&
\

VPN asan AVAY Leasl (V79T o )lods ot ol ¢ ely5 LS (659050 528051 cigty - (sade 4y i

odlasw! b (o jow (5 ylxd pl8 51 g a8 pliy syl (S 9 (o5 Slao b))l

AMMI g GGE Bi-plot sl Jow 3

Y‘_gélgiow O g mel.i.gow dqlo

odS

i GRSl 0olS VY (958 BB ead o Sles glml 5 A 5 (o5 Slae b)) sl
solai o5 slaSsl =) olal ze.g_l.o)'—l Wald laie 4y (B3,60. 9 Ugdlo ‘LU.?—I) S, o8, aw Lol e
50 0,8 Ll WA 5 WA Gl b o)l b mlin 5 (65,0leS Gladss oS! jo 1S5 jla L
IS 0 Sas igy j0 0ud (39 g Slawd g gl )| igr jo Lol aBlu slawy Slho s 3l s g 0l 0,90 b
w; «_i;) g PRV u=.1:>L> g_i;) RV )S).A u*‘*’ Lg‘o).ép- su.?o o (S oole do o ‘L):"ﬁ)é J.)L‘B 9 PRV
O aS ol las bl oyee oS Slas S e il ly 450 il . Wul g S oslail cell Y 1 g sl cas
bugio ig glay | i j0 00 (39 g Slawd (09,8 LB g S cud o Slae Slao bl 5l isuagel slaysls
5 JS 0ag o Slos Slaw Ll 5l Jlo x (slS Llase Sl g S ool ao )0 5 aigs jo Lol a8l slass waé g
A XAV AL XAPNDN-Y laelS ojls sazg jlo pxe OS] wlgs y0 0ad 59 g olawd (g,8 L
U)3 -Iaa-da.duc 9 4.:9.: )O PRV L))9 9 O‘A:.S su,.:aj.ﬁ J.)LS9 J.f 00 Q)S.Lo.c 6‘)‘-.) qo‘f‘ ’\—\c 9\"%\/”/\—\“ ‘\”‘WW&
Wt 9 0,5 CaligS Ky 0, Cawgy S, YU U lawsie e slaoad lils layelS ol iaivg (g i s
‘;M) RS J.’>‘b Sl 9 o).é.‘> ‘s_i:) 09“\" 4.L:.m5.«..o [ (;Lb.w rw d.o.c cb)f 9 GC),AP).?U O)f 0ds J&u
oinlesl ol 50 aiog laelS ple g (wals) b)) & Cas YU b lawgio Sis oole duoyd g (w0 lawgie
waeseis (6 ll g g8 b oo o, Sles lojer s S 6l cwlie g, AMMI 3 GGE Bi-plot sla Joe
oag 0,8les b )l slo sl laie an 1, AAF e« V¥ 5 YAV e AL YAV ALY (slo el asiiulys 9 aial ools
aled QLRIYL (hs,8 LB

AMMI ;GGE Bi-plot g, «,Slee (5,laL Solanum tuberosum : gauds’ 55lg

(Jgommo (5003,15) | il (srabs @lio 9 (559l Wl 35 po gy HLsLow! -)
D.Hassanpanah@spii.ir
AYIVIVY bl o & ,6 399 9 JWs At 9 ool Wlidizd dwgo (oole Clud guac Y

AYIPIN b pdy F,b

-



e )l )l g 4t ol (a5 (o8 Slio o)l bl 5 by

VO I

ATZIMBAXTPS-67-8 1,515 5 Ll ol ol il
039 «oPar JRB g S eas 3 Slee o yiin Il
it o YO-OO (y 008 (39 5 dlaad ey ;0 00
oole do )0 oy yidon sylo L ST g il o8, s
05 gy B 2y P 5 e K, 5 SaS
3 S il g Lall 308 61 58 ol 2l fses
U 5 oty 39 (L 5T 05 el
4> (Hassanpanah and Hassanabadi, 2010)
08, s YAV A=) e o FAY -2 AY clagsls wus §
& ool LT 085 5 oot b Jowionans Wlsles
Fathi etal., ) o ,Lsen 5 b ain of 25
oini> iy 5l ol> s 1S VY- slaa5 (2010
L5150 dighyle L ST (5l o8, O L | (o jcorms
Ol (3lS 00 Culed 50 5 ) iyl g BT
3505 BN @l (o) Sz
Dol (gl Lo x i hlize il 001 5
9 ol el 10,55 log Saeal lelS (oS
@1y s,lub sle sy, (Lin and Binns, 1989) ;.
(57hbb 5 bl sl hg)) 0miite ST 09,5 90
3ges tpnds (AMMI (f5)) o piie 2iz
Noges ke (Gauch and Zobel, 1997) g5 9 z55
S—S sl AMMI g )laky o, 5l Jolo mls oS
il oo duie (Mol slaael 5 )3 (65 o &
9,35 (Ebdon and Gauch, 2002) z45 4 ;)90
sk G AMMI o ite st 5y gy W S
ool 5550 bazeo x Goigiy (2Ll sl 00 5
Sl (S (edie ) ol )9S o0 18
alosg—os coliwl Jlasl loacgsiy olsl

