VA4 /Y oyled /Y W/ LS S sl g

A8 25 5 by kil cou (J8 055 sl 55 03 (#) Slhe (2ol (i, peeds

T Bl el 5 Tesl) R0 Lo, Jlecmlagh o 0
a5 o s oS3 ms mbis 5 (6355LE8 oIS ¢ AS K55 5 5 055 (5555 (g mils )
a5 et g ) ol Kls (pmd mlin 5 (65,5158 oSl ¢ LS S5 5 M5 055 eoland =Y
a5 oo g ) oS3 ( pmo mlio 5 (63,5158 oSl ¢ LS S5 5 W5 055 iy Y

¥4/ VN0 15 s Gyl — \WAAY 2/ i il s o)

oS>

Slaaely (b 5o Gisee 4wy (pl 5o SLAbI &S 2 Adl s ge OS Jas 0 5l oMb (Dol by S o
P S (B8 el s (#) il Do (Sl 50 a3 bl oSS S5e Sltl 5 (Y6
S BE 055 5 M sl ) S A s BLUP) it o fl i e 31 eslisal s 3 JS
#los dle s b e I8 S 5 (Jle ) sl 85 e 0 Jaome 53 03 1SS b sl LS slas 5k - b
G5 A Jlesl OIS S L I IS S0 e S e bkl @b Sl e IS a8 S 13 e 3
5 oo parle bl el e 8 g s Jly bl s s s oYL s Sles CH.T.209.12e x F.K.40-1
Sy Slio S Mol ol B sl S8 e p RUstica s 55 00 s Glacs 55 s 50 s Shes oIk
055 Saas s «lio SOl 5l pwlul p gld = 4z 53 05 e 8 25 5 b Ll s 55 a5 anlllas
Loy S 5o i) w35 o5 Gusb & (s e 05 50 57 o 5w G S 25 5 dle i a3 51 Km0
O35 St 5 e I8 25 Tl 1 o3 5 adas 5 05 03 dbe sl s g pde iy op SVL o sline Ll 5 4 4
oS O (ol i)l il (S 3515 o s3ladl s Shee & 555 30 0L s S A sdalie Sy 5
Ly ool Glaasl o L1 Ll5 o Slho o558 o Sla JUS 53 ol ool Sledibl o 8 L js ol sl il

Aas Al

Sty ol slie aie Gl IS 055 (ol Cusbl (ol 550 g AdS o850,

r.darvishzadeh@urmia.ac.ir : Sy xS ooy u*'ﬁi o ot ok 5

VoY



C}‘)&q.h 3 ‘;Lﬁ WL«@E

Glp e o 5l ol Daged 3ls 5l i L e IS
Sillero et ) cul ol slguiy K sl g el
(al., 2010

on S S el g S ke S (S5 3l
ol Kiden b i 5 il Bl 51 aS ool (o313
gl 3 b Cose 4 (G) iS85 o)l s
SO sl G 5 e e Sl 5 Sl
A3 S e SRS 1y S o S 53 S S
o5, (Falconer and Mackay, 1996) 55k o S
sl hewsie Gl s s S S
By e auS 55 05 ol Ol 4 oS Wi e ceesa
35 01 il 3 3 pho 0 b S al 35
Wil ) 2l s Shes (Sile oS el & o
&l s=l53l Jes a5 a (Falconer and Mackay, 1996)
SRl easl 5 Sl 4 Sl il e e
SR 4 U VO RS [ W e
Sl Gepte Sl (GCAD) ases s pliS s
Loy Lslos slaai S 5o S o eoliad cpdlly =Sl
o O e 2 GCA Al (gilhayl 258 5 3
s s T 51 e Gads Iy K 1y acend O Dl
[ (sik etal., 2017) &S o Jama 215 5153 o 4
ol et e Gk 3 Dl Gl 350
QB s sk = oSl Sl eslind Jold o5 T e
° L see Jde Vslee 3 (A) £l bLs )l e 5l
eSB! bl 5 A e le el sl gty AL e
sact 03 Jenl bossde Al S 6
sl B LU s Sl glras Ol 5 0 (Aol sla 30
S eslizd L S (KY) S5 glacals w5l 51 (A)
Bauer ) 5 gas eslital 555 o asls J 5050 sla S0l
(et al., 2006

1- Breeding value

2- General combining ability

3- Best linear unbiased prediction
4- Additive relation matrix

5- Mixed model equations

6- Kinship matrix

Vof

L0558 e ss s Bl Slhe el il 50

dodie

2n = 4x = 48 L (Nicotiana tabacum L.) Og 4
Sl s (215 SV s G Ses S S pisns S
Moon et ) 5 55 o CiS Olg sl s 53 05 28y sbas oS
Juls Solanaceae o3l 5= ;i Nicotiana .- .(al., 2009
Looals oS Ol LOT 5l 5, S ol 65 8
055 S (El-Morsy et al., 2009) s 5 o iS5
Slaopar 4 S sliw 5 ol oS (gl Cad
3303 (Ko A 0553 e Ll 3 5 G55 (S55
ol el sl 055 il g5 s O sl
G oS pae 5 kiS5 gla5iS sl s ol
ol il glaes sl 51 ol alys 5 sls 1) ege
oS Wy glaysS o el 3l egs o olS
Rezvani et al., 2010; Arslan and ) aas o |Sos
53 Je olS G Ol geas uaman oLS sl .(Okunus, 2006
My sl S50 celys 5 Al e Sllas |
35 g oslinal LaouSly 5 Lagyls i age (glowi 315
sy e glacs Obe s (Davalieva et al., 2010)
Sk g s e B8 sloss 0SS
Ly Cas 3 K e s el Lol gl
[(Darvishzadeh et al., 2009) L.il .

Cesl LS Orobanche . 5l 5l S5 acde
ot 5 ok hate LS saiy; ¢ lolantl &8 il
53 sl (S5 50 s Lol M Slpe
Schneeweiss et al., 2004; Sagidi ) > 55 0 Ob e OlalS
el (Orobanche) o -l slaa S (et al, 2010
3 #s S¥same 5l ol Sl e s ol
Brassica ) r.ls (Helianthus annuus L.) o\;ﬁuﬂ ves
Lycopersicon esculentum ) L;i ax S (oleracea L.
oA (Rispail et al., 2007) L5 0 05555 5 (Mill.

