14 WAY e /YA 0yled [ Jlo [ iely5 ol oMol dsliingy

ol b plie 5 (55558 ple oSl
ey glalS ol aoliiagy,

Sble ;3 1315 (isuaml (lacn¥ 3,8as (55l 9 5,6 5W0 (ow)
Olyjle A

"1, 031318 jlos 9 £ 63 o5l Jlas T gd¥gl o po 0BT jeneni JlailyE ¢ owla cilalu ol

(a_hashemi2004@yah00.00 : Jggue odiuw g3) ¢yl )5 jlo ¢(63,3)l8 Lole zals olKisls ¢ gale Sl guae )
Ol (63)9L38 (49l 5 SBf 0aSumghy )b s @lio 5 555l pole olSisly bl ¥
Oty (65)sliS (6 )glidum 5 Suf 0dSKmgly w8l i) 5 6yl (b wlie 9 (5598 psle oKl (Siif (pwains —bls ol (655 ggmtily ¥
sl 5398 (59lBCums 5 S35 02Sitgsy 1) bS5 0538 Y e plol Ml oS50 (LS 23U (655> (sl ¥
AEINNY 5 bl ol ANY/YY iedlys ol

S
L g dilaio p2 p3 55l g Jlul Lcuwish; pasuld & Wisw bl 5 @bl )3 1315 (isuswl slcuwsi; 2L,
B 31 Jeols YL o Fy i 1Y aw (VFAY_AE) 5 Sl ¥ 43 yoliia ol & 3,5 anlgd oS YU 3,5hos Juuunilly
SRt B Jud 143 g s o5 lw dilaio dw > £0VVarld ol 4 allaio WL ol pod & Goliath g Option 500 Foseto 3, dw
adhain 3L ol pod d axlllan 390 SBT3 Sdos (Kilw W CuiS ST aw 0 Bolad oS LS b LIB
YAVY 5,50os U €Y ou¥ spnige aldaio 45 01T 30as b £Y (¥ (g bw allaie )5 45 a2 o0 Ui guivlojl dblaio amw 3
il B Y o 3 3,Sdas oy (5115 LKA )3 0,5 okS Y00 5, Khos b YA (¥ ppaieil Ji 3 ailaio 45
53 Ao dw 2 40 3,Sdos gl A dagi b awidgs plpr by dllaio WL 4 Comd (it B 31,8 0 YA Y 35w g 009
eadij 5500 4 Cumd (55l (1392 ol Jdd 4 £F (¥ 45 55 ey Blgi 0 (5ol 43 A rgi b g Jlw dw
b Al 53 aad Cuwd 4y Sblo cpl )3 15 (2D) (2 e Wlghs (bt o 9 (5ol dlaie 53 pogasy 3,Mes (392 VU
aw 2 50 bagio ges (655l b YA (0¥ (gam Cuglgl 13 9 b eges 55 LT (Y @S pned 51 a3l

[ Downloaded from jcb.sanru.ac.ir on 2025-11-13 ]

[ DOI: 10.29252/jch.10.28.119 ]

Cow! cawlio athaio

ASudmel GacnY g 135 0,Sles (5,8 5l (5 Il 158 slaojly

oz b b oy 3 Sles )55l sla sialej]
9 ool ol (A) 295 plodl e gla e > g Jlo
9 Jypasey slacaisl 4 oliwd jokied (V) o) Ken
IS o)l cusgis VY dlaw ¢ codl coglasio baylys b 55l
590 adhio Hlez 3 1) (S)l) ol iz olper 4
SH S a5 Slas ool il yls 4320 .00l 518 Sbj)l
Jyame Wg oy blod 5l acuissy oo (S5 slacglas
9 S5k )y yskaieds (W) gllSen 5 bl g
oz el sl n 3 Sles sl 5 3, Sles dulio
RSolpl Gy 2lgr g Ol kulpd 5 oyls IS
CJLJ RN )\)ﬁ ey )90 I) D)‘-Q). d‘}lf Ayt ob}ba
Wb i 5 ey doyd () 2,Sles il 5Slas
(ingy 0y90 Jobo gy jd GOME dluws (BME j &il> dluas
Sy B (235 5l Gy 090 Jsbo (235 090 Jobo
5 olgl g (b gxe AUl b Kolg b
adhio Hlaa > 135 Cuigs Y8 w)p b (VW) o )Ken
oy ame (uibly elely 1) lul lacuss
b e )S) 55[%]-\‘ 9 b bly wlys
s 6yl 3JUI L (W) QI)IS\AJ:, ) KI5 65,8 ol
JB Bl Jlo w5 ddate 4w T i
2 S5y Blite pBlg 5 Shee 5 1) (S5 uib)ly 429
2 6Bk sl SBl g oolie cplple b s e
Al gmlio 59y Sl 0o 3bj g o5 S L plalexe
SWl Jols jib (IS was o8, (VW) o, Ko g 4zl

