[ Downloaded from jcb.sanru.ac.ir on 2026-01-29 |

[ DOI: 10.61186/jch.15.46.1 ]

-

Journal of Crop Breeding Vol. 15, No 46, Summer 2023 p: 1-10
Sari Agriculture Sceinces and Natural @ @ @
Resources University m

""Research Paper"*

Selection of Promising Genotypes of Barley using the Best Linear Unbiased
Predictor Model (BLUP)

Alireza Pour-Aboughadareh?, Habibollah Ghazvini?, Ali Barati®, Shirali Kohkan* and
Elias Arajmjoo®
1- Assistant Professor, Seed and Plant Improvement Institute, Agricultural Research, Education and Extension
Organization (AREEO), Karaj, Iran, (Corresponding Author: a.poraboghadareh@gmail.com)

2- Associated Professor, Seed and Plant Improvement Institute, Agricultural Research, Education and Extension
Organization (AREEO), Karaj, Iran

3- Assistant Professor, Seed and Plant Improvement Institute, Agricultural Research, Education and Extension
Organization (AREEO), Karaj, Iran

4- Assistant Professor, Horticulture Crops Research Department, Sistan Agricultural and Natural Resources Research
and Education Center (AREEO), Zabol, Iran
5- Assistant Professor, Horticulture Crops Research Department, South Khorasan, Agricultural and Natural
Resources Research and Education Center (AREEO), Birjand, Iran
Received: 13 Jun, 2022 Accepted: 23 July, 2022

Extended Abstract

Introduction and Obijective: Barley (Hordeum vulgare) as one of the small grain cereals is
widely cultivated in Iran and the world. Hence, the achievement of high-yielding and stable
varieties is one of the main breeding proposed. The present study aimed to investigate a set of
international genotypes of barley in terms of grain yield and some agronomic traits using the best
linear unbiased predictor (BLUP) model under climatic conditions in Iran.

Material and Methods: In this study, a set of genotypes including 24 international barley genotypes
provided from ICARDA were investigated for grain yield and some agronomic traits including the number
of days to heading, number of days to physiological maturity, grain filling period, plant high, spike length,
and thousand grains weight in a randomized block design in the three research stations located at Karaj,
Birjand, and Zabol during the 2020-2021 cropping season. After collecting and analyzing the experimental
data, the best genotypes were identified based on BLUP model.

Results: The results obtained from experimental data showed that the genotype and genotype-by-
environment interaction effects were significant for grain yield and other measured traits (except days to
heading and spike length). The highest values of genetic variance and heritability were estimated for spike
length, 1000-grains weight, grain yield, and plant height. The results of the based-BLUP (best linear
unbiased predictor) statistics revealed that genotypes G3, G6, G10, and G23 had the highest yield
performance and stability compared with other genotypes across different environments. Taking into
account the role of each measured trait on grain yield stability, genotypes G10, G16, G22, and G24 were
identified as the best barley genotypes using the MTSI index.

Conclusion: In conclusion, it can be stated that the MTSI index has high efficiency in breeding programs

to use other traits related to grain yield to select stable and high-yield genotypes.
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Table 1. Pedigree of the investigated barley genotypes in this study
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Table 2. Results of combined analysis of variance and genetic parameters for grain yield and other agronomic traits
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heading, days to physiological maturity, grain filling period, plant height, grain yield, thousand grains weight, and spike length, respectively.
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Figure 1. The portion of each phenotypic component for grain yield and other agronomic traits. DH, DM, GFP, PH,

GY, TGW, and SL indicate the number of days to heading, days to physiological maturity, grain filling period, plant

height, grain yield, thousand grains weight, and spike length, respectively. G, GE, and E indicate genotypic, genotype
x environment, and environment variances, respectively.
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Table 3. Means of the measured traits in the Karaj (KRJ), Birjand (BRJ), and Zabol (ZBL) during the 2020-2021 cropping season

WAV elyy Jlo yd bl g 0 byl )3 odds (6 pSo3l0l Glas 1 Slo =V g
i bl g vz @S ) S50 o 9

SL (cm) TGW (gr) GY (ton ha?) PH (cm) GFP DM DH

ZBL BIR KRJ ZBL BIR KRJ ZBL BIR KRJ  ZBL BIR KRJ ZBL BIR KRJ ZBL BIR KRJ ZBL BIR KRJ Code

5 575 6.13 39.50 40.20 46.60 383 430 752 76.50 55.50 85 34.50 44 58.50 145 128.50 223.50 110.50 84.50 165 G1

4 575 553 39.50 43.40 48.40 462 540 589 81.50 73 10250 3450  40.50 59 144 124 223.50 109.50 83.50 16450 G2
5.50 550 555 39.50 42 48 407 635 7.63 7 57.50 80 36.50  43.50 61.50 14550  127.50 226 109 84 16450 G3
5.50 7 5.50 39.50 38.30 45.40 533 525 642 80.50 60 92.50 35 44.50 57 14450  129.50 222.50 109.50 85 16550 G4

9 6.50 8.68 39 31.40 35.80 3.62 4 6.48 82.50 63.50 95 35 45.50 58.50 14450  130.50 224.50 109.50 85 166 G5
5.50 525 5.68 40 40.20 43.20 504 555 7.0 83 67 85 37 48 60.50 146 132 225.50 109 84 165 G6
5.50 575 6.10 39 40.20 44.40 474 525 648 82.50 65 87.50 33.50 47 57.50 143 131.50 222 109.50 84.50 16450 G7
5.50 550 598 39 39.10 42.60 446 510 7.10 85.50 73.50 92.50 35 48.50 57.50 146 134 222.50 111 85.50 165 G8

