TOlp! s (898 9 pole 4yt
91 Bbiwe) § b 2 o led ( Jof Mo
129- 138 :axio oo

LS 4 g Jidiler ST 39 (S 2 o eIl g Lo S
(Poterium sanguisorba)ebgy <gs

SR 3@‘) Olode ‘*2“:*;:“ = ‘16&}2 e
015 o8l acb wlio 0aSails yLutils -1
O e o &ssls Sola o )l (s )l T il =2
Ol ol o5 0Ll (5,575 (g somiils -3

oS>

2
(POLEriUM obs, &5 wmal a5 56l S S 55 (F 2 okt o3Il 5 (G500 los 1 gy 5 shitess G o

o Jols bjlas s S plosit LSS Ller b (ol JolS slaeSTsh b B s 556 55T &) sos SANQUISOrba)
2 055b 5055 ¢a e df5 a3 50 STO/A3 50 515m 055 b sin ¢ o a6 Jas 5 ¢ S13136 5 e 055 b s o o5l
o0 5 5 syl oSS &Sl S 0L ..mﬁgtjfézgu4.?);25,20@jatﬁdu;,;,ﬂéﬁ?)#”ﬁﬂlg);\i
18,8 5 s 5 a3 e 3L SIS = b L 15 055 4 b slaesls 5 S8y s el g ks
U1 Jlize 5148 sls Ol @u.,\;gﬁ@g?@ubu,djb,@mﬁ Oloj o gzo cdoys Joli andllas 5550 gla S50
O 58S S 18 e 45320 gl 13 48 (gysb 4 by )y 3y GLa S s s iae Sl G4l gles 5 54
325 (slas 53 Hds oL O 5eSa ST L. bl anl 2alS Hd a5 analS Jsb ¢ S8l deoys 5 o s o310
b ga 5 Sty o301 slasd o 3l S S 5 3L el amalS U b s e ¢ S8l des 00 8 Sl
S8l Ao 3 & 3 6168w 51 F Sl ax 5325 520 gles 55 3 Hd S8l desys mimmen A edalive (g ls me M|
b gl 3 48 53035 31 8 Blo dor 5320 (gles 3 bayds G54l Aoy 51 2t 51 8 sl ax 5325 (glos 55 by gla,yd
55530, 8 Sl ar ;525 Glos 45 G54l deoys 3 miw o 8 Blo 45320 (gles )3 S5l sm Ao ys oy 5 Lo gme gl It

G N B R O K -V 5 | PR U P G e S P G o

PN PR OT. VP WS R PSP JPSECI ORI o] JPSN WS P IS ST BP-X VI LG N L g

s @ o A olii 8 s gaT 2l =21 oS 42 (o g sl 0L =83 dalis ik dginl eyl (S e 1 st ki 5F
09375486336 : -k o ¢ Atf\:;u@rbcujémusm;ﬁ

E-mail: hosseinshakib@ut.ac.ir
91/5/22 .50, 5 &b

OULLI24 1 i o



Q‘)Kﬂ}&}b

m > s Al 5 5SS sl
S 1S (o LaBl s o Gblis Jle Ol e a sblis
U Al sl amals ws) 5 Sl e
530358 (6,8 sl iy ) S b S5k
S o3 55 e 3L ) s S 5 bl dm
S slaml @l (54l Ao 5 A Ol
ol el o e Y a5 L e 2y
3 e 458 G il slas s T ) e
NI IV TN S PP C NI N gy KU -
e el sl anils (g Sl Sl
GG sl (6l Cpimman Sl lay 55 (glale>Se
or b gslasl 5wl L5 b ALE 2
Sl 855 4 a5 Lo o510 4 Sl eslial 457 5 s
T e Salasl( alE by sl 5 ol
Calises claas £ 500 651000 s (ool 5 L
(Michaeles Q\)\g.us D) J,Lilg.:a ESIEEYE u.b[:f
(Westoby and  e—id 5 o9y 5 et al, 1998)
53 M| 48T s s i 4155 Leishman, 1992)
0333 pled i 5l amlis S5y 5 oo b o3Il
(Venable, 1992) Uy . 4L ba & o 5 sla 8
PR R PO P TS TR TR L G P g
Ao (6l Cpiimen ot OBSILLG (o > i
3 s 5 (Turnbull etal,, 1998) ol,en 5 JbL O 5
o 32> > (Moles and Westoby, 2004) o siws
2 S5l sla S5 L oT Lol 5,0 o5l
Sty G 3lize gl 5 03 god alllae (ke OlaLS
..L;‘aJ))T

g5 ol 3505 il S (Shariaty, 2003) x5
31 3L 5 C—enl (Poterium  sanguisorba) oL,
LSl SSobig) St a)ls Calites gLna

Haze 5 0 QLS o 3EST1) i 5 5 o 5 A0

130
doddo

DLaLS e 5 sy o o sl 5 54l
(Soltani et al, 2001) oLSKes 5 Slalw .l
5 S5 o sde S L gad AN
Sl way 5 ods al Wsjale ol eS$
23 Sl LS o 5y CodkST g sla el
KN SRS 7 P AN P
5 BUEYE ol esls 0L 1y Jslize mls
s (Kulakanavar et al, 1989) ol,— Soa
Oy A4S U3 ge u‘;)\f (Hampton, 1981) O sien
DLl baasalS adyl s 5 S5l L ods o5l
Ao s Ll Jolie 53 ls seas e
540 45" W3 i 3,18 (Lafond and Baker, 1986)
S Sy sk 4 S paS 58 S s
55 BT laamal &S ) 0 Sl S 5
3G (Bl s e B S e
Sobssime 3L L0 o3Il 8 Lyl o)y Olidoe
PSS Ot a5 5L S5l S e
(Randhawa et al., ; Peterson et al., 1989) s,l.
5 Shes b ds o3Il Loyl O gal e Slalllas 1973

