[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2026-07-06 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1393.16.1.1.6 ]

V'O‘ﬁ,lé‘)}fﬁkd’.‘”"
AT sla o) oslod (udd Lo Wl

2945 eSS 9 o dblw 30 £9598 P Sl gi) 30 OT Sslwl § 410 & Khos b 3
Evaluation of grain yield and its stability in durum wheat genotypes in warm and

dry areas of Iran

D . Lo L Y v o=
9 dw.w.bjé.g-jmc QL.:.))JA‘(‘J.G{C LQJ‘)JSW‘ L&)L@.{Mc O)ﬁfﬂdb‘ GAE.\A.G
4 .o .
S n S >
oS>
e.uf‘su\_f_gj;j): OT el 5 ls 5, e L35 IPAY L& a0 (A58 D3 9 Jl&iwd .o O33Nl .9 (8313 8 .z «S0lg . e 03 3 gw BT

VOOl (8105 pole dloro a8 oS 5 0 8 sblia 55 ps0

PR PIIAL (T els” ois g p 7 3l Sl 933 P Ik 9 Jaatmp ST 9 (Slulid Hakind

33 lg-tl 9 J9938 « )15 LT p & dilain Hlgz 33 (U102 wd) Ob PAT 9 <K ye 1By £9390 PAST) WALL 93 of soid 4y b5l
A 5 5l pd L 351 D390 9 CalS(Re—1 9 AR-04) (8153 Sl 95 Do 4 51,50 dw b (Bl ol (S gl b B
9L 19 43 355yt § 081w il 319 & 1555 3390 ST Hob 4 BB bo3T 3 <K » 3l ol Gosld 418 & ;Ko (ST p
o 0 o8b19 4 R 53 Olex Jlix i 95 9 OlCox o 985 ( Jlox o 985 Bllio §1 Sk IS %0 4 49 b .28 551 P o 0
oy A pLoRl AMMI 4 x5 (8 oo (Sl by BLo 51 LA w9 Curog (owsy 9 Jlike J1 5355 (qwyyt ssbiio 4 9
DW-89-11 DW-89-10 DW-89-9 DW-89-8 DW-89-6 DW-89-4 DW-89-3 sla—igij4s sls olis Wiy st
L LA 995 Olgie 4 b b bliie 1 o9 505" b § WIS 8L 35 0 31 15 bol oy yies” DW-89-15 9 DW-89-13
3 15 S5V 5 Khoe puSilo 3 hoe (S5Ily g 093 DW-89-11 g DW-89-8 Sl wigi} . dis-biy Yb & ;Ko (S5l
CamiaS” S a 5 5 DW-89-11 g DW-89-8 (Sl wigii 45 315 Olii b wy p gl 305 S Wlho 45 51 .ad ol

N9 OF 31 FYL b 9 £9395 WALl o 33 3 U gows -l Sl 433 9 (i g 9 Ol 3w 03294

AMMI g £9553 puis” i gows (38559 2 (G210 1GMl™ ey

Ll s 5 Il g8 5 Ol Sl s n ez VP P PP O-ARN Y 05l Sl b 1 e Al \YAY/ A/ A :V;ﬁJg 'C_)L" AL RVARVAQ et TN 'C_)\:
(0458 43186) O o DB Sl 5 ol pgle ool 5oy 5 Il 48 5 Mol ol s go 5Ll =)

(maghaee@yahoo.com :¢ s 2SI )

Ok ) b s 5 (655188 i S e ale Sl puae Y

B b e 5 (6555la8 Dl S e ale Dl pae

J$55 b i 5 5555188 ik S0 ol Dls e -F

ol b e 5 (550518 Dliks S 5o ale Ss puie 0

o5 g 4 5 Pl Dt A 50 523> -7


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1393.16.1.1.6
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-41-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2026-07-06 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1393.16.1.1.6 ]

WA Slgr o) ojlad ool dl Nt s ool Al

sl 4y 5 Shos dile g3basl pgo Slio o gast
3 g o Ao oLl (B pme 5 (93154 Jol a5 S
Lmax 585 Joli il o e sde (Kang, 1988)
o e 53, Shee (65100 5 6,850 g0
L o, S 8 s s b o el 6 K05
o5y Lal o)l Glodomy p 5gie 55 Emta
S b5l oole )8 e &5 i 0l 5 o a0
230k s VU s, Slhas [ 5gb (sl o8, & (S5
4> ¢ U (Farshadfar, 1998) "ol &glats slatos
b LBl s et 23l 6 W 5 Sl
a5 (galadl i 5l Laoms a5l YU 5, Shes
SEN IR Y FOPN WV FCHE PR JEVAP g
S sl 487 s s Sl ) glac—s 55
B Dsline et iz sl m 5 0300 (Vb (o see
JoB 5 Shes calive il Gblie y5 5035 ao s
aals YU s 5 Shae ol 5 6,8 5l (8
. (Akcura ef al., 2006) Jz5b
Lo 5 G555 Jlite S g p shte 4l
Ll o o ke I e (5 LeT sla 25
s | s 4y 25 0 g B (S e
S o) b (g el e sla )
sbdle s e 55 5 Sles 5 Kbe (Rank method)
Lo sla o 4 5o ((Kang, 1988) Cakies bl
Lo S Lo gy dilosls 13 oslinwl 5 5o 5 slgii 1) o it
sla s, (Romagosa and Fox, 1993) .S s
tdeld aws Hlga a1, el ol ol
Sloa B, e mil)ls S8 (e sla )

SLs sy s bl gla gy ¢S sa S5
OLLSas 5 e s S (sives ;5 o iie i
(ot gla Sgy oy s (Lin et al, 1986)
e o glize 09,8 Jlaz 0 1) ok sla el
2SO S 5s K p l 5 i sl
2y ot Jlie Sl pdy e (ol SBT 2,
Additive Main Effects and Multiplicative )

4oNao

(Triticum turgidum L. Var. durum) £33 t.&_'f
SURPY @L@)sﬁmdwlwgw
g5 ol Cenl 3,8 o o5 eslinal 5550 Gg,5 L
e 8= 0T 3,16 Sl Sl s alanl 3 0 S
Fabriani and Lintas, ) 5,/5 Sl wl 5 53,5 gl
£33 H:f Y04 Jle s .(1988; Abaye et al., 1997
CiS Ol o LU O VWK Usles  ebows 53
Gl a3l A g5 5 O 5des YV/Q 50 457 ol ol
oS S 5 b 55 01l 3 (USDA, 2010)
DL 5l G 55 51 i VWA L 3 o500
33 0T 5L 58 WO 51 Jis &5 Sl o i )1 S
w\ougtj,,d:swjfj_?r,u\
£33 64_'5 45 sweal 4 b (Anonymous, 2010)
5 el Aol s A 5 )l 4 ds 5 St s
ol Ale o ga sla S5 5 (sl Jpmas
el G55 00 3 Slas

tomlie sLa S5 sls o) el s
sl ol Coldal 31ed 5 55 (olul 5 YL 5 Shes
Soab 5o S s Jale .l (a.l_'f 34 gl
Lo X (85 Jolime Sl dacs 950 Shes
e Ll b s a5 g5 Dl Hl,) o
aa)lzs .(Becker and Leon, 1988) <l atides
ke ), SledMbl L seax 5 95 Jolie
50, Shes ;o la e o dobe Sl STe)l 5o
Aghace-) LS o o2l 5 el 5 Shas 51k L5
J—li 51 .(Sarbarzeh, er al, 2007 , 2012
o L) 5 Shee &8 358 (o Lol Lo 5 5
) G555 2 omls il s a5 Sl 8 s 3L
Erosn nl S sl 3505 3531 (Gmy3 4 013
S 5 35 ) (Sieen palS e,
I T PRRTITYGN: o) PRSI gy
LBl sl ias als s b p3 ol Ses
03 J—le =) 5525 (Becker and Leon, 1988)


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1393.16.1.1.6
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-41-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2026-07-06 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1393.16.1.1.6 ]

"LOT ol 5wl s Shes by "

b e o) 8 e Co i L aS
)u;rgslﬁ\)a.uu)ud;w;ﬁw‘xiu@
e g i) 03 Flsl 53 Sis pf slasl Ao
Sl sl Al o A 5 0S5 g 0gn Jal e
2 ) ter Jalse 5 55 il eSaln 5 slo 58 &S
02 2050 GBS 55 AL o ) 5 oliST 5 pulos
S An g psy3 S Sl Y (G ol 3
3o Slo ezt Ll s ails s, Shee bl
Y F ol o G5, s CelS gla e la
lacmY 5, Shas alio SliglejT 55 gy 25,550
2558 s 50,8 Gblie )3 py)ss pdS 4 iy