;Gauch and Zobel, 1989; Kempton, 1984)

;Gauch and Zobel, 1997 ;Crossa €t al., 1990
Manrique and Hermann, 2000 ;Vargas and
Kaya ;Ebdon and Gauch, 2002; Crossa, 2000
;Tarakanovas and Ruzgas, 2006; et al., 2002
s Mulema et al., 2008;Sabaghniaa et al., 2006

.(Hassanpanah, 2011

doddo

Cosilos g 5588 55 e ool & b
cslin a5, L5 oS o o] bacaad ol |
Slr g Jgad ples )0 Grelae 0y sl ooy
Upadhya et al., ) 55,5 Lasice calitne B las
A5 el (hpme B By 5 08, S, (1996
3 ail sald 5l g e Cio G ka5l J8las
wald 5l S s e jeba Slio plo b
A @bl sl (i (i )5 il
o5 6ol 5 solatl ()l (s an e hals
Kalloo and ) w.ib oo (s 25 s bom 55k )
U slae Sy JLs ol L (Bergh, 2000
25 s 0y o8 e o oS 5l
o o )9dS bl oo (e jmm Saxie Bl gl
2 Obsls 08, s WAV Jlo o a5 (Vlsle 8, 5>
ORI RIS FORE O
pLS,) ads Loy 5 005 (31 o5 )1 086 Sae
bg 5 (Sly H9iS 9 35250 (e jon—
Wloas Plol sls) posar e o

=2 y> (Hassanabadi, 2006) oLl yu>

b 530 g )lag slaas e ()55l Sleade
Sl Sl e VT G, e
5 ol yns 350 ol ] (6,8 5w olallas
z= olaws 3l (Hassanpanah et al., 2008b) )| ,\Son
Jlw 99 (b (ejam byl Jols gl
5 Lol GedS Camgs S adlaie o b
I r slacsss (B lp aslllas aolsl cox
O3S S g3 adges ooliital (ol 23S s
oyl aglaie o iolssl Jlw aw Db 1) bl
on S el ol i Saled 50 9 (o
OhLSen g oliy (> o Soges Szl ol
VY olass obj,l b (Hassanpanah et al., 2008a)

LBl A4S )5 a5 pB)) 5 ASwasel (slS



10) VPAY sl ¥ )Y o,lod coii alo o osly3 alS 655)51 503551 syl — sole i3 I

Jyasen «5955 Sl 41, CKP25 5435 plot
cgy ol 5l S e S sleiin g woged (e
5 313,50 1,5 oolitl ol sladalip s s oo
Pourdad and Jamshid ) s 8o oi o>
5 &)l Hlojes o, L (Moghaddam, 2013
a3, GGE Bi-plot jl solaiwl b lacusgs o Slos
Sl 5 3y 3 Shae b Lo 5 M eyl I8
Ly sl S5, 08, 9 woges Sl iy
oS Byme Jlosyl il 4 08, (030035

o8y S el bl sy soladl L
dile o lizme slodia 5l alys o (onjnm
ool 0y Shos (558, YU 51 (36 05 Gl
poo—w Spas g Bl 4 Cuglio i Slo)ll
3)ls L g 5i9l 8 ol po s (8, e a8
el Bl bl 0,05 5158 azgs 5550 allie
ey S g b 65,9l sle &l
/oY ogu> oy L LS 1521 F sg0 el
25 TY e o, Sles byt 5 o (5l
4 L ol = .(Anonymous, 2011) el LS
EENE RV PACHIRUSS PR g oS
3 deol o5l 0l Gl 8l asly ansls 5 Slos
Oghee o Wi o0 )9dS S 50 o8, iRl
D9 Al Loy o5

Bl 5l bosls (b)) esn onl 5l Soa
ladlo 5 oslS oo by, (oS 5 (o5 lao
AT 08l e a5 Jloul GlopslS (s
S oolital b iy g8 S ené 5 Shos 5 5y
sloShs 5 sk GGE 5 AMMI o Jo
5 Ughle LST gyl o)l 4 Cond e
bl oo B0

