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Extended Abstract

Background: Considering the diversity in climatic conditions, agricultural management, the
extent of barley cultivation areas in Iran, and observing the different reactions of different
cultivars to environmental conditions, it is of particular importance to introduce high-yielding
cultivars with wide adaptability to different conditions. Due to the genotype x environment

interaction effect, it is difficult to identify cultivars that have good stability and acceptable yield
in various environmental conditions. Therefore, cultivars should be studied in a wide range of

environmental changes in different locations and years so that the information obtained from the
estimation of compatibility and yield stability of genotypes is a more reliable criterion for
recommending cultivars and their efficiency. The methods for determining the genotype X

environment interaction effect are divided into two groups: single variable (parametric and non-
parametric) and multivariable. Each of these methods shows different aspects of the stability of

genotypes, and one method alone cannot investigate the yield of a genotype in different
environments from different aspects of stability. This research aimed to select promising barley

genotypes with high yield and suitable stability in dry conditions in the cold climate of Iran using
parametric and non-parametric univariate stability analysis methods.

Methods: In this study, 25 advanced and promising lines of barley, along with Ansar, Abider,
and Sararoud! (check cultivars), were studied in dry conditions in a completely randomized block
design with four replications in research stations of Maragheh, Kurdistan (Qamlo), Zanjan
(Qidar), Ardabil, Kermanshah (Sararoud), Shirvan, and Hamedan for three crop seasons from
2016 to 2019. The stability of the genotypes was explored using parametric and non-parametric

univariate methods. Parametric and non-parametric univariate methods were integrated using the
selection ideal index genotype (SIIG) method. Finally, the correlation of the parameters with yield
and the SIIG was also calculated in this research.

Results: Separate analysis of variance in each of the environments showed that the genotype
effect was significant in 12 out of 19 environments, which indicated the fluctuation of the yield
of each genotype from one environment to another. Combined variance analysis showed that the

interaction effects of year x location and genotype x year X location were significant at 1%, the
year effect at 5%, and the location and genotype effects were significant at 10% probability levels.
The main effect of the environment and the genotype X environment interaction effect had the
largest share in the total sum of squares observed in the experiments, with 69.98% and 10.83%,
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respectively. Eberhart and Russel's analysis identified genotypes G1, G4, G5, G8, G9, G10, and
G26 as the most stable genotypes due to having the lowest deviation from regression and a
regression coefficient close to one. Considering the yield, G9 and G10 genotypes were introduced
as stable genotypes with high yields. According to Finley and Wilkinson's linear regression
coefficient, genotypes G4, G6, G9, G11, G12, G15, G17, G20, G27, and G28 had a regression
coefficient close to one, which shows that these genotypes have general adaptability to
environments. Based on Wrick's equivalence index and Shukla’s stability variance, genotypes G8,
G19,G10, G20, G9, G4, G26, and G1 were identified as stable genotypes. Based on the coefficient
of environmental variation, genotypes G10, G1, G8, G23, G13, G2, and G5 had the lowest
coefficient of variation. Based on the Plasted and Peterson method, genotypes G10, G20, G19,
and G9 were selected as stable genotypes with high yields. In the Plaisted method, genotypes
G10, G20, G19, and G9 with the least contribution in creating interaction and having the desired
yields were introduced as stable and high-yielding genotypes. Based on Lin and Bains, genotypes
G15, G6, G21, G19, G20, G7, and G9 had the least amount of this statistic and were introduced
as the most stable genotypes. Based on Kang's total rank method, G20, G19, G10, G9, and G22

genotypes with the lowest total rank were selected as stable genotypes. Based on the parameters

of Nassar and Huhn, genotypes G8, G9, G10, G1, G20, G19, and G21, and based on the
parameters of Thenarasu, genotypes G8, G9, G10, G1, G19, and G22 with the lowest rank were
selected as stable genotypes. Finally, based on the SIIG, genotypes G10, G9, G19, G22, and G20

had the closest value to one and produced higher yields than the overall average; therefore, they
were selected as the most stable genotypes.

Conclusion: Based on the SIIG, genotypes G10, G9, G19, G22, and G20 had the closest value to
one and produced yields above the average; therefore, they were selected as the most stable
genotypes. Moreover, the use of the SIIG is recommended due to its high correlation with all the

indices used to summarize the results of parametric and non-parametric stability indices.

Keywords: Compatibility, Dryland conditions, Eberhart and Russel, Ideal selection index

How to Cite This Article: Ahakpaz, F., Asadi, A. A., Abdulahi, A., Neyestani, E., seif, F., Khaledian, M., Seif Amiri,
S., Mohammadi, B., & Dolatpanah, T. (2025). Investigating the Stability of Seed Yield in Promising Barley Lines Using
Parametric and Non-parametric Methods in Cold Dryland Climate Regions of the Country. J Crop Breed, 17(2), 152-
169. DOI: 10.61882/jcb.2024.1567



http://dx.doi.org/10.61882/jcb.2024.1567
http://jcb.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-1567-en.html

[ Downloaded from jcb.sanru.ac.ir on 2026-06-21 ]

[ DOI: 10.61882/jch.2024.1567 |

SN

\aF VEF IY o)lad /i Jlo /el oS 5ol asbstimgsy
i e i 1S ol oSl
g3 Al

2 &xalybl g (gymalyly (sla b, 3l ool b g isuasel (gla Y a3 )Sles (g 5luly gy
2958 Dy orldl > (3lobie
cvdxhl c_é,,w )qlao f&lg,.\ll& La.g').u‘l BV 73 cbd:a» d.:.::)é cf‘_,jw ‘)»l:\)l c\"u.ﬁjl.\.!& L,Jl.b’”.\.,& ‘ "d.\u)l ),Sl ‘slﬁ c\x&j .)l.b)é
Yoliy Cgd y905 9 N sheme 5950

) Oyl aelyo (0iS > (655l Oldios dumwge M ohw;o Uiy bkl =)
‘Ol)il ol ‘d)’)BL‘:S 95 9 k):’)9‘°‘ Wlagss ol ¢ los; Ol‘.’,u:‘ b mlo g d})Bm w)}al olidss S e «flg L;:I))' pole Cladss sy bkl =Y
(asadipm@gmail.com : Jgguse oXiuy55)
Oyl 9y )9S 230 (65,5l Sliind duvge Coglae (M Clisdios sy « Lol -V

(859U gy 5 Wigel s (lojlu (Jlod sl sl b @i 5 (55,9UiS B0l Cliios 3 e ¢ 2l 5 (2 pole lisios isu skl ¥

Sl e
BRI
Olded (659liS gy g Jjgel «Olinind ol cplben il (ando plio g (65)5liS B0l Cliing S50 (£l 5 (£ly; pole Sladod iz (ulid)S -0
g
olr
@i (65)9UiS g g hjgel linind lojl (b S bl (ande wilie 5 (65y5liS Jjgel ClaEnS S je ¢ £ g (2l pole Cladng sy (ulid)lS —F
-l
olr

Ol el esiogiS oy 5 Ghigel «lisiod lojls oyl il (b i 5 59l Gjgel i S50 (Bl 5 () psle Sl (i3 ¢ e =Y
Ol e0losss «sipghiS @ 9 higel «liudod lojle (s bl b @lie 9 (5ygliS (bjgel Sladod 3 je (Ll g (£)) pale Sl (i ()8 -A
Oyl caelyo ()9S 20 (659l Gl dumwge «OME Cliuind sy o bl S -4

S ANAL SRR VXN il g 2,6 VY EIVD bl fo,b
VA B OY taxis

byus 028
alizes pB)l Golao (sl Joddl uSe sanliie g oS ) g CulS Bblio Carwy g ()5 ot o oauldl Lyl il (0 39390 £55 4 dog 28R g dodde
X o) J:La.m ):\ Rrey J.,Jb 4 ol u,\ali Coon| Lg‘)lb il ansly QBL&.LO ]a.:l).w L 29 &85l & LS]M)J Plﬁ)l u_a)u ‘u_‘a.:.‘xn ]a;\)..: 4
pByl wy sl oyl pd ] e aiil Jad B 5 Slos g gllae (gl (shyls (e calisie g gaite balyd 3 48T B8y olulid dawe
shre dacwigs 3,8ee (6)lul 5 6,85k 3)50p 5l Jeols SleMbl 535 plol cglize sla Jlo ¢ la)Ke » e Sl | awg by o b
ooz 5 (5 malibl 5 (g5l )l) 0ypiiecsS 09)5 93 & baee X iy Blite Sl (e slagsdyy ik gl (2L 5 pB)) dnog cax (g5 pielae
P e S Sles Sy bl @ () S g e Ui ) i) ol I il slaaia gy cul SIS o Ngd o e
Ll 13 canlio (55l 5 U 380 U s isirtel sl bl 3 () 3] a5y 65l i sl 3] il slo o

9 bbb g 6 yall o peite <S5 6y luk 455 (sla by, Sl eliel b y9uiS 3y wuldl )3 523
oz b Bl JolS (slacS'shy )b B 3 9 o2 Ll 53 ) 9l 5yl oLl salis pI6 ) el 4y 52 iasesl g by (Y YO dla by, g dlge
Odody (e g g b (39 )] o) oliile S ¢ sl ((51B) (5 (5LolB) (liws S cdelyo Jaine Dy g ypuwd pow Golio 123 (Sliniod (lolSiul ) I,SE
ol g5 hG 5ol 5eiincS5 (sloshey S b3 Sl (o St S B oy Sy50 VAR BATAS Lo 51 el Jlo
b yol)b  Siusor colys ) b ool STIG Cgllas i) Clowsl (asls (g, 5l (g ymel)bb g (g ytel)l 0uxiacST (sla g, pleal jolaiod ¢ pirad
Owes sy lis 45 dg 5 me o dddllas lao VA I Lz VY 0 Cuigsy Sl A ol lis alae I plS e j0 alSlis uiblg 450 dAnasdly
YV Jless ] w3 Ko x Jlo X cigif 9 Ko X o iiSady a8 0b lis <8 pe Luilyly 4355 090 1500 bz &y (Jauore jlcudei o 3 Slos
b sy base X Cuigy (iiSon p g e Lol j3l 04 )IJL;'\.:.A Jopd Ve e ) g il g e Bl 5 aoyd O sl e > b 5l g doyd
G5 G4 Gl slacwys Juwly 5 ylapl 3o sl Slislejl )3 0ui sdalie uilyly JS Slasyo g505m0 53 1) phaw (i Juoyd Vo/AY g £A/2A
ol Wi ol olsieds e 4 S5 (gm0 i 3 r9msSy ] Bl oo a8 s fosgip Sser 1, G26 5 G10 GO G
o g5y s ol 1 50 B yne VU 3,8kae LIl slacais olyied G105 I (slacs] oySlas (85 55 1 b calgd 2 505
A3 e LS 4 K3gs Ky d S5 CysS ) ayd g G28 5 G27 (G20 G17 G15 G12 Gl G9 G6 G slaasiss] (ysmiaSlis 5 sl
G10 G19 G8 slacuwigi MSais (gylul uibly 9 Sy (ui¥lseST sla adlis olul st balase 4 oges (6585l shb laewss ol
G5 5G2 G13 {623 G8 G G10 (slacriss; e Slyusid oy ool 1 s lolid ol slacss; olsicas G 5 G26 G4 G G20
Yo pShos byl slocis) Glsies G9 9 G19 G20 G0 o] soigm iy 9 Ly (boy (ol 2 2539 Slpdl o pd e (338 (>
el Glesd Collas 3 Slas 109 L g bilite (31 sbowl )0 wpew (1508 L GY § G19 (G20 G10 slacasss cwiwdly g, 5o L ol
5 9391 oyl cl juslie (5508 2> GO 5 GT (G20 (G19 (G21 (G6 G15 (slanisis st 5 () o9y (olol o w0 byme Jseasno 0 5 sl
Olysd 45 ggeome (308 1G22 5G9 G110 G19 G20 slacesiys] « S a5 ggamme () polol 3 W0l (Syne i) cpislul Olyee
s gl yzelly bl 5 G21 5 G19 G20 G1 G10 G9 G8 (slbensisi csed 5 5ol (slayzally Lolol s Sl ol laeagisis
s ol Gasls wlely coles 5o wus Obl Jlul slcwsl oleed ady Gl opyeS LG22 5 G19 G1 G10 G9 G8 oy
Olgieds oyl ply il IS 5:0ke 51 YL (60 Slas g 0390 S die & pdlie (o 5S35 gyl G20 9 G22 (G19 G9 G110 slacaisss ¢ Jlo]

