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Table 1. Agroclimatic characteristics of testing environments and safflower yield

s 0la bl Slat ¢, Sl PPN g s el > Shos
Locations Geographical Altitude  Rainfall Temperature (°C) Testing years Yiel(_il
coordinate (m) (mm) e Sl (kgha™)
Min. Max.

Sararood 50~ 34°19'N, 47°07E 1351 48875  3.88 18.10 2003-06 607.25
Kurdistan Okws S 35°23'N, 47° 14E 1850 381.00 0.32 14.63 2003, 2005, 2006 34533
Tlam k! 33°41'N, 46°35E 975 531.25 8.95 16.58 2003-06 947.50
Khoramabad sUTe~  48°18'N,29°33'E 1171 445.33 9.40 20.73 2003, 2005, 2006  632.67
Maragheh “lp 26°52'N,45°30'E 1400 376.25 1.20 10.48 2003-06 952.75
Zanjan O3 48°49'N,36° 09'E 1875 397.75 1.67 13.70 2003-06 790.25
Ardebil J=25! 48°20'N, 38° 15'E 1350 264.25 1.57 12.93 2003-06 402.50
Shirvan Olsxs 37° 14'N, 58°07'E 1131 247.75 3.28 15.98 2003-06 342.00
Gachsaran oS 50°50'N,30°17'E - 710 566.00  11.53 27.30 2004, 2005, 2006 1276.67

ov
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Table 2. Names origin and characteristics of safflower genotypes used in this study

olads oY /3, Lee Sl KKy

No. Line/ Cultivar Origin Spine Flower colour
1 Cyprobregon Cyprus o Spiny S35 Orange b
2 S-541 USA &+T  Spiny S Yellow 35
3 CW-74 USA K+ Spiny J3 Orange b
4  Syrian Syria 4,5  Spineless s> Red #2
5  Dincer Turkey «S;5  Spiny S Yellow 35
6  Kino-76 Mexico 5% Spiny s, Orange b
7 CW-4440 USA &K+T  Spiny S Yellow 33
8  Lesaf Canada LS Spiny S Yellow 33
9  Hartman USA &+T  Spiny S Yellow 305
10 Esfahan Iran 4l Spineless S Red »5
11 Gila USA T Spiny s, Orange b
12 PI-198290 India 42 Spiny J Yellow 35
13 PI-250536 USA KT Spiny Js, Orange b
14 PI-250537 Egypt = Spiny sl Orange b
15 Sina Iran ozl Spiny o Yellow 305
16  PI-537636 USA T Spiny s, Orange b
17 PI-537636-S ~ USA KT Spiny Js Orange b

(;,&AJJLA)(.;“;J@‘AW,;&JL?%WV 6135 Sles (gl s X 5 65
Table 3. Results of the different statistical test procedures of seed yield of 17 safflower

genotypes grown in 33 rainfed environments (4 years and nine locations)

*Nonparametric methods s =I,Lb sl s,

XZ

a3 4 S SHPTRTS OY 3005 905,53

sal3T ol

df. Anova (Bredenkamp,  Hildebrand, (de Kroon/van der
S.0.V. Sl plie F 1974) 1980) Laan, 1981)
Genotypes (G) bosss 16 10.797 13.74" 206.88" 80.13"
Environments (E) bloe 32 535737 1453.417 1573.27" 1199.24™
GxE CSFIX b 512 3.417 117.72" 798.50" 781.06"

nsand " : Not-significant and significant at 1% probability level, respectively .

W SR ledadjsjl:@ujjb&uﬂb%;@:m sns

S g Jlizs S5 pie (Hildebrand, 1980) 1 paks sBredenkamp, 1974) calSuu » s LU sla i) 6lﬁpué}i
);ﬁ:z))}lwljs&uu;tsﬁ}rx(de Kroon/van der Laan, 1981) oY 15 0ls 5 05,5 63 05037 sl 5 (455 53 uis Oaeb) 5!

Sl (a5

* The null hypothesis for Berdenkamp and Hildebrand is no non-crossover GEI and for de Kroon/van der

Laan is no crossover GEI.
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Table 4. Nonparametric stability measures for seed yield of 17 safflower genotypes
grown in 33 rainfed environments (4 years and nine locations)