O3 8 el G158 w5 lse 2 s ISl S T
frdsn o laans 53 A8 o s 1y SIS 350 e
ee=es 5 (Rubiales et al., 2003) pslis Bl 5l eolin
alS Ll Wl o S sl S ey ) eslind



VA4 /) bl /Y A/ LS S sl g

b b, 930

CE P i Sy el b s ALS sl
sace woesgdl e g3 s (V Jpdn) 35 055
(e ) dor J8 5 aile 05 5 Gl IS 25) slr JS
055 Dlades S e 53 (WAV 5 \WWAD) Jige JLo Y b
YVYE (o, 5 axus LE/0A Ul s Uk L o)l
S sl 7 b B 3wl 1 e Ye plo I L e
BY - - FER WV [ B GV PR E WS VLY
Slas S Lo okl e V»«;.L)LL.MLSLAQ\.LK
5l 8 Lames 53 LdE 3 5 el agl axiy 455
A Sl S VL ol S Lol s
3 o pdled Gbls s .48 b s (Orobanche cernua)
055 Sa e S 85 ) st Ol s Lo s
S eli s edis i plie 03 5 el LI
GlaaralS By 5 LS wg Ll 5 055 o)
Jae LOIS & by 2 Sl VY fisl © 055
Loss Loy seoss dsb oo ol Sldes slad . Lul
plmil 320 055 Gl 2smpe glaslbbud & a5
Shey Ol 53 055 slaassl Sy 23S
S s S ol g s s by s
b il Sl il Slis 055 by A
gl S ol (e sl @y il (ay) S
DELTA-T Jube zrnS o olis Sl sslin |y S
(g ;o s5le) (Akram-Ghaderi and Soltani, 2012)
3G p Sz 5 5055 o 8) S i 5 5055
3 b Jiems g3l 5 esliad b (o 3) a5 035
A g Sesll p S e/ e

LR L 055 Slesss S sy w6
sy JsSse Silesl s el eale s ) SNl g See
bl S SSET i YU L ey S0
Lo 4 (Bindler et al., 2007; Bindler et al., 2011)
ST el 5 DNA sl s S (Y )
Vaghariet) ol,Ses 5 5,65 sallie 55 51,0 Ay (gl i s
ol o3 3 S (al., 2015

it e BLUP) o 6 iy o e
lE st S sl 5 3l eSS slais))
csda oS (Searle et al., 2009) Lo, o Sl « 1,
Sl @alpa sl s ool O Sal5a Lol
odd 55l ol 25 dh sy W5 e o b
ol el slaisl ) eslid Lyd oKl
Ramos et al., 2014; ) 535 o jio S isw 3l il
o e ooy eis,el (Quintal et al., 2017
5 Mo 0l s 5 pls 25l 53 (BLUP) o ol
5 S5 e Gaihy Sl Al OLLS s
S Gy ol o3 s sd e esliial Mol gla 55
Sl 48 03 e g oLl s OLLS
Bernardo, ) 5,8 s plnil 358 e ednl >l
5> (Quddus et al., 2019) ol,\Ken 5 vsd5 (1994

Slr s el et e e O @
St sl s 5 glacssl ol
Bauer et ) ol,lan 5 o Jhass 5 s S eslid
Louht ool wiie e Lbss (al, 2006
2roon sl gl S Gl s el
OLes 5 L3, L5 S sulS (Hordeum vulgare)
Panicum maximum L5 > (Resende et al., 2004)
S gy sl eslaad L el 5 58 R0l
B cll G e e Sedd 2l glein )
Gty Olime U5S  w tw (REML/BLUP)
o Sle b G ol b S Sl el (S8
,> (Piepho et al., 2008) Lles S i85 Sliw
b ol T g (Pl gl Al e
b e e s Gsd A e G
2> s (Roudbari et al., 2017) A& oo i =
5,1 (De Souza et al., 2000) ol ,Sen 5 1550 03
oo el b CS 85 YA Gl 1 (S
S g nte e ol ot e
055 Sl S Sl sl sk ol
S sl 5 5 glacs sl plebs 5 S50

25l IS S ks



b‘)&q.h 3 ‘;Lﬁ WL«@E

L):"»"L‘)‘ L oalaial S)9e ;;“9}«3 Q)Jjj éu%‘y; b;ot.w‘—\ d}.l}-
Table 1. The name of oriental tobacco genotypes used in the present experiment

w058 Sac sl 5o ol Slhe el 55,50

oyl 55 el obe TSR ool 55 el ooled s el
Number Genotype name Number Genotype name Number Genotype name Number Genotype name

1 Kharmanli 163 24 HT.I 47 Basma 181-8 70 SPT 430
2 Nevrokop 25 Kramograd N.H.H. 659 48 Zichna 71 SPT 432
3 Trabozan 26 T.K.23 49 Izmir 72 SPT 433
4 Krumovgraid 27 L 16a 50 P.D.324 73 SPT 434
5 Basma.S.31 28 Izmir 7 51 P.D.325 74 SPT 436
6 Triumph 29 Mutant 3 52 P.D.406 75 SPT 439
7 Xanthi 30 Mutant 4 53 P.D.328 76 SPT 441
8 Matianus 31 Pobeda 1 54 P.D.329 7 Esfahan2
9 Immni 3000 32 Pobeda 2 55 P.D.336 78 SPT 413
10 Melkin 261 33 Rustica 56 P.D.345 79 Esfahani
11 Tyk-Kula 34 Samsun 959 57 P.D.364 80 Jahrom14
12 Ss-289-2 35 Samsun dere 58 P.D.365 81 Borazjan
13 Ohdaruma 36 OR-205 59 P.D.371 82 L 16b
14 Ploudive 58 37 OR-345 60 P.D.381 83 Balouch
15 Line 20 38 OR-379 61 SPT 403 84 Lengeh
16 T-B-22 39 C.H.T.209.12¢ 62 SPT 405 85 Saderati
17 Ts8 40 C.H.T.209.12exF.K.40-1 63 SPT 406 86 Eraghi
18 Alborz23 41 C.H.T.266-6 64 SPT 408 87 Shahroudi
19 F.K.40-1 42 C.H.T.283-8 65 SPT 409 88 T.K.L
20 Pz17 43 C.H.T.273-38 66 SPT 410 89 L17
21 K.P.Ha 44 Basma 12-2 67 SPT 412
22 K.B 45 Basma 16-10 68 Esfahan5
23 G.D.165 46 Basma 104-1 69 SPT 420

055 slacs #3 TSt S oslinal 55 90 05l sale s L;Lajf)'l.&j Slasein =Y Jde
Table 2. Characteristics of microsatellite markers used for DNA fingerprinting of oriental-type tobacco genotypes

