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ABSTRACT
Among biotic and abiotic stresses, broomrape (Orobanche cernua L.) is the most important factor in
reducing the yield of tobacco plant, so it is necessary to determine the genotypes that produce relatively
acceptable yield under stress conditions. In order to identify tolerant genotypes to broomrape stress, 92
tobacco genotypes were investigated based on randomized complete block design with three replications in
two control (without broomrape) and stressful (along with broomrape) environments at the research farm
of Urmia tobacco research Centre during two successive years in terms of flowering date, plant height, leaf
number, fresh and dry weight of root, leaf area, fresh and dry weight of leaf, fresh and dry weight of plant
aerial parts. Broomrape stress was applied by mixing 0.06 grams of broomrape seeds with pot soil. The
results of analysis of variance in the two experimental environments during two years showed that there is
not significant difference between the experimental environments for most of the studied traits. There was
a significant difference between genotypes for all of the studied traits. Genotype x environment interaction
was significant for all of the studied traits indicating the presence of different reaction of genotypes within
each environment. Mean comparisons showed that broomrape stress reduced the mean of all morphological
traits. So that the fresh weight of shoots except leaf (23.50%) and dry weight of shoots except leaf (23.70%)
had the highest decrease percentage; whereas flowering date (-0.7%) and number of leaves (5.02%) had the
lowest decrease percentage. In general, based on the results of the percentage reduction of mean of studied
traits, it was found that C.H.T.283-8, Kharmanli, Immni 3000, F.K.40-1, Pz17, K.B, L 16a, Rustica,
C.H.T.209.12¢, C.H.T.283-8, Basma 181-8, SPT 413, T.K.L and Samsun 1 are among the most susceptible
genotypes to broomrape stress. While Ploudive 58, Ts 8, Mutant 3, OR-379, P.D.328, Jahrom14 and Lengeh

genotypes did not show any decrease in any of the traits and are tolerant genotypes to broomrape stress.
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Table 1. Name of used oriental and water pipe’s tobacco genotypes in the experiment

Name of

No Name of genotypes No Name of genotypes No genotypes No Name of genotypes
1 Kharmanli 163 24 H.T.I 47 Basmal181-8 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 77 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 TK.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 90 C.H.T.269-12¢
22 K.B 45 Basma 16-10 68 Esfahan5 91 Samsun 1
23 G.D.165 46 Basma 104-1 69 SPT 420 92 Samsun katenizi
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Figure 1. Washing the soil of pots to measure the traits of tobacco and broomrape
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Table 3. Combined analysis of leaf dry weight yield and root dry weight of studied tobacco genotypes in two test
environments (without broomrape and broomrape stress conditions) during two years
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Source of variation DF DLYP (q) DF DWR (g)
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Table 4. Comparison of the mean of tobacco genotypes in terms of morphological traits under normal conditions

Traits mean under normal condition

Name of
DLY W DW APE APD mean
genotypes D PH NL LAl FWL L K o N -

- 675 1127 305 15202 50.9 48 1381 206.9
Kharmanli 0 5 0 5 85.11 21.08 3 5 8 28.53 7
Nevrokop oo 78.25 20 16645 50.30 11.80 29 8.98 54.00 12.90 206
Trabozan L50 64.50 262 16300 46.40 12.05 27 8.90 45.83 1363 239

Krumovgraid S0z 68.50 27 Soar? 036 37.48 R 9.65 a8 4385 366
545 28.0 1833.0 436 133 1019 224.3

Basma S. 31 ; 8150 ; R 52.73 14.20 . ] : 20.95 z
Triumph o2 3775 o 11995 67.70 21.25 Ja5 e 54.30 1173 2108
Xanthi 260 73.25 2 13420 38.25 8.00 2 o5l 86.43 21.23 Jr0s
Matianus 65.0 63.00 18.7 13515 37.75 9.20 35.2 109 52.60 15.48 165.9

0 5 0 3 3 4
Immni 3000 o7 76.25 22 26580 73.25 16.20 J30 9.00 63.60 16.00 5
Melkin 261 L80 7750 a5 12040 82.85 16.88 Jos J26 75.28 14.80 o4
Tyk-Kula o 59.00 250 170 34.15 8.70 206 5.68 51.23 12.80 bl
$5-289-2 50 68.25 e zraat 68.28 1668 Jas Jo0 75.18 27.73 h28
Ohdaruma R 5150 )80 s ;o8 30.00 s 758 46.13 14.13 248
Ploudive 58 S8 84.00 2 1557.0 3150 9.15 2 8.80 63.50 1550 s
Line 20 S 62.75 82 16780 20.45 10.00 82 6.43 48.90 21.60 369
64.0 347 2858.7 3.4 130 120.9 3334

TB22 K 70.50 . x 90.65 2393 . g : 23.93 :
69.7 237 1807.0 318 103 212.4

Ts8 g 57.75 k u 42.13 1358 ; ; 58.70 9.33 2
Alborz23 260 6150 282 21967 41.93 14.40 1 8.30 72.18 15.90 230
65.7 310 2093.2 136.0 49.0 127 1132 353.6

F.K.40-1 : 775 ; A ] 3453 s ] : 23.28 :
64.0 27.0 3023.0 106.9 455 13.4 117.0 352.7

P17 K 71.00 ; p ; 2965 . ; . 30.08 3
59.2 225 3057.7 100.8 585 18.2 1005 3526

K.P.Ha : 47.25 K . : 21.10 : . 2 22.63 3
K.B 290 60.75 205 18367 62.95 19.70 2 8.70 57.55 21.80 art
635 25.2 2777 108.1 37.9 108 103.7 263.1

G.D.165 K 57.50 k > ; 25.40 ; . ; 21.90 :
62.7 312 46910 170.7 40.9 10.9 17922 535.3

HT : 76.75 : “ ; 43.55 . ; : 37.15 :
Kramograd 63.0 255 23415 322 125 2731

amogr 4 87.00 K p 61.78 14.38 ; s 73.93 20,05 z
TK23 NE 61.00 20 2812 79.00 16.83 B 9.38 63.68 16.90 %52
64.0 1032 24.0 2406.2 410 132 1043 287.4

