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Location(L) oS 8 649.68 g1.21"™
Y <L oS % JL 8 210.20 26.28"
Rep. (Y x L) (O x Jlu) 1,55 54 18.53 0.34
Genotype ( G ) i 5} 23 97.67 425"
GxY Sl X 5 535 23 16.08 0.70 "
GxL U x G 5 184 177.82 0.97"
GxLxY Ol % Jlw % i 555 184 116.97 0.64"
Error o 1242 172.22 0.14
Total s 1727 148122
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Table 2. Mean comparison for grain yield (tha™) of winter canola genotypes in different locations

P

A

s :JQ...:- saldsb

)

A

Experimental sites elal cla o
o bt — 55 e 5 o) LTt Olghst RN 35 b e Ol 257, ey ol
No. Genotype Source Karaj  Zarghan Eslamabad Isfahan Hamadan Shahrekord Sanandaj Zanjan  Arak Rank Mean
1 DP.94. 8 Italy © 337 346 4.61 226 2.49 3.70 2.67 3.96 2.15 6 3.18C
2 Symbol italy 3.14 236 3.72 1.87 2.54 2.83 2.32 3.02 2.07 22 265D
3 Eurol France 2.79 3.35 4.16 2.12 248 2.78 2.57 2.70 246 18 2.82D
4 Orient Germany 3.44 2.90 4.53 2.20 247 3.47 2.28 2.98 1.90 16 291D
5 Hansen Italy 342 2.68 3.50 2.07 3.17 2.96 2.60 276 1.94 20 279D
6 Colvert France 2.99 2.15 3.58 1.61 238 3.22 2.06 2.38 1.54 24 243E
7 Mohican France 3.40 273 4.34 2.50 2.83 4.44 2.57 4.16 2.11 3 323C
8 Cocktail France 341 3.59 4.69 2.00 3.18 3.97 2.55 3.38 1.93 5 3.19C
9 Orkan Germany 3.90 2.97 381 2.33 3.07 4.08 2.66 3.52 1.65 8 3.11C
10 PE7045/91 Germany 3.28 2.94 3.28 1.87 211 2.60 2.40 2.17 2.11 23 233D
11 GWC Germany 3.34 3.23 4.52 2.16 3.13 3.84 3.05 3.24 1.59 7 3.12C
12 Fornax Germany 3.23 3.17 3.98 231 2.88 3.10 2.55 3.03 229 15 295D
13 Licord Germany 3.18 272 3.64 2.24 2.68 342 2.80 3.25 2.08 17 289D
4 Alice France 3.44 33 4.63 2.66 2.95 3.69 2.68 3.56 2.04 4 3.22C
15 Parade Netherlands  3.54 3.13 4.67 2.81 3.10 4.03 2.68 342 2.66 2 3.34C
16 SYN1 Iran 3.79 3.01 3.18 242 2.29 2.94 247 223 272 21 278D
17 VDH 8003-98 Netherlands  3.51 2.77 4.28 227 2.63 3.68 2.67 263 2.80 11 3.03D
18 Akamar Netherlands  3.15 274 4.09 2.07 2.49 3.93 2.66 3.29 2.38 13 298D
19 Consul Netherlands  3.48 2.81 4.26 2.07 3.04 491 2.46 2.91 1.79 10 3.08D
20 Okapi France 3.86 2.98 4.26 2.10 2.58 3.95 2.49 2.85 1.87 12 299D
21 L-1 Yugoslavia ~ 3.10 2.61 3.95 1.97 2.38 3.77 2.76 3.00 1.63 19 280D
22 SLMO046 (check) Germany 3.88 3.51 3.90 2.89 3.45 3.74 2.75 4.69 2.10 1 343C
3 Reg. x Cobra Iran 3.96 3.32 4.16 2.35 2.84 3.15 2.54 3.33 214 9 309C
24 Olara France 3.54 3.63 4.34 2.50 3.07 2.66 1.99 3.26 1.62 14 296D
LSD 3% =035, LSD 1% = (.99
C : Not significantly different from the check. : Aali Ll e sl et C

D and £ : Significant yield decrease at 3% and 1% respectively, comparing to the check. IV 570 e 53 el D s ea s Shes a8 i 5w E L D

