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Water Deficit

¥ sl oy 5 0L pee (6 )laf L yoomo o o> 55 y93 (owge dos ] Fgourmw wls (Ol Sl 0 yp)

NS>

. A4

sy Jgad b 5o i S5 P Sl i el S50l 5 (GEI) agma 5 (lS8l55 GiSam s (3l sl
DML GGE (sla Jow «of 890 a5 rwly ;0 comjnmm i p o Boly oluliss jslaieas .0y ,S colatwl YWAA-IYAQ
i 5o Gialeyl ol o plol asle 9 U,ST 6,55 08, 90 b ol pad (S (5,loT 5 (6 )loTeS (35) jles 90 s AMMI 4
GGE 3 AMMI (54l5Ty .o plosil )1,S5 aw b Bolas JolS Soly 7 )b loslaul L (JLo ¥ 5 56 ¥ o jles V) s
oué 0,8bes o1y (g min pled Jp Bl Gl gl Ko o Bols 4 cans G21 Bl as oy lad @b b
SYL lalae 4o 40 G18 (90127) 4 G28 (8707/861) G44 (KSG95) .G31 (8708.177) « G21 (90227) sla— B sl3s
2 el ilye slolana b Ban Lo sl il iy sl bl dpne sl 5ol sloglBsly it o3
Sk ol g ol 5 sleyBals (M gL GGE s AMMI (gol5Tg 51 oolizwl b caxllas ]
b3l 3,50 apzme 5 (SN (iiSem 00 hes (il ¢ 63kl (i s 1golS Lo lg

40di0

2SNl G 50 &5 Sl (S gaze (0 565908 5l (So g 009 Dlysemg STl (f (lond Jpame S (e
YO 51 S5 olsie a0 andin O 5l oo adei b LS VP e e sgas aVll ST L Gl (V) 0sd e S e
SRS (o ;0 355 (S 45,2 Job )0 umjoam 9980 Dpmite Gl )3 (Fuejo 00LS SdgE S HelS
255 o0 )l B (Sbd akle (s pef Sla i Elgl (o rme )0 Ay ) BoeS e S 4 g Cel (S g (s d
e aile (geionm 03, .07) Wl i)l delse 5l (i 3Skes 205 ol lele (o9 (Sas
OBl (iiSen 0o (K baseo g 5015 (1iSen 5 9 (E) Lawmeo ((G) B0l alex 51 605 slo 5551 4y oY gazns
5 OBl yiiSen g B0l5 slaesls 51 oS 5 adlas (opl plo ((V0) cwl o, Slos wiils (oS Slao 43 by o oo 4
adlas gl bl laJas 51 (B0 ((VF) sl 009y ol F0l5a o> sleadde 51 5y slaBols bl gl Lo
OF OF) canloas solitwl Hlals o, oty o bl o (iiSed g GBS gl dase,s (Bols iSen,
oo diz sloby) Gl 5o (V) ol 13 e Wiz g o piie S (g lly oylel 09,8 90 50 Bli e |y (sl el

VE VNG iy ) Ve PEIVY szl o ) o)
Sleils o slige dped oliils o San ) (5,5L8 g pole 0aSiils (659U sm g (BLS (5,5l Ceny 09,8 Sliwl 5 (5 a50 @i gal oy o gy =Y
oty drppumens (cualidions 5 09,8 JLotils 5 Jbobinl (s5,9liS g5 9 Ubeel clinios lojlo )3 5 s 4t 9 50l Sliios dngo

.@bbas.saidi@gmail.com) :Lsg xS oy ¢ Jgimme odinmgh


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.16807154.1402.24.1.7.2
http://journal-irshs.ir/article-1-563-en.html

[ Downloaded from journal-irshs.ir on 2026-01-30 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.16807154.1402.24.1.7.2 ]

ohlKen g Oy >

Sl it Sl eb oe odlitul buze 5 (OI5 iSen Sl slod S 5k 4 (AMMI) o psite i (55T
iz lakaze ;o () 08es (o) 2 sl QlBa Shgy SoCaload sty bl 5 Lap 8315 5 lnly s
Sy SagSl 5ol 5 Larzme 5 (BSI5 iSen  cdaze (HESIE ST (g 2 sl 05 513 oolitul 8590 WS ed
5 By ol gl canl onds slpiin M s GGE g AMMI sla Joe aile 0 psie diz slo o daxe ¢ 5015
() S o oyt Gy | dame 5 0I5 s iiSen g 009 Lol Dl sy sl AMMI oS0l oLl
S50 Glp g Cwl AMMI gol5as ladal,y jo ale iz sbrosls caslin ynds 5 oo (gl wied ;08 (g1l 51 (S
OBl s GeiSen o S 5l AMMI UL (lals ol Solia (VF) cnl aed ) )] jlws Jaze g 8015 iiSen 5
eleaiz 1iSen s I AMMI Jowe () 0isS o eolitul iolosl 0550 slalame 5 o Bolss SIