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Table y. Grain yield mean of wheal genotypes in three cropping scasons

in different locations

YA

~_Genotypes Karaj Hamedan  Mashhad  Jolgeh Rokh Arak  Tabriz Ardebil
(:-73-1 (Cheek) VIAY e RARH AETR 0. Y4 vrad -2
(-75-2 Voor re qre Y 041 oA vi-Y ALY
-73-3 hELR 14 Y LAY sAoY oivo g ANy
-75-4 aory e e VA 008t i o1y
(-75-3 vion 1YY gt TATY oYYTY VYTA hiadl
C-73-0 TALL T REA] V- £4v4 0AYT BATY
C-75-7 Ve vy Ryt 1 LAY far. SYA1
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(-73-9 ey or-4 nrAY AR TE £A1 1510 ALY
(-75-10 TAYA OARE 1oV LARY ALY ALY SYVY
C-73-11 VY- QYAY Ty g1 sy ALY 1001
C-75-12 VY 1249 114 o EXEA Y LAY
(-75-13 RSN et v VA or- TIAY sty
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C-73-13 YL ALY Y80 1ary oYM Wyt ALY
-75-16 REVa oAtR viYo VYo £y ayas RtAT
C-75-17 oave 099Y oveT virY grae 1sYo [IAL
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Table 2. Combined analysis of variance for grain yield at seven locations in 1997— 2000 CTOpping seasons

e e EEEESS Doy o S

S.O.V, df. MS
Location 6 102119789 "
Year 2 18810115™*
Location * Year 12 106051919 **
Rep (Location x Year) 63 1256769
Genotype 19 6923203 *
Grenotype # Location 114 3501015%*
Cienotype x Year 38 1823563
Genotype x Year x Location 228 16600434 **
Lirror 1197 607240
l'otal 1679 2208181

A e B I VRSV S DL AP N
ns, * and ** : Non significant, significant at 5% and 1% probability levels,

respectively.
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Table ™. Stability analysis of grain yield of bread wheat genotypes using Eberhart and Russe!l’s method

ol i ST ar s a2 5 g RPN <1

8.0V, df. S5 MS
Toal 419 725519400
Genotype (G) 19 3299986() 1736835.0) **
E+{G= BE) 400 692519500
Environment (E} 20 475803500 23790175.0%+
G=E 380 216716000 570305.2™
E {(linear) I 475803700
G * ENV (lincar) 19 10847170 570903.6 ™
Pooled dev 380 205871200 541766.4
Gen. 1 19 --- 463966.0™
Gen.2 19 - 546980.8 ™
Gen3 I8 --- 621501.2 "™
Gen.d 19 --- 2923091 ™
Cicn.3 19 - 2456893 ™
Gen.6 19 - 2261714 ™
Cien.7 19 1005397.0%"
Gen.8 19 - 4927228 "™
Gen9 19 --- 6305738 ™
Gien. 10 19 --- 3480868 ™
Gen. 11 19 - 3971435 ™
Gen. 12 19 4676741 ™
Cren, 13 19 -— 128032.0™
Gen. 14 19 --- 1843327.0 **
Gen. 13 19 - 347637.7 ™
Gen. 16 19 - 398840.6 ™
Gen. 17 19 - 554032.8™
Gen. 18 19 - 101651.0*
Gen.i9 9 - 164545.0 ™
Gen.20 19 - 4490468 ™
Pooled error 1197 - 607240.0

2248 el (gl il U i Oy
oo Sleslamad L els)l (ol Ly alom e o
2 2ol o) s (Shukla, yavy) WS,
Oljme 035 fiaS 45 gy pb an ki o s
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ns, * and ** : Non significant, significant at 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively,
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Table 4. Stability regression parameters for grain yield of bread wheat genotypes

T o S K5y RP SR N AT

Genotype"’ (kg ha™) (bi) (S *di) (R
| 6513 1.08™ 463966 ™ 0.76
2 6344 098 ™ 546980 "™ 0.69
3 6465 0.81™ 621501 " .57
4 6264 0.85™ 292309 ™ 0.76
5 6371 1.03 ™ 245689 " 0.85
6 6208 (.89 "™ 226171 ™ 0.81
7 6049 083™ 1005397 * 0.46
8 5871 141™ 492722 ™ 0.83
9 6168 0.75™ 630573 ™ 0.53
10 6127 1.06 ™ 348086 ™ 0.80
11 6215 102%™ 597143 ™ 0.69
12 6033 1.01™ 467674 " .73
13 6110 1.05™ 128032 ™ 0.91
14 3570 0.84"™ 1843327+ 0.32
13 6256 1.137% 347637 0.82
t6 6340 0.98™ 398840 ™ 0.75
17 5899 0.92 " 554033 ™ 0.66
18 5545 22" 1011651* 0.65
19 6090 1.01™ 164545 ™ 0.89
20 5885 112" 449047 0.78

