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Table 1- Name and source of sesame ecotypes
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Table 1 continued- Name and source of sesame ecotypes
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Table 2- Results of soil and water analysis
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Name of ecotype
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Establishment situation

MSC19, MSC29, MSC32, MSC33

Not emergence

MSC18, MSC20, MSC21, MSC22, MSC23 MSC25, MSC26, MSC28, MSC30, MSC34,
MSC36, MSC38, MSC40, MSC41
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Appropriate emergence- Died
before reproductive growth stage

MSC1, MSC2, MSC3, MSC4, MSC5, MSC6, MSC7, MSC8, MSC9, MSC10, MSC11,
MSC12, MSC13, MSC14, MSC15, MSC16, MSC17, MSC24, MSC27, MSC31, MSC35,
MSC37, MSC39, MSC42, MSC43
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Establishment and alive until
maturity




YO iz 10 (39 4 Jodd glp 4

S5 B 4 ey 5 Sl Ll el &y Ja 53 L]
.(Neumann, 1997) cul L]

3 5l a8 Glacs ST o oS 3l (Ui uib)ly 438 @l
W15 Jodo) )3 g9 (PS+/+0) (s )by gime OWS w5y £las)
392 o Bl YW GO 5l (glo i )5 ST &) ity oS () alS
MSC43 slacuiss] ) Gy @ K0 eli)] (38 5 Cyidie
Ao YA 55 Bl glas)l (Y Jaas) 4 osalie MSC12
OhSen g 350000 adlllas gl gy yio Bl ¥e I iy bacusS]
aouS plByl > asg gl ol lis (Mahmood et al., 2003)
G mme BMAINACL Vg o oo v (550 U addllas 590
ol lalS eli)l > (ghad il (558 Ll L (g sl
- o S g8 g 03> cawd 1) 593 Ol by Johr ygu basl s )3 s
o g 03l ygalS |y Ll s Jogb ey ol ol g
YL gyed b een 4 .(Munns, 2002) 30 0 Ay ialS
ialS ieS 5l gyl j3 1y olS il g ady liee ¢ oo ailiu]
(Maas & Hoffman, 1977) cusl o3l

6Pz BB gy p> ds i alawy s 5l usS slacyisS]
3 4L slawr baeuisST 5l as s YA 3 (5 Jais) iy (p<+/+0)
OHESan 5 Lo dalllas 35 a9 0 a3l jlas 5l y S &g
pLE )l > aigy 40 sl slaay a8 o> L (Mensah et al., 2006)
2 cadls 5l s 39, OF > (Arachis hypogeal L.) uoj plol
48 Sy ¥I¥ 290 dlawd & e Bl i) 9,500 VY (55940
GBS o3 VY e (il uitenjo S /N0 Jlog 4 s
=) sl 5l eolawi 3 (gy0d Sl > asld sl Lials .l
Narash et al., 1993; Sadat-Noori ) cul s (5,55 56,50
byl s o) 30 LacussST @glas S sy o0 Hlas 4 (et al., 2006
e o 3 ol 455 155 53 Ll S5 Jply &, i
(Langham, 2007) sib olie slse

SIS soS lacsssl o (ol glaesls Job a5l
Il aiels 4 jsb & (F Jgan) aib sdnlice (p<e/+0) (g5 gxe
5 Cglate deuisST y yio Dl VWY U Y 2g0s 5l ils slaasls
ol Voo i (ol o35 Jgb lacaisST 10 Y 5o
5 Miwd e JouaS dliad dder p3 adls aouS 0 (Y Jaia) o
b 9 595 Dl S canlio Sy a4 jlo sl L) (4
4SS Mw) o y b5 & (Langham, 2007) 25l o (s jiimwgsd dlgo
(P9 Cao joym 9 M Slse LS (35 e )b Sl 6y9
o3l il |y laadlls wd) ased )0 g 0dd Sy o yidlS Cow
.(Gaballah et al., 2007) ¢!

