WYY K slaey S
ARRLY Fawsnos 8 3QTL oy fpgn Ol
ol s |z RHA266 Uly Law 5 45 5L o /A L

sl

DOI: 10.22034/ijsst.2017.108134

\i4

Job g alo oSis 055 5 adsy &S 09 ¢ 55
M&bu@)

line show: P;=PAC2 and dotted line show: P,=
RHA266) concerning to each characters.

Lo )3 o G (55 SLOKe s bl
05,5 3 QTL &K Ghwo (555 rlaw 55 S5l
Qlj)}au.’bl_w /A C‘_.JU"?}»JJ)A LS:_M')T:

- e OLE St e b 1581 1l lals

£ (Sowrbary)

s o6 07 0B oa 05 0% 07
(rprisigm oo sop5 cla) J3M o e (Ppirimiges Yoy gla) G0 it e

Gemination Rate (0 dS ) Gemination Rate (245 m”)

08

£ (oorbosg)

o3 00 048 [3 084 030 035 09 045 050 05

i Psap o) il e oo i # a ) i e

Gemmination Rate (4 45 m*) Gemmination Rate {645 )

£ by

%0 o1 0x 036 048
R I L =

Germination Rate (845 mr)

¢V (Rousnboa)

€0 (houmnbas)

. % 80 %

% s e = W8 % 104

g i (5355 ) 3 o s
Gappinsiigmd Jod Sy ) G5 Loy Gininsi o 1 255 o) Gidhgr Aoy

Percentage of Germination 0 (48 1) Percentge of Germination 2 S 1)
. !
v
4 i
E £
2 )
g g
s X
-
. 3
=
1
= - & F i EIE T T T T T T}
Gepirimsiios St ) 5 g s Glapiringiions P S o) il o3
Percentage of Germination (4 dS m1) ‘Percentage of Germination (6 dS nr1)
«
.
.
L
%
~
10 )
b

0 10 20 30 €« 2 &0
Canirinsiims A Sy gae) Gii0gr st

‘Percentage of Germination (8 d8 m)

ql:sgcjlupd’,'uﬁ.g&,.»,A.apou.pL;b{l@T;,,_,U\“;)inft;T%.;;,s:\;,,;duK,L;I}\J;c_j}:—\p
by o) sd dns o Ol |y sy sla Y (o5 98 sla 35,1 (oydy Wy o o 5 (6 y3ke Wl diee o)
.(P,= RHA266 4 P;= PAC2)

Fig 1- Frequency distribution of sunflower recombinant inbred lines (RILS) and their parents for germination
rate and percentage of germination. Arrows show phenotypic values of parental lines (solid line show:
P;=PAC2 and dotted line show: P,= RHA266) concerning to each characters.
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Table 4- Position and effect of detected QTLSs for germination rate and percentage of germinated seed of sunflower
recombinant inbred lines resulted from the cross PAC2 (as femal e parent) x RHA 266 (as a male parent)
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that the ef fect occurs by chance).QTL: Quantitative Triat Loci. R is the percentage of individual phenotypic variance
explained by each QTL.
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Figure 2- Sunflower genome linkage groups and loci controlling germination rate and percentage of
germinated seedsin crossed sunflower recombinant inbred lines (RILS)
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