L16a K : ; 5 8L55 1245 s . ; 24.68 :
tzmir 7 o 47.50 22 13050 26.95 17.73 e 5.45 84.63 2083 s616
Mutant 3 290 3875 3 1222 3455 9.95 243 520 35.65 585 aart
67.0 100.4 312 38110 52.3 145 425.7

Mutant 4 K : . . 50.50 8.40 . . 8263 30.45 .
Pobeda 1 Lo5 94.50 240 22805 57.25 15.75 Jo4 e 86.10 19.15 %98
Pobeda 2 60.7 86.75 30.0 22192 54.23 8.10 391 104 88.28 24.33 2681

5 0 5 3 0 2
Rustica s 68.67 208 947.75 33.85 9.65 o2 7.23 4053 8.40 Ja0l
80.2 37.0 3075.0 104.0 5.6 201 1206 3620

Samsun 959 : 7750 ; : . 24.13 . Kk ; 26.08 3
Samsun dere /85 87.00 s w2 42.90 10.85 2re 3 78.13 19.95 1803
OR-205 065'0 84.50 528'2 20607'5 61.28 1443 821'2 7.90 202.4 27.88 goz.o
OR-345 o8s 88.25 2* 199035 20.25 9.40 e 9.30 53.48 10.40 015
617 23.0 10995 38.1 13.9 1413

OR-379 g 75.75 K p 24.48 6.95 ; . 57.85 1170 :



WY LSS B S s e e S L)
CHT 200126 710 1325 340 s 1806 146 3 Jo1 13 2893 50
CHTZ001205F 78 7725 ‘o1 311 1020 485 s 28 1202 655 w83
C.H.T.266-6 o2 5275 a5 16705 54.33 9.80 . 5.95 24.35 9.20 923
C.H.T.2838 s 64.75 265 26545 oro 25.03 Joz 9.90 85.85 20,60 3098
C.HT.273-38 o0 84.00 os 33662 o2 38.35 o 29 95.93 25.10 389
Basma 12-2 o2 69.75 200 o7 2055 2955 Jos 556 83.88 23.00 i
Basma 16-10 oo 76.00 285 ues7 87.08 27.70 8 g2 80.90 20.20 e
Basma 104-1 265 87.25 2 23460 90,53 2173 o1 785 66.30 15.40 2759
Basma 181-8 S 80.75 200 16307 5135 13.95 249 Joo 82.90 18.98 223
Zichna L05 78.25 285 1517 35.80 7.60 e 6.30 56.88 17.68 1864
Izmir 20 63.25 Jos P 46.40 13.00 23 5.90 7070 19.98 &9
P.D.324 S0 73.25 24 1798 42.33 9.05 oo 7.40 P 26.25 28
P.D.325 NE 68.25 &0 P 44.88 13.38 83 28 92.10 2218 200
P.D.406 280 56.50 202 12687 45.10 8.60 R o 69.48 1715 584
P.D.328 Jor 20.25 J20 12600 30.15 14.00 222 6.48 24.85 10.10 s
P.D.320 Sa0 87.50 287 wr07 30.73 13.25 Jos 220 60.63 1485 1628
0336 01 6475 28 1671 410 1413 a1 s 1057 1088 2066
P.D.345 So2 74.75 245 1087.0 31901 8.58 269 8.80 60.00 1233 01
P.D.364 Ja2 9150 287 2o 74.15 0.13 e o 72.18 21.13 2104
P.D.365 280 66.75 242 13250 33,63 9.80 239 9.38 54.85 1773 ha
P.D37L L2 64.50 287 uasT 31.10 1170 22 765 57.65 1450 el
P.D.381 oro 80.00 2ro 18660 63.10 1185 20 Joz 82.00 15.45 256
SPT 403 o 48.50 w50 10282 37.73 6.86 Jaa 338 27.08 9.35 29
SPT 405 250 47.50 a0 958.75 20.85 5.5 56 9.40 20.33 9.05 o
SPT 406 =7 43.75 Jeo 10465 32.88 6.50 580 450 30.93 10.48 e
SPT 408 oo 4275 Jor 904.75 24.30 7.13 Jeo J26 38.83 9.03 12
SPT 409 225 38.25 Je2 404.00 16.73 5.30 221 473 20.20 1125 58.74
SPT 410 o0 43.25 J20 T 3858 6.33 208 463 49.83 533 8
SPT 412 o8B0 50.50 055 648.50 31.70 5.00 29 555 4085 8.15 88.77
Esfahans R 50.75 oo 805.50 35.38 9.25 o 5.95 41.00 9.25 087
SPT 420 NE 40.75 9.50 386.00 12.08 3.38 o 5.03 26.45 7.70 5651
SPT 430 NE 44.50 Jao 673.00 16.00 318 8 3.40 4178 12,65 88.73
SPT 432 280 40.00 A 15965 52.90 8.70 e 7.15 50.55 12,90 Jus
SPT 433 Jes 25,50 JB0 woLs 20.40 460 oo 475 29.45 9.68 gt
SPT 434 265 51.00 20 21002 83.05 1865 282 9.15 97.70 20.40 286
SPT 436 50 36.50 32 578.50 12.75 3.05 o2° 2.90 17.30 5.45 73.76
SPT 439 o2 3250 oo 688.00 21.40 6.65 9.43 2.30 33.85 10.85 8652
SPT 441 o0 51.00 NE 12945 54.25 9.75 R 875 58.38 16.88 9
Esfahan2 oas 66.00 Jos 14850 12.10 2.30 oo 8.00 48.90 1460 4041
SPT 413 o 43.75 i 936.75 31.70 6.73 gt 405 70.70 1445 88
Esfahani o 40.50 oo S675 15.45 3.05 Ja6 3.00 24.20 8.30 w37
Jahrom14 058'5 78.50 014'5 2142'0 3135 6.90 024'4 7.00 4850 12.45 i““
Borazian J2s 27.00 2o 934,50 1765 3.00 s 345 54.25 1535 B3
L 16b oes 79.50 5o® 170 47.45 10.80 220 Jot 61.05 1655 201
Balouch 280 42.00 J2s 699.00 28.15 555 i 285 38.80 10.20 91.68
Lengeh 064'0 67.50 019'5 952.00 33.40 7.10 521'3 5.45 4360 9.75 1223
Saderati Jeo 53.50 e Lo 4855 9.30 2re 745 61.85 1425 7o
Eraghi oo 3450 J20 734.50 20.10 5.30 200 435 40.80 8.80 94.04
Shahroudi 205 49.00 205 18705 64.55 12.70 e 4.25 83.05 23.30 205
TKL N 61.50 J8e Lo 50,05 11.70 o8 8.35 o134 1385 295
L17 Lo5 73.50 20 49500 82.45 17.25 2ro 565 96.85 21.90 %61
CHT. 26 51 48.75 245 1567 95.36 18.15 o6l 9.95 67.90 12.20 50
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5.7 312 2164.2 149.4 480 157 158.3 278.4
Samsun 1 5 96 5 5 5 22.63 5 3 8 43.18 7
Samsun 55 56 2 2481 49.30 26.13 o4 2 62.40 21.28 2828
Mean 60.9 64.23 226 1819.1 57.76 14.38 29.9 9.82 70.93 17.60 216.7
8 5 0 2 4
LSD0.05 3.90 12.74 5.56 10680 20.85 8.09 Jos 5.14 33.27 8.89