o o9y 9 Sl

ey A8t Gl VY b))l
i Jlo 8 b ol sloadl ol 51 ol

o Lwes GGE Bi-plot Jow &Y+ +) Jls o
o=l slecaie 4 axg b ol 3,20 (Yan, 2001)
oo il a5 (sl Jae ol 5l ealaiul (s,
Yan and Kang, ) o slpic s oo x 5 gi5
.(2003; Yan and Hunt, 2002
Jolite 31 as” Slaej o, Sles sla iulosl o
Sl pelslp a8 (Sl codgy il o G
Sl o x iy bzl b sy Lol
G+GE ggame olwly anl olsesl ash ws, 5
Yan and Kang, ) ol (ae X Cigs touies)
G,k 3l 5y, o—=!.2003; Yan and Hunt, 2002
b ome x S5 Jmlie 31 (SIS aled
locssy luly (Solw 4 b asS (oo S5 Soljia,
slalio )3 lacuis o ,Slee b s)lmb oS5
Ol sl esliiul frizren g 00,5 bl |, Al
@bolid g Labaze Glo bl (o) ISl 59,
Solwan | @l glaasly 0 Bas slalaze
a9, (Mohammadi et al., 2013) o3l o juue
5 Se DMl (e X sy T ads33) GGE
bemeX o395y blite Sl gmyp 50 W slahs,

P A5 5 o0l SIS o 5l LasoeX oS 9]
S5 oo Dygmo y95 e ;51 93 o ululy il
.(Pourdad and Jamshid Moghaddam, 2013)
(o Lngu_u}.:) R A 6‘)‘.’ GGE Bi-plot 09,
etis 5l golaw b g YU (g lasl g0, Sles
Tonk et al., g Fan et al., 2007) ool ous oolauwl
Zerihun, 4 Yan and Tinker, 2005 .= ,3 ,0 2011
S5l GGE Bi-plot g, ¢ plplos (s> ;02011
Ot 5 e slalase gaieg S gl (clie
Gl e ulys 4 S5l 5 b sloosys
olhSes 9 olge -(Yan and Kang, 2003) a.ib e
GGE Bi- Jo ;| eoliziwl L (Bhan et al., 2005)



e )l )l g 4t ol (a5 (o8 Slio o)l bl 5 by

VOY I

bgie iy el gy )3 00 (59 9 Slasd (g,
ool Sy g adg o ol a8l slass wae (59
Slio LU 5l Jlo x 5lS blite il s g St
59 08 B9 9 Sl o B9 3 BB g JS eue 3 Slee
() Jgoz) o odalive o soe ST aigy

)Y (FANOVY) Y o les sLays IS
A g (YAY - AY) Y (YAV-VD-A) T (YAV--A
g S 008 o Shas o i glls (AAF+ -1 F)
ag )3 038 ()9 g Sl layelS (alaagy (o9 2
Slasi g gy Lis )l 5l g it oot (459 lawgio
J9o2) 9509 Jloy95 5 bawgie g yo (Lol 4Bl
adhgie (Sa) 09,5 2 lapyslS cal (Y
(S Sy 4 (i 3 Shae (V) Jgo) aiiies
0995 1= 3| ooamd oBy S 0y (S ()]
Hassanpanah and ) o,ls gi oo, Slae
@ by e g glay )| o i (Hassanabadi, 2011
(Y Jsamz) 55— WY 9 Ve o) oylats slaysds
st b, BB 5 S sk 3 Slac oS (slagss IS
g gLl sl eaible iy adgr ;5 00t (g
Sl aS alapsls 5 pllwisg: 1o 95 5 Lawgie
O 4B Wiz )3 g 009 3l g ool g9 (slaadl
o oLl wisgy C g e gl ls cusls |
0ds 3, Slos 0Bl gy baig adgl 0l 4z o
Hassanpanah and )og o ale> Yl o 5
.(Hassanabadi, 2011

S A o)t 315 Sy slogslS
S ool ghlo ¥ ol b S S 0ols
Jsoz) asng YU Sis ools (sl 4y 5 awgie
Eom O 50,951 S Si ool wuo o (Y
20 Sz oole e 090 Vb bl oo ) B pan
VA1 i) )l slefng Coenl (i 555158
S9! 2l iz osle Gl L 15 (ae)o