VL PN 9\5&3‘

by 9y 9 3lg0

(V Jsd) p3553 r,\_;fu;sg.u,a\ YA sl
H)&ﬁ)&;« 03533 pS dald o35 o pon
Ol Loy 55 (0l maz) 0L pS als
B s Slsal s dpdis el LT e & (65,58
33 Sdos 1SS 4w b (ol JolS slaeST ok - b

Az 81,5 bslasee (Ae4Y 5A-40) JLa
23 dbw paele e 53 () 2 250 SlaGS $)
o s ) e e VIV Cola L gl S
kS (ady 65 o2 ) (6 fatle Yo Aol 4 6 e
2 Ol e s (ol T i Oy g 5 ol
35 oo 355 550 ao o e 53 w13 FOY (S e
ST &Sl it ao g 5 S a e elul 5 5L
Voo g sama 53238 15 eslisal 3 4 ailate a
YO sl o8 oS D) (sl e 3 03525 p 8 S
L Olajon o SAST YO 5555 Lo Oloj 53 0 8 LS
L OLajor p g goT Sl p S S V00 (ot 4l
s O e g g Dl g p 8 SN0 5 i
o LS L eS5U s e sacide Lol
AS Cade Jlesliul L Sl Sy ge 50 5 (s
Cadeen ol o 512 8 ool Sladl 8 5y puley
AL Slio b 5 Sy w5 ygb il

o it o cla S, 5l S (Interaction, AMMI
Sl Sl )55 5 ol 33 )l 5 Hliel 5 as Cl
&S sy ol (Zobel et al., 1998; Gauch, 1992)
slaad 3o a4 2 5 lols 4 e 5l edd plesl Je
s gla gy jlealinl L sl &S Uil o Lol
S5 sn dlome aows s 65 ool S byl
Sl Jmlie S (a5 (o5 555 Sl G
3 g o a3 1 S Ol ol s Sl
=5 & AMMI 4 25 5, 5l .(Crossa, 1990)
0SS oy 0l Calis sla 55 ol
9 (a.,\_i.a o3y Jeela—ul .l ou i (o5 5 oslix
;! (Esmailzadeh Moghaddam, ef al., 2011) O, 5aa
(-‘-’f el ol el sl (Aee o )
590 4S5 Bk S ol 4y g 3 gad 3Ll gy 90
5 G A a5 wle SHMM 5 AMMI
oS 55 55 (Mohammadi, er al, 2011) o) Lo
1 13 sl PSS AMMI 5 3l eslisal b g5
OLLKer 5 5 52 FUT s 503 (55 e 23 Gbla
Aghaee-Sarbarzeh et al, 2007 and Aghaee-)

OLLSKa 5 Ol 5 (Sarbarzeh et al. 2012
AMMI g, ;) eslewl L (Najafian et al, 2010)
b Sy oS wzils Hlbl g e ) bl glacs 53
L;)lfjl_m Pl slac S8 e 5o Jol g e 0l
3550 Cadiben GLaOLSS (1 (oo oS 5 (o8 5as
s (gl 5 o ol 5 S )5 eslin
45 p5s93 08 ulie 5 pmame 1 Lo 55
Jgmams dd 5 Ll 51 503 51 arns 58 5Lu 1l
Calies GbLis js CiS S il LIl ool
A ol 58 oy St 50, S
2558 o St 50, 8 o il (sLaelSa ]
&lon 5 T glyls (LT e 5 2l ed s 5l sal)
Jsb 5> wsbgn o 8 B Olia b oSt 50
Ol 5l 3 g adls oAby (a.\;fal._fom)'
0553 gk LS o ST 1) 35 sad 5 iy o

S5 55 5 035 06 S &l Oy 5 Ol (S


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1393.16.1.1.6
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-41-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2026-07-06 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1393.16.1.1.6 ]

WA Slgr o) ojlad ool dl Nt s ool Al

B 5 55 035 Sl (B3 L e 5 5 5
oty g dladlow 5 Laol S 51035
A3 L lsls 0pa3T 03 8 e oS e
oLl s i il sls jrslie (o5l ol 035
S0l S sl al Ly AMMI (g, iy, d
Gl e 6l le3T b 55 53 Lacs 565
T syl o5 5hds 8 eslinal Lo 5 55
Jdow 54 520 61, SAS 5 SPSS (MSTATC Excle

