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(Triticum turgidum L. var. durum)
Assessment of non-parametric methods in selection of stable genotypes of

durum wheat (Triticum turgidum L. var. durum)

9&\)’ Cy= )oLng.@{ BV cFLg.:\)'Jé = ch\u')Jé‘ (:‘J@. JJ\.&:;..».: B c\éfjta Lsﬁbu Ao o

oS>

£33 f.uf,l.gg Ghes 5 o 8 55 @ bbb sl bss Lol A L I .z 9 Gl -p « 83 B . b 3N O Jliwd p (DS a0 AR
AVNAYA (Y)Y Ol (2103 pole dloxo (Triticum turgidum L. var. durum)

Sl 9293 PO Il § S p SLbcaigil (2lolid caex S L Ik 4 S hgy (b gk
(U102) OB ps” (o) &3 5 (S5 ,@) 9395 PUST pd) &3 of yodvdy sl (¥ 1A b (Lalo)T gds” iS5 p 7 3l
b Solai ol e gl & b CJIB s Jedi0 g algT,e);s Slgdl (D11s b @il 9 (8559ls Dl (volKuw! 58
SS9 b tace x cauigil Jiliin 19 use comigil 1457 818 O b .l [l (VFAY-RE g 1FAY-AT) Jlo 93 58 51,C
09031 9 (4 ) 30yl O9N) 391wl mé Jliie F1 3929 pie (Sl Wl paled 9 (Cuigil FT1 3 4r) Culyny » (S selshb
2092 21O S0 (45 58 i) 2911 e F1 3929 purs Sl (Lo x i3l Rliie 1 jrd)) OV 23018 9 U957 82
(Sl Sla w9y 4uds” L » (Selection index of ideal genotype; SIIG) JTow! cuigii Dbl (asly wluf
530 LI 38 p 79 LS V10 91420 4518 8y SChos Ly omsf 54 8 5l 192 yidas b DW-92-20 s DW-92-17 slo i g8
L ldaigi) (o lolids 4 536 (5 olsb6 Sla b9y il 45 815 s SIIG sl gl . 4L By g1 55100
SYL 418 3 Khos 31 Cansl (30w B 595 ol 3 03lkius! b ound DL S ai 935 o33l b Mkid (5 590 gw) (i bl 9o
9ol 31 SYL 8, os Ly slusl la ¥ Oleicd DW-92-20 g DW-92-17 sy uwisii Eaomme 5o bl 518585
9 Lo s rloy 4 Cnglio (U 351) (JesS Dlidiss Sy Jgame g (n¥ 98 Olgeds @5 DW-92-5 s DW-92-4 v i}
N DB (S Do guas-

9298 PAS 9 JTows! o393 SHG P9 cbusme x uwigh blite 1 guuls” syoslg

B g T ASAYYYS oLt 5 g g 5 Do e gr i b s i ) WAV/ O/ Y1 g )b AWAP/ AN Il 53 e
3098 g5 5 SjseT e liios Olojl S s 5 U g 5 ol Do dns o 253 okl -

SIS s 5 BT Dl Bl ¢ )b (nebe wlio 5 (555U Dl S0 5 5 Il g 5 Ml Dl i3y sy o2

SIS s 5 sl Do Dl b 5 sack b 5 (6555188 Dl S0 G 5 Il 4 5 ) Sl i slakl Y

IS s 5 s (Dl Ol abT (ko neb wlia 5 (555518 Sl 5 0 5 5 g a5 el Dl 23w a3y o0 F

SIS s 5 sl el DLl b ) el mbie 5 (655508 Dl 0 o 5 U g 5 Dol Dl 3w Pas g0

33\ g5 5 BiseT el OleSl ¢ )b neb whio 5 (555l Dl 50 s 5 g a5 el Dliond i 5okl -
(Hzali90@yahoo.com :¢$ 5 5SI1 o) (oS 4515%)

AR


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1397.20.2.3.8
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-919-en.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal .ir on 2026-02-14 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1397.20.2.3.8 ]

IFAY Oy €Y o 3led ¢ty sl Nl seh) pols alos"

.J;A%cﬁwdbgjétfn

Gl (s g B 4 ST R s
r)_?éi;l_;nﬁr.x_;?éuﬁ_g,sju\“)_il&
Sl gl gy sleslin wl Ly oS_as
«(Pichtaz/Catbird) oy 55 4w (A—d oLl
9 (SW89.5277//BORLY5//SKAUZ/3/PRL/2*P)
Sl pl Ol sis4 (WhEAR//2¥PRL/2*PASTOR)
oL b5 (Omraniet al, 2017) Kds as-ls
(.,\_;? pLo)l oIl (ol > (Soughi e al., 2016)
(Thennarasu, 1995) 531,L5 sla 5, 45 Ls ged Ols
el (Nassar and Huehn, 1987) s 5 ,Lub 5
a3 5 Sl ol S S g i S
SV 3,_§1Ast_gr,\_§6u&._::,;5&pu
Sl g el gy LadT s sl
I, (Kang, 1993) g ol 53, Shes &l = Olajor
Ml lac— 95 Sl gl o ol S,
Q—f."f.’)l—{ J._::qu_afur.pf Js—amas 9
0333 (.4_{ lin o351 Sl 3 Lso LT
3 (Mohammadi et al., 2007 ¢Jahromi et al., 2011)
ol 0l d..)\)fﬁ (Zarei et al., 2012) OL (aJ..f

Ol 3, Ses L dgams o)) Ol sl
B e Sl (Ses oS4 gy G Sl ealinl
5 oslizal U Lne 55 ol o3 02588 5l
ol Jlazl ()Mol a2 Calises sla 555
ol e e I o gllae o 5
JTels) G g5 bl jasli S,y 5l Gaiss opl o
ysbweas (Selection index of ideal genotype; SIIG)
sl Sl oMl 4 g Calide gl S5 ples
(Zali et al., 2015, 2016) L& esliul a5 55 2
OHSen 5 5 w5 5L ot sl ol STIG 53,
4 e Calides gla S,y (aL'c:\ ! p (Zalietal., 2015)
Jie jla § L SIG Latls b 5 ,me s,ldol
The technique for order of preference by ) TOPSIS

bl o s Jl L (similarity to ideal solution

ARAY

oo

(Triticum turgidum L. var. durum) £3509° (a.x_f
.Q\W,u_;\,;v_@ﬁo‘yw;\u_ii
Sz b o 5 S IS Dy
by OV ame 45 51 1 0 £ 5 ) ¢S 5
Sl 03 5d lie (Sl 5 S5, b alex |
4S a4y as> g L (Brennan et al., 2002)
) LS g oyl wdss 5 S o £33 (a.x.f
ot SLa S 525 L dpame 1y 5 o LS
by et 3 Sl (6552 5 Shes (55l e
SLa S 505 Sls S sz o3 LS5
el 5 5a8 Caldses Gble 5> LS (gl omlie
el oS ol (315540 laal p v ga ol

.(Aghaee-sarbarzeh et al., 2014)
chros 5 b5 o ol Sl sy Cdea
S atiben glada e 53 Ao o551 L5
F3lie laylms Olaaous 358 o0 o guoms S5 10
DS s T (dyme 5 bl (ool adeds g |,
&L s g, (Farshadfar ez al., 2012) Lles
odb slginy Cu)‘ GOl ans yshteds 55 (gt
q_kswéu.la?wﬁct_;,\uﬂ;ﬂ,“{@t
2285 255 oh o gema L (T 55 5 0l Suad
Slao,lal sl ansly plin ag) lalse 4 S
Soleit U il 5 (S D) Gllan 8 sl Sl
4SS did (2 HLL e, leT <5 o(Si@) 5kl
! ~ (Nassar and Huehn, 1987) O s 5 )lul Low &
59 oMLl g Jame 5 5 5 bl S1s )T
o 03 5S4 (L loses aon )3 LS 55 (5,luL)
S35 Sl a3l s Kol
IS o Lac s e B onl oo Ll 4d ) g alylL
e g o G4 4l 3 Ses ol b laos
050 2 Sl SDR) aasy slma sl il 5 43 oSl
sl¢ (Thennarasu, 1995) 431,L5 555 0 4wl
= NP NP NP (NP (g al Ll sy


