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GGE Biplot

Yield Response of Commercial Canola Cultivars to Different Locations Using
Graphical GGE biplot Method
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Table 1- Combine analysis of variance for kernel yield for 10 canola cultivars in five locations

= e @357 a o Sl pr S
(S.0.V) (DF) (MS)
LN
) 440059.13**
Environment (E)
M 117831.05%*
Genotype (G)
Gz I
S 36 62346.45%*
(ExG)
I
90 27468.51
(Error)

SG8 i) dijls 15 T &SKs 5 oS Wyl S5 55k
Lo o8 @ GObe 4 e Ll M oL
Vol b JTel o3, oK, s 0l o3l ST,
S g e ol (e SV > Shes 1l
b lomn S0l e St (slesl & S0 5 S 5ke 4 il
e, bl cpl Bl Bl ges pl 51 OT aliols 5 i,
Shre &S5 Olge ol ol AL o 0B o 240 G4 5 G
iz dish et Ll e el ple 2L5O) Gl
& ks (055 AL 08" Tkl 035 51 s 535 S Al

Lo
S 55 e e S (o) K8 (e L s s
S g (9N 13 sa 0 gl o en it adkais 2 )
s 1 G 2 Sdas 3 L pliS” )3 (5 oS Sl
e sk opl (Yamet al., 2000) Lol o Cowlio jlaw Sl
it S s fol Gl ss 005 Jes
ol g1 b 55 ple S (6osks Lyl 1y T 1 alols
alsl L) &kl 2 ) e 51,8 o 03 s i
A 4 JKE U s ph e dses S s A (ko OT
la Looes Jfl .(Yan and Rajcan, 2002) s 4 V’-”““E Coood
plyl 8 das o Ol LK L1 slite la iy s
lsy 55 5 6 5YL s Shae 5l Caltbes gladoses 5> Calibes
Sie &G s &S LByl s ol 5 (Yan et al., 2007)
3 Shes Lame 0T 55 diil adls JI 3 ol Lows &K L
G4 55 Ko ol ol Jle Ol s @ . Lilazils o 5

)ﬁl&&ﬁ):GS %yj)cwjﬁ.&lfcc;)ﬁ

\Y#

e Sl anlllan g ladaoapls)l ¢ 53 s 5 o)
B ) i eslinl (SG1 8 a3 0 5 o
Ans oo e iy aslsn bl Sl oy AF s sad ol
o) S0 oL ki b (PC1= 84 %, PC2= 10 %)
LS a5 1) Wesls byl 51 ko ys #0 folus 5l 5l
355 o3lizal W dasme ol 2l Szl (51 Ll 5 oo
(Yang et al., 2009)
ol S Copme (PCT) (881 jgmee OO L losas s
o5 Jlaze Sl etas(lis (PC2) (63 gae ygoee 9 i 585
bos sl @bl Sl Golas 25 & Wil Lo
b s Slases Taw i (Yan, 2002) das e Ol |
L Lo 5S0le o) 58 Jos LKL S0l
oSl s gmee bl (Gl 0dd ot a0 s
D3 e ol e gl 55 oS (B3l pl OIS
ol ol eSHL s s (i 5 Shes Glyls dyls
g > Sas 51 Bl i Sl el
G4>G10>G1>G6>G2>G8>G7>G9>G3>GS5
Gy 5 4 T 5l a8 s (Ll - JSK8) dsl s
e 53 b Lot ) Sl 3 pas n Lo o S0ls ) e
P (MY s g (ol s ainin S5 53 OIS
S e ol T 4 &SKs5 & Byl 555 e eslinal
il o ko ol glgnl 4 ¢S5 a8 Byl 4 s Ll
Gl pll olol ol ke Sla) 50 5 6 2o 6,M0L
G9, o5l 5 dims 5l o))yl 4 i G8 5 G3, GT

sl o o651 o 55446 GS, G2, G4 5 G10


www.sid.ir

GGE Biplot 1 & b8y 3 o8litul b iliseo (5l buseo 4 135 (53w pB I & Khos 58719

p3305 8 gt 5 podlS oz S Jold dsles 85k e
7Bl b Sl el s 0s 5k il
Lol dob jdir p das e QLS 1) Las 6 pdy o
>N Gl 6 e Sy e Sl b s e e AL i
TS IS8 ol el S Al sy 4
3 Sdas DU op e Sls Ay 5 pS o the 1l
les g
3 8ee il 2 S 03 1y eyl sduas, o -Y UK
& s Slazbes T 51 hte b das e 0LES LT wls
o Db g3 4 5055 e Jos 5 s 255 OIS
s ol e st bleme oS Slac g5 S e Iy
5 s 13,5 6k 3 Sas Sl 28 ikt 55 il
035 Shee 531 bl i Sl el 2 WS
Ml 5 Sz S
G4>G10>G2~G6>G1>G8>GT>G3>G9>G5