9 M ey S8 oelisS Loy loj iy

o= (U594 9 Ugdle b ST aalis o3, 4w ol e
aw b Solay LolS slaSsl 7, (B (o u;’;.;‘La)"l
b mle 5 (65,5l lagon o] jo 1,5
20,8 LIV 5 YA sl Sl b o)
VO by las al bld g 5,507 oz g0 Juli o, S
Sl YO &5 59, 2 loais abold 5y Ule
=S Olao «lblo 5l e g Ay 090 b o 0g
339 9 Slasd g el | ig yo Lol adl slass
uLujws)_QJ.:L‘BBJSQu\.C b)il.o.c ‘439.3)0 PRV
(NIVAA, 2002) Sz oolo do o dlox 3l 25
oo (Madah Arefi et al., 2007) csy s
g IR @l"‘"é &_s) VAL ;}c e Lg‘o).i):>
(CIP, 2007) cels YY 51 Ly plo 00d ciligS XS,
0ds (5 S o3lasl slosls (59, p .ol (5 uS03lul
L Lojloss el 5 48,5 & jp0 il)ly a2
o, O Jloiol mhaw o SSlo Os./a)'T 31 oolauwl
L Lo oSl dslie g iyl 520 000 aslas
(Jlw G SIS s 610 SAS I3l 5 5l eolal
ok 5, Shae 55, 5 Jlo X l5 Lliza il el
5 Il slaplS Sl (sl plol 29,8 W
L GGE Bi-plot g AMMI sla Jos | Jeaze,
2 oolawl GenStat (Lol l580e 5 51 solazul
cx g o
Jlws 50 (e joa Giduaal layslS o
5 JS oue 0, Shoe Slaw Ll 51 1TFAY 5 VYA
Ao yd g adg ,o ol dBlu olawd wad 5 Jawgie
3 v 00 )T cdsline o Jxe BB Sz oolo
L Jlw g0 ctmlosl oloal s31eiSs g0l pll
Slao sl S e iy i i)l (903l
Slogdls o aS ol la Sl 050 Slae
J=B g JS oue 5, Slae Slaw Ll isual



Vov VPAY sl ¥ )Y o,lod coii alo o osly3 alS 655)51 503551 syl — sole i3 I

out Saz ool L bLS 1 0 55 P g e

o 0 ool (s Bl g ags YL S
a0 St ool L oad 51 aS cu> a5 ]
Sz 5 oS S8L 035 3L (85, ol w25
(S jms Sz o0le L(Falahi, 1997) wS' o oy
il oo VoV s ool Pls oy 6l -
Sy 3590 ) CingS S g 0090 Sleds BT
3,5 S, Las sle,gas =ST 50 ail ouisS B pas
3,50 P 5 ez 057 lRods] b sl ooisS
SaS559)5 e L bLS) o as el , L
ClseS S5y (Harris, 1992) ail o 008 ;0 59> 90
9099 o Jleas el (gaiay il )0 0a8 ey
G Py N SN V- S S DX Syp-N COwamrg: |
,9— s—wse -(Hassanpanah et al., 2008a)
sl g5 28, 5 L o L (Mousapour, 2005)
P2 9 o9 (Pl Sebl (e 05 0 Sles
‘) Lua.a._.w‘ 9 l_’)f—‘ ‘wﬁ_a.ols GYJLA cé.? lblﬂ)l cOu\.é
) aslow 5 oyl pL3)1 5 50018 @558 S pan sl
SO > 050903 Slgii s > Bpan sy
ey 08, VY o, L (Hassanabadi, 2006)
O39S Lol sloa 8 ol o Dla o, lai
9 Q—éﬁj ud_> o0 S oole o )0 suosaa.?bo
L oohsS 08, (PS5 oz B Gondy <ol
o 5o o3l gl ) ugelS g ey el e
g ol ip aidged (S yme (PL3) =l g -0
ailw 3, (Hassanpanah et al., 2008b) | ,Sen
oz Sl L ST e85 5 (BB lideb slr )
L (Vi) GQLJW 5 ol > X050 Aoy

09 =BT s ey lp sl S50 o
wlis oluly (CIP, 2007) 355 o &6 yno (5 yraS
ouf St ool doy0 g0 bl lgi oo alol>
oolo do ) ol 18, S lp cls s o wb
.(Mousapour, 2005) a_ib cei coli dienr Sz
Sz ool lylo (S Jds a4 pB )15l cam
30 ol e il oo B S0 4 Ced 65V
iyl 4 YU St ool by slvooé .cils e
gidb&poaﬁ&blﬂtﬁ?ﬁ‘sw
A S 5 (339 915 50 (6 3VL 0ol g w3l LS
159 S e Sl ol S ool b laond
o3l WS (oo i (555 €9, OS5 o e
Sap 5 4 0aé Sl Kbl izen S
9 03¢ C’_i»...») (5"“99*4) iz ools ‘A"*'L’ts"
.(Burton, 1989) s s 3, 4 Ky
Glooce cil Lo V 5 F Y o leds slayysls
Sl (¥ Jsaz) disgs (D o) Sis g 69,1 als
o ol 510 Gligl alS o5 5 cpl slasas
53y Lo g Al 5 Sals sud pela
Ol s slS gl co camlive sy L.,.M saasls
S)g— ey egas 4 g ilide Blas sl 09 S
.(Madah Arefi et al., 2007) & ,.5 - ,|,8 oolazul
slroas (¥ Jgaz) 09 B i l)lo ¥ oo lels yolS
Lol s 5 009 69,1 (o5 Sy 5l g 09,5 (2
6050 U g Lnd baoad ol <l s 31
B 03,8 Erm g 0l Ojp0 a5 a3l o S5
ool .(Madah Arefi et al., 2007) ssccw—s solaiul
M‘wﬂ..f&‘fwua}uj)LMou\LM
Oty iz Olies 5 Jyame 003l wnlp
8L (Harriss, 1992) o oo o 1,8 50 coo |,