8 825 7.20 40.50 46.70 48.20 433 470 6.07 79.50 65.50 92.50 34 43 59.50 144.50 130 225.50 110.50 87 166 G9

7 750 753 41 50.20 44.40 522 560 6.27 80 58.50 72.50 38.50 42 59 142.50 126 240.50 104 84 16550 G10
8.50 750 7.05 39 44.80 41.20 443 525 557 86.50 67.50 80 34 40 57.50 144 124 223 110 84 16550 Gl11

6 6.75  6.90 39.50 45.20 50.10 362 410 7.32 72 56.50 75 36 39 58.50 146.50 124 224.50 110.50 85 166 G12

9 9.25 8.08 39.50 42.30 41.20 401 510 539 73.50 67 75 36 38.50 56.50 141.50 123 221.50 105.50 84.50 165 G13
7.50 725 713 40 48.70 41.60 533 475 561 83.50 64 82.50 3850  41.50 59 14550  126.50 225.50 107 85 166.50 G14
6.50 7 6.33 38 40.80 39.20 299 465 6.56 78.50 72 90 2350  43.50 56 144 132 223 111.50 88.50 167 G15

8 750 7.08 39 43.70 41.20 547 550 522 78.50 65 87.50 33.50 39 58 143 124 224.50 109.50 85 166.50 G16

6 6.50 7.08 38 44.60 44.20 240 425 6.03 77 65.50 90 32 43 59.50 138.50  127.50 223.50 106.50 84.50 164 G17
5.50 8.25 6 38 37 37.30 393 340 518 81.50 58.50 72.50 32 46.50 58.50 142 131.50 223 110 85 16450 G18

5 6.75 6.68 37 32.40 34.60 357 280 571 82.50 55 72.50 33 48.50 58.50 141 133.50 224.50 108 85 166 G19
7.50 7 6 39.50 37 36.60 390 3.05 481 80 61 85 32.50 48 59.50 14250  133.50 224 110 85.50 16450 G20

7 9 7.85 39 33.20 36.40 371 420 440 81 54.50 100 33 42 57.50 14150  126.50 223.50 108.50 84.50 166 G21

5 6.75  6.55 36.50 32.80 38.20 344 250 528 79 52 77.50 34.50 46 58.54 142.50 131 223 108 85 16450 G22

5 5 5.30 40 43.50 50.10 512 550 6.60 84 68.50 87.50 3450  46.50 55 145 133.50 222 110.50 87 167 G23
6.50 6.75 6.15 39.50 44.20 46.10 451 510 6.04 73.50 60 72.50 30.50 39 57.50 141 125 222.50 110.50 86 165 G24

7 6.25 558 38.50 39.90 48.80 431 7.03 6.90 80.50 72.50 97.50 34 48 58.50 144 134 224.50 110 86 166 Check
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DH, DM, GFP, PH, GY, TGW, and SL indicate the number of days to headlng days to physiological maturity, grain filling period, plant height, grain yield, thousand grains weight, and spike length, respectlvely
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Table 4. Means of the measured traits along with BLUP-based stability statistics across different locations

HVMRP REG Moy GY TGwW sL PH GFP DM DH Code

510 102 521 522 4210 563 7233 4567 16567 120 Gl

5.26 1.05 5.30 530 4377 500 8567 4467 16383  119.17 G2

577 116 6.01 601 4317 552 7150 47.17 16633  119.17 G3

556 111 5.67 567 4107 60 7767 4550  165.50 120 G4

472 95 470 470 3540 806  80.33 4633 16650  120.17 G5

5.83 116 6.03 603 4113 548 7833 4850  167.83  119.33 G6

5.40 1.08 5.49 549 4120 578 7833 46 16550  119.50 G7

5.43 1.08 5.55 555 4023 566  83.83 47 16750  120.50 G8

5.03 101 5.03 503 4513  7.82 7917 4550 16667 12117 G9

558 112 5.69 570 4520 7.3 7033 4650 16433  117.83 G10

5.0 1.02 5.09 508 4167  7.68 78 4383 16367  119.83 Gl1

4.94 0.99 5.01 501 4493 655  67.83 4450 165 12050 G12

4.89 0.98 4.85 4.85 41 878 7183 4367 162 118.33 G13

522 1.05 5.24 523 4343 729 7667 4633 16583 11950 Gl4

471 0.95 472 473 3933 661  80.17 44 166.33  122.33 G15

5.35 1.08 5.39 540 4130 753 77 4350  163.83  120.33 G16

428 0.87 4.23 423 4227 653 7150 4483 16317 11833 G17

432 0.87 4.16 417 3743 658  70.83 4567 16550  110.83 G18

4.16 0.84 4.02 403 3467  6.14 70 4667 16633  119.67 G19

411 0.82 3.90 392 3770 683 7533 4667  166.67 120 G20

430 0.86 410 410 3620 795 7850 4417 16383  119.67 G21

3.93 0.79 3.74 374 3583 610  69.50 4633 16550  119.17 G22

5.61 112 5.74 574 4453 501 80 4533 16683  121.50 G23

5.18 1.04 5.20 522 4343 647 6867 4233 16283 12050 G24
5130 5540 5500  60.70 4650  44.30 64.10 IURETIICRNCTN
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DH, DM, GFP, PH, GY, TGW, and SL indicate the number of days to heading, days to physiological maturity, grain filling peribd, plant height,

grain yield, thousand grains weight, and spike length, respectively.
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Figure 2. The ranking pattern and selected genotypes based on the MTSI index.
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