10.22092/rathc.2024.363033.1331

L9 (S oL Jhdod Sl ke 4 4l
1ot o) olad Y ale

Oluds™ Oliw! Bl cls™ (Sl g bow w1393 ~§) RS>y
Rahmat, early-maturing soybean cultivar for summer cultivation in Golestan province

el G gl & gm0 30 3 & (B0l doam (6 i 055 (i ¢ (g 5 el | SUL Ly e

AA.e...ig-Jw °:Uul; 43‘5};3\/‘5?\))'\{ U"""J" creb\j (la.:.l JLS crl.:f )L}{J.@,Ju

(S5 Olol 5 b wlie 5 (550UST a5saT 5 Dliios S 0 (Sl 5 (#10) pisle Sladod idw (Ll )
Ol g (5538 g 5 5 sl e Dliko Ole L

(Dlides Ol bl nb ple 5 oslaS Dlide S e (Bl ol ke Dlided i Olokal Y
Ol 08 S 655518 s 5 s ST

(Ol ST o3l) ool mb mlin 5 (555587 Slidos S0 (L 5 (o) pole Dliios Jidw Glokl -
Ol el sLT o «8503S s i 5 o5 seT el Ole L

Olajl c(obTp 5 Ol J mbs wlie 5 (65)5LaST Dliiod S 0 ¢ Bl 5 (£155 psle Dl i3 (ol )5 -F
Ol el o5 (6555l s 5 5 o) seT el

Ok 5 I a5 POl Ol densn (B 5 (£)) psbe Dlided e (LB 5 Hlskl (o Sa A 50
Ol g S 05038 s 5 sl «Dliiod Olajl

(Dlades Olojle fuo)l ek wbe 5 (550l Dlidesd S0 (L 5 (2] pole Olads i bkl -F
Olpl eyl eg55lS mms 5 5 S5seT

(Olr31) g Ol (ks mlin 5 (5,5LaST Dlidos S 0 (Bl 5 () psbe Dl iow (pli)lS -V
Ol el 6 555US s 5 s pse T (Dlades Olejle

Ve ob/oF i By Gsb VEY/A/NY 1ol s b

o>

*

9w ¢‘5:|))lr Xtig wool)y flxﬁ &.& ‘L_.f P ‘6):_\.0' - PR ‘éag).’b (el £‘5§QL0 T Sy O c@}) (] ‘G...}) ISRtel 4ébb
9 B3 OB 30 Jldsd Al ooke 4 pii OLE Sl St ST gl b )55 o ilam) NEY (D Aol g ool M
YO AR (1) VY b

20 Sl i 3 OludS” Sliw! (Sl bgw (w3093 pd <K (D20 SBua b (Soy 91-192a (p¥) Sy od )

Wil 00T Cawnd 1TA Sl 4 b g9 90 (54) Mustang § (533k) Charleston pB )l oy I & &5 Sl
Sl ¥ i (O Olgicd) HUSa 18 4510 p 5ol FEAT udgd b8 los  Slodo (w)yy 38 Soy 91-19a p¥
Olojen i 35 9 ML SLa gy il odliiwl Ly (1WAY=1TAY) (6375w (swyp 38 b lolbid 5 p
20y 0398 39 V1Y 9 HU 58 p 5 ols” YYFR 410 & Ko Lawgio b Soy 91-19a (p¥ (S5lb 9 & Khos
cyolbig ALl 1) 4 S 9 399 (w3393 9 Sl @ hos Y 1 gl (0 pe (Wi S50 S eY (w
1A A i L Y gl 38 QLadS sl ) Tl g 58,810 LS 1) HUSy 53 p 5 oks” YA & los g1 581
A Cumd Y 1810 OGS 8 pClos o131 Ao 58 7Y 30ldig Bl 08 ) 4y S LS 58 Lild p T gls”
w—iy Soy 91-192 (¥l 3 09 .ol plusdosd (JED (Fhmwgy 4 sl § P9l (S B9k S ekl

