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Genotype x Environment Interaction and Stability of Grain Yield of Bread
Wheat Genotypes in Dry and Warm Areas of Iran

CVCJ._;LALQJ_:i‘ Cypen—> chJUéj SA—ge c\cu\_a.n oJUJ.;.GL«_w‘ s
AR NN VS P L NEPS S U A S P S P S
My T adlal olasdle 57 g lib b 3 gamendn

TS ok s a5 POlol Dlided dn g lskal-)
sLile S ol ¢ oDl 33T o515 (LS sl iyl ki)l il (5 setils-Y
(39,8L5) Sl o J515) Owﬁbctﬁjsjﬂwa@.};f S ageY A
Glgah) Ol s 5 LT i) J 5855 «(06,3) )l (sLTp 2 Ol S
YFAR/IYIYA s pdy s IFARIOIY 1ol 38 g b

o>

é M—uﬁ"’ g;l.m.h! 9P . “S)Lﬁcwb ).l n}'}&é “f ctl.:w “f ‘gy.g.wlsg.»lc « q%\i.oé,ﬂ “f cbé‘jJ} “f ﬁeé‘jd.&&‘&u'
;.L\_ggJI.g.i@:!ngdan.o\ﬁ\g,;?g{,b'jpfg,bl;»);our.ufsu%:);j);q;u;ﬂ,.c‘s)l.ggw,j_,htmx o) Jlae 1 ATR.
YOV - YV YY)

20 Y VA els KiS g p 5 Gblo opg Ob puis S pY 9 PGl 1 & hos (Sl xSl y
S ol gl 30 (O y0) wall o8y <O b of yod HI T dw ) Bolal bl sl ol = b JB
) J 90 30 9 dbTp s 9 seuil gl (115 (Jgd30 (bl lgdl Jold y9is” gz p 5 Eble
4 i PIX OeX Jlo 9 Olox Jlo Jiliio ST & 318 Gl ol b 5 5155 b3l Syg0 (1FAF-AS)
415 8 Shoe (SHlwl v b wlol » W50 H1d Jx0 Aoy B 9 wwod | Jhix! zZalaw 18 Cui y
P93 (July 9 oyl (Fam 5 B9y Aild Sflas iy (Sle SiLE (B9 4L 2 Bowies
SHMM 9 AMMI slagigs «(Yg) Ol (iai (295 Oed ol (ibisly 9 Sy (uidlgesl
Sl 4 498 b b3l ol 50 .0b 0318 Lkl Sl SbepY s3> (Weebill 1) 1) oslod uwigil
S dos duz 3l Hll CBCW S (o 30 G190 g0 e 9y 99 ! SHMM g AMMI sy w95
Ngd o0 Slgily 410

S g e 5 Bble (8B 3l ¢ (Slul Aild & o (b P [ guulsT (Svo g

YPVEV NN P il esmailzadehmohsen@ymail.com :J s odiws 5

Yov



WA Lo o o5led YV=) Al " 3y 9 g (88154 dlxa”

3 s OT s (635 e & 2 8,30
a5 5 5 Sl oS s S o s
L S5 Ol L 0T sl ol s
syls el ol S Sl (6,
.(Hayword et al., 1993)

P SN Y ¥ S—
sl i3, (Romagosa and Fox, 1993)
ol s 8 Slexr 5o 15 o5 ol bl
Sl gy (il )l a2 sl )
S 5 S ALl e i (S s S )
JENPICLPNE P G g N
4wsslis e 5 (Lin and Binns, 1991)
s e 5 oIl s s A
Oyl 1y sglios ey, S LanT TS
.Llesls

5 bols 4525 5l S FAMMIE i,
Sl OT 514 (il ool (slaad 30 4 & 25
030l (6,8 5w Slalas | o 5 4 2
o el L oy ol 53 g s
3531 dame 5 Lo 55 ol 1l sl
Sl U o 5 (pdypar oo 1) ok
so=sss i Sl ol sbhad s 4 4
s e o b Plie D) Lo
Mol slags 55,8 a1 5 e
i ge 93 I Sla s by ) ol bl
S e 5 ) Dl o i S (e
«Clay and Dombek, 1995) 555 s o

1. Additive mean effects and multiplicative
interactions model

YOA

Ao

s labse g lac5 55 o Jolie S
Cmont] b L sla Y (g5lesl3T T 3
e sla Y o)l a8 )b 4l
o SIS e lasT g S o
i LT (6,8 5w amr s plwlis 5 b
) e e Ogl it Lol s
.(Jarrah and Geng, 1997)