S by s S, Js S a4t

Primer Forward sequence Reverse sequence Repeated motif
PT30014 TGCCGTGTAAATTTCATTTGG AGGATTCCTAACGTGTATTATGTTCT TA
PT30172 AAACAACGTCGAAGCATTTG ACGCATGAAATTGTAAGGGC GAA
PT30202 TCGAAACCTCGAGGACAGTT TATCCAAATCTCCAAAGCCC GA
PT30250 GAACACACGTTCGTCATTGG ATAAGTCCCTTTAATTTAATTGCG TAG
PT30165 ACCTCTGTGGCCGTAAGCTA CCTCTACTTCAACAGGGTAAGAAA TAA
PT30241 AAGTCTCGTGTGGTTGCTTT AAAGGGCAATGTGTCTAGCTC GA
PT30027 CCGAGAGTTGCATTTGAATTT AGGGTTCTACGCAAGAGATTG TA
PT30021 CATTTGAACATGGTTGGCTG CTCAACTCTCGTCGCTCTTG TA
pt30034 GACGAAACTGAGGAT ATTCCAAA TGGAAACAAAGCCATTACCC
PT20343 GGAACACCACCACCATAA GGAGCTCAGGTTCCAATG AC/AG/AT
PT30285 CATCATGGCAAGTCACCATC TGCTGGAAATTAGCGAGGTT TA
PT30126 GTGATTCCAGCGGAAGACAT TTCGAAATAAGTACCTAGAGTCGG TA
PT30008 CGTTGCTTAGTCTCGCACTG GGTTGATCCGACACTATTACGA TA
PT30292 AAGACAGATTGGTGCGGAAC AGCACTTGGACAGGCGAATA TA
PT30319 ACAACAACTACGTTAGTGTGAGAAA TCATGTGTGCCAAGCTCTTC TA
PT30324 TGCTCTGCGTTAGAACAGGA CGACGAGAGAAGATTAGTGAAAGA TAA
PT30046 GATAGGTAGATTATCCTCTGCAACA GGTGCTAGCAACATCATCAAA TA
PT30061 TCGTCCATTTCTTTCTCTCTCA CATAAATAGTTGCTCATTCAATCG TA
PT30067 AAGCCTGGTCAGTTATCCCA ATTCGCACCACTTAATCCCA TA
PT30075 CGATCGGGTCGTTACACAAT CCCATCAGGTTGTTGGGTTA TA
PT30094 AACAAGAACGACGGTTACGC GGGTCATGCGTTCGAATTAT TA
PT30110 TTGTACGTTCCTCGCTGATG GGCCGACAATAAAGTGGCT TA
PT30132 CCTAACAGCATTTGCTACCCA GATGGACAAGAGTGGCCTTT TA
PT30159 GCATGCATATGAACATGGGA TTTGACATCTCTACTCTTCCGTTT TA
PT30205 GGTCGATCCACAATTTAAACG GCACTTGCTCCTTTGTACCC TA
PT30260 GGTAGGGTGGAACAAATTTATCA AATATGGTCTATGCCCGCAA TA
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3- Mixed model equations

2V

Jus w55 on 3 o o3l (55l Jubos 5 4520
5 05l Opol b iilasl sladsts o by e lalzsl
bty sKes 5 (Shapiro and Wilk, 1965) (<L
(Bartlett, 1937) <l Oe30 b lesl glaolasl
IS s e (o Se syl s bl e
SAS Institute ) 8/¢ aus SAS 1j3le 3l ssbisal | Lyl &
Slacils 506 3.8 k5 L s el (Inc, 2014
Orpd () A5 G Ulssa e S dex 5l 5
slbs Gy e slagasls 5 sl
Abdollahi and ) A& eslal  Jese glacS 55
351 3 A sk cpl sl .(Mohammadi, 2008
o e dl 53 53 S S 035 5 Ses 0L
Jo slagatls e JS 255 by lals oo
sl 3l eslaad L (YD 5 YSD (g5 Shas 5 (ST
4uul>s (Pour-Aboughadareh et al.,, 2019) iPASTIC
A

bow 53 50 055 Slacdss SOl ) oS ot
4 fls Slio SIS A b bl s s 8 5 5 J s
S e B s et ol et e
@y byl o (Bemardo, 2010) =53 ol b jlos
Wl 25 s o ol Sla B3 )50

Y=Xb+Zu+e (1) dsles

S lasy s U s b olialie S, Y of 3 oS
N385 BN Gl sl i Z 5 X olad 5 b
P D w55 s e B4 s (ola 0dile L
&S cde~MVN (0;R) 5 u-MVN(Q, G) &) yous
S M Sk o b o gt Jlo i w55 MVN (m, V) &
Piepho et al,, ) ail o V ulolssS—uilsly o sile
St b sl e bes ot ol (2008
ol e e b ) sl ol s (BLUE)
o b lisas (R3 G) il sliml 55 o 2501 ot

J"}‘;L;‘ JJ}TJ{ (REMLY) ol S gdowo &Ls..:g;.w)b J,:S\_x;.

1- Best linear unbiased estimation
2- Restricted (or residual, or reduced) maximum likelihood
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2- Single nucleotide polymorphisms
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Table 3. Yield performance and rank of 89 tobacco genotypes under control (Yp) and broomrape stress (Ys)
conditions along with tolerance and yield indices calculated using IPASTIC program

2228 2228k el el GALY el
a5 Jeplale a5, Gl 45 X a5, s Sl a5, ;J'ﬁw 45,  t-student
Genotype ) Rank ) Rank %’:_’I” Rank > Rank el Rank test
Yp (9) Ys (9)
g01 21.08 20 10.00 48 1.02 26 0.86 48 0.47 88 2.39m
g02 11.80 46 9.13 53 0.52 48 0.78 53 0.77 54 0.90m
g03 12.05 44 9.15 52 0.53 46 0.78 52 0.76 56 1.04"
004 37.48 5 22.40 9 4.06 5 1.92 9 0.60 78 1.51m
g05 14.20 34 9.40 51 0.65 42 0.81 51 0.66 68 1.27m
g06 21.25 18 13.25 27 1.36 21 1.14 27 0.62 74 1.53m
907 8.00 70 9.50 50 0.37 59 0.81 50 1.19 17 -0.40m
g08 9.20 60 4.32 85 0.19 76 0.37 85 0.47 89 4,367
009 16.20 29 11.62 33 0.91 28 1.00 33 0.72 62 2.40"
010 16.88 26 24.87 8 2.03 14 2.13 8 1.47 7 -0.89™
011 8.70 64 6.83 67 0.29 67 0.59 67 0.79 52 0.94ns
gl2 16.68 28 15.07 21 1.22 23 1.29 21 0.90 36 0.24ms
013 30.00 7 26.75 6 3.88 6 2.29 6 0.89 39 0.33™
gl4 9.15 61 9.80 49 0.43 56 0.84 49 1.07 24 -0.29m
0915 10.00 51 11.40 34 0.55 45 0.98 34 1.14 21 -0.27m
016 23.93 15 20.47 12 2.37 11 1.76 12 0.86 44 0.62"
gl7 13.58 38 17.47 15 1.15 25 1.50 15 1.29 13 -0.84™
918 14.40 32 12.92 29 0.90 30 111 29 0.90 38 0.56"
019 34.53 6 26.78 5 4.47 4 2.30 5 0.78 53 0.66™
020 29.65 8 13.50 24 1.94 15 1.16 24 0.46 90 6.52""
021 21.10 19 15.73 18 1.61 18 1.35 18 0.75 57 0.72"
022 19.70 21 13.17 28 1.25 22 1.13 28 0.67 67 3.227
923 25.40 12 21.95 11 2.70 9 1.88 11 0.86 41 0.45"
924 43.55 2 31.53 3 6.64 3 2.70 3 0.72 61 1.16"
025 14.38 33 10.57 42 0.73 38 0.91 42 0.74 59 0.86™
026 16.83 27 11.30 35 0.92 27 0.97 35 0.67 66 1.80m
0927 12.45 43 8.68 55 0.52 47 0.74 55 0.70 63 0.87m
028 17.73 24 10.57 42 0.91 29 0.91 42 0.60 79 0.84ns
029 9.95 52 17.67 14 0.85 32 151 14 1.78 4 -0.88™
930 8.40 68 10.87 39 0.44 53 0.93 39 1.29 12 -0.83™
031 15.75 30 8.60 58 0.66 41 0.74 58 0.55 82 1.410s
032 8.10 69 11.15 38 0.44 55 0.96 38 1.38 10 -1.19m
033 9.65 56 7.68 64 0.36 60 0.66 64 0.80 50 0.52m
0934 24.13 14 13.45 25 157 19 1.15 25 0.56 81 1.72m
035 10.85 49 12.83 30 0.67 40 1.10 30 1.18 18 -0.78™
936 14.43 31 10.57 42 0.74 37 0.91 42 0.73 60 1.94ns
037 9.40 57 8.65 56 0.39 58 0.74 56 0.92 33 0.44m
038 6.95 74 6.77 68 0.23 72 0.58 68 0.97 28 0.11m
039 47.48 1 32.00 2 7.35 1 2.74 2 0.67 65 1.51"
040 38.95 3 38.83 1 7.32 2 3.33 1 1.00 26 0.01m
041 9.80 53 9.05 54 0.43 57 0.78 54 0.92 32 0.27"
g42 25.03 13 15.33 20 1.86 16 131 20 0.61 75 1.4Q0"
043 38.35 4 14.17 23 2.63 10 121 23 0.37 92 "2.99
044 29.55 9 25.07 7 3.58 8 2.15 7 0.85 46 0.40m
045 27.70 10 27.23 4 3.65 7 2.34 4 0.98 27 0.03m
046 21.73 17 17.15 16 1.80 17 1.47 16 0.79 51 0.74m
047 13.95 37 10.38 46 0.70 39 0.89 46 0.74 58 1.16M
048 7.60 71 21.97 10 0.81 34 1.88 10 2.89 1 -2.66"
049 13.00 41 13.28 26 0.84 33 1.14 26 1.02 25 -0.04™
050 9.05 63 10.70 40 0.47 52 0.92 40 1.18 19 -0.46™
051 13.38 39 8.65 56 0.56 44 0.74 56 0.65 69 1.40m
052 8.60 66 7.73 63 0.32 64 0.66 63 0.90 37 0.50m
053 14.00 36 12.77 31 0.86 31 1.09 31 0.91 35 0.56"
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Table 3. Continued
033Kk 023 5ke el el Sl el
s Jep ke as, Aslle as, e ;}'gw 45,  t-student
Genotype () Rank (05 Rank %‘_l_’l” Rank fYI Rank " Rank test
Yp (9) Ys (9)
054 13.25 40 7.97 62 0.51 49 0.68 62 0.60 77 12.90™
055 14.13 35 11.67 32 0.80 35 1.00 32 0.83 49 0.87ms
056 8.58 67 5.42 77 0.22 73 0.46 77 0.63 73 1.44"s
g57 9.13 62 11.30 35 0.50 51 0.97 35 1.24 15 -0.56"
058 9.80 53 10.60 41 0.50 50 0.91 41 1.08 23 -0.43m
059 11.70 47 5.62 74 0.32 65 0.48 74 0.48 85 2.08m
g60 11.85 45 11.18 37 0.64 43 0.96 37 0.94 29 0.43ns
061 6.86 76 6.27 69 0.21 75 0.54 69 0.91 34 0.45ns
062 5.85 81 10.47 45 0.30 66 0.90 45 1.79 3 -0.94ns
g63 6.50 79 6.03 70 0.19 77 0.52 70 0.93 31 0.39m
g64 7.13 72 4.53 82 0.16 80 0.39 82 0.64 72 1.79m
g65 5.30 83 6.00 71 0.15 81 0.51 71 1.13 22 -0.71m
066 6.33 80 5.57 76 0.17 79 0.48 76 0.88 40 0.40"ms
067 5.00 85 4.13 86 0.10 85 0.35 86 0.83 48 2.00m
068 9.25 59 5.90 73 0.26 70 0.51 73 0.64 71 2.01ms
g69 3.38 87 3.97 89 0.06 88 0.34 89 1.18 20 -0.53m
g70 3.18 88 3.97 89 0.06 89 0.34 89 1.25 14 -1.02m
g71 8.70 64 413 86 0.17 78 0.35 86 0.48 87 2.36M
g72 4.60 86 4.33 84 0.10 86 0.37 84 0.94 30 0.35m
g73 18.65 22 8.38 60 0.76 36 0.72 60 0.45 91 3.20"
g74 3.05 89 3.97 89 0.06 91 0.34 89 1.30 11 -1.29ns
g75 6.65 78 458 81 0.15 82 0.39 81 0.69 64 2.02"s
g76 9.75 55 7.50 65 0.35 61 0.64 65 0.77 55 0.72M
g77 2.30 92 5.00 79 0.06 92 0.43 79 2.17 2 -1.81m
g78 6.73 77 3.43 92 0.11 84 0.29 92 0.51 84 0.98"s
g79 3.05 89 4.50 83 0.07 87 0.39 83 1.48 6 -3.44™
080 6.90 75 8.20 61 0.27 68 0.70 61 1.19 16 -0.71m
g81 3.00 91 413 86 0.06 90 0.35 86 1.38 9 -2.92%
082 10.80 50 5.13 78 0.27 69 0.44 78 0.48 86 1.94ns
083 5.55 82 4.73 80 0.13 83 0.41 80 0.85 45 1.49m
84¢g 7.10 73 10.17 47 0.35 62 0.87 47 1.43 8 -0.87m
085 9.30 58 5.60 75 0.25 71 0.48 75 0.60 76 3.50™
086 5.30 83 8.57 59 0.22 74 0.73 59 1.62 5 -1.44ms
g87 12.70 42 7.17 66 0.44 54 0.61 66 0.56 80 4.00™
088 11.70 47 6.00 71 0.34 63 0.51 71 0.51 83 2.02"s
089 17.25 25 14.33 22 1.20 24 1.23 22 0.83 47 0.59ns

iPASTIC )‘Jﬁ\rf L,,J}S ol wbu: QA,:,.NLM;- E) Jwﬁ L;Uhu.a;-u prti) J}Ajﬁ -¢ Jj./b-
Table 4. Mathematical formulas of tolerance and susceptibility indices calculated by iPASTIC software

oa=ls Jse oS s S ;
Index Formula Pattern of selection Reference
L - Lo Y)Y, ; -
5 Jasd v’”_’u STI = ) (Yp) fs_"\" s Fernandez, 1992
Stress tolerance index (Y.)? Maximum value
o o L Yl = s J'S"l’ Sl Gavuzzi et al., 1997
Yield index Ye Maximum value
- o Y. N -
;J:_'L“‘ ‘5J‘_"”;L~‘: S L YSI = == J'S_U" Sl Bouslama and Schapaugh, 1984
Yield stability index Y, Maximum value

I

Jm“nj.:)m%.;j;jj\@ﬁ;;w,b;;@Ys)Yp‘J,_\@“u455\L;LAJ,,;);._\.pﬁswgdwlcjbﬁ)%m%;@* 3
s o DL 1y len IS 55 5 e Tl 53 e 5 oled 3 Shoe e i Y 5 YD 5 b IS 25 5
*and ™ significant at the 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively. Ys and Yp are yield of a given genotype in stress

and optimal (potential) conditions, respectively. Yp and Ys are average yield of all genotypes under stress and optimal
conditions, respectively.
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Table 5. Breeding value of oriental tobacco genotypes in studying traits under normal conditions

