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Eberhart and ) Jl, g &, | 3 (Wilkinson, 1963
be x iy bl 3105l sl | dauoms (nSilis
Sl asllas 4o slabs, sl s S slpriy
Ullas Jolie ol sl g aslidl Lol SIS Jae Jols
g cgy el @l 3l Jae 9 (Zobel et al., 1988)
by @l (Yan, 2001) Lo xe o gy Jolie
ol 00l olpainn @l glala e o lacuies
SIS o Lawgs oolaiul 0,90 sla b, 5l plas
6‘)_' M1w5wd1oﬁ5upjw.bm
Do d P9y w=z L 99 S 5l S ke (Ll
Blanche and Linscombe, ) 55 oolaiwl ;jlojen
(2009
39 el oa ()38 LS aegh 5l golass lawgs
Honarnejad et al., ) ;| Lo g ol5 i a5 glaslas
Loz ey slul 5 o5k (o pskaie 4 (1996
Eberhart and ) J—ul, ¢ &,la ol golga—in Sbs,
a3l as oo ,S 5,155 wisls plxl (Rassell, 1966
= =y b glasdllas o (Samonte er al., 2005)
b @ obsSL e 08, b Laome x gy Jlie
hoslawl L dSG ol jo wl3S5 adlaie o 50 Jlo aw
2 6ol g 6 Sl i snue L8l s
S99 95 3, 9 dog Sgldie alides lala o
L o3, ool 9 el 5ke Olsie 40 1, (Cocodrie)
5,8 B yme S 3 3 AA 3 ,Shos

ails o Shee (s )lul s Holate 4 4S5 (o p 5o
@ oEn gl Y cle S s oS olis
ashic 4w ;o walls leie 4 Cwasd g 35 B ol e
Jods @ VP75 VEF Glacass) b Il (S
olly 5 e Sk cupo g uilyly il
ol g 55 b oy 39 Lo eSS 0990
5 05 Ogew Sy bl Sl ub)ly Gz ee g S
ol aslils Sl slcwis) olae 4 Gl goe 8
s e84l (Rahim Soroush er al, 2005)

doddo

VIO ool sldé g 4 (Oryza sativa L.) &,
Kanbar et al., ) oosn oz croz 3l 05 5,0

Pt Oy o8l Lol L5 51 g aials jo 9 (2011
ciS gy a0 ¥ U Jlad a0 YO olél e
0SS i amd Loz 51 (Grist, 1986) 05—
ol ane )0 w2z g JB slocd i wp Slides
slooslys g mlie Cu e )5 (5 50 42 Gli-8l o)
PRI N B YOO U [ ERSCAIN VS NP NI o
3y Slhae il 8l oa e LV 5l apor slac sy
Sosb 4o vl 0ogy 3l slodns o ol )5 OV game
5 Jsame g5 g Gl jo eelae (Joou arulys oS
Mahboub, ) o—sb ails l;,9lis aal,o ioly3l
CheS 5SS L m pLB)) (pme ke 2005
Suaglio 5 (ALY (o395 Sl Ty sl a5 slhas
5 099 g ol Blacal 5l asil g lew § BT 4
Dowling, 1998; Khush, ) cul olgl,8 coonl 5>
2000

5 (B) bse (G) gy 5l (oml o8, oo Shee
e 51 el (GED Lo x dgsy Jolie ,51
G=b 5l Slls (BasS ol Lawss laowe x (adgd)
adlie Wz o Jlo vz (b @bt glacaisis b))
e g plol Sl — oy Dl poss fyols las gl
cgdlae o, Sloe b Jlowyl ey5 08, S Dbl ol b
alysy el Coddge anmo Ll pd (28,5 L )8 e
s oo Ysans bme x sy Hlise 51 s 0
oaad (Lt b g adlllas 890 slacadsy 6,85
Sl Gialajl 0 09290 daore oyl Ol sy aials
.(Blanche and Linscombe, 2009)

