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Extended Abstract

Background: Barley (Hordeum vulgare L.) is one of the important cereal crops, which is ranked
fourth globally after wheat, rice, and maize. Superior genotypes must be accurately identified in
any breeding program. Improvement of some traits, such as grain yield, may be efficient through
indirect selection pathways due to their high correlations with other traits. Therefore, this study
aimed to select the best barley genotypes with desirable agronomic traits by using and finally
comparing a combination of different selection indices.

Methods: To evaluate some superior barley genotypes using multi-trait selection indices, an
experiment was conducted at the Darab Agricultural and Natural Resources Research Station,
Darab, Iran, in the 2020-2021 cropping year. The plant genetic materials consisted of 51 barley
genotypes, along with nine check genotypes. The experiment was carried out based on a
randomized complete block design with three replications. The studied genotypes were planted
in six lines of 5 m long and 15 cm space between them. Seed density was determined as 300 seeds
per square meter, and seeds were sown using an experimental plot planter (Wintersteiger, Austria).
Before seed sowing, the fertilizer composition was 150 kg ha' nitrogen (twice), and di-
ammonium phosphate and potassium sulfate were 100 and 50 kg ha’, respectively. After
removing the border effect, all experimental plots were harvested using an experimental combine
(Wintersteiger, Austria). Three selection indices, including selection of ideal genotype (SIIG),
multi-trait genotype-ideotype distance index (MGIDI), ideotype design via best linear unbiased
prediction (FAI-BLUP), and Smith-Hazel (SH), were estimated based on 12 morpho-phenological
traits to select superior genotypes. The measured traits included grain yield, the number of spikes
per square meter, the number of grains per spike, weight of spike, thousand-grain weight, grain
filling period, spike length, plant height, the number of days to heading, the number of days to
maturity, grain filling rate, and the spike type.

Results: The results of the likelihood ratio test (LRT) showed that the genotype effect was
significant for all measured traits at the 1% probability level. The results of restricted maximum
likelihood (REML) showed that the lowest heritability was recorded for the grain filling period
(0.505), grain yield (0.611), and grain filling rate (0.649), while the highest values were observed
for thousand-grain weight (0.884) and the number of days to heading (0.877). The results of
comparing the adjusted mean using the REML-BLUP model revealed that the highest grain yield
belonged to genotypes 3, 1, 50, and 30, respectively. The grain yields of these genotypes were
higher than all the check genotypes. Based on the MGIDI index, genotypes 39, 14, 43, 49, 6, 35,
19, 32, 41, 50, 55 (Auxin), 38, 44, 60 (Nimrooz), 28, 42, 40, and 34 with the lowest values were
identified as superior genotypes. Genotypes 39, 35, 43, 14, 32, 6, 41, 44, 50, and 42 with the
highest FAI-BLUP values were selected as the best genotypes. The results of the Smith-Hazel
index showed that the genotypes 30, 55, 1, 2, 3, 40, 38, 12, 10, and 13 with the highest values
were identified as superior genotypes. Moreover, genotypes 3, 50, 30, 1, 55, 10, 13, 2, 11, 39, 12,
38, 31, 35, 36, and 44 with the highest SIIG index were superior genotypes in terms of most
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measured traits. The results of the correlation analysis showed that grain yield was positively and
significantly correlated with the number of days to maturity (0.35%), plant height (0.37%), grain
filling period (0.26*), the number of spikes per square meter (0.61**), and grain filling rate
(0.96**). All selection indices were significantly correlated with grain yield, and the highest
correlation value was found between grain yield and the SIIG (0.92**) and Smith-Hazel (0.78**)
indices. FAI-BLUP and MGIDI indices were significantly associated with all traits, except for
thousand-grain weight, length of ripening period, spike length, and the number of spikes per
square meter traits. Only the thousand-grain weight and spike length traits did not show significant
correlations with any of the selection indices.

Conclusion: In conclusion, genotypes 3, 50, 30, 1, 55, 10, 13, 2, 11, 12, and 38 were identified
as superior genotypes using both SIIG and Smith-Hazel indices, and genotypes 39, 35, 50, 38,
and 44 were identified as superior genotypes by FAI-BLUP and MGIDI indices. Finally, our
results revealed that SIIG and Smith-Hazel indices were better than FAI-BLUP and MGIDI
indices to identify superior genotypes.
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Figure 1. Meteorological information of the experiment site (2021-2022)
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Table 1. Pedigrees of the studied barley genotypes in the 2020-2021 cropping season