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1397.20.2.3.8
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-919-en.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal .ir on 2026-02-14 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1397.20.2.3.8 ]

"t 8 53 et el By bl

&S 5 () (65,e) 0335 pS (3, &S ol erey
Sladss el 55 (O z) 0L ek dals o3,
3T 5 Glaal cobls (mb wlia 5 (65,5088
aw b Solas S class ol A B 5 dsss
5550 (IFAY-AF 5 1FAY-AY) Jl g5 Sde 4 5 LSS
33 sl Comd iS55 00 e B S 15 LS
Joli oy gy Sldas 5055 20T -0 dl
(et S5 65 5 B Jpemes Sl 5l ) e
L e . BEICC R CyIs
isle T sla Y (al_§)\ Clyd s s 9,6 sbul
Olgy $Salew 3l 8 ol yplatoay sl I 13
22 33 Sy pl b S ) A S B L
s PO B ey Oljw LS Saieds Hla
oY o sl wls g 055 (B8 05 Ls e e
e b dsb 4 b is g by d calS s s
385 Soponn fa Bl Vo alobia (m g0 2 VIY)
Sl 5l s el 2 O pon )T 5 4ty
N dgmes 5 Cod & S slgl g lanl 51 za Y/
s Ll p DS e (e e ) A
o S gl ey 8355 S
S8 slacde bojsle 35 15 eslizul 3 50 adate
5 Gy Dy soas 88 oSSy g
T 5 Tolles sl S Cale 3 Ly
Sty Al e 53 (LS 53 2 ) eSS (“45 »)
A el
Si O g malsb gba s, 5l i ) 5o
0322 5ol v giodd (3,20 §i D 580§ @
s (Huehn, 1990) O s» 5 (Nassar and Huehn, 1987)
NP 5 NP® (NP@ (NP (g 2l )Lub iy 5l
o9 9 (Thennarasu, 1995) 41,5 Law 55 odss 3 2e
5 (SDR) gy slime O3l il 5 (R) 4y (S
A oslawl (Fox et al., 1990) .S g 5 5 el
SIIG e=Ls 51 (s 2l Ll sla Sy, (al.'c:\ sk
dwloes 0 g5 b o3laiul (Zali et al., 2015, 2016)

YYA

e g1 ) s 457 i r JTo] Jomoly 4 ali
¢SS Ol e a; (Hwang and Yoon, 1981) (s Ky
B B e e 6;—-?(»*»—@ X3
Slacs 55 g awmlas 5 luas) ¢l Ol g o SIIG
Ot PP em 9 oS 55 e Bl g el
S s sad enlinal LadT oy S 5 Lacs o)
OT dwloes (gl o 45 Sl I SIG sy sl S5
ssban GoMsl o sl ) sl 51Ol s5 e
Sk sla e Ls U (Zali et al., 2015) Olejon
L 5 (Zali et al., 2016) Olejps sba (Sis 4 Joos
Sl Ly oLl LS 5 3 ped eslizal Sliv L
eSO Sl 555 A Sl (SKae S 0T sl
Shss RIBIL Colg 53 g il 5 o b el
5 ol ol S e et i L Sliw
SIG g,y SIS @ 035 ) 585 Gives gl cmlin
e s S0 S poin Dlis 5 La e L el
S 5 slags 55 2leld 5 gauas, 5 odel s
Gl OT gy on) Sy o oo 51308 0 el
wlie gl 4 S50 Gla e Li L b ylee &
50350 Selane owiw gladsly lyls LSl 5 e
AL azdly Cte g A Cadb
ks gla gy ool G ol Sl s
lacnY s, Ses 5 g 2Ll oIl 4 2
:)ﬁb& shls gl b ae 030393 (a.)...f edudal
Calies GbLs j3 iS5 5 me S HlUL
o2 Ls 3l oslital i on 5 S pf sla ol
Gl 4 i Calibes sla g,y (aLb:\ !~ SIIG