SlLrci s 2Ly 4y, Sas o)l
s wals 533 Shae &b b 55 55 AL
NAE P LOT CiS a5 o GBI a Lo
Cadizes gLl sl b 2olesT 540
e e sn a1 (glad 53 Ol e 4
AL slac—s 55 5 ebd s Shes 0l
b n i B S LeX 5 55 ol
5l Sl Blus 4 s, Shes 6510
SNl 0 ST L s (el O s
.(Phoelman and Sleper, 1996) . 3% .

o315 513, Shas gl sl s LS
g 03liul 5 o5 e (6 Colbaal
L (S5 ol 4 s S (5l
23R L 25 slac 55 Jedll 1 Se
9= Rl S e ol ol anl
L STy oml ATy 5 03 5 (hams Jlse
o e Jolge Sl 508, (S ksl
D e A e
.(Falconer, 1985) .l

=15 0L 0Ll ey (bl s

o 53 S e i S OT g gl



ke X 5 5 Jilize

by 5595 9 3lg0

YA ALIRICVSRR PF
23 (0 ez) dals 55 Sles| L 0L (,,uf
aw 53 olas JolS slacS b Cj_lo 6
30318 Slidos slaoansl 55 )1 S5
5 5 el o) colyls alTe 5 od 555 Sl sal
3550 (WYAF-AYAP) oty v 90 Sl &
555 e GlaoKans| S i 5 15wy p
s 538 S 50 8 Gbleoy S s
sdle 3 ol bl oS pla b s
53 dama VY Lo it plonil 06 25 5
S LOKS 5 bl .l sy b i lesT IS
#olad Lo, sSB Ol ge 4 e looes a2 o
s 4 S s b, STB Olse 4 08

Pre 3 e P leT sladsls J b
Ll a Coles 9350 20 V/Ye LagT
G0l oAb Bl e e VY sl 3T

a ol 3T et 73 oKl 53 o
S Ldn ¢SS s cals Sldes 5 Jla
b plnil Solal s o le3T

J=le Gllas adlllas ool gla o g 42
HEW) rl?d‘ 'S

02 Sl pll S e ilsls 42 (O
b il W a5 68 s flize (Lol 31

=y s ST 85 ol 4 (Y
J—ly s osbapl gy Sleslar il
J4e 3lks 5 (Eberhart and Russell, 1966)
A plosil s ol (53l

SOy VST Ll sla sl (¥

Yoa

.(Gauch, 1990

Ol Seagol by
o9y 5V esleeul L (Najafian et al., 2010)
355 aalllanys Iy Ll slacs 55 AMMI
SANG 55 Gray &S Wlaebls bl 5 o
I 5w 3l SLacs 55 o 55 il o
Cilibes SLaOLSS (sl 1 (o s 5 (o508
3,8 55 o3kl 5 40

Jolize 51 Slllas sl sy 95
Lo 55 sues S okt & losms 5 (3 555
slgi (Cornelius, 1993) oskiy S Lo g
¥ pdao b Jue Jolls 48T Cl el
S 0 g 55 Jis 5 (SHMM)' asily
«Cornelius et al., 1996) &_.I(SREG)"
49, »> .(Seyedsadr and Cornelius, 1992
oS ol 55 5 s SHMM
g el e, S Slacauw,s ST
SLas 55 Ol (oo 0 o)l S (glie

¢yan et al., 2009) 5,5 ,esisl, Hlsl

«Seyedsadr and  Cornelius, 1992
.(Crossa et al., 2002
& 25 (4 Q‘Lh& u :.‘ )‘ JJ A

b Gl — b a5 55
o 5 oy s la iy, 5l S —a

Sl—a gy ohlS e 5 gl

Bp Sy

1. Shifted multiplicative models cluster analysis
2. Site regression model
3. Maximum likelihood



WA Lo o o5led TV=) Al " 3y 9 g (88154 dlxa”

SPSS sl 5 ) esla Do

2| 3l
Al SAS (2000) 5 (Einspruch, 2005)

o 9 b

el s a iy Sla Y o el o
el 0 03,51V Jgdr 53 LawleT

35S e puilosls a2 ) ol il
Olis andllas 5550 Gble s ails 5 Shee dLa
sdlwx oL S o lae - Sla S sl
T 52 o s Jlex O x i 555
Laed 15 me do )30 5 Aoy ) Jlaz>|
J—laze 5105 5 Hls oine Y Jgz)
SO e sl etias i (Jlx Ol
o;,{,b@,‘w@jp.;ﬁﬁsdquu
A e Il X O8G X g 55 e )
23 Calite Glac 55 ,Shes (457 ) 0
SlLaolS 51 e a5 5 Calses sadle b
Sl 3,503 3 5y DS oy 35 5
534S 313 Olis 5 340 s tme Jlw Solay
Sye slac 8 5, SNhes Calises sladls
L sols e Dol Calides bl js 2sleT
Jlo x 5 Jolize 51 Ll Syls [ KusS
e 45T 55 0T e 487 353 13 e
Lo 53) ,80s dlo 4 Lo Sl s 55
Wl ABI5 5 g 5 (613 gme D (L3S
Jlo X O iz 51035 13 ine 42 5 L
S s O oo Jle X DS X 55 5
33 Caltbes ol j3 i 55 5 Shes oS