aslio s by
Pedigree Genotypes
Kavir/Badia/3/Torsh//9cr.279-07/Bgs/4/Karoon/Kavir/5/ Rojo/3/LB.IRAN/Una8271//Gloria"S"/Com"S" 1
Triton/Yazd-5//Bereke-54 2
Yousef/3/Legia//Rhn/Lignee 527 3
GOB/ALELI//CANELA/3/ARUPO*2/JET/4/ARUPO/K8755//MORA/5/Lignee527/NK1272//JLB70-063/3/Barjouj/ 4
GOB/ALELI//CANELA/3/ARUPO*2/JET/4/ARUPO/K8755//MORA/5/Rojo/3/LB.IRAN/Una8271//Gloria"S"/Com"S"/ 5
GOB/ALELI//CANELA/3/ARUPO*2/JET/4/ARUPO/K8755//MORA/5/Nimrooz 6
GOB/ALELI//CANELA/3/ARUPO*2/JET/4/ARUPO/K8755//MORA/5/Bgs/Dujia//L.1242 7
Anoidium/Arbayan-01/3/Lignee527/NK1272//JLB70-63/4/MBD-82-9(D10) 8
GOB/ALELI//CANELA/3/ARUPO*2/JET/4/ARUPO/K8755//MORA/5/R0jo/3/LB.IRAN/Una8271//Gloria"S"/Com"S" 9
GOB/ALELI//CANELA/3/ARUPO*2/JET/4/ARUPO/K8755//MORA/5/Rojo/3/LB.IRAN/Una8271//Gloria"S"/Com"S" 10
26216/4/Arar/3/Mari/Aths*2//M-Att-73-337-1/5/Nik/6/ Rojo/3/LB.IRAN/Una8271//Gloria"S"/Com"S" 11
Kavir/Badia/3/Torsh/9cr.279-07//Bgs/4/Karoon/Kavir/5/Nik/6/ Rojo/3/LB.IRAN/Una8271//Gloria"S"/Com"S" 12
Rojo/3/LB.IRAN/Una8271//Gloria"S"/Com"S"/4/Nik/5/Kavir 13
ICNB-105960/Torkman//Nosrat/3/Bda/Rhn-03//ICB-107766 14
Legia//Rhn/Lignee 527/3/Rhn03/4/Rojo/3/LB.IRAN/Una8271//Gloria"S"/Com"S" 15
Zahak/Zarqa//Sahra 16
Rojo/S/LB.IRAN/Una8271//Gloria”S"/Com"S"/4/1—BC—80152/5/Sahra 17
landa/Momtaz 18
Rhn- O3//L1gnee$27/NK1272/3/Aths/L1gnef:686/5/Baca S'/3/AC253//C108887/C105761/4/Cen/Bglo'S‘ 19
SICH84.80/BISON 191 20
SUMBARD400/8/P.STO/3/LBIRAN/UNA80//LIGNEE640/4/BLLU/5/PETUNIA 1/6/M111/7/LEGACY/3/SVANHALS- 21
BAR/MSEL// AZAF/GOB24DH
LEGACY /4-1IMBN11 22
P.STO/3/LBIRAN/UNAS80//LIGNEE640/4/BLLU/5/PETUNIA 1/6/BRS180/7/TOCTE 23
Nadawa/Rhn-03/3/Lignee527/Rihane//Arar 24
M104/PFC 88210//DONA JOSEFA 25
LBIRAN/UNAS80//LIGNEE640/3/PUNGSANCHAPSSALBORI 26
Alanda-01 (Arizona5908/Aths//Lignee640) 27
Clipper//W12291*2/W12269/7/Hml-02/5/Cq/Cm//Apm/3/1 2/4 1/0/4/1Giza1 34-2L/6/Clipper/Volla/3/Arr/Esp//Alger/Ceres362-1- 28
1/4/Hm
BISON 218.1/6/P.STO/3/LBIRAN/UNA80//LIGNEE640/4/BLLU/S/PETUNIA 1 29
WABAR2242//LIMON/BICHY 2000 30
P.STO/3/LBIRAN/UNAS80//LIGNEE640/4/BLLU/5/PETUNIA 1/6/CHAMICO/TOCTE//CONGONA 31
Kavir/Badia/3/Torsh//9cr.279-07/Bgs/4/Karoon/Kavir/5/Nosrat 32
Kavir/Badia/3/Torsh//9cr.279-07/Bgs/4/Karoon/Kavir/5/Nosrat 33
ZBL-2640/Nosrat 34
ZBL-2640/Nosrat 35
Beecher/Kavir 36
Manal/Alanda-01//1-BC-80152 37
Rojo/3/LB.IRAN/Una8271//Gloria"S"/Com"S"/4/Sahra 38
Rojo/3/LB.IRAN/Una8271//Gloria"S"/Com"S"/4/Sahra 39
Rojo/3/LB.IRAN/Una8271//Gloria"S"/Com"S"/4/Comp 89-9Cr-79- 40
Rhn-03//L.527/NK1272/4/Viringa'S//W12291/W12269/3/H.spont.38-3/Akrash-01 41
Rhn-03//L.527/NK1272/4/Viringa'S//W12291/W12269/3/H.spont.38-3/Akrash-01 42
Rhn-03//L.527/NK1272/4/Viringa'S//W12291/W12269/3/H.spont.38-3/Akrash-01 43
Rhn-03//L.527/NK1272/4/Viringa'S//W12291/W12269/3/H.spont.38-3/Akrash-01 44
Rhn-03//L.527/NK1272/4/Viringa'S//W12291/W12269/3/H.spont.38-3/Akrash-01 45
Lignee 527/NK1272//JLB 70-63/3/Rhn-03//Lignee527/As45 46
Lignee 527/NK1272//JLB 70-63/3/Rhn-03//Lignee527/As45 47
Bgs/Dajia//L.1242/3/L.B.IRAN/Una8271//Gloria'S'"/3/Alm/Una80//..../4/Kavir 48
Bgs/Dajia//L.1242/3/L.B.IRAN/Una8271//Gloria'S'/3/Alm/Una80//..../4/Kavir 49
R0jo/3/LB.IRAN/Una8271//Gloria"S"/Com"S"/4/Bereke- 54 50
LB. Iran/Una827l//Glorla"S"/Com"S"/S/Torsh/9cr 279-07//Bgs *2/4/ Rojo/3/LB.IRAN/... 51
W-98-18 (Check) 52
W-98-16 (Check) 53
W-98-19 (Check) 54
Oxin (Check) 55
Golchin (Check) 56
Norooz (Check) 57
Sahra (Check) 58
Nobahar 59
Nimrooz 60
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Table 2. Results of REML analysis for different morpho-phenological traits in the studied barley genotypes

NSP SPW NGS AL SL GY TKW GFR GFP PLH DMA DHE (Statistics) s Ll
0.702  0.760 0.823  0.829  0.802 0.611 0.884 0.649 0.505 0.718  0.692  0.877 (Heritability) . pdycslyy
5474 0.047 2353 1479 0.484 252154 13.952  239.612 1.762 47.48 2538  6.235 il by
Genotype Variance

6969 0.04 15.15 091 036 482205 5.51 388.1 5.17 55.85 3.39 2.63 | osledl ooy
Residual Variance

29.1 17.47 1585 9.18 12.22 21.20 5.26 19.30 7.10 9.63 1.54 1.85 (CV (%)) (£) &y cupe

3)Slos GY £(j5,) al> by 095 Jgbo \GFP £(p,5) ails jl5m 59 TGW ¢( yio s5lw) a5 glisyl PLH ¢ Sduasy b 59, slawi :DMA faliw joobs U jg, slaws :DHE
Al (159 SPW talias )5 &l ol INGS ¢( o lo) Sty Jobo 1AL (o lw) dlius Jobo $SL &35 3 p,55hS) il (il yy e o :GFR £(,kSa 3 p,55LS) il

ayeyio 5> diuw olass :NSP ¢(p)5)
DHE: Number of days to heading; DMA: Number of days to maturitsy; PLH: Plant height (cm); TGW: Thousand-grain weight (g); GFP: Grain filling
period; YLD: Grain yield (kg h"%; GFR: Grain filling rate (kg/day); SL: Spike length (cm); AL: Awn length (cm); NGS: Number of grains per spike;
SPW: Spike weight (g); NSP: Number of spikes per square meter.
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Figure 2. Heat maps of phenotypic variation for measured morpho-phenological traits in the investigated barley
genotypes
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Table 3. The REML-BLUP model-based adjusted means for measured morpho-phenological traits and values of SIIG