Vo


https://rafhc.areeo.ac.ir/article_132168.html

~~~~~ Wil ST (gl b e y355 055 e
Ol a0 oSl 35 41D 359 gy Fwlgd 4 pglic 9 0091 2T 4 Joomin § (w93 dSLiiz (dgusmals

IYL 0, hos 4 4 i L.l gl P 51 il o0 iy oo ¥ ol 410 31 Lol 4295 <Kyl vyl

4 Cnglio A1 Wiy 9 4T gy (FuwlgS 4o Coglin dSLhiz d Shos (Sl (w3895 Sl (Sde g
SRS S by

COVFAQY YA : oal 3024 1hrbabaei@gmail.com :J siue s ki 5

\24



VoY Jlo o) oyled OF s «( B 9 (2155 OBLS 50 Jlidsw gladdl ole 4 pii»

Olab 5 J 557 ¢ ol oz 51 s 055 (ki
e oL, ol ol 0 (6 pma ailate ) (o 5
T3 503 m VIV Sy glaey £ o
oalS OheS” sladlw 53 5 45l 6 i
Huf,;.usdowb&%bﬁw
Ol il )3 T Sty 03,8 51 5oLk 5 05,
RGN L S PN I (P R-L g o
;;u;;\c.uu@fﬂjcw\,\gsdw
CiS g 5 Ll (6l 05 1o, 5 0 (6 S
2335 0B, S il Y wdlate ol 55 b g
Sl s 53 Slas L AL Sy 055 5D
38 e TeS 4 oo 5 o glan 51
DLl 63 52 0 pL5 )l 53 (JLS 655 slaml L b
yupouﬁwbjwmrsjgum
538 wal p Ol Calite
i8S 33w Mol gl LU s
g e &S0 s s (W ey
> s ‘_;LAJ_«JL;bSJ‘,J@ slul 2ol
Lo 55 (ol o sl 4 04, U G -8
L0 dyb 5 Slis bl o sl
L oar il b g ys COMe sl sl b
ey Jroo cmlin 5 LS 103 LSS
A oo (sebua i e p 3 o TS
S 5 a5 g il als sy 5 6 Skl
o oo 5 gy Sonle o Lol 6l j30 5
s Jed Sy d L s s S5 le
A5, o 3 S 3y S g e s
Olias ol & Sl 031> OLis K55 Sl omns
el (ol oS o S 5 Shas oty 81,5

v

.

Ao\

f)fd O S e Ol s (Glycine max) | g

YO-F+ 5 by deoys WYY L Olgar s slails
45 8y OLaLS Ol s ails (455 Ao
ool s 41y LS 5 e s U5 e g0
oy S Mg S 5l de,s ¥ sus el
L by .(Anonymous, 2022) 45" s el |,
j‘b%@k&ﬁ&ujss)\fjb@jub
b 3,8 a5 8 5 iS5y 00 Ol e
N2 N0 510l 5o b g 2S5 ebas (Jl-
35S a5 S A aas s S
Jeolse adaz Sloul asl 2l 2 sladle
U1 g b g D28 e 28l 55 IS 5T
3 gy N e L s 26 015 pe
(Fl DY e 5 (Sndplal DL s (S
@uuuujg\ﬂéugw;,ﬂ
by gl Me s sl asjle 5 T
3 53 0,3l OlndS Olul s (Faraji, 2023)
23w S it o 5 e Ol Ol
b g CiS Gl Sl 355 g0 o guma ) 555
=l 3V IV A Sy slaos £ 51 45
la w s p il § 51 3 IS 5 iS5 5 g aiate
w;,j(’u,us,m@owufwwj
uﬂ)ﬁ;ru)igq_d(ﬂlj.x:_w)oﬁjf)
AL s Mt s le Sl (g meS Sl
S8 (gl S LTS5 s s i o b e
Jos a5 bl edizes Sl il
S LS (gl (S s b g 4 il

Lshdu):.oyi@ra\g\)_lfdﬂq-j\oﬁg



..... ;ot.,f\:;,:fsu\i,awp,;rj,‘w)

(Jams 390l iy AV Sy 05 5
i pgloaes 5 ¥ 5155 e JLeS 4y pgLe
di &5 615 5F 5) 315 e Bl
(Cooper et al.,1995, ceul ou8 &S S
F1 J—i VYA JLw Schmidt et al., 1997)
Il s sl Jod s Sils p F2 4 5 oS
WAY sladle b 3 -l (F2-F6) G &
L osdlae glagpV 5 ois 7 8 3\ &
il o)) Slosas 55 Ses 4 ax 5
jﬁw,mbu;ﬁ”jv\ﬁ\?'rv\pw;‘
053 tmmlin by 0593 Jsb ¢ i 0 S sles
53 a1 SlUE 5 @ 53 CIME sl ails ) ja
Slo g gy G b 3l 55 Y O
WaraY Jlw ys s $ 50,5 5 S 5,4
of ot o W ol el 2§ F7 Y
gy 53) 555 sla W 5 ol sla Y
5, Shes dalie isle3T 5o (Lalls cpY Ve
LF X 7 osle Y b 53 B s Sledis
NS 55 5 0L PP L AXA Y 5 5Les ¥
2o 818 b5l sy 50 5UTp 5 5 2 S0