blae Sl ol 5385 s Sl p 5005 Olu g

WS 5 s g ol sl s (Wricke, 1962)
D s S $5 4en (sl 5(Shukla, 1972)

SHeslawl b lacs 55 ol (o) 2 (F
Ol il 5 Sl ol 2 DL s
LaoT 5:Kle 5 8155 Jl 33 61 45 slns
AN G585 A ke A plas]
S50 SLAGT 55§ sema 533 Shas KL
e 33 e ST Gl s
0T Slame Sl 5 (R) 4y :Kls

(Standard Deviation of Rank: SDR)

3 Shes ol & G 5S4 ulos
55 » ¢l p(Yield Index Ratio: YIR)
Slme Ole a0 Ladla 5 a0 plos 6l 5
A e 3 S (g,lb 16 S5

e Shes (Kle Hglite
Lo 2N JS L ste 4 Lo lames ol
Ol 4o )5 D) 50 41 5 el L lames plod
.(Fox and Rosielle, 1982) i o515

S sl a5 oMol (0
o) 1 o o 35 (V) Olojon i S
K 2 0 S ot
s eslazwl (Kang, 1993)

:K ‘5_’\%.:.

b vl Lacs 85 ol mn (7
oLl 0T 2 b gy o 8 31LS oy s AMMI
. (Cornelius, 1993) .

Lo 5 slive s S 5 (oal bas (V
Ab plasil s SHMM Joe bl
(Seyedsadr and Cornelius, 1992)

aalas ol el Sl ulos 4 S



ke X 5 5 Jilize

&bJTJ‘)} oalaiw! Sy L;LAJY)CGJ\ OJP'D&)CU_\ J)u\>
Table 1. Name and pedigree of cultivars and lines used in this study
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Entry No. Name and pedigree
1 Chamran (Check)
2 Bow"s"/CM34798/3/Snb/Pewee"s"//Snb/Mus
3 KASYON/GENARO.81//TEVEE-1
4 KAUZ/AA/IKAUZ
5 Kauz/Weaver
6 MILAN/3/JUP/BJY//URES
7 SERI/NKT//2*KAUZ
8 ATTILA*2/PBW65
9 KAUZ/PASTOR
10 VEE/TRAP#1//VEE/JUN/3/KAUZ
11 WEEBILL1
12 CHOIX/STAR/3/HE1/3*CNO79//2*SERI
13 ATTILA*2/STAR
14 PASTOR/3/KAUZ*2/OPATA//IKAUZ
15 PASTOR/KAUZ
16 CIRCUS
17 VEE#8//JUP/BJY/3/F3.71/TRM/4/BCN/5/KAUZ
18 SITE/MO/3/VORONA/BAU//BAU
19 ATTILA*2/PBW65

Al Lol Y5 sl o 3l a8 s (5,815 slarpY N S A slacnY

Lines No. 8 and 19 are sisterlines.
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Table 2. Combined analysis of variance for grain yield of bread wheat genotypes at
different locations in 2005-2007 cropping seasons

35T ar o Sla o Sl

S.0.V. Ol i Ct.a df. MS
Year (Y) JL. 1 954.773"
Location (L) o8 26.650"
Y xL Jlo x K 5 5.065 "
Replication (Y x L) (O x L) 1SS 24 0.877
Genotype (G) S, 18 0.768
Y xG Jlo X (3 55 18 0.254
LxG G55 % O 90 0.577
YxLxG O % Jlo X i 55 90 0.470"
Error oLl 432 0.335

