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Table 4. Mean yield of genotypes, interaction component coefficients, AMMI and wrick ecovalence statistics and

genotype ranks according to corn parameters
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Table 5. Mean yield of environments, interaction component coefficients, AMMI and wrick ecovalence statistics and

environment ranks according to corn parameters

Mean
[PYSE %ﬁ/ﬁd) Rank  IPCA1  Rank IPCA2 Rank IPCA3 Rank ASV;  Rank W4 Rank  %W3
1a)

\ V-0 v —J¥¥ G -IYa Y <J-A Y NS Y £a/a Y 7
Y MITY ) o Y \IEY A -\IYY ) Vs ) R s AR
¥ av/¥A a —/V- v Vo v “V¥FA a VY v vt A WiV
¥ oslo¥ A Y/oy a VA0 A Ass v vy a VYA vo/vY
o vv/aa ¥ <100 5 V- ¥ —J55 ¥ % ¥ YWY vIv
5 INTAve Y «IvY Y B 3 V/FY A V/o¥ ¥ FAY/E Ve YA/¥A
v va/a- ¥ ¥ \ o5 ) =¥/ ). <Ivo \ vasy ¥ \7As
A Fo/ox ). ~Y/v5 \. VIVY ¥ \IY ¥ lo¥ \. VPEY o v/.5
a V- I¥Y 5 -Ivv ) -V/on 5 VYV 5 Vg% 5 MY ¥ \TAR
). VA/FF ) <IA¥ A YLV ). Iy \ Y/¥o A /v AUy

e 20yd WA% dacaisi; slp oy i VIgST WA cigis slyr (ool (65l o,lel BASV] ¢ oaigij il 3l Al Cpmogus 9 (w093 (gl :IPCA3 4 IPCA2 IPCAL

G Vg A D placas) Job mls pelel
sty ohy o 9 g kil 4]y Gl
9 2 P A Y D Sbyus Helis Llpd )5 (5 Jo2)
OB Sl o9 045 dogi Sy g sle s Sl
b by cnyiee (ol Jlo 93 52 50 5) lady
S5l oyt V9 B A sladyyon Ndg 009 )5
sl 2y Jlo 93 32 3 3290 bulyd 4 ) (ogad
s oledol 3> Jlo 93 0 3V 9 VA D byun ez o
ol g Ml (ol Jao ol 0dd dpog Sacuis

23l |y it oyl b YU (6555l bl oty o

Hize 51 > 555 n
Wl (152 Wiwiyij anogs

Sloesmd ol blase » bews) 4, ;0 Gole
b lite 51 ol 4G psbo & il o baoo 5 Godgi lito
2oy S Jlosn] mwaw 3 (glel blod 51T s s e
w$) ke & Jse (Y o) Mbie 29 LB
oy L bz o gly ol Jao bl g odd ausy
Py g g e e Vo jm 30 by sl 0
(fored o) Jlo dpmd oy & e ¥ 03 5 09
s o Vol o A 0 A W pus (5 Jads) Ad alls
Per e by be 93 )3 9 3 p 95 ke
e lase Vom0 g Jle s biote G 0) Wy
D9 fp e ke


http://jcb.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-709-en.html

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

V-

Sladsle )3 gla > ddole 5 Slos 5Bl 5 siluk 43

el adlas 390 sl 4 u;\fb (so5eE da Jlw 9 o]ol.\.a Egolme ) uM_aLo)\ O.’.I C’L’ Q»L.Jl »
B3l 58 (pl by g 39 s et (5 e3> B Ly

o S 00l Aoy g Jlag bl bl (aeg S —F Jgu
Table 6. Grouping of the environments based on the four genotypes recommended by AMMI model
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Abstract

The objectives of this study were to analyze genotype by environment (GE) interactions effects
on the forage yield of 8 corn hybrids by computing AMMI analysis and evaluating genotype
(G), environments (E) and GE mteractlons using stability parameter i.e, AMMI stability
value{ASV) and Wrick,s ecovalance (W?). Experiments were conducted at five regions (kargj,
Neysahbur, Gorgan, Brojerd and Isfahan Research Station), during 2005-2006 crop season. The
results of AMMI analysis for forage yield indicated that the Genotype (G) main effects,
environment (E) and GE interactions as well as three first interaction principal components
(IPCA1-3) were significant. AMMI biplot was able to distinguish stable genotypes and
environments with high discrimination ability from low ones. AMMI ANNOVA sdlected
different hybrids for each regions: No. 5, 8 and 1 for Karg , 5, 2 and 8 for Neyshabur, 1 and 5
for Gorgan, 8, 5and 1 for Brojerd and finally hybrids No. 5, 8 and 2 for Isfahan. According to
the AMMI analysis and the parameters investigated, genotype 5, with forage yield higher than
grand mean, was the most stable hybrid and with high adaptation to the environment was
studied, meanwhile Hybrids No. 7 and 8 had the greatest influence on the interaction but were
the unstabl e genotypes tested in all years and aress.
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