Ls"b)' {‘3].:: 2 3 Gjafaaoé@..&ﬁj
Environmental Stresses in Crop Sciences
1FAY Hle (J9l oolods (el W
r-1.0
http://dx.doi.org/10.22077/escs.2017.336.1064

S i 9 G0k Bl 38 OIS SLET Sla w8 Khos 81321 9 8 hos S § 4 i

T igd W T oran by ol ls) ol
@95 5 Oisel «ligio losls woliile)S il (ol qlie 5 (53)5L88 (3j9el 5 ligions 35 50 (£l g (oo1,5 Sl (s JLsba] )
Olnlolaile S o s,5la8
oliile S axly oDl ol5T olEisls SbLs Z ol 0yl (wlids )15 Bleo (ggzmails Y
Sl colizle S o ool ST olStsls «(,5leS 0uStils (LS Mol 5 (5355iSgm 09,5 Lokl ¥

QB/ QYY1 yody e )b QDI+ AL+ B el yo g ,b

US>

I RET 5595 1Y 31l (559, Souils 53k 5 waic 5 SloenY (o552 55 3,5k (s3] 9 3, Shoe (K5 35 joliiecy
Lol ps 95 33 walis lgicas SHFB9-90 9 £,8 5 590 ¥ ol pod &y 559,k 00l 155k Y duw 9 o i (Y Jle § 55 y90 Jool>
st oS yo il ly 4jT s WS 55 iyl Sy90 w4 (B Aloye I oyl Ak b S S g gole
Qo309 Gub j0 Aild Olowi sy dy o) 90 yg0 Dlhio Aoy (SLS poT AT ols LS (ShS fiad g gole byl ph g0y (w0 g0
S5 (539 9 410 0 Sloe 4y b o (S i 3l Jolo Ol gt (g9 yilion (ow ) 320590 Olao g 50 .S (6,10 Sxo T Al (29,
$92b 01,55 slacY 145 310 LS 1S90 (5 iy 5 (il yly 325 090 il (9 w030 4 bgsye (3T (o yeS g Ailo
9 ole bl 90 5 50 2U5)1 2590 £y Slho 5T (6l p Conl (ng0e G IS F Jolo 45 (oudly g muie i slacnY 5
LY & Cod (539,k 08318550 LY w2yl 990 Slho dod (gl AT Sl LIS LS oy YIS S (S IS
31 i LT ool il 5l ol pod a3 (555 b 0usils ;535L pY 9 pudie y LY Joliso il T ol HIo Sxo 099 yidions i

ol 0391 Condlé g (Sil58) g0 Ol 1 il o oy 1090 Wlho ST (Sef JpS andllae ol 40 45

SN 3 (¥ pial 310 LT i gulS sloofly

s b (a5 @ Jomo (55 Jpame S oo S8

ol cpl ady ) aS (g sbay Cunl Foiinzr g Broe (gads,
Slgige 2y QLS ;o b awlie )0 (Sis Ll,l o
SL SEmee 5 sy sl b jsba |, O
Yoaro oylo,5Ls1 .(Angadi and Entz, 2002) oS i
Sras @b (SaS A5 4 Jeoie oS S plgiew
adg sl olS ol ol i e aslis YU O]
Sras ol ool lade ol eloges ol o Y o Slas
Golas oo Solsl ol 090 5 g0l S B,k 5l S o
Bosnjak and ) el el 5 4l 5o Jlo 2,5 sloole b
Ul ols ,XotsT (Marinkovic, 1992; Skoric, 1992

doddo
59 s Ol piial (13815 g Glewl DY 08 e
Sedisr £y QLS ab; oy Job o (Sis i
Jol> 25 g Jlwses (Gupta and Otoole, 1986)
a5 Col e sl i3 izl 5 (e Sl S0l )
o33k 5 luien 59y Cusgaze b1y (55yleS lady
Mozafari) sas o (2ol5 1) p0 5 s bl 3l oolazul
SiygleS lapllss o s o> o (et al., 1996
S Jod allgn a5 elyy Gl 5l Bl el
wlls (6 00eS o, Slee il g alily Sis D 4 Cad