Aodio
5,8les g Ly cle 4 (Brassica napus) IS
2545 53 Sy 9y il sja paw oy )3 gy YL
YLy Canar 0958l jgy Rl clde @ Bk il e
Caodl olie dlos 35S a3 9 (SN paw 8
Caglome & drgi b 2gd e bl iy ) e 0150
il g 0,Sae )5 (oliing oS > cuis” B dlmwé
9 il o g g8 bl lply S el
S {7) A3bn oo 2] 3 235 () 55l Al
S 5 e g 1S 5 Shas b Lo il S5 ksl
oY Mg 5 lelid Guoren g ol 4 baye g
Wb oo il Jaaze ol o ol e, g &l 5 Slas oS
4,50 Bkl Pse solpar (gla Biind Cuddse
5 e 1 s 1S53 gyl Jguame ol & ol Ui
2SS Oyge gl Gygod Hh Mg ST S Jus x>
S g CueS domd ) g (SuB) Bl g pesl
L pB) gy odliee calple b R Jgae
Sl sacky I pdse )3 oM b Sy
(F7 b g Fo sladus) 4 iy sl (bl 0By (B
09 Dl ©ygps 3 Sles Slodde sbailel Gk
Gl bulpd 3 1) Jolite sl JodllwSe (215 pB)
blawl s oplpls 9 a0 olis 258 3l calise
g bzt 5 C9) Om (hlite sl Vseno oS 9
e sl ol S Gl U en 4 )b


http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/jcb.10.28.119
http://jcb.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-747-fa.html

[ Downloaded from jcb.sanru.ac.ir on 2025-11-13 ]

[ DOI: 10.29252/jch.10.28.119 ]

Y- ahbisle cilisee sblie ;5 15 isunsel cloenY 5 Skes o)l 5 65l sy

abyS 5lai 50 e Bl Vi) 3 iy alold g pte ile
ailaio y & (i GluSs ©yg0 4 (ol); Olles 4S5
ashy oy Sloe cuilyy Juad > i pbsl cely; Jool uo
Fr byl cudlsy jl g 9 48 dplre (1S 13 )55k
JLo) pe> Jlow ) 403)5 0,85 ol Jlu > et sl
90 0 dald ol yan ay Fr s (pY aw (WWAYAY ol);
alie 9 55l pyle olSishy) gyl 9 oine dikate
wle J(OV]-5 5 YEI55 Ll oye s Job) (b
=y Jlw) pow Jlu 50 .05 cudldy g cutS dansdS Jls
i Fy s 00 5l Y 4 Fg cslayly (WYAYRE
ailato g 3 ¥ \Yaln ps oy diibato anl S, ol et
Wile (b @lie 5 (g5ygliS” psle o) (o)lo 5 it
0, Slas o Jlw g3 pl j3 b cdlyy g cudS anidS Jlw
ol la Sy a5 e (LSe35 p55kS)
A 3o0 ol odl ¥ Joda j0 o S sbl s
9 be yo sl ol uilbly 3o 5l (e S pe il
Ojgmo dbd sl uilyly (B5iSo sl <yl (56
9 Ol OgeyS) Jae 5l 38 ik e ol 88
Joed L ash oy Slae (las alaly L)l L (F) Juoly
Osbe =Yij e J5ey8 cnl > & A8 el Yi=my+ Bilj+S;
PUDVY FURIERT ¥ VY S U
03l 9y 2 T eS8 g5y cups =B o
e glabioe 3 1) oois) Jodl puSe & laee
Lo} plad 0a0ke b (dazme (a3l =l 0,5 o o)l
Slyosl = §j g S 6Slke jl Bl g0 ] e
Oy pd bl | e 31 9] e S ]
Ol y b, = BT Jyed il Jae ol s

L i

Ml imed B Awbre t e ail Ly ol (gl ixe
£55 ta b SLi gy Ly 4 3y Sas ) 15 jl ladyis
Sty iVlg ST S?) (Hawms il g {CV) (s
e 3 (0) (57) S5 (5 sl oy {17) (W)
WD wyp g Al (Riz) ks d?fr“’)f) o

4505 dlw il ls 4o Jols Cilas (g)le] Ol
Byl oyl 4355 5 B (ke dulie S yo ib)lg
5 EXCEL (SPSS (¢,Lol sl l58lp s 5l olis ol L
6,5 pbsl MSTATC

Table 1. Pedigree of evaluated promising genotypes
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Table 2. Information of season cropping meteorological parameters at different experimental stations during
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Table 3. Combined analysis of yield of rapeseed promising genotypesin 3 location and 3 cropping seasons
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Table 4. Mean comparison of yield of rapeseed promising genotypes in 3 location and 3 cropping seasons
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Table 5. Mean comparison of yield of rapeseed studied genotypes in 3 cropping seasons
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Table 6. Yield stability parameters based on Eberhart and Russell model
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Table 7. Parameters of genotypic variation, environmental variance, Wricke’s ecovalence and Shukla’s stability variance parameters
of rapeseed promising genotypes in 3 location and 3 cropping seasons
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Abstract

Evaluating the promising genotypes in different years and locations is performed to identify
stable and adaptable genotypes with high yield potential. For this purpose, three genotypes of
rapeseed derived from crossing of three varieties named Foseto, Option 500 and Goliath were
planted with check variety (Hyola 401) in three locations (Sari, Behshar and garakheil) using
randomized complete block design with 3 rg)llcates from 2012 to 2014 cropping Season.
Results indicated that the average of grain yield in of: 5616 kg.ha™* for genotype 43 in Sari,
3871 kg.ha' for eno'?/pe 43 in Behshahr and 3550 kg.ha" for genotype 29 in garakheil were
recorded. The yield of these genotypes was higher or did not have significant difference than
check variety (Hyolad401). Generally using stabilit a_nalgr'_sand ield mean, it can be suggested
that genotype 43 with the least stable and hi %h yield in Sari and Behshar is a good candidate for
these regions. In addition, genotype 29 with good general adaptation and in next priority, 28
with average genera adaptation are suitable candidates for al three locations.
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