5 8 bt

b 5959 g0
)‘df)})brdjdpuu\_:n\u_iYOW
oS bty lan Y s s alie SLabT
)JJMQHMJCJ_?H‘C)))J

< J)J._>-) J._SJ};' o ubd:‘ 149y LS;‘)) Ju


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1397.20.2.3.8
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-919-en.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal .ir on 2026-02-14 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1397.20.2.3.8 ]

IFAY Oy €Y o 3led ¢ty sl Nl seh) ol alos"

Al e G =12 ..m) (a\j e bakaly ;s (n
sdTel oos sl o Jboj pldie o s 11"

i=1,2) pli (Cho) jatls 2 gl Cand G5 55
ol di 5 JTosl s 55 ) adhoold di . kizun (o
Al o s 55 )

(SIG) JTodss| s 55 Sl as L acwle =0

wbw & A_EA\) )‘ JTcu\_i‘ Y_:S};j ub:’b\ u,a;-l_&

5 gh o

SIIG:L i=12..,m 0<SIIG <1
df +d;7 ' Y - a

¢ aal,)

A g S r S ESS 5 o 50 STIG s
sl S8 5 dTedl s gf a5 550 S
Soleds s dal s 585 &K 4 0T SIIG |l
S5 ey e e et Lo Sl Ol e Ko
B9y ol bl s sed eslial gy cpl 53 oS S
a5 0 G 55 2 SR 5 ol 55 e
2 el s Sl 55 5 o 5090 5 JTecls!
S sl o w5 Tkl Ly 5 shaie by
sy b aals 1y s, S (ML o 5 i
M2l (p S 45T Sl (288 (o 555 e nd
oM b (Zali et al, 2016) Lsb asls 5 Shes
S o JTol) olae g sazee 51 JTol i 515
854S oy T o Cws 4 (65l slao,leT
GLaes T 51 o Cand ki ¢ same I (o
35 53 dl Ol peasy 555 e Jol L
ITouy) e el 55 6 5 Sas ST 05 Sas
a8 B s Camd e Ol e 4 ¢l 5 Slas
ITousl s s (o byl 5550 3 555 oo
5G5Sl s bl e 5 530S
e ebioly Sde ST bl G e
(Zalietal., 2015) Lil o LS 85 <l »
i g 4l 5l 6 e, LL slae b acnloes (sl
s (Akbarpour et al., 2016) SAS ;3 o 93 0

AR

=3 o 4 BIG) JTeusl o 55 Sl sl
b e

Sl 4y a5 L Laesls L jle JSi5 )

(e p e Sl b b ol sliws 5l 55

J}.’Q@J&ﬁ)&)}.&bb&bb&jb

X1 Xz Xim

X21  X22 Xom
D= : . :

Xn1 Xnz2 - Xnm

O )
BE G= 1,2 .. n) (a‘l (Caw) u.a:-l_& )‘J._in Xij

(¥ 4kl ) Jle j s 5o 43 Wosls s 5le Ji b5 =Y
x..
rij = Y '
}1:1xizj

b S ) S 4R el

1 T2 Tim
R— 21 : 22 . Tzzm
i Tn2 - T (‘~ ‘d”‘))

JTelsl o 85 5 ITed] 5 935 plolis -
LIl o S 5 o5 op g il I ) sba

J}JGA
s g5 s dTedsl 5 5l alol anloee —F

)‘Mbcup}ulﬁo)u"vﬁé‘ﬁu}fuﬁ‘)}
o Cand oo g 5 alole 5 Tl 565

0 5F ladaly)

i=1,2)pli (Ldo) jastli s Jba i ke 7


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1397.20.2.3.8
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-919-en.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal .ir on 2026-02-14 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1397.20.2.3.8 ]

"t 8 53 et el By bl

53l 5 51 (SHG) el i g5 Ozl Lasla
. eslaw| Excel

e SKle slin 5 il sl 4 3o el s~

Gl 4 o Calides sl b9y g 5 SPSS )\J'é\(aj'

uﬁ.ﬁbjT}b oslaw! Sy (3_9)_93 r.a\fd';wv\:.cl LSLAJ.YJCG)‘ cﬁnﬁ/unl.‘.u\-\ d_g.)o—