index in the investigated barley genotypes
Sejglgid—gh 50 Ol

SIIG Morpho-phenological traits b <

RT NSP SPW NGS AL SL GY TKW GFR GFP PLH  DMA  DHE  Oenotypes Code
0572 6 376 L1 223 115 41 3916 472 1233 320 804 1207 889 1 Gl
0.550 6 342 L1 253 1L1 40 3780 406 1199 318 778 1211 897 2 G2
0.625 6 321 14 269 119 45 4243 489 1308 325 836 1227 906 3 G3
0.431 2 332 10 160 98 63 318 517 976 323 933 1202 877 4 G4
0.408 6 248 12 249 98 49 2955 371 921 318 683 1209 894 5 G5
0.501 6 264 13 254 118 56 3313 452 1034 322 842 1186 859 6 G6
0.428 6 204 14 269 114 52 2714 475 868 308 683 1181 877 7 G7
0393 6 27 13 227 107 47 2840 475 919 310 697 1204 903 8 G8
0.452 6 273 12 260 93 44 3253 423 1036 3.7 720 1197 883 9 G9
0.564 6 296 13 310 90 53 3780 403 1220 313 781 1183 871 10 G10
0539 6 38 10 222 102 47 3792 410 1157 325 795 1216 892 1 Gll
0536 6 347 L1 238 108 41 3768 417 1139 330 777 1216 883 12 G612
0.561 6 323 12 268 103 48 3667 409 1174 315 748 1202 892 13 GlI3
0.462 6 271 12 257 118 41 3243 443 942 339 726 1177 818 14 Gl4
0512 6 251 13 243 129 50 3304 562 1070 312 812 1209 906 15 GIS
0305 6 230 L1 216 108 37 2643 446 850 310 744 1195 892 16 Gl6
0.429 6 250 13 247 113 50 3166 459 984 320 790 1213 897 17 G617
0373 6 210 12 260 1L1 53 2614 434 797 322 764 1207 886 18 Gl8
0363 6 228 12 249 106 47 2759 440 778 345 764 177 807 19 G19
0.444 6 255 13 289 94 52 3112 395 1017 307 747 1190 892 20 G20
0.425 6 257 12 262 112 52 3034 418 974 312 804 1193 886 21 G2l
0377 6 23 12 268 96 48 2706 395 862 313 687 1183 871 2 G2
0337 6 212 12 249 94 49 2623 441 82 312 763 1202 897 23 623
0.509 6 400 09 185 109 41 3473 444 1104 318 776 1190 871 2 G24
0437 6 28 13 268 86 51 3096 422 993 315 754 1195 883 25 G25
0331 6 223 12 227 105 43 2685 450 867 307 742 1193 894 26 G26
0.361 6 281 1.0 216 105 44 2001 416 879 325 743 1186 854 27 G27
0.458 2 403 08 146 92 54 3236 502 936 340 769 1160  79.5 28 G28
0.428 6 244 12 301 8.0 53 3060 394 951 320 843 1220  90.6 29 G29
0.581 2 420 10 163 90 64 3803 485 1238 313 733 1209 903 30 G30
0.535 6 267 14 314 97 57 3527 389 1082 325 790 1218 89.4 31 G3l
0.485 6 22 15 295 98 50 3298 482 974 334 845 1211 871 3 632
0.464 6 18 17 319 102 52 2828 480 848 327 774 1207 877 33 G33
0.486 6 238 14 257 117 45 3217 476 1027 315 729 1195 883 34 G34
0533 6 269 14 267 123 47 3614 481 1084 332 821 1213 877 35 G35
0.524 6 312 12 257 88 42 3617 435 1124 323 705 1200 874 36 G36
0.456 6 304 L1 251 86 42 3365 428 1050 318 642 1179 856 37 G37
0.536 6 329 L1 241 9.4 51 3721 4L6 1141 325  8L1 1195 865 38 G38
0538 6 323 12 270 102 50 3628 424 1045 342 805 1197 839 39 G39
0.502 6 319 L1 216 122 50 3450 448 1054 329 795 1220 892 40 G40
0.490 6 263 14 274 104 46 3390 478 1052 322 833 1200 877 41 G4l
0.467 6 206 15 300 119 46 3002 453 953 313 761 1188 8.7 ) G42
0.496 6 261 14 280 123 45 3384 457 1070 323 792 1183 854 ") G43
0522 6 251 15 282 112 45 3562 428 1128 317 803 1200 886 44 G4
0.409 6 300 L1 215 103 40 3174 444 1013 315 751 1211 903 45 G45
0.440 6 213 14 200 101 57 2881 439 914 310 725 1186 880 46 G46
0.505 6 255 14 279 82 59 3425 451 1072 320 831 1200  88.0 47 G47
0422 6 279 12 224 100 52 3184 466 1052 305 950 1179 880 48 G48
0.440 6 310 L1 216 98 49 3250 478 990 325 880 1177 842 49 G49
0.600 6 276 14 314 108 56 3812 432 1219 317 844 1195 880 50 G50
0.489 6 319 12 228 99 43 3605 476 1123 320 800 1207 889 51 G5l
0478 6 338 L1 228 110 49 342 400 1056 322 781 1207 886  W-98-I8 G52
0.456 6 313 L1 233 92 47 3313 434 1042 318 772 1204 889  W-98-I6 G53
0317 6 213 L1 213 113 43 2454 471 762 313 6.1 1193 883  W-98-19 G54
0.571 6 351 L1 230 118 49 3797 437 1194 322 777 1200 8.7 Oxin G55
0.484 6 22 15 324 102 64 2081 414 930 317 759 1197 883 Golchin G56
0.428 2 38 08 139 100 53 2845 468 948 302 682 1202 915 Norooz G57
0.503 6 207 12 235 108 41 3619 478 1139 3.7 81 1216 906 Sahra Gs8
0452 2 38 09 152 93 60 3164 492 967 323 785 1207 883 Nobahar G59
0517 2 453 08 144 106 57 3322 465 948 345 780 1202 839  Nimrooz G60

287 121 2457 1041 490 3276 4464 1021 320 776 1199  87.9  (Mean)oSbe
812 021 409 100 062 628 253 1838 185  7.44 175 174 LSD o0s

3ySdas 1GY {(35,) wls iy 0)93 Jsb :GFP £(p,5) by Jlin 59 TGW ¢ o lw) &g gls )l :PLH ¢ Saumy b jg, slixs :DMA taliws ysols b jg, dlass :DHE
A (459 SPW taliaw 55 &ily 2luss :INGS (0 5bo) Sy Jobo :AL (0 5lo) aliinw Jobo :SL 45y 2 p)SobS) ild (yaidyy s juo :GFR £()liSa ;5 p,55LS") b