059 (FWR, ar) 4oy 5 oyjs (FWL, Or) Sy 5 59 (LAl Sy o sl (NL) Sy olass (PH, cm) &4 ¢las)| (FD, day) 248 7,
DLYP,) &gy slaS s i (459 {APDW, gr) 5y 520 olsn plail Sid 55 (APFW, 1) S p 320 olsa pliil 5 559 {(DWR, gr) ady, Sis

(FWB, gr) jdls J5 Sis 59 5 (FWB, ar) 3l JS 656 (59 (NEB, gr) o3 ailga 3l IS slass o(gr
Flowering date (FD), Plant height (PH), Number of leaf (NL), Leaf area (LA), Fresh weight of leaf (FWL), Fresh weight of root
(FWR), Dry weight of root (DWR), Aerial part fresh weight without leaf (APFW), Aerial part dry weight without leaf (APDW), Dry

leaf yield per plant (DLYP), Number of emerged broomrapes (NEB), Fresh weight of broomrapes (FWB), Dry weight of broomrapes
(DWB).

HedS G5 Il 1> Se59098 590 Ol Y5 51 9395 SLadeij (eNile dwalie —0 Joaa
Table 5. Comparison of the mean of tobacco genotypes in terms of morphological traits under broomrape stress

conditions
Name of Traits mean under broomrape stress condition mean Characte
genotypes r
FD PH NL LAI FWL DLY FWR DW APF APD NE FWB (g) DW
P R w w B B (g)
Kharmanli 63.6 825 25 1862.3 59.32 10 28.8 7.17 59.9 13.38 221.2 2.33 63.38 + 23.18
7 3 7 1 + 38.12 +
0.76 15.12
Nevrokop 62.1 66.6 235 954.83 425 9.13 32.0 9.9 57.53 11.95 127.0 2.33 13.97 + 4.82
7 7 3 2 + 6.5 +
0.61 224
Trabozan 67.3 66.6 31 1514.3 43.03 9.15 27.2 8.38 42.73 11.88 182.1 2.33 19.25 4.80
3 7 3 3 7 + 4.62 +
0.56 112
Krumovgraid 62 63.5 26.3 2103.3 62 224 294 8.22 105.8 29.73 251.2 0.50 0.97 0.20
3 3 5 8 + 0.46 +
0.22 0.09
Basma S.31 59 718 25.8 2257 43.85 9.4 35.7 12.35 61.62 13.37 259 3.00 25.89 + 6.30
3 3 + 12.02 +2.8
0.93
Triumph 423 343 15.1 22418 50.8 13.25 327 8.02 47.88 14.48 250.0 2.50 5152 + 18.13
3 3 7 8 + 16.39 +
0.62 5.75
Xanthi 56.6 67.3 22.6 1034.6 31.7 9.5 20.4 8.43 62.63 20.17 133.4 4.83 62.13 23.92
7 3 7 7 7 2 + 25.25 +
1.25 9.81
Matianus 65.8 50 155 867.17 22.88 4.32 245 17.57 35.58 8.65 111.2 2.50 234+8 13.03
3 3 + +
0.62 4.83
Immni 3000 575 55.8 205 1455 52.07 11.62 271 6.97 43.98 12.67 1743 2.00 10.88 + 2.83
3 2 + 5.45 +
0.58 1.62
Melkin 261 65.3 703 246 2250 70.87 24.87 328 9.77 513 10.63 261.0 2.50 7162 + 16.18
3 3 7 6 + 5.61 +1.6
0.50
Tyk-Kula 54 51.6 25 1050 33.4 6.83 19.3 4.77 46.37 11.17 130.2 2.33 43.48 = 6.12
7 3 5 + 17.27 +
0.42 247
Ss-289-2 75 68 33 2061 70 15.07 33.1 7.33 64.1 17.13 2443 2.67 54.67 15.32
7 + 21.86 +
0.95 7.39
Ohdaruma 733 48 20 1444 85.02 26.75 16.4 5.77 40.25 10.82 177.0 0.50 23.08 + 6.72
3 7 4 + 16.4 +
0.34 6.62
Ploudive 58 783 77 265 1846 41.07 9.8 311 10.33 67.47 219 220.9 1.00 133+ 0.47
3 5 + 0.11 +
0.00 0.02
Line 20 64.6 74.3 19.6 1279.3 69.43 114 23.7 7.3 59.2 18.1 162.7 2.83 21.20+ 4.72
7 3 7 3 7 2 + 6.54 +
0.79 1.44
T-B-22 63.6 67.3 31.8 2553.1 68.7 20.47 338 8.92 103.9 23.95 297.5 0.00 0.00+0 0.00
7 3 3 7 7 + +0
0.00
Ts8 70 64.8 291 1929 64.28 17.47 317 11.03 79.12 20.18 2316 0.33 1472 + 5.37
3 7 8 9 + 14.04 +
0.21 5.33
Alborz23 55.3 53.6 28.6 17771 47.25 12.92 244 6.92 62.72 26.87 209.5 1.67 512+ 143
3 7 7 7 3 9 + 1.66 +
0.33 0.42
F.K.40-1 68.1 58.3 235 20775 84.65 26.78 385 10.63 51.17 15.1 245.4 2.33 20.40 = 6.78
7 3 3 + 5.4 +
0.61 3.18
Pz17 65.6 61.4 238 1280.2 55.72 135 325 9.66 54.22 17.04 161.3 0.83 28.27 + 6.12
8 7 + 11.05 +
0.31 2.22
K.P.Ha 64.6 443 246 2642.3 90.93 15.73 38.9 12.63 98.63 19.03 305.1 2.33 3543+ 9.90
7 3 7 3 7 9 + 13.4 +
0.76 3.43
K.B 65.6 413 19 1509.6 62.7 1317 221 6.07 36.23 9.67 1785 1.00 230+ 110
7 3 7 7 7 + 1.15 +