Table 1. Name/pedigree of durum wheat cultivars and promising lines used in the experiment

L»;,i\( iy L»;,i\( (‘U
Code of Name of bopYomd
lines lines Pedigree of lines
Gl DW-92-1 Behrang (7. durum)
G2 DW-92-2 Chamran (7. aestivum)
G3 DW-92-3 MINIMUS/COMB DUCK 2//CHAM_3/3/FICHE_6/4/MOJO/AIRON/5/SOMAT_3.1/6/CHEN/ALTA...
G4 DW-92-4 ARTICO/AJAIA_3//HUALITA/10/PLATA_10/6/MQUE/4/USDAS573//QFN/AA_7/3/ALBA-D/5/AVO..N
G5 DW-92-5 LD357E/2*TC60//J069/3/FGO/4/GTA/5/SRN_1/6/TOTUS/7/ENTE/MEXI 2/HUI/4/YAV_1/3..3
G6 DW-92-6 CNDO/VEE//7*PLATA_8/3/GUANAY/10/PLATA_10/6/MQUE/4/USDAS73//QFN/...
G7 DW-92-7 CBC 514 CHILE/3/AUK/GUIL//GREEN
G8 DW-92-8 CMHS5.797//CADO/BOOMER _33/4/ARMENT//SRN_3/NIGRIS_4/3/CANELO _9.1
G9 DW-92-9 ARTICO/AJAIA_3//HUALITA/10/PLATA_10/6/MQUE/4/USDAS73/... 84/3/HUI/POC//B...
G10 DW-92-10  LD357E/2*TC60//J069/3/FGO/4/GTA/5/SRN_1/6/TOTUS/...
Gl11 DW-92-11  NUS/SULA//5*NUS/4/SULA/RBCE_2/3/HUI//CIT71/CI1*2/5/ARMENT//SRN_3/NIGRIS_4/3/...
G12 DW-92-12  ALTAR 84/BINTEPE 85/3/STOT//ALTAR 84/ALD/4/POD_11/YAZI 1/5/VANRRIKSE 12...
G13 DW-92-13  KOFA/3/SOMAT_3/PHAX 1//TILO_1/LOTUS_4
Gl14 DW-92-14  CBC 509 CHILE/6/ECO/CMH76A.722//BIT/3/ALTAR 84/4/AJAIA_2/5/KJOVE 1
G15 DW-92-15  SOOTY_9/RASCON_37//SOMAT 3.1
Gle DW-92-16 PLATA_6/GREEN_17/3/CHEN/AUK//BISU*2/5/PLATA_3//CREX/ALLA/3/SOMBRA_20/4/SILVE...
G17 DW-92-17  STOT//ALTAR 84/ALD/3/PATKA 7/YAZI 1/4/SOMAT_3/PHAX 1/TILO_1/LOTUS_4/5/SOOTY...
G18 DW-92-18  RANCO//CIT71/CIl/3/COMDK/4/TCHO//SHWA/MALD/3/CREX/5/SNITAN/6/YAZI_1/AKAKI 4/..N
G19 DW-92-19  YAV79//SOMAT_4/INTER_8/7/YAV79/6/CHEN_1/TEZ/3/GUIL//CIT71/CIl/4/SORA/PLAT..LD
G20 DW-92-20  ALTAR 84/CMH82A.1062//ALTAR 84/3/DIPPER/RISSA//ALTAR 84/AOS/4/ARMEN...
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Table 2. Results of the different statistical test methods of grain yield of 20 durum wheat lines in 8 environments

I embbbgla b,
Nonparametric methods

ey >
@1 bl 4 (Bredenkamp, (Hildgbrand, (De Kroon/Van der
S.0.V = gl df  ANOVA 1974) 1980) Laan, 1981)
Genotypes (G) bossi 19 1139674 12.716™ 117.12™ 51.385"
Environments (E) b Looes 7 240115462 429.43™ 415.11™ 7430.4™
GxE Lowx G55 133 580115 3065.41™ 47597 153.4m

w,:eﬁ:dblcb):)l:@n,,l:@nﬁé oS54 4ns

ns and **: Not significant and significant at 1% probability level, respectively
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Table 3. Stability analysis of grain yield for durum wheat lines based on non-parametric methods in 8 environments