arezaizad@yah00.Com :Sisg iSUl cany oly ol (b oKl 00, K5%



WAV Jle MYl e ely5 pole jo aoe sl s

af

(Khani etal., 2005) ;| Kon 5 S5 040 St 25
oo Sles glizl g 0 Slae (S5 4 520 Glarllas o
S QR g 5 G Il 50 ol ST slacnY
o X Y s a5 Woly 5138 g oy 108 delllass g0
O3 9 G5 Ll ph 50 50 50 (g 3550 Dlao e sl
SO 6)9.&%5)4 dax Jla U"‘ BLIRSIY) )—A—AM-A—' u,....u
Ui 99— 9 CMS31 a5 L, o 4l s cpll
il e 9 ,9lle ol ol ausin s S Le CMS60/52
) 230 oS 5 (Halluer and Miranda, 1988)
50090 —iulidl Sl 3l sl a5 Slayy el lgiea
il e Sl il eamolii ], oo ga s oS 5 o8
Laurti and Del Gatto, ) 55 Jo g 5,8 .250,5 lsie
sl oygly as wisle Lb,l55 g aiols )13 b5yl o)ee )
el 6ok oanilo S5k slo (Y (sages N eSS
uLA.AA.J &5..05.@ u.!‘ 9 009 (CMS) rg..».‘LC)J LSLQQ"Y )‘ )...m....v
d)j)l.g cd..l.;‘&;)'l.g 6[{0095! uul_ml » uL?L...:‘ aS Mbso
Oliee (b 3l asl j5e yin Wlg o L CMS & s
Jocie g sieS g SCA 5l sS4 _iaea GCA
Slr so5a® GrdeaS S A S (0908 SpdyeeS S
el oo o Ll sasie Slllae ;o ppe £l)5 Slao
Bajaj et al., 1997; Skoric et al., 2000; Khan et )
al., 2008; Machikowa et al., 2011; Patil et al.,
Ghaffari et al., ) o,Ke2 5 5lee J> plb (2012
dad gy ges Gl caS 5 aS wWols 55 (2011
S5 0j9 s 9 4le 9 e b Il (o) 23590 Slio
b D5 (gogat G ndyeeS Sl i Gub k8 5 4l
5 &pdocilyy (Sanchez et al., 1999) | ,LSaa
Syl oge 1y Gl Kbl alises wla o SLsy wils)lg
Slao gl —aalidl il lg a5 wis S 5155 g eols I3
5SS (59 Bl Sis (5 coaly 090 sk 2 She
Sl 45 o 09 Sl il s 51 i b 035 5
Sl b g, olaws ( palS g4, 5 U 59, olaws Ol
Sy Sas 59 g £l o Sau, U jg, olaws « p0lS
S0 585 1 (6 s el 5l coldle il g als o Shes
o952 (Rajanna et al., 2001) ) Kea 4 Ll>1, 54
Ohe g ools 18 aalllass 5o oyl Solisl sla Wl ,SOL o,

Lyl o gogas b ol o Shee Ll syls 1, i Jazs
i gy LS 45|z il salss malS Sis o
il Jladess O sl S slag b
Oty 18 05 9 (5)5,k (28 e yo ls KoLl
sl g ol o oS Jl> o o)l ol i 4 1) Comnlus>

Janaet ) sls SleS i 4 (65 Sl 0, Juad
al., 1982; Unger, 1986; Stone et al., 1996; Erdem
and Delibas, 2002)

i s el oY o3 sla JlucSis 4 az g b
SrdesS S e s @I a4 sbaly o (Sis
Sy olia ladsl ol sdelcwsda gl Yo )
3o sl iy Slie (S SS9 9gd i8S
Lo aiilgny o S olye b 0,8 13 anllans g
Pl st lolis anal ansls (i Lyl,s 4y gt
(tlyy Olao yo o3less s a4 e Skl o 0 ,en
BT 4y Canglie g (B s g 3939 5l (5L YL o Shae
pésche wBlios J10,65  (2Vb a5l lags Lo
5 isr Soenl & S5 0, 2ol 5,5 4 oS
WDgr a0y (g OISR )3 W slaan oy
S ez olo,RT ladles Solil sl oyl
Byl 3l g b (slody yon Sl (lacgaze a5 Wisg
255 &S,z didg b 055 (gladnyly 5 ladles Sl
Sty LSS o gllae Cio S (lgisay oondie
;s 5 olidles Solil glacunex ;o (5t (b
loazyly oyl chmoabais Jloopll aio o Slas il
5 G ] Hozmen (2l)) oo Dlao jo (SS9 e
(Huetal., 2010) sg Soum, oylej

