-

b WWAY liao; IYA 0ylais /o2 Jlo [ £1y5 HalS 2ol doliiangsy

shategii = (Solanum tuberosum L.) (duwo jowmw sCuigif 0a 3 ,Sdos (5,lub b5,y
& Fl)LU sy peg) 5 o3kl b

o505 ol g oly crwes 3913 TS5 5yl Jguy ¢ 0315 o Uno
olpl e Jws)l ‘L}ﬂb)l B oKl (b @l g 85y9liS oSy «bls cM.ol g cely; 09,5 luiily 9 (6585 (gemeiily =¥ o)
(r-asghari@uma.ac.ir : Jggue odiu93) <yl ¢ Jd)l ¢ dundyl Bazno oKl ¢ grub mbio g (65,5l 0aSisly «bls e Mol § sl 09)5 ¢ cale Cln guae —Y
i3k s 5 (el « Wl plojle olie) Jad)) il (sxb @lio 5 (65)5LiS (bjgel 5 Sl S s (L 5 (o5 Sl i el Slip gae Y
Oyl (o)
BIVNN 1edl s gl

AV INY s gl

S
((FUiod ol aw )3 (555l LU g 51 03wl b (Susjicums cudgif 10 il 5 Sles (55l (ow)y jekiieds
owbly 4528 bl wlwl 2 a88,5 1,5 anlllae 3590 )10 A b (ol JolS sSol i B 50 9 Jlw 93 (b
algo 93 45 31> Gl ol glaailie 4 4520 T b I3 e Lusmoxcaigiy e T g Lo i giy OIS oS 5o
g ol ailie i 43 (PCT) Ja kol aile My gl iiiS so gl 1, Als) Wb piio Luily,ly sy ATV Jgl sboo!
S bl g ouf 5,Shos Sl psWS Ay 355 3,5 gwudlub 09,5 e ;3 adllho 3,50 (g%l LU (g4l slas,lof (PC2)
3,90 5L oo lof dod 4y (b (bl 2 315 (ol 29,5 93 5 1) axlllhn 390 (e jums SLCuTo5 5 ol U
G3 G14 G11 G9 SBLwisis 9 o541k iy (Slo 508 audls b G13 9 G12 (G6 G5 G15 (Gl g canlllas
LLOW 5 TOP R s (5,lwly (sU;lme &Sl &) dagi L . aidgs W93 (3, LU ey (a0l (2 piudir 813 L GT
3,8 U jlasly glaceigh i35 (51 By ol ol il iidls ddatly (golasly Solizd pgpdo 9 (MY) 3 Sdas (ke
3,50as U Gl 5 U5 13 o3 £0/0V oué 3,Sas b G5 clbeasini] W yiolyly cytl obus! s -biiunsd conslio s jirns 3 Y

EKER Vo S > K0 gy lgea | S oy XS
5 2ol YU 5 Sdos b jluly (seadshj plyeds ;B8 )3 oF ¥4/49 o

w4305 «shol (sallie 4 43 (5l 3 i gdlS slaejly

Sl il 5 Jdod 5 jo emen ) )
(NAY) 2ilee symabl glajlme Jl Sy el )bl
e slacaig; oae 0, Slas (g)lul iz 1 golas
N3 in e e llpd 4 Cod ) uejum
0 WA oy b Q) oble g ol cpus Lilosl
LT Vgl (6,b0 pBl olyon & (unjiumw (iS50l
sdolie Jud)l adhto 3 Jlo 93 (b U 5 Ugd)lo
Flie Bl g sl lagglS e & WS
2, 395 (o)l g MBS 0 5 Slos s 5 JlwX 5l
FASANDVYY YAV oYY caglS s ol
g 08 3 Slas (ghls (sals) Ylols K8, o YAV-FO-Y--
(A) oblome 5 olyopue 205 (st 3,8kee (gl
ST 65 Byl olyan 4y goojiens (ESusel (15lS YA
Jlo 93 (b (85 g (o8 lao Jlai 51 ) Ujy0ad 5 Ugd)le
b wlel ol JIE Ly dye0 oyl ddkis )
FAVAV-Y FAV-AY=V e alaysls e iy ol j Jols
BB g JS one 3,Skas gl YAFVAS-F 5 YAV-AY-Y
Syl B2 > ey BB g JS 028 (jg g G 49y
Gl Jos)l adate sl qunlio pB)l plgica 5 L9
o dSles olul (V) Gpie g el Al
(70) 93ll5 s pel)bl (slasbyy jodlil b 1) (smjspms
AR eop 290 (V7) Ol g Spgp s (V) lo g L
) 9 ol olsea 1) Caesar 4 Satina pl)l 5 sl
Ol 9> 058 alulid 18y 0 5)lnl s 1, Agria

b Bl gy o Fewlie lyear S o)l i

dodle
05 Ete (e 9w ol (B pie (emjiun
(WA) ol Cllas CadS b (1S9 9 315l slanga
P YL ol 55l L Jpame lssd olS cpl slaoss
whe (o)l (YA) 2gd oo ooliiwl dewgs Jbb > zeles
bilpd 3 (oo Jpaze plyiear |y ol (umjics YL
A gy & olxl 1L(F) sl 035 (Byme Jaxd g3
2 bowy; 3les ) Gglil Cage laeX iy hlie
Sbsl  ololis 1 (Fe) 35 e cilizes clalare
clisee slalase jo 0 Slos (gylul b &S slacwis;
Caa odas o5y 90 Cunl 30154 wae CBlaal I asil
ol sl RS pske s)lul wps
I AVF) el bl slagbsy 5 bl slags,
9] S)ll 59l Ca baes o8 6yl (sl by,
o gyel)bb slaoylel 4y lo o D9 0 odlatwl la
sbaoylol ((1-Y) (S 4 Si® §¥ S 5O 1)
o)l (¥a) (NP 5 NP® NPP NPD) 451l
(Omy 561) B o)l clooylol (V0) (R) 45 Sile
sy 5,5 oLl () (LOW 4 MID TOP) _.S's8
Jas a5l ablie syl lagby) & coms prelbl
Llosh s oy 4 S pie @ e dlen
oszen )8 o)lal iylejl clalas uil)ly (BB,
Cad 5yl Sabe) b duglie )3 gyl )bl slag st
L oaslsl )b (oS Cumlus @y glaodh b s o
b jadls opl g bewss | (oS sl b S o900 Bl


mailto:r-asghari@uma.ac.ir

]

Oosl (lS) (Staer culps ppizmen (Y Jgi2)
dmle il (6l slagby) o gy b)) car
5 cilize cloo)lal oy balgy jig clid glaied; A3
adlgo Mol .ub oolatwl Lol slaadie & 430 o,
Sl 35 5 pe> ol adie Jlie > Jsl (Lol
adlae 5)50 (5hll slaojlol blie )3 3)Sles (1Sl
2 Ward (g, 4 M 4o | iores 035 o)
Lld jl oy (saieg)S jlateds (swgilil alols olal
ol (gl (gyluly (slolel 5 5 Slas (0o 45,
sbjlBley jlblges gy g bayod pbxl a3
A edlawl Excel g Minitab SAS
(Ysi) S5 (g5l b-3 ,Slos 2]

ol 5 3,Sles Sila ) edliz (VW) S
38des b slacaip} (S caa | (V) e o)lul
ol ool cpl Bl p )8 Slddn Jlul g YL
2ol glaciss dlsea (3] ptie b glecds
Higed g0 4185l
Ol)ed 9 (598 (5l slao, o]

MID TOP (¢ 50l ,Lb o)l 4us (5) oKt 5 oS53
oS dw > L) 658 woyd bl 2 1) LOW 4
WS g (Sle pow S3) bawgie (2l pow SG) it
p s elel cpl g bles ST (Bpee (2Bl pow )
olysd oy ol M8k yide (e TOP pll e
Dy S G o poglas g cn5)lul
(R) GUS a5y 0slhe (55l ool

ool p oSl sanas, el gy
& S gysbds Bgd e i) bl den )3 > Sles
Ol GEPS PN 4 g A8y (pkeS G (nyke
e SBlzdl g a5) (Sle w9 355 (0 35 49,
S o] Nadoe dwlne i) p lp bag,
R Shess] glysa B (o e Sl 5 (1Sl
(V0) Bgd o Cguime Jouily

WAY o IYA ojlais /o2 Juo [ £ly5 HalS e Mol doliiangsy

boeX 3955 blite Bl gw)p yslaieds pol> 3udod

9 b LD D dwejcaw Cuig) VO oad > Slee p
Vi 5 Sloe b olyen jlily (dojumw slacaisiy ololid
Pl yel cpl )3 (gLl sla g, o) awslie 55 g

LS9, 9 dlge
olyor & Suojcuw yolS VY (glul wdlas oyl o
Juo 53 b 53 (15T 5 (¥l digd 35 a2y las
B > 9 25 5 lded )l ddlaio 4w jd IVAD 4 VYAY
AR oo 390 S aw b (Bolas JolS claSol 2 )b
4 olo cuigud)l Jol and o cuiS (Y 9V Jglis) b S
pbol S a3 0ae B0 ol & g sldido s> Sygeo
VO byl alolé b gy 5 b aws Jols &8 o 138
A )3 el YO ) (59 p gy alold g yio il
o Sy gy (sl S il Slles b 3 0 4B S
s yo 5l 8 5503 )b o g by (5ol Ve alsye
9 U395 shud Sl 3)90 yolie NAS (g (Fwd g0
395) dbgiye 5395 @lie S ST gal ol el
GBI ojyle (sl 20,8 1ol (powgel Cilawd 555 4 0,4
@yl b gLl Swgw ade 5l G lagslen
Sobowr 5 Sl S 9,1 )3 il e VO ke
JSe 5 p)Sels S lde 4 jeSSle a1
Jol 423 33 dusjcumw lasie cuily Sllas ad oolaiol
3503 e s (55l sla by, 0 plrl ol e
S0) oo sl ool ol aoiyi syl
9)])[45 dthb)ln] ¢(\’£YY) (S|(6) 9 Sl(s) ‘Si(A) ‘Si(s) 5Si(2)
sk b)Loi (Va) (Npi(4) 3 NP® NP;@ ‘NPi(l))
Ohl&en 5 BLS g lub dl.b:o)u c(\b) (R) 4y pSle
LSLQO)LJ 9 (\Yl) (YS|) t_iilf d)].\.il.i D)LOT s(\;) (Gmy BO'r)
25 odlizul (¥) (LOW 5 MID .TOP) _.Seé syl

Table 1. The experimental sites and geographical characteristics of testing environments
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Table 2. Genotype code, parents and mean tuber yield of 15 potato genotypes in six environments
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Table 3. Equations of nonparametric stability procedures

Forad J}o,ﬁ d)“’l)L'L' lem)LJ
m-1 m
sV =237 3" |rj = rjl/lmtm - 1] s
i=1 (i=i+1)
m-1
.2 2
51(2) = Z (r5-r)" /(m-1) Si( )
i‘;1
N2, 3
Si(s) = Z(rij - ri‘) Ay Si( )
(V%) ol g skai g (V¢) o
s
_ 5
Si(s) = Z'r” - ri‘| /m Si( )
i;:
51(6)=Z|rij—fi.|/fi. Si(s)
i:’l1 m
@ _ * * (€3]
Np™ = HZ rjj — Mg; NP
1 ‘:1m
* X @)
Npi(z)=a Z'rij_MdiVMdi NP,
(10) 3 I
E(Tﬂ- —f)"/m ®3)
NP©) = _ NBy
T
2 m-1 m
4 _ * | /= (4)
i=1 (i=i+1)
Ur
(V) o lSen  bS
Omy

39 Lalg)
Pl Laums 13 pll Cgi) 00d ol 9 00l ol 45) i 4 = T 5Ty
Pl 93] oA el g 00 ol 4) (0le i =T 9 Ty
pll a9} odds guonal g 0l gusual 4y dile cuiy 4 = Myg; 9 Mg;
ol gy (ke = X Lo dlis =1 4m
138 plos 5 el 5l oolitl b 3 Slos ey
[x5 = Xy — K. —X)]



oy

SlLF Joi2) 390 Jbine doyd o Jlts] gdaw 5
N0 5 4 ey iy e Sl g laee s
S 4 |y IS Gluye ggeme jl doyd YY/AY 4 YOISA
Jwxcwiss  ble Ol uomen b jolaisl
YOV iy @ X JlXews) 9 JBeX oy
a1y blie Sl Gluye ggeome 5l dopd YOIFY 4 OY/OA
@b awlie jlaton (F Jpuo) woh elan] og
Ll slocss g dilise (sl cslabs,
Lsly ol 5 W sey cpicwsle Ol 5 YU 5,Skes
5 4l 350 Slacuigiy sl sl )hl lie (sl )ln
9 ZiW olie ol odal £ 9 0 Jghis jd Ll (canas,
wy) 2 dl)g R ) Lg‘.mo)b 4, u,ol.wl ﬁzi(z)
Sy el Guew )5 dusbre (g0lyal O ypods
o3l polie 2505 035 gex laceiy] plod 59, X g0l
Xz )L\.E.a )] grone G15 9 Gl G5 dbbwy) LS‘)‘.’ Zi(l)
3 )5 Jisize g el sty (005 aa= YIAY) Sy
Posae oy ) el ga ¢l Z® ool ol
5 ZZiD= YYIAD) Z ggame pilie 4l 4 dngi b i
b Jods yeSulsls Slyso )l.\s,a 5 yeS (BZi®@= VAY-
I ime glds pae gosimd i pl 45 390 VO (o3l5] ax

(8 Jgi2) cosl Gamjicmm seisss s)luk gohaw o

e

WAY e} YA oyleds /a3 Jo /215 blS oMol asliingy
,Si® §S® sl slsime gail (V) ol 5 sl
Whoe X2 ool Gl oy &S 08 slpide

(¢ = XIZi=1, 2)
= [Sf — E(SDI?/V(S)

9 obe bl cusy 4 V(SH) 5 E(SI) g8 daly o
135 oo dglre 5 Laily) 3l g 0392 St il s

-1
@y _
E(Sl ) - 231
2-1
B(57) =5
@y _ (12 = D[(12 = 4)(m + 3) + 30]
v(siT) = 4512m(m — 1)
v(si*)
(2= D202 - 4)(m—1) + 5012 - 1)]
B 360m(m — 1)
ooy ol
[FY29E29) Sl im

gy ol OISl S he 4555 Jado s Lulul »
Ao g Jlo gy blite Slpl 359 e g Jlo

()"‘”*')D w)wwy) YA RS D)ﬁc& L,S)n t)“’L')b A.b/ou—\c J9“\>

Table 4. Combined analysis of variance of tuber yield (ton per ha) of 15 potato genotypes in six environments
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Table 5. Non-parametric stability parameters for yield and tests of non-parametric stability preceduers (Zi") and Zi®) for 15 potato genotypes in six environments
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Table 6. Ranks of 15 potato genotypes for non-parametric stability parameters
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Table 7. Spearman rank correlation coefficients among yield and stability statistics