aS’ 15,8 4,135 (Ghorbani et al., 2005) f,Kon 9 Sb)
0)9> Jo-b yLa 5l jlo g pudenjigwd VW ()90 )3 pAiS 05, 93
(Aslam et ,ISan g pMl izils MBS p by 59, S
G jgy Vo O Ay ()9 S 48 Bl o al, 1993)
sbadily g 45 @y sladiy bl 5 (odug) 0)9> Jobo LialS
48 My o p LS 4 il o b (gyld me WS Lialej] 5)g0
331 Ly olyan 85 5,05 JUIS Gl 51 e BB s al5
uu&}uDbu‘u&b&bwuj):d)u)bé:)u)w‘wlbﬁ
o)L 5 wils (Munns et al., 2002) ¢l oads LacyisS|
Job ials L (g5 &5 05,5 4,155 (Munns et al., 2006)
O Uwal) c\b).o 0 S RN ) W Pes ‘_glbé\;y 2 uba.\lf 0593
a3 o yl)3 5l cod 1) Ll 5 Slhee g o Ll

0y9 Joo L MSCO ST il 6y o aily 5 Sas oy sy
5 Sl adlae @l (V5 0 slaJsiz) Ad osalin jo, £Y il
SNaed a5 0 4lis 6,5 s (Yasari et al., 2004) ) )Sen
5 S5 Dg Cade (T=+/+0) &by 0 4 0y90 Jobo b 3 Sdae oy
3B als o Job wyp b 35 (Zheng et al., 1993) ,\Sen
239> Jobo (&5 83,5 )15 0yley S5 e sy )
) 2539 )b xe g Cute dlayly wild 3 Sl o 2l

eSS Mb) jo) 423 9 oy Sl sl oS sleussST o
(P<+/+0) (gl ime W] S 5elgn 58 Sy B 0yl sums
2338y 59y 42y 9 59y S cp i (¥ Jgda) cil 3924
slaccsest o ol opyieS g MSC36 g MSC31 slacssS]
5l emen gy dlaad il alely LA odmline MSC13 4 MSC2
J932) 392 59y YV BWVE (o (Sjglnsud (Sdw) B (045 o
aS sl L (Grieve et al., 1994) o)L Sen 9 52,5 zols (0
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oLl 4y Cand 9 92 oy ion) (500 VOIY (5355 53 g, 4
ol CiiS lapaiS &S by lis 35 (Francois et al., 1986)
Oy 9 Yo oo u_wl.)).: oalel $g5 aan) el Eops S Lo
ol (Langham, 2007) pL&SY aw)p Cudld 299 cglas pl6 )|
doniS (Sduwy U cadls jl 5oy olawi s ey bl jo oS s 0
blyd )5 woeS il oad ool pion 58 4 a2 L
s (695 polds bauly (ol 53 & w0 plai 4 3L slo)S
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o 3l olasl slaely 5l (S (Gardner et al., 1985) )Ken

Tl g bl o Ay 093 (A5 oUgS g (wyd95 oy ¢ylalS )



Y#

gov]

> «5)29LiS (bl pgr 4y

Loy f al> ¢

WA ke o)

“Kjaanoadsar ‘[aaa) Anjiqeqoad o4 at 18 JuBDLIUSIS pue JuBdIIUTIS UOU A 4, puB

1

s iy L 5 ¢ ¢ o 22 oo -
€ i h 5 on (5 € eyl of o o[ B8R ot

el
s ¥ - - - - - - - -
loLrz]
- LT s0s ¥8°0T 96060 9¢°LI 1651 0¥9T £'F89 1'ovL
ad£100
(e L ,029°0¢ FE9E LFLTO] LOTY L££59 LEVEL L1181 L1686l
FBo1g . .
e [ LC0t'TT L0988 al P11 .C8'98 LCLOL LLOLOL b TPO1 L0°€90F
Jaquinu
ued jo uoeneAo) I wl06'€ 89’1 wCLOO'0 wlt'l w8121 S9! w8 wb’ 66
S eovie Hee
DUISIIWD porixd yaoas ERITERAEIUE) porad ymoas
A0S i 0) Surmog 2anERTIA porad yymoas porad 0) Suinog ADEIITIA portad ypmoas potiad
2 fes? ) P aananpoaday IMoas [eyo, o G aananpoaday YIM0I3 (B0,
amaTe of<p . ) c6f0 Comp (7™ 5P <66 Come . ) <60 Comp (o S c6fe Come
ok bl cée fomr Bk Rl céfe fomr