Jlo 5o 383 5 e glapll Sl oS e (sl
» 5 (Arshi and Jafari, 1990) wuas 5 byee \YFP
5 J53 watls lapll woaz Sy50 4w VYVY Lo
Jes adgs (Arshi et al., 1994) ol Sy oolS
R SS9 (B b olnl )3 % e slaan sy
A 5TAYAY YA sl ls o 55 5 ol

e Bl sl ol culin il (23L
YU Conl 5l Sas 25 g gole Lyl o ols S0ls]
Serez Wb el cpilly plolid 6l ol lo)55 5
g Wb ol YU (oogee iy 5 b lag¥s il ]
SrdeaS y shls slacpYo,pnl slolis o pladl s
g ole Lulpd g9 50 poe (2l); Slae Gl Vb (oo gas



0 S i g gole bl i o Qlo)igt'é] sy o Slee slizl g o, Slee Siss a5 1)) Kan g 015 Lo,

S5 (9 9 4lo 0 Shee (e el g 5l g 1285 plox]
3l oolaiwl b alo 89y duo 0 e ol (5 uSojlail &l
65031l Wiges 1553 S 15 DAT200 Jaw NIR olSeso
)

alaS 5 byl e ol ool (W Sle
VY 4 bgspe sloosls jelaie cpay .ol colanwl yuix Y
RN-3) 55,k 00515,5 5k (¥ ds 35 5 Jol> oS 3
st saicy ¥ ¥ 5 (R-217 5 RN-1031
CMS 4 CMS 60/30. CMS 1052/1.CMS 456/2.)
Sogot (SES G g 5 e bl pd g0 0 (122171
oS )90 Sla o ggame g 0d dyjon Judixcn¥ (S )b
Flie Sl s pode 5 slacnY «s,9,k oasils S5L S sl 4
Y Sl e 590k 00l T3k g e 5 sl
GrdeaS 5 Jolee s)p)l 0ail S5k 5 e lo
SrdieaS s 5l @opsln 90 ol i S5 (eses
Ll pogar

0aiils S5l sloinY (cosee s ndyeS 5 Sl ol
5 o o9 SndeeS S oeedep slacnY ()b
23 dsed Slosliiul b i & poga G piyeaS S
«Singh and Chaudhary, 1977) o3 acul>e

e 5 G nY seges S pdcaS §
GCA io:Xio_x_oo (V]

16,59,k 001,55l (seges G pdyS 5
GCAy; = Xy; = Xg [¥]

(sopa> S pdeaS p
SCA = X; —GCA,-GCA, - X,,  [7l

9 GCAO X Xy, X g ‘>(i0a.§5é Lily,
S5l cudie 5 sla Y (1S5l Jolae cud 5 4GCA
"S5 5590 Sl «859,b easily Sb Sk (S
0308 GpdeaS S g ey Y (seges Sy
w‘ d)ﬁ)L’ GM‘O;)L:
o951 yskaeds (SE) L olitsl polie acwlos sy
Sl eeyax 5 (e GrdieaS S SIS g o gxe
«Singh and Chaudhary, 1977) o esliw! L3 L,

p..ac).v LSLQQ:{Y 6f..bw5f )Ls.m oLf.';.,.'Z;‘

gy (ol sladsl 1o b CMS g a5 s ls
Dgd &dlg arhe wilgs e
O Sl oy e Sl oals prs pol> Badod o
S 5 Ol laS g0 o)) e Dlao p (S
OS] lagnVopnl (B pogas 5 sages Gy
G5 g A5 g ulid 90 50 e (o)) Slae

é}w 0)3]).3 éw?

