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Tablel. Name/pedigree and origin of rainfed lentil lines (genotypes)

PNy o i pb L PN o e £ L
Genotype code Name/Pedigree Origin Genotype code Name/Pedigree Origin

Gl 2009S 96575-1 ICARDA G10 2009S 96501-5-X2007S61-1LL 5883 x ILL6458 ICARDA
G2 085S 40111-01 ICARDA Gl1 ILL 4605-2 ICARDA
G3 ILL 5988 ICARDA G12 08S 41205-13-X20055140-1LL.5883 x ILL7620 ICARDA
G4 ILL 4605-1 ICARDA G13 2009S 96101-4 ICARDA
G5 ILL 6183 ICARDA Gl4 X2012S-154-X2012S-154-1L L6002 x ILWL118 ICARDA
G6 ILL 590 ICARDA G15 X2012S-102-X2012S-102-(1LL7986 x ILWL 74) x (ILL4605 x ILL5677) ICARDA
G7 2009S 96505-2-X2007S67-1LL6434 x ILL8199  ICARDA G16 Gachsaran IRAN
G8 2009S 96518-1-X2007S107-1LL7940 x ILL5883 ICARDA G17 Sepehr IRAN
G9 2009S 96501-1-X2007561-1LL5883 x ILL6458  ICARDA

WARVFe e 5 \FAA-AR ol sldlo s (55,5LeS” Sl sla oSl (S5l 5 Lo Glale - SSla Y Jg
Table 2. Mean monthly temperature and rainfall of agricultural research stations in 2019-20 and 2020-21 cropping seasons
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IYAVEE VP O 5 ol cgle oY @l 3 Shas gl b5

e AT e Olke Y
Gachsaran Korramabad Moghan llam
(o ) 04 (I F gl a2 53) s (o ) b (I F gl am 53) o (o ) b (I 5 gl am 53) o (o o) 0L (I 5 gl amy3) o
Month ola Rainfall (mm) Temperature (°C) Rainfall (mm) Temperature (°C) Rainfall (mm) Temperature (°C) Rainfall (mm) Temperature (°C)
2019-20  2020-21 2019-20  2020-21 2019-20 | 2020-21 2019-20  2020-21  2019-20 2020-21 2019-20  2020-21  2019-20  2020-21 2019-20  2020-21
Oct.-Nov. ™ 0.0 24 278 26.3 12.4 94 229 229 10.5 29.2 19.1 185 15.0 0.0 24.8 22.7
Nov.-Dec. R 64.5 333 19.1 20.0 54.0 11.6 13.0 13.0 34 6.2 12.1 138 44.6 33.7 142 16.7
Dec.-Jan. 55T 111.0 4015 13.6 145 112.0 154.0 7.7 7.7 274 25.9 7.0 6.2 1344 127.8 94 10.0
Jan.-Feb. @3 59.4 10.2 11 115 69.0 4.9 6.4 6.4 155 18.8 6.1 4.6 374 6.9 7.1 7.5
Feb.-Mar. R 41 67.1 11.2 131 36.0 87.3 5.6 5.6 18.6 20.0 6.3 6.0 443 97.4 6.4 9.0
Mar.-Apr. Ll 354 77 15.7 15.2 189.0 27.8 114 114 195 544 10.2 53 283.1 321 11.8 11.8
Apr.-May Y 97.2 0 17.6 211 39.6 6.5 13.0 13.0 223 17.4 111 137 335 4.3 14.0 16.0
May -Jun.  cgs)l 27 0 24.1 26.7 12.0 2.0 18.8 18.8 43.0 154 17.1 19.7 113 0.1 20.2 235

Total § yozma 4355 5915 524 303.5 160.2 187.3 603.6 302.3
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Table 3. Combined analysis of variance for seed yield of lentil genotypes environments

T arss Sl o Sibee
S.0. V. Ol ace d.f. Mean Squares
Environment (E) Lo 7 1098551 7**
Replication/E 57 Lo 16 269470
Genotype (G) s 15 146351**
GxE bowx gy 112 102881**
Error Ls 256 50802

**: Significant at the 1% probability level.
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Fig. 1. (a) Contribution of each principle component in explaining GE interaction, and

(b) contribution of principle components to variation of G+GE
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(Bicer and Sarkar, 2006; &6 S° 3,18
Kumar et al., 2005; Sabbaghnia et al.,

.2008)

:ﬂo&d)ui\i)Y\{ 43|JJJ§L.9C~:..p}..p:'-
oMl a2 ¢ Jds et il Y
ol Cul (g5 b 6 sl ails 5, Shas

13 3 Shae Syline (ST 55 0 Ky,

Q&)%)vaugu%yj()bﬂjs¢f}l;)dbajgwduj.s&;jl:ﬁ—?d}u\q-
Table 4. Two-year mean seed yield (kg ha) of lentil genotypes in four locations