Wb bl aeaisly on kb

Sdgr Ky as &y olie iS55 6> G20 5 G22 (G19 G9 G0 claeessi; (SIG Lasls) Jlosy) caisis bl yasls Lolul 1 106 pSaoess
L YL (Sod 4 4355 b SHG (285 3l eslitu] ¢ pioran 508 bl laeuiess op 5yl laisds (oplplo sl :5ke 5 5V (65,Sdes 35 4
D9dise drogi el g sl s)lul lapadls I Jols i siugesr cap wilitel 3)90 slaadls ooy

o2 bl Jlosl (i 4a3 Ll ()85l e sl 5 ol 1S clmofly


https://doaj.org/toc/2676-4628
mailto:asadipm@gmail.com
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6096-0850
http://dx.doi.org/10.61882/jcb.2024.1567
http://jcb.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-1567-en.html

[ Downloaded from jcb.sanru.ac.ir on 2026-06-21 ]

[ DOI: 10.61882/jch.2024.1567 |

hKen g pSal sla

Vb 5 bl slagty, jloslainl b o isusel Gl aly 3Sles (5)lul ()2

il b 2ySloe (glyly wdy Cglite slalae el )
wly o daly wBls Cgllas iz ;03 slalaxe 15 Jg
Specific ) opar )il 1) colio sy e 4
s bl el oy (glaw,ly 51 .0545 (adaptation
s Wl 5l plaS s )3 logy) Jg b (wlio 3,Shee
9 4y o daly ©yponl 3 Bl (polie jlu 3Shos
» 455 (General adaptation) _eges (6,550 1) oo
E55 90 (pl o bwly dn 09 e b aSl Dad dgdcne
[Eberhart & Russel, 1966) 5] 59594 (5,155l
o Sl (yMl ooy sl (Hlie Sl
Olyed i) sy bame 5 g JiSen  jl ool
A olpiuig (Wricks, 1962) 6, bws (g)lul sl
2 s (W) oy 15581 6 L syl el
e S S 9 298 o0 bgrpo lae 9 Cg) (iSon
bie X Gy GiiSeny Olupe gee)d Cg) 2
osbls 5y0ly (Shukla, 1972) Mg 23,5 0 dumwlre
Lol 0lasdly bl 1 1, Gl (glala ;5 pli Cuisi;
Ol 59 D909 Sy bame 5 G 439> (sl |
@l 25 G )Sel (07) Wb olul (bl 1) el
Syl Sy peVlegST Shgsa ook calid by ()
O0Slke (Eberhart & Russel, 1966) Juwly 5 )yl
Finlay & ) (guicshy 9 (ed 0ogm)S) cups )Slos
ksl Glyosl Glape (wKke 4 (bi) (Wilkinson, 1963
84 b pB)l pasis Gl 1) (Sd%) s,
Gl Slagye 6o I o 391 1l (s dn] e
S Sy b oy Ll e S g8 ol (igee S bl
OS5y sl Blisil a8yl 4y degi il S Joles
9] 4 bgrpe g4 (moie JB 8 i 4 bgye
Sl & bowe] ohg gl 6 GomsS) cups g Sl
b yiahl plyieds oo s nlple s e (LS ) o
Far g o liel plh gd e 43S a5 Gl 5 )lul
IS B &S canl ol 1S (Lin & Binns, 1988)
oy dilaio cpliz lp 4y SO & Cus (5l g ol
9 28,5l > ol Jole S glgsar |y ol onlply 0
ol o5 e 5 IS Mt e | o e
288 cusl ksl ly 2l bl Ll 350 (ol
4 g Ml an3l (a8 Glug halejl 3)900 ol Jsbo
b ole g9 sladle o (ib)ly (Sle )b (pren
o) e duslxe (gly 0l slpiidy (g)lul eyl lgiea
(MSY/L) (S (190> ib)ly dulone (hgye & yialyl
2 092 sl om 3Sles Guib)ly sl Bgpme j
Ol delore Sl 9 29800 dslone G955 o sl e
ool sSike i 52 (sl ol 405 55 oLy
slaly o 23,5 (o0 dulne (SIS (19,0 bl Olgisas
algd 5yl Al sl a8 S (49,0 puilly o5
(Francis & Kannenberg, 1978) 5 ;I8 5 sl 8 35
5 b sbpasld e (Suwen JSide &) o
Moo Glpier |y (aee £95 oy (a3lE 08 3 Slas

doddo

9 gz & @3 o Bl ans ©j9ps g Cuenl
@ g b aidl (e pE g (Jame glagis 4 pyli
2l 2 o8 b (S5 o ClBg L 2 (390 4800
95 9 Canwg (58,5 )5 13 b 39 o paidie (dg)d e
Ol 95988 ) g2 S 3y90 3ble (25 g (couldl Ll
e bl 531, 3gise sl Joul| e il o) o5
S Jpazap pB)l (Do ctimd oo L 293 I il
Gl il axaly glize Lelyj bl b s sy b
il 4wl 0,Slee (g)lul a7 LBl ol ols Cuenl
Py NS B are i b cod S
b5 3,Slee ditn delusl oddl Lylys oS ola b
o Lo 1o b caslito plB,| s udl Linlgs o
) ol JSiio )15 392y Laes X iy GiiSeny oS
ool S plgiel 9 Cand mpbn JB 0Sles
Ebdon & ) s9e5 eusis | golis b 5 cigij (slacnSilee
B 8y Sy b USiie cpl @y el o(Gauch, 2002
g 4SSl ) Jg 32,5 e (ol allia S, (sl
Lloday Lagoes o (gl YU 5 Slos s 5 )5 5L odz Mo o,
355 ang |y oladi lg Wb 1 s 46 oty (19,0 (g3l
teos I anb xiy gl b g dibaie Sy ) iy o oS
Loy alie 5hos gblie 4 ) &5y (BBl iy il
dogi g ol iyl awlio 5,Sles gblio el > J8las
{(Sadeghzadeh Ahari ef al., 2005) 5,5