gy 9 Slgo
SrheS S Lyl s e sl e as jshaien
Y g e slYo il (Bn sogat 5 (pes
aray) Js Jls o ub)i»l.s] Gk eaule 5L e
o L8l (6,9,b 0anils 5L oY ¥ g Vol Foolaws
(5 3 s, slealy Llidos sy Mol slge )
(S5 S 90 pll lp el Sl x5S e sl
S U AN N PN N
alold o 5 S Glisee Fu )l g0 40 g (g ey k>
ey, 63, o iy Aol § o ile £ caS bghs
sladig 5l golass (235 £9,% 5 J3 092 yie gl O
0als, 550 SlacnY 5l solas (rizren g e 5 slacnY
A 0dwiliigy Jodo a ST 03,5 6)516‘*—'.’ &ly 6y9,L
2l 8a Y he)keasbs S5k (nY ja (a0 5 al>ye )
s LY wg o gl b B .wad ools B puie 5 Y
OTAY) pgo Jlo y2 .85 plonil Gl )3 59) So & jg00
5 SHF81-90 4 #,5 sl g0 ol jon 4 alol> 550 VY
Lyl 5 3o S5 as b ol LolS (glacS'sh )b 5
Lulyd o a8 5 15 bl oyse (S A5 g ole
2 ok &S5 sbay L85 plxil Jgeno jsboay skl ol
Gi Lalp 5o Lol ag azlye (oleS 85 b dlye
ClS 005 adad s 4 2ulS > ye )l oLl Sis
@ bl p Jeiie &5 0 g ally 5 S92 Sjgon
Sy alols 5 o gl B+ gk Lol g 5o 010 o
Slles Gialejl (b )0 o bshas (g9, el YO
oishen 5 55 Al 5 (g 53,5 K5 ol el Jymne
£y pee Sleogas u,....;Lo)T ol e cd S sl KAEN
755 5 053 i8] il (e U 35, s Juli
Schneiter and) Lo 5 yulsl Joadl giws olul 5 b
90 5l cils el Jee @ g)ls peslssl (Miller, 1981

S e slal g ool jlaie SO Bi> Lo )S o lawg s



WAV Jle MYl e ely5 pole jo e sl yiis

ag

CMS .CMS 6030*R1031 ., .1221/1*R1031
HYFY L s 5 4 CMS 456/2*R1031 4456/2*R217
Jsaz) o3 ,liSa 1o o,S5LS B-YF 5 DOFA HOOF HFVY
Seas i Ll ph o ails o Shee JLaijl 5 oS 90 (Y
CMS 455 5bas wog sole bl i 5l aglate (gog0> b
s CMS 1052*R217 SHF81-90 6031*R1031
g YOA: FPYD YV L w55 4 CMS 6030*R217
Sl 1) 0 Shes (n i ol 4 LS 50 0 Tl TAYA
A5 god

Ol (F Jgo2) ©laS 5 s pdvaaS 5 obyly 4528
e 3 Gy g g5,k il Sk slacnY Sl as ol
ATl Cl (sog0s S pdveaS 5 Jole &5 (oDl gii
o5 g ole Ll 5o ey bl 0 )ee (o) Slaw
Slas den sl a ol lis mls g o goe S
o5 obml 53 559,k 0ails T3k Sy o (2l 950
g Feion pedie 5 SaenY A S (S

3 8hos moe 32151 (S0 Sloreds &l 158 (599,90 )
i yiid g gole Lyl g0 pa y0 aS sl lis gl asls
g5 Slml ,o i e Sunsk 0l Sk slacnY
OhlSen 5 ol oo, aalllae Lo wiladls S
S5 45 39y 00 bl55 O3 5.5 (Rezaizad et al., 2015)
Sy 4 by ye i ails 58 ()59 50 eadolml (S
Khaniy o Ses 5 S5 axllas 1o ol (69, o0l S5k
Sl o359 5 oaiioloyl £455 o o i 3o (BT AL, 2006
Ob @ls g 6)a)k 0auils S5k slacnY 4 glaie ails
bylyl o (SG05 e obml jo e 5 slanY g ol
Hlcwlosg gole Lulpd ) e GSleay (S5 2
3 ey senY g5 55,k caih S5k slagyY it
Dl ge e 5 Llpd o gl pee gole Lalyd
a8l Sl gole baylyls jo oS a0 lid s oyl
AN cdle g (e 9 5yl 0l T3k slacn SD
Lilgs &30t (e 5 5 559,k 0aiilo T3k slacn¥ flite
oS Llypd e g wlasls a5 wls e 059 S 5o
g oaiolyl g95 55 Lo iyl ol Sas
E955 30 Y o et Sy o0 S5 4y Ldlasile (g i
St 5 o)y SlacrY g9 4 endolml (S
S92y (Folite S DS (Sew ogat (nl 5 5 )b
el @l 3l (Farokhi, 2003) 5, a5 s sbas ail axsls
SIS s e s JAS sl sl 5 sl

f —1)x MSe

SE ., (CMS) = ( o [¥]

