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Table 1- Code, origin and pedigree of faba bean genotypes

G55 esled L o RN
Genotype no. Origin Pedigree Genotype code
Gl ICARDA Giza Blanca GF-10
G2 ICARDA ILB 3626 GF-12
G3 ICARDA FLIP03-61FB GF-57
G4 ICARDA line F6 latt/440/08 GF-145
G5 ICARDA FLIP06-23FB GF-161
G6 ICARDA F8/7093/06 - A GF-180
G7 Gorgan Barkat x ILB 1270 GF-517
G8 Gorgan Barkat x Giant GF-519
G9 Gorgan Barkat x New momomoth GF-520
G10 Gorgan Barkat x BPL 465 GF-524
G11 Gorgan Barkat x 98 264-1 GF-525
G12 ICARDA S 2008,033 GF-256
G13 ICARDA S 2008,034 GF-257
Gl4 ICARDA FLIP03-069FB GF-288
Gl15 ICARDA ILB1266xILB1814 GF-332
Gl6 check Barekat GF-20
G17 check Zereshki GF-19

G18 check Saraziri GF-5
G19 check Baloochi GF-334

G-Faba _iiss *GF
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Table 2- Annual rainfall mean, above mean sea level and environmental code

sles S0k adae uS
_ Sa,LSle o»,3) €Ul _ Environment code
() gl : Jsb : :
. - s o)l (¢ sl
Location BN Altitude Wl o Wl i "
(m) S A Mean annual Average 4 o g
Latitude  longitude rainfall annual g £°
(mm) temperature
O
Gorgan o8 s 5 36°54'N  54°25'E 380 19 El E5
Dezful Jsh3s 83 32°20'N 48°30'E 250 23.17 E2 E6
Broujerd 3o 1520 33°89'N 48°76'E 390 14.6 E3 E7
Iranshahr g 591 27°15'N 60°40'E 106 26.50 E4 ES8
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Table 3- Stability analysis indices
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Table 4- Analysis of variance and mean comparison of grain yield (kg ha™) of faba bean
genotypes in each of environments

s e ol e 250 Lo p o L plemloe oy ko N e S
S.0.V El E2 E3 E4 E5 E6 E7 E8
Slay o Sls
) 1890000%** 572000%** 1410000** 559000** 1870000** 509000** 1460000** 489000**
MSG
Slay o Sls
o 41518 22939 27048 33330 43473 17715 30143 44971
MSE
St 2
(EWSY)
Coefficient of 6.27 7.13 4.43 3.38 6.12 6.16 4.25 4.06
variation
(CV, %)
Syl
Heritability 0.962 0.960 0.981 0.994 0.968 0.965 0.979 0.990
(h)
s eled
Genotype no.
Gl 4289 1555 2690 1847 4738 1276 3115 1966
G2 4062 2729 3248 1344 4053 2164 3769 1390
G3 4646 2144 3839 1876 4466 2065 4063 1875
G4 4582 3104 4594 1509 4198 2482 4322 1518
G5 4825 1889 3980 1803 3726 2282 4666 1589
G6 4492 2347 4648 2503 4314 2003 5039 2478
G7 6058 2090 4184 1613 5337 2198 4332 1703
G8 4240 2409 4280 1823 3985 2917 4295 1613
G9 2660 1403 4693 1646 2042 1644 4974 1831
G10 4454 2000 3524 1398 4063 2155 3970 1723
Gl1 2751 1653 2150 2425 2625 1745 2245 2412
G12 3867 1805 3507 1153 3733 1972 3357 1211
G13 4068 2259 4177 892 3768 2618 4762 1012
Gl14 3934 2097 3760 1131 3634 2390 4291 1188
G15 3750 1764 3852 1683 3678 1683 4661 1697
Glé6 3953 2687 3831 1939 4225 2904 4592 1970
G17 5631 2079 2900 1466 5496 2304 3697 1459
G18 4300 1805 2995 2201 3671 2086 3533 2201
G19 4454 2534 3637 2150 4002 2139 3849 2177
oSl
4264 2123.84 3709.95 1705.37 3987.05 2159.32 4080.63 1737.53
Mean
O Bl
s 337.73 251.04 272.60 302.60 345.59 220.61 287.77 351.49
LSD

el Y ladsdr alin G e bl 5 e opled

b e Sl e Ml (gl o3 0 el a3 lie By gl S Sile O, s
The genotype and environment codes are similar to tables 1 and 2, respectively.
The common letters in any column indicated not significant differences between genotypes.
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Table 5- Analysis of variance of grain yield by Kang and Mangari method

s b @bl s Sl SSkee
S.0.V df MS
F 151
Total
Y 18 2349977
Genotypes
Jas
B 7 73135543 %**
Environments
S 126 916600**
Interaction
; Kaals
e , 18 1950858
Heterogeneity
oile 3L,
, 108 744224
Residual
ol plesl gl
e 29642

Pooled Error

)Jﬂyﬂ?é)g)uéb\:_ﬁja_w)h)\)_?rj
LS 0Ska Sl 568 58 ol 5 ,Shee :S0le 5 S
)bja..w):.a Jjg.l‘_q.& st\:ug_,.ﬁyj L}"\"&)’l\fl'd céﬁ
LSLAMJJVSJJ_{M}JPLMJ&LAM
LJQ)&NQ\MJP}L}J_}J}JJ}@L}
Gl 5550 Sul Sl i lls Lol 5 Shes
Laol 5, Shos (Kl 5 S 5l 50818 54 8
L Lol cnl enl ol o JS 0o 51 5
sla s s sl e Ol debew sladaa
Slos 4 @ O S5 s 2 e 0 keSS
Sl 5 i Dliel Shils 5 550 o0 4 55 SOIL

(\Y)

Aoy ) 50 Jlaxsl c]a,.u 03 Lls e g Ll pme B LS S ik 5 % DS
ns, *, **: Non-significant and significant at 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively
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Table 7- Eberhart - Russel’s Model ANOVA

B cb’ 5T s Slas o ,ﬁu
S.0.V daf MS
s 151
Total
. 18 2349977**
Gen
L X G55+ S
Gen + (Gen x Env) 133 4717597ns
= 1 511948804ns
Env (linear)
(L) lames x 3535
. ek
Gen x Env(linear) 18 1950858
S i e S 114 705054ns

Pooled deviation
ol r\&)‘ 6\.14;—
Pooled error

Aoy ) 50 Jlea! Claﬂ.us Dl gma 5 Lls sme 8 s 5 % DS

ns, *, **: Non-significant Significant at 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively
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Table 8- YSi statistic for faba bean grain yield stability based on Sukla variance and Kang method

&l s Shes oLl
2SS fL‘W ol CM o &;U{;b? ol st Olojen i sless
55 Gbse i Y' ol o il ' 33 Sos o35
Genotype no. Grain an Adjustment Y @ . .(S) . skl Selected
yield Rar}k on rank to Y Adjusted Sukla Stability rating YSicy +§  genotype
mean (kg yield Y stability
ha”) variance
Gl 2685 4 -3 1 470034 -8 -7 -
G2 2576 2 -3 -1 22889 -4 -5 -
G3 2945 10 -1 9 330079 -8 1 -
G4 2803 5 -3 2 100319 -8 -6 -
G5 2846 7 -2 5 133975 -8 -3 -
G6 3263 16 3 19 98516 -8 11 +
G7 3129 14 2 16 765080 -8 8 +
G8 2849 8 -2 6 199386 -8 -2 -
G9 3118 12 2 14 59072 -8 6 +
G10 2845 6 -2 4 117025 -8 -4 -
Gl11 3122 13 2 15 24726 -4 11 +
G12 3289 17 3 20 194259 -8 12 +
G13 3095 11 2 13 106070 -8 5 +
Gl4 3478 19 3 22 167060 -8 14 +
G15 3439 18 3 21 554593 -8 13 +
Gl6 3195 15 3 18 86229 -8 10 +
G17 2611 3 -3 0 1240825 -8 -8 -
G18 2911 9 -1 8 9195 0 8 +
G19 2251 1 -3 -2 1125803 -8 -10 -

# S

Aoys) 50 Jw.chw)i)‘iwj).lwﬁ:ﬁéi

ns, *, **: Non-significant Significant at 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively.
g g p! y P y
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Table 9- Ranks of genotypes in environments and nonparametric method for stability analysis

. Hor 45 ke 55 okl e
. o 2 Mo R PRCIE I P\ © e @ Nt rasy ab pad,
T2 eSS e & s o < o Ly
5 % ks “ s . s e . - J; e
» g et vield l\l;Ieain of thek i Common . TOP Sl IS sk
J- 3 r:;gln}?lf d?ffso ute ranf variance  2°“'  thirdof tMea rShuka  rStab
g ifferences of a S
ha™") genotype i over the v4)) of the Zy)  genotyp n Var
4 ranks (s;) es
N environments(s;)

Gl 2685 8.57 3.24 57.14 6.07 0 16 15 31

G2 2576 3.46 5.18 8.27 3.89 0 18 2 20

G3 2945 8.71 3.66 54.21 4.83 0 10 14 24

G4 2803 5.43 0.5 20.57 0.73 0 15 7 22

G5 2846 5.96 0.08 24.98 0.21 0 13 10 23

G6 3263 5.68 0.26 22.7 0.44 2 4 6 10

G7 3129 7.68 1.18 45.84 2.07 2 6 17 23

G8 2849 6.96 0.27 34.12 0.14 0 12 13 25

G9 3118 5.39 0.54 20.55 0.74 0 8 4 12
G10 2845 5.5 0.42 22.29 0.49 1 14 9 23
Gl1 3122 4.04 3.31 11.7 2.76 0 7 3 10
G12 3289 6.82 0.16 34.55 0.17 3 3 12 15
G13 3095 6.32 0 27.7 0.04 0 9 8 17
Gl14 3478 6.86 0.19 33.64 0.11 6 1 11 12
G15 3439 8.07 1.96 48.79 2.91 4 2 16 18
Glé6 3195 6.07 0.04 25.64 0.16 1 5 5 10
G17 2612 9.54 6.6 66.98 11.27 2 17 19 36
G18 2911 3.39 5.44 8.12 3.94 0 11 1 12
G19 2251 9.39 6.03 68.84 12.43 3 19 18 37
i€ ane

Z, 39.07

Sum
of Z;:
i€ ane

Z 53.38

Sum
of Z,:

ils s, Shes Lais oS Lawl 5l 5 ng bae )
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Table 10- Identity the superior Faba bean genotypes by priority index in all of the environments, favourable and
unfavourable environments

B N . SAn gald P Sn el
) SACE NS e
() (LS e S 4y Slalas 3 4y slalaos L p)
Genotype  Grain yield (kg ha” I;i a R _a o e R_f ksl R_u
D - Pi f Pi u
Gl 2685 1074887 16 1427162 15 722613 18
G2 2576 1134430 17 1518137 17 750723 19
G3 2945 802005 11 911113 10 692897 16
G4 2803 890366 15 1176200 12 604531 15
G5 2846 879979 13 1185123 13 574835 14
G6 3263 483721 5 873796 8 93647 1
G7 3129 546019 9 649757 5 442281 12
G8 2849 882261 14 1446629 16 317893 7
G9 3118 529847 8 916780 11 142913 2
G10 2845 812262 12 1220472 14 404052 10
Gl1 3122 446235 4 592121 4 300349 6
G12 3289 405225 3 548318 3 262132 5
G13 3095 528547 7 662327 6 394766 9
Gl4 3478 328624 2 481433 2 175816 3
Gl15 3439 232467 1 98097 1 366837 8
Gl6 3195 500132 6 788886 7 211378 4
G17 2611 1821655 18 2935052 18 708257 17
Gl18 2911 670236 10 891752 9 448721 13
G19 2251 2308379 19 4181091 19 435667 11
051 o . I
2
03 . qufg. oo ocle 0 ° iy
™ » 3la
07 G5 G1L3 . ¢
12
0.6 G3e
™ a1 ® 15
=05 *
*o19
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Figure 1- Two-dimensional graph of distribution of 19 faba bean genotypes based on seed yield and SIIG method
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