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Table 1. Analysis of variance for oil yield, oil content and major fatty acids of sunflower under normal irrigation condition

J.M‘Ju”@b: L;:lﬂ a5 R 23 s Sas RSV SH VWL” ol Kl S g
S.0.V. DF Oil yield Qil content Palmitic Stearic Oleic Linoleic
Jb 1 53764.3" 12.6M 2.4 0.2"ns 82.9" 36.0"
Year
)_lfQ_/JL” 4 32456.6 8.6 0.1 0.1 25 2.8
Replication/Year
J”“’“ 11 59836.3" 8.0m 1.1 3.1m 59.1" 63.4"
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JL”_X e 11 81208.8" 9.8"™ 0.4" 1.3 22.6M 25.8m
Hybrid x Year
C{N 3 157753.9™ 18.1" 0.5™ 49" 5.3 1.6
Line
S 2 25442.6M 5.6 2.7 3.9" 137.8™ 153.7"
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f‘“‘ x o 6 31872.7" 3.7 1.1 1.8™ 67.4" 68.0™
Line x Tester
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Jlw x e o . wx ax -
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Jlox e oY 6 106435.7" 8.7 03" 17 268" 311
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Lo
48 16030.4 2.1 0.06 0.0 0.4 0.9
Error
(o) Sy o p2 375 22 1.0 0.8 14 12
CV (%)

-Lp)b\_gl)@dw\cﬂa_ujéjlb&ujdxlbwj}%;yi

*x ns

E3
9 <

ns, " and ™ Non-significant and significant at 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively
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Figure 1. Relative contribution of different genetic variance components of oil yield, oil content and the fatty acids of
sunflower under normal irrigation condition
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Table 2. Analysis of variance of oil yield, oil content and major fatty acids of sunflower under drought stress condition
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(155
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Error
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N T e e B B RSO
", "and ™: Non-significant and significant at 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively
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Figure 2. Relative contribution of different genetic variance components of oil yield, oil content and major fatty acids
of sunflower under drought stress condition
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Figure 3. Mean values for oil yield, oil content and the fatty acids of sunflower oil under normal and drought
stress conditions. The bars represent the standard error of the mean values.
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Table 3. Estimation of genetic variance for oil yield, oil content and the fatty acids of sunflower under normal
irrigation condition
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Table 4. Estimation of genetic variance for oil yield, oil content and the fatty acids of sunflower under drought stress condition
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Abstract

This research was carried out to estimate the genetic variance components for sunflower fatty acids in two
separate optimum and drought stressed conditions in Karaj during 2020 and 2021 growing seasons. The
plant materials consisted of 12 hybrids derived from crossing of four restorer lines by three cytoplasmic
male sterile lines (Testers) that were evaluated in two separate experiments as randomized complete block
design with three replications. Drought stress made a reduction in oil yield (34 percent), oil content (six
percent), stearic acid (4.7 percent) and oleic acid (10.6 percent) and an increase in palmitic acid (12 percent)
and linoleic acid (2.8 percent). Line x tester interaction effect had a major role in explanation of the variance
of the hybrids in terms of fatty acid content in both conditions, indicating the critical role of non-additive
effects in genetic control of these traits. Under optimum irrigation, oil yield, oil content and stearic acid
content were under control of both additive and dominant gene action and palmitic, oleic and linoleic acids
were under control of dominant gene action. Under drought stress, except oil content which was under
control of additive effects, all the other traits were under control of dominant gene action. According to the
results of this study, fatty acid composition of sunflower was under control of non-additive genetic effects
and the crossing-based methods and hybrid breeding could be used for improvement of sunflower in terms
of fatty acid composition.
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