Jolite ST edod g 3o 6l (il sl o,
Wescott, 1986; Lin ) coul ouls &l laseo x uigs)
(and Binns, 1990; Kang, 2002; Gauch, 2006
P9y J=e solanly Jbos g e S sla s
o¥lgsST ¢ (Shoukla, 1972) s (5 ,lasls b )lg
=S S0 do |y Joline 51 (Wricke, 1962) S,
OSlas Gt (Sl (orlie Jlere (Jg i oo Lt
Yates ) (1,555 5 (i wBliond isiy o 0 Shos
Finlay and ) ,5..5L 5 4 Lod «(and Cochran, 1938
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slaJlw (b (Bl (b et @lg 51 Gl e st
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dw b boaiel) opl aiius [oiS iy dowe slaosgs
Er e loosgs oLl g bl GileT LIB o Lo
g 5 SO 51 il gi YWY s 5 5t
aloals QBGl j5aS Hdy g Jld antd 9 el Dl
Y o,leds slocuieis (Abedi and Ramazani, 2006)
A aS s el i dowe slrosg 5l 550
Slooie anlio jiolo;l o ,SUl 598 Cuigil A ol o
Ramazani, ) asleads Ol Cuigy V8 o 5l 0, Sles
(2008

95 Jeosin ASEB L (Sahens 5l m pB)l slayds
e sl e XY XY sl ay ola o jo Sl 50
J_a.....a kSl_‘" u.».b) AAOLA kj.')‘ = LQL.Mﬁ 6),.544‘19
(ol SB0gS B ran oy dngd Slles adS aiol
s Locs,larm s ST Ly o)L 5,0 lacale boj)le
CSHESs Hob 4 5 93 y2 50 dilaie Bpe Gk sl
elas )l casls o Slae ol dnlllas 050 Slas .0l plxl
slass sl 5 y5g cddig> Jobo ¢jg,l doey olowy iy
S ey U ccilS 5l e 59, olass g ades o asls
o lesl oy ;o ape e oo 5 (Sojgle
A duwloe do 0 VF Cugls, b g cdle o alils i
0295 4t Sakeol Jladio LB CihS (s j5lite &
A b gy Ol > ax e (Juliano, 1971) gllg>
Cagampang et al., ) ;) Lo § LB g, 4
A g pSoslal oliulesl 4o (1973

4 ;o (Allahgholipour er al., 2006) . \San
@r el YA gl g )5l e jshae
d b b g g, i) (gadlaie 4w o 1) oY
9 AT Asual (aY 9o g ol 13 Dbl o9 Jlu
30 S Glleg YU o,Slee uils Jdo 4 1) AT
09° Slaaye 5:Slee 9 Ol s o po (il sl Jlo
Ay ey Job in S Rl SSeS S
Sz Bl (s a4y ecesdly (g)lons 4 Zuaglie g olisS
aisls slgien (LS lwl sl &y

Joliie 51 (s sl 4 a5 (6,500 gl o
Slocisl o, Ses (gyl0ly et 5 Jasme x i)
Sl Olse 4 ATV g AT slo Yl 2l i
A Cwglie g ails Hhae e SbjHl ol B ee Y
g s L8| 5l Lacpy plas ol las cedl 5l
2l (8,5 S5 50 b )3 g wog Cudly 4 pglie
dnaz plB)l (lge an il CudS g (ol Sloogas
.(Rahim Soroush and Rabiei, 2008) wois slgios
b, L (Mohadesi et al., 2012) | Sen 5 Saxe
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Table 1. Characteristics of studied genotypes

- 5 oS g Lo (19 55, oyg5 g el Al )‘;‘j O35 abe> Jsb als oye ails Jsb
(o L) (3] (e (gls) (o sheo) (o sheo)
Genotype Gene bank Origin Growth Plant 1000 grain Panicle Grain I(e} rrlagltlfl
code period (day)  height (cm)  weight (gr) length (cm)  width (mm) (mm)
1 Local” Isfahan 142 125 24 20 2.60 8.65
2 03-1677" Lorestan 145 125 21 22 245 8.34
3 03-1679" Lorestan 143 135 20 24 2.44 8.54
4 03-1764" Isfahan 148 120 21 25 3.11 8.56
5 Local” Isfahan 140 131 21 24 2.49 8.35
6 03-1780" Isfahan 150 130 20 23 2.46 8.23
7 03-1806™ Isfahan 144 125 21 26 2.36 8.31
8 03-1849™ Fars 153 140 20 24 2.68 8.66
9 03-1944™  Chaharmahal 148 110 22 23 2.37 8.29
10 03-2017" Zanjan 149 125 19 23 2.56 8.27
11 03-2023" Zanjan 146 120 22 25 2.57 8.82
12 Sazandegi Isfahan 150 130 21 22 2.46 8.78
(Control)

*: Selected from landraces of Isfahan.