T
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Table 3. Stability analysis for grain yield (tha) of winter canola genotypes

in different environments

15T ey e o e o K
S5.0.V. A e i df. ] MS
Total 15 431 322.62
Genotype ( G ) i 5 23 24.42 1.06"
Env. +{Env. x G) () % dama) + Jama 408 298.20
Env. (Linear) (k) s 1 220.48
G x Env. (Linear) () s % oo 35 23 8.98 0.39"
Pooled deviations R 384 68.74 0.18
Gl 16 2.95 0.18"
G2 16 1.39 0.09™
G3 16 2.87 0.18"
G4 16 2.43 0.15"
G5 16 2.44 0.15"
G6 16 1.31 0.08"
G7 16 4.53 0.28"
G&8 16 6.08 0.38"
G9 16 2.82 0.18"
G 10 16 4.35 027"
G i1 16 2.24 0.14"
G112 16 1.42 0.09"
G 13 16 1.66 0.10"
G 14 16 1.92 012"
G 15 16 0.75 0.05™
G 16 16 6.86 0.43"
G 17 16 3.03 0.197
G 18 16 1.92 0.12"
G 19 16 3.77 0.23"
G20 16 1.32 0.08"
G 21 16 2.15 0.13"
G22 16 0.86 0.05 ™
G 23 16 3.80 0.24"
G 24 16 5.52 0.34"
#% - Sjgnificant at 1% probability level. I sl b 3 gl e **
ns: Non significant. L b3 gme i 1S
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Table 4. Different stability parameters in winter canola genotypes

i:a_,;.l..s‘_;_,L.liL;Ai};‘;

a)les 2D s 3 Slas Dkl o 5 LT Sl b g 55 it = O gt £ 5 51 3l i
No. Genotype Grain yield (CV)) (W; 1) (o1?) (b; ) (R %) (%)
(tha™) (%)
1 DP.94. 8 3.18 33.14 3.89 M 0.21 1327 084" 0.18"
2 Symbol 2.65 26.69 1.52" 0.06™ 0.88° 0.84°" 0.09™
3 Eurol 2.82 23.57 3.63™ 0.20"™ 071" 062" 0.18"
4 Orient 291 30.96 2.54™ 0.13™ 111" 0827 0.157
3 Hansen 2.79 26.32 3.30™ 0.18™ 0.697 0.64 0.157
6  Colvert 2.43 32.32 231™ 0.05 ™ 1.00™ 087" 0.08"
7 Mohican 3.23 30.77 4.76™ 0.27™ 1.15" 073" 0.28"
3 Cocktail 3.19 32.02 261™ 0.13 % 132" 089" 038"
9 Orkan 3.11 29.49 295 0.15™ 112”7 0.80 ™ 0.18"
10 PF7045/91 2.33 30.24 4.79% 0.10™ 0.78" 0.56 0.27"
11 GWC 3.12 2932 2437 0.42m 114" 0.84 " 0.14™
12 Fornax 2.95 21.91 1.84™ 0.08 ™ 0.79° 080" 0.09
13 Licord 2.89 21.96 614" 0.36 " 0.81" 091" 0.10"
14 Alice 3.22 27.92 2009 027 1.13° 086" 0.12"
15 Parade 3.34 22.57 1.09 ™ 0.03 " 0.96" 091 ™ 0.05 ™
16 SYNI 2.78 28.01 823" 0.49 ™ 061" 0.33™ 0.43"
17 VDH 8003-98 3.03 2492 3.24 % 0.17 ™ 0.85" 0.69"" 0.19”
18 Akarnar 298 27.23 I.g2™ 0.09" 1.00™ 083" 0.127
19 Consul 3.08 35.25 478 ™ 027 1337 081" 0.237
20 Okapi 2.99 31.61 1.80 ™ 0.08 ™ 1.23™ 0877 0.087
21 L-1 2.80 28.34 2.15™ 010" 097" 0.80" 0.13"
22 SLM046 343 22.76 1.20 ™ 0.04 ™ 0.92™ 0.56 0.05"
23 Reg. xCobra 3.09 3111 3.97% 022" 114" 0.76 0.24”
24 Olara 2.96 31.73 553" 032" 1.01™ 0.63 " 034"

Yy

ns, * and ** : Not significant, significant at the 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively. A ey IR NSOV L IJE T

el 02 e TUSS L (D) 0 T, b i
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Fig. I. Scatter diagram of winter canola genotypes based on grain yield and regression coefficient
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