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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

5,Sles layye 5 Sikio S JUENTS

VA SRRV ¥ kR
OAVY-$YE/ S A ailai
yar-yavy/."™ A Jls

aaova/s' 5 ailate ) Cuigs

yo-ovve/a™ 5 JW 3 o953
FAYYASS [ 5 \ Jbs 3 ailais

Afvyofal® ¥ Jlo 3 dibaie )3 cuigs

FEESOIY A Uinlejl olzal

Moime pe Sglss ™ o yd ) Jlain] pdaw )3 I gme glas **

St ddlaie (d Lcusll dgxg (lel a5l FeVYals
PSS YYFAUL YA (lacuiss 4 (late 5,Shos oy yidn
L ¥ Yl sals o Slas @ Cund & bl o S
by Jle o amdl gpp GiSa > pSelsT YYYY
L FY s Fo)Vab clows) o,Sles ude VYAT-AF
Py hde i JiSa 3 p,8 HLST FAYY 4 AYYS
Ogld 0 pbdy Cannd g L33 olaid] D5y (sl dilais
380es o idn 5 it ddlate B (gl e
g ¥ iy A b g ¥ Wals o ¥V clacuis) 4 sl
Sl sme ©glds o 5L a8 Wb o LS jd o S9kS YOOR
@ adllae 3)50 slacuiy) 3 Sos (1SSke O Jouo )l
S e sl el Jl aw o 1y sald oles
Jlo dw o )3 1) Ol cp e ¥V 5 ¥ Y0l slacassis

Lo hyls elys

3 Slos. (Silen duy i
ol ol yon &) adllas 3590 Srcuis) 3,Slas (1Ske
WAYZRF 5 \YAY-AY AYAVAY el)) Jlo dw o dibate
ool a0 L F s pd dulejl adlaie aw
0ySdas Hlude WWANAY oly; Sy Jodo cpl b Gollas
oS YOO 9 ¥FO- L iy YA 5 ¥\ Wals slocuis)
e gyl a1l ime Siglis gy S o p S
Ll ol olaid! sgddy jpubadld Jua1)8 dilais (o 1) jlads
b YA gy 4 3l 3)Slee cpyid jrolee ddbate )
P2 WAYAY el Jlo 0 g, o )T elS” AAVA
YA Sbcwigy 3les Gline (o) )90 i) e
O US> p S 5lS FOFF g VWEF L s s & YA
&S by wioh olaid] da gl dakis o ) s
P eSS EE e FlVols cilais dals o 5 Slas Hlade
b bowis] ol om @b ol & e LS


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 2026-04-22 ]

[ DOI: 10.29252/jch.10.28.119 ]

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

=hj Jls aw g adlale s 3 IS iuael sleaiss (iS50 p)SelS) 3 )Sles o (3:S0ke dnglio ¥ Joax
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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