RER SR NP SIS P SAL AL AR
J=b Lo bl =2 Aoy o=l 5o
5 s B S 6l gdes - S
L PR Py e g R
Sl Sy ol (el JSie 0 e 4
O3 el iz 5 Ll a0
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Lol o O x 5L s Jlx oo
Sty oslbe 5038 Sy ol Sl eslizl
O 5 2K s el Sl slac—5 55
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*and ** : Significant at 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively.
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Table 3. Stability analysis of grain yield in bread wheat genotypes based on non-parametric mean of ranks in locations and
years (2005-2007)

oS5 eoled Locations b o W s S ke 5 Shee glaas, ke 3 Shes slaady jlae Ol sl 5, Shes Larls o
Genotype No. ) al Js3s e = oyl Sl &y Mean gra_iln yield Mean rank of yield Standard devigtion Yield index ratio
Ahvaz Dezful Khorramabad Darab Iranshahr Zabol (tha™) for rank of yield
1 5901 5.261 7.167 6.718 5986  6.046 6.180 7.08 4.400 100.9
2 5653 4.921 6.931 6.947 6.337  6.415 6.201 8.83 5.638 101.2
3 5600 5.132 7.309 6.949 6.146  6.505 6.274 8.42 5.435 102.4
4 5786 4.745 6.413 6.926 5814 5617 5.884 9.75 6.797 96.0
5 5522 5.188 6.377 7.014 5956  5.565 5.937 11.67 4,942 96.9
6 5997 5.232 6.740 6.774 6.240  6.360 6.224 9.25 4.070 101.6
7 6.217 4.814 6.928 6.645 6.612  5.696 6.152 10.33 6.583 100.4
8 5.883 5.404 7.001 6.054 5839  6.240 6.070 11.00 5.309 99.1
9 5195 5.445 7.010 6.960 5314 5910 5.972 11.42 6.007 97.5
10 4845 4.866 6.607 7.003 6.008  6.426 5.959 11.25 5.675 97.3
11 6.364 5.411 7.540 6.993 5875  6.768 6.492 6.00 4.000 106.0
12 5750 5.203 6.855 6.169 5794  6.766 6.090 11.00 4.452 99.4
13 6.061 5.734 7.661 6.053 6.002  6.935 6.408 7.42 6.515 104.6
14 5720 5.907 7.263 7.163 5761  6.639 6.409 8.42 5.977 104.6
15 5158 4.935 7.585 7.054 5387  6.433 6.092 11.33 5.399 99.4
16 5778 5.432 6.539 6.685 5713  6.511 6.110 11.08 3.942 99.7
17 5425 5.039 5.836 6.222 5765  5.988 5.713 14.08 4.441 93.3
18 5439 5.689 6.209 6.714 5516  7.268 6.139 10.33 6.228 100.2
19 5903 4.872 7.302 6.567 5937 6.077 6.110 11.50 4.890 99.7

For genotype names see Table 1.
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Table 4. Stabilitﬁ analysis of grain yield in bread wheat genotypes based on Wricke's

equivalence, Shu

la’s stability variance and regression method of Eberhart and Russell

Cogieled &K, YIS okl Olil spdome Gg S5 b oS
_ SCFCIPS NI JEN dls > Shes
Genotype W.“Cke > Shukla’s Square Regression Mean
No. equivalence stability deviation from  coefficient  grain yield
variance  regression line (tha™)
1 2.60™ 0.25™ 0.21™ 1.31™ 6.180
2 1.90™ 0.18™ 0.13"™ 1.32™ 6.201
3 1.87™ 0.17™ 0.19™ 1.03™ 6.274
4 6.63"™ 0.66™ 0.59™ 1.37"™ 5.884
5 4.30™ 0.42"™ 0.37™ 0.67™ 5.937
6 1.02™ 0.09™ 0.09™ 0.86"™ 6.224
7 3.27™ 0.32™ 0.33"™ 0.95™ 6.152
8 2.32"™ 0.22"™ 0.18™ 0.71™ 6.070
9 1.98™ 0.19™ 0.19™ 1.10™ 5.972
10 1.97™ 0.18™ 0.18™ 1.18™ 5.959
11 0.97"™ 0.08™ 0.09™ 1.07™ 6.492
12 1.65™ 0.15"™ 0.17™ 0.81™ 6.090
13 4.99™ 0.49™ 0.48™ 0.80™ 6.408
14 1.85™ 0.17™ 0.18™ 1.07™ 6.409
15 4.36"™ 0.43"™ 0.26™ 1.56™ 6.092
16 1.22™ 0.11"™ 0.09™ 0.74™ 6.110
17 3.42"™ 0.33"™ 0.16™ 0.43"™ 5.713
18 4.91"™ 0.48™ 0.48™ 0.84™ 6.139
19 1.89"™ 0.18™ 0.17"™ 1.18™ 6.110
ns: Not significant. 3 sxe e NS

For genotype names see Table 1.
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Table 5. Stability analysis of grain yield in bread wheat genotypes based on simultaneous selection method