Ola glao, LT 33 glae,LT iy ey Lt WS 5 WSb esls
RO (Huhn, 1990) (Thennarasu, 1995) Rank indexes (Fox et al., 1990)
Name of lines Sith ZiH N Zi® Si® Si® NP NP;? NP NP R SDR TOP
DW-92-1 6.43 0.028ns 31.14 0.030ns 1.08 4.69 3.75 0.250 0.342 0.422 9.50 5.58 0.0
DW-92-2 7.21 0.183ns 38.21 0.165ns 1.38 5.00 4.75 0.288 0.361 0.451 10.25 6.18 0.0
DW-92-3 8.79 2.627ns 57.71 4.011ns 5.94 46.07 6.25 1.042 0.801 0.990 9.50 7.60 50.0
DW-92-4 9.18 3.683ns 58.55 4.291ns 6.67 51.67 6.63 1.893 1.193 1.530 9.63 7.65 75.0
DW-92-5 7.46 0.382ns 38.70 0.199ns 5.91 35.89 5.13 1.464 0.990 1.271 10.88 6.22 62.5
DW-92-6 9.07 3.377ns 65.36 6.909ns 4.12 30.55 6.50 0.394 0.593 0.711 12.25 8.08 37.5
DW-92-7 6.54 0.008ns 31.41 0.023ns 1.90 10.90 3.88 0.235 0.347 0.432 10.38 5.60 12.5
DW-92-8 4.36 3.028ns 13.43 2.633ns 1.59 5.78 2.75 0.250 0.315 0.401 11.50 3.66 0.0
DW-92-9 6.96 0.057ns 33.27 0.000ns 3.85 23.40 4.88 0.513 0.533 0.688 11.13 5.77 37.5
DW-92-10 8.82 2.716ns 55.13 3.207ns 4.80 35.84 6.38 0.750 0.669 0.850 9.38 7.42 37.5
DW-92-11 8.00 1.050ns 44.57 0.859ns 5.08 35.31 5.25 1.050 0.769 0.985 10.00 6.68 62.5
DW-92-12 6.29 0.076ns 27.64 0.211ns 2.48 10.12 4.00 0.533 0.596 0.762 11.25 5.26 25.0
DW-92-13 5.54 0.715ns 22.13 0.829ns 2.07 10.69 3.38 0.293 0.395 0.498 10.88 4.70 12.5
DW-92-14 7.50 0.416ns 40.00 0.305ns 3.95 25.05 5.50 0.524 0.570 0.723 10.00 6.32 25.0
DW-92-15 8.32 1.609ns 47.70 1.399ns 3.40 21.57 5.63 0.469 0.550 0.708 8.63 6.91 25.0
DW-92-16 6.32 0.062ns 27.84 0.196ns 2.28 13.73 4.13 0.306 0.399 0.511 11.13 5.28 12.5
DW-92-17 5.64 0.584ns 22.57 0.764ns 2.47 10.95 3.75 0.357 0.439 0.557 11.50 4.75 37.5
DW-92-18 7.50 0.416ns 40.50 0.352ns 4.24 29.43 4.75 0.594 0.635 0.800 10.25 6.36 25.0
DW-92-19 6.50 0.013ns 29.64 0.087ns 3.58 19.79 4.50 0.474 0.536 0.684 10.75 5.44 37.5
DW-92-20 4.57 1.197ns 16.79 0.110ns 2.36 10.12 3.00 0.333 0.465 0.554 11.25 4.10 25.0
E(SiV) = 6.65 E(S®)=33.25
V(S{V) = 1.736 V(Si®) = 149.21
y? sum =9.140 v Z1,72=31.41
\yy
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Fig. 1. Two-dimensional graph of distribution of 20 durum wheat lines based on grain yield and SIIG method
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Table 4. Selection index of ideal durum wheat genotype based on non-parametric different methods and