Aep Jo raquiny

eerc (66

AP 22183P - YIMO0IS UONE[NWNIDY

¢fp (60 —Corp ploon™

uoneanjew 0y sad£)003 JWESIS Jo SAB(] B[ PIM0ID) pue SABP Jo Idquinu 10j (21enbs Jo uvdy) 29ueLIEA JO SISA[EUY - Qe
<ré[3-mR ol Qe (s ofmm) oy (6 6 oy 60 oo | qomms g Conir 57 | F v smiee



YV o 50 (59 4 Joi gl (o554

3t o jed OT) yous DT b ond (g5l oS (Sl sST )3 (gGoled Unlye (2025l oy 453 9 9y T (uSilke dumlilo —0 Jgax
=
Table 5- Mean comparisons of number of days and Growing Degree Days (GDD) of phonological stages in sesame ecotypes,
irrigated with saline water (EC=5.2 dS.m™)

oS (gg0d oy
Stage of plant development
M5y 093 JS il sy 093 gy ) 092 O e U csls
Total growth Reproductive growth Vegetative growth Sowing to
period period period emergence

39542, 39 39542, 39 39542 39 95420 39 iss|
GDD Day GDD Day GDD Day GDD Day Ecotype

1466.3 137.2 511.1 62.0 955.2 75.2 148.6 17.4 MSC1
1384.1 126.4 540.4 62.0 833.7 64.4 2472 22.1 MSC2
1461.7 136.5 515.0 62.0 946.7 74.5 101.8 14.7 MSC3
1439.5 133.7 523.9 62.0 916.3 71.7 90.8 14.1 MSC4
1423.3 131.1 535.2 62.0 888.1 69.1 78.6 13.4 MSC5
1410.0 129.0 548.6 62.3 861.4 66.7 89.3 14.0 MSC6
1434.0 133.4 512.7 61.3 921.3 72.1 100.8 14.7 MSC7
1465.9 138.1 498.1 61.4 967.8 76.7 131.2 16.4 MSC8
1440.4 133.8 523.8 62.0 916.6 71.8 91.6 14.2 MSC9
1399.7 128.8 540.0 62.3 859.7 66.5 84.4 13.7 MSC10
1469.1 137.9 497.1 61.3 972.0 76.6 95.4 14.4 MSCl11
1437.9 133.2 526.9 62.0 911.0 71.2 241.4 22.6 MSC12
1400.9 126.6 556.9 62.3 843.3 64.3 87.0 13.9 MSC13
1413.9 129.5 547.6 62.3 866.3 67.2 102.5 14.8 MSC14
1466.7 138.0 487.4 60.9 979.3 77.1 96.1 14.4 MSC15
1479.2 141.6 468.2 62.0 1011.0 79.6 159.5 17.4 MSC16
1482.0 140.2 467.3 60.1 1015.0 80.1 2323 23.0 MSC17
1463.2 136.4 519.7 62.4 943.5 74.0 198.2 20.2 MSC24
1408.2 129.4 543.7 62.4 864.5 67.0 56.2 12.2 MSC27
1491.7 141.1 464.7 60.1 1027.0 81.0 56.2 12.2 MSC31
1437.4 1339 549.2 64.7 888.2 69.2 149.8 17.4 MSC35
1481.0 140.5 460.0 59.9 1021.0 80.6 239.8 224 MSC36
1459.6 137.8 503.0 61.7 956.6 76.1 234.8 222 MSC37
1401.4 128.8 540.4 62.0 861.0 66.8 178.3 19.0 MSC42
1465.1 137.4 495.6 61.2 969.5 76.2 221.8 21.5 MSC43

R LSD

45.6 7.0 43.8 1.6 86.1 7.6 66.3 3.8 (0.05)

S5 (gl cme BB oy gy Jlosn] pdaw 3 LSD (yg0l (bl s il o LSD l5ue 51 y08 gl oy gl 487 ool s Sileo ¢
* Means, that the difference between them is lower than the amount of LSD, are not significantly different at a=0.05 by LSD test.
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039 O 48 30 L Sojglsee Clie g Siigleid Jolye Ly, G d ol Jade pyeS g i 4 ydb 4 (F iz
G me g o Siumad (il Ay 090 Jobo b aigy ;0 il Al (Y Joan) 3 sanlie MSC125 MSC6 slacuisSlys
039 O 3 ke (Saed 450 e «udld 3¢ (1= /¥A™) Lo o)y Dy Cgliio o, O/FA L +/+¥ dgds jl &gy ST 3 Slos
slizl ol b olS glas)) .0 odaliie (r=+/Y0) olS glas)l 4 ails O bl s 40 douS BBl Wy > Aild 59 Fuly A4S dad e oyl
5 1= /YY" (i an) oS o asls Jobo g dlss aiile (it (Mahmood et al., 2003; Golestani & ¢l gl ate
(A Jodn) cuily g9 095 (Siuod G (r:~/\‘/\& (Afioni & >slxe g sl aslllas uli Pakneiat, 2007)