S S A YN ol s el
Cg 58S e SW 51 Soy-91-19a Y ale
33 L ol 6,850 ) ol
VA (VCU) (=155 o5l o p ol
Pk Golas o) ol en 4 Lol Y
$3Las JolS glaeS ol - b I s (Aals)
S OLae) acilaie gz 53 5SS e L
u_ol,,'gjl_wpg.\_»g(.sup,:,alff
5. S 15 G5l sy se (YFAY SV YAY)

YA

L (F2V) 516855 05 (63 9udome slas (51l
3550 ol Dlio (gl o adsl sla fui 51 oS
(Dasilva et al., 2017) 15,8 o ) ;5 i 5
S o 655 48 5, Sl i K (ol
oy B La Y o gl 4 Oty S g !
Jole 3y 803 O b Sl ss o e K
3 Ses pl oS Slis (6l Lo X 555
P Al lacsgsaS sd o el alls
wils gplin o 5, Shas Calies (gla Loes
ol ¢l o 13d (Gurmu ef al., 2009) Lib
Sl 50 Shes L5555 L Y s e
B ool 4o s gl sla s, 31 YL
Sk 53, Shes Olajen 258 5 S0 sl
(Kang e al., 1993, Yan and 3 o5 e eslizl
— o= Il asl ; 5 Kang, 2003)
Solas o Jmasd (39 (ol Cllal
s B3 565 (Sl 4 Joo (s ek s
108 Ll e 5 lis S LS

85 i

95 9 olge
S S8 553 b LIB s YA Jle s
Ol sz 4o (Chaleston) O geud )l 095 O
4 (Mustang) Kl VJ” sl ol
sy 33 i 53 5y b S
A Sty 05,5 51 mady gl el
G ol b U 585 0 gumes Ui
5 s 565 b 5 Sl o pylas
3 by Silin 8 5 ol ok S S S



VoY Jlo o) oyled OF s «( B 9 (2155 OBLS 50 Jlidsw gladdl ole 4 pii»

5 5eSn gy 035 T Glad S5 Aoy
5,3 Mengistu et al, 2007) Ol,LS e
ST 5 WY Jle s .06 8 515 oLl
=Y sz ol e 4 Soy-91-19a Y
& i DS Bl (s plol 5 SAsudl
St 5 7o J—ale il 4l
Ll -5 55 (Phytophthora soja) )z s=b
S Jsb Kl ool 2 S 55 4l
O 5 @355l 5 Folo gy eis,S
o8 Lol 5, e (Sadeghi et al., 2007)
s 5
059 S JB 3 AP Jlw s
Soy-91- duosel (¥ (o g i (ke
3533 e 3 ol g dals (35 55 Lol en 193
N3 oLl sy sLT e 5 (587 5 adlais
& ) 03 oS5 A ilesT ol 53 .28 S
SxolpYe @ SIilme fa Y Coles
53 8 criS ol L5 Jgl aad 4, s
Ot s SUL ey L6555 aikeis
oSS LT el ar 4 005 Oy on S
Job 53l T 5L & (168w b ol
ST Je aibis s .Aﬁsf&:ﬂu A5y 95
Jo1 0 53 JLeSs win Sl 450 55 S
(s Bl 4 (iS 0lbe)) olS ales i
skt s LT (s o 5 allS
=S S s 5 ) S
=Y als 5l (’ﬂ polis gy o sl
Lo dal s rlJ) 3S0y-91-19a il

55T 51 B (o gad 4 51 ey 5 i SlT

va

Jpome ooyt e §lwoslel aibate Lo
DS a5 i planl ol sl 5 gl s
e de Jsb s Sl Casy B els bt
Ny 2 e Sl ey Aol L
2 ST el (S5 daemalS i
(oSS SLi 3T 55 s 8 st e e
o 1L g 3 55 B 2S5 YA Ja s
gy U{T{.f A5 4 Cad SOY-91-19a oY
B s ST cmles 5 515 oLy
IS L ol J_»lf‘_;udf}lfcjb
Lol ol o sasl >z S 5o
Sl s i e 70 5 ey Jle
gl 3 s e e VYo Sl ey A5 5
Sy e Gl 3 S ol s oSass
Jmoo et L 5l 55 TS A5 @ s )
A b osli Wl (STI) Al o5 4y
2 bes s g Kl (Fernandez, 1992)
A5 Sl la3T ae 53 28 Sly o ol
- Hack aals o3| 5l eslicul U 5 S
Jomie 08, Ol 5o 4 Lujly 5 wleo 03, Ol 2o
Sl S Syt pdm s 8
palie gl pwlus C3 65 STI< /0 slas
S 5 oo das (i 535 /0 <STI >
o35 iy 5 Jamin 3 55 STI>Y 5lie
4 Soy-91-19a ;¥ uS15 VY47 Jls s
ks o8, 5 bl Y A el en
S sy 2B Jole 4 S (ol al)
SLT Je adbie g5 glas e Lol i 55 J5
el Ol Ol 3 (6587387 5 S