AR

P8 s Sl o IS opl bl Lilazdls (g g
G4eG106 o1 JS 5 glay 5. Llazbl ol Coms s 13|
J6 5> Shas zaie 5 038 (2 S 55 G8 5 Gl, G2, G6
G7 5G5, G, G3 pB )| op g 5 iy 5> ilaxils J 3
P Ll o555 GF 55 e B e A A e
N Te o556 Sl 550505 5l 3 s L 5
3T 6554 gladasma 5 aoma OS50 4 L)l
s o Ol (el STy 8l s ose 4 Ljyls
S e 5> Shas (oMb ke 1 568 05, elel onl

Alos g Sl 5
sslie e OLE) blases bl CalI-Y S
Sy g Jo s s B3 Lo a4 Sl 1
) Las 55 o (Soen Olje Jame 33 e o 45l
33 S 3L S S sl ol sk a e e OLES

mﬁ'e}f@w@h@udu\a‘ﬁ.ukgﬁﬁ@u


www.sid.ir

A

TP o3 Fo ot h Al 6L 3ol 9 sl Ao

PC1 ®g4%, FC1 = 10%, Sum = W%
Tras (g = 0, Sealing = 0, Centering = 2 (a) -"f
B0
360
p 240
C
2
120
a -
120
T | 1 T | T I T T T
280 360 240 120 ] 120 240 360 480 &0
FC1
The Aserage Tester Coondinalion view
550 JPCT = B85, PCT = 10, Sum = 0% | /’
Transfiem = 1, Sc = I, Cemlenng = 1
Hivrietid- Ve o (b)<
| +sHz
440
330
P 220
c
2
10
0=
110
T r T T
-40  -330 220 -110 0 110 220 330 440 550
PC1
Which wing where o which is beet for what

u:.iupuo&ﬁ,u%,squfw—g;m.M@,“uw)ﬂdt;fvsjmsu;;L.;@J,x,ﬁGGEbiplot)u,‘.;—\ I
4 o) o35 STy il 5 te 4 s i Sl =0 Il 53 Shes (80e by o6l (siktes S g OIS Sl
‘G7:RGS003¢ G8: SLM046¢ G9 «pls ;5 :G5: Operac G6 3,53 :G3: Hyola 401¢ G4 ¢ 4 51:G2 s po (G il JSKi ol 5 . Gk

& SHZ 4 [ SAN <> s BIR ¢ eil8 - KAM ‘C; :‘G10: Hyola 308.KRIJ JfL;)Lw
Figure 1—- GGE biplot graph regarding the grain yield of ten cultivars of canola studied in five regions. a: The determination of
the status of genotypes and their location, as well as location means used to classify cultivars based on the yield and stability
mean. b: Polygon representation to determine the genotypic reaction of cultivars to the regions. In these figures, G1: Modena,
G2: Okapi, G3: Hyola 401, G4: Licord, G5: Opera, G6: Zarfam, G7: RGS003, G8: SLM046, G9: Sarigol, and G10: Hyola 308;
KRIJ: Karaj, KAM: Kashmar, BIR: Birjand, SAN: Sanandaj, SHZ: Shiraz
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Figure 2— GGE biplot graph regarding the grain yield of ten cultivars of canola studied in five regions. a: Location’s vector to
determine the relation among regions. b: The comparison of the yield of cultivars in Karaj. In these figures, G1: Modena, G2:

Okapi, G3: Hyola 401, G4: Licord, G5: Opera, G6: Zarfam, G7: RGS003, G8: SLM046, G9: Sarigol, and G10: Hyola 308;
KRJ: Karaj, KAM: Kashmar, BIR: Birjand, SAN: Sanandaj, SHZ: Shiraz
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Figure 3— GGE biplot graph regarding the grain yield of ten cultivars of canola studied in five regions. a: The comparison of the

cultivars based on the ideal cultivar. b: Comparison of the environments based on the ideal environment. In these figures, G1:
Modena, G2: Okapi, G3: Hyola 401, G4: Licord, G5: Opera, G6: Zarfam, G7: RGS003, G8: SLM046, G9: Sarigol, and G10:
Hyola 308; KRJ: Karaj, KAM: Kashmar, BIR: Birjand, SAN: Sanandaj, SHZ: Shiraz
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