MY Ysi R S® S@ S@ Si@ S©® S NP® NP;@ NP® NPi® TOP MID LOW or
Ysi ™
R VN st
s® <N -Ivy Y
Si@ ofeA Yy e s
S® - A - /A AT ALY
Si@ <JeA ) Y -[as™ Ve <IvY
S . AN oy a0 as™" oIys s
Si©® - 5v" - /o Al N N AT N S
NP;® WA ¥ e oy <I¥0 /¥ -/¥0 " NS
NPi@ - A - WA - I -y NAss s SIvY <IYA <AE YA
NP;® - [A -y - JA AL A A A -Iv¥ AV Iy A
NP;® -/ - - M -I¥ -y 5™ Iy -IvY <IAE -Iv¥ 5™ v
TOP Ay <A <A™ -]y /-0 - A -/ A -5 -]o¥ - JAF -V - /A
MID -/ -fe¥ -5 -5 - Y - -5 Y -1+ WA ol-¥ ¥ -y
LOW /Ay - v A oA - AN oA .5 - JoR™ ooy - - AT - IAF I IV
or oA i3 Y a8 V- .Ivy Y2 as™" 150" -/¥0 AN NAYS .y /-0 -/ <J+A
omy /A v <A™ ¥ .a — N ./ oY -\ Y — A — A — AT LAy o5 ST A

2oy ) g doyd 0 Jleis! polaw p3 ) gime iy a4 *F g *

AV

Eharmey joc2 97 €177 cw¥) ooy vy @ Ap



OA

09,5 M 5yl ((51)5) Saliad pgrde syl o jiel )l
SNP® SO SO SO SO lalms ol (GI) pyd
g Ml SIS L ke (Stasen bajlae (pl Kidg0p
pow 0,5 Ll L e b g)b pme (Siuen
S0 SO )l laoylel 39 MID ol Ll (GIIT)
Sl (G IV) ples 095 » NP@ 5 NP® NP®
b it abaly 5 K00S0 b e dlaly baojlel (pl ad)S
bal pogde cshls Wagiably cpl ol ialy 5,Slac
ool Casy gl ) JS5) it )bl Sl (Sejelse)
LYS 5 TOP ool 55 cyiins plo (sloingy
5 (V) ole el (slaoylol 5 (Solis pogie Iyl
Lol porde s 1y (V8) 9ills 5 (V7) glo 5 jlai
(BAVXYFOXYIV) il o (Sojo)se)
390 gy Al (ol ol adie 95 pulal
Jol 09,5 25,50 13 (ol 09,5 aw )3 Wil e adlllas
syl Jold pgd 095 G5 5 G (slacusyy Jold
el oo 05,5 5 G11 5 G10 G3 G9 G8 G7 G4
53y G15 o G13 G12 (G6. Gld G2 lacuiy;

e jra ey ead 3 Slae (g)lul b))

3,8es iSile olul 1 (ol (sBallie 4 4500
S 70U gyl glaoylel g oad
Ste palo olol (Lol laailie o 4 o0
28 plml bbb gyl lajlne o > 45,
dopy NIV ol Lol adie g ol mln el
9 Jol (ol ddlse dlwg 4 Ao pd YOIY 5 OV Cuipay)
sl 23,8 azgi |y (ol (slapuite (uib)lg I (pg2
5 3Sles Sk o Lils, PC2 Ll ,» PCL
O Al () JS8) e Gl ] olub el
Jate Sl e ]y ylhl glajyell & by
aagly e ol ) Wl o (B (Starer S e
U drjiie gli g Cute (Swed KL o2l
O e (Shed b hnd jlan (Steen (JHMazl
sl yiall Mgl ool ol ()luly (sl yzalil
S 09,5 ez Mlgioe adlas 3y00 (s)luk
R (MY) >loe 5:55ke Jols (GI) sl 09,5 2355
o ol 4Siy) 4 dagi L 0dg; Omy 3 LOW TOP .Ys;
5 LL3) (omy 5 LOW TOP Ysi R) s5ie ()lul