0.37 0.63
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Name of Traits mean under broomrape stress condition mean Characte
genotypes r
FD PH NL LAI FwL DLY FWR DW APF APD NE FWB (g) DwW
P R w w B B (g)
G.D.165 59.5 61.3 23 1736.5 95.43 21.95 48.8 15.02 88.05 211 217.0 0.17 0.17 + 0.05
3 2 7 + 0.17 +
0.17 0.05
H.T.1 63.3 69.1 32.1 4276.1 105.7 31.53 28.2 12.45 118.55 33.73 477.1 0.50 10.50 = 2.53
3 7 7 7 5 2 1 + 7.05 +
0.34 1.64
Kramograd N.H.H 61.1 83.3 26.5 1690.5 39.97 10.57 27.4 11.02 54.98 16.4 202.1 0.00 0.00+0 0.00
7 3 5 9 + +0
0.00
T.K.23 64.4 51.4 26.2 1253.8 53.08 113 27.9 7.14 51.9 15.74 156.2 2.50 9.13 % 3.00
9 + 20.18 +
0.62 0.88
L 16a 66.8 84.3 22.1 1546.5 47.42 8.68 26.1 10.12 64.65 14.2 189.1 0.67 197 0.58
3 3 7 5 1 + 1.27 +
0.33 0.41
Izmir 7 58.6 56.1 235 1786.1 47.4 10.57 23.6 5.4 53.15 13.72 207.8 1.00 13.70 = 3.50
7 7 7 7 4 + 4.53 +
0.00 1.16
Mutant 3 59 62 15.3 1236.3 38.53 17.67 37.4 7.57 52.23 11 153.7 117 423+ 0.87
3 3 3 1 + 0.91 +0.2
0.31
Mutant 4 67.1 80.1 251 1991.8 58.6 10.87 18.4 6.78 77.37 17.03 235.3 1.00 777+ 1.42
7 7 3 3 3 + 5.54 +
0.37 0.82
Pobeda 1 71 7 30 1721.6 71.83 8.6 18.2 6.43 58.67 14.43 207.7 0.67 4.27 1.97
7 7 9 + 2.7 +
0.42 1.24
Pobeda 2 61.1 80.1 29.3 2227.1 50.83 11.15 29.5 10.5 62.1 13.17 257.5 2.00 42,70 £ 4.04
7 7 3 7 2 1 + 20.56 +
0.37 1.35
Rustica 46.5 46.3 15.6 590.83 21.02 7.68 12.7 2.95 34.15 6.87 78.47 1.50 13.40 = 4.60
3 7 5 + 2.94 +
0.34 113
Samsun 959 70.8 70 32.6 1951.1 60.5 13.45 36.4 8.43 60.63 15.5 231.9 1.00 8.15+ 3.25
3 7 7 3 6 + 3.64 +
0.45 1.49
Samsun dere 74 95.6 32.6 3308.5 80.57 12.83 25.3 8.87 78.52 18.23 3735 1.33 6.38 + 2.92
7 7 7 2 + 1.45 +
0.33 0.94
OR-205 59.6 46.3 15.6 1018.3 29.8 10.57 244 8.23 27.77 5.23 124.6 1.83 48.00 = 12.22
7 3 7 3 3 + 1.77 +
0.48 2.73
OR-345 68.5 76.1 24 1281.3 28.42 8.65 20.0 6.37 50.55 10.42 157.4 217 16.00 = 4.58
7 3 5 4 + 3.18 +
0.31 1.41
OR-379 62 75.3 251 1446.8 27.83 6.77 34.2 12.03 58.53 11.68 176.0 1.33 1.65+ 0.40
3 7 3 + .59 +
0.49 0.15
C.H.T.209.12¢ 67 57.6 29.5 2769.5 99.17 32 38.7 12.9 107.33 23.45 323.7 0.50 1.60 + 0.13
7 2 + 0.76 +
0.22 0.06
C.H.T.209.12exF 69.8 65.1 30.1 2299.8 98.97 38.83 35.2 11.55 100.88 20.83 277.1 0.83 427 + 4.23
1 3 7 7 3 7 3 + 2.77 +
0.40 1.95
C.H.T.266-6 64.5 51 233 13755 39.55 9.05 13.2 5.43 25.42 10.18 161.7 0.50 16.85 4.58
3 7 2 + 8.04 +
0.22 2.58
C.H.T.283-8 48.1 40.8 17.8 1211 57.32 15.33 241 5.77 49.48 11.35 148.1 2.33 6.35+ 1.78
7 3 3 3 2 + 0.6 +
0.56 0.81
C.H.T.273-38 65.3 47.6 22 4268.6 57.6 14.17 27.1 8.4 45.03 9.63 456.5 0.83 34.08 + 11.55
3 7 7 3 6 + 10.93 +
0.31 3.74
Basma 12-2 64.1 63 18.8 1460.1 74.65 25.07 35.7 13.32 56.53 15.62 182.7 1.67 595+ 2.67
7 3 7 1 + 1.91 +
0.21 0.94
Basma 16-10 59.3 58.1 27.3 1264.3 64.62 27.23 14.2 4.08 51.28 12.12 158.2 1.00 715+ 2.15
3 7 3 3 2 7 + 2.19 +
0.37 0.74
Basma 104-1 66.3 74.6 241 1621 66.65 17.15 229 6.48 52.45 15 196.6 1.17 7.80 412
3 7 7 8 + 2.98 +
0.31 1.58
Basma 181-8 68.8 61.8 241 1049.6 46.78 10.38 15.8 5.87 53.97 13.13 135.0 1.67 7.88 1.73
3 3 7 7 2 5 + 1.9 +
0.21 0.36
Zichna 59.6 70 29.3 1387.3 46.33 21.97 18.8 7.07 49 115 170.1 1.83 10.75 = 5.02
7 3 3 3 + 3.51 +
0.48 1.37
1zmir 54.3 58 20.6 686.33 39.68 13.28 19.4 4.65 43.25 13.18 95.28 217 9.90 + 217
3 7 7 + 2.06 +
0.65 0.45
P.D.324 70.3 84.6 28 809 47.03 10.7 255 8.2 70.43 22.2 117.6 1.50 4135+ 16.12
3 7 7 1 + 8.63 +3.9
0.43
P.D.325 56.5 64.3 245 1278.1 34.23 8.65 32.0 7.5 72.87 15.65 159.4 1.17 347 % 2.22
3 7 2 4 + 1.19 +
0.40 0.81