sl ol Tl Sy syt 5 slere ol

SE ., (restorer ) = (m ~1) > MSe [o]
’ fxmxr

L;ow ng.u.\.aga.»s).: )L:M cLo.».u.:‘

SEm:\/(m—nx(f —1)x MSe (5]
fxmxr

monY g e 5 slacpY olaws cos g am o F 558 Lalg, o
Lol (55, 005l S5k slo

s g obly 43S a4 baye gylel Sl
25,5 alol SAS 9.1 I3l 5 5l olictul by i

95 5 wondpe Sl Sy uibyly 4 s
P s aS ol las Sas mas g eole Lyl )l
Sk o ab slaw 4y swypo,ee Ol aes
anige Slae gm0 () Jeux) clls gl s
38bes 2 bogspo (Sid (25 5l Jeole Sl (i
rho ko 90l S5 ek v Al e 59 5wl
adl rels as 0 YYIY 5 oo, YOIV sy 4 (>dlal
(Y Jgoz)

(Ghafari et al., 2014) |, Ksa 5 5,lae anlllas ,o
ool gad b Sas 235 g ole Ll,i o cp¥ o iV #
3o dndllae ol j00xid 5 )18 dalllacs g0 (20l al> 1o
o i ddlasd g0 Slao ple a4 Cas alls o Slae
ahd Lulys 0 aSgysbay w85 18 (Ses s b
VAP e 0 il o Slae o a4 2l5 al> 0 5l 5,L]
Goksoy etal., ) o,Ken 5 55555 .28 zalS sy
ils oy o5y mhaws gl )| ralS iolesl o 5.5 (2004
slayles o 1y o, KldT eg) o, Sles g ails o,Slee
253,55yl sgama (Ll

Colwxjloss blite Sl izmen g (o) 20,90 Sl jles
Slaslod G )0 E985 d929 p odle &S wad o0 i
i G5 4 Selate 13STy bjless cnl (om0
Cio p St Olsredy o o Slae oy iy losls las
CMS b, 4 Glue ol Lyls o ol



v S i g gole bl i o Qlo)igt'é] sy o Slee slizl g o, Slee Siss a5 1)) Kan g 015 Lo,

Or i (O Jauz) 55 RN-3 a4y 3laie (555, oasls 5750
@ Glaie dls e 59 lp Cute pogat GpleaS S
(& Jgoz) 59 CMS1221/1*R217 5 g0

Table 1. Combined analysis of variance for recorded traits

(Machikowa et al., 2011) l,5e0 § lg9xlo g o905
3,5 el wls 15 35 S (gl |y el e S
Sl St (oo NS S e Ol (LS il
oY O 0 (S i g sole Lalpd g0 )0 Sk ()]
Y ow yo g CMS1221/1 a4 Glaie oudey sbo

ouls (g 03Il Wlao S jo (il lg 4 325 ) Jgua

Mean squares Olay po il
ald slawi U 39, olawy o9y S0y
L “? Wloyl3e oy3s b shd  wg eyl by Souw) ails
Source Of var.l?tlor? @l alsoShee 1000 Seeds Diameter  Plant  Seedper  Daysto Oil content
Oldi gle gt Seed Yield Weight Head Height Head Maturity percent
Experiment(Exp.) - - » . »
halasT 1 622847417 4663.7 77.0 12941 472950™ 1417.0 2.1m™
Rep /Exp.
haloT U5 41,55 4 1072094 84.1 3.3 190.3 284732 6.2 18.5
Treatment . . . . . .
o 13 869804.1 2377.9 5.1 1920.4™ 437938 56.52 4.5
Exp.xTreatment - - - . - -
- 13 1318089 548 2.0 368.6~ 405196 28.3 16.7™
o lo % slond
Error
Lyl 92 159365  13.74859 0.8 184.6 54827 6.7 7.8
° 0
CV.%
10.1 6.2 55 8.0 18.4 25 6.7

Ol el g b 050

Sosre e NS g 7N 570 Jlaizl mhaw ;o Jlo gxe i i 4 *FF g *
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Table 3. Continued
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slagn¥ bl lagn¥ S5l s aalllas cnl )0 45 655k,
D9y doye sl gl i Sl g gyl easls S5k
Hladni et) Koo 5 SodMa S cpll 045 lo e &l
kol ele Glgreas 1) 55 saali¥l e ol 3l @l., 2005
W230,5 lo il heg) duo 0 euisS a8