&L Lpdi) e e FOi SESO FOpy SESO o S0
i S L i) S @S, 695, 695, 6D (D 6D (D
Number — Genoltyre  piovering  Plant  No.of Leafarea Freshweight Dryweight Freshweight Dryweight Freshweight Dryweight
date height(cm)  leaf (cmd) of leaf (gr) ofleaf (gr)  ofroot(gr) ofroot(gr) ofplant(gr) of plant(gr)
1 Khalré“;”" 872 1932 245 -920.77 -1311  -34.00” -405  -1.09 190  -2.13
2 Nevrokop -36.04" 61.99" -49.12"342.90" 4362  31.39" 2347" 566 11.70 457
3 Trabozan 0.51 -9.79 522 1669.64 27.45 37.76™ 10.88 1.47 0.74 0.82
4  Krumovgraid -15.20 -2.63 -4.75 113548 3413  43.60” 13.83 244 1889 751
5 Basma.S.31 -17.30 2.55 -4.73 2652.15™ 23.58 68.79”  22.08" 4.92 15.42 5.26
6  Triumph  -9.62 492 -10.78 1527.78 37.65  48.63" 1074  3.20 151 1.95
7 Xanthi -9.15 211 8.00 2769.64™ 36.43 54,36  20.77" 4.08 25.01 7.48
8  Matianus  -4.08  -2.45 -28.177 169173 17.75  29.84" 1041 257 -4.03 0.27
9 Immni3000 619 3064 -6.18 231.81 117 0.02 1433 281 1091  0.70
10  Melkin261 -13.90 -1522 -7.76 793.80  1.21 4143~ 1008 118 2.16 -0.25
11 Tyk-Kula -31.77" 117 -425073542.75" 5273  84.13" 1799 153 1296  5.14
12 Ss-289-2 -0.63 -11.88 8.83 1741.38 51.04 47.68™ 14.40 3.31 23.74 9.51
13  Ohdaruma -2.46 -24.68 -7.97 1607.79 3438  44.80"  2.92 0.47 -1.17 271
14  Ploudive 58 -16.13 -5.22  -9.55 1755.52 3.01 31.03" 8.32 0.72 12.62 4.58
15 Line20  -250  13.74 -25.07"2457.05° 24.14  34.86™ 1614  3.68 9.86 5.15
16 T-B-22  -489 -21.60 -7.62 169518 30.64  53.39” 901 1.10 7.11 3.46
17 Ts8 -424  -11.83 -1151 1806.83  1.65 4823 1127 176 0.53 0.55
18 Alborz23 -5.71 -19.14 -16.41" 1178.55 -2.89 26.68™ 6.35 0.64 -5.20 -2.31
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Table 5. Continued

&L xS f— S 05s Sex 3y Fliy SKESLy Oy KEE0)
olet ey A e Sy @Sy (DS, (DS, (D9 (D (DEy (e,
Number  Genotype Flowering Plant No.of  Leafarea Freshweight Dryweight Freshweight Dryweight Freshweight Dryweight

date height(cm)  leaf (cmd) of leaf (gr) ofleaf (gr)  ofroot(gr) ofroot(gr) ofplant(gr) of plant(gr)
19  FK40-1 -1010 -2424 -439 24157  -161 977 050 219  -209 0.9
20 Pz17 9.05 2539 -3.81 46297  14.96 298 1074 252 1446 293
21 KPHa 716 -105 -099 -317.47 120 785 569 121 006  -0.10
22 KB  -21.21" -2363 -13.02 77849 1701  29.74™  2.39 0.96 2.01 0.83
23  G.D.165 365 881 -1534 1011  13.39 721 246 0.01 6.32 051
24 HT.I  -12.86 856 -1459 1160.00 1427 2592 1011 383 1523 559
25 Em‘igégg 1593 260 -508 -28150 -3.64 1469 515 0.28 5.12 1.22
26 T.K23  -1139 -1059 -1550 171295 1895  49.20™  8.56 0.78 0.58 2.98
27 L 16a 379 924 -224 72158  -2.27 2.95 3.97 2.32 7.15 3.79
28 lIzmir7  -32.39" -1149 -20.12°2314.34 29.09  67.76™ 1285 283 1712 642
29 Mutant3 171  19.69 -18.45" 690.14  16.97 3.37 9.54 3.03 8.71 2.81
30 Mutant4 -816 091 -7.57 181336 1142 3054~ 1101 275 5.83 2.26
31  Pobedal 519 3567 -9.45 68109  5.72 625 1184 385 1309  6.44
32  Pobeda2  16.04 49.83" -17.37° 100211  0.37 1208 1128 414 7.66 2.12
33 Rustica -116.21-137.01"-16.36"8385.14 107.98™ 299.97 41.11"  7.10° 1944  12.12*
34 Samsun 959 26.47 42.49° 17.70™ 42318  8.64 759 7.49 222 1999 346
35 Samsundere -892 570 -13.89 -391.36 -1895  -479  -7.73  -170  -1154  -2.36
36  OR205 -1697 -238 -9.71 225552° 21.33  46.20"  9.18 112 1116 518
37  OR-345 220 21.88 -21.38" 87825  -8.70 1115  7.78 095  -7.08  -2.79
38  OR-379 540 1064 441 56242  -6.89 1282  8.72 264  -081  -0.60
39 CHT209.12 17.20 3093 -357 -1540.87 -373  -58.74™ -100 173  -431  -197
g0 CHT20912 55 1990 116 182016 5104 3434 1723 524 2505  8.64

exF.K.40-1

41 CHT266-6 -1.94 126 -093 11967 1599 8.11 0.26 0.13 0.10 0.67
42 C.HT.2838 -27.62" -182 -26.32" 154090 4104  57.03" 11.88 347 5.82 4.48
43 CHT27338 -239 -1828 11.92 2657.97 2560 5575~  11.92 277 7.41 2.33
44 Basmal2-2 -051 123 -22.37" -25461 1377 0.60 3.75 165  -1422  -3.84
45 Basmal16-10 -1.47 20.96 -4.63 -909.19  0.48 1124 -090  0.63 111 1.27
46 Basma104-1 -21.03° -15.61 -14.66 1586.66 9.68  56.04™  7.69 008  -11.86  -2.82
47 Basmal81-8 -508 879 919 699.64 21.03 3098~ 1025 277 2024  6.34
48 Zichna  -19.18" -1580 901 35523 -1519  26.17"  -155  -156  1.17 2.37
49 lzmir 1245 172 -1448 64946  -9.83  2472° 191  -031  -616  -0.33
50 P.D.324 -367 627 -60.6776984.35™ 66.31° 120.33" 17.66 165 2370  10.03
51  P.D325 146 3246 -572 -1873.83 -36.84  -37.31 -632  -092  -13.88  -3.12
52 P.D.406 -18.85° -17.94 -10.44 85719 332  3039" 236  -041  -126  -122
53  P.D.328 -2371" -6.62 223 147772 275  5325" 734 036  -155 536
54  P.D.329 -31.34" -1519 -16.97° 2052.82° 17.96  69.99™ 1352  3.28 0.01 1.73
55  P.D.336 -23.49™ -1847 -26.007217558° 9.89  60.29™ 1372 196  -348  0.96
56  P.D.345 965 1291 119 -468.02  3.56 1020  8.34 3.02 8.24 2.09