*#*: Received from gene bank.

ialoj] Slala il (231505 @ azgi b cnlply
oo 2oLl (22 Lo Ses gl osls oS e
2k el olal 2 g Bl g oyl (092 <ol g Lo Lo
olly 4 mlis . Cé i ©)9e Sl e (S0l
»Lacss) (oelyy Slivo jl (o5 g 0, Slas S s
alio 9 ¥V Jgoz jo o Lo slaJlw 5 sble
sl 0ol a1 F Jgaz jo o)) Slas slo Sk
oo o, Slas (gl ools (S o a4y 520 51 Jol> il
Soge do e SO il mhaw (o cuigiy ool il ks
5Slae 53 Sty BES sy il 3bn ol 1
b ;o Jlw ool ol orul cabises slacasgdy
50 Dglay 0gzg ,Slis a5 al o Sre do 0 Ol
Az oo Jlo 4 Jlo jllacassis o, Sles (5:K0ls
Al cme 00,0 O Jleis] w0 50 0 ool
slaglse ;o L3l 1Sl aas oo (LaS 5050 (2]
aile delge aS 5,5 a4y el 0ogs glae aliss
s eel o g S sland 5 (So5d plss
Sloads oy
2 3k (sl Jlo x coisis adl 5o Hlize
pB ol las as 0y o gme wo 0 S Jleis] mlans
Sgite sl el oSe Ss Jlo o Lo ) il
Fle 31 g K6 x Jlo ail> g0 blate 31 .assls olis

ol 5 e slaosgs 5l oads el ;-
o5 Sl 5l s

ideld by il LBl (6ol s jolate @
oYlss sT«(Shukla, 1972) M55 & s lasl iyl
(CV) Lo Ol s <o o (Wricke, 1962) 5,
O3Sy 5 (b Gy T (RO a5 i
J—l, 3 &,la 5l g (Finlay and Wilkinson, 1963)
&l % eoli! (Eberhart, and Russell, 1966)
Sl et 5l o e ol SESs L)l
Ay Py 2 0 laadsl wilie sla by, 4 bcadss)
SzsS gl niylanly 4o a8 55k 4 wiad su
595 0 Sl e 9 S8L platSl sue (5
G 2l sl Olsie 4 g annlone R) a3, (s
oS plocss; bl (ol 2 sl jshaie 5 p ol
95 iyl Olsie 4 wsg (eSile  yeS (sll
oy 5 osliil Uy g lol llne ios sloliss o
SAS )SAS ver 9.1 4SPSS ver 16 sl=o,l3l
LSD g, 4o Lo nSle auslis  (Institute, 2002
28,5 ploxl

03231 etalojl Slalendl (Gl (o) pslaie &

BB 3925 poe 2 (o yho (2,8 9 0D plwl 2L
>, aslflas LgL(bL}iL)"Lo)'] 3o lallas b ylg o Sl sine
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Table 2. Combined analysis of variance for genotypes grain vield and some agronomic trials in different environments

