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Table 1. Name and pedigree of studied lentil genotypes

a3y o e/l [0
No. Name/Pedigree Origin
1 GACH LOC 2010-01 Iran

2 FLIP2007-16L ILL 2126/ILL 4659 ICARDA
3 FLIP2010-8L ILL 2126/ILL 6199 ICARDA
4 FLIP2011-1L ILL 6443/ILL 1005 ICARDA
5 FLIP2011-5L ILL 6434/ILL 6972 ICARDA
6 FLIP2011-6L ILL 6434/ILL 6972 ICARDA
7 FLIP1996-15L(Ibla 1) ILL 6209/ILL5671 Iran

8 ILL 4605/ADDA 2006-03-0GA-0GA-0GA-11 Iran

9 ILL 6434/ILL 8008 2006-03-0G-0GA-0GA-11 Iran

10 ILL 4605/ADDA 2006-06-0G-0GA-0GA-11 Iran

11 ILL 4605/ILL 6002 2006-02-0G-0GA-0GA-11 Iran

12 ILL 7547/ILL 6211 2006-02-0G-0GA-0GA-11 Iran

13 ILL 7547/ILL 6002 2006-03-0G-0GA-0GA-11 Iran

14 ILL 6211/ILL 6002 2006-07-0G-0GA-0GA-11 Iran

15 FLIP 2005-32L ICARDA
16  FLIP 2005-53L ICARDA
17 Kimia Iran

18  Gachsaran Iran

SlsT gl bl Sl oKl 5 oLl Sluambee —Y gl

Table 2. Geographic coordinates and average rainfall of experimental sites

(L_v‘)bcla.uj‘ ).'.'.A) i\.&.’n')\

Altitude Gl S U b k) Sl oSl
Location o0& (m above sea level)  Longitude Latitude  Average rainfall (mm)
Gachsaran ol LS 710 50°50'E 30°17'N 450
Ilam Y 975 46°36' E 33°47'N 350
Khoramabad 5T, = 1147 48°18' E 33°29'N 445

AP G AVRY ely5 faed 5s SholeT gl bl eVl S, -¥ Jsa
Table 3. Annual rainfall of test environments in 2013-2016 cropping seasons.

Environment codes are presented in parenthesis

Location o 2013-14 2014-15 2015-16

Gachsaran ohlef  503.7 (E1) 420.6 (E4) 390.1 (E7)
Khoramabad ATes  363.6 (E2) 294.1 (ES) 743.4 (E8)
Tlam S 396.1 (E3) 325.8 (E6) 737.8 (E9)
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Table 4. Stability analysis indices
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(Olivoto, environment trial analysis)
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) ool dse oA
No. Index Formula Reference
1PC1
1 AMMI stability value (ASV)  ASV = \/ [M (IPC1)*]+(IPC2)*  Purchase et al., 2000
SSIPC?2
N
2 SumofIPCsscores SIPC)  SIPC=» 2y, Sneller et al., 1997
n=1
Eigenvalue (EV) stabilit <
1genvalue stabity _ 2
3 parameter of AMMI EV = Z:’ yi/n Zobel et al., 1988
e
Absolute value of the relative N
4 contribution of IPCs to the Zal. = Z|t9n}/in| Zalietal., 2012
interaction (Za) n=1
5 (SS‘:‘i)“ltane"“S selection index  gqy _ R AMMI stability Indices) + RY Farshadfar, 2008
p
D |IPCA4, x EP,|
6 Weighted average of absolute WAASBI. — k=l Olivoto et al., 2019
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Table 5. AMMI combined analysis of variance for seed yield of lentil genotypes

ST s Slae ppeme Oluje oKk JS 5oy
S.0.V. R ae df. SS MS % Total
Environment (E) L 8 127760508 15970064 **
Replication (E) (L) HI S5 18 5266121 292562
Genotype (G) oS85 17 2839649 167038
ExG bowX Csg; 136 29259238 215141**
PC1 sl ol addye 24 14564039 606835**  44.2
PC2 p33 Sl iy 22 5059066 229958**  23.7
PC3 pow hol adlye 20 4125708 206285%* 14.1
Residual oblesly 70 5510423 78720 17.7
Error byl s> 306 29084257 95047
Total Js 485 194209772 400433

.M)J&j“))@db‘chﬂ)))‘}&&ﬁ%)44.:’*‘*)7."?
*and **: Significant at the 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively.
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Table 6. Stability indices, rank and simultaneous selection index for lentil genoptypes

