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Abstract

Introduction: Dragon's head, due to low water requirement or in other words, low water expectation, a short
growth period of about 80-95 days can be useful for the climatic conditions of the Iran, especially Azerbaijan.
According to the planting of several ecotypes with diverse growth and vyield characteristics and the
measurement of various quantitative and qualitative traits, as well as the use of statistical methods in data
analysis, it is possible to identify and introduce the compatible and suitable ecotypes for the region and, if
necessary, in the breeding programs. Therefore, the purpose of this research is to investigate the percentage and
yield of the oil of 49 ecotypes of Dragon's head.

Materials and methods: In order to evaluate the characteristics related to the percentage and yield of the oil of
49 ecotypes of the Dragon's head collected from different regions of the Iran, a research in the form of a
randomized complete block design with 3 replications was carried out during the years 2015 and 2016 in the
research farm of the Faculty of Agriculture of the University of Tabriz. The most important traits measured
included the length of the fertile branch, seed yield per unit area and the number of seeds in the main and
branch branches, as well as some qualitative traits such as oil percentage and oil yield. Data normality test was
done using SPSS software and statistical analysis of data based on randomized complete block design and
composite analysis using MSTAT-C and SPSS software. The comparison of the average data of the evaluated
traits was done using Tukey's test at the probability level of 1%. Also, to group the ecotypes, cluster analysis
was done by Ward's method, and the cut point of the resulting dendrogram was determined using the detection
function analysis, and Excel software was used to draw the figures.

Research findings: The obtained results showed that the ecotypes significant differences in most of the studied
traits. In the regression analysis of oil yield, the highest regression coefficient (1.098) was observed in seed
yield per unit area. Based on the average comparison results, ecotypes No. 37 (Alwar village of Bostanabad)
with an average of 116.3 gr/m?, No. 23 (Tabriz 4) with an average of 107.7 gr/m? and No. 24 (local mass of
Kalvanagh 14) with an average of 101.7 gr/m? had the highest grain yield per unit area. According to the results
of the variance analysis table of ecotype effect on seed oil percentage, the yield of oil per surface unit was
significant. So that ecotype No. 8 (indigenous population of Kalvanaq 7 city) with an average of 44.3 % had
the highest percentage of oil in the seed among the 49 tested ecotypes, and ecotype No. 27 (native population
of Param 1 Harris village) was in the next rank. While ecotype No. 37 (native population of Alwar village,
Bostanabad) had the highest oil yield per unit area with an average of 44.4 gr.

Conclusion: Based on the results of this research, ecotypes No. 37 (Alwar village of Bostanabad), 23 (Tabriz
4) and 24 (Kolvanagh 14) were recognized as the most suitable and compatible ecotypes for Tabriz city in
terms of grain and oil yield traits.
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Table 1- Characteristics of the soil where the experiment was carried out

Absorbable  Absorbable Total Organic

potassium phosphorus  nitroegen Iztl)/r(r);e matter S(g/:;j C(:OI/": 3’ Silt (%) ( dE/cr:n) pH Soil texture
(Ppm) (ppm) (%) (%)
295 58 0.1 11.2 1.1 63 18 22 1.12 7.7 (Loam-Sandy)
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Table 2- Characteristics of the 49 ecotypes studied in the field experiment



NO. State Ecotypes Longitude (E) Latitude (N)

1 East Azarbaijan Local (Kolvanagh 1) 46.99 38.10

2 East Azarbaijan Local (Kolvanagh 2) 46.99 38.10

3 East Azarbaijan Local (Kolvanagh 3) 46.99 38.10

4 East Azarbaijan Local (Kolvanagh 4) 46.99 38.10

5 East Azarbaijan Ahar 47 38

6 East Azarbaijan Local (Kolvanagh 5) 46.99 38.10

7 East Azarbaijan Local (Kolvanagh 6) 46.99 38.10

8 East Azarbaijan Local (Kolvanagh 7) 46.99 38.10

9 Ardabil Local (Sarab 1) 47.54 37.92

Continued table 2-

No. State Ecotypes Longitude (E) Latitude (N)
10 East Azarbaijan Local (Kolvanagh 8) 46.99 38.10
11 East Azarbaijan Local (Kolvanagh 9) 46.99 38.10
12 East Azarbaijan Tabriz 2 46.33 38.08
13 East Azarbaijan Tabriz 5 46:33 38.08
14 East Azarbaijan Tabriz 3 46.33 38.08
15 East Azarbaijan Tabriz 2 46.33 38.08
16 East Azarbaijan Tabriz 7 46.33 38.08
17 East Azarbaijan Tabriz 6 46.33 38.08
18 East"Azarbaijan Tabriz 8 46.33 38.08
19 East Azarbaijan Local (Kolvanagh 10 46.99 38.10
20 East Azarbaijan Local (Kolvanagh 11) 46.99 38.10
21 East Azarbaijan Local (Kolvanagh 12) 46.99 38.10
22 East Azarbaijan Local (Kolvanagh 13) 46.99 38.10
23 East Azarbaijan Tabriz 4 46.33 38.08
24 East Azarbaijan Local (Kolvanagh 14) 46.99 38.10
25 East Azarbaijan Local (Tazekand 1) 47 38
26 East Azarbaijan Local (Kolvanagh 15) 46.99 38.10
27 East Azarbaijan Param 1 46 38
28 East Azarbaijan Zarnak 50 36.16
29 East Azarbaijan Varzghan 1 47 38.44
30 East Azarbaijan Ahar 1 47 38
31 East Azarbaijan Tazekand 2 47 38
32 East Azarbaijan Malekan 46.10 37.14