Ve /|a9.w c)Lo..i'a /fjo JL..; [oMe &

VAD

Ls P ads alaas Jim . alas lalo ads sloas s a5q ghis | e
&2 SOV .Lu ol .vx.n XD iy o BT [ e -
Sl e sl 0 (2 5)adls (e ) ahg>0 Sy a0 Ay (e b S
: Number of ; : Number of :
@n %@&.Emmb grain Hooo.mwwa Panicle unfiled grain .Zcﬁ_umn o.m Plant height Days .8
(Kg'ha) ferpanidle weight length{cm) pés nanicle tiller per hill (cm) maturity
2 ns ns ns ns 2 ns 2 ns 2 ms
s Toeation 1 8.32° 742518 8.97 7.13 10951 728.5 4592 30 12192
ns FE e 7 ns o ns *
Jbss year 1 6.45° 1716.02 8335 10651 26367 124033 34938 68629
Sl o Location * year i 11.93** 8190.19 10.78= 713z 115 620 31 69 183151 57063
oKe g Jlo a0 55 Rep (Location year) 12 0.81 143424 7.72 6.23 63.09 65.83 250.49 4451
ns i = ns ns ns iad
it genotype 12 157 532.04 3538 8.53 881 3492 3388 22300
A ¥ i Genotypex Location 12 0325 380.84== 14588 059z 1371 30.30= 51.06% 41.10=:
* o ek o ns v e 21 27ms Jus 2 =
i % iyt Genotype x year 12 055 534.15 232 183 23.72 2122 1332 2834
DTN FETERIY s e 12 0.34° 41934° 1.35m 0.59= 14.51° 11.34m 35.31m 68.08°°
Location
b ol BHGE 144 017 23941 1.18 128 8.62 15.75 27.41 14.60
CV% 5.01 13 88 519 5.01 36.44 16.33 423 252

ns, * and **: Not significant and significant at 5% and 1% probability levels respectively.
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Table 3. Stability analysis of genotypes for grain yield in different methods
o oL ol ls EENITY Lz 5l 8l ol L s oyl oy eSS Sile 5 Skee
SP) 0 . _ _ " L .
AP ) O S ) O yS ) Ol prss RS (S 5o )
Genotype 2 _ 25 _ 2 * Mean
No. i W, SZ4di b cv R (Ke/ha) R
1 “0.28 0.7519 0.2990 ™ 4D 0.5716 = © 9.9 3071 7983a% 7.96
2 0.03@ 0.11?® 0.0018 =M 1.3648® 103 99 8V 8061a' 2.96
3 0.127 0.32® 0.04351@ 1.5366™ 12 134© 95.79W 742221 8.61
4 0.08® 0.23©® 0.0170™® 1.4885 ™ (D 8.5 98.1% 79552 4.60
5 0.3419 0.891D 0.4223 ™12 0.7590 ™ © 13® 35.610 7499ab® 10.03
6 0.16® 0.43® 0.1331 10 0.5459 ™ (10 9.4 47,619 7705ab" 7.95
7 0.07% 0.199 0.0785® 1.2142 9.5® 88.5% 7493ab"® 4.83
8 0.08® 0.23©® 0.1137® 1.0089 M 14,300 81.17 7075b12 6.91
9 0.04® 0.14® 0.0566 = © 092283 148U 83.9© 7948ab™ 5.08
10 0.09© 0.257 0.1220 @ 0.8980 ™ @ 9.5® 72.99 7610ab® 6.05
11 0.02V 0.02M 0.0082 ™ @ 1.0566 ™ @ 11.87 98.2? 7257ab!V 3.75
Sazandegi 0.07% 0.21® 0.0589 = ©® 0.6699™ ™ 11.0© 75.6® 7525ab" 5.62

" Values into parenthesis represents the ranking of each genotype.

Sl el o A, Sl il SIS slasl i+

WOl (o0 o0 0 Jlaizl v jo s pxe GBS 542 pae [ Kily alise Bg > 144+
" : Similar letters) indicate no significant difference at 5% probability level.

ns: Non-significant.

5 ¥ ¥ lacas gl o,Slae (235 )l 0 L 5 wisg,
ol Gluwlid ogdle 5 Il lacess) olye 49
Rahim Soroush and Eshraghi, ) I, il s o9,
P sl o Sles gl o) 2 L (2006
Slaaly s, sl eslaiwl L glhaisle 5 (LS (slagbo]
Voojled Y oSy e YlgeSTy 9 Mot il g
Y ol lese 4 |, IR67012-168-2-1)
S ySdhoe (52Silae (g S5 428 @l WSS (B
)9 Slacsi) (oled (G )55 cups a5 ol ol
PRI WAV I AR ISR TORE N EELIRC E I
bl Gl g bawgle (sogee 55lnk slls £
Ot = b Les g ¥ oV O lacass)
Ols=e an pL8)1 S eSileo 5l i 0 Slos g 0 Slas
lasllas o wos (BB Ik 5 Jgamen slacess
b,y sl o Sha 5l (ass j5kie o oS