..... ;ot.,f\:;,:fsu\i,awp,;rj,‘w)

05 LS ¥FA5 5, Shee L Soy 91-19a oY
Ay S (6t 4l S ST AYF GLSa
208 S WP Shee L (4als) Lo 3,
WY L Soy 91-19a oY 5,8 )5 ,LSa
WG 85 (25 0395 5 S by 0585 5,
(VCU) 155 S5 swsp slasT 53 5p
5 OS5 g Otk et 3 S
(YY) el dlw 95 Sde s LT
ez 3 Shee (Sls sl (2 5 ol
L Soy 91-19a oV as sls Olis adbets
5358 s 8 S Vs Sl KL
Cmds 4y Pl SaleiT 3) 00 G385 Ve o
L el s el o35 4 o oY ol s S
AL 5 SLSa s p 8 LS YOS, Slee
() ) 313 0L J gt 21531 8 kS
Lu e LSoy 91-19a Y O aibate o
,g)uﬁa,gvf}_gna- dlugs 3, Slas
Lo Sas o e sz 2050 S Y 0
Sols jaleh s dals o5, a8 Jl 53 (Zobls
Cobls gy S 3 p S LSRN 5 Slas
Sl J s 08 S sl s, Shes
Jodr) 250 L s GO 5> Il 51 (56
L g0 Soy 91-19a Y CJ_(JJ 0
ﬁyj\ﬂ‘,\:ﬁ,%f}gmanﬁw
RCOE Y g £33 43, » Soy- 91-17b
5 0lae 55U Te = 53S0y 91-19a Y
234l 8 ASTYYP S YOF W5 b o S
O dsds) s Lacs 85 oo g e o LS

30 S S5 5l i 55 0 e S )

oK b 5 55 5 5 sy o3 il
3 pldl O gladl o5 s NIR
e HPLC o8s Lo o255 gl
gl 5 ol 4 2 el 6l 3 8
3, s Gladiie gy p sla b3l Sk
sMSTATC (LT 1531 p 5 <85l
el s, Shas (6l ) ) —
S 5 ONLGGE e 5l 6,8 Sl
Lol = s ol 53, Shas Olajen
JSTO130 5 5l (Sis 4 Joows sla s s

A ealenl

S J—e=F2 | < oz D

¢ s—=5 Charleston x  Mustang 5%
odaliv v go el Sl 5 51 S8 L6
3 st o sl ¢ Juod slgsl 53 5 L5
0395tz ) sl Dlo gz | i
SN i ((Gay VY0 Sl S iy 6,95 L)

=080 &)LMJJL;&LS‘J A5 g 5D e
J_:‘Sq_u\)'pa},_u@\(;msuxg-mb
Aol i 4 g il ¢ ol Bl b laas L
o Sl V0 1 i ol 5 S o SOl
3 ik Sl e o 51 D s
= eSS Sas e 5 SF6 LF3
23 s OBl (s g 5l 55 5 (Sl g
S0y =Y de I F7 Lol YWY ol
SN ol 5 sl 2l Slas L 91-19a

3, Ses Sledie ialasT 53 s Ol



VP e ) osled O Al « £b 9 (2105 OBLS )0 Sl bl ole 4 pli»

e Ll 3 sy 33, bl
dle 53 (g = o 2aleST ol 23 8
L e L S0y 91-19a Y & sls Olas Y48
ub;,,pﬁ,b.(,a,gpffgwxu s Shes
WAL 55 4 L 55535 5 55 5LT e
2205 SN 5, Shee o L) ol s
Cnd 5 Az y3 Y J:\Mp@;vm LS
5 AAS A5 S ) i
oys ¥ J;LMC-}?}_.L;AW GHLSa s

(¥ o) als 0lis 3 Shes 2ol 580

35, Shee Olajen (258 o, 50l
ol s ol 2 4 s eslizal ()l
W 20 € 55,IL Soy 91-19a oY
S35 e 5 B I i ol
(GGBP) &ML 4o g2 15 503 (Y Jou)
&ij.?éi_i:; Soy 91-19a Y sls oL 53
SN s (o mls 35 0 Jlednl o 5 & (Y
Y o e Olsie o ool 55 Shes
L85-) WV o lai ¥ .(V JK2) s alis
S 53 0 8 ST YVY 5 S b 55 (3059

S5l ilesT 5o L alls (slacn ¥ GESa 5 0 88D ails 5 Shae Lo o =) Jser
(Yray—yyay)

Table 1. Average grain yield (kgha™') of pure soybean lines in the adaptability trial
(2013-2014)

GJLQ.:I u;_‘)l awlis JN aﬁ;.i:
No. Line code Line pedigree

1 Soy-91-3b Hacheston x L16

Soy- 91-9a Hacheston x L16

Soy- 91-8b Hacheston x L16

Soy- 91-19b Liana x L32

Soy- 91-13b Hacheston x L16

Soy- 91-16b Hacheston x L16

Soy- 91-17b Hacheston x L16

Soy- 91-20b Liana x L32

Soy- 91-23b Kotaman x Kitamishiro
Soy- 91-30b Stressland x NMSB