VY



OL\Ker 5 I cmlogh w058 Sac sl 5o ol Slhe el 55,50

0 J)v\} 4als)
Table 5. Continued

'@L: “;ﬁiw)‘ Sl Clg.d 5058 SES O3y 500 S O3y 50k Si 03

e ¢ . ¢ ¢ &)< H .8 $) o $) a $ < s
3 555 A Geal) Sy @S, (DS, (DS, (D (D, D6y Dy
Number  Genoype  poweing  Plant  No.of Leafarea Freshweight Dryweight Freshweight Dryweight Freshweight Dryweight

date height(cm)  leaf (cmd) of leaf (gr) ofleaf(gr)  ofroot(gr) ofroot(gr) ofplant(gr) of plant(gr)

57 P.D.364  -18.46" -0.12 -17.88" 1678.78  26.67 58.67"  15.53 3.69 10.85 4.66
58 P.D.365 6.93  44.55" -12.70 -492.24 1.67 -16.41 7.06 2.77 6.70 117
59 P.D.371 -1341 019 -6.64 639.33 -1.41 28.34™ 9.23 1.49 3.08 2.07
60 P.D.381 -21.85" -21.75 -16.21" 1079.38 -16.52 53.78™ 7.22 0.91 -14.81 -1.18
61 SPT 403 -8.48  -19.53 -14.08 1384.19 10.34 48.06™ 0.98 -1.22 -21.75 -5.42
62 SPT 405 1527  25.67 -20.17" -1646.53 -16.26 -40.00™  -7.60 -1.26 -22.38 -7.19
63 SPT 406 -31.77" -11.13 -25.23™ 1729.27  36.76 67.92"  11.93 141 6.63 3.73
64 SPT 408 -21.13" -28.35 -24.18™ 1229.89 0.08 40.49™ 4.05 -0.74 -15.07 -3.86
65 SPT 409 -7.07 -3.25 -16.40" -1319.33 -22.11 -12.98 -5.77 -2.38 -21.63 -6.10
66 SPT 410 -19.95" -8.94 -26.60" 674.96 7.39 31.16™ 411 -0.18 -10.75 -3.10
67 SPT 412  -10.68 -11.55 -27.04™ 1538.47  13.05 41.85™ 9.90 2.40 -7.65 -2.03
68 Esfahan5 -24.06™ -20.71 -11.32 1696.74  11.36 47.26™ 8.42 1.15 4.59 -0.09
69 SPT 420 6.84 -9.70  0.70 -560.88 -14.18 -19.74™  -6.68 -2.48 -14.86 -5.07
70 SPT 430 -19.38" -37.45 -16.60" 2456.79" 15.40 62.64™ 5.28 -0.80 -13.43 -1.91
71 SPT432 -11.10 -6.09 -15.05 711.48 18.80 21.26" 2.07 -0.64 2.63 3.50
72 SPT 433  -21.41" -2259 2.69 2296.98" 22.43 79.777  13.10 1.09 -3.01 0.93
73 SPT 434 -0.48  -14.80 -0.90 -2021.83 -40.75 -29.05™  -12.37 -4.10 -25.14 -6.42
74 SPT 436 -19.33" -3.33 -20.59™ 331.12 -3.10 30.45™ 2.94 -0.18 -10.35 -3.71
75 SPT 439 -25.26" -31.64 -24.87™ 1087.44 7.29 48.73" 3.85 -0.64 -10.41 -2.70
76 SPT 441 13.15 753 -6.90 -395.75  -7.86 -23.62"  -4.20 -0.79 -5.21 -1.83
7 Esfahan2 0.14 15.07 -27.76™ 1098.78  13.57 27.90 6.79 0.33 -10.85 -2.28
78 SPT 413  -1049 -1533 -8.80 799.19 -12.66 18.19™ -7.31 -2.80 -10.84 -3.26
79 Esfahani -8.92 12.53 -22.06™ 35327 -16.26 12.28 -4.40 -2.67 -11.13 -4.24
80 Jahrom14  -15.62 181 -9.05 1030.43 -4.06 45.26™  10.50 1.16 -2.07 0.56
81 Borazjan -29.07" 1.32 -42.59™ -510.80 -11.54 29.83" 141 -1.15 -13.19 -1.85
82 L 16b -30.91" -16.84 -15.54" 340.38 -3.39 43.13" 3.93 1.43 -5.73 -0.23
83 Balouch  -27.15™ -11.33 -33.26"3775.19" 45.75 78.88™  15.09 2.39 4.12 2.06

84 Lengeh 0.68 -11.01 -18.04" 89.04 -20.97 8.63 -0.11 -0.66 -27.27 -8.65
85 Saderati  -20.48" -30.44 -16.87" 621.18 7.09 29.24* -0.23 -2.10 -8.81 -1.64
86 Eraghi -12.77  -095 -11.90 100.60 -4.36 7.45 -0.28 -1.60 0.37 -0.93

87 Shahroudi  -34.00 -9.69 -15.99" 2232.32" 18.10 57.42" 9.25 1.43 12.55 4.77
88 T.K.L -19.43"  -15.43 -24.53"2167.25° 31.38 65.84™  12.03 1.20 5.58 2.47

89 L 17 726  -1042 0.15 1942.62 25.98 30.02"  8.78 0.76 16.37 4.93
o saz h?,
%Narrow sense - - - - 029 - 033 012 009 018
heritability
05+51 t-student - - - - 151.15™ - 53.99™ 13.96™ 80.16™ 26.87™

.,\j,\.\i:)jjuﬁ)'\diﬁas.x.a:@;;wl;dﬂswdﬁi\icjlﬁoﬁd&wﬁaﬁJa;'-.,\.;)5QJ@JWleﬁ)h@u%JrTQWJ*

*and ™: Significant at the 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively. The dash in front of the heritability column shows
values that were estimated to be more than one.
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Table 6. Breeding value of oriental tobacco genotypes in studying traits under broomrape stress conditions