Gy &9 RT fgipeyio yd dliaw dlasi :NSP £(p)5)
DHE: Number of days to hcading; DMA: Number of days to maturity; PLH: Plant hciﬁht (cm); TGW: Thousand-grain weight (gram); GFP: Grain filling
period; YLD: Grain yield (kg h™"); GFR: Grain filling rate (kg/day); SL: Spike length (cm); AL: Awn length (cm); NGS: Number of grains per spike;
SPW: Spike weight (g); NSP: Number of spikes per square meter; RT: Row type
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Figure 3. The ranking pattern of the selected barley genotypes based on MGIDI (A), FAI-BLUP (B), Smith-Hazel
(C), and SIIG (D) indices. In each model, selected genotypes are highlighted in red. The central red circle shows the

cut point according to the selection intensity (SI =30%).
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Figure 4. Correlations of morpho-phenological traits and selection indices in the barley genotypes
s puo (GFR iy 5 Slos :GY (aily iy 09 Jobo :GFP ¢y i 59 TGW (5gy ¢lisyl PLH ¢ Sy b 54 3l DMA faliaw joods U 39, sl :DHE
2o yio 5> Al dlaxi INSP el (59 :SPW faliu p3 il sliss :(NGS £y Job (AL falus Jobo :SL saly iy
DHE: Number of days to heading; DMA: Number of days to maturity; PLH: Plant height; TGW: Thousand-grain weight; GFP: Grain filling period;

YLD: Grain yield; GFR: Grain filling rate; SL: Spike length; AL: Awn length; NGS: Number of grains per spike; SPW: Spike weight; NSP: Number of
spikes per square meter


http://dx.doi.org/10.61882/jcb.2024.1552
http://jcb.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-1552-en.html

[ Downloaded from jcb.sanru.ac.ir on 2026-02-14 ]

[ DOI: 10.61882/jch.2024.1552 ]

WY

V¥ /Y o)l [ patan Jlo /Gcb)' oLlS #Mol dol yings

slbews; olgicas MGIDI § FAI-BLUP (gla sl
ey lp g 9b QB! Gialejl ool lulyd )3 iy
ol ) WS By (Gl clilel wile LSS
P LYL ab s Slee by slacais; sl MGIDI

IS (S5 deiS
MGIDI s FAI-BLUP (b asls la Sis J
bl 5l dlols o yieS bl 5y slaceisiy Gl
ly yp slcwss; SIIG Lasls bl .cwl (Jlox) cuigs)
S Aol cp it g Sl cuigs jl dlold oS ol

A8 plelis Gl pl llys SHG asls (bl 5l A8 o Ol Gund ouisi)
13,08 g S Al a5 WS asuie |) aewiss) w dold Sl o
e s e . L L0 1y bl ol et 1 S0
ShaliS Slios ol pyzme o Kan oles ) C AT e BB e B Pl
3905 )b 1y Lo oo opl plosl o &5 M gsg ey N T AR DA A Sheep) Egee )3

ol o g s s Mo S SH 5 SIG adla g3 ja 2 & YAS I Y

References

Abdollahi hesar, A., Sofalian, O., Alizade, B., Asghari, A., & Zali, H. (2020). Evaluation of some autumn
rapeseed genotypes based on morphological traits and SIIG index. Journal of Crop Breeding, 12(34),
93-104. https://doi.org/10.29252/jcb.12.34.151 [In Persian]

Ahakpaz, F., Abdi, H., Neyestani, E., Hesami, A., Mohammadi, B., Mahmoudi, K. N., Abedi-Asl, G.,
Noshabadi, M. R. J., Ahakpaz, F. & Alipour, H. (2021). Genotype-by-environment interaction analysis
for grain yield of barley genotypes under dryland conditions and the role of monthly rainfall.
Agricultural Water Management, 245, 106665. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agwat.2020.106665

Barati, A., Zali, H., Marzoqian, A., Koohkan, S. & Gholipour, A. (2021). Selection of barley pure lines with
high yield and desirable agronomic characteristics in warm areas of Iran. Journal of Crop Production,
14(1), 199-218. https://doi.org/10.22069/ejcp.2021.18845.2403 [In Persian]

Benakanahalli, N.K., Sridhara, S., Ramesh, N., Olivoto, T., Sreekantappa, G., Tamam, N., Abdelbacki,
A.M.M., Elansary, H.O., & Abdelmohsen, S.A.M. (2021). A framework for identification of stable
genotypes based on MTSI and MGDII Indexes: an example in guar (Cymopsis tetragonoloba L.).
Agronomy, 11, 1221. https://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy 11061221

Bernardo, R. (2020). Reinventing quantitative genetics for plant breeding: something old, something new,
something borrowed, something BLUE. Heredity, 125(6), 375-385. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41437-
020-0312-1

Bizari, E. H., Val, B. H. P., Pereira, E. de M., Mauro, A. O. Di., & Unéda-Trevisoli, S. H. (2017). Selection
indices for agronomic traits in segregating populations of soybean. Revista Ciéncia Agronémica, 48,
110-117. https://doi.org/10.5935/1806-6690.20170012

Botelho, T. T., Leite, P. S. da S., Parrella, R. A. da C., & Nunes, J. A. R. (2022). Strategies for multi-trait
selection of sweet sorghum progenies. Crop Breeding and Applied Biotechnology, 21, e388221410.
https://doi.org/10.1590/1984-70332021v21n4a59