Bl e bulpd ()lobl sy o> )l 5
30 Sdes @ls gl Wb YU 5 Slas pogMe o0 820
R e R
29550 AU Lo X i} ShiSad el oo 0y il
slaboe 1 bewy) 665l Oglis ol stas s oS
[(Peterson et al., 1997; Clevland, 2001) ¢l calise
il lacwigy om Vil Jb 4l Jols 31 )l
@h 9398 (igid 5 (Mol (5] ) sabs)
Brandle & Mcverty, 1994;) > ialS' 1) (55358
sy diold )3 gl pl8)l o)y (Ebdon & Gauch, 2002
558 plol Erglite sla Jlus g blSa )3 daree &l yusis ;|
o} 3,Skes LS 5 (655l 3y5 5 Lols el b
5 <) lﬁzoi CulS drwgs g pB)l oy > (g ek Hlre
cliplejl cpiz 53 e Gl 1) (Syme g i3 2
Cunl phlolinl b x Coig) (iSeny (aesi>
Sye wibyly 35 by, J(Ceccarelli et al., 2006)
X g GiSeny S92y llld by (n 5 gene

Sl &8 plbcws; cwl Jasenis Oliglsjl ) oo
I3y55 5 (6 5eS By 5)Shas @l I wanl Iy dme )]
550 base 4y Jaue 5l p8) 5 Slee oS bl ) aiius
sobateds oo dix gl o) S QLI sl s Jl
21 )3 5 Con g ity s 25 53 3,5k il
Sl ) Y (pogad )l b b plgiee 3)l9e
slaw,ls )31 .(Bhutta, 2007) 5,8 8yme ,la5 550 ddlaio


http://dx.doi.org/10.61882/jcb.2024.1567
http://jcb.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-1567-en.html

[ Downloaded from jcb.sanru.ac.ir on 2026-06-21 ]

[ DOI: 10.61882/jch.2024.1567 |

VoF

e 5 pSal sla 3
VEF /Y o)les [omiin Jlo /ey LS ool aali jingss

o peite S5 (glno el 3l o3lizol L 1y losio ,Slas cluylie
Ml 5955 Sl g 831 518 (qw)p 3)90 NS 320
Oher 5 (Ko il Mdged (Bymo ) Y 5 Sles L
ol (wY NV oy, (Hatami Maleki et al., 2020)
Lg‘.bb)‘m] )‘ dilais T2 Sl »d) 99 o‘,«mtg e &L iy
bi cwd cups GE Clupe ggoome ale syl
ks g Jgeme (oS (g )55 oxlesdly by (g S
9 10,8 odlatwl ¢ Seolisd yew Sy g Glyndl Cupd 0l
o by ol sl ool b1y loly 9 Vb 3 Shos U 5 slagcnY
~Aidged (B yse

g Pyl 0 Slee (o)l asdllas ¢ yimgh cpl jl Can
g w23 g JNine g pdp 3blo )3 g2 aibydn slacyY
Sfdes Jouilis b 5y lagn¥ (Byme g (alolid cols
solaieds calises glalae j0 0, Sles (g)lul b g YU &b
ol gblio cnl (65 55 88) 5 08y Olisr (Bpme

lagsbg) 9 3lge

2 Audeel g wbpdy (0¥ g 03) VO oy cnl
(8,0 Spie 3)Sles Aulie clilfl 5l bk
2 () Js2) Vgl g sl olail dals pB)) o] ena;
e b (Bolar Jol5 slacSoh 25 B 53 g w0 Ll
Spw g pawdyw bl md Slhdss slaolKuw! o I,
WJea)l (Old) obss (slel) pluws)S adlye Jaine
3 sohs Jlo dw Stody laan g (la e (39] ) oliile S
Joda) 8,5 (1B )y 590 WWAA-AA b ATASAY Lo
SleMbl 5 ¥ Jogso 3 islejl slal gblie clasuie (Y
Sllos lodds 00l (L3 ¥ Jodo ;0 bl opl (wliilsa
OKA o b W D9e L;Lmoli’;..g’\ 0 o) ‘_g)'L»obl.oT
oielejl oes s3loslel (gl oS ot 43 Pl (LS
Fols YeoV0 Gas a4 J8 Jlo by 5 ol 2 5
Nip gladile (235 51 3 Jlae 3 5 A8 03] p3ud
3,5 odlatul Suwd jl iS5l L 5ol j0 5 ileds
00 o] 2 55 S gail ol 5358 polis 5l
ol ly 2o # Jobo oy ks b Jold olojl slac S0
CuiS lp (Bpae Hh Olie L9 yie Sl Ve bglas
Gl e Gig 4 drg b o@pepie 3 ail T ol
N Snong o sbdile JuS Coa a8 gued o)
2 =l sbobles a5 oolil iSle pgons
D¢ ULJ.&: @b 290 U caliseo oK