<555 Okt AL Ol ek <555 ol AL Ol e

Genotype Gachsaran Korramabad Moghan Illam  Genotype Gachsaran Korramabad Moghan llam
Gl 1131 1302 467 817 G10 1432 1128 357 1206
G2 1136 1121 447 736 G11 1218 1200 418 1150
G3 796 1378 538 936 Gl12 1130 1308 566 1078
G4 1174 1073 427 583 G13 1189 1310 439 863
G5 900 1137 470 831 Gl4 1196 1149 428 831
G6 903 1089 413 1052  G15 1083 1088 441 699
G7 812 1250 451 866  G16 911 1032 413 559
G8 795 1169 615 1008  G17 996 925 506 1090
G9 831 1339 440 813

LSD 5% = 115 kg ha™*

AV Gls S 55 0T Sl ey Bl
Dol ails 5, Shee shls la s 45 Ol e
O Jyua) s plulis

V7 sl 55w il > Shes o 55l LL
uwdubwm(o\,\_efv_ap
Ao dls Gl ey 4 el SR o
PTOP o)L sTose o g o (0 Jsis)
Lo s ds—ame p sla 555 olwll
O S g3 b o il 5 Shee
(Ebadi et al., 2008) ¢l ouci 2,15 5
Lo sl o 55 )l e 5l (ol )2
b5 51 TOP o)L L5 51,1 5, Shes
iy 5,3 oYU ela a5y s 5 5 Shes
(Abdullahi et al., 2007)

\Y#

o9l oolawl b 4i1a & Whos (STl 4 x5
S bkl
(Fox et al., 1990) .56 (g zel,Lb o LT
03) e 53 BL 3 4y plwl e S 55
»>(Mid) Sls 5 (Low) b (Top) YU
3 e el 4 (cialejT sl Lo
(S e 53 b G 55 6 S B s s
2sd o bl s Shes o ML b G s
o o5 55 ESG TOP o,LeT Hliis 035 YL
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Table 5. Ranking of seed yield of lentil genotypes using Fox et. al. (1990) method

w555 b ske WL S5 b sl WL

Genotype Low Mid Top Genotype Low Mid Top
G1 50.0 25.0 25.0 G10 25.0 25.0 50.0
G2 50.0 25.0 25.0 G11 250 375 375
G3 25.0 50.0 25.0 G12 0.0 25.0 75.0
G4 50.0 125 375 G13 125 50.0 375
G5 50.0 50.0 0.0 G14 375 25.0 375
G6 625 125 25.0 G15 375 625 0.0
G7 375 50.0 125 G16 625 375 0.0
G8 125 375 500 G17 125 625 250
G9 50.0 125 375

OLaLE j5 55 d e oslsLa il ol gla O
s(Baretta et al.,, 2016) &,3 b <y
Slesliul « (Barbosa et al., 2014) S
S sl 3 BLUP o o sla gy
oLl Gl 685 (S e s be o 5
Al os g 53 o 55

ils 3 Shee ok bl sbaie
b a5 5 g S i Sl e sle 5 55
2 ol 415 5 Shas Ol ol T 51 (S a8
23 e (e > Sas b e 55 51 oSy
(S ol 55 (¥ JS5) 55 BLUP 35,
Wl o oy 0 S LS S5, L oS sl
sl oo s 55 NS0 p o by e
ol il odias OLES WAL i bt (b 4 a
Gl 5ol (o S 4l 3 Slas 5 2ty
Dhelad SOLL ol AL (o S 5 Slas
LS i 5 o™ OBl S
o S e e A gy 53 el
Al e (O L GGE) b

A%

dazr Sl o bl 3 odliiwll (S b 4 i
WAASBY 9 WAASB o y&ie
eSS o (gl ol 5501 o ails 5 Shee
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il 585 35T o el ol 0313 L
Laltses gla Jie j3 05 s L5 wls 5 Shas
wsl o BLUP 3) sdes sla & 3o ale
el =098 (Olivoto et al., 2019a)
Bl 4By 3 gy o bliee J1&S S5
|y olas sl il aig s i OISl BLUP
(Smith et al., 2005) 55Lw o s OLS
e 33 34 53y 35 LS BLUP i,
(Piepho et cl 05 §7 b dolas sla I o
S syls1y S5s ! BLUP i, al., 2008)
Sladis 53 s VL C Ll b Kl
(Nardino et al., 2016; uS™ s 5,57 cdakibes
Olivoto et al., 2019b; Olivoto et al.,
Cssalay ,5BLUP s, ,5.2019)
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Fig. 2. Best linear unbiased prediction (BLUP) for 17 lentil genotypes. Blue and red
circles indicate above and below mean seed yield than BLUP predictions, respectively.
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