SRl Gog e 5l (S mls Gg gl 590 50

Ol aS g b o)l cho cnl S5 50 o 2l
Al loisme 559,k 0asilo S5k slo Y g podie 5 slacny
2 S g gole bl g0 e 0 lagl i
OHe g oly slo) lawgi gog0 cpl el 0als Jlo Jae
sl el 00 3155 SLS (Rezaizad et al., 2015)
l, lsdl @3l 50 Ortis et al., 2005) ., Ken 4
Lols 3155 gy el )| oasS J S ol Ol 1 lgicas
Lyl 0 0 0 CMS1221/1 de i oY ols las b
e SpeeS S G gl (Sis m g ol
RN- 525 659,k 00l S5k oY (e po 05 gl sl
Sg o (nl Glp eSS S Gt sl 3
OISl 3 jShas s 5 olisSy slovywn (Byme (5 Ten
e o, KLal o e (Dol Blaal 5l SO lgea
e (Srod s 0 Shos 5 (ALSL G wiz o o
99 ol o Jobs b (Mol laasliy jo Ll ojls 05>
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Table 4. Linextester variance analysis for recorded traits of sunflower under normal and drought stress conditions.

ailo 8 Slos ailo,l3 39 &b i Qg elas,l
a Seed Yield 1000 Seeds Weight Head Diameter Plant Height
Ol i @olio g013T eole SSiS oole S oole S sole s
S.0.V. D.F. Normal Drought Normal Drought Normal Drought Normal Drought
o IS 1 1108418" 561397  42° 5ns 2.8" 2.3™ 296" 372"
Replication
Gomb eSSl o 4905007 673839 4207 300%  11.8” 119" 4019  1738™
Restorer
mRelod 3 ggp7ae 50103 490 2697 347 30°  1203%  2115"
CMS Line
S PEeST e 1005157 727323 35 35" 2.7 04" 328 209"
Interaction Effect
haloilelidl a1 omp169 94112 11 16 0.6 11 182 116
Error
Oy g g 10 10 5 8 45 7.0 8 6
C.V.(%)
Table 4. Continued alol.f Jgos

b o &ilo slawy
Seed per Head

Sy U jg) ol als (9, W yd

a o Days to Maturity Qil content percent
Ol i @olo g0l5T ool S sole S ole S
S.0.V. D.F. Normal Drought Normal Drought Normal Drought
o e 1 152243" 218246" 3.1™ 3.2" 21.6™ 18.0"
Replication
S92k oo S5k 2 714853™ 886533  233.4™ 10.7™ 13.3™ 8.7
Restorer
) rie b oY 3 62559 308503™ 92.2™ 6.9 27.7* 4.4
CMS Line
o Sl e ooss0g 53734”3347 0.7 7.15m 2,90
Interaction Effect
ialejl ol 59 42685 49604  12.4 0.7 6.4 7.9
Error
Ol gt g g 16 19 3.0 0.8 6.1 6.7
C.V.(%)

M)a@sm)o&i@aw)a)low‘)losz“ﬂéb'«:.';).';dq

* ** g
¢ ¢

ns, *and ™*: non significant, significant at 5% and 1% levels, respectively

S5 S 392 0z o 4 b0 (l 9 010 0929
Ailgs oo (gounin slo, S 30 Cow oS cl s oyl
Rezaizad et ) )|,Ken g0l olo, asdllas jo .00l s
Y Sl ppw a5 cal ool 5,55 @l., 2015
slagn¥ 5l G ol SISL d92g o 4 pde s
g LagnY ST gad jlgae Sl (59l sanils Sk
ails 5,8ee a5 wa o Hlis o] o bl Sl cyizen