Casagrande, C. R., Mezzomo, H. C., Silva, C. M., Lima, G. W., Souza, D. J. P., Borém, A., & Nardino, M.
(2022). Selection indexes based on genotypic values applied to Brazilian tropical wheat breeding.
Agronomy Science and Biotechnology, 8, 1-16. https://doi.org/10.33158/ASB.r171.v8.2022

Ceron-Rojas, J. J., Crossa, J., Sahagin-Castellanos, J., Castillo-Gonzalez, F., & Santacruz-Varela, A.
(2006). A selection index method based on eigen analysis. Crop Science, 46, 1711-1721.
https://doi.org/10.2135/cropsci2005.11-0420

Da Silva, M. J., Carneiro, P. C. S., de Souza Carneiro, J. E., Damasceno, C. M. B., Parrella, N. N. L. D.,
Pastina, M. M., Simeone, M. L. F., Schaffert, R. E., & da Costa Parrella, R. A. (2018). Evaluation of the
potential of lines and hybrids of biomass sorghum. Industrial Crops and Products, 125, 379-385.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.indcrop.2018.08.022

Emami, S., Asghari, A., Mohammaddoust Chamanabad, H., Rasoulzadeh, A. & Ramzi, E. (2019).
Evaluation of osmotic stress tolerance in durum wheat (Triticum durum L.) advanced lines.
Environmental ~ Stresses in Crop Sciences, 12(3), 697-707. (In Persian).
https://doi.org/10.22077/escs.2019.1532.1347

FAOSTAT, F. (2020). Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations-Statistic Division
https://www. fao. org/faost at/en/# data. QC.

Geravandi, M., Mahmodi, F., Haghparast, R., & Hossenian Khoshroo, H. (2024). Genetic diversity and
inter-relationships of morpho-agronomic traits in Kabuli chickpea genotypes under autumn sowing
condition. Journal of Crop Breeding, 15(48), 50-61. https://doi.org/10.61186/jcb.15.48.50 [In Persian]

Haghighatnia, H., & Alhani, F. (2020). Evaluation of irrigation water salinity tolerance indices in new
cultivars and lines of safflower. lranian Journal of Soil and Water Research, 51(7), 1181-1821.
https://doi.org/10.22059/ijswr.2020.299239.668552 [In Persian]

Smith, H. F. (1936). A discriminant function for plant selection. Annals of Eugenics, 7, 240-250.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-1809.1936.tb02143.x


http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/jcb.12.34.151
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agwat.2020.106665
https://doi.org/10.22069/ejcp.2021.18845.2403
https://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy11061221
https://doi.org/10.5935/1806-6690.20170012
https://doi.org/10.1590/1984-70332021v21n4a59
http://dx.doi.org/10.33158/ASB.r171.v8.2022
https://doi.org/10.2135/cropsci2005.11-0420
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.indcrop.2018.08.022
https://doi.org/10.22077/escs.2019.1532.1347
https://doi.org/10.61186/jcb.15.48.50
https://doi.org/10.22059/ijswr.2020.299239.668552
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-1809.1936.tb02143.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.61882/jcb.2024.1552
http://jcb.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-1552-en.html

[ Downloaded from jcb.sanru.ac.ir on 2026-02-14 ]

[ DOI: 10.61882/jch.2024.1552 ]

W 9 Uisudel glacaie) Obl gl cho dn e slapasls aulie

Hazel, L. N. (1943). The genetic basis for constructing selection indexes. Genetics, 28(6), 476—490.
https://doi.org/10.1093/genetics/28.6.476

Hazel, L. H., Dickerson, G. E., & Freeman, A. E. (1994). The Selection index-then, now, and for the future.
Journal of Dairy Science, 77(10), 3236-3251. https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.S0022-0302(94)77265-9

Holland, J. B. (2006). Estimating genotypic correlations and their standard errors using multivariate
restricted maximum likelihood estimation with SAS Proc MIXED. Crop Science, 46(2), 642—654.
https://doi.org/10.2135/cropsci2005.0191

Hu, X. (2015). A comprehensive comparison between ANOVA and BLUP to valuate location-specific
genotype effects for rape cultivar trials with random locations. Field Crops Research, 179, 144—149.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fcr.2015.04.023

Meier, C., Marchioro, V. S., Meira, D., Olivoto, T., & Klein, L. A. (2021). Genetic parameters and multiple-
trait selection in wheat genotypes. Pesquisa Agropecudaria Tropical, 51, €67996.
https://doi.org/10.1590/1983-40632021v5167996

Mirzaei, M.R., & Hemayati, S. S. (2021). The effect of environment and maternal plant on germination

traits of sugar beet seeds and an approach to select the superior genotype. Agricultural Research,
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40003-021-00607-2

