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Ä¿Â³ Ê°Ë�Â·Â§�Â» d]Y�« ¾ÌÌ e  �z] ÉZÅ Pimpinellifoliaem �Y �� �À  

�Z]Â¯ Z�Ë�a)1(Ê¿Zy�¨ m ºË�» ,Ê¿Z»�¯)1(,�Z¯Âm ¶�¨·YÂ]Y)2(
1�  ,½� µZ¬f¿Y Á d§Z] d�¯ �z] ,É��ÁZ�¯ É�Â·ÂÀ°eÂÌ] Ã|°�ÅÁ�a2 � ½Y�Æe ÃZ´�¿Y{ É��ÁZ�¯ Ã|°�¿Y{. 

 
[Â¸�» cZ¨� ÉÁZu ÉZÅ ÄfË�YÁ {ZnËY �Â�À» Ä],Ä¿Â³�¼m �� �Àm ¦¸fz» ÉZÆfÌ ¼m Á ZÅ|� É�ÁMÁ Ã�]cZ�Z^e�Y ¾ÌÌ e ÉY

Ä¿Â³ ¾Ì]d]Y�« ½{Y{ ½Z�¿ Á ÉYÄ¿Â³ ÉZÅ�Â¿ �Å ÊËZ�ZÀ� ¾ÌÀr¼Å Á ÉY�ÂÀedÌ ¼m ½ZÌ» �{Ê¨Ì¯Á Ê¼¯ cZ¨� ,ZÅ{�Â» ZÆ¿M �{
d§�³ �Y�« Ê���].�Â�À» ¾Ë|]14�Y dÌ ¼m3Ä¿Â³R. foetida Herrmann,L. R. pimpinellifoliaÁR. 

hemispherica Herrmann�Y�z] Pimpinellifoliae�Àm �Ë� Ä] ª¸ f»RosaY ¦¸fz» ª�ZÀ» �Y�� �Àm �YË½Y�
�¼mÁ Ã|� É�ÁM42Á Ê¨Ì¯ d¨�8Ê¼¯ d¨�)¾Ì´¿ZÌ»5Ä¿Â¼¿(d§�³ �Y�« Ä ·Z�» {�Â».Ã{Y{|¯ Ê¨Ì¯ ÉZÅÃ{Y{ Á É|À]ÉZÅ

Ã�Y|¿Y Ê¼¯|¿|� É�Ì³.Ã{Y{ �b�¹�¿ �Y Ã{Z¨f�Y Z] ZÅ�Y�§YSPSS 15{�Â»|Àf§�³ �Y�« É�Z»M ¶Ì¸ve Á ÄË�ne.Ä�Ây ÄË�neÉY
Ä¿Â³ ¾Ì] cÁZ¨eR. pimpinellifoliaÄ¿Â³ Á{ {ZË� �ZÌ�] dÅZ^� Á �´Ë{ ÉZÅ Ä¿Â³ Z] Y�R. hemisphericaÁR. foetida

Y� {Y{ ½Z�¿.Ä¿Â³ {ZË� �ZÌ�] Ê°Ë{�¿ Ê]Ây Ä] lËZf¿ Ä¯ ½M ¾¼�{Y{ ½Z�¿ �z] ®Ë \·Z« �{ Y� ZÅËZe �{ Ä¯|Ì�Àm É|À] Ä¬^�
|�Z] Ê» Ê¸^« cZ¬Ì¬ve Á ��.�Â�À» Ä] ¾ÌÀr¼Å�Ì¤f» ¾ÌÌ eÄ¿Â³ ¾Ì] �{ Ê°Ë�Â·Â§�Â» cZ�Z�fyY ¾Ë�edÌ ¼m Á ZÅ,ZÅ�Ì·Z¿M
Ä¨·Â» Ä] ÄË�ne �] ÊÀf^» �Âf¯Z§d§�³ �Y�« Ã{Z¨f�Y {�Â» Ê¸�Y ÉZÅ.Ê¨Ì¯ ÉZÅ Ã{Y{ �Ì·Z¿M �{ µÁY �Âf¯Z§ ��80%Ä] Y� cY�ÌÌ¤e