2 s e 5 ialEl Sl aS ols i b

O il 0 Slas jop o (SiS AL g sole Lulyd g0
Slaos ﬁl...u dles Lg)”lg o..&.l.;‘é)f)'lg 6L®O.iy Y .J.i)\o
Bl Cho cpl AT )0 (6 iy A (398 )0 (o) 29,90
wole Llys o 0 Shoe 59 59 e 5 slan¥ Sl ool
5 Sl 00 o gme s Wulyd o g o g e
S Sl s oSl (K555 SRS oges
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CMSA56/2*R-217 5,55 sole Lyt jo a5 s, sboas
S Sl ph 0 g St g pducaS o e syl
- S5 cppide lls CMS60/30*RN-1031 5,50
P Sglis wsg alls 0 Ses gl ot pogat sy
b bulyl con g pdcaS 5kl S 90 g oY
5 S lawy (S i g ol ylph wsles e
Ll 00 5,155 55 (Khani et al., 2006) 5o
db&y (b as ol ul_m.: c.:l..u Gz ;i: )
Syl 5 058klee (S5 S 53 59 ool Sl
Bl g e 5 Sl w5l Gl Slea 3 Shes
4.3[550 ul).:‘ ey 2O 540 Sl o J,S] S) J}MS )
A4 398 s 4 azxgi b il A el 5 a8l
G 5 b oo, KlsT solsay slaasl s 1o o 5 o
Llgs &jg—ots (o 23,50 SlacnY (mog—as g (oges
SrdcaS § Oglad & a2 i b iges 055 I3 liae
30 A5 5 yem0,0 ( S i g gole byl b o by
O 4 Joodle (S dlge wdg Baa (ol (slaasli
Luls s wb s Jaisjge sla ol sl Sas

Sl el gl e ol st cos
msilns  (PUL, 1966) g alexsl o lidxe
Selins o (Tyagi, 1988) sls «Mihaljevic, 1988)
iyl wlEse ol 51 (Kestloot et al., 1985) 1, Ses 4
ol gl aslesls 3,155 ails o Slee sl |y cul33l 58 g
Sy G o St (so5e S NS F (n i &S O
590 CMSI221/1 ¥ 4y Glaie sypidyge sy
"S5 bl (Sas s lalyd o oY res a5 s
aS olo las mls plog ails o Slee (gl e 5 pdy
el (San larmme aidee Lyl il 5o (o) 29550 slacnY
i i lald s s ol st Sslite jalls
Sty S oridar gl CMS60/30 oie i (¥
S9b oo drog (nlplu g 35 alls o Sles gl Cude (sages
S 5 il 5o o Sles gl 9015 4 slaasli 5o
39 33 69,k 0auslo F3L sla Y el colawl (Y pl )l
Ol 093l (Folite 3 Mo (St 25 5 sole Lyl
ois bl 0 gRN-103 (Y sole jo aS (5, 5bas wsls
Sete GpdienS S e gl R21T (Y (Ses
SS90 cogat GpiyceS S wdg Al o Slhee
aoly Jolate Comdg S g gole Laylpl o 50 alol>

(SS9 gole Ll 53 (559,L 00l T3 g i b SlacnY (pg0s SRS 0 Joua
Table 5. General combining ability of CMS lines and restorers under normal and drought stress conditions

PeSS s osos b ks Gy gl
(s 1000 Seeds (o ) (o iilu)
Seed Yield (kg/h) Weight (gr) Head Diameter (cm) Plant Height (cm)

e 5 oY ©ole S ol SSind ok S ok S
CMS Line Normal Drought  Normal Drought Normal Drought  Normal  Drought
CMS 456/2 -107.3 -120.0 -0.97 -7.6 0.47 -0.8 11.0 -2.1
CMS 1052/1 -26.7 6.7 -0.3 1.3 -0.43 0.1 5.8 4.8
CMS 60/30 -4.0 344.3 -2.1 0.8 0.60 05 5.9 12.1
CMS 1221/1 140.0 -231.7 3.7 54 -0.57 0.3 -22.7 -15.1
SE;i 146.1 88.5 0.96 1.15 0.2 0.3 3.9 3.1
G395k ousile 53k (Y
Restorer
RN-3 -595.2 -82.5 5.8 5.6 0.20 0.19 -13.9 -20.7
RN-1031 676.0 -185.0 0.1 -3.7 0.90 0.89 6.5 14.1
R-217 -79.2 267.0 -6.0 -2.0 -1.05 -1.08 7.35 6.42
SE;j 119.3 73.3 0.8 0.9 0.1 0.2 3.2 25
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Table 5. Continued

alol.& Jgu

b o ailo slaxy Soaw)y b 39, oloxs Al y9y duo 0
Seed per Head Days to Physiologic Qil content percent
e i oY ol R WS ©ole W ol R W
CMS Line Normal Drought Normal Drought Normal Drought
CMS 456/2 16 -7.0 3.7 0.87 -1.0 0.9
CMS 1052/1 -8 178.0 -1.3 0.53 2.63 -0.6
CMS 60/30 110 82.0 -3.6 -1.13 -1.2 -0.5
CMS 1221/1 -42 -254 14 -0.13 -0.3 0.2
SEi 59.6 64.3 1.0 0.2 0.73 0.81
$29ok 0l 55 Y
Restorer
RN-3 -281 -277.0 4.2 0.45 -1.2 3.2
RN-1031 151 9.5 0.7 0.70 0.9 -0.4
R-217 131 266.2 -4.8 -1.05 0.3 -0.2
SEj 48.7 52.5 0.8 0.7 0.59 0.66

