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Study of Grain Yield Stability in Chickpea (Cicer arietinum L.) Genotypes in
Autumn Planting in Dryland Conditions
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Table 1. Information of meteorological parameters at different experimental stations during cropping seasons 2001-2004

il sl el 3500 Cida S Jsls  Oly 2 +E Ol
Meteorological Sararood Kohdashat Shirvan Chardavool Gonbad Gachsaran
parameters

2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2001-02 2002- 03 2003-04 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04

WAS L oY oyl (192 " 5 9 U@ (581 55y Alomo”

gsfv‘bb. Ol e
Precipitation (mm) 505.7 424.4 586.0 454.9 335.4 466.7 6173 4740  590.8 3007 4447 4511 2940 378.4 7143
Ghlae gles STl
Abs. Max.temp. (°C) 36.4 358 36.0 342 36.8 38.4 39.0 40.6 402 406 376 37.0 412 39.6 44.4
Glae glos Jila
Abs.Min. temp. (°C
s-Min. temp. (*C) 9.6 9.8 9.8 6.4 72 5.8 5.6 5. 90 20 2.8 12 0.5 0.0 0.4
bes S5k
Mean. temp. (°C) 12.1 11.9 1.4 11.8 10.4 125 173 16.3 166 156 14.4 16.0 17.9 20.2 19.7

A2 5 59 3

No. days below zero 75.0 76.0 61.0 72.0 69.0 64.0 26.0 48.0 48.0 8.0 15.0 3.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

\VA



weils 3 Slas (g5l andllas

gd:sukgbt“nﬁ‘_;u%jj4\;;&4,:&\1,!}41354 J s>
Table 2. Combined analysis of variance for seed yield of chickpea genotypes in different locations

)3 MS Sl Sl

30! olisle S et Ol S OlyleaS L5
S.0.V. e cale df. Kermansha*}: Ilam Lorestan Gachsaran* _ Gonbad _
Year (Y) Ju 2 1463990.91 13789.68"™ 829081.51™  4469650.67  85304886.94
Error 1 Y oLzl 9 4554545 12156.85 301164.74 68870.70 511300.83
Cultivar (C) o5 16 57565544 209978.78™ 68302.75™  5202164.97"  595486.70"
CxY Jlax o3, 32 193732217 150022.20" 51212.64" 81817123 690272.80"
Erorr 2 Y olosl 144 43617.03 11494.80 24401.61 56079.65 24401.61
CV% kS s s A3 16.26 14.53 14.50 14.50 21.80

SN i e 3 513 e 5l e 4 s

ns and **: Not significant and significant at 1% probability level, respectively.
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Table 3. Combined analysis of variance for seed yield of chickpea genotypes in three
locations (Kermanshah, Lorestan and Ilam) and three cropping seasons

3T 4 )3 Sl o Sils
S.0.V. SR g MS
Location e 2 14572035
Year Jle 2 1508235™
Location x Year Ol X Jla 4 417089
Rep. (Location x Year) SIS (O X Jl) 27 115726
Genotype S5 16 44433"
Genotype x Year 55 % I 32 124036™
Genotype x Location o x 0K 32 182814 ™
Genotype x Year x Location 5% Jlox 0l 64 128200
Error (178 432 27064

ANICEF PN NESCISEE P ) N

ns and **: Not significant and significant at 1% probability level, respectively.

o2 L O 05uiSl 5 5 b )
SILC 482 59) 95 w0 i85 VY 6,
Sl o, Ses L s 55 Ol 5 4 5= 61-53
B S S
e Sk o S R, Sl eslizal L
e 5 Ol J coliile S 018G 4w 1 (CV)
05,5 Sler o laisss 5 () JS8) 4s el
s 813
AY F A ojles glacs 55165 05,8 -

YA«

a5 L (F i) W g ls e /o)
s 55 % O x Jlu blize 51 OS5 jme
G 5 g Gl ol S
o3liul b . oslizal LIl 3 Shee L 8 5L
Lt 16 (VA9F) 0 5utSU 5 s )
48 513 0L gl 5 b alowe () O g 5
POVIRY PR P W P PN PR ) Sy
Olis (g ls me DM S0 L Lo i)

5l eslawl b (Kanouni, 2001) g g8 . Lslb
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Table 4. Different stability parameters in chickpea genotypes in three locations (Kermanshah, Lorestan and Ilam)

ot S5 oS bl R (o I g ome
<555 > Shos s Sk 0 055 o 45
Genotype Genotype Yield Si? (O\'A b; S*di Ri? RSM

