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Table 2. Description of rapeseed lines assessed in eight environments (two years and four locations)
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3 4 L101 ModenaxOkapi 5160106 27284.83" 3173™ 1.01™
I 5 163  SundayxGeronimo 1797351 26709.33" 3682™ 0.59™
7 6 L190 OkapixGA096 6253673 6422.00™ 3266™ 1.11m
] 7 L137 OrientxModena 6975377 9986.50" 3547™ 1.17™
B 8 L119 OkapixSWO0756 8336377 11158.33"™ 3546™ 1.28"
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13 Okapi Okapi (Check) 3607841 12352.83" 3489™ 0.84™
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Table 3. Combined analysis of variance for seed yield of rapeseed lines
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Fig. 1. Cluster analysis dendrogram of the first model
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Table 6. The smallest dissimilarity index at each cluster cycle and the determination
of the cutting point for first and second model
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Method ~ Cycle Genotypes grouped dissilfllilllaililte;ﬂindex Ca%grlellilitgd vl v2 F’{%gllllllir
1 Q2,13) 1105 0.009 2 72 3.13™
2 11,2,13) 5749 0.049 4 72 2.50™
3 358 9553 0.080 2 12 3.13™
4 1501 52,13) 10730 0.092 6 72 2.23™
5 753 58) 23859 0.205 4 72 2.50™
6 @ 56) 30567 0.263 2 72 3.13™
1 7 12, 511 52,13) 31106 0.267 8 72 2.07™
8 9,02 ,1,511 5,2 ,13) 42735 0.367 10 72 1.97™
9 456),10 65549 0.564 4 72 2.50™
10 550512,1,11,2,13) 97796 0.841 12 72 1.89"
11 (735350659512,51,11,2,13) 155167 1.334 18 72 1.75™

53 5855,9,12,1,11,52,13) .

12 @.6,10),0 196721 1.691 24 72 1.67
1 2,10 87 0.001 1 72 3.98™
2 2,10 ,13 736 0.006 2 12 3.13™
3 6512) 1142 0.010 1 72 3.98™
4 @59 3050 0.026 1 72 3.98"™
5 151D 3249 0.028 1 72 3.98™
5 6 7506 512) 9567 0.082 2 12 3.13™
7 358 16011 0.138 1 72 3.98™
8 151D 52 510513) 16454 0.141 3072 2.74™
9 459,57 56512) 20190 0.174 4 72 2.50™
10 55 5115,2,10,13) 76953 0.662 4 72 2.50™
11 B 58) 5@ 59,756,12) 83904 0.721 6 72 2.23™

p 12001256, 52510,19 221227 1.902 2 7 1.89°
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ns and ": Not significant and significant at the 5% probability level.
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