P.D.406 55.1 53 17.8 935.2 33.98 7.73 38.8 9.2 50.63 11.73 121.3 1.33 0.87 0.37
7 3 5 3 + 0.39 +
0.33 0.14
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Name of Traits mean under broomrape stress condition mean Characte
genotypes r
FD PH NL LAI FwL DLY FWR DW APF APD NE FWB (g) DwW
P R w w B B (9)
P.D.328 49.5 30.6 11.6 1248 37.23 12.77 249 6.68 24.92 10.07 145.6 2.17 14.45 4.35
7 7 5 5 + 4.88 +
0.48 1.01
P.D.329 61.6 79 28.3 1352 33.9 7.97 22 33 63.97 14.23 166.6 1.50 16.43 45+
7 3 4 + 391 2.30
0.43
P.D.336 60.6 69 26.5 1490 50.2 11.67 29.5 7.87 94.37 18.17 185.8 1.33 148 + 1.68
7 8 + 0.53 +
0.33 1.31
P.D.345 66.8 745 24.8 903.33 26.02 5.42 26 3.9 45.03 8.93 118.4 1.17 10.2 = 0.47
3 3 8 + 531 +
0.17 0.12
P.D.364 60.8 80.6 25.5 1889.1 61.18 11.3 39.8 11.37 68.38 17.47 226.5 1.67 312+ 1.15
3 7 7 8 8 + 1.30 +
0.49 0.50
P.D.365 57 55 20.8 978 30.62 10.6 15.3 5.67 36.35 10.08 121.9 2.33 25.03 + 83+
3 5 + 7.17 1.61
0.21
P.D.371 62.3 59.6 17.6 812 18.57 5.62 20.7 7.47 27.17 9.3 104.0 2.00 221+ 10.27
3 7 7 5 + 7.70 +
0.00 3.01
P.D.381 62.8 79 26.3 1652.3 51.8 11.18 30.5 9.72 67.43 12.47 200.3 2.00 12.63 = 4.97
3 3 3 6 + 6.47 +
0.26 1.01
SPT 403 54.3 45.8 14.8 1049.1 36.77 6.27 11.8 3.23 27.28 7.03 125.6 1.50 3192+ 4.28
3 3 3 7 7 6 + 8.63 +
0.22 155
SPT 405 54.3 47.1 16 915 34.43 10.47 26.2 5.67 32.8 71 114.9 0.83 328+ 175
3 7 5 2 + 1.57 +
0.40 0.85
SPT 406 57 40.6 12.6 1091.3 32.53 6.03 36.3 6.47 37.37 8.9 132.9 1.00 37.87+ 9.29
7 7 3 3 + 16.40 +
0.37 4.47
SPT 408 53 355 11 629.33 19.78 4.53 12.7 4.87 23.13 5.88 79.97 2.00 26.33 % 8.12
2 + 14.08 +
0.63 3.36
SPT 409 54.3 343 11 737.33 26.9 6 5.83 4.13 28.43 8.23 91.65 3.00 28.08 £ 3.78
3 3 + 8.18 +
0.00 131
SPT 410 58 426 18.3 1072.3 35.47 5.57 18.8 8.47 28.47 51 129.3 4.00 40.85 + 13.37
7 3 3 2 + 13.12 +
0.58 4.87
SPT 412 57 38.6 14.3 857.67 25.13 4.13 134 4.68 25.17 4.63 104.4 1.83 20.98 + 5.28
7 3 5 9 + 4.11 +
0.17 1.37
Esfahan5 55 60 14.6 993.17 31.62 5.9 16.8 6.97 23.98 6.48 121.4 2.50 3192+ 7.13
7 3 6 + 7.68 +
0.50 1.75
SPT 420 56.3 30.3 9.33 284.33 13.2 3.97 2.07 1.37 27.88 4.67 43.35 2.67 10.77 = 1.18
3 3 + 2.50 +
0.49 0.23
SPT 430 61.3 39 13.1 690.33 13.58 3.97 8.62 3.32 18.22 6.23 85.78 3.00 472+ 2.63
3 7 + 0.64 +
0.68 0.68
SPT 432 62 32 13 773 19.93 4.13 16.4 447 22.53 4.73 95.22 1.00 12.63 £ 258
3 + 7.18 +
0.37 2.18
SPT 433 50.6 27.6 9.33 650.33 26.67 4.33 104 4.25 26.43 6.45 81.66 1.83 7.55 % 3.63
7 7 3 + 1.97 +
0.40 1.44
SPT 434 59.6 43.8 15 881.8 29.73 8.38 18.1 3.95 21.45 5 108.6 2.67 2795+ 7.13
7 3 2 9 + 13.75 +
0.61 361
SPT 436 61.6 35 12.1 583 16.7 3.97 9.28 3.55 18.53 53 74.92 2.67 20.13 + 5.05
7 7 + 7.38 +
0.21 1.94
SPT 439 52 27 9 630.33 17.57 4.58 18.5 4.92 22.2 6.23 79.24 2.33 259+ 357
8 + 6.25 +
0.42 1.09
SPT 441 51.6 47 17.6 1155 36.23 75 20.3 3.22 39.9 6.33 138.4 1.00 6.67 + 0.23
7 7 7 9 + 3.15 +
0.37 0.08
Esfahan2 63.3 54.6 19.3 720.2 22.17 5 19.6 7.23 23.23 5.9 94.07 1.67 293+ 4.47
3 7 3 3 + 1.32 +
0.21 0.82
SPT 413 53.1 315 12.1 370.67 15.85 3.43 7.73 2.9 20.6 4.52 52.25 1.67 17.7 = 3.27
7 7 + 4.26 +
0.67 1.39
Esfahani 51 443 12.3 419.33 15.93 4.5 14.9 4.1 27.73 6.87 60.1 1.33 747+ 0.85
3 3 + 2.60 +
0.21 0.27
Jahrom14 61.3 77 21 1093.6 35.67 8.2 36.1 8.9 53.97 12.93 140.8 1.33 4.07 1.67
3 7 8 + 1.47 +
0.21 0.52
Borazjan 53 30.3 9 229 11.83 4.13 8.93 473 33.6 9.13 39.37 5.00 155+ 2.83
3 + 4.92 +
0.97 0.83
L 16b 66 72 25.6 573 26.3 5.13 23.9 4.67 37.2 8.9 84.28 0.67 1.97 0.58
7 7
Balouch 63 35.6 11.3 605.67 19.4 4.73 5.03 343 14.07 6.7 76.9 0.67 0.38 0.43
7 3 + 0.14 +