.C,.w‘ ab‘.} QL&.’ ‘) ‘5';}\.&.4 cb}:}

(= 3 skwly e 5 (Mian and Nafziger, 1992)
S Wsges 3| S (Srivastava and Niym, 1973)
Ly J}\f}.ﬁ Cod gdoee w;d?)j ‘_g\.b).b
M‘fuﬁru\.fbﬂ& &i‘ﬁ‘w}A}aM 4.;.‘}‘
ale> 1 OLT J—<L-’ u_asj}f cuﬂgaj_,.l._&
(Puri ol S 5 5,5 s (Hampton, 1981) O sen
51 esliial 45" As ses 5,18 and Qualset, 1978)
5 o b gl il Rl 3l o ¢ 585 oy
L dwslie 4 55 1y (,),DHE%S\L.; A



131

Lo sie gl b s 456 11 5 4255 40 car ;5 37
Voot sy e 212218 Jslaa b ys o |
s 53 5 5y 5 kg (a5 Gy oIl 4w
23 8 5w 45325 520 554l s
g Ghan s Gl b b e s S s
L obar JolS GadS ol = b 6 5o ST
) ctolejT plail gl ki planil SIS Sl
Sy ok o3l 03 8 aw Hh s 055 oSSl
ok B a8 4 Sl s glaejlll fels ) 5
Fodee 3 8 4 sy 5 pe s 15 5 4 Lo e
038 e 0 S 001 285 b 385 (65515 b s
Lo e o ys Slasdy sl 5 g 035 SOLs
O3 S e oy o5 o
S 8 Tl S5 0L Ly 05 219
Coge o gy Lbes ol B S d
gLl 0o 4 by e laesls 5 230

W23 53 o 5 35 m B3l S

prran s JS g s 31 izl U Lo L

Aoie ST L phand b aw 542833 Sy o355
L OB 250 e ikl (mhaw Jsie S
Y 53 655 2 oA 3ue 25 sluns e sl 10 L3
sodd oals 1,3 S o)led aily el 18
3 8 B i OT (w5 s O b e
L5 lns) o&is 55 0503 4 5 5 slas b
‘_;V_,\_:Jq\,.:,n\f‘s:;u a>,525 320 s
o334l g slaydy 5Ll il esls Jlal
e 6l LOT ols a87 Sl b alysy &y gos
A3 bl 533 8 el e OLSS JIge 53,
O g G54 o o s Ol sy 034l slayds
4l oled I ol glaosls jleslanal b g ol

Ola) Sl s Lo gt co5 el g gL,y sl

N TS T FU S R O Kt PR P |

s osde 45 ol (Rosaceae) ols lS o 5 4
Sl i S gl bl 555l slassle 55
S Sl ep 5 CatS Kl e OT il g o 5le
.(Moghimi, 2005) il s a5 Job oS
oL &S 5405 iyl 8 (Molaabasi, 1996) _oleds
5 I Lo el 53 Sy 4 36 els) O
S50 = 5 bl oe LS SL L bl s
Ul 028 L) e (o 5 S8 gaes
a5 Ll s 1) Jaows osllasl Lol 3 o
asle el ) slites 535S S1,0 b EalS o
:j__.af&i\l:;}ft}&‘_g\é;qx’l{‘rb)'lg;)y
La sy o=l 5 oS3 5as Ol Ols5 a0 |y 4 le
Wb Ole ol 53l (5,0 glb e OlalS csS
5 Ay (il Co a8 s LS o
5l aals K3 0L 4 Cod (g Fmle My
C}h_.u,uﬁqmsu shyls a8 abla s
s o S 1) 55587 033 057 e 3l ores
s w9 doyd lyls g abls eslawl O LB
sl Gl Sy Sl b il VL
(o8l 53 GlediS i 25 OT o1 akas
Codn 5l day Jorl e 55 LaasealS ) il 5 5 56b
bas 5 yd ojlusl 51 () 2 Bl G
3 Sl bk G S hy F i p S8l

yobyy g olS s

by w3y 9 310
sbgy g olS (slaydy 3l eslizal b ibleiT
2 Bl adere ;5 al e el by 5T
5 4i85 15 cam 5358 LUl ae Jgb) Jlisoll &
5 S asl 16 5 aids 20 (a5 58 b ast 38

\_74.:,l342)¢5.:§.>36 4=, 37 el 5 e



O‘)&b)‘}i}lﬁ

Laosls (ke aglin 5 MSTAT-C ()Tl j3lp 5

A plo] SSls glaselsdtin & 53T 31 eslizad

o 9 @b

Sy o3l o5 8 a5y Hl5a 035 bl 42

M| (glyls 05,8 aw 45 315 QL gy 2 5590

s by 1 gl Jlazs| cla_.» 3 ls e

0554 by e polie gla ik anlio (1 Jgu)

osls 0lis 1 s 53 ,dh o)l 09 5 aw o Slje
) ol

355 (Dla e :Kbe) bl 4 i =1 s

sbay &5 olS o3Il oS am 53 sdi s

Table 1. Analysis of variance (mean squares)
of 1000 seed weight of three seed size groups of
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