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Extended Abstract

Introduction and Objective: Considering the increase in per capita consumption of rice in the
country and the need to increase rice production per unit area, it is very important to introduce
new high-quality varieties with high yield and stable grain yield. The grain yield depends on the
genotype and its response to environmental conditions. To increase the quantity and quality of
rice, this research was conducted to evaluate the interaction between genotype x environment and

to determine the stability of the grain yield of rice genotypes.

Materials and Methods: In this experiment, 8 quality rice lines were carried out including
Kadus, Ali Kazemi, and Champa local cultivars in the form of Randomized Complet Block
Design with three replications in Cheram and Basht regions during 2017 and 2018. In each year,
the performance of tested genotypes was tested separately using simple variance analysis and
using Duncan's method, and at the end of the second year, combined analysis was performed to
determine the compatibility. To analyze the stability and compatibility of lines, Shukla's stability
variance, Francis and Kanenberg's coefficient of environmental changes, Wrickes ecovalence,
deviation from Eberhart and Russell's regression line, Finley and Wilkinson's regression
coefficient and Pintos' coefficient of identification were used.

Results: The results showed a great diversity between the investigated genotypes in terms of grain
yield and other agricultural traits. Composite variance analysis showed that there is a significant
difference between years at the 5% probability level. The stability analysis of the genotypes by
calculating the stability parameter shows that the highest stability was related to the local Champa
variety and lines 7, 8, 5, and 6. Based on the calculated Eberhart & Russell Method, genotypes 7,
6, and 8 and the local Champa variety were favorable in both test environments. In terms of
Wrickes ecovalence, and stability parameter, the local Champa cultivar and genotypes 6 and 5
were the best. Based on the results of the analysis and comparison of the average of the treatments,
the superiority of the grain yield was related to lines 7 and 5 with an average yield of 9.60 and
8.85 tons per hectare. The mentioned lines were recognized as superior genotypes due to their
average yield, conversion efficiency, high percentage of whole rice, and average amylose content.
Conclusion: Based on the results obtained from the stability methods of lines number 7 and 5,
respectively, with an average yield of 9.60 and 8.85 tons per hectare and having stability variance,
environmental change coefficient, and intra-location variance less than one, as well as the
coefficient of the regression line equal to one they are recommended as stable genotypes for both
regions and other similar regions.
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respectively NS: not-significant, * and **: Significant at 5% and 1% probability levels 7.\ 5 0 leis! zolaw )0 5 gixe 5 )b gime pu& iy **.*ns
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Tabel 4. Methods of calculator the stability parameters of rice genotypes
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Table 5. Mean comparison rice genotypes for yield and agronomy character in two locations and two years

RV CE TR TV N NP P I CO L\ (W ST N [N b 2Shes Sk S s
Number of days  Plant height Number of 1000 grains Mean grain yield (kg ha™) Genot y)e code Nurr)lber
until ripening (cm) total tillers weight cusl (Basht) ¢ly> (Cheram) yp
152° 95°¢ 23¢ 22.47 6.800" 6.850™ 8502 1
1562 92¢ 22¢ 22¢° 6.450° 6.500° 8503 2
147° 93¢ 20°¢ 23.2¢ 6.330¢ 6.350¢ 8505 3
154° 90°¢ 21.5° 21°¢ 6.600° 6.750° 8508 4
152¢ 103° 27° 24.3° 8.900% 8.800* 8510 5
152¢ 93¢ 24¢ 23.5¢ 7.7507 7.770™ 8511 6
155° 101° 292 25.3% 9.500% 9.700% 8515 7
154° 100° 26° 24.5° 8.050% 8.100% 8516 8
155° 96°¢ 17.5° 18¢ 5.500¢ 5.500f Kadusu,:5>L< 9
157 98° 185' 210 4.500" 4.700" Alil (obE e 10
Kazemi
158° 1122 169 19.5¢ 5.0009 52509 e (shoz 1

champai Mahali

5,6 7Y Jlein] pdaws 53 (gl gme glds gt b 4> il By gy slaSike
Averages with the same letters in each column do not have a significant difference at the 1% probability level
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Table 6. Number, pedigree and average comparison of some qualitative traits of rice genotypes

JJ.\..J OLa.\Jl)

jobeol (e Jo Ao iy il ) 0 5 5 oyled
Amylose content (%) Head rice (%) g(o/roe)covery Genotype pedigree Genotype code Number
20. 73¢ 61.3% 69.1° IR72860-109-2-3-2 (8502) 1
21.6° 58.6%f 70.3 IR74719-23-3-2-2 (8503) 2
20.1%% 55.7f 66.5% IR75482-135-2-3 (8505) 3
20.3° 59,5 67.9° IR75479-199-3-3 (8508) 4
20.5% 64.0° 69.8% IR75481-104-2-3 (8510) 5
19.2¢f 55.8f 66.1° IR75482-149-1-1 (8511) 6
20,10 59.1 67.5% IR70422-95-1-1 (8515) 7
95def 57.6° 67.9° IR70416-53-2-2 (8516) 8
2217 51.29 62.0 - Kadus ugals’ 9
21.9° 55.6' 66.3% - Ali abl e 10
Kazemi
21.3° 57.4¢ 67.7° - e gl 1

champai Mahali
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Table 7. Stability analysis for seed yield of rice genotypes

oSk N Copd oSl
. oy e 5Ll oy | i L)l 5 ("
Sl 2.0 S ubyly Oy Ry 4 5 os et °)
T e o = 5, S oy e sl b Svame 555
B (SR) 2y ggesS, T 2 (W, 2) L 2 (R) Seed code Genotype
(AR) (Ri ) ) (of) i - (SH) Ranking ) number
2 b (Cvi) ! yield
(07) ® (Kg. ha?)
709.5 5676.3 0.95 221 1.0 213 2128 14.14 3093 5 6.825 8502 1
744.6 5956.5 0.94 216 0.99 211 2297 16.58 3205 7 6.475 8503 2
790.5 6322.9 0.97 231 1.2 218 2464 16.78 3383 8 6.340 8505 3
734.5 5876.2 0.95 229 11 215 2303 15.17 3112 6 6.674 8508 4
660.4 5283.6 0.89 188 0.98 209 1969 8.76 2907 2 8.850 8510 5
665.9 5327.5 0.93 177 0.96 178 1954 12.66 3004 4 7.760 8511 6
652.1 5208.8 0.88 176 0.97 177 1971 7.98 2874 1 9.600 8515 7
686.7 5493.3 0.90 180 0.95 188 2037 9.44 3073 3 8.075 8516 8
699.9 5596.7 0.94 226 1.0 214 2016 15.75 3117 9 5.800 we9d8Kadu 9
s
669.5 5355.9 0.91 182 0.99 207 1997 14.03 2943 11 4.600 ‘-‘?'Bls ‘-‘Lc 10
Ali Kazemi
She
601.2 4809.7 0.87 171 0.97 181 1683 7.86 2756 10 5.125 oo 11
champai
Mahali
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