B el A e SO KeElyy Sl KOy Sl S0y
oot - p5) A e Sy @Sy (DS, (DS, (D9 (D (DEs (e,
Number  Genotype Flowering Plant No.of  Leafarea Freshweight Dryweight Freshweight Dryweight Freshweight Dryweight
date height(cm)  leaf (cmd) of leaf (gr) ofleaf(gr)  ofroot(gr) ofroot(gr) ofplant(gr) of plant(gr)
1 Kharmanlil63 519 30.09 407 -170.39 -16.22 -5.40 -2.78 -0.95 -7.60 -160
2 Nevrokop 1257 4658™ -1224 141550 4282 9.08 10.46 354 19.36 277
3 Trabozan 2.88 -2017 755  659.72 14.99 485 3.30 0.85 471 159
4 Krumovgraid ~ 4.71 -1312 055 76971 3256 1054 10.78 193 25.01 7.09
5 Basma.S.31 483 -2214 796  1007.80 3091 5.98 10.86 268 2172 428
6 Triumph 243 -1644 234  866.72 24.99 147 343 118 -3.78 0.75
7 Xanthi 523 250  1574" 1419.39 40.15 9.02 16.30 450 37.83 1011
8 Matianus -2.95 -1268 355 39061 -1.95 122 -191 143 355 0.50
9 Immni 3000 382 26.67 697 38595 0.20 -1.82 423 047 476 222
10 Melkin 261 0.76 -3480 041 18169 6.35 3.05 487 081 411 240
11 Tyk-Kula -157 -30.03° 670 46584 16.69 5.87 333 119 148 0.12
12 Ss-289-2 10.64 -2337 178 117857 49,95 15.38 761 140 2554 6.85
13 Ohdaruma 531 -37.75° 015 567.98 28.25 1171 0.29 -0.50 6.89 0.71
14 Ploudive 58 6.12 <1173 -087 48254 14.67 3.37 271 157 15.05 5.87
15 Line 20 194 7.20 1016  756.60 2244 4.72 3.52 151 18.36 5.27
16 T-B-22 401 -3403 107 45291 16.00 6.56 304 040 831 2.56
17 Ts8 6.62 2343 219 28725 1594 6.18 405 0.99 1342 304
18 Alborz23 0.97 2439  -111  190.02 0.23 094 0.29 -0.19 2.80 248
19 F.K40-1 -0.66 -2643 674 9535 131 -0.53 -2.81 -112 -8.93 -0.68
20 Pz17 128 15.00 454 38767 346 213 7.52 1.70 1050 292
21 K.P.Ha -2.83 6.75 -0.37  59.90 -4.88 -2.04 -1.38 125 6.86 045
22 K.B 0.27 2432 -791 65455 22.82 7.96 -2.78 -0.14 -2.96 0.66
23 G.D.165 -143 9.03 -129 6787 3.88 124 0.56 047 314 0.21
24 HT.I -0.74 -251 -178 82152 941 209 -0.69 0.23 1172 2.37
Kramograd
25 N.H.H.9659 208 -0.33 909 34587 401 153 0.22 125 2.72 202
26 TK23 0.82 2526 099  290.79 1737 354 6.11 1.38 7.09 3.10
27 L 16a -1.89 11.24 347 29217 -6.82 -159 0.00 0.69 7.80 261
28 Izmir 7 8.34 -3130  -1254 134328 38.96 1153 434 205 1243 470
29 Mutant 3 -0.97 23.66 475 49215 6.31 443 3.37 120 7.56 2.38
30 Mutant 4 2.70 -9.56 237  220.66 12.00 2.88 0.90 -0.08 791 0.99
31 Pobeda 1 112 1665 -0.72 52893 1.03 221 -4.27 -1.00 762 158
32 Pobeda 2 0.61 4282 17.04° 34278 -9.35 -164 0.11 0.85 859 0.18
33 Rustica 1259™ -210.89™ -2853" 142248" 117.69™ 28.11" 1257 1.82 27.72 317
34 Samsun 959 543 3329" 1258 21285 -2.86 -1.08 3.39 0.36 9.38 218
35  Samsundere  -1.76 1065 031 37555 0.92 -1.55 -5.69 -157 -1.33 0.54
36 OR-205 246 2841 462 606.30 1701 350 0.84 -0.31 093 -0.58
37 OR-345 -159 16.90 6.78 23112 -90.87 -2.37 0.74 0.33 0.67 -1.16
38 OR-379 0.35 1127 783 32196 459 191 791 157 18.07 186
39 CHTZ209.12 -148 5088™ 165 21953 041 -1.19 172 1.26 7.71 142
0 CNTIPIEC 663 697 1137 10038 3913 133 967 175 3060 603
41 CHTZ266-6 -143 -4.44 159 42308 17.27 6.38 -197 -045 0.72 0.66
42 CHT.283-8 523 2150 -955 1055.04 40.44 1454 1.39 0.70 8.70 197
43 CHT273-38 540 -3894° 612 46724 21.86 599 514 240 859 145
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Table 6. Continued

' &L and) e s 5008 SeF O3y Sl KESly oy KEEow

ool D) Ja.xlf (o il 3)_, (sz)fj (pf)fj (@?);f} (pf)w_) (rﬁ)‘\«ii) (r;)éj (rﬁ)‘ﬁy_
Number — Genotype  Fownering  Plant  No.of Leafarea Freshweight Dryweight Freshweight Dryweight Freshweight Dryweight
date height(cm)  leaf (o) of leaf (gr) ofleaf(gr)  ofroot(gr) ofroot(gr) ofplant(gr) of plant(gr)

44 Basmal2-2  -6.05 1.96 -048 9588 -6.73 0.83 -0.85 0.65 -6.17 -115
45 Basmal6-10 095 1388 -216 854 -2.09 3.86 -6.20 -1.39 -6.21 -163
46 Basmal04-l1 173 -39.69 -897 24483 14.37 145 132 -0.87 -11.35 -3.16
47 Basmal8l8 723 -6.53 141 73251 28.06 5.79 302 097 1542 353
48 Zichna 057 -2303 583 10278 1.06 1.96 0.24 0.14 -3.27 -0.48
49 Izmir 231 -784 615 -2054 -1.98 -0.75 -2.73 -1.06 -8.39 -0.97
50 P.D.324 701 -29.96™ 36.86™ 796.54 3754 15.79 6.26 -0.87 2259 497
51 P.D.325 -0.09 41707 -160 -4765 -9.67 -3.97 -8.56 -150 -3.94 -057
52 P.D.406 1.88 -26.38 -10.02 21569 6.37 -0.56 -0.13 -0.66 -8.68 -191
53 P.D.328 243 -1851 000 19248 17.35 6.24 259 059 942 2.26
54 P.D.329 281 -4556° -764 53994 21.09 331 -1.13 -0.04 0.39 -0.69
55 P.D.336 -0.28 -3400 440 29643 3.06 0.67 112 0.66 4.75 050
56 P.D.345 147 -155 483 33507 210 0.72 0.78 058 297 152
57 P.D.364 0.56 -2067 184 73417 15.72 488 7.06 112 14.07 3.30
58 P.D.365 022 3529° 199 29087 -6.76 221 -4.98 -1.07 -361 -1.24
59 P.D.371 202 568 415 23234 215 1.39 469 093 6.63 117
60 P.D.381 2.74 -3204 288 22028 233 -0.89 -1.13 083 230 -1.40
61 SPT 403 -5.54 -34.28" 314  -14356 -2.27 -0.83 -5.94 -0.98 -10.72 -4.79
62 SPT 405 -7.67 3553 038 42101 -21.79 -4.07 -6.63 -1.49 -11.98 -3.44
63 SPT 406 5.38 4324 -1565 31899 32.37 10.27 497 0.29 0.17 -0.76
64 SPT 408 -5.04 -3385 938 -269.11 -2.81 -124 -3.02 061 -10.87 -2.15
65 SPT 409 -5.24 525 -847 -625.39 -18.20 -4.80 -3.32 -0.83 -1359 -4.19
66 SPT 410 -1.18 -1554 583  470.76 11.14 390 195 093 0.06 034
67 SPT 412 135 -1549 181 53264 10.88 385 3.38 0.60 754 1.08
68 Esfahan5 041 -3475 174 266.00 9.74 -0.12 083 0.12 247 -0.69
69 SPT 420 -6.14 7125 239 -707.32 -3042 -6.17 -7.80 -0.94 -13.17 -4.64
70 SPT 430 0.69 -48.08° 282 44752 20.48 432 -1.33 -1.06 3.36 -0.44
71 SPT 432 -1.36 -1513 414 931 6.06 358 -3.26 -115 202 0.66
72 SPT 433 491 -4901™ -228 479.20 24.02 484 3.26 0.90 438 053
73 SPT 434 -6.35 -1395 947 122142 4268 -8.46 -10.01 -2.68 -33.02 -1.72
74 SPT 436 0.34 1278 -692 17284 5.77 041 0.50 021 -6.93 -2.64
75 SPT 439 078 4847 -1023 -22266 0.64 -2.00 273 041 -18.97 -5.65
76 SPT 441 -6.83 14.19 488 477133 -24.26 -4.65 -6.41 -1.23 -5.94 121
77 Esfahan2 133 6.16 829  -8961 0.79 -0.77 6.96 0.39 -9.17 -241
78 SPT 413 042 -1019 215 2414 6.07 -0.19 -5.84 -1.37 -4.25 -0.67
79 Esfahani -1.36 0.11 -191 5542 -8.18 -5.68 -7.69 -1.49 -8.46 -2.14
80 Jahrom14 491 -11.86 056 28251 8.17 302 513 0.74 732 104
8l Borazjan -2.36 -17.33 -1753° 80.80 -1.75 -2.67 -8.72 -1.94 -19.25 -4.58
82 L 16b 0.26 -2808 -1111 -126.65 355 244 0.90 055 -3.25 -1.25
83 Balouch 185 -2958 207 43922 29.99 6.92 -2.84 =177 -1.97 001
84 Lengeh -4.95 -1427  -138 -530.73 -26.94 -6.28 021 0.85 -20.79 -4.96
85 Saderati -4.55 -3459 -1401 -589.09 -6.76 -1.84 -4.26 -0.86 -8.25 -3.27
86 Eraghi 122 -098 555 4341 -173 =277 -7.03 -155 -1.87 -097
87 Shahroudi 052 -2530 252  76.76 15.56 240 -0.76 0.09 -0.22 0.35
88 TKL 098 47827 -481 180.16 2177 8.16 0.85 -124 -6.88 -0.82
89 L17 734 2195 171 57384 29.62 6.74 6.44 164 16.62 442
o sah?]
%Narrow sense 0.35 - - 0.24 0.46 0.34 0.19 0.07 0.16 0.13
heritability
Oy 51 t-student 16.17" - - 1530.36™ 95.22™ 22.59™ 15™ 2.32" 32.06™ 711"