Al eslazal ba esls

(S Al 5 s i b e ¢ L) Al
855 s )ban A 33) 3,55 6855 5 olam 4 2SI
als oy 6o,T S 34> alsyla 059 calils
% 503 G (il 3l s aT s (65l 5 Cilasl
M o ot lojT s ails o 8 4 LS S
SAe (5 9 Ol s e Sl 4lls 28 Slisy Jlul
s 9 W o O 50 SDS sy L1 ¢
s a2 il ) ey B (6,8 o1 il
=y il T gl la juibyly o 655 coslas

uﬁ.ﬁ\.&jT}J oslaiul Sy r})}J rgéu%yjcﬁ/@b‘—\ d}-b—

Table 1. Name/Pedigree of durum wheat genotypes used in the experiment

Genotype No.

Name/Pedigree o zs/pl

DW-89-1 Behrang (Check)
DW-89-2 Chamran (Check)
DW-89-3 STOT//ALTAR 84/ALD

DW-89-4 CBC 509 CHILE/4/SKEST/HUVTUB/3/SILVER/S/GREEN_14//YAV_10/AUK

DW-89-5 STOT//ALTAR 84/ALD*2/3/AUK/GUIL//GREEN

AINZEN-1/3/SNTURKMI83-84
DW-89-6

503/LOTUS_4/MUSK._4/6/CMH82A.1062/3/GGOVZ394//SBA81/PLC/4/AAZ_1/CREX/S/HUI/CIT71/CIL
TRN//21563/AA/3/BD2080/4/BD2339/5/RASCON_37/TARRO_2//RASCON_37/6/AUK/GUIL//GREEN,

DW-89-7
CDSS00B00364T-0TOPY-0B-2Y-0M-0Y-1B-0Y

TRN//21563/AA/3/BD2080/4/BD2339/5/RASCON_37/TARRO_2//RASCON_37/6/AUK/GUIL//GREEN,

DW-89-8

CDSS00B00364T-0TOPY-0B-33Y-0M-0Y-1B-0Y

DW-89-9 ARLIN/2*ACO89/3/STOT//ALTAR 84/ALD
DW-89-10 STOT//ALTAR 84/ALD*2/3/YAV79/CROC_1

DW-89-11 SNITAN/3/RASCON_37/TARRO_2//RASCON_37/4/STOT//ALTAR 84/ALD

DW-89-12 HAAHKA _1/SNITAN/9/USDAS95/3/D67.3/RABI//CRA/4/ALO/S/HUVYAV_1/6/ARDENTE/7/HUI'Y AV79/8/POD_9
DW-89-13 KUCUK 2/PATA 2//AJAIA 13/YAZI/4A/YAZI 1/AKAKI 4/SOMAT 3/3/AUK/GUIL/GREEN

DW-89-14 AKAKI 7/BEJAH_7//BUSCA_3/3/STOT//ALTAR 84/ALD/4/AKAKI 7/BEJAH_7//BUSCA 3

DW-89-15 SNITAN*2/RBC

DW-89-16 SOOTY_9/RASCON_37//STORLOM
DW-89-17 STOT//ALTAR 84/ALD

DW-89-18 RASCON_21/3/MQUE/ALO//FOJA

AJAIA_12/F3LOCAL(SEL.ETHIO.135.85)/PLATA 13/3/SOMAT _3/4/SOOTY_9/RASCON_37,
CDSS97Y00729S-0TOPM-2Y-0M-0Y-0B-0B-1Y-0BLR-4Y-0B
DW-89-20 GEDIZ/FGO//GTA/3/SRN_1/4/TOTUS/S/ENTE/MEXI 2//HUI/3/YAV_1/GEDIZ/6/SOMBRA_20/7/STOT//ALTAR 84/ALD

DW-89-19
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Table 2. AMMI analysis of variance for grain yield of durum wheat genotypes

3T 4o Sl o Sl o bl

S.0.V i s d.f MS Accumulative variation (%)
Genotype (G) oS85 19 628261.7* -
Environment (Env) Lo 3 159476263.7*" -