33 Mashhad Mashhad 59 36
34 East Azarbaijan Warzghan 2 47 38.34
35 East Azarbaijan Param 2 46 38
36 East Azarbaijan Pigam Kalibar village 47 30
37 East Azarbaijan Alwar Bostan-Abad village 46.83 37.84
38 East Azarbaijan Dehlan Hashtroud village 47 37
39 East Azarbaijan Komarsefli Jolfa village 46 38
40 East Azarbaijan Gundak village 47.52 35.87
41 Urmia Urmia 44.64 87.72
42 East Azarbaijan Arlan Marand village 45 38
Continued table 2-

No. State Ecotypes Longitude(E) Latitude (N)

43 Ardabil Majra Khalkhal village 48 37

44 East Azarbaijan Lilab Varzghan village 46 38

45 East Azarbaijan Kharwana 46.17 38.68

46 Kurdistan Kurdistan 2 4699 35.31

47 Urmia Tekab 47.11 36.40

48 Zanjan Zanjan 48.48 36.66

49 East Azarbaijan Nazirluand Dervish Bakhalwillage 45 38
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Table 3- Variance analysis of‘traits in 49 ecotypes of Dragon's head

Mean square

Degree  Fertile Number Number .
of seeds Grain - .
- of branch of seeds . Oil Oil
Sources of variation on the - yield per
Freedom length . in each . percentages performance
main unit area
(df) (cm) branch
stem
Year 1 24™ 106.7"™ 74.3™ 510.9" 51.8™ 22.7™
Error 1 4 51.9 2524.02 315.6 21895 86.1 301.6
Ecotype 48 35.1** 24158** 275.4** 1185.03** 13.71** 164.3**
Ecotype x Year 48 0.02™ 0.2"™ 0.02" 0.5™ 0.2™ 0.6™
Error 2 192 8.2 8135 92.7 375.7 0.7 56.2
Coefficient of variation (%) - 9.5 9.7 12.7 113 1.9 11.2

™ and : non-significant, significant at p<0.01 and p<0.03, respectively
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Figure 2- The average number of seeds in the main branch in 49 ecotypes of Dragon's head
Treatments with at least one letter in common do not have a significant difference at the one percent probability level.
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Figure 4- The average seed yield per unit area in 49 ecotypes of Dragon's head
Treatments with at least one letter in common do not have a significant difference at the one percent probability level
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Figure 5- The average percentage of oil in 49 ecotypes of Dragon's head
Treatments with at least one letter in common do not have a significant difference at the one percent probability level
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Figure 6- Average oil yield in 49 ecotypes of Dragon's head
Treatments with at least.one letter in,common do not have a significant difference at the one percent probability level.
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Table 4- Analysis of the detection function to determine the cut point of the dendrogram resulting from the cluster
analysis for oil yield and its related traits in 49 ecotypes of Dragon's head

Group Probability level Chi-square Wilks’ lambda
2 6.9x10% 35.128 0.432
3 5.87 x10® 14.529 0.728
4 0.987 1.02 0.972
5 0.548 1.22 0.944

Table 5- The average of the groups and their percentage deviation from the average of all traits in2 clusters
resulting from cluster analysis based on oil yield per unit area'and related traits

Length of

- Oil Oil yield per unit
Group ;f;gli percentage area
The first group includes ecotypes 2, 3, 4, Average 9.23 20.23 15.33
5,10, 11, 12, 13, 17, 18, 19, 21, 25, 26, Percentage deviation from the total
28, 29, 30, 32, 33, 34, 37, 40, 42, 44 average "12.76 -5.64 1353
. Average 11.88 22.6 20.04
The second group includes ecotypes 1, 6, —
7,8,9, 14, 15,16, 20, 22, 23, 24, 27,31, "ercentage de;’\'lztr';g”efmm thedota! 12.28 5.41 13.56
35,36, 38, 39, 41, 43, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49 Total average 10.58 21.44 17.73
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Figure 7- Dendrogram resulting from the cluster analysis of 49 ecotypes of Dragon’s head based on oil performance
and related traits using Ward's method
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Table 6- Variance analysis related to multiple regression by step-by-step method for oil yield in Dragon's head

ecotypes
Sources of variation Degrees of freedom Mean sguare
Regression 3 406.354**
Deviation from regression 46 2.125
Total 48 -
R?Adj - 0.922

Table 7- Regression analysis of seed oil yield per unit area (dependent variable) with other traits (independent
variables) in Dragon's head ecotypes

Standardized regression coefficient (p)

Dependent variable :
R%Adi Lenglt)t:a?]t:l;]ertne Oil percentage Oil yield per unit area
Yield of seed oil 0.922 0.086 -0.688 1.098
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Table 8- Causality analysis of oil yield per unit area with traits related to the studied ecotypes

Indirect effect through

Correlation
Attributes entered into the : Length of : - ; coefficient
model Direct effect fertile branch Oil percentage Oil yield per unit area
Oil yield per unit area 1.098 0.020 -0.357 e 0.761
Oil percentage -0.688 0.013 e 0.570 -0.103

Length of fertile branch 0.086 @ - -0.110 0.266 0.242
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Figure 7- Causality analysis diagram of oil yield per unit area and its related traits in Dragon's head ecotypes
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