e il i Can il o5 1555 B pnn (5
oS als )3 (Y glan 3Skos (5 S3ke 2 (SPP) (Y o
blwg oxad s Jaxe CV% Hlade 39 ool (ool
5 cile lalasms 3 ol b 53 08y o 3,Skes jiaS
Sl 18l o (igd o)) elol il o bme
Thennarasu, ) ] cunds o955 55 Jaus b (6,lub
«S <l ol (Thennarasu, 1995) 4,5 (1995
bl o8y 5 >Shes o Shas (s S Bl piion
odbguoual 3)Sles s p TP B (e 9 39 guonal
248 odel Cawday sladg, s pl )3 e (ga0d) 295
hilejl s 55 g bame X gy piSeny poll
Sl gy bawg syl bl slez (el (nl 2 350 Simls
(Huhn & Leon, 1995) o 5 (jad odliiel 4 ui
o 3 ladlo ) el sla by @ Céply
ol 085 o aabaloj] el b 5 o 31 oozl i3
48)bg> (sl sl yider (gl sla s, o5 )5k
dacaydy a5 e o oalaiwl LSl yatw 5 3y Jolds aS
og.\ 20 SRl MY o J.Sw.u |) oo ‘Ltz’og;‘.w 9 PG)I
ol LSS ol b lasee ya g0 plB)l ST ol g b,
S By ohagts 6y slosigy J odlisd Ngh (g
X ogs (b gt piSeny LB 4 gl slahy,
Kubinger, ) cw! p;¥ 30l pundd 9 gundgs Jol8 lases
(1986
3 el )bl g (o ymelyb 0 puiio S5 sl ol ;1 ool
OIS 33k (plizme g g )lul Sy (oLl
Ramzi et al., 2020; Taherian ef al., 2019; ) cuwl o0

Barati et al., 2019; Khalili & Pour-Aboghadareh,
el g Jacly (2016; Karimizadeh et al., 2013

g3 WA 6l sy b (Vaezi & Ahmadi, 2010)
9 OpeisShy 9 (did (GgmsS) sladse I edlatl b >
olpea ]y okl s phluas (e oyl July —o )l
ey gl adlae )3 ppizen 38 By Jlub Ce
S g ol ey 55 i L July 5 Sl
o9 phichy o s g o (o) 35 9 <89S e
Sl (Byme ()l 425 sl el e, lgieay
(Badooei Delfard et al, 2016) .|\Ken 5  So
lapel)l Sl alias; g pB)) (yl0h (gu)p jslaies
oslitl S g o oylel 5 oy L VlagST Mg sl
&)\l (Bahrami et al., 2008) ) Sen g (ool s 153 )
350 Jlo 93 (b ddlaio (15 3 1) 92 i Ve )5
llid 3 gyl sbayiell plos g ol H3 (b))
Cops & Wb Gl @l W08 eolatwl Sl pB)
Lokl ban)ly Ginss clp el 3l oS,
Cendlgs oo 45 39 (5 Il paSLS (ke 9 39 VU 3 )Slee
bolassxo jl (grpmg ey b )S5ko 92 slacuis) iz 5 sl
&obail 0,5 148 eolatul 5y90 o Sl gly 5L L
sskaieds (Ansari Maleki et al., 2007) ,\Sen 5 Sl
Gblie lp g Jpamay g )55k B (Byme 5 S
u‘.u.uln)l )l 0 ubw‘ 2 9> Cuigiy ¥ ‘)9“5 ad p


http://dx.doi.org/10.61882/jcb.2024.1567
http://jcb.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-1567-en.html

[ Downloaded from jcb.sanru.ac.ir on 2026-06-21 ]

[ DOI: 10.61882/jch.2024.1567 |

lSan g 388l sl 3

oy 9 el slagby, 5l eolsiel b o> isuasl slacpY ails 5 Sles (o)lub (o)

adlas 550 lalams 3 o> Sisuieel oY g )l (sbmo s =) Joi
Table 1. Pedigrees of promising varieties and lines of barley in the studied environments

iy Lo ] o2 s
Genotype origin Genotype pedigree Code
DARI Ansar Genl
DARI Abider Gen2
DARI Sararood-1 Gen3
DARI -c-74-2/Abidar 114- OMH OMH-0MH-OMH-1MH Gen4
DARI VA92-44- 275//T0kak/Dem1r 2 IRB-008-242-0MH-0MH-OMH-0MH-4MH Gen5
DARI BASGUL - Genb
DARI EFES30 - Gen7
DARI GkOmega/CWB117-5-9-5//Sararood Gen8
DARI Roho/Masurka//ICB- 103020/3/Kc/MullersHeydla//Sls/4/Sararood/5/GaraArpa/6/ 1142/Gumhuriyet//Radical Gen9
RB-008-54-0MH-OMH-0MH-0MH-2MH
DARI Obruk- 86/3/Alpha//Sul/Nacta/4/Sad1k 05/5/1cb-100059 IRB-008-238-0MH-0MH-0MH-0MH-2MH Genl0
DARI Reihan-03//Tokak/Demir-2 IRB-008-252-0MH-0MH-0MH-0MH-5MH Genl1
DARI MB-90-3(Beecher/1-BC-80411//1-BC-80593) Genl2
DARI Beecher-Sel//Gloria"S"/Copal"S"/4/Deir Alla 106//Hem/Bc/3/Rihane"S" Genl3
DARI Unknown Genl4
DARI GkOmega/4/Arr/Esp//Alger/Ceres362-1-1/3/ICB-100175 Genl5
DARI ChiCm/An57//Albert/3/ICB-102379/4/GkOmega Genl6
DARI AYDANHANIM Genl7
DARI ZEYNELAGA Genl8
DARI G.B.71530 Genl9
DARI G.B.71530 Gen20
DARI G.B.71538 Gen21
DARI B.71557 Gen22
DARI B.72566 Gen23
DARI B.72581 Gen24
DARI B.72650 Gen25
DARI B.72655 Gen26
DARI .B.72665 Gen27
DARI .B.72680 Gen28

DARI: Dryland Agricultural Research Institute

Table 2. Studied environments in the nationwide uniform test

iy b iy Lo iy Lo iy L
Code Environment Code Environment Code Environment Code Environment
Maral Maragheh-1th year Shir2 Shirvan-2th year Saral Sararood-1th year Hame3 Hamedan -3th year
Mara2 Maragheh-2th year Shir3 Shirvan-3th year Sara2 Sararood -2th year Ardel Ardebil-1th year
Qaml Qamlu-1th year Zanl Zanjan-1th year Sara3 Sararood -1th year Arde2 Ardebil -2th year
Qam2 Qamlu-2th year Zan2 Zanjan-2th year Hamel Hamedan-1th year Arde3 Ardebil -3th year
Qam3 Qamlu-3th year Zan3 Zanjan-3th year Hame2 Hamedan -2th year

oy x50 (6559l ladns selKiw! SB g4 g (bl Slasin =Y oo
Table 3. Geographical characteristics and soil type of the investigated agricultural research stations