Najafi Mirak, T., Dastfal, M., Andarzian, B., Farzadi, H., Bahari, M., & Zali, H. (2018). Stability analysis
of grain yield of durum wheat promising lines in warm and dry areas using parametric and non-
parametric  methods. Journal of Crop Production and Processing, 8(2), 79-96.
https://doi.org/10.29252/jcpp.8.2.79 [In Persian]

Oliveira, I. C. M., Marg¢al, T. de S., Bernardino, K. da C., Ribeiro, P. C. de O., Parrella, R. A. da C., Carneiro,
P. C. S., Schaffert, R. E., & Carneiro, J. E. de S. (2019). Combining ability of biomass sorghum lines
for agroindustrial characters and multitrait selection of photosensitive hybrids for energy cogeneration.
Crop Science, 59(4), 1554—1566. https://doi.org/10.2135/cropsci2018.11.0693

Olivoto, T., Lucio, A. D. C., da Silva, J. A. G., Marchioro, V. S., de Souza, V. Q., & Jost, E. (2019). Mean
performance and stability in multi-environment trials I: combining features of AMMI and BLUP
techniques. Agronomy Journal, 111(6), 2949-2960. https://doi.org/10.2134/agronj2019.03.0220

Olivoto, T., & Nardino, M. (2020). MGIDI: A novel multi-trait index for genotype selection in plant
breeding. BioRxiv, 2007-2020. https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.23.217778

Olivoto, T., & Nardino, M. (2021). MGIDI: Toward an effective multivariate selection in biological
experiments. Bioinformatics, 37(10), 1383—1389. https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.23.217778

Olivoto, T., Diel, M.I., Schmidt, D., & Lucio, A.D. (2022). MGIDI: a powerful tool to analyze plant
multivariate data. Plant Methods, 18, 121. https://doi.org/10.1186/s13007-022-00952-5

Peixoto, M. A., Coelho, I. F., Evangelista, J. S. P. C., Santos, S. S. de O., Alves, R. S., Pinto, J. F. N., Reis,
E. F. dos., & Bhering, L. L. (2021). Selection of maize hybrids: an approach with multi-trait, multi-
environment, and ideotype-design. Crop Breeding and Applied Biotechnology, 21, ¢34582122.
https://doi.org/10.1590/1984-70332021v21n2a31

Piepho, H. P., M6hring, J., Melchinger, A. E. & Biichse, A. (2008). BLUP for phenotypic selection in plant
breeding and variety testing. Euphytica, 161(1), 209-228. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10681-007-9449-8

Pour-Aboughadareh, A., Barati, A., Gholipoor, A., Zali, H., Marzooghian, A., Koohkan, S. A., Shahbazi-
Homonloo, K., & Houseinpour, A. (2023). Deciphering genotype-by-environment interaction in barley
genotypes using different adaptability and stability methods. Journal of Crop Science and
Biotechnology, 26(5), 547-562. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12892-023-00199-z

Pour-Aboughadareh, A., & Poczai, P. (2021). A dataset on multi-trait selection approaches for screening
desirable wild relatives of wheat. Data in Brief, 39, 107541. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dib.2021.107541

Rabiei, B., Valizadeh, M., Ghareyazie, B. & Moghaddam, M., (2004). Evaluation of selection indices for
improving rice grain shape. Field Crops Research, 89(2-3), 359-367.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fcr.2004.02.016

Resende, M. D. V. de. (2016). Software Selegen-REML/BLUP: a useful tool for plant breeding. Crop
Breeding and Applied Biotechnology, 16, 330-339. https://doi.org/10.1590/1984-70332016v16n4a49

Rocha, J. R. do A. S. de C., Machado, J. C., & Carneiro, P. C. S. (2018). Multitrait index based on factor
analysis and ideotype-design: Proposal and application on elephant grass breeding for bioenergy. Geb
Bioenergy, 10(1), 52—60. https://doi.org/10.1111/gcbb.12443

Rocha, J. R. do A. S. de C., Nunes, K. V., Carneiro, A. L. N., Marcal, T. de S., Salvador, F. V., Carneiro, P.
C. S., & Carneiro, J. E. S. (2019). Selection of superior inbred progenies toward the common bean
ideotype. Agronomy Journal, 111(3), 1181-1189. https://doi.org/10.2134/agronj2018.12.0761

Shayan. S., Vahed, M. M., Mohammadi, S. A., Ghassemi-Golezani, K., Sadeghpour, F., & Yousefi, A.
(2020). Genetic diversity and grouping of winter barley genotypes for root characteristics and ISSR
markers. Plant Productions, 43(3), 323-336. https://doi.org/10.22055/ppd.2019.27840.1684 [In Persian]