*

L 3550 Kl G oS das e LS 1 (g palie (6 p el ys O st Jas 5303 L&.M):;QJ@JL&}! T 53 s ame 4 T
“and ™: Significant at the 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively. The dash in front of the heritability column shows
values that were estimated to be more than one.
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Figure 1. Grouping of tobacco genotypes using Ward's method bases on breeding value of traits in normal
conditions
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Figure 2. Grouping of tobacco genotypes using Ward's method bases on breeding value of traits in broomrape
stress conditions
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Table 7. Results of canonical discriminant functions for accuracy classification tobacco genotypes based on
breeding value under normal condition

Predicted group membership

SN i kel el i iy slees S S e
Ward method 1 5 3 Z 5 6 Total
1 31 0 2 1 0 0 34
2 0 14 0 1 0 0 15
g soes 3 0 1 14 0 0 0 15
Count 4 0 0 0 14 0 1 15
5 0 0 0 0 1 0 1
S 6 0 0 0 1 0 8 9
. 1 912 00 59 28 00 00 100.0
Original 2 00 933 00 67 00 00 100.0
% 3 0.0 67 933 0. 00 00 100.0
4 0.0 00 00 933 00 67 100.0
5 0.0 00 00 00 1000 00 100.0
6 0.0 00 00 111 00 889 100.0

Lol LS"\""f"ﬁ; S a L&\_A:J}Jj ). Loy 4Y/\
92.1% of original grouped cases were correctly classified.

ﬁjl’.ﬁﬁh‘j‘;‘)b fw‘ g);l‘)‘)‘ g_)’"'LAJ"d};‘): LSLA“T"“;‘}")“ éhbﬁ;wd\jw CU @b—/\ J}J}-
Table 8. Results of canonical discriminant functions for accuracy classification tobacco genotypes based on
breeding value under broomrape stress conditions

Predicted group membership

5 o b e el el gt glaes S S e

Ward method 1 2 3 4 5 Total

1 21 0 1 0 0 22

2 0 7 0 0 0 7

ot 3 1 1 39 3 0 44

Count

4 1 0 1 13 0 15

Sl 5 0 0 0 0 1 1
Original 1 95.5 0 45 0 100
2 0.0 100 0 0 0 100

% 3 2.3 23 88.6 6.8 0 100

4 6.7 0 6.7 86.7 0 100

5 0 0 0 0 100 100

Lledds LSJ“.‘%")Jg L] Lag_,v:?}.:) )‘ Loy q)
91% of original grouped cases were correctly classified.
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Table 9. Deviation from total means of breeding vslues of traits for six groups obtained from cluster analysis
under normal conditions
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2 -11.81 -0.11 -15.65 1287.16 21.53 31.61 6.61 1.44 5.37 231
3 11.91 21.47 7.68 96.50 9.35 -10.32 6.01 2.30 14.54 3.91
4 -5.09 -10.72 -8.73 -186.99 -8.43 493 -2.73 -1.21 -12.69 -3.75
5 -105.25  -134.83 -3.71 7319.34 96.98 268.91 33.99 5.97 18.32 11.02
6 9.67 4.65 0.95 -1796.06 -33.10 -42.70 -13.60 -3.24 -18.76 -6.26
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Table 10. Deviation from total means of breeding vslues of traits for five groups obtained from cluster analysis
in broomrape stress conditions
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Abstract

In a breeding program, it is important to find out information about the genes action, because
knowledge in this field could help the researchers in their crossing programs and realizing effective
selection. In this study, breeding values of different agronomic traits in oriental tobacco were predicted
using the best linear unbiased prediction (BLUP) procedure. For this purpose, 89 tobacco genotypes
were evaluated in a randomized complete block design with three replications under normal (without
broomrape) and stress (with broomrape) conditions at Urmia Tobacco Research Centre, during two
successive years. Broomrape stress was applied by mixing 0.06 gr broomrape seed with soil in pots.
C.H.T.209.12e x F.K.40-1 genotype had high yield under both normal and broomrape stress
conditions and was one of the desirable genotypes in terms of yield tolerance and stability index. The
Rustica genotype was the best genotype in terms of the breeding value of most of studied traits in both
normal and broomrape stress conditions. The result from cluster analysis based on the breeding values
of the studied traits showed that, tobacco genotypes were divided into 6 and 5 groups in normal and
broomrape stress conditions, respectively; but the distribution of genotypes within the groups was
different depending on the conditions. The highest heritability was observed for root fresh weight
under normal condition and for leaf fresh weight under broomrape stress conditionss. The results
showed that a genotype with good phenotypic performance may have low breeding value. Therefore,
considering breeding value information along with phenotypic mean of traits can increase the
efficiency of breeding programs.
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