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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

WAYRY el Jlo WAYAY el Jlo

WAy el Jle

#g) dilaie s ddlale sitgd dilaie e ddlale sig) dilaie #; adlaie e
rooa® ovys® Yy g5 Fap.° fea.2 Fe\Ygls
YooA” yoan” yory® vyss OAYA™ vAa- YA
YAva® vva.” vysat soss™ oees” voo-* 4
.59 fan® \RA AR 00+ e il

L5 dulie Lo )3 B Jloss] gaws )3 (6 )l5 gime cglis (4SS yg03l oluslyy Aiiaas iglite gy (gl)ld 48" gty (sl Silie £g Lo st € iy st £ puiadlE 3B olKian)

Y Vol clacsy) & s bugie )lhl 5 (ogee
G5l 0,5 1> YU 3 Slee b b ey 4 ¥Y
2 bwgio 3 Slae bl L YA o YA Cuigdl g g oges
G5 ol 55 NS (e )8 lawgle (eges (53l 09,5
(¥ Jgiz) &S pe 4355 Jodo b sallae &S ol gl 3l
b o)l g oolel S 51 (o) ine gl sy o
Cope pbe (P Js) oS cops @l 4 g
@ leie o) (pieS g (/W) YA (i 4 bgipe (e
Q@ Caws YA Cigi lple g ((FA) TV Cwig)
shly g Jygp b e Jl s slacyy;

Cawl gllae oges (55l00

R E I SH
o3lisl (F) Joly 5 lapl ooy 51 sl LT sl
dw;g Cops &S Sied Hlub B o9 O?."P e
Aib ol 4 Sop b S L ply gl ssel Casy
S b g bine Sl (ol G, 3 Bl pmen
adlae 3590 i) ¥y & Jodo b Gollae il anily
Gb Gme gy &S Wiy S 4 SO0 (yamw)S ) g
Onzxen W3S L SO bl g )S) cops 28 L
Sl (o5 L oS g Hho a4y S35 (g5 5l Sl
U ool sl by gre g5 (S L gl (ga S
Bl b olacysl s bews) s & dad e

etabofl Jlo a3 adllas 390 (slacips] 5,Slas (3Sibe duslio 0 Joio
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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