Y g gy o) (85 S50 IS Gl 50 S
O3S ) e g 2sdhae oy Shee (39 b L T A
Wb (e ol a3l ly—e 4 S Jobse
.(Abdollahi Mobarhan, 1996)

Is . .ns
.)QJM).:.C.

gl 30 i 4 Jlo x Gl x Gl adlz 4w
Pl ool gabg90 (pl A0l o gme b g SO Jleis!
g oy ofdee ) Ol x Jlo aslegs bl
by adlr aw Blite I pad o gae p eiores
il aw Jlase Sl jas o sme ool 0 ogdle o5l o
Sype sl 5 lacaish m SIS 092y 5l (S
STy 5o laassiy o Sles o0 &l 4 0g iules]
2 9 o el ooy leg ghls el 4
5,984 5 (Rahim Soroush and Rabiei, 2008)
ol 5o (Allahgholipour er al., 2006) . San
Sl oy 50l cme iy a5 adl> 9o blate
L OGS bl o mip piouasl slacn¥ als o Sles
53,5 95
M LS x i adilr 9o Jlite Sl az S
e it DSl ot o e 4 az g5 b (Jg 09
S ySdes golanly i (Jlw x OLSe x oS asl>
AT Jgaz) 0l plonl il sla by, 4 lacas s
(Shukla, 1972) M55 il g 6,k slolao Lol
YA slacwsssy «(Wricke, 1962) G, wi¥lgeST o
0 slogassis «s Il i bl ey 4 ¥ v A
bwgle gl s pB)l ple g o5 5lml shls Y s
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Table 4. Mean comparisons of agronomic traits of genotypes in different environments based on LSD test

Sl wig gl (Saww)l 5, 0 dmy slaws ails Slie 5 g Job Sgr ails slass
G935 0 lou ’ _ algs ,0 als slaay )
(2 s s ) S
Genotype  Plant height Days to Number of 1000 grain Number of grain  Panicle = Number of unfilled
No. (cm) maturity  tiller per hill ~ weight per panicle  Length (cm) grain per panicle
1 124 140 23.0 2238 127.6 232 20
2 124.8 153 229 234 122.7 22.8 16
3 122.5 154 27.2 19.2 119.0 223 24
4 121.1 152 236 19.9 116.8 227 14
5 125.6 153 24.1 218 110.9 213 32
6 122.8 152 25.1 19.9 118.1 226 21
7 122.1 153 235 19.7 124.8 232 28
8 123.8 152 228 206 107.2 226 35
9 1227 150 243 23.1 114.3 21.6 19
10 125.2 151 24.1 203 116.4 233 17
11 123.4 150 239 19.6 118.4ab 224 34
Sazandegi  125.6 152 27.1 205 1223 23.8 18
LSDs, 2.84 4.14 3.58 1.19 17.99 1.05 3.79

ot gy 4 asllhae 3550 0Bl (65l (o) 0
Jolas OV L s ¥ 57 F o)l caishy Sl
o=l yo a0g gyl o ian o /0 5 AT CA/D
Jbw 5 gblis ;0 Byl 3 Slose 2 Silo 4 4295 b o
Sl g Joazen o3 Olye 4 F cuig Gl lo
&l 2 oy i 5)lanl oy p o h (B
OPsy 5 eoliiul b 1S 5el sUlgl jo i slo s
L 5 au Cl161 5 Cypress o8] col s aials
o Olt o pd (eS g 0 Shee (ntien o )
Blanche ) wos oLl Csllas (g kb b a8 )| lgie
o2 59y ol , (and Linscombe, 2009
Ot o p 4 B o 1) T slacss pasis
9 ,=bl O 5) (slacassi; wisle las 355 51 s lby
95 gy 933g 19,55 p bawgie 5l 5l pB)) ple
L (Rahim Soroush and Eshraghi, 2006) _3l, !
9 0lly e ol S eB Ly Sl eslil
M=l olete 0 LT Y g ) b 5l Bl ol
53,8 (B hhsle 5 (S )3 )

N Some Sl aazg b ol g oo gl (g, 50
D g g5 a3 1 Sl Gl ly sl s
WWdgud 2oy O Jloiol oy jo )l Jxe guw Sy >
oSiles il 45 5 8 F Y ) (g iy e |
X ojlass clocassis aisg JS alio 51 5VL o Sha
Sl g S Seop G S, b et LA Y
Sl g Jsmazen o8] plsse 4 (il ge S, >
1o Lacassss 5| Sogen gl ol o wind ol
Tl 5o o= (g )S ) b 5l Sl sl
Ol oo LS gadge ] aings wo )0 O Jleis !
Slybl o Lo o pld | o, Slas 4y bgy o bl a5 ol
b 5 08y Sy STy 5 4l 13 (g 5, s
et sy 5 Sl L a5 Sl
Ol Sen g oliSpm alal) (o 0 Cwlodg
ohg,y sl eslawl b 35 (Honarnejad et al., 1996)
sL3,| (Eberhart and Rassell, 1966) L., 3 &,
2okl el lsie 4 )V S g 5l ¥ Jol gy
53,5 (Byme OIS
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G955 o Wog (SWile 03, b lsgiae gl sl
Vg g anS 5o amy sl g s e (59 5k 51 Y
L Jlosine Sslis s ass Jobo 5 i £lis| k5
5 (o gl YYV/Y) Wiy gl JBlas aingy bl o3,
30 Sen aild VF) abgz 10 Say aiils slaws 1y y5eS
als e (39 i 9 F 9 4 bgye (495
degore dy dxgi b cnlpli 090 ¥ cig 4 gl
Soeiss olse 4 ¥ oV slacuiss o)) Sleosas
W e wylhe sl Slas s

0 Jloil mhs o Laceish oS Slio anylie
A3l 5l Lacdssy soled aS (B Jgaz) ol ylis aus o
CinS LU 5 45 ()5l 4 i o o i
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Table 5. Mean comparisons of some characteristics of grain quality of studied genotypes based

on LSD test
G595 0sled Y5 sles G J3pls8 00,5 w00 oo @ 2e s wls Jseo
O &)
Genotype  Gelatinization  Gel consistency Broken rice Head rice Grain
No. temperature (mm) (percent) recovery shape
(percent)
1 5.1 52 13.86 57.74 33
2 53 46 11.36 61.38 32
3 4.2 58 26.81 45.38 3.5
4 52 51 17.17 56.20 3.7
5 6.6 47 13.02 59.49 32
6 4.5 62 19.85 50.29 34
7 4.9 62 18.14 55.60 3.7
8 6.6 59 20.63 52.80 3.7
9 3.7 61 11.89 61.30 3.1
10 6.7 63 13.50 59.29 3.6
11 5.0 58 19.08 53.05 3.7
Sazandegi 54 50 18.50 53.62 3.7
LSDsq 1.8 6.6 4.3 6.5 0.3
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Abstract

Introducing of new genotypes and cultivars is one of the main reasons for increasing grain yield of
crop plants in recent years. This research was carried out to evaluate the yield stability of rice
genotypes in Isfahan province. In current study, eleven promising rice genotypes together with
Sazandegi as control cultivar were evaluated using randomized complete block design with four
replications in two locations of Isfahan province (Fozveh Research Station and Shorefirozan region)
during 2008 and 2009. Results of combined analysis of variance for grain yield showed that the
simple effects of year and location at 5% and genotype at 1% probability levels were significant.
Also, interaction effects of yearxlocation and yearxgenotype were significant at 5% and
yearxlocationxgenotype at 1% probability levels. Results of stability analysis of genotypes by
different methods showed that the genotypes 11, 2 and 4 were stable and had better responses to
experimented environmental conditions than other genotypes. The grain yield of genotypes 2 and 4
was 8061 and 7955 kg.ha™, respectively, which was 7.1% and 5.7 % higher than the control variety,
Sazandegi. Results from current research showed that the genotypes 2 and 4 with desirable stable,
high grain yield and suitable grain quality and agronomic characteristics were superior genotypes
under Isfahan climate conditions.
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