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Table 1. Meteorological and geographical characteristics of the experimental locations
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Table 2. Entry number and pedigree of bread wheat genotypes

ol ol .
 n 0 7w e 0 Yo
rd) D)
G) Chamran G Dez/SW891882
GY Pishtaz/Catbird GYA PBW154/Falat/SW891882
GY Pishtaz/Catbird Gy Dez/SW891882
GY Pishtaz/3/Snb"s"//[Emu"s"/Tjb84-1543 GY- Chamran//2*Vee/Nac
Go "Pishtaz//Ald"s"/Snb"s GY\ Moghan1/Dez//Chamran
GF ""Pishtaz/3/Jup/Bjy"s"//Kauz"s GYY Moghan1/Dez//Chamran
: MTRWA92.161/PRINIA/5/SERI*3//RL6010/4
GY Pishtaz//Falat/Barakat GYY . *Y/RB/gASOTOSRSMQ/BAVQZOS
: HEN/AEGILOP UARROSA
GA Pishtaz//Falat/Barakat Gy (TAUS)//BCN/3/BAV92/4/BERKUT
FILIN/IRENA/5/CNDO/R143//[ENTE/MEXI_2/
GAa Bow"s"/Vee"s"//1-60-3/3/MV 17/4/Zagross GYd 3/AEGILOPS SQUARROSA
(TAUS)/4/WEAVER /6/BERKUT
G- TRCH*2/3/C80.1/3*QT4118//3*PASTOR GYs (TCAHSQ‘)’,%%G,\}/%% T RROSA
G SW89.5277/BORLIS//ISKAUZ/3/PRL/2*PASTOR/4/HEILO Gyy  VEEMIZTTUIS/PASTOR/A/PRLI2*PASTO
GYY MELON//FILIN/MILAN/3/FILIN GYA FRET2//SKAUZ*2/FCT/3/FILIN/2*PASTOR
GYY WHEAR//2*PRL/2*PASTOR GYa SOKOLL/EXCALIBUR
GYF ROLF07*2/KIRITATI GY- ALTAR 84/AE.SQ/I2*OPATA/3/

G\ ATTILA*2/PBW65/6/PVN//ICAR422/ANA/5/BOW/CROW//BUC/PVN/3/ GY)

YR/4/TRAP#1/7/ATTILA/2*PASTOR

SLVS/PASTOR
SOKOLL//SUNCO/2*PASTOR

Gy PBW343*2/KUKUNA/3/PASTOR//CHIL/PRL/4/PBW343*2/KUKUNA GYY Chamran 2

Bl olaidl sgs a1y Jlite Sl Glaye ggemme l doyd
Al ggooms I7AIA ggamme ) adlse oz (pl &5
adlge Joz L AMMI Juo cplpls 2538 4 g 1) Jilite
SIRb (oorp lp 35 cpl > b 4 )S Lol
&S ws ool (ASV) AMMI (¢lub 55,0 o)lel 1 o))
&S5 opl 4 dagr b bl oS ASV gl &S el Hlasly
W &Y clacwss bl ol Jo ol jolazdl g 4
syl olsisa J5 0SSl Sl VL 5 Shes il L
LY o) omen S0d sl Yl 5Skee bl
9 AD sl ) ool ASV YL il
WU FCRNE I IR PYRTV SV PV | WP P S BT SO Py
2 e85 Jlie Sl guyn > (V) ohlen 5 odljcon)S
Oy ey U gy AMMI oo, 5l eolaiwl b lagee
Ao YN oS R e oo 4 Md> 0295
23,5 eolawl EV4 g ASV AAMGE4 SIPC4 o)l
cle 4 1y ASV jal)b AMMI s gla ol oy 5l Lol
S bl i plgsa ol 4 baye @l Cons

WS

4 a2y b b ) g e Sl ad biee

AMMI ()il (g slive il 3)Sdas uib)ly 4520
cbbow » o) o cwl ! 5l (S (Y Jels)
Y Jgs a4 dag b sloaly lis 1y (Sglate 5ySles caliso
YIY 30 laxe 5 IS Olape ga0ome jl Ao )d WYY Cdgs)

2 Canl odly olaidl 58 a1y IS Glayye goeme 5l duoyd
o 3 xepd WY b 0 Cwigi blie gl as Jb
V Jin! aw j3 55 laoe Db olaid] 05 4 1) jlide
P bewsi om y0 b pxe GMB] Wb Hb bxe by
P o om BUS! g2l (U o) ) aw
(V) ohlSar 5 5590 9 halojl slalaeo plos Lausgic
Oy ki lausxe 45T Sdowy don cpl 4 095 Slddsd > 35
&S Cuwl 0 olaisl dgs 4 1y IS Glaypo gaemme 1 jlads
sskiteds 039 ilojl (slaluoe (35 ot sdimILE
AMMI o 3l oslaw] b lausme X s gsf Jolite (31 & jo0s
o o8le B gl sy hol sloailye & 432
daw 2 Pl 9 pow pyd Jol (ol slaailge o5 S
(IPCAL) Jsl ol adlgo .0 jld gz doyd ¥ Jlais]
kol adlge ZYY/Y (IPCA2) pod Lol adlge ¥V/Y
A (IPCA4) pylos ol ddlge ¢ 2T (IPCA3) pouw


http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/jcb.10.25.73
http://jcb.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-564-fa.html

[ Downloaded from jcb.sanru.ac.ir on 2026-04-22 |

[ DOI: 10.29252/jch.10.25.73 ]

\la

b PS8 slacusgs 4l 3 Slae ()lul (b))

(WYAY=I¥AY) ely; ol jo calisee glalasme p3 puS slacwie; ab 3 Slas gy AMMI Jao by 4525 =Y Jgio
Table 3. Analysis of variance of AMMI model for grain yield of wheat genotypes under different agronomic regimes

(2013-2015)

ke %SS Egoxe

22

_ Ol s molio

Slaye (SS) wlaye sl e
AYAY/A 2% XK
oo™ V-0 Yy s
AN WY \YAIS T el
WY/ Yv/iY ANE[5 o (S
N N VA V00 buo x caigy Jilize il
/& ¥V/Y Nl Yo IPCA,
AN yY/Y At Ty IPCA,
- Y/ \Wig ) IPCA;
N Ad /Y ya IPCA,
o fyyns o\ $Iv av (529) oxiladly
VAY/¥ AVE o pleal slbos

dme s 5 0oy N Jlain] pdaw j3 Hld me )i 4y i NS g*F

- S iy ol sl adlge jolie 5 (sl i) s 3,Shos (ke ¥ g
Table 4. Mean grain yield, stability value and Principle component of bread wheat genotypes
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Table 5. The mean grain yield and the Principle component for sites 1 to 6
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Figure 1. Mean yield Biplot of genotypes for 6 locations studies with first their principle component
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Figure 2. Bipolt of the first and second principle components for genotypes and different locations
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Figure 3. Classification of studied genotypes based on Shifted multiplicative models cluster analysis (SHMM)
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Abstract

To evaluate the genotype x environment interaction and determine the stable genotypes of
wheat, 30 genotypes of bread wheat along with two controls namely Chamran and Chamran 2
were studied in 6 locations (Ahwaz, Darab, Dezful, Iranshahr, Khorramabad, Zabul) and two
years (from 2013 to 2015), in each using an alpha lattice design with 4 replications. The results
obtained from AMMI analysis demonstrated that the main effects of genotype, environment,
genotype X environment interaction and the first four principal components were highly
significant. The first four principal components justified around 90.9% of the sum of squares of
the interactions. By using the stability of the figures of the statistics lasting value AMMI (ASV),
genotypes 2, 6, 14, 28 had the lowest (ASV) values. Genotypes 2, 6 and 14 with higher yields
than the overall mean were identified as high yielding genotypes with stable performance.
Drawing the biplot of the first principal component and the average yield for genotypes and
environments suggested that genotypes 9, 28, 25, 12, 14, 10, 2 and 6 had low interactions, but
genotypes 14, 10, 2 and 6 with higher than average yields and desired stability were selected.
Biplot of the first two principal components showed that the interaction between genotypes 2, 6,
7 and 14 due to higher grain yield than the average of the total, were identified genotypes with
good compatibility. Genotype grouping them into three groups based on the model SHMM
placed in the first group of 22 genotypes, genotypes 9 in the second group and the third group
was the only genotype 20.
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