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Table 1. Geographical characteristics of the experimental locations

U3 el 31 i) bl b Bl e S 6L
Location sble Altitude (m) Longitude Latitude Rainfall (mm)
Karaj S 1300 51.50 35.48 250-300
Isfahan Olgio! 1650 50.49 33.70 150
Darab oyl 1100 5455 28.29 250
Zabol 5 482 61.30 31.70 55

&Lﬂj-")b o ol 4:\;'*«.») &jlf LSLQ%’:::}’)” Oﬁh: 9 Cb— Y dju\"
Table 2. Name and pedigree of winter safflower genotypes used in the experiment

ol

Genotype Pedigree
No.

1 Mabhalli Aajabshir ~ Ajabshir landrace
2 KWw.2 Goldasht x Zarghan279
3 K.W.3 Goldasht x K.F.72
4 K.W.4 Varamin 295 x Padideh
5 K.W.5 Goldasht x CH65
6 K.W.6 CH65 x Zarghan279
7 K.W.7 Zarghan279 x Goldasht
8 K.W.8 Goldasht x Varamin 295
9 Golsefid Isfahan Isfahan landrace
10 K.W.10 Varamin 295 x K.F.72
11 K.W.11 L.R.K.33 x Padideh
12 K.W.12 Padideh x L.R.K.33
13 K.W.13 L.R.K.271 x Zarghan279
14 K.W.14 L.R.K.191 x Zarghan279
15 K.W.15 CH65 x K.F.72
16 K.W.16 L.R.K.191 x Padideh
17 V-295 Oromieh landrace
18 Z-279 L.R.V.279
19 Padideh Oromieh landrace

20 Goldasht

East Azarbayjan landrace
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Table 3. Three years seed yield means of safflower genotypes in different locations

Mean seed yield (kgha) «is 5 Shee il

oyl ) C; Olgasl olyls Jiis

NO. Genotype Karaj Isfahan Darab Zabol
1 M. Aajabshir 2392 c-g 2629 b-e 2382 d-h 2438 d-g
2 Kwz2 2967 a 2985 a 2715 a-c 2782 a-c
3 K.W3 2208 f-i 2529 c-e 2404 d-h 2250 e-i
4 K.Ww4 2654 a-d 2858 ab 2156 hi 2278 e-i
5 K.W.5 2666 a-d 2688 a-d 2753 ab 2221 f-i
6 K.W.6 2642 a-d 2855 ab 2485 c-g 2216 f-i
7 K.W.7 2054 g-i 2327 e-g 1790 j 1998 i
8 K.W.8 1933 1 2050 g 2124 hi 2543 b-e
9 G. Isfahan 2685 a-c 2661 b-d 2640 a-d 2181 g-
10 K.W.10 1949 h-i 2319 e-g 2271 f-i 2792 a-c
11 K.W.11 2777 ab 2706 a-d 2320 e-i 2492 b-g
12 K.W.12 1951 h-i 2487 c-f 2410 d-h 2344 e-h
13 K.w.13 2229 e-i 2628 b-¢ 2075 i+ 2473 c-g
14 K.W.14 2218 e-i 2795 a-c 2153 h-i 2534 b-f
15 K.W.15 2566 b-f 2786 a-c 2298 e-i 2703 a-d
16 K.W.16 2683 a-c 2774 a-c 2178 g-i 2801 ab
17 V-295 2583 b-¢e 2189 fg 2578 b-e 2674 a-d
18 Z-279 2362 c-g 2582 b-¢e 2527 b-f 2039 h-i
19 Padideh 2892 ab 2580 b-¢ 2549 b-f 2565 a-e
20 Goldasht 2308 d-h 2420 d-f 2916 a 2882 a

iz s gme Vel 3B O g a 55 S ke g b b Sle

Means with similar letters in each column are not significantly different.
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Table 4. Combined analysis of variance for seed yield of safflower genotypes