&l :ﬂ‘.&

S5 (s 5 ; }15

Genotype code  Yield (kg ha') ASV SIPC EV ZA 1Y 1ASV 1SIPC 1EV 1ZA ssiASV  ssiSIPC  ssiEV ssiZA WAAS  rWAAS  ssiWAAS
Gl 1538 31.8 209 0.0424 0.161 10 13 12 9 13 23 22 19 23 8.62 14 24
QG2 1590 149 168 0.0290 o.101 7 7 6 6 6 14 13 13 13 5.02 7 14
G3 1503 224 138 00142 0109 13 9 4 4 8 22 17 17 21 591 8 21
G4 1490 134 11.0 00116 0076 16 5 1 1 2 21 17 17 18 3.98 2 18
G5 1620 644 380 01110 0307 6 18 18 17 18 24 24 23 24 16.70 18 24
G6 1491 7.8 206 0.0730 0.103 15 1 11 13 7 16 26 28 22 4.80 5 20
G7 1533 180 11.7 0.0128 0.090 12 8 3 2 3 20 15 14 15 4.85 6 18
G8 1676 251 289 0.1100 0.167 3 10 14 16 14 13 17 19 17 8.12 11 14
G9 1554 124 113 00134 0075 9 4 2 3 1 13 11 12 10 3.90 1 10
G10 1486 1.1 172 00374 0097 17 3 7 8 4 20 24 25 21 472 4 21
Gl11 1623 341 185 0.0323 0156 5 14 8 7 11 19 13 12 16 8.59 13 18
GI12 1626 89 192 0.0457 0099 4 2 9 11 5 6 13 15 9 4.66 3 7
G13 1496 377 344 0.1050 0229 14 15 16 15 15 29 30 29 29 11.80 15 29
Gl4 1559 295 204 0.0427 0.153 8 12 10 10 10 20 18 18 18 8.16 12 20
G15 1692 60.5 263 0.0707 0246 2 16 13 12 16 18 15 14 18 13.90 16 18
Gl6 1725 149 304 01210 0.160 1 6 15 18 12 7 16 19 13 7.58 10 11
G17 1455 63.6 351 0.1030 0290 18 17 17 14 17 35 35 32 35 15.90 17 35
GI8 1538 27.1 162 0.0242 0.128 11 11 5 5 9 22 16 16 20 6.97 9 20
SY: Seed Yiled 61> 5 Slas :SY

ASV: AMMI Stability value
SIPC: Sum of IPCs scores
EV: Eigenvalue stability

ZA: Absolute value of the relative contribution of interaction IPCs

rY: Rank of yield

rASV: Rank of ASV

rSIPC: Sum of IPCs scores

rEV: rank of eigenvalue stability

rZA: Rank based on absolute value of the relative contribution of interaction IPCs

ssi (ASV, SIPC, EV, ZA): Simultaneous selection index for ASV, SIPC, EV, ZA

WAAS: Weighted average of absolute scores

rWAAS: Rank based on weighted average of absolute scores

ssiWAAS: Simultaneous selection index for weighted average of absolute scores

FYA
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059 palie gyl :EV
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e ol i)l bl a5, TASV
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059 pslie ol wb\ju)IEV
Wf|6uwfwr@mL,lhAw))‘ Jb\fM)IZA

(ASV, SIPC, EV, ZA) 4l sloe;leT (6l Ol jar bl e La 851
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Fig. 1. Polygon view of the GGE biplot based on seed yield of 18 lentil genotypes in nine

environments. The code of genotypes and environments are similar to those in Table 1 and

Table 2, respectively.
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Fig. 2. Average tester coordinate (ATC) view of the GGE biplot based on seed yield of

18 lentil genotypes in nine environments. The code of genotypes and environments are

similar to those in Table 1 and Table 2, respectively.

S ST oLl 5l glals
5435 I, s oYU (Discriminating)
S oy bad 55 o 2L L5 e
9EB6 B4 ES5 B2 lakow .a S 5,50
S Mgl Tas 6K 5 (slaail> s E7
sl Laas 55 o ) S ST oIy
Lyl PN S RS S Sl
dls LE7 3E6 Bl ES E2 slakeos

fry

Gloi jl Ladosus s b lsy oS )5 (ol

345 355 o0 o3l SN LGGE (605
Sb e plades Gy b Sl lalaows O
o ol ol o (P JSC2) K5 o Joors
Joli (amme glrslap Sl (o5 Dl
L oYL Ker I3 E7 5E6 (slaloses
oen ML slad ol 3 Sdes
L E9 sE8 (El (L aloms 4 S sls Ol



WA JL oF o led OFF Al " 5 9 Jlgh doxe”