0.4 Dynamic stability Si(2) O Si4) Static stability
Si
Gl
0.3
— Gl
B
N Ysi
Q 0.2 R
‘N’ omy
(@) MY
o TOP
0.1 Si(6)
Low NPi(2)
14)
0.0 "
MID NPI(3)
-0.3 -0.2 -0.1 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3

PC1 (51.4%)

G395 W0 5yl bl slao el 95 )Slas 5 Sike (bl 2 pg> ol adlge lio 5 Sy (Lol aidge Mgl - S
Figure 1. Biplot (PC1 vs. PC2) of non-parametric stability procedures based on the rank correlation matrix with yield
in 15 potato genotypes in six environments



H

4
3 G14
-»
2
1 G2
~~
a\" .
= 0 613612
L 1] -
2, . 6-6
] G15
g2
3
4
5
50 25

WAY o IYA ojlais /o2 Juo [ £ly5 HalS e Mol doliiangsy

GIT Ga
- G10 -
.
G3
-
G8
G4 -
- G7
-
Gl
- G5
.
0.0 25 50

PC1 (51.4%)

935os (ke bl o Lo i )3 (mjiu G395 VO (sl pod (ol adle Jlie p> gl Lol adlge <Ml -V JSU3
&l ()l cslao Lo
Figure 2. Biplot of PC1 vs. PC2 for 15 potato genoti;pes in six environments based on mean yield and non-parametric

stal

loeig 03,5 Cgume ki) Glsie 4 NP
uolwl X 9 o0y u:;l) 3)5\14; db]) )&-} G15 9 G12
Seices NP@ 5 NP NP@ SO SO clao,lsl
ke Bad Cgucme b des b lul slacads
oS e ) lul Seled prde oS0l5e
Galtses laeo Lol 55 )l 5 YU 3,8kee b celoeaisis
Sloessl (bl prde il Gl p L me S
chee Lulyd o 4 gl Jeuily bl oad i3S
b (Sidgn) buml porde > S Il ) bl o
) ke fle 13 (6pes By ,8es Jlub g
dLM)LJ cpols adlls gl kel p ggeme jd (VoY)
L (V) g5l 5 (V7) glo 5 jlai o (V) ol syl )bl
wlold & B o awdl daly glul Solwl pardo
&S Grgo > L Hlul g YU dSles b clacaiy;
3Ske L LOW 4 TOP R Ysi o)l ccloylas
g Al daly (gylul Seelid porge g (MY) 3)Sles
Ll slooivi i car sy ool §) edlind
Candy ol il o cuolio duojuw 0 Y 5 Sles
hiSan 3 Lglio 1F) 35555 5 LS (olasings, 5l osd
() @ole 5 Giosg (TY) OhlSen 5 ol S (V0)
9 S8R o(WV) o)l g (LS (1Y) llSer 5 (Bgw
005 2 YSi g TOP (slawoylal (58,5 )1)3 35 (0) ol
ol Lg)-;'.c])b‘.l} Sloylol 5 (Seolisd paras (slyls (gloolol
looylel 005 )3 (¥8) gills 9 (VV) lo g jlai 5 (V¢)
5 lodls 518 nb 3)90 1) (Siolsm) Liuml porie Iyl
Seolind pogde by slapelly ool p iagn ol
Oleed S oy YA e 0 Sl L G
w ey b s oloks YU Sk b ol ooy
ol 3l lnl 2 oggte e Ll e
S o YU oSl (g &S disjeumw sy