GxEnv Loowa X 5 5 ol I 57 454741.4™ -

IPCA, Jsl ol 4dd 5 21 558457 452

IPCA, P35 ool adl 5e 19 512583.6™ 82.8

IPCA; pr ol 4l e 17 261974.8* 100

*, **: Significant at 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively dw)s & 5 iy ozl 7 law 53 s me 5 5 4 7% 5 *
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Fig. 1. Biplot presentation of first and second components of GXE interaction,

S1:Khorramabad, S2: Dezful, S3: Ahvaz, S4: Darab
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Fig. 2. Biplot presentation of first component of AMMII model vs. grain yield of durum wheat genotypes
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Table 3. Mean of grain yield, yield performance over the checks and grain quality of durum wheat genotypes

No. of Grainyield S o Kibo a4 i als s Shae (1) als g o 2 Sl 63,1 San S sde als e Gy b 1 o
Genotype kgha' YIR (%)* Durum check (Behrang) Bread wheat check (Chamran) Yellow berry (%) Protein (%) Zelnii value Grain Hardness Index (%) SDS Semolina (%)
1 6556 103 100 98 - 12.2 34 60 53 49
2 6699 105 102 100 0.5 12.2 35 59 48 47
3 6210 97 95 93 0.5 12.0 34 60 52 49
4 6160 96 94 92 - 12.2 34 62 54 49
5 6560 103 100 98 - 11.9 32 56 48 50
6 5861 92 89 87 - 12.4 34 57 52 48
7 6440 101 98 96 - 12.5 35 60 57 47
8 6805 107 104 102 - 12.4 34 54 54 49
9 6400 100 98 96 - 11.9 32 59 48 49
10 6184 97 94 92 0.5 12.2 34 60 52 48
11 6653 104 101 99 0.5 12.0 33 59 50 47
12 6510 102 99 97 - 11.9 32 60 53 51
13 6304 99 96 94 - 12.0 34 60 55 46
14 6301 99 96 94 - 11.6 32 62 48 49
15 6301 99 96 94 - 11.4 30 55 48 50
16 6399 100 98 96 - 12.6 34 60 50 51
17 6036 94 92 90 - 12.4 35 56 53 50
18 6515 102 99 97 - 11.9 32 59 50 48
19 6403 100 98 96 - 12.0 35 56 55 49
20 6498 102 99 97 - 12.2 33 59 53 50



https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1393.16.1.1.6
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-41-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2026-07-06 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1393.16.1.1.6 ]

WA Slgr o) ojlad ool dl Nt s ool Al

e slaolen 4 p9)90 c*’f slbos gy A8y
o5 28 Slobae gl der 516K sl
33 Sio ol ol Joms Sldalin ulul 5 dib
) oo (A AR Jl s LaelSal 5l (5
33 (ol 6555 5 (61 0 543 2555 03,55 655) bas Loy
b Ll 55 ey 2550 GlaS 55 1 pIUS e
Sn Sl gl i Dbl S 5 S5 stalis
A slbaoben 4 S Gl bod 55
DSy el () 0
slacs s &S i)l sbolas 4 by e mls
X glac g5 a8 sl Olid anllas 5 40 £3252 P\.’f
Glarwlas ddw S b5 55 ple 4 i VY 5 Vo)
L sl |y Ay /0 > 3 (Yellow  berry)

55 Ol 3 5135 O 51 VL L gy 50 sale
W 3 \Y/Z 4 AWYO L S 54 VP 5V o ss)
C‘ﬁ-““’-’ﬁj—b)‘ﬁ**&bbwsﬁr’-gﬁf‘-@
OLE 1) Ol 00 SYLNP 5T Glacs 55 bd sem

sls
Vs glac s Sl s L S sk
Ols 3 Shes g)lub ks 51 (DW-89-11 5 DW-89-8)
sl ey Jplacs g ple 4 S
W}W‘&%L&)%&S—)C;rﬁ‘
el VLG 5t n e 5015 kS b )
aS Lus Slulls 5 el Y Ol g (s g dals
3 e i Sl 3T 0,38 I ey
‘h{‘ﬁi)ad\_@TJ\tldjﬁcﬁL&—M
acdlaie gl L8l S 1) 255 S5 0 55 o))
SR EEENUNEE Rt Wi PERRRVERIEY