Soy- 91-32b Stressland x NMSB
Soy- 91-33b Stressland x NMSB
Soy- 91-35b Stressland x NMSB
Soy- 91-18a Spry x Nemaha

Soy- 91-22a Spry x Savoy

Soy- 91-19a Charleston x Mustang
L85-3059  Elite

Soy- 91-31a M50 x Williams

19  Soy- 91-32a Columbus x Williams
20 Williams

13
14
15
16
17
18

oS uTes She  OES S
Karaj Khoramabad Moghan Gorgan Average
2890 2167 2332 1365 2188
2947 2434 2290 1751 2355
3038 2775 2328 1190 2333
3745 2543 2283 1824 2599
3695 2584 2187 1876 2585
3833 2469 2202 1846 2587
3967 2186 2232 1906 2573
3407 3165 2372 1643 2647
3167 2295 2750 1416 2407
3578 1985 2673 1942 2544
3338 2467 2081 1625 2378
3439 2340 2269 1530 2394
3364 2296 2568 1821 2512
3344 2312 2299 1548 2376
3256 2289 2587 1788 2480
3854 2594 2360 2150 2739
3618 2921 2227 2043 2702
3598 2573 2530 1444 2536
3160 2241 2305 1259 2241
3258 2467 2184 1491 2350

LSD 5%=318; LSD 1%=413.
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Table 2. Simultaneous selection of yield and stability of pure soybean lines (2013-2014)

W N ( l:;j: i)i;:l.f) 3 Shes <5 ) eal i) oMbl olbe e 28 asls
IiIo. Lﬁle code )Grai)n ;ielci Yield rah)1< Ranlf il Sta?)lhty Stability Se.lectlon
(keha™!) correction Corrected rank  variance score index
1 Soy-91-3b 2188 1 -1 0 2705429 0 0
2 Soy-91-9a 2355 5 -1 4 3813976 -1 3
3 Soy-91-8b 2333 3 -1 2 10238924 -4 -2
4 Soy-91-19b 2599 17 1 18 5167514 -4 14
5  Soy-91-13b 2585 15 1 16 3145666 -1 15
6  Soy-91-16b 2587 16 1 17 3969487 -2 15
7  Soy-91-17b 2573 14 1 15 7136455 -4 11
8  Soy-91-20b 2647 18 1 19 8215808 -4 15
9 Soy-91-23b 2407 9 -1 8 8798273 -4 4
10 Soy- 91-30b 2544 13 1 14 6939087 -4 10
11 Soy-91-32b 2378 7 -1 6 2530988 0 6
12 Soy-91-33b 2394 8 -1 7 7397256 -4 3
13 Soy- 91-35b 2512 11 1 12 2796140 0 12
14  Soy-91-18a 2376 6 -1 5 1088244 0 5
15 Soy-91-20a 2480 10 1 11 3351744 0 11
16 Soy-91-19a 2739 20 1 21 5351130 -4 17
17 L85-3059 2702 19 1 20 7668111 -4 16
18 Soy-91-31a 2536 12 1 13 2432424 0 13
19  Soy-91-32a 2241 2 -1 1 5823038 -4 -3
20 Williams (Check) 2350 4 -1 1945568 0 3
e
;-U 2
@ mC
> G |
N T |
a'’ mL16 [Soy 91-19a)
L
3

Khorramabad 2014 (E4), Moghan 2013 (ES), Moghan 2014 (E6), Gorgan 2013 (E7), Gorgan 2014 (ES8)

COYAY-4%) 6,8 5k Siole3T 53 dTol) o5 Mgl s sas ) K
(ES) 1Y Olas (E4) 1¥4Y 5LTe 5 «(E3) WY olTe 5 (E2) ¥y - S (EDYAY £ 5 gladams i+ L1- L1I7 oY :m

PCA1l

ER) 1vay o8 5 (ET) yray o€ £ (E6) \¥aY sl

Fig. 1. Biplot diagram of the ideal genotype in compatibility trial (2013-2014),
m: Lines L1-L17; +: Environments Karaj 2013 (E1), Karaj 2014 (E2), Khorramabad 2013 (E3),
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Table 3. Mean comparison of grain yield (kgha™') of Soy-91-19a line and control