G55 esled s Shoe oK 3 Sheead; s Sleeas, Sl u s sl Slolad, Gl el ol s, Olejer 2 % las
Genotype No. Number  Mean grainyield  Rank of Adjusted coefficient Adjusted Stability Stability ~ Simultaneous selection
(tha™) yield for rank of yield rank variance rank measure
1 13 6.179 14 +1 21 0.74"° -8 6
2 14 6.200 15 +1 20 0.53"* 0 15*
3 16 6.223 17 +1 19 0.52"¢ 0 17*
4 2 5.883 0 -2 18 1.97"¢ -8 -8
5 3 5.936 2 -1 17 1.26"* -8 -6
6 15 6.223 16 +1 16 0.26"* 0 16*
7 12 6.151 13 +1 15 0.94"° -8 5
8 6 6.070 5 -1 14 0.66"° -4 1
9 5 5.972 4 -1 13 0.55"* 0 4
10 4 5.958 3 -1 12 0.55"* 0 3
11 19 6.491 21 +2 9 0.24"° 0 21*
12 7 6.089 6 -1 8 0.45"* 0 6
13 17 6.407 19 +2 7 1.47"° -8 11
14 18 6.408 20 +2 6 0.51"° 0 20*
15 8 6.091 7 -1 5 1.28"¢ -8 -1
16 9 6.109 8 -1 4 0.32"¢ 0 8*
17 1 5.713 -1 -2 3 0.99"* -8 -9
18 11 6.138 12 +1 2 1.44"° -8 4
19 10 6.109 9 -1 1 0.53"* 0 9*
Mean= 6.126
LSD 5% = 0.224 Mean= 6.421
*: Stable genotypes Sl gle o i
ns: Not significant. 3 gme NS

For genotype names see Table 1.
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Table 6. Stability analysis of grain yield in bread wheat genotypes based on AMMI

method

ad) o @351 4 s Sl o Sl il gp 4 5 Aoy e o3

Principle df. MS Percent explained by ~ Cumulative

component principle component percentage
First —J, 22 0.384%* 52.70 32.52
Second 5> 20 0.340%* 23.90 76.60
Third ¢ 18 0.331%* 14.35 90.95
Forth ¢k~ 16 0.196** 8.10 99.05

TN Qe a3 Sl gma s

** . Significant 1% at levels of probability, respectively.
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Fig. 2. Biplot of first and second principles for selected bread wheat geno'[?/‘pes with
lowest genotgpes by environment interaction(Env1-Env5 representative of locations
Ahvaz, Darab, Deztul, Iranshahr, Khorramabd and Zabol, respectively)
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For genotype names (G1-G19) see Table 1.
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Fig. 2. Classification of bread wheat genotypes based on shifted multiplicative models
cluster analysis (SHMM)
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For genotype names (V1-V19) see Table 1.
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Table 7. Amounts of two principle components in bread wheat genotypes and six
locations of study

o 55 esled d\;:ﬂwﬁp Jsl adl 5 C‘pa_ﬂ}» t).»w}a
Genotype No. Mean grain yield Fist Second Third
(tha™) Component Component Component

1 6.179 0.060 0.308 -0.080

2 6.200 -0.068 -0.248 -0.134

3 6.223 0.102 -0.188 0.201

4 5.883 -0.414 0.220 0.032

5 5.936 -0.410 -0.408 0.146

6 6.223 -0.106 -0.081 -0.231

7 6.151 -0.077 -0.604 -0.518

8 6.070 0.246 0.059 -0.318

9 5.972 0.092 -0.156 0.417

10 5.958 -0.163 -0.185 0.349

11 6.491 0.244 0.128 -0.016

12 6.089 0.024 0.328 -0.163

13 6.407 0.563 0.370 -0.327

14 6.408 0.053 -0.081 0.248

15 6.091 0.555 -0.030 0.569

16 6.109 -0.184 0.167 -0.026

17 5.12 -0.438 0.135 -0.160

18 6.138 -0.422 0.531 0.178

19 6.109 0.340 -0.264 -0.165

S1 (Ahwaz) 4.594 -0.106 0.032 -0.698
S2 (Darab) 5.331 -0.446 -0.512 0.774
S3 (Dezful) 4.253 -0.095 0.246 0.164
S4 (Iranshahr) 4.673 -0.316 -0.530 -0.511
S5 (Khorramabad) 5.534 1.151 -0.169 0.132
S6 (Zabol) 5.033 -0.187 0.934 0.139

For genotype names see Table 1.
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Fig. 3. Classification of bread wheat locations based on shifted multiplicative models
cluster analysis (SHMM)
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S1-S6: Representative of locations of Ahwaz, Darab, Dezful, Iranshahr, Khorramabad
and Zabol, respectively.
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