No. (kgha™)
1 S96002 1067 100867 30 1.24 6138 0.93 11
2 S95293 1029 66980 25 0.95 12122 0.82 13
3 S96003 961 40421 21 0.77* 4151 0.90 15
4 S96027 1150 113140 29 1.09 49720 0.56 15
5 S96078 1098 97525 28 1.17 14615 0.85 11
6 S96032 1014 150753 38 1.26 60135 0.60 26
7 S96019 1193 1430098 100 1.07 52942 0.96 14
8 FLIP 93-93 1181 94901 26 1.12 19770 0.97 32
9 ILC 6142 1010 139591 37 1.43% 15341 0.89 22
10 FLIP 93-48 1116 2790511 149 1.33 38676 0.99 15
11 FLIP 94-60 1088 131162 33 1.37 17324 0.87 15
12 FLIP 94-30 1109 114914 31 1.32% 7500 0.93 9
13 ILC 482-205 909 49253 24 0.41 44420 0.10 31
14 FLIP 94-123 1022 82023 28 0.99 24609 0.70 18
15 FLIP 85-57 / 12-071-1005 1075 68034 24 0.79 33704 0.50 18
16 Korosh /12-071-1005 830 45291 26 0.20%* 47844 0.06 33
17 Bivanij 807 59142 30 0.50 49651 0.16 32

LSDy0s =230.3 (kgha™)
LSDy,; = 306.1 (kgha™)
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Fig. 1. Scatter diagram of chickpea genotypes based on seed yield and coefficient of
variation (CV) in three locations.

For names of genotypes see Table 4.
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Table 5. Mean seed yield, stability indices and Y's; for simultaneous selection for yield and stability in chickpea genotypes at Kermanshah,
Lorestan and Ilam

s olkd GS N T T W UV O 5 VSTl s ol e, ol s Shes pls )
Genotype  Genotype Yield(kgha‘l) Yield rank (Y) Y ) Adjusted (Y) e oi’ Stability rating Y
No. Adjustment to Y Wil

1 S96002 1067 9 +2 11 71552 7790™ 0 11
2 $95293 1029 8 +1 9 86008 9694 0 9
3 S96003 961 4 +1 5 55543 5429™ 0 5
4 S96027 1150 15 2 17 352424 46992" -8 9
5 S96078 1098 12 2 14 116424 13952" -4 10
6 S96032 1014 6 +1 7 453760 61179 -8 -1
7 S96019 1193 17 +2 19 373032 49877 -8 11
8 FLIP 93-93 1181 16 +2 18 145248 17988" 4 14
9 ILC 6142 1010 5 +1 6 197088 25245™ -8 2
10 FLIP 93-48 1116 14 +2 16 326320 43338" -8 8
11 FLIP 94-60 1088 11 +2 13 187864 23954™ -8 5
12 FLIP 94-30 1109 13 2 15 103456 12137* 2 13
13 ILC 482-205 909 3 +1 4 485304 65595 -8 -4
14 FLIP 94-123 1022 7 +1 8 172360 21783 -8 0
15 FLIP 85-57/ 12-071-1005 1075 10 +2 12 258264 33810 -8 4
16 Korosh / 12-071-1005 830 2 +1 3 650400 88709 -8 -5
17 Bivanij 807 1 0 1 470976 63590" -8 -7

ns, +, * and ** : Not significant, significant at the 10%, 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively.

LSDy0s =230.3 (kgha™)
LSD()_()I =306.1 (kgha' )
Mean YS; value = + 4.70
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Table 6. Combined analysis of variance for seed yield of chickpea genotypes at two
locations (Gonbad and Gachsaran) and three cropping seasons

GbTarys Sl oSl
S.0.V. el ST MS
Location o 1 12836797 ™
Year e 2 31762588™
Location x Year O X L 2 559632417
Rep. (Location x Year) 1SS (O8> dL) 18 253503
Genotype e 16 2633975
Genotype x Year w5 d 32 558355™
Genotype x Location SRS 16 1229246™
Genotype x Year x Location 5 e x Ol 32 737711""
Error YT 118203