@357 @) Sl o Sile

df. MS
S.0.V. St gl _
Year (Y) Jl 2 1281706
Location (L) oS 3 1875783"
Y xL HEx Jl 6 106452
Rep/YL O 5 Jle s 1SS 36 112590
Genotype (G) -~ 19 1630687
GxL O X555 57 660233
GxY Ju X555 38 361750
GxYxL O Xl X 65 114 1752127
E2 st 684 94738

SRk ok

SN 370 il o 53 s a5 3 sme it i 4 FF ¥ s
ns, * and **: Not significant and significant at 5% and 1% levels of probability,

respectively.
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Table 5. Stability analysis for seed yield of safflower genotypes

33T a5 Slas o ¢ sazes Slas o Sl

S.0.V. St e df. SS MS

Total Js 239 27791601.6

Cultivar (V) o35 19 7745764.8 407671.8"

V x ENV (s X 33) s 220 20045836.9

ENV (linear) (a5) Jooms 1 2207367.6

V x ENV (linear) () e X 3, 19 33211452 174797.17

Pooled DEV S e Sl 200 14517324.1 72586.6"
Vvl 10 213314.9 21331.5™
V2 10 264406.1 26440.6™
V3 10 684236.3 68423.6"
V4 10 602267.4 60226.7"
V5 10 634764.7 63476.5"
V6 10 588484.4 588484.4™
\%i 10 1756418.4 175641.8"
V8 10 1281228.8 128122.9™
V9 10 909007.7 90900.8"
V10 10 1552493.7 155249.4™
Vi1 10 461594 .4 46159.4"
V12 10 1089500.5 108950.0"
V13 10 266921.7 26692.2™
V14 10 531166.0 53116.6"
V15 10 442409.7 44241.0"
V16 10 801029.4 80102.9"
V17 10 477030.7 47703.1"
V18 10 535948.4 53594.8"
V19 10 339953.7 33995.4™
V20 10 1085147.1 108514.7°"

Pooled error §84 16200266.4 23684.6

SN Jlaz ch.u)a Do gme gyl gae e LS 5 a % 4ns

ns and **: Not significant and significant at the 1% probability level, respectively.

V1-V20: Genotypes (see Table 2).
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Fig. 1. Scatter diagram for sufflower genotypes based on seed yield and regression

coefficient
For genotypes pedigree see Table 2. g arel 0 ¥ Ul 4 i 55 0 e (gl
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Fig. 2. Scatter diagram for safflower genotypes based on seed yield and deviation from

regression
For genotypes pedigree see Table 2. g arl 0 ¥ Ul 4 i 55 0 e (gl
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Table 6. Mean seed yield and stability parameters of sufflower genotypes

W Slas e s LEIOsl e Vs S bl oNbe SO oLl
oS s 5 O3 K Sl s Sl ) 55 e
e
Seed R? b; S%d; CV; W2, &% R SDR s%
yield

Genotype (Kgha™)
M. Ajabshir ~ 2460.15 782  1.07™ 2353™ 7.95 228508 4114™  11.26 1.8 38252
K.W.2 2862.19 893  1.03™ 2756™ 6.50 264480 7748™ 2.92 1.5 34598
K.W.3 234796 87.1 079" 44739 10.95 699043 51643 13.42 22 66232
K.W.4 2486.71 783 1.19™ 36542" 13.74 846028 66490 9.67 2.4 116767
K.W.5 2582.06 84.1  0.88™ 39791 9.44 673740 49087 9.08 2.3 59357
K.W.6 254271 754  0.89™ 35163 10.30 594215  41054™ 9.25 22 68625
K.W.7 2042.13  66.3 1.24™ 1519577 17.80 2632559 246948  15.50 22 205895
K.W.8 216231 641  0.79™  104438" 16.09 1292538 111592  15.05 2.3 121113
K.F.72 254177  84.1 1.15™ 67216 1134 978514  79872" 9.08 2.3 83064
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