{ÂyÁ Ã{Y{ �Z�fyYÃ{Y{¾ÌÌ e Ä] �{Z« Ê¨Ì¯ ÉZÅÄ¿Â³ ¾Ì] cÁZ¨e Á d]Y�«d]Y�« �{ Ê°Ë�Â·Â¯Y Ê°Ë{�¿ �ÌiZe Á ZÆfÌ ¼m Á ZÅ
|ÀÅ{ ½Z�¿ Y� ZÆ¿M ¾Ì]. 

Ä»|¬»  
�Y �Ì] ¶»Z� �� �Àm140Ê» Ä¿Â³ÊËYÂf�Y ÊuYÂ¿ Ze µZ¼� \�« �Y Ê·Z¼� Ã�°¼Ì¿ ÉZÅYÂÅ Á [M Ê»Z¼e �{ Z^Ë�¬e Ä¯ |�Z]

§ZËÊ» �� ÉZÆ¸³ Ê°Ìf¿� �ÂÀe �¯�» ZÌ�M Á |¿Â� Ê» d|�Z] .Ä¿Â³ ¾Ì] ­�f�» �À¯Y�a ÊuYÂ¿ Ä] ÄmÂe Z] ªÌ¬ve ¾ËY �{�f¯Y �{ ZÅ
Ä¿Â³ ¾Ì] |Ë�^ÌÅ {ÂmÁ ½Z°»Y ,�� �{ ÊÀ�³�³{ ºf�Ì� Á ½Y�ËY ª�ZÀ»{�Y{ {ÂmÁ ÊuÔ�Y cZ ·Z�» �{ ZÆ¿M �Y Ã{Z¨f�Y Á ZÅ.Ê«Ôe

Á |ÌWÂ¸aY�fe ¹Z«�Y ¾Ì]Ê» �Z¯ Ä] Êq�Z« ÉZÆË�Z¼Ì] Ä] Ê�uÁ ¹Z«�Y d»ÁZ¬» d¸� Ä] \¸£Y |ÌWÂ¸bË{ Ê�uÁ ¹Z«�Y{Á�.¹Zn¿Y Y~·
cÁZ¨e ZË d]Y�« ½Y�Ì» ¾ÌÌ e ÉY�] Ê°Ë�Â·Â§�Â» cZ ·Z�» �z] ÉZÅ Ä¿Â³ ¾Ì] pimpinellifoliaeÉZÅ|Ë�^ÌÅ Ä] Ê]ZÌf�{ Á
»Z¿�] �{ Ã{Z¨f�Y ÉY�] ­�f�» ÊËZÌ§Y�¤m �Z¬¿ �{ Ê·Z¼fuYÄd�Y �Y{�Ây�] Ã�ËÁ dÌ¼ÅY �Y ÊuÔ�Y ÉZÅ.

  

ZÆ�Á� Á {YÂ»  
Ä¿Â¼¿�Y Ê§{Z�e c�Â� Ä] �ÌËZa �yYÁY Á �ZÆ] ¶ËYÁY �{ É�Y{�]56�¦¸fz» ª�ZÀ» �Y `ÌeÂ¿ ½ZnËZ]�}M ,½Y�|¿�Z» ÉZÆ¿Zf�Y, Ê«�� 

½ZnËZ]�}M,Ê]�£,½Y|¼ÅÃZ�¿Z»�¯ ,½Zf�{�¯½ZÀ¼� Á d§�³ ¹Zn¿Y.��{M �Z�Y �]ÂmÂ» ÉZÅ,{9Ä¿Â³ �Y dÌ ¼mR. foetida