distance from ideal genotype (d*), non-ideal genotype and grain yield

g ¥ el SIG sl $ls 3 Shes
Name of lines d+ d- SIIG index  Grain yield
DW-92-1 0.483 0.889 0.648 5687.1
DW-92-2 0.508 0.851 0.626 5602.7
DW-92-3 0.694 0.463 0.400 6226.8
DW-92-4 0.934 0.465 0.333 6416.3
DW-92-5 0.688 0.481 0.411 6395.1
DW-92-6 0.570 0.646 0.531 5888.0
DW-92-7 0.420 0.851 0.669 5734.3
DW-92-8 0.465 0.931 0.667 6052.5
DW-92-9 0.404 0.694 0.632 6086.2
DW-92-10 0.594 0.534 0.474 6002.4
DW-92-11 0.563 0.560 0.498 6178.2
DW-92-12 0.390 0.747 0.657 6232.2
DW-92-13 0.404 0.849 0.678 6020.5
DW-92-14 0.487 0.641 0.568 6005.0
DW-92-15 0.488 0.667 0.577 5815.2
DW-92-16 0.426 0.810 0.656 5923.3
DW-92-17 0.282 0.843 0.749 6094.8
DW-92-18 0.515 0.597 0.537 6087.9
DW-92-19 0.368 0.728 0.664 6116.6
DW-92-20 0.334 0.856 0.719 6215.0
Mean oSole 0.585 6039.0
Aas e Olis C}.&}A O‘l‘ Asls | :ﬂ&s« PP :)_i.L,.:« QL.SJJ@)\ L;so_i‘}l Cfij:)\“LiLéU s 7 SIIG
ol (a}_g.u e i L sl by, ST G3 (DW-92-4) G4 ol oY 3 b 1.5y
ol podd 8 me sl GlaC S 55 500 ol (DW-92-11)G11 5 (DW-92-5)G5 (DW-92-3)
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Assessment of non-parametric methods in selection of stable genotypes of

durum wheat (Triticum turgidum L. var. durum)

Najafi Mirak, T.!, M. Dastfal’, B. Andarzian °, H. Farzadi‘, M. Bahari® and
H. Zali®

ABSTRACT
Najafi Mirak, T., M. Dastfal, B. Andarzian, H.Farzadi, M. Bahari and H. Zali. 2018. Assessment of non-parametric
methods in selection of stable genotypes of durum wheat (7riticum turgidum L. var. durum). Iranian Journal of Crop Sciences.

19(2): 126-138. (In Persian).

To evaluate of non-parametric methods for identification of high yielding and stable durum wheat genotypes,
18 durum wheat promising lines along with two commercial durum (Behrang) and bread wheat (Chamran) as
check cultivars, were evaluated in four warm and dry locations of Iran including Darab, Ahvaz, Khoramabad and
Dezfoul stations during two cropping seasons (2013-2014). The experiments were conducted in a randomized
complete block design with three replications. Results showed that the effect of environment (E), genotype(G)
and interaction of GE were significant in Bredenkamp (except for genotype) and Hildebrand for non-crossover
interaction (without change in rank) and de Kroon/van der Laan (except for interaction of GE) for non-crossover
interaction (with change in rank) methods. Results of SIIG (Selection Index of Ideal Genotype) method, based
on all non-parametric methods, showed that DW-92-17 and DW-92-20 genotypes (with 6095 and 6215 kg.ha™!
grain yield) were the most stable genotypes. According to SIIG method, the majority of non-parametric methods
may identify the stable genotypes considering the static (biological) concept, so the selected genotypes may not
necessarily produce high grain yield. Genotypes DW-92-17 and DW-92-20 were selected as stable lines with
higher yields (compared to control) and DW-92-4 and DW-92-5 genotypes were selected as high yielding lines

for complementary experiments, especially for resistance to diseases and quality characteristics evaluation.

Key words: Interaction of Genotype x Environment, SIIG method, Ideal genotype and Wheat.
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