P55 Sl a5 4 e LG Glac 55
Az 55 oYU FuSTie LUls sl

e ((IYAY-AF (O laS) Lases ol o

o 5 Stoy ke b Al 53 S

Gam g Uy ool il S el Je 4

S Al SHATC ) pomn 4 S 03l 415l
gl 4 G (6 i (Representative)
(Yan et al., 2000) s g Hls 45 aloses
ATC st ) & o3l 40515 b sl s
W1 5k slayls p 7 LleT o5
3o 3505 o (ED) ) Lames & onen

el lacs 85 usls o g5 4 YL

SYsb Sibe &y S 1 (S0 5l Jod

=
Fam -
um

3

3

2

N

r o

xN

3

X

g2 2

on 1

N

(9]

2

>~

< o
L]
E_

| |
-1500 -1000

=500
AXIS1 44.24 %

| |
0 200
Loy FE/YY J}‘ 44.!}#

slacg g5 oled das  OLE ) L2lejT glakeome s Lalgy 87 &ML GGE (g5l 5 sles-F K

Fig. 3. The vector view of the GGE biplot that shows the interrelationships among the

test environments. The code of genotypes and environments are similar to Table 1 and

Table 2, respectively.

e



g 55 4l 3 Slas (gl bl

o 212 sl 53 @ls) JTedl i 55 4 o 55
55 S5 Ol e (Sl > S jallutone
G sl ile3T s Al g oo o Ml
Clasls Lo 55 Lal o s eslanal 53
Asls gl JTed ol 55 51 92 oS
L O ool ad gl ol e 5o Al 5 e
sl o=lasl - .(Yan and Kang, 2003)
G18 G8 G16 Gl slacws 55 oMby
bl slas 415 53 w31, G12 5 GLS5 G10
A2y ol slac 55 JTodnl i 555
(F UK
4S5l 0L AMMI sl s 40 o
> 8es g lomax 55 e 5
Gl A o 5 sl 313 gy s miae 4l
3o L slac sl 23S sl laad s
5G4 Glacd 55 ) B 4 alate Hl0L 4l
AMMI (g ol sla asls 4dS” alul , G9
Ol et ls sy Hlub 3, Shes (gl
Sl L 31 plS o bl o(551) Ole s
1,GY 5G12 G2 L a5 45 AMMI
Sl s 87 gLl 55 Glacs 55 Ol e
Slacs 55 45 o1 0Lt DMl Al
35 omolie S8 caaloe 3,50 il o
S g gen la i ils ol glalaes
aS sl i OM sl Ao las g ow gt
Olgea o iy G112 G2 L al s

Al o gllae glac s 5

Yo

B a5 oal b gl Lo OT e
e sl sLa (S5 ) 45T s o0
o=l Y Sl 5 S il o
(CV) S s s e A5 o 55
Sl aS 5 Ao 5 4/Y Lasee opl 55 i)l
U5 L slalams ol O o 03 Lyl 5
O gomat) ol tles b Lol ( Su ST
oy 55 i 8 @l (B9 5E8 slalaom
ey 4 5 L o g (5,65 Ly
Al g o IS (ladases 4 (o (glalases
SE8 Liss 3.(F S L5548 5 0
Sk an S S50 s k5 SIE9
A dsr) Loy g las Lol 3 53 o
PO 5 S S ol O F S s
(S o 0,Ls) JTols) 5 35 4 ATC bl day
2% 8555 iy Sl (- Saa 45 A
o o A0 5 o Lol (Bl 43I 5 gy Conil g
G F e e o )l ¢l —
1995)
Dol s VL s Sles U slacs 55 i35
5 555 = .43L (Yan and Kang, 2003)
b ot L) 3 Shes Kl o 2
o reS) 3, e g5l 0L 5 (ATC L (g9,
a5l 1y (ATC s L (55 ae d s

&l — s l—=s 3 (Kroonenberg,

dToJa_‘ g”._;j;j U'i‘ )‘ ng”..:?‘y} d_ ol o_)lu\.:\
551080 6T o e 31
uij:"éi—.’."f) .Jj_f&@ Ry (JJ_<LQ&



AR Lo oF o jles OFF " 30 § Jlgb dloxo”

L)
L)
3\'4"‘]
3
n
2
a-
<
[N
N
3
> o
n
)
X
o0
2 B
on
o
o
0
L]
>
<
[
L)
=t
=
1

EZ

| | |
-1500 1000

=500

AXIS1 44.24 %

i |
0 500

M)JFF/YF J}‘AA‘}A

55 L e 55 e gl p o g5 S jale (ol ol bl y &M cb GGE clas-F S

Ll Y Y lad sl Sl A Uh‘b.?r.aj L&;,.;S};j oyleds .JTeu\.i\

Fig. 4. GGE-biplot view based on genotype-focused scaling for comparison of

genotypes with the ideal genotype. The code of genotypes and environments are similar

to Table 1 and Table 2, respectively.
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