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Table 1. Pedigree of evaluated barley promising lines in warm zone of Iran in two

cropping seasons (2016-17 and 2017-18)

S el o i/l

Genotype no. Name/Pedigree

1 (Check-1) Zahak (Sahra)

2 (Check-2) Nimrooz

3 Dasht//Ebc(a)/Badia/3/Sahra

4 Dasht//Ebc(a)/Badia/3/Nik

5 Sd729/Por-b/3/Apm/Aths-b//Gva/4/Ore/5/Bllu/6/Ciru/7/Rhn-03

6 Violeta/Mja//Manal/Alanda-01

7 Rihane//Aths/Bc/4/Comp 89-9Cr-79-07/Atem/3/Alpha/HC1905//Robur/5/Khatam/Nik
8 Deir Alla 106//Hem/Bc/3/Rihane"S"/4/Nik

9 Violeta/Mja//Manal/Alanda-01

10 Comino/5/Lignee 527/Chn-01//Gustoe/4/Rhn-08/3/Deir Alla 106//D171/Strain205
11 Novosadski-444/4/Schuyler/3/M.Rnb86.80/Nb2905//L..527

12 Shenmal NO.3/Msel//Canela

13 P.sto/3/Lbiran/Una80//Lignee640/4/Bllu/5/Petunia 1/6/Legacy//Penco/Chevron-Bar
14 Dasht//Ebc(a)/Badia/3/Nik

15 Gorgan//Aths/Bc/3/Nik

16 Gorgan//Aths/Bc¢/3/Chamico/Tocte//Congona

17 Deir Alla 106//Hem/Bc/3/Rihane"S"/4/Nik

18 Lignee527/Aths//Lignee527/NK1272

19 Aths/Lignee686/4/Avt/Attiki//Aths/3/Gizal21/Pue

20 (Check -3)

Nik/3/L.527//Chn-01/Gostoe/4/Rhn-08/3/Deir Allal06//D17/Karoon
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Table 2. Combined analysis of variance for grain yield of barley promising

lines in different locations in two cropping seasons in warm regions of Iran

GiT ey Slape Sl
S.0. V. Ll df MS F
Year (Y) o 1 1.26 0.10
Location (L) R 4 42.89 3.40
Y xL O x Jlw 4 12.63 8.19"
Error 1 Y olzal 20 1.54
Genotype (G) 55 18 1.51 1.59*
GxL Oex gy 72 0.95 1.55"
GxY Jlox s 55 18 1.01 1.66"
GxLxL O x Jox ey T2 0.61 1.87
Error 2 Yolzsl 360 0.32 -

.M)bi{.:)@dw‘clawjéj\:w%qu**}*
* and **: Significant at the 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively.

(Aghaee sarbarzeh er al, 2012; Jas o
Ahakpaz and Ahakpaz, 204; Mohammadi
et al, 2015; Rostaei et al., 2014)
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Table 3. Mean and different stability parameters of evaluated barley promising lines grain yield in warm regions of Iran

W44 JL Y oo FF A" 3 9 g dloe”

als 3 Shes S oLols e 5 b 6 AL slae, LT O3 5 i 5 il sla o slT
s ol S s o) 5 Sl 45 slre 3l il &S a5, s Sl ST Sl ok Thennarasu’s Nassar and Huhn’s

Genotype Mean grain yield Rank Rank Std. Kang's Rank- pLgw o oo non-parametric statistics ~ non-parametric statistics
no. (ton ha'!) mean Dev. sum ol w2 C.V. NPi'! NP2 NP NP* S!' Si2 S* S¢
2 (check-2) 3.939 13.7 6.0 35 0.527 4.392 19.637 54 12 09 09 68 358 441 638
3 4.655 6.8 7.1 21 0.671 5.557 26.120 71 04 05 06 79 494 316 42
4 4.524 7.9 6.2 18 0.341 2.882 20.096 57 04 05 05 72 379 26 3.9
5 4.137 11.3 6.3 26 0.218 1.889 20.938 52 06 06 08 73 376 356 55
6 4.285 9.3 7.6 28 0.539 4.485 27.554 69 05 07 08 88 596 462 59
7 4.050 11.4 4.9 19 1.147 1.315 13.061 42 06 05 06 59 253 235 46
8 4.162 11.3 3.8 15 0.052 0.542 14.932 34 03 05 05 45 142 132 3.0
9 4.480 6.8 44 7 0.148 1.320 20.074 39 03 03 04 52 197 125 27
10 4.217 10.5 4.1 14 0.127 1.151 16.892 34 03 04 05 48 167 143 3.0
11 4.176 10.8 6.5 28 0.303 2.578 20.358 61 07 07 08 78 428 378 55
12 3.884 15.1 43 29 0.207 1.798 20.838 46 09 09 08 50 185 283 63
13 3.809 14.5 5.8 37 0.363 3.060 24.563 57 15 1.0 1.0 65 332 459 638
14 4354 10.0 4.2 13 0.184 1.611 18.387 36 04 04 04 49 173 142 27
15 3.929 13.8 6.5 31 2.504 2.504 12.278 4.6 12 038 1.0 72 413 5l 7.1
16 4.281 8.4 5.1 15 1.377 1.377 15.855 50 03 05 05 61 274 199 3.6
17 4.288 9.5 5.6 16 1.716 1.716 17.108 41 04 04 06 67 316 247 39
18 4.226 10.7 5.6 20 1.761 1.761 19.221 47 05 05 06 66 313 274 44
19 4.358 8.9 4.7 13 1.638 1.638 22.116 44 04 04 05 56 221 164 3.1
20 (check-3) 4.366 9.5 4.6 17 2.168 2.168 14.049 39 03 04 05 54 209 164 3.0
LSD 5% 0.502 ton ha™!

LSD 1% 0.666 ton ha™!
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Table 4. AMMI analysis for grain yield of barley promising lines in warm regions of Iran

- ©o13T a5 Sl e wil:.a ol o3l c:.p}; Jf‘_,“jli)l} Lo s
S.0.V. s df MS F Explained variance (%)
Total Js 569 0.932 -
Treatment Ses 189 2.018 6.16™
Genotype (G) . 18 1.511 461"
Environment (E) Loos 9 24.810 16.09™
Block &Sl 20 1.540 471"
GxE Lowx g3 162 0.800 247
IPCA1 Js) ad e 26 1.490 457" 29.7
IPCA2 ps> ad g 24 1.340 411" 24.6
IPCA3 psw 4 5o 22 0.780 2.38™ 13.1
IPCA4 polgx 4l e 20 0.740 2.26™ 11.3
Residual obiledly 70 0.390 1.25
Error osl 360 0.320 -

**: Significant at the 1% probability level.
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Table 5. IPCA1, IPCA2, IPCA3 and IPCA4 scores and AMMI stability value (AVS),
genotype stability value (GSV) and AMMI distance (AMMI D) for grain yield of

promising barley lines in warm regions of Iran

wls :;Lss V,.il.«
G 3 ) Soladle ol dolals Lol oels
s 5o led Mean grain yield Jsl ps2 P el (IS R S S R PR KA sl ol
Genotype no. (ton ha!) IPCA1 IPCA2 IPCA3 IPCA4 ASV GSI AMMID
2 (Check -2) 3.939 -0.51 0.93 0.01 -0.32 1.08 34 1.11
3 4.655 -0.69 -1.05 0.21 0.07 1.29 20 1.28
4 4.524 -0.60 -0.36 -0.42 0.37 0.76 17 0.90
5 4.137 -0.08 0.32 0.64 0.13 0.23 21 0.74
6 4.285 0.88 -0.25 0.56 0.26 1.00 25 1.11
7 4.050 0.32 0.17 -0.10 0.14 0.39 23 0.40
8 4.162 -0.22 -0.009 0.05 -0.09 0.24 16 0.24
9 4.480 0.32 -0.33 0.20 -0.24 0.49 13 0.56
10 4.217 -0.23 0.23 0.11 0.17 0.44 20 0.46
11 4.176 0.09 -0.28 -0.48 -0.62 0.30 17 0.84
12 3.884 0.12 -0.15 -0.15 -0.69 0.20 19 0.73
13 3.809 0.76 0.01 -0.16 -0.14 0.84 35 0.79
14 4.354 -0.59 -0.07 -0.07 0.06 0.65 20 0.60
15 3.929 0.24 0.16 -0.72 0.36 0.31 23 0.86
16 4.281 0.22 0.46 0.04 0.12 0.52 20 0.53
17 4.288 -0.23 0.46 0.08 -0.40 0.52 19 0.66
18 4.226 -0.21 0.06 0.57 0.24 0.24 12 0.65
19 4.358 0.32 -0.46 0.03 -0.13 0.58 18 0.58
20 (Check -3) 4.366 0.20 0.14 -0.44 0.69 0.26 8 0.86
Gl 0313 5y ol 31 did amlie i 55 5 Gl gla ses 3 3, Shes o Slee
s L) uE Ko 035 5 Jsl DYPA S (35 Jlw ¢l a1) HESGa 3 o5 ¥/YA0
=
tj_néuja;m)‘}:bo&mi‘j(ﬁjrj% .)ﬁﬁih((aijL»cOL_iﬁ))‘_&A)J"}_;
jw\.&@\.ﬁa})}aﬂ}adl{jéd\j(r;uj Lﬁfﬁ)bgjdfg)\d\)bd&h@
(8 Jgde) Lds osls Laseis JU e 5 o SCSE (ol o il oYU blae I
o laiw! )48 6L“J‘:’.’V‘ LS‘Jf C)L@.Tjrjw c(aj.i cd)\ k;l.,a\ LsLawyﬂau.a—? J}b
Table 6. Scores of IPCA1, IPCA2, IPCA3 and IPCA4 for different locations
oleds OSa s o) it s Shoe Ko dslalsn  paoadlsn  powadlpe  pler adlse
No.  Environment L>s  Mean grain yield (ton ha') IPCA1 IPCA2 IPCA3 IPCA4
I Ahvaz- ["year  Jyldiw jpml 3.909 028 019 012 -0.54
2 Darab- 1% year Jsl dl— Slyls 3.690 0.46 0.41 0.39 0.23
3 Zabol- 1™ year sl = bl 4313 -1.33 0.31 0.14 -0.42
4 Gonbad- 1™ year Jsl - 18 4418 0.51 0.27 0.64 -0.19
5 Moghan- 1% year Jal Jlum Olae 4.518 0.46 0.72 -0.07 -0.27
6 Ahvaz- 2" year p33 Jlom 3lal 3.315 0.04 0.31 -0.96 -0.39
7 Darab- 2™ year p93 Jl— Slyls 3.669 0.48 0.15 -0.60 0.63
8 Zabol- 2™ year pss Jl— bl 3.831 -0.76 -0.33 -0.21 0.87
9 Gonbad- 2™ year pss Jlm L5 5.236 0.45 -1.44 -0.11 -0.41
10 Moghan- 2™ year 3 Jlo= Olie 5.268 -0.03 -0.21 0.65 0.42
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Table 7. Selected barley promising lines for each environment (combination of year and

location) using AMMI analysis method

SIS 55 )

SIS S sy GBI S e S GE ) eler

o lads First Second Third Fourth
No.  Environment L. selected genotype selected genotype selected genotype  selected genotype

1 Ahvaz- 1" year Il Jlam Slal 3 9 4 14

2 Ahvaz- 2™ year £33 Jlu Sl 11 4 20 15

3 Darab- 1" year Jsh Jlm oyl 6 16 9 5

4 Darab- 2™ year p33 dlm Ol s 20 15 4 16

5 Zabol- 1" year Jol Jem 5 3 14 2 4

6  Zabol- 2" year p33 Jlm 3 14 20

7 Gonbad- 1™ year Jsl J- 5 6 9 5 16

8 Gonbad- 2™ year p33 Jlm 15 3 19 9 11

9  Moghan- 1" year Jsl Jlm Olia 16 17 2 9

10 Moghan- 2" year  p55 Jlm Olis 3 6 18 9
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=Y 4 (Ghazvini and Yousefi, 1999)
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