(1): See Table t.
A _,'f'.OJL.;a—léz.—_,:_,l:J:au)er‘mnb g S*% ¥ s

ns. * and ** - Non significant, signiticant at 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively.
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s Olgie 4 WS h (gl st uly g?...:.T_y'jdia_ 05yl (Stability variance)
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Table 5. Stability analysis of grain yield in bread wheat genotypes using simultaneous selection for yield and stability

iy v 3 Sher 425 et D ek el 43 Sl Sl Ol Sl 12 Sdes ply 1
Genotype Yield(kgha')  Yield rank Adjustment to rank Adjusted Stability variance ¢° Stability rating (YS)
C-75-1(Shahreevar) 6513 18 0 18 1867087 -8 10
C-73-2 6544 19 +1 20 2183969 -8 12
C-75-3 6465 17 -1 16 2689601 -8 8
C-73-4 6264 13 -2 i3 1219040 -8 3
C-73-3 6371 20 +1 21 916978 0 21
C-75-6 6208 12 2 i1t 8903577 0 10
C-73-7 6049 7 -3 4 4280042 -§ -4
C-75-8 3871 3 -4 -1 2827599 -8 -9
C-75-9 6168 11 -2 9 2862938 -8 I
C-75-10 6127 10 -2 8 13623552 -8 0
C-75-11 6215 13 -2 11 2397004 -8 3
C-75-12 6033 6 -3 3 1848110 -8 -5
C-75-13 6110 9 -3 6 426194 0 6
C-75-14 5570 2 -3 -3 7791895 -8 -1
C-75-15 6256 14 -2 12 1432644 -8 4
C-75-16 6340 16 -1 15 1539069 -8 7
C-75-17 3899 5 -4 1 2246962 -8 -7
C-75-18 3545 1 -5 -4 4405133 -8 -12
C-75-19 6090 8 -3 5 368755 0 3
C-75-20 5885 4 -4 0 1845663 -8 -8

vy

Mean of check = 6313 (kg ha™)
LSD g05= 198 (kg ha™)
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Table 6. Combined analysis of variance for harvest index in 1999-2000 cropping season

S b &7 am s Sl Kok
5.0V, df. MS
Location 8 11377.00 **
Replication » Location 8 28924
Genotype 19 1070.66 **
. Genotype = Location 152 298.41 **
Error 342 $9.09

Y ezt gl 5 gty et ¥
*#: Significant at 1% probability level.
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Table 7. Mean of harvest index of wheat genotypes on three cropping seasons in different locations

Genotypes Karaj Hamedan Mashhad Ardebi! Arak Tabriz Khoy Zanjan
C-75-1(Chceck) 0.42 0.40 0.32 (.46 0.37 0.43 0.48 0.43
C-75-2 0.41 0.39 0.32 0.43 0.36 0.45 0.48 0.42
C-75-3 0.45 0.41 0.27 0.46 0.42 0.47 0.49 0.42
C-75-4 0.34 0.31 0.30 0.43 0.31 0.43 0.44 0.36
C-75-5 (.40 0.37 0.35 0.43 0.33 0.43 0.46 0.42
C-75-6 0.42 0.36 0.40 0.48 0.38 0.42 0.46 0.39
C-75-7 0.37 0.35 0.34 0.43 0.29 0.43 0.44 0.38
C-73-8 0.49 0.39 0.31 0.41 0.42 0.48 0.51 0.49
C-75-9 0.38 0.36 0.37 0.52 034 0.40 (.46 0.42
C-73-10 0.41 0.42 0.30 0.47 0.32 0.40 0.46 0.38
C-75-11 0.42 0.40 0.37 0.48 0.33 0.41 0.47 0.41
C-75-12 0.33 6.37 0.33 0.40 0.33 0.41 (.46 0.39
C-75-13 0.40 0.39 0.37 0.46 0.39 0.44 0.49 0.43
C-75-14 (.40 0.43 0.30 0.41 0.38 0.43 0.45 (.41
C-75-15 (.42 6.42 0.37 0.44 0.39 0.45 0.47 0.44
C-75-16 0.42 0.39 G.42 0.47 0.41 0.40 0.51 0.42
C-75-17 0.38 0.40 0.32 0.5 0.43 0.46 0.47 0.40
C-75-18 0.44 (.39 0.24 0.36 0.40 0.44 0.5 0.44
C-75-19 0.39 0.34 0.31 0.43 0.34 0.45 0.48 0.36
C-75-20 0.45 0.44 0.27 042 0.44 0.45 0.51 0.48
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Table 8. Stability analysis of harvest index of the genotypes using simultaneous selection
for yield and stability

55 LBl w, eiedpees gt GML S SO a8kl
Genotype™ St Rank Adjustment Adjusted rank Stability Stability b
HI (%) 10 rank variance rating (YS)
1 41 12 1 13 232 0 13
2 4) 16 -t o 321 { 9
3 42 i6 2 18 323 -8 10}
t 36 1 -3 -2 187 4] -2
3 40 7 -1 6 74 ¢ 6
6 41 13 1 14 320 -8 6
7 38 2 -2 {} 148 -4 -4
3 44 20 3 33 688 -8 15
9 40 8 -1 7 479 -8 -1
10 39 4 -2 2 263 -8 -6
1l 41 11 1 12 230.5 -4 8
12 38 2 2 0 159 0 0
13 42 [ t 16 S8 0 16
14 3G G -1 3 217 -1 l
i3 43 18 2 20 120.5 0 20
16 42 b7 2 19 410.3 -8 1
17 41 14 1 15 405 -8 7
18 40 9 -1 8 782 -8 0
19 39 4 -2 2 232 -4 -2
20 44 19 3 22 735 -8 14

(1) See Tabie 1

Mean = 40.0 %

1.SD (p=0.05) = 0.014
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