cultivars under farmer conditions in Golestan province during the 2017 growing season

(TP IS abTde (s Lil2) 65858

s Aliabad Katool Kordkooy 5SGla

Genotype (four Irrigation) (rainfed condition) Mean

Soy-91-19a 3198 2402 2800

Williams (Check) 2778 1844 2311

Sahar (Check) 2262 1735 1999

t-value  t sk 4.28%* 7.08%*
2335 Y ol Y Caslin Sy 1 20 b slacp¥ 5 pbol ol role3T s

(o, YV LSoy 91-19a Y ile3T ol zS 2 WAl s TS 2 Ll 3 5o
ol 1 o 03 ) ST Ol o S F.a¥ 5 Shee LSoy 91-19a Y & sls ol
Sz 9 0 5 el s dewo Oblu e sl sdbey bl sl s 53 LS 536 5 LS
ol Cglie (8 ) Sils il Y 5 A s s LS 53 p S LS YR
S o e )T S Ll d s (ol P 03 VY STD s 4 e o5 s
5558 et 53 Y gans 48) 555 0 el )l 05,5 )35 ol 450 03 (o0 2050 o S5
VU b Cpby 5 (SU5sb 5 (Gl Jglotie S 8 5 TS 4 Jeoe sl 5
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YO/A 0555 s U s ails 85y CutS Ll JsS 3T Jo 5 65555 aabata 95 55 Aoy
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Table 4. Grain yield of soybean genotypes under normal irrigation and drought stress
conditions, stress tolerance index, and genotype response to stress in Karaj during the

2014 growing season

()\:&A):(a)fjl:f)«}l::ﬂb&
olads S Grain yield (kgha™) S 4 e el ST
No. Genotypes b g,LT i i Stress tolerance index Reaction
Normal irrigation Drought stress
1 GN2172 2741 1738 0.61 ST
2 GN2002 2110 1876 0.51 ST
3 GN2130 2550 1089 0.36 S
4 GN2171 1785 220 0.05 S
5 GN2167 1779 761 0.17 S
6 GN2166 2328 1757 0.52 ST
7  GN2157 3500 1564 0.70 ST
8 GN2156 3003 771 0.30 S
9 GN2152 2430 939 0.29 S
10  GN 2125 1806 1694 0.39 S
11  GN 2165 1685 1516 0.33 S
12 Hack (Sensitive) 2583 1104 0.36 S
13 GN 2087 1969 809 0.20 S
14  GN 2040 2109 1278 0.34 S
15 GN 2046 2899 1573 0.58 ST
16 GN 2015 2371 1428 0.43 S
17  GN 2032 2382 1073 0.33 S
18 GN 2011 2381 1632 0.50 ST
19 GN 2034 3517 1649 0.74 ST
20  GN 2003 2172 1173 0.33 S
21 GN 3071 3227 1818 0.75 ST
22 GN 3074 3043 1707 0.66 ST
23 GN 3070 2932 1552 0.58 ST
24 GN 3065 2426 1717 0.53 ST
25 GN 3025 3026 1273 0.49 S
26 GN 3027 2659 1096 0.37 S
27  LianaxL32/2 3699 2140 1.01 T
28  HachestonxL16/16 3306 2325 0.98 ST
29 LianaxL32/3 2901 1559 0.58 ST
30 L3 (S.land xXNMSB) 2922 1603 0.60 ST
31 Soy91-19a 4092 2346 1.23 T
32 Spry xNemaha/3 2842 1682 0.61 ST
33 Spry xNemaha/8 2568 1052 0.35 S
34  Spry xSavoy/2 2911 992 0.37 S
35 Spry xSavoy/3 4000 2495 1.28 T
36 L6-P79 2301 1631 0.48 S
37 DI74 3081 2194 0.86 ST
38 D42.19 3174 2107 0.86 ST
39 D42.14 3927 2856 1.43 T
40 Parsa (Tolerant) 4725 2691 1.63 T
LSD 5% 782.6 593.3 - -
S: sensitive, T: tolerant, and ST: semi-tolerant. -Joeze e ST ¢ Jameze T ¢ ol :S
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Table 5. Reaction of soybean genotypes to charcoal rot disease under field conditions in