Gk 0ails F5L sl SrdieaS y ke olesl :SEj i 5 Y s pdcaS 5 Lo olesl :SEi

SEi = Standard Error of general combining ability of CMS lines and SEj= Standard Error of general combining ability of

restorers lines

Table 6. Specific combining ability of restorer and CMS lines under normal and drought stress conditions.

LSS i g gole byl 50 el 35 9 (559,b 0uSlo )T 3L oY pogas G pieaS i F g

PSRN B g ylip gy (el gk s SR E!
oy oY (bse 1000 Seeds Head Diameter (o s5ilw)
ey oasils 53k Seed Yield (kg/h) Weight (gr) (cm) Plant Height cm
CMS 9ok ol S ok S ok S ol S
Line Restorer Normal Drought Normal  Drought Normal Drought Normal  Drought
RN-3 CMS 456/2 -694.4 282.5 0.6 15 -0.8 -0.4 6.6 -14.4
RN-1031  CMS 456/2 197.2 236 2.9 2.6 -0.4 0.5 -9.8 45
R-217 CMS 456/2 1471.5 -515 -34 -4 0.8 -0.1 3.7 10.1
RN-3 CMS 1052/1 610.0 282.5 1.9 18 -0.2 0.2 6.3 -0.4
RN-1031  CMS 1052/1 -45.3 -538.7 -0.5 -0.1 -0.5 0 0.1 3.1
R-217 CMS 1052/1 -566.1 326.3 -1.3 -1.5 0.3 -0.1 -5.9 -2.4
RN-3 CMS 60/30 -33.7 282.5 -1.9 -1 0.9 0.1 -1.9 10.8
RN-1031  CMS 60/30 134 526.7 1.7 0.5 0.1 -0.4 4 -10.6
R-217 CMS 60/30 -101.7 -56.3 0.3 0.7 -1.4 0.4 -1.6 0.1
RN-3 CMS 1221/1 116.2 282.5 -0.5 -2.1 -0.4 0.2 -10.3 4.3
RN-1031  CMS 1221/1 200.0 -219.3 -4 -2.8 0.3 0 6.4 3.3
R-217 CMS 1221/1 -317.7 249.7 4.6 5 -0.2 -0.1 4.4 -7.4
SEij 206.6 125.2 13 16 0.3 0.4 55 4.4
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Table 6. Continued aoldl .f Jous
&b jo ailo slaxy Sy U 39, olows Al y9y duo 0
0asils 3k oY Seed per Head Days to Maturity Oil content percent
pdie i (Y 37 wole SSis oole S ool SSins
CMS Line Restorer Normal Drought Normal Drought Normal Drought
RN-3 CMS 456/2 -168.8 103.7 11 -0.3 0.1 -0.9
RN-1031 CMS 456/2 -225.5 255.2 2.6 -0.6 -0.5 -0.9
R-217 CMS 456/2 393 -354.6 -2.9 0.2 04 -0.9
RN-3 CMS 1052/1 132.3 32.3 3.1 0 -1.7 -3
RN-1031 CMS 1052/1 65.5 -592.2 -4.4 -0.2 0.7 -0.3
R-217 CMS 1052/1 -199 564.1 2.1 -0.5 11 0.6
RN-3 CMS 60/30 -0.8 -231.7 -0.6 -0.3 1.9 -2.7
RN-1031 CMS 60/30 -55.5 344.8 -0.1 0.4 0.3 -0.9
R-217 CMS 60/30 55 -108.9 14 -0.8 -2.2 0.9
RN-3 CMS 1221/1 35.6 101.3 -2.6 -0.3 -0.2 -2.9
RN-1031 CMS 1221/1 213.8 -2.2 2.9 -0.6 -0.5 0.3
R-217 CMS 1221/1 -250.7 -94.9 0.4 0.2 0.7 0
SEij 84.3 90.9 14 0.3 1.0 11

SEij= Standard error of specific combining ability
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