A Izl o 53 I sme 5 s dme b o 5 4 % 58

ns and **: Not significant, significant at 1% probability level, respectively.
g g p
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Table 7. Different stability parameters in chickpea genotypes in two locations ( Gonbad
and Gachsaran)

ool oS ol s L 51 ol ol e § yores
T > Shes b Sk O S5 Oy S O )
Gerﬁ%‘ype (ng;?l) Si? CV; b; S*di Ri’ RSM
1 2215 554798 34 0.91 121356 0.78 15
2 1894 651875 42 1.08 14072" 0.98 13
3 1805 453995 37 0.88 31938™ 0.93 19
4 1987 300513 28 0.70 38011™ 0.87 17
5 1823 611212 42 1.03 29406"™ 0.95 16
6 2008 402362 32 0.78 79731 0.80 18
7 1951 565687 39 0.89 157185 0.72 24
8 2258 758121 39 0.97 291602" 0.62 16
9 2146 790606 41 1.15 69758" 0.91 13
10 2169 578783 35 0.99 37486™ 0.93 107
11 2172 359569 28 0.74 66909™ 0.81 13
12 2256 451555 30 0.82 96563 0.79 13
13 1238 2122558 117 1.75 529445 0.75 33
14 2270 671093 36 0.99 155777 0.77 13
15 2043 604695 38 1.04 6939"™ 0.99 10
16 1393 1291941 82 1.30 448352™ 0.65 30
17 1326 1302401 86 0.96 983927 0.24 33
R
For names of genotypes see Table 4. s sl F U a5 0b sl
Olp—e a1, 0L, o5, s X9STHSKI0 Lk a8 L s gylul g s, Shee b

L3S e Sl s Shee b glacs i
(RSM) 4 ¢ gmazms o9y 5l eslial Ly
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Fig. 2. Scatter diagram of chickpea genotypes based on seed yield and coefficient of
variation (CV) in two locations

For names of genotypes see Table 4.
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Sl G Rbl 2 P S ele | 45,
e ol s YL 5 Shes b slacp ¥ s
3R ol Sl eslinl L Eolg 5o s s S
FLIP 92- 1Y (s byl e S0s la i,
CblS G ke Y o 5L 1,12 L
L3 S gLl 55285 Gbla 53 o)l
Sl plss A5 g Ysi e L |
S b S Ml 55 Sae

030wl (wl 0dus 5 5 2e (Kang, 1988)



WAL L oY oyl (Y9 " 5 9 Jlg8 (8815 dlomo”

O 43 53 3 sl 55 ol g 4ls >J§Lq.c« Sl (ij: J‘QJ'?C,.@_?-YSiJ ol la el ails >J§L..9 &:ijl:.a—/\ Jgd>
Table 8. Mean seed yield stability indices and Ys; for simultaneous selection for yield and stability in chickpea genotypes at two locations

S ekt S5 3 Shee S 3 Slos g, Yol ool cups et T ) &Sy VST Sl bty Sl e, Gl 53 Slas 15 31
Genotype Genotype Yield(kgha™) Yield rank (Y) Adjustment to Y Adjusted (Y) Wi’ oi’ Stability rating Ysi
No.

1 596002 2215 14 +2 16 508315 104174 -8 8
2 S95293 1894 6 +2 8 72065 3837 0 8
3 596003 1805 4 +1 5 168000 25902 0 5
4 S96027 1987 8 +2 10 403505 80068 -4 6
5 596078 1823 5 +1 6 120125 14891 0 6
6 S96032 2008 9 +2 11 450705 90924 -4 5
7 596019 1951 7 +2 9 661395 139383 -8 1
8 FLIP 93-93 2258 16 +2 18 1168370 255987 -8 10
9 ILC 6142 2146 11 +2 13 342965 66144 -2 11
10 FLIP 93-48 2169 12 +2 14 150000 21762 0 14
11 FLIP 94-60 2172 13 +2 15 450145 90795 -4 11
12 FLIP 94-30 2256 15 +2 17 473835 96244 -4 13
13 ILC 482-205 1238 1 -1 0 3681895 834098 -8 -8
14 FLIP 94-123 2270 17 +2 19 623225 130604 -8 11
15 FLIP 85-57/12-071-1005 2043 10 +2 12 32245 5322 0 12
16 Korosh /12-071-1005 1393 3 +1 4 2039490 456345 -8 -4
17 Bivanij 1326 2 0 2 3939225 893284 -8 -6

Mean of check = 1326 (kgha™)
LSDg s 513.3 (kgha™)
LSDy; = 684.7 (kgha™)

Mean YS; value = +6.06
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