Station Longitude (degrees east) Latitude (degrees north) Height above sea level (meters) Soil texture
Maragheh 46", 15° 37',15° Clay-Loam
Qamlu 47,00 ° 35',20° 1500 Clay-Loam
Zanjan 48',49° 36',58° 1875 Loam-Silt
Ardabil 48'17° 38", 15° 1342 Clay-Loam
Sararod 57',55° 37',23° 1351 Silt-Clay-Loam
Hamedan 48',32° 34',53° 1733 Sand-Loam
Shirvan 58',07° 37',19° 1086 Clay-Loam

GBS (] )3 (o) 3590 Sl A ) (6y9liS” Slidod (glamolSin] AVls (glod 5 (SX)b (1SSke dulie —F Jga
Table 4. Comﬂarison of the average annual rainfall and temperature of the agricultural research stations investigated in

the three years of this research
Cropping Years Variables Ardebil Maragheh Sararod Shirvan Zanjan Qamlu Hamedan
2017-2018 Rain 226.4 326.8 518.8 252.7 426.3 396.3 389.2
Temperature 8.06 5.2 11.7 9.3 7.5 6.9 8.4
2018-2019 Rain 274.2 494.6 782 5 337.8 430 4445 506.8
Temperature 8.1 5.6 9.8 7.6 7.4 8.4
2019-2020 Rain 2554 4233 521 2 141.3 390 339.5 307.9
Temperature 8.3 5.1 11 9.1 74 7.1 8.2
Long-term Rain 2519 356.1 413.9 247.1 349.2 339.4 2853
Temperature 7.5 53 114 10 7.5 6.5 8.5
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Table 5. The stability analysis indices used in the study of the stability of barley cultivars
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Table 6. The variance of experimental errors in different separate locations in three cropping seasons and the Fmax

Hartley test to evaluate the uniformity of variances

(Mean of Squares) Glayyo (1 Siko
Cropin, N -
Seal;orzlg 5.0V. Df Je)l alye 29l s Olde sleld Ol s
Ardabil Maragheh Sararod Zanjan Hamedan Qamlu Shirvan
Block 3 0.2986 59677 0.287 0.6604™ 0.53527 1.4809™
2017-2018 Genotype 27 0.5612™ 0.3465™ 0.2981" 0.3872™ 0.7548™ 0.1755
Error 181 0.1206 0.1725 0.1706 0.1478 0.1796 0.1801
CV% 9.4 9.94 12.17 13 14.73 10.65
Block 3 1.0099™ 6.42417 0.38127 0.9174™ 0.2381 1.844™ 0.1414
2018-2019 Genotype 27 0.2734" 0.1368 0.9687 0.1054 1.4064™ 0.2152" 0.184
Error 181 0.1761 0.1129 0.1377 0.1043 0.2006 0.1380 0.130
CV% 13.27 13.53 11.41 19.55 15.58 18.22 16.62
Block 3 0.3297" 0.4197 0.0477 0.7839 1.356 0.3123
2019-2020  Genotype 27 0.4382 0.2623 0.0781 0.2471 0.0801 0.236
Error 181 0.1222 0.1119 0.1404 0.1760 0.17 0.1459
CV% 10.67 9.85 25.09 11.21 16.62 15.23

Frnax Hartley = 1.92 ™

**and *: significant at the probability levels of 1 and 5%, respectively.
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Figure 1. The heat diagram for the distribution of genotypes based on seed yields in the investigated environments
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Table 7. The composite variance analysis results for the yields of promising barley lines in the studied stations during

3 years in the cold climate of the country

Percentsa(%sa(r)cfSSum of Mean of Squares Sum of Squares i]j N Source of variation
Sl ggame b0y e oile et e la
22.50 185.01%+ 370.03 2 Jw Year
28.38 77.77* 466.61 6 ol Location
19.10 31.4]%0% 314.1 10 oo x Jl Year x location
428 1.23 70.3 57 (o x o) Ssb Block (year x location)
0.93 0.57* 15.32 27 ET] Genotype
1.21 0.37 19.87 54 Jbo X g Yearx Genotype
3.42 0.35 56.28 162 Ol X g Location x Genotype
6.20 0.38%#% 101.93 270 oo X Jlo X cuigis Year x locationx genotype
13.98 0.149 229.79 588 s Error
1644.24 2127 g Total
13.2% YA R CV%

s, %ssand *: significant at the probability levels of 1, 5, and 10%, respectively
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Table 8. Variance analysis of grain yield stability of barley genotypes by the Eberhart and Russell method
SOV df

Mean of Squares

Genotype g 27 0.465"
Genotype+(GenotypexEnvironment) (Gwigs x Lot lasxe 504 2.6"
Environment (Linear) (k) o 1 1153
Genotype x Environment (Linear) (b3) lox g} 27 0.307"
Pooled deviation Sow Sy b il bl sl 476 0.318"
Total 531
Gl 18 0.164
G2 18 0.271°
G3 18 0.502™
G4 18 0.158
G5 18 0.233
G6 18 0.446™
G7 18 0.271°
G8 18 0.0679
G9 18 0.125
G10 18 0.0803
Gl1 18 0.25
Gl12 18 0.638
Gl13 18 0.269
Gl4 18 0.254
Gl15 18 0.344
Gl6 18 0.159
G17 18 0.581
G138 18 0.299
G19 18 0.0814
G20 18 0.126
G21 18 0.210
G22 18 0.169
G23 18 0.352
G24 18 1.07°
G25 18 0.798
G26 18 0.144
G27 18 0411
G28 18 0.425
Pooled error buwgio gl 1539 0.146