0.21 0.14
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Name of Traits mean under broomrape stress condition mean Characte
genotypes r
FD PH NL LAI FwL DLY FWR DW APF APD NE FWB (g) DwW
P R W W B B (9)
Lengeh 65 63.6 23 1769.5 38.27 10.17 26.4 15.6 39.5 9.3 206.0 3.00 142 = 1.27
7 4 + 5.22 +
0.97 0.71
Saderati 49.6 48.6 12.6 1245.5 35.27 5.6 317 10.3 48.07 8.53 149.6 2.33 11.83 2.47
7 7 7 + 7.32 +
117 131
Eraghi 54.6 333 12.6 1762.3 40.23 8.57 12.2 39 41.83 9.43 197.9 1.00 11.73 + 237
7 3 7 3 2 + 3.79 +
0.37 0.75
Shahroudi 62.6 476 12.6 305.33 26.5 717 7.93 5 23.43 8.97 50.73 0.67 6.83 £ 18+
7 7 7 + 4.32 114
0.42
TK.L 62.3 34 15.3 977.67 30.7 6 17.4 4.87 233 5.33 117.7 2.33 235+ 6.1+
3 3 7 + 2.93 0.57
0.42
L17 70 65.6 24 1997 71.37 14.33 25.8 6.73 65.63 12.83 235.3 0.33 1.27 0.14
7 4 + 0.54 +
0.11 0.08
C.H.T.26 57.6 431 20.5 2308.3 66.8 15.53 33.6 9.97 61.53 12.27 262.9 0.67 173+ 0.83
7 7 3 3 4 + 0.83 +
0.21 0.44
Samsun 1 60.8 44 225 1639.8 77.98 19.47 25.8 8.1 85.48 31.2 2015
3 3 7 3
Samsun 56.3 53.8 20.8 2012 50.13 16.75 32.2 12.3 60.35 14.38 2329
3 3 3 7 2
Mean 61.0 56.9 21.0 1421.9 45.93 11.66 24.1 75 50.69 12.7 171.3
2 3 9 2 6 6
LSDO0.05 39 12.7 5.56 1068.0 29.85 8.09 104 5.14 33.27 8.89
4 1 9