o8y 9 oY FY o, Sloe wolay &5 sl 4lis 55 Mahloji, 2003)
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Table 6- Analysis of variance (Mean of square) for morphological traits and plant seed weight in sesame ecotypes, irrigated
with saline water (EC=5.2 dS.m™)

Jsb basio

dge 0 Ald 3 Qg 0 as L Qg9 3 ad L dlaxy dg g5, -y f e e
9234 o) ) Jsb wls 2 9 EW, - I
Seed weight per Branch length Branch number Plant 83! SOV
plant per plant Branch length per plant height df ~
mean
. i &gy 2l il yleS”
0.5375™ 7554 34.03™ 9.393 71.53™ 1 Covariation of plant
number
ns # * ns ns J9b
0.6138 4330 225.90 1.818 118.95 2
Block
3.3457 2454° 66.06" 5.568" 149.25* 24 S|
Ecotype
0.3434 1141 33.74 1.758 58.42 26 ks
Error
_ — — — — 53 Jf
Total

## % NS

o> S5 g gy Jlein] o )3 i )y e cg)d gine et
"™ and ": are non- significant and significant at the 1 and 5% probability level, respectively.
(o 32 i s o3 O1T) you 2T b 8l (g lal S (S gST 53 Sujglsd 90 Ol (ke dunnglis -V Jgoa
Table 7- Mean comparison of morphological traits and plant seed weight in sesame ecotypes, irrigated with saline water
(EC=5.2dS.m™)

g > 4ild 5 Qg 4> aa LS LS Job g ) &g g,
(p9) v m)J g ( : Sbm,)w Syl CHED
. o o Branch number per o N
Seed weight per Branch length per Mean branch length plant Plant height ~ Ecotype
plant (g) plant (cm) (cm) (cm)

0.32 23.9 5.6 43 26.4 MSC1
0.40 71.3 18.8 3.8 39.0 MSC2
1.95 64.0 22.7 2.8 46.2 MSC3
0.47 38.2 13.7 2.8 324 MSC4
0.82 66.4 14.3 4.6 24.7 MSC5
5.65 67.7 18.1 3.7 40.9 MSC6
1.34 45.2 17.4 2.6 38.2 MSC7
1.20 40.0 11.3 3.5 28.7 MSC8
1.00 80.7 16.1 5.0 27.4 MSC9
2.63 94.2 22.6 4.2 36.4 MSCI10
1.07 8.9 8.9 1.0 51.1 MSC11
0.04 2.9 2.2 1.3 223 MSC12
1.20 74.9 18.0 4.2 35.1 MSC13
1.22 26.4 11.8 2.2 26.9 MSC14
0.64 51.8 9.6 54 335 MSC15
1.14 125.7 15.6 8.1 49.0 MSC16
0.66 120.7 16.8 7.2 40.8 MSC17
0.10 114.6 21.2 54 46.5 MSC24
3.16 130.8 24.2 54 38.5 MSC27
0.99 109.9 322 34 36.5 MSC31
3.36 1159 20.6 5.6 38.1 MSC35
0.40 110.0 16.3 6.7 36.8 MSC36
0.42 60.0 22.1 2.7 24.5 MSC37
1.27 82.2 21.6 3.8 30.0 MSC42
1.15 125.2 20.9 6.0 52.9 MSC43
0.98 56.59 8.99 2.22 12.80* LSD (0.05)

B85 (gl gime M) wo > iy Jleis] grdaw ;3 LSD 9051 (wlaol 3 il o LSD (00 51y gl oy gl a8 pola Sl
* Means, that the difference between them is lower than the amount of LSD, are not significantly different at 0=0.05 by LSD test.
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