Gorgan during the 2017 growing season

555 $S2S STl ST s Sk
Genotype Kordkooy Aliabad Katool Average percentage of infection
Sepideh (Mutant) 30 40 35
Sepideh 20 20 20
Soy 91-19 a 10 10 10
L.33 (Nemaha x Hamilton) 20 30 25
L60 (Hamilton x Sepide) 10 30 15
Sahar (Tolerant) 10 10 10
Williams (Sensitive) 30 30 30

S8 Ll 5 Cow (Phytophthora soja) S\ b gb & peds g 4 b s (o 55 (2S5 —F g
Table 6. The reaction of soybean genotypes to Phytophthora root rot (Phytophthora soja)

under greenhouse conditions in Karaj during the 2018 growing season

T b g IS sl 03T & g sl j;;Tw,; .
v Total number of Number of infected The infected <
Genotype Reaction
plants plants percentage

Amir 26 26 100 S) e
Sahar 11 11 100 S) Ll
Saman 28 12 42.8 (MR) ¢ 5lioans
Saba 33 29 87.9 S e
Williams (Sensitive) 15 11 73.3 OS) e
Telar 37 33 89 S) e
Soy 91-19a 22 5 22.7 R)  psas
L.13 (Spry x Kitamishiro) 24 24 100 S) e
L.24 (Spry x Savoy) 28 26 92.8 S) e
L.33 (Nemaha x Hamilton) 27 25 92.5 OS) e
L.60 (Hamilton x Sepide) 17 17 100 S) e

Jald (G)ll{wuﬁ)380y-9l-l9a u,l‘ﬁ 4l O’.‘.:Sﬁj’:‘-;}:"""ﬁ&.c}) &:«:-QS} ;14.35—\/ d)b
Table 7. Quality and quantity of oil and seed protein content of Soy 91-19a line

compared to control cultivars

(Ao)3) bl o o gladn! (A2 3) gldl e o o sladen!
Saturated fatty acids (%) Unsaturated fatty acids (%)
. Mb“w S ezl oS gl &J’J ! &J’J ! Oy aes
N Palrr.ntlc Stearic acid &7 Oleic acid Lmqlelc Lmolhemc Grome Protein
Genotype acid (C18:0) Total (C18:1) acid acid Total Oil percent
(C16:0) (C18:2) (C18:3) percent
Sahar 13.2 3.8 17.0 19.9 55.0 8.90 83.8 21.0 37.0
Willimas 10.8 3.8 14.6 21.0 57.1 7.4 855 21 36
Soy 91-19a 11.3 4.4 15.6 25.9 51.9 6.6 844  22.6 36.2
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Table 8. Comparison of agronomic and morphological traits of Soy-91-19a line with

Williams cultivar

Characteristics Cdo Soy-91-19a Williams

Hypocotyl color J5 55 sen 5, Purple sy Colorless &y
Growth type ¢, o Indeterminate ssa-st s,  Indeterminate s siswb as,
Pubescence color 5K, Straw xS Straw PRty
Plant height 44 ¢, Intermediate L gze Intermediate Lo g2
Flower color J K, Purple s White s
Leaf (form of lateral leaflets) (Sl st , JS5) 8, Triangular ke Sharp egg shape ;5 & eps
Seed color (outer shell) Sk ol y oK, Beige =S Yellow 555
Hilum color ot e, Black oL Black ol
Flowering time AU s, 5 0k;  Intermediate Luge Intermediate Lo g

. _ ~ (6395 VW) oy lams (0355 V+) oyl 5
Maturity group o e rmediate (1 1;‘ days})J Intermediate (120 gays)y
Branching form @waslap 3 Three branches s 4w Single branch s ¢S

No. of pods per plant &g 5 OO sluws 48 42

No. of nodes per stem sl 5308 slaws 17 22

Height of the first inserted pod e sl sl 10 10

1000-grain weight &l 50 055 152 130