T3

Gy 4 2oy 0 g ) Jloial olaw p3 I me ¥ g

**and *: significant at the probability levels of 1 and 5%, respectively

(et al., 2014; Najafi Mirak et al., 2018a and 2018b
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Table 9. Average grain yields and stability parameters in barley genotypes using different methods

SG G _omeS)cers S 45 g Oger g Sl ey wdl Uiy Sl g il e Sl oy P s o Oy ogeS, 5l Sl Hod 5)luk bly Sy osVlosS]
as) bi R KR R 0; R 0y R CVi R Lin,Bin R s2d; R % R W72 Genotype
0857 103 0.032 g 7 3 0060 8 00035 2 25.060 7 019 8 0.007 3 0.040 g 0729 Gl
0700 243 0.928 14 28 13 0082 13 00925 6 25596 16 019 13 0.164 13 0.068 13 1203 G2
0538 355 0.946 23 43 2 0.108 22 00905 11 275619 20 0205 22 0.296 2 0.122 2 2101 G3
0809 160 0.995 6 19 6 0066 6 00937 9 26,548 9 0148 6 0.09 6 0.034 6 0632 Ga
0710 25 0.932 17 30 11 0078 11 00928 7 25717 19 0205 I 0.142 1 0.059 1 1039 G5
0384 204 0.978 14 28 27 0172 27 00855 18 28358 2 0106 27 0.618 27 0.256 27 4329 G6
0781 18I 1102 7 20 16 0086 16 00922 2 28382 6 0133 16 0.175 16 0.076 16 1332 G7
0.891 65 0.938 8 21 1 0058 1 00943 3 25171 18 01% 1 0.048 1 0.019 10377 G8
0923 69 1038 4 13 5 0064 5 00939 10 26.961 7 0136 5 0.080 5 0.031 s 0578 GO
0927 40 0.942 2 12 2 0060 2 00942 1 24576 10 0151 3 0.058 p 0.023 2 0441 GI10
0736 237 1,047 i6 29 2 0079 12 00928 20 28523 15 0187 12 0.150 12 0.061 2 1074 Gll
0483 335 1,008 27 53 25 0.125 25 00892 28 30,681 270317 25 0.382 25 0.157 25 2678 GI2
0713 246 0916 19 3 14 0084 14 00924 5 25557 2 0216 15 0.168 13 0.071 13 1249 GI3
0715 254 1101 12 2 is 0084 15 00923 2 29456 13 0176 14 0.166 15 0.072 15 1266 Gl4
0660 232 1041 1 23 21 0.104 21 00908 12 27,668 [ 0092 21 0277 21 0.114 2 1959 GIs
0788 200 1143 9 2 10 0075 10 00930 27 30117 2 0160 10 0.106 10 0.053 10 0953 Gl6
0603 250 1003 17 30 24 0.118 24 00897 16 28157 11 0153 24 0.351 2 0.143 24 2457 G17
0608 338 1092 21 33 17 0087 17 00921 26 29852 14 018 17 0.183 17 0.078 17 1366 GI8
0876 99 1149 1 il 4 0064 4 00939 23 29396 4 017 2 0.050 4 0.031 4 0578 G19
0864 104 1023 2 12 3 0062 3 00940 8 26506 5 0.12 4 0.069 3 0.026 3 0491 G20
0663 220 1116 2 26 23 0112 23 00902 25 29743 3 011 23 0.301 23 0.131 3 204 G2l
0865 108 1097 5 14 9 0071 9 00934 17 28316 8 0.14 9 0.101 9 0.045 9 0803 G2
0574 324 0864 bY) 41 18 0098 18 00912 4 25177 23 0258 18 0.225 18 0.102 18 1761 G23
0154 414 0815 26 50 28 0.191 28 00841 13 27.920 % 0308 28 0.661 28 0.294 28 4979 G24
0319 375 0.881 27 53 26 0.148 26 00874 19 28.460 28 033 26 0478 26 0.205 2% 3493 G25
0718 236 1051 19 3 7 0067 7 00936 21 28790 21 0307 7 0.093 7 0.037 7 0676 G26
0516 36l 0.968 23 a3 19 0.101 19 00910 15 28,051 24 026 19 0.264 19 0.108 19 1860 G27
0454 386 0.957 25 46 20 01022000910 14 27974 25 0365 20 0.265 20 0.109 20 1874 G28
3 T A sl — — St 2 b 570 sl Sl
R NP R NPO R PO R__NPO R G R B R 2 R Su R Y Genotype
3 0.527 7 0.455 2 0316 3 5105 3 ©.847 3 5420 4 73450 3 7602 4 2014 Gl
17 0.669 Is 0.548 i3 0418 19 7211 19 9.055 2 B9B8 2 76.094 23 10211 15 2912 G2
25 0.850 24 0.715 20 0579 25 8053 24 12634 23 115753 23 76.830 2 10,152 2 2363 G3
15 0.651 14 0.548 16 0466 7 6263 13 9.100 10 74120 10 54308 11 8.596 13 2017 G4
19 0.710 19 0.602 19 0519 21 7316 20 9.811 17 90955 17 70211 18 9:860 19 23886 G5
12 0.567 12 0.518 1 0404 23 7947 14 8.136 20 76366 20 75696 21 10.117 1326 G6
4 0.481 6 0.454 6 0345 15 6842 8 6222 13 59444 13 59.444 12 8.655 4 302 G7
5 0.499 5 0.437 10 0399 | 4474 1 6470 [ 30039 26322 i 6.035 20 2867 G8
i 0.435 3 0.396 5 0342 5 5368 2 5.909 2 39889 2 353807 2 7.029 8 2983 Go
2 0.436 1 0.344 1 0287 2 4947 3 5854 3 41392 3 38246 3 7.251 10 291 GI10
18 0.688 17 0561 14 0444 8 6421 18 9.348 16 85620 6 66.099 16 9556 17 2900 Gll
20 0.724 21 0.694 23 0700 11 6526 15 9.354 9 81767 9 53316 10 8503 28 2783 GI2
16 0.664 16 0.550 17 0474 19 7211 16 9.468 15 82472 15 64386 15 9333 18 2887 GI3
14 0.642 18 0.562 14 0444 18 7158 17 8701 15 85224 19 73263 19 9.930 1 2952 Gl4
10 0.552 9 0.463 12 0411 14 6789 12 7.833 18 72054 18 70579 17 9731 2 3080 GIs
13 0.606 13 0.532 18 0482 10 6474 1 8.051 12 7019 12 57.035 13 8.737 2 2945 Gl6
11 0.553 11 0482 7 0360 15 6842 10 7.547 14 68572 14 63.760 1 9251 6 2995 G17
2% 0.347 20 0.689 24 027 22 7421 25 11975 26 121755 26 84.374 25 10,361 16 2904 GI8
7 0.523 4 0.427 4 0325 6 5947 7 6.879 8 58051 8 52918 7 8.456 7 2991 G19
9 0537 10 0481 8 0378 12 6684 9 7.897 s 59500 s 50.801 5 8257 9 208l G20
6 0.502 8 0459 9 0384 13 6737 6 6978 6 55389 6 51.988 9 8480 3 30s8 G2l
3 0.464 2 0372 3 0318 3 5105 5 6.165 11 54976 11 54653 6 8304 5 3008 G22
b 0.781 2 0.706 21 0646 26 8368 2 10.738 25 [08.746 25 82,673 26 10690 3 2847 G23
2% 0.861 %6 0.738 25 0777 28 9368 27 12317 8 134571 2B 101,012 28 11731 2 28y G24
23 0.826 23 0.708 %6 0828 15 6842 23 10725 21 113581 21 76.053 20 9.053 27 2786 G25
%) 0.821 25 0.716 2 0658 8§ 6421 21 11143 7 92396 7 52.895 8 8468 25 2835 G26
2 0.867 27 0.754 27 0868 23 7.947 26 12500 24 123000 24 82,000 24 10.409 24 2836 G27
28 0.943 28 0.834 28 1230 27 9000 28 13936 27 1351127 93.819 27 10.865 2 2328 G28