AJL»..: Qh&ho)b‘ }j‘)\.ﬁ&hb}b‘ )L,dejfyu
Q\)&A
(Huhn, 1990) (Thennarasu, 1995) (Fox et al., 1990)
Si(l) Zi(l) Si(Z) Zi(z) Si(3) Si(6) NPi(l) NPi(2) NPi(3) NPi(4) TOP (%)
I 586 0.19 25 0.11 96 1647 421 053 061  0.72 33
2 534 0.67 21 075 97 1750  3.88 0.65 065 0.77 46
3560  0.04, 24 001, 52 1085 397 036 042 048 9
4 651 3.86 32 458 110 1891 509 073 065  0.76 42
5 609 093 27 0.77 94 1655 452 045 057  0.67 36
6 537  0.56 22 041 49  9.59 379 034 043 049 12
7 625 1.80 29 1.66 105 1846 461 051 065 077 39
8 541 043 22 048 65 1273 397 040 047 0.5 24
9 559  0.05 23 0.04 54 11.01 394 039 044 0.2 12
10 563 002, 23 0.05, 69 1227 406 034 043 051 18
11 469 558 16 4.70 58 1201 333 033 041 048 15
12 576  0.03 24 0.01 88 1539 433 043 052 0.6l 27
13 538  0.52 21 0.64 82 1582 394 037 059  0.69 36
14 554  0.12 23 0.19 92 1653 385 055 062  0.73 33
15 613 115 29 1.8 100 1950 445 0.89 093  1.08 55
16 569 0001 24  0.00 83 1468 406 049 050 0.8 27
17 577 0.05 25 0.02 99 17.04 415 052 059  0.69 33
Y Z"=16.00 = Z”?=16.00
O30 slee,lol
E(S")=5682 E(S?)=24.117 %ZSW =27.59
Var (§")=0.176  Var (§P)=13.61 4> Z1,72=3.84

* : Significant at 5% probability level. o530 Jlaz| b 53 )l e ¥

fala)
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Table 5. Simultaneous selection for seed yield and adaptability for 17 safflower
genotypes grown in 33 rainfed environments (4 years and nine locations)

ol ool ) e helasy, Wb ) a4, ool Shuad,
oS85 5 Slas 5 Slas el ol ol ol ol -85 $lples s
A4l JARER Sl 3 Sas Aol
e At i 5
Genotype Mean Yield Adjustment Adjusted Stability o) Stability  Yield- GGEDi rank
no. (kgha')  rank to(Y)* rank variance  rank  rating’  stability
' (Sh-c/ index
/1000) (Ysi)
1 712.27 10 +1 11 19.277 5 2 9x 2
2 724.84 15 +1 16 14.33 9 0 16x 10
3 629.06 1 2 -1 15.26 8 0 -1 16
4 722.13 14 +1 15 15.57 6 0 15x 3
5 701.35 9 +1 10 31.107 1 -8 2 8
6 647.59 4 2 2 8.80 15 0 2 15
7 717.71 12 +1 13 9.34 14 0 13x 4
8 689.19 8 -1 7 8.59 16 0 7 5
9 636.24 2 2 0 13.67 11 0 0 17
10 645.07 3 2 1 27.417 2 -8 -7 14
11 680.19 7 -1 6 14.32 10 0 6 12
12 666.32 5 -1 4 15.41 7 0 4 13
13 718.78 13 +1 14 5.72 17 0 14x 7
14 717.31 11 +1 12 9.88 13 0 12x 11
15 771.57 17 +3 20 21.82" 4 -4 16x 1
16 677.89 6 -1 5 12.74 12 0 5 6
17 725.25 16 +1 17 24577 3 -8 9x 9
LSDy os 32.84
Mean 693.10 7.18
rv. *k e
GGEDI 0.72 0.73

.MJJ\}D‘\'JW‘C)LNJJJ‘J&&A%J:Q: K ¢T

+, *, **: denote significance at the 10%, 5%, and 1% probability levels, respectively.

,\LSDssu%,s;L;mﬂémi;Lf Gl p+Y 5 +Y ‘szi;l.w< 5&%}}5&;& ;nispé\ﬁ+\ Q)yyu%}ijc_‘wi
SYLSD 2 glacs 55 slas Shes o Kbe g1y ¥ 5-Y ¢ JS 5Kl ™ glo 55 slas Shes o Kbe 65—V ¢ IS :5La 31 20 Y LSD
JS oSl 5l xS YLSD

* Adjustment of +1 for mean seed yield > overall mean seed yield (OMSY); +2 and +3 for mean seed yield

> 1 LSD and 2 LSD above OMSY, respectively; -1 for mean seed yield < OMSY; -2 and -3 for mean seed
yield <1 LSD and 2 LSD below OMSY, respectively. s

ooy 4t s denn Ve 50 ) Jlal gk s Gl pme Gla byl 4 5 4 Y 5 S CA slael Il bl e Gl

A esls )lsd‘.uf:i‘—

§ Stability rates aszsigned as -8, -4, and -2 for ;2 significant at P=0.01, 0.05, and 0.1, respectively; and 0 for
non-significant c;".

s i 8 Vi pesls el oS glacg 5 X
x Genotypes selected on the basis of Yg;.
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Fig. 1. Genotype plus genotype x environment biplots (GGE) of mean and stability of
17 safflower genotypes grown in 33 rain-fed environments (4 years and nine locations)
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