Grain yield &ls 5 Skee 3200 kgha'! 2778 kgha'!

Reaction to Phytophthora sudden death i 5 25 5 0 5 4 2515 Resistant eslis  Sensitive ol
Reaction to charcoal rot disease Jed Sawy 4 251, Semi-sensitive .l a3 Sensitive ol
FaSa VX Fr 08, ol gl e SIS SRIF oy

(SIS OT oo alidr ar by
g&g:dﬂsL;\ﬂ)l_:gﬁJ:uﬁ)\_}_aVH
Bisa a5 b phor oy 2, Shes ST
Vo L%y O e (009 als L 5 4l Hlja
=55 ol S8 (gl S 3 s 0 S S

NS

ouﬁouﬁw\swtﬂw,rﬁ,

3 Ablie 53 Ll con g Codn aibate Ol g @
JoB o syl Ol 3 Dlan Cods e
L;\j‘v;,di!wtﬁwli'@,\:.g;usz
CiS gl o g ole 5 sl aes el S
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Rahmat, early-maturing soybean cultivar for summer cultivation
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ABSTRACT

Babaei, H. R, Raeisi, S., Razmi, N., Sabzi, H., Sadeghi, H., Shariati, F., Seifamiri, S., Kia, Sh., Peyghamzadeh,
K., Kazerani, N. and Gholizade Sarcheshmeh, P. 2024. Rahmat, early-maturing soybean cultivar for summer
cultivation in Golestan province. Research Achievements for Field and Horticulture Crops Journal 13 (1): 75-89.

(in Persian).

The Rahmat cultivar (Soy 91-19a line) was developed to introduce an early-maturing
soybean cultivar for Golestan province. This cultivar originated from the segregating
generations of a crossbreeding program between the Charleston (maternal) and Mustang
(paternal) cultivars, initiated in 2001. In preliminary yield trials, the Soy 91-19a line
was identified as a top performer, producing 3496 kgha™'. In adaptability trials (2013-
2014), using GGE biplot analysis and simultaneous selection for yield and stability, the
Soy-91-19a line, with an average grain yield of 2739 kgha™! and a growth period of 117
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days, emerged as the best genotype in terms of yield, stability, and earliness, showing a
yield increase of 389 kgha™! compared to the Williams control cultivar. Under farmer
conditions in Golestan, this line produced 3198 kgha™!, demonstrating a 21% yield
increase over the Williams cultivar. This line is resistant to Phytophthora sudden death
(Phytophthora soja) and semi-sensitive to charcoal rot. Additionally, the Soy 91-19a is
indeterminate, multi-branched, early-maturing, drought-tolerant, and resistant to lodging
and grain shattering. The oleic acid content of this line is 5% higher than that of
common cultivars. Due to its high yield and desirable agronomic traits, this line has
been introduced as the Rahmat cultivar for summer cultivation in Golestan province.

Keywords: Early maturity, Yield stability, Multi-branched, Resistant to lodging and
grain shattering, Resistant to Phytophthora sudden death
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