S dal g (B e 5 i

References

el Ly e 55 1S s Ko ar 5L
O AMMIT Jue Jgl il o 5 3, Shoe S0
S LS a0 sV A lac 565 das
O gms s 5 Shas o iy 5 Jlise 51 Oljn o S
el YU Slas 551k 5 5 Slas b oo 55
Cwds ) GOIDL e glaa sy opl ol (bl
addge plul 1m0 Cipias okl jdsy,l
93, bl 5 (Y JSCT8) esls 0L (6,00l Jl
(O JSCl) s asls L Glacs 65 « 5o adl g
3, Shee S0l 5 5, Shes (55l bl nl 2l
Frelaa=s 8501w 5 A lacs 55wl

Ll e ls
3 Shes 5 (6ol oDl dac 55 olg Dbl s
5 Las)bay 4 AT dlaz 516,505 slajbme Y
ol 3,8 S 3 a5 3550 b 55 J pame i
O 2 AMMI a5 53 0l jade i Lo 535
LBl gagas b o pmas Sk shls Sl 5 s
Ol s bl ol ikl b0 ails 5 Shas Ll
S oS b alin 53 Lo 5 o 5, Slae
5 3, Shes ((YIR%) oy p 3550 GBS 55
A b 5 Ladald 5160 a4 Sl b 55
Lo 85 om ol gme Sples IS 5 gbas (VW Jgu)
IS ol 4 S s 5 3 s Ol Sl
5o g anlllas 3550 sLaOlSe 5 adle s b ss)
A 3V A D a8 4 S s 5o il
b 55 ol om 3 L35 OT 5 52 L 5 poyss als
Loy S0 sl bog s ) 5 AglaY bis
)J.M‘chjjbuuud_iwéji_iﬁ}]&w
Qald a3 b 55 pled O ptS il by e
S ¢y 3 Shas )3 33 LA 55 s oy

Dy F g A 4

oolaiul 390 b

Abaye, A. O., D. E. Brann, M. M. Alley and C. A. Griffey. 1997. Winter Durum wheat: Do we have all the


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1393.16.1.1.6
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-41-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2026-07-06 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1393.16.1.1.6 ]

"LOT ol 5wl s Shes by "

answers? In: Knowledge for the common wealth, Virginia State University. Publication no. 424-802.

Aghaee-Sarbarzeh, M., H. Safari, M. Rostaei, K. Nadermahmoodi, M. M. Pour Siahbidi, A. Hesami,
K. Solaimani, M. M. Ahmadi and R. Mohammadi. 2007. Study of general and specific adaptation in
dryland advance wheat (Triticum aestivum L.) lines using GE biplot based on AMMI model. Pajouhesh &
Sazandegi. 77: 41-48. (In Persian with English abstract).

Aghaee-Sarbarzeh, M., M. Dastfal, H. Farzadi, A. Andarzian, A. Shahbazpour Shahbazi, M. Bahari and
H. Rostami. 2012. Evaluation of durum wheat genotypes for yield and yield Stability in warm and dry areas
of Iran. Seed Plant Improv. J. 28-1 (2): 315-325 .(In Persian with English abstract).

Akcura, M., Y. Kaya, S. Taner and R. Ayranci. 2006. Parametric stability analyses for grain yield of durum
wheat. Plant Soil Environ. 52 (6): 254-261.

Anonymous. 2010. Durum Wheat Statistic. Ministry of Jihade-Agriculture. www.iranwheat.ir.

Becker, H. C. and J. Leon, 1988. Stability analysis in plant breeding.Plant Breed. 101: 1-25.

Crossa, J. 1990. Statistical analysis of multilocation trials. Adv. Agron. 44: 55-86.

Esmailzadeh Moghaddam, M., M. Zakizadeh, H. Akbari Moghaddam, M. Abedini Esfahlani,
M. Sayahfar, A. R. Nikzad, S. M. Tabib Ghafari and Gh. A. Lotfali Ayeneh, 2011.Genotype x
environment interaction and stability of grain yield of bread wheat genotypes in dry and warm areas of Iran.
Seed Plant Improv. J. 27(2): 257-273.

Fabriani, G. and C. Lintas, 1988. Durum Chemistry and Technology. American Association of Cereal
Chemistry. Minnesota. USA.