S 39 (FWR, gr) ads, 5 o359 «(FWL, gr) S 55 039 (LAD S mhaw (a3 ls «(NL) S slows oPH, cm) w5gy glis )| «(FD, day) oal5 &,
slaas (DLYP, gr) @gs slacs , Sis ()59 (APDW, 1) S s 550 olsp plail Sis ()59 (APFW, 0r) S 5 520 alse plail 5 o5 (DWR, gr) ady,

(FWB, gn) 5l JS iz (335 5 (FWB, gn) Sl S o35 ()59 «(NEB, gr) o0 il 5l JS
Flowering date (FD), Plant height (PH), Number of leaf (NL), Leaf area (LA), Fresh weight of leaf (FWL), Fresh weight of root
(FWR), Dry weight of root (DWR), Aerial part fresh weight without leaf (APFW), Aerial part dry weight without leaf (APDW), Dry

leaf yield per plant (DLYP), Number of emerged broomrapes (NEB), Fresh weight of broomrapes (FWB), Dry weight of broomrapes
(DWB).

09) Jbo 5 byl pus 1 Comnnd 35 5 bl pad 53 (49795 ST g} 50 S joled y90 Olho iR wo pd - Joua
(g5

Table 6. Percentage reduction of morphological traits in tobacco genotypes under broomrape stress conditions compred
to normal states (witout broomrape stress conditions)

Percentage reduction of morphological traits

Reaction Mean
APFW  APDW FWR DWR LAI FWL DLYP PH FD NL
Kharmanli 56.65 53.10 43.31 5172  -2250  30.30 5256 26.83 567 1803 3157
Krumovgraid 21.43 32.20 14.51 14.82 30.99 40.18 40.23 7.30 -2.90 -2.25 19.65
Basma S. 31 39.55 36.18 18.27 7.14 -23.13 16.84 33.80 11.87 -8.26 7.75 14.00
Xanthi 27.54 4.99 50.38 44.17 22.90 17.12 -18.75 8.08 -1.20 1756  17.28
Matianus 32.36 44.12 30.37 -60.75 35.84 39.39 53.04 2063 -1.28 17.33 21.11
Immni 3000 30.85 20.81 18.00 22.56 45.26 28.91 28.27 26.78 28.79 18.81 2691
F.K.40-1 54.83 35.14 21.48 16.30 30.59 37.77 22.44 2498 -3.68 2419 26.40
Pz17 53.69 43.35 28.52 27.91 57.65 47.88 54.47 1352 -250 11.85 33.63
K.B 37.05 55.64 8.01 30.23 17.81 0.40 33.15 31.97 11?31 7.32 21.03
HT.1 33.86 9.21 31.09 37.53 8.84 38.06 27.60 9.88 -0.92 -2.94 19.22

Susceptible  Kramograd N.H.H 25.63 18.20 14.75 12.05 27.80 35.30 26.50 4.22 2.90 -3.92 16.34

T.K.23 18.50 6.86 17.21 23.88 45.04 32.81 32.86 1574 459 13?91 18.36
L 16a 38.02 42.46 36.27 23.80 35.73 41.85 30.28 1832 -4.42 7.62 26.99
Mutant 4 6.37 44.07 64.79 53.50 47.73 1.51 -29.40 2022 -0.25 19.46 22.80
Pobeda 1 31.86 24.65 40.00 56.41 24.50 -25.47 45.40 1852 -840 1176 21.92

Pobeda 2 29.66 45.87 24.56 -0.96 2.28 6.27 -37.65 7.59 -0.69 2.23 791
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Rustica 15.74 18.21 21.54 59.20 37.66 37.90 20.41 3253 379 23.56  27.05
Samsun 959 49.74 40.57 34.48 58.06 36.55 41.87 44.26 9.68 11.74 1170  33.86
OR-205 72.89 81.24 -14.80 -4.18 60.95 51.37 26.75 4517 820 4453 3721

C.H.T.209.12¢ 26.16 18.94 31.30 32.74 29.68 45.10 3260 21.27 563 1324 25.67

C.H.T.209.12exF1  16.13 43.47 20.74 43.93 26.56 3.00 0.31 1564 095 2596 19.67

C.H.T.283-8 42.36 44.90 40.05 41.72 54.38 46.45 38.75 36.94 2532 3272 40.36
C.H.T.273-38 53.06 61.63 49.97 63.37 -26.81 46.28 63.05 4325 -051 27.87 38.12
Basma 16-10 36.61 40.00 59.20 67.10 -5.91 25.79 1.70 2346 274 411 25.48
Basma 104-1 20.89 2.60 24.12 17.45 30.90 26.38 21.08 1442 026 1211 17.02
Basma 181-8 34.90 30.82 36.54 41.59 42.94 8.90 25.59 2343 340 1943 26.75
1zmir 39.68 34.03 12.81 21.19 55.02 14.48 -2.15 8.30 -448  -6.00 17.29
P.D.325 20.88 29.44 16.51 41.77 33.63 23.73 35.35 5.74 1.74 2.00 21.08
P.D.406 27.13 31.60 -13.33 21.90 26.00 24.66 10.12 6.19 488 1195 1511
P.D.329 -5.51 4.18 45.79 85.03 -6.39 -10.32 39.85 9.71 3.64 19j28 14.67
P.D.345 24.95 27.58 3.53 55.68 16.90 18.46 36.83 0.33 -0.88 -1.35 1820
P.D.365 33.73 43.15 36.20 39.55 26.19 8.95 -8.16 1760 1.72 1410 21.30
P.D.371 52.87 35.86 17.86 2.35 27.87 40.29 51.97 7.49 0.67 3394 27.12
SPT 408 40.43 34.88 20.50 61.59 30.44 18.60 36.47 16.96  1.40 -2.33  25.89
SPT 412 38.38 43.19 43.72 15.68 -32.25 20.73 17.40 2343 172 7.55 17.95
SPT 420 -5.41 39.35 87.95 72.76 26.34 -9.27 -17.46 2557 118 1.79 22.28
SPT 430 56.39 50.75 23.92 2.35 -2.58 15.13 -2484 1236 9.14 5.93 14.85
SPT 432 55.43 63.33 40.25 37.48 50.34 62.33 52.53 20.00 159 2353 40.68
SPT 434 78.05 75.49 35.86 56.83 58.01 64.20 55.07 14.06 -5.61 2857 46.05
SPT 441 31.65 62.50 40.61 63.20 10.78 33.22 23.08 7.84 431 -0.97  27.62
SPT 413 70.86 68.72 32.49 28.40 60.43 50.00 49.03 28.00 -324 1460 39.93
Borazjan 38.06 40.52 38.63 -37.10 75.49 32.97 -37.67 12j33 24T71 57.14 17.10