e )l )l g 4t ol (a5 (o8 Slio o)l bl 5 by

Vof I

G (Qll) V2 4 V) (eall) VO D N (ealy)
s bl bl 5 JpamenS slapsls olyie
Kempton, ale> ;I abire piize .(V JS0)
Crossa et al.,, Gauch and Zobel, 1989 .1984
Manrique and .Gauch and Zobel, 1997 .1990
Kaya .Ebdon and Gauch, 2002 .Hermann, 2000
.Tarakanovas and Ruzgas, 2006 .t al., 2002
Mulema et al., 2008 .Sabaghniaa et al., 2006
Hassanpanah and , Hassanpanah, 2011

sy iz LS o Hassanabadi et al., 2011
ooliiwl AMMI s 5l Jlaly slaqassss ol
ilod gl
sl lis GGE Bi-plot g, 5l Jol> mls
c P A pgs g Jol bl slaadlge 4 ayjed oS
45 Sisgel duz gl |, Slid woye Yo/AY 4 VA/NQ
GOE wlyais sl oo (o3 ine Sl
Dt 85 loslS JSE cal o (Y JS5) el
Lot hug oyl el 35,0 5 1, alob
3 laools 4l g wload Jate oo 4 (confilaw
hosiz Jloged gy p Wl 8 aldaiz 950
bz sl ;o S Glagsls s Hohiie &
10 5 1) Ve Y F LY ol slaysls a5 ol e
A M legels cplaijls 13 el i gl o
an 3 oS s by 0ad o Sles
Yan and Kang, ) oiiws blasw o b g oo
shonz Gl (b, ol a5l (S (2003
Sl oy iy &5 Cewl bz x GoSgy bl )il
blase 5 boais) o flite il slogsl cnalin
Sery addlae 5 Ik fge ek ole
ol o a8) adhio G 0 S5 sbrey,S Jlsl
(NS0 18 Lol s logeiss 5l o295
«(§930 bl (Mohammadi et al., 2013) <ol

oz (69) Hlme lacues e 6ol p byl
Yan, ) oS oo Jud 1) Ll anslie a5 oiien

L YAV A=Y IS sl (515 YA (s
Ol 0005l (Byre (55518 Caio (sl o pgliieni
PL 4 o o3 (o9 Olye 2 VTN Lo yo slS
RVRPRRCHREINNEL

Jyase ad,e Sl 5 oobyj 53U oud jalls
b UK 5 o3l i 5l ene 311Ky ol 5L 4
ojle Jpamap slaggls il Joud JB o> o
OIS 5 e BleiSs slmoa£ o A g T VLY
05 chawgie (S8 LIS Voo)led Jyame sy
9905 Sawgy S5, LI Y 5 Voo jled Jpazen slo
099 ot 35 0ad KU i SleS )
Jyaman Sools g oas Jols SIS 5 08 (S
Cig K, 50,5 Casy S5y LIS A 5 T LY ol
G99 355 9 (s yepBS 05 0ad JSA K5y 355
o=V Jgaz) Wogs oag Jolo GBI 4 00> « S5
9 3l (B9 8 S g JS 0us 5 Shee shilo lapols
O 5L Jgoz) aibls piis &g )3 0u (3
ShIs Vg ¥ ojlad slayols (Jyame n slagsls
(¥ Jga2) dogy (b piir Boe

loosls 5 Jlo (e Jlite 51 aS (pl 4 azgi b
ohey 3 ol slepls Ll Gl g s e
5,80ee b lopsls T b o ad oslizul AMMI
L pleogsls Thamb jo i s)lk g yeS ous
5o dJlossl Glagsl) ity by 5 0ad o Slae
Sk g i ead o Sles b lapysls 1T >t
g 0ad 3 Slee b plagsls IV 4l o 5 S
slapgls .(V JS2) wlad 5 )13 nes )k
SF) A YAV A-D) Y YAV A-Y) Y ol
Y o (YAYY0-A) ¥ «(YAY-£Y-Y) VY (A4F- )
Ok g Jyazen slagsls plye 4 (FA7101-Y)
Sosls olse @ Vo9 WY ojled slagsls
Olere 4% 57 o)led slaggls bl 5 Jpare
V¥ oo)led slagsls s olwl 5 JpamenS slagysls