the mean of the ranks, and S(6): Sum of squares of the rank for each genotype from the mean of the ranks; NP1 to NP4: Tenarazu nonparametric stability statistics

o33l slabse o3 53 cuigh) o (allas 45, GO 5Kk o)) S
9315 5Lkl (6,10 (slaoylel NP4 BNPL doas; (1:S0lio & o oy sl 45 lygdone g gemme

S(1): Average absolute rank difference of a genotype across all environments tested, S(2): Variance between overall ranks of the environments tested, S(3): Sum of absolute deviations for each genotype from
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Table 10- Correlations between univariate stability statistics with yields and the ideal genotype selection index

Yield SO S® S® S® NP® NP® NP® NP® Wz o sid; %ii“]{ CVi 0 6 KR bi Sum
s» 022 1
S® 024 099" 1
SO -0.58" 0.88 0.9 1
S© -0.66" 0.78" 0.79" 097" 1
NP 023 0.92 0.93" 0.86™ 0.79" 1
NP® -0.68" 0.62° 0.67 0.88™ 0.89" 0.67" 1
NP® -0.72"* 0.72' 0.74™ 0.94™ 0.96" 0.77" 092" 1
NP® -0.73" 0.75™ 0.77 0.96™ 0.99" 0.75" 0.89" 0.98" 1
W -0.04 0.63™ 0.64™ 0.517 041" 0.65" 041" 045" 041" 1
6% -0.04 0.637 0.64™ 051" 041° 0.65 041" 045" 041" 17 1
2di -0.03 0.62™ 0.63" 0.517 0.41' 0.65™ 041" 045° 041° 1% 099" 1
Lin -0.9"™ 0.42° 045" 0.68” 0.68" 042" 0.75" 077" 0.75" 041° 041" 04 1
CvVi 01 022 022 02 0.5 019 023 023 018 031 031 03 001 1
0n  0.04 -0.63"-0.64" -0.52 -0.41° -0.66™ -0.41" -0.46° -0.41" -1" -1 -1" -041" 031 1
0, -0.04 0.63™ 0.64" 052" 041" 0.66™ 041" 046" 041° 17 1™ 1" 041" 031 -1 1

KR -0.7" 0.67" 0.68" 0.820™ 0.81"" 0.69"" 0.81"" 0.88™ 0.85™ 0.68™ 0.68" 0.69" 0.87"" 0.23 -0.68" 0.68" 1

bi 051" -0.32 -0.34 -0.410" -0.41" -036 -0.36 -0.4" -0.41" -041" -0.41" -0.42" -0.63" 0.65 0.41° -0.41" -0.54™ 1

Sum -46" 0.88" 0.88™ 0.910™ 0.86™ 0.87" 0.79™ 0.89"" 0.87" 0.73™ 0.73™ 0.73" 0.66™ 0.36 -0.73" 0.73" 0.92" -0.37 1
SIG 0.33 -0.78" -0.8™ -0.78" -0.71"" -0.8" -0.7" -0.75""-0.71"" -0.93" -0.93"-0.93" -0.64™ -0.31 0.93" -0.93" -0.88™ 0.49™ -0.92"

Jopd B o) Jloin] zolaw jd )b jxe i gy i g e

ssand *: significant at the probability levels of 1 and 5%, respectively.
(VIS coriyinlejl slabame IS (claad, cp uilylg :(V)S 0 yiale] (slalaxo plod jd cuigs SO oo ad) WS 1 Sle (V)S
aas) 5sle & s i) 1o lp 48) Slygdone ggerme i(F)S 5 as) (ke & Cand Cuigi) o sl Blas Sl g 9o

95,5 (620l,Lb (¢ )l (sl Lol NP4 5 NP1

S(1): Average absolute rank difference of a genotype across all environments tested, S(2): Variance between overall
ranks of the environments tested, S(3): Sum of absolute deviations for each genotype from the mean of the ranks, and
S(6): Sum of squares of the rank for each genotype from the mean of the ranks; NP1 to NP4: Tenarazu nonparametric

stability statistics
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