L 16b 39.07 46.22 -8.71 53.99 65.85 44.57 52.50 9.43 0.75 31?64 27.20
Balouch 63.74 3431 65.78 -20.35 13.35 31.08 14.77 15.07  0.00 9.36 22.71
Shahroudi 71.79 61.50 52.80 -17.65 83.68 58.95 43.54 2.71 24?10 5846  39.17
T.KL 79.45 61.52 51.27 41.68 53.69 48.01 48.72 4472 027 1714 4465
L17 32.24 41.42 4.62 -19.12 59.66 13.44 16.93 10.65 -6.87 14j29 13.87
Samsun 1 46.03 27.74 46.16 48.51 24.23 47.82 13.96 5417 -9.11 2800 32.75
Nevrokop -6.54 7.36 5.66 -10.24 42.64 28.33 22.63 1480 1087 -2.17 1133
Triumph 11.82 -23.44 2.39 45.37 -24.58 24.96 37.65 9.06 17.40 1076 1114
Ohdaruma 12.75 23.43 23.57 23.88 22.93 22.94 10.83 6.80 2.55 llTll 13.86
T-B-22 14.06 -0.08 1.97 31.65 10.69 24.21 14.46 4.50 0.52 8.40 11.04
tgfer:iae:]lt K.P.Ha 9.99 15.91 33.44 30.91 13.59 17.22 25.45 6.18 -9.15  -964 13.39
OR-345 5.48 -0.19 36.53 31.51 19.44 2.84 7.98 13.69  0.00 2.04 11.93
Basma 12-2 36.40 32.09 23.28 14.78 -33.75 29.30 15.16 9.68 -2.26 5.85 13.05
SPT 433 10.25 33.37 9.70 10.53 56.40 -30.74 5.87 -851 -897 4817 1261
Saderati 22.28 40.14 -13.42  -38.26 9.81 27.35 39.78 9.03 10?38 41.07 1274
Samsun 3.29 32.42 18.20 19.50 18.90 -1.68 35.90 3.88 -1.50 4.23 13.31
Trabozan 6.76 12.84 -1.87 5.84 17.25 7.26 24.07 -3.36  -3.58 18j10 471
Melkin 261 31.85 28.18 19.11 22.64 -86.88 14.46 -47.33 9.25 3.93 14j74 -1.95

Tyk-Kula 9.49 12.73 6.17 16.02 10.94 2.20 21.49 1242  -4.85 0.00 8.66
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S5-289-2 14.74  38.23 1.19 26.70 2458  -2.52 9.65 037 o 560 920
Ploudive 58 -6.25  -4129 504  -17.39 2010 3038 710 833 053 364 .
Line 20 2106 1620 3025 1353 2376 ... 1400 . 1463 778 o
Ts 8 -34.79 11é.29 0.06 -7.09 -6.75  -5258 -28.65 12T26 -0.36 zzjgz 28?15
Alborz23 1311 6899 3056 1663 1910 -12.69 1028 1273 120 -1.49  2.04
G.D.165 15.12 365  -2881 -38.05 2026 1172 1358 666 630 891  0.60
Izmir 7 3720 3413 2521 0.92 5851 -75.88  40.38 ... 915 -1.08 920
Tolerant Mutant 3 4651  -88.03  -54.03  41.45 048 1152 7759 0 000 o o,
Samsun dere -0.50 8.62 8.25 21.85 133:_77 -87.81 -1825 -997 573 -3.71 20?96
OR-379 -1.18 0.17 1024 1345  -31.59 -1368  2.59 055 -0.40 943 -2.93
C.H.T.266-6 439  -1065  7.07 8.74 17.66  27.20 7.65 332 531 -851 4.8
Zichna 13.85 34.95 12.01  -1222 1060 -29.41 1853.08 1054 137 291 15},3
P.D.324 3791 1543  -58.82 -10.81 5494 -11.10 -18.23 15?59 0.59 13f13 -1.88
P.D.328 -0.28 030  -11.98  -3.09 0.95 4.90 879  -4.85 21? 47 275 240
P.D.336 10.72 8.60 2027 4711  10.86 7.21 17.41 656 0.3 12f77 10.30
P.D.364 5.26 17.32 5.00 336 1757 17.49 2377 1184 383 1130 6.25
P.D.381 1777 1929  10.37 4.99 1145  17.91 5.65 125 622 248 974
SPT 403 0.74 24.81 4.27 4.44 -2.53 2.54 8.60 551 592 4f08 3.87
SPT 405 -11.83 2155  -67.95  39.68 456 -1534 7897 069 122 4f29 12f07
SPT 406 6.41 15.08 125'.75 4378 -4.28 1.06 7.23 7.04 224 950 12j97
SPT 409 -40.74 2684 7372  12.68 -8251 -60.79 -1321 1025 -349 1020 -6.70
SPT 410 42.87 4.32 874  -8294  -4.95 8.06 1201 134 7.4 52T75 -7.07
Esfahan5 4151  29.95 158  -17.14 2330 1063  36.22 18f23 -4.76 33f36 2.31
SPT 436 711 2.75 2806 -2241 078  -30.98 -30.16  4.11 12f13 815  -6.05
SPT 439 3442 4258  -97.03 113:_91 8.38 17.90 3113  16.92 12? 43 3B7L 363
Esfahan2 52.49 59.59 0.36 9.62 4 1;_98 -83.22 117'.39 1717 181 087 4T37
Esfahani -1459 1723 -956  -36.67 8717  -311  -47.54 -946  0.97 zajao -3.89
Jahrom14 1128 -386  -47.95 -27.14 423 1378 -1884 191 484 4f83 16f6 "
Lengeh 9.40 462  -2365 186-.2 , 8587 1458 4324 567  -156 17?95 35j3 4
Eraghi -2.52 -7.16 39.00  10.34 139'_9 , 3825 6170 339 720 558 20?96
C.HT.26 9.38 -0.57 6.84 020 -4825 2995 1444 1145 y 1633  2.63

13.08
23.51 23.70 14.85 13.74 9.93 10.61 9.01 9.80 -0.70 5.02

Mean

Ois {(FWR, gr) ady; 5 059 (FWL, gr) Sy 5 59 {LAI) Sy o adlis (NL) Sy dlass PH, cm) &gy ¢las)| (FD, day) »Al5 5,6
DLYP,) &g sSys s 59 (APDW, gr) S5 520 (olsn plail Sid 55 {APFW, 1) Sy 520 aleb plal 5 55 (DWR, gr) adyy s

{or
Flowering date (FD), Plant height (PH), Number of leaf (NL), Leaf area (LA), Fresh weight of leaf (FWL), Fresh weight of root
(FWR), Dry weight of root (DWR), Aerial part fresh weight without leaf (APFW), Aerial part dry weight without leaf (APDW), Dry

leaf yield per plant (DLYP), Number of emerged broomrapes (NEB), Fresh weight of broomrapes (FWB), Dry weight of broomrapes
(DWB).
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data a;
— 2 2 2 ’
MSgy = 0c + 104y +1logy input Year Condition Genotype Rep X;
(ol 580 Olpe w e o5 L oaad, cpl s cards;

%include 'c:\mult.sas’;
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