w042 S92 u_‘a.or.o Ja.s‘).w &l}:l 4 u9ﬂa.a

ility procedures

Oolbe 9 (5 5l4U (55l (SWao,lel il 4o
ous 3,Slas

sboylol (o baly) e S)d polateds (izren
s Ward g, (bl yudlS 455 (s el )bU (o)ll
ool by (Y JS8) <85 pll (gadil alols
ol Jg 5o¥8 28,5 15 Lol ¥ 3 53 Lol
Omy 9 LOW cTOP ﬂYSi cR ‘(MY) 3)5\'.0&- O&Lw
b yiahl & 392 oS 5w Jolb pod yuudlS sidg
(SUb J9‘ ).MA)%){} ).) Or 9 NP|(1) cSi(S) 5Si(4) 5Si(2) ssi(l)
).) NP|(4) 9 NP|(3) cNPi(Z) cSi(G) cSi(s) dLb)uo‘)L# cl)
(Sub ) pgws ywdS 5 3 MID ey 5 pg> ywdS ;5
85 sl
oW 2 Geejoew SBoiei) WS 40
$l5LU ylak glaejlol g 0as 3,Slas (SSle

@ bowis) S s jl Job mls el
9 Wy Loy (owgdl dlols o Ward (b,
0955 25 93 Jold Jgl 09,5 (¥ JSK) 3,5 slo (ol 095
9 GL (VLo Shee b slacssh) Jl 09)5 2 2 & ol
i ooyl Loll y badgl ol SlasS 8 G5
ul}a.ﬁdd Omy 9(5r cSi(s) ‘Si(4) ‘Si(z) cSi(l) ‘LOW sR ‘TOP
P> 095 pj )5 HIE pllid 3y90 jlul ey
55 BT wig; 09 GO 3 G8 G7 G3 lacuissy Jolis
) g Oy 9 29 Vb 0Sles (L (sl
2Oy (W) [SPWWE ) LOW 9 YSi L;Lbo)Lc‘ U»L.u‘ » )].\.:L
9> Joli j pod 09,5 S 4yjo | ol gt ulal
b oglecsss Jsl 095 n) » Sepba 39 095 )
G10 G6 G4 G2 laph 4 iyl b Lawgie 3,Sles
09,5 2 S (nl om i8S s> G145 GLL
2 Lol npilhlb glesw G4 G2 (s Js
Socigs Jold pgd 09,5 15 39 MID 5 NP bl
08,5505 ol clbaisl o > S G15 4 G13 G12
NPi(3) ¢Npi(2) ‘Si(ﬁ) ¢Si(3) dlmo)l.o] U»L.J » G13 wy)



e jra ey ead 3 Slae (g)lul b))

8.20-
8 5.47 -
c
©
-
N2]
o Cluster 11
2.73~
Sub |
Cluster | Subl I subli
0.00 S——} f L
S S LSRR PR S OO0 P

Ja.m u.wu)b w)w wy) AYARRYS J)S»Lo.c u,..i»L.A 9 d).m])lal; d)L\Jl} dl.ho)Lol ).u.oMS =\.:).‘>U -y JSMJ
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Abstract

In order to study tuber yield stability of 15 potato genotypes, this research was carried out
using randomized complete block design with three replications in three different research
stations_in Iran during two growing seasons. The combined analysis of variance indicated that
the main effects of genotﬁpe (G), environment (E) and their interactions genotype and
environmen (GxE) were highly significant ép < 0.01). The principal component analysis (PCA)
based on rank correlation matrix indicated that the first two PCAs explained 86.7% of the
variance of original variables. Based on bi-plot analysis, the stability parameters were classified
into four groups. Clustering of the genotypes according to the mean yield and nonparametric
stability statistics showed that there were two main clusters. Overall, according to mean rank of
nonparametric stability parameters, G1, G15, G5, G6, G12 and G13 had the lowest variations
and were recognized as the most stable genotypes. Genotypes G9, G11, G14, G3 and G7 had the
highest values of mean rank of parameters and therefore, would be considered to be the most
unstable. According to the present study, the stability measures Ys;, R, TOP and LOW were
associated with mean Yleld (MY) and the dynamic concept of stability. Therefore, these
procedures were suitable for selecting stable and high yielding genotypes. Based on these
parameters, genotypes G5 (45.57 t/ha) and G1 (39.99 t/hag/ were 1dentified as high yield stable
genotypes.
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