Shirzad, A., Asghari, A., Zali, H., Sofalian, O., & Mohammaddoust Chamanabad, H. (2022a). Application
of the multi-trait genotype-ideotype distance index in the selection of top barley genotypes in the warm
and dry region of Darab. Journal of Crop  Breeding, 14(44),  65-76.
https://doi.org/10.52547/jcb.14.44.65 [In Persian]


https://doi.org/10.1093/genetics/28.6.476
https://www.sciencedirect.com/journal/journal-of-dairy-science
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.s0022-0302\(94\)77265-9
https://doi.org/10.2135/cropsci2005.0191
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fcr.2015.04.023
https://doi.org/10.1590/1983-40632021v5167996
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40003-021-00607-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/jcpp.8.2.79
https://doi.org/10.2135/cropsci2018.11.0693
https://doi.org/10.2134/agronj2019.03.0220
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13007-022-00952-5
https://doi.org/10.1590/1984-70332021v21n2a31
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dib.2021.107541
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fcr.2004.02.016
https://doi.org/10.1590/1984-70332016v16n4a49
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcbb.12443
https://doi.org/10.2134/agronj2018.12.0761
https://doi.org/10.22055/ppd.2019.27840.1684
http://dx.doi.org/10.52547/jcb.14.44.65
http://dx.doi.org/10.61882/jcb.2024.1552
http://jcb.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-1552-en.html

[ Downloaded from jcb.sanru.ac.ir on 2026-02-14 ]

[ DOI: 10.61882/jch.2024.1552 ]

i Lol 5 oMo 3l J o 5] ) o i
VO V¥ /Y o)l [ ptin Jlo /<5°l)5 oblS Mol 4l yings,

Shirzad, A., Asghari, A., Zali, H., Sofalian, O., & Mohammaddoust Chamanabad, H. (2022b). Selection of
barley superior lines with desirable agronomic characteristics using the selection index of ideal genotype
(SIG). Journal of Crop Production and Processing, 12(1), 97-117.
https://doi.org/10.47176/jcpp.12.1.32902 [In Persian]

Smith, H. F. (1936). A discriminant function for plant selection. Annals of Eugenics, 7(3), 240-250.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-1809.1936.tb02143 .x

Stephens, M. J., Alspach, P. A., Beatson, R. A., Winefield, C., & Buck, E. J. (2012). Genetic parameters
and development of a selection index for breeding red raspberries for processing. Journal of the
American Society of Horticultural Science, 137, 236-242. https://doi.org/10.21273/JASHS.137.4.236

Verma, A., Verma, R. P. S., Singh, J., Kumar, L., & Singh, G. P. (2022). Genotype X environment
interactions of fodder barley genotypes as estimated by AMMI, Blup and non-parametric measures.
Current Agriculture Research Journal, 2, 46-54. http://dx.doi.org/10.12944/CARJ.10.2.02

Volpato, L., Rocha, J. R. do A. S. de C., Alves, R. S., Ludke, W. H., Borém, A., & Silva, F. L. da. (2020).
Inference of population effect and progeny selection via a multi-trait index in soybean breeding. Acta
Scientiarum. Agronomy, 43, e44623. https://doi.org/10.4025/actasciagron.v43il.44623

Woyann, L. G., Meira, D., Zdziarski, A. D., Matei, G., Milioli, A. S., Rosa, A. C., Madella, L. A., & Benin,
G. (2019). Multiple-trait selection of soybean for biodiesel production in Brazil. Industrial Crops and
Products, 140, 111721. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.indcrop.2019.111721

Zali, H., & Barati, A. (2020). Evaluation of selection index of ideal genotype (SIIG) in other to selection of
barley promising lines with high yield and desirable agronomy traits. Journal of Crop Breeding, 12(34),
93-104. https://doi.org/10.29252/jcb.12.34.93 [In Persian]

Zali, H., Barati, A., & Pour-Aboughadareh, A. (2023). Screening of barley clite genotypes using different
selection indices based on multi-traits. Journal of Crop Production, 15(4), 159-182.
https://doi.org/10.22069/ejcp.2023.20071.2498 [In Persian]

Zali, H., Hassanloo, T., Sofalian, O., Asghari, A., & Zeinalabedini, M. (2017). Appropriate strategies for
selection of drought tolerant genotypes in canola. Journal of Crop Breeding, 8(20), 77-90. [In Persian]

Zali, H., & Pour-Aboughadareh, A.R. (2023) Identification of superior genotypes of barley for cultivation
in the south regions of Fars province using MGIDI, FAI-BLUP indices. Plant Productions, 46(3), 335-
351. https://doi.org/10.22055/ppd.2024.45295.2134 [In Persian]

Zali, H., Sofalian, O., Hasanloo, T., Asgharii, A., & Hoseini, S. M. (2015). Appraising of drought tolerance
relying on stability analysis indices in canola genotypes simultaneously, using selection index of ideal
genotype (SIIG) technique: Introduction of new method. Biological Forum, 7(2), 703.


http://dx.doi.org/10.47176/jcpp.12.1.32902
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-1809.1936.tb02143.x
https://doi.org/10.21273/JASHS.137.4.236
https://doi.org/10.4025/actasciagron.v43i1.44623
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.indcrop.2019.111721
http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/jcb.12.34.93
https://doi.org/10.22069/ejcp.2023.20071.2498
https://doi.org/10.22055/ppd.2024.45295.2134
http://dx.doi.org/10.61882/jcb.2024.1552
http://jcb.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-1552-en.html
http://www.tcpdf.org