Farshadfar, E. 1998. Application of Biometric Genetics in Plant Breeding. Taghe-Bostan Press, Razi
University. (In Persian).

Gauch, H. G. 1992. Statistic Analysis of Regional Yield Trials: AMMI analysis of Factorial Designs. Elsevier,
Amesterdam, The Netherlands.

Gauch, H. G. and R. W. Zobel. 1997. Identifying mega-environments and targeting genotypes. Crop Sci. 31:
311-326.

Kang, M. S. 1988. A rank-sum method for selecting high yielding, stable corn genotypes. Cereal Res. Commun.
16: 113-115.

Lin, C. S., M. R. Binns and L. P. Lefkovitch. 1986. Stability analysis: Where do we stand? Crop Sci. 26: 895-900.

Mohammadi, R., M. Armion and M. M. Ahmadi. 2011. Genotype x environment interactions for grain yield
of durum wheat genotypes using AMMI model. Seed Plant Improv. J. 27 (2): 183-198.

Najafian, G., A. K. Kaffashi and A. Jafar-Nezhad. 2010. Analysis of grain yield stability in hexaploid wheat
genotypes grown in temperate regions of Iran using additive main effects and multiplicative interaction. J. A.
Sci. Technol. 12: 213-222.

Rharrabti, Y., L. F. Garcia del moral, D. Villegas and C. Royo. 2003. Durum wheat quality in Mediterranean


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1393.16.1.1.6
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-41-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2026-07-06 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1393.16.1.1.6 ]

WA Slgr o) ojlad ool dl Nt s ool Al

environments: Stability and comparative methods in analyzing GXE interaction. Field Crops Res. 80: 141-146.

Romagosa, I. and P. N. Fox. 1993. Genotype x environment interaction and adaptation. In: M. D. Hayward, N.
0., Bosemark and I. Romagosa (Eds.). 1993. Chapman and Hall Press, London, pp. 373-390.

Schoemam, L. J. 2003. Genotypexenvironment interaction in sunflower (Helianthus annuus) in South Africa.
MSC. Thesis, Department of Agronomy. Faculty of Agriculture, University of Free State,
Bloemfontein,South Africa.

USDA, 2010. http://www.pecad.fas.usda.gov/highlights/2010/1 1/global%20durum/

Zobel, R. W., M. J. Wright and H. G. Gauch .1998. Statistical analysis of yield trials. Agron. J. 80: 388-393.


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1393.16.1.1.6
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-41-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2026-07-06 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1393.16.1.1.6 ]

"LOT ol 5wl s Shes by "

Evaluation of grain yield and its stability in durum wheat genotypes in warm

and dry areas of Iran

Aghaee-Sarbarzeh, M.l, M. Bahariz, H. Farzadi3,
B. Andarzian®, M. Dastfal’ and T. Najafi Mirak®

ABSTRACT
Aghaee-Sarbarzeh, M., M.Bahari, H.Farzadi, B. Andarzian, M. Dastfal and T. NajafiMirak. 2014. Evaluation of grain

yield and its stability in durum wheat genotypes in warm and dry areas of Iran. Iranian Journal of Crop Sciences. 16(1):1 -11.

(In Persian).

To identify durum wheat cultivars with high grain yield and yield stability, desirable grain quality and
resistant to diseases, 18 elite durum wheat genotypes along with two commercial durum (Behrang) and bread
wheat (Chamran) cultivars as checks were evaluated. The experiment was carried out in four locations;
Khorramabad, Darab, Dezfoul and Ahwaz, research stations in warm and dry areas of Iran in two growing
seasons; 2010-11 and 2011-12. The experimental design was randomized complete block with three replications.
For grain yield, simple and combined analysis of variance were performed. The genotype x year, genotype X
location, and genotype X year X location interactions were significant. For more precise evaluation of
interactions and grain yield stability, stability analysis using AMMI model was employed. Biplot analysis
showed that the genotypes; DW-89-3, DW-89-4, DW-89-6, DW-89-8, DW-89-9, DW-89-10, DW-89-11, DW-
89-13 and DW-89-15 had shortest distance to the biplot center, and therefore had higher grain yield stability.
Genotypes DW 89-8 and DW-89-11had also higher grain yield and their protein content and semolina extract

rate were higher or similar to the cv. Behrang.

Key words: AMMI, Durum wheat, Protein content, Semolina and Stability analysis.
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