ÃY�¼Å Ä]4dÌ ¼m�YR. hemispherica�Y dÌ ¼m ®Ë ÁR. pimpinelifolia d¼�«ÉZÅÃZÌ³ ¦¸fz»�YÄ¸¼m,Ä«Z� ,¶³
Ã�Y|¿Y dÆm ÃÂÌ» Á ±�]|Ë{�³ ¶¬fÀ» ÃZ´�ËZ»�M Ä] Á Äf�Y{�] ®Ë�Â·Â§�Â» cZ¨� É�Ì³.Ã{Y{É�Y{�]Â·Â§�Â» ÉZÅ�Z�Y �] ®Ë�

50d¨�Z°Ì¿Y�ËY �Â¸§ ÉZÅ|Ì¸¯ �{ {ÂmÂ» Ê¨Ì¯ Á Ê¼¯)Zielhnski, 1982(½ZnËZ]�}M ,)Crossheim, 1954(,
ÄÌ¯�e)Davis, 1985(½Y�ËY Á),�Z� ºeZy1371(d§�³ �Y�« Ê���] {�Â» Á [Zzf¿Y.Ã{Y{Á É{|� |¯ c�Â� Ä] Ê¨Ì¯ ÉZÅ
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Ã{Y{cZ¨� ¾Ì´¿ZÌ» {Á�Á Z] Ê¼¯ ÉZÆË�Y{�])5�Y�°e(Äf§�³ ��¿ �{|�.�Å Ä¯ É{|� �Ë�eZ» É�Z»M cZ ·Z�» ¹Zn¿Y �Â�À» Ä]
Ã{Y{Á Ã|� ÄÌÆe ,d�Y d¨� ®Ë Ä] �Â]�» ½M ½Âf� �Å Á {�§ ®Ë Ä] �Â]�» ½M ����{ ZÆ¿M ���Y ½|� ½Z�°Ë �Â�À» Ä] ZÅ

Ä¬^�|¿|� {�Y|¿Zf�Y É|À])¾Ì´¿ZÌ»=0�ZÌ » ¥Y�v¿Y Á=1.(Ì] cÁZ¨e ZË d]Y�« ½Y�Ì» Ä^�Zv» �Â�À» Ä] �b�Ä¿Â³ ¾�Y ZÆfÌ ¼m Á ZÅ
Ä¨·Â» Ä] ÄË�ne Á É|À] Ä�Ây ,É|À] Äf�� |À¿Z» É�Z»M ¦¸fz» ÉZÆ�Á��Y�§Y ¹�¿ �Y Ê¸�Y ÉZÅSPSS 15 |� Ã{Z¨f�Y.
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�Y {�Â»ºfË�Â ·́Y �Z�Y �] ¹Y�³Á�|¿{ dËZÆ¿ �{ Á d§�³ �Y�« Ã{Z¨fWARDÁ Nearest neighbour |� ºÌ��e)¶°�1.(
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Abstract 
In order to breed new varieties of roses with desirable characters, different Rosa species and 

populations were collected from different regions of Iran. Quantitative and qualitative characters 
were used to investigate the inter and intra-specific variation and determine the species 
relationships. In the present study, 42 qualitative and 8 quantitative characters of 14 populations 
from 3 Rosa species; R. foetida Herrmann, R. hemispherica Herrmann and R. pimpinelifolia L. 
from section Pimpinellifoliae were investigated. To carry out phonetic analyses means of 
quantitative characters were used while qualitative characters were coded. The data were 
analyzed by SPSS 15 and cluster analysis of qualitative and quantitative parameters were 
prepared by WARD. The results showed great variation between R. pimpinelifolia and the other 
two species. The similarity between R. hemispherica and R. foetida was significant which is in 
agreement with the original classification of Rosa. In order to determine the most variable 
morphological characters among the species and populations, factor analysis based on principal 
components analysis (PCA) was performed. Factor analysis revealed that the first 6 factors in 
qualitative data comprise about 80% of total variance and qualitative data illustrated that species 
and populations from adjacent geographical areas had greater similarities than those further apart. 
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