V00 VPAY sl ¥ )Y o,lod coii alo o osly3 alS 655)51 503551 syl — sole i3 I

3 g ol 59, La e kS psal S oo
s a0 A e ol il o yelS o Sles
o Sloe a5l asle 1,8 K0 s g0 Lo )
T S )3 45 olagylS g (o Sle Sl 5 0ae
3 eS sae o Slas wijle 18 Sy w90 L
(V J5=s) Ol mbls wluly aijls (12l
6‘)‘\) \Y 9 \’ ‘\YI c/\ ‘Yl sY ‘f ‘V O)Lo_j: ‘SLQUSK
sy 250 |y g8 ol ead o Shee o i
e | el (el 5 009 Laoee x oS el
S5 (=l 89y Lags S pgas s ;e 0 o
elgs] s olanl saolis sl elieS
n))_il.o..c (5‘)‘0 \Y 9 \’ ‘\Y ‘Y cf O)Lo_j: 6[.%095
ety alold) ol ol 5 it Ghayd B e
Shlo A g ¥ Y o)l sloyslS (AEC L=
alold) o g,ll g YU hg,8 LB ons o Slae
Sl 5 ol o LB esé o Slac (sl D )
o e slayelS 9 (AEC Loz | iy alold) S
Aidg (AEC s 3l S alold) s g,ll
bvgio L slocass) wilsi oo ol S 0l54
oy il e 45 68 5y b Ll o Sae
auS sl sl il ol slal >
Jleass! Cs¢i5 S (Mohammadi et al., 2013)
Sl 59, Shee (i Il &S Sl (55
=190 35 0 40 Sl Hlas 5l g 00 lalaore a ST yo
ez 4> 51 .(Yan, 2001) » .5 1,8 55 adlasis
s S9—g Sl g)_ia.n (:J‘ﬁ o JToml w.sﬁ.s)
s Sl ez e Olyeas Ol of 5l Ll sl
(Yan and Tinker, 2006) 5,5 solaiwl Lacisi

Slasd,le oS o0gy isw gy Jels VS .(2002
0ol ¥ i GL0-G7 slagysls Jols N i
¥ e G4-GLlE slaslS ¥ e GT7-G4 slo
Gll- layyslS O Lisw ¢ G16- G11 slaiyls
1,8 o wx ol o 90 50 alasrs Laigy G10
GGE Bi-plot _Jl> sla S5s 51 (Y JSo) ausls
G o 2ld wir iy slacais &5 cwl Gl
pled jo by isn ple 4 cows YL o Sl gl)lo
b Jls ¥ JSo wlwlp (Yan, 2002) s laxeo
S NAD e 09,5 A 4 lagyslS g 09,5 90 @
@l 5p osls plse 4 F ojled (ols VYA
AY A Glagels YY) g WA Ll o 08
S5 50 9 ool o &ly slopslS zegdle £ 9 VY
oag o Slee gl il S8 Ml S
o o lacaie cnl g L 90 )0 Lawgle
09 ol )3 Bly Slacuisi) 4 ook caled syl
Ll oly ;0 V% 9 V) o)leds slagyalS a5 isu
ol pl g a3, 13 e e clls )3
Lol 51 S5 e 50 03l 50 (nl &5 consl ] Sl
| 09y Lb‘law B Jj..am WS L§L°u9l5
53 Jyame o5 Slaggls sz g atdls 8 lazee 99
(Y S sl oo e 4 Lo L
LS ojlasl 4y wilgs o0 GGE Bi-plot a4 520
Yan, ) oS gl | Lagaspss 5ok 5 osss

5 Lacesgs o, Shae ylojed () sl (2001
ssliiwl (AEC) lawgie lasme wlaises 5l s,lub

9o JS& ol ,o (Yan and Kang, 2003) 5.5
Hee Slaize o ) sl I Gl ls a5 asl

1. Average environment coordinate



ce Sy (55l pBl g b iy slayelS (A g (oS Slhe b3l —obliree 5 ol pu

A4 I

Jleos! csgis 5l alold o yiin s 15 050

GGE «slo;l oyl 5l Jool> gl 4y axg5 b
9099 5yl g g8 B ene 3 Sles plojon
SF o TAV A KAV AT slaelS axiulys
Ol L slanly slo s dS plgie 41,23 4
cmizad il GGl YU is,s bl ond o Slas
3= oedlao S 9 oS Olas shlo b yols -yl
O3S 5 ez odgi (gl YAV ALY (el o
L3l 00,5 # s g ol Bpas gl YAV AD
%

SIS ool

-4..¥fY O)Lo._..f: 0)9)_: )‘ C)M aJles U"‘
Jles 4 9 2ol Slidmns dusger Yoo Yoo Y-e A

Db oo 5 g

Ols=e a9l Jlol sy Suo3 caigis S S
s (Yan, 2002) sgis o ol gogllas cuigis
S 8bee (5Sle j9oe (59, SzeS opl S F S
3loolewl gl 0)ls 0425 o yelS yig 8 b ous
o sloonls ¢ byl 3550 Slie ar Jlossl i3
Aols (S35 e jshaie o Ssl 5o 55550
sloml Jloanl gy L oad aslllas sloolS (o
B oymls 350 0 aS JelS (T JS8) sl ous
A sl 5 YL 3 Slae (Sila L glS 5
obis Jlosal ceieis b laylS anlie oonl plo .ol
G935 4 09SSPV e)leds (pslS aS ol
Ohsrd BB oad o Sloe (it o5 il Jlony|
9o S5 30 i, S B ede ag g arib )
09— 3= Sl (i s Laoe (Sl
Jlosl sy am s A 5 ¥ ojlad 518 50 .o
Colle slacaiss plois 4wl oo g 09 Su3
A AF OF ojlacs clonsls Llie ,o g bl

S oollasl slacaisis (lare 4 V0 9 1) B )



sy 20l 0Bl 5 iouael sl yslS )0 bl 0550 Dlas Guillg a3 -) Jede
Table 1- Analysis of variance of evaluated traits in potato promising clones and control cultivars
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D.F. 092 Tuber weight ~ Tuber number Plant Tuber weight . Dry matter
Total tuber Marketable per plant per plant height average Main stem percent
yield tuber yield number
Year Jw 1 180.93 130.89 1186186.96" 8.76 187.67" 176.81 7317.02 20.89
Error [E 517.96 467.58 96072.18 12.82 56.71 0.71 2116.53™ 0.43
Clone oS 15 506.30" 465.29" 123168.13" 19.68" 432.89" 3.48" 1473.32" 66.39"
xJbw
Year x Clone 15 272.99" 257.29" 54935.75" 8.79" 162.75 1.17 623.07 53.76
O
Error ks 90 63.56 58.95 32245.35 3.09 40.06 412.0 0.75 0.39
C.V. (%) () Sl o 15.96 16.76 20.43 17.82 8.96 19.92 22.15 3.82

o3 ) 90 Jleisl mhaws 4o lo e i ey KT, F

* and ** significant at 5 and 1% probability levels, respectively.
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Table 2- Mean of evaluated quantitative traits in potato promising clones and control cultivars
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Nno Clone 'I_'otal tUbt_?f Marketable tuber Plant height "1'0 Tuber weight per Tuber number Tuber weight
' yield (tha™) _ 0 (cm) Main stem plant (g) per plant Dry matter average (g)
yield (tha™) number percentage

1 397082-11 42.29 cde 47.68 def 82.89 a 5.41 a 890.43 abc 11.00 abc 23.95 b 80.16 cde
2 396151-7 53.05 abc 55.95 ab 63.97 ef 3.81 ef 940.43 abc 10.06 bed 21.58 ef 94.51 bed
3 397008-5 52.52 abc 56.30 abc 53.88 g 4.23 g 1022.5 ab 10.36 bed 19.12 h 102.1 abc
4 397015-8 54.36 ab 57.51 ab 7411 bcde 3.38  bed 893.32 abc 7.820 ef 24.12 b 123.9 a
5 396140-4 43.10 cde 47.26 def 65.84 ef 4.96 ef 809.77 c 9.400 cde 21.77 ef 86.09 bcde
6 397044-4 44.01 cde 47.99 cdef 65.29 ef 4.09 ef 775.20 c 8.670 def 20.51 g 93.29 bcde
7 397008-2 59.15 a 64.28 a 7395  bcd 411  bcd 1096.1 a 11.83 ab 22.20 e 94.15 bed
8 994001-4 49.68 bcd 56.15 abc 69.12 cdef 520 bcde 956.25 abc 10.83 abc 18.81 i 88.66 bcde
9 91Dakhli 40.67 de 45.87 ef 75.94 bc 4.79 bc 806.25 c 11.60 ab 23.86 bc 70.03 e
10 397031-1 50.06 bcd 51.99 bcd 78.54 ab 4.23 ab 944.34 abc 9.000 cdef 20.73 g 107.8 ab
11 396128-12 42.08 de 46.55 def 68.83  cdef 4.64  cdef 856.05 c 10.05 bed 28.17 a 83.16 cde
12 396140-6 48.07 bed 54.20 bcde 7399  bcd 460 bed 929.10 abc 12.59 a 23.30 cd 73.86 de
13 397067-2 46.80 bed 51.56 bcde 79.30 ab 3.48 ab 947.07 abc 10.84 abc 24.40 b 89.07 bcde
14 Agria (check) 36.88 e 39.31 def 61.96 f 4.13 f 786.13 c 7.860 ef 21.49 f 102.7 abc
15 Marfona (check) 42.49 de 46.14 def 71.01 cde 5.27 cd 867.58 bc 9.080 cde 18.18 i 97.41 bed
16 Lady Rosetta (check) 27.61 f 30.58 g 68.54 def 3.37  def 544.92 d 7.060 f 23.21 d 79.57 cde

wilse ao,0 0 Jlisl o 45 Sl fyge3] ulal s o sire BB Sl (5w jo 50 Siglite By,

Different letters in each column indicate significant differences using Duncans test at the 5% probability level.
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Table 3- Mean of evaluated qualitative traits in potato promising clones and control cultivars

oo s o, e P g wegsis, Bt TR s, g
o =) Vs celw YFP &y E
No Clone Maturit Eye sas '_I'uber. . i Skin colour Flesh tuber
' y depth Tuber |\ oow uniformity Discolored of ~ Baking Colour Shape
inner raw tuber flesh  type
. heart
ring after 24 hr

1 397082-11 moderately late  shallow no no uniform low D* Yellow Dark yellow  oval round
2 396151-7 moderately late middle no no non-uniform low D Light yellow  Dark yellow oval round
3 397008-5 moderately late middle no no uniform low B Light yellow  White oval round
4 397015-8 moderately late  shallow no no uniform low D Light yellow  Dark yellow oval
5 396140-4 moderately late  shallow no no uniform low D Light yellow  Dark yellow oval round
6 397044-4 moderately late middle no no non-uniform high B Light yellow  Dark yellow oval round
7 397008-2 moderately late  shallow no no uniform low D Light yellow  White oval
8 994001-4 moderately late middle no no non-uniform low A Light yellow  Dark yellow  round
9 91Dakhli moderately late  shallow no no uniform high D Red Yellow long

round
10  397031-1 moderately late middle no no non-uniform low B Yellow Yellow oval round
11 396128-12 moderately late  shallow no no middle-uniform low D Yellow Yellow long

round
12 396140-6 moderately late middle no no uniform low D Yellow Dark yellow  oval round
13 397067-2 moderately late  shallow no no non-uniform low D Yellow Yellow oval round
14 Agria (check) moderately late  shallow no no non-uniform low D Yellow Yellow oval round
15  Marfona (check) moderately early  shallow no no uniform low C Yellow Yellow oval round
16  Lady Rosetta (check) moderately late  shallow no no uniform high D Red Dark yellow  oval round

D: Very floury C: Floury B: Fairly firm *A: Firm



- ey 5 pB)l g b iy laalS iS5 (oS Slio b)) skl e 5 ol pu

—
o
.
 —

100 [Slablu Genuly pu] Ga Stable Genot_vpe]
Low Vielding 3070 15.8 |Hizh Yielding
80 - G2
39E5151-T
50
- 40
&= G6
] 1970444 cs
B8 20 — 9940071 4
- LE13
[ G2 JE06S - 39?0308—5 ’ G7_.,
& 91Uakhh J9/£00U-2
o I |Tr
G14 [
Agna G112
-20 ai AAR140 &
G116 aa70ar-11 G5
-40 Ludy Ruscla B 35?33? 1
G15
-60 | (Unstable Genotype o111 Martona Lnstahle (zonotypo
Low Yicklding 12 a Iligh Yielding
T T T T ¥ T T
25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60 65

Tuber Yicld Moean (lon ha 1)

AMMI (s, 4 00é 0, Skoe Bl 51 661 5 lalS (gay 09,8 = ) JSb

Figure 1 - Grouping clones and cultivars in terms of tuber yield by AMMI method
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Figure 2 - Polygon diagram GGE Bi-plot for determining the better clones and cultivars in studied years
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Figure 3 — Bi-plot of average environment coordinate for simultaneously selection of marketable tuber

yield and stable clones and cultivars
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Abstract

To evaluate quantitative and qualitative characteristics and stability of marketable tuber
yield of 13 promising potato clones, along with three commercial cultivars (Agria, Marfona
and Lady Rosetta) as checks, an experiment was based on a randomized complete block
design with four replications was carried out at the Agricultural and Natural Resources
Research Station of Ardabil during 2011 and 2012. During the growing period and after
harvest, attributes like number of main stem per plant, plant height, tuber number and weight
per plant, total and marketable tuber yield, dry matter percentage, baking type, hollow heart,
tuber inner ring and discoloration of raw tuber flesh after 24 hours were measured. Combined
ANONA for quantitative traits showed that there were significant differences among
promising clones as to total and marketable tuber yield, tuber number and weight per plant,
plant height, mean tuber weight, number of main stem per plant and dry matter percentage
and their interactions with year in total and marketable tuber yield and tuber number and
weight per plant. The clones 396151-7, 397008-5, 397015-8, 397008-2 and 994001-4 were
found to have higher total and marketable tuber yield, tuber number and weight per plant and
mean tuber weight. These clones produced high and mid-uniform tuber, yellow skin color,
yellow and white flesh color, oval round and round tuber shape, mid and shallow eyes, with
no hollow heart, tuber inner crack and tuber inner ring, mid-late maturity and mid and high
dry matter percentage as compared with control and other clones. In this experiment, GGE Bi-
plot and AMMI models were found to be proper methods for selection of 397008-2, 397008-5
and 994001-4 as being high marketable and stable yielding clones.

Key words: GGE Bi-plot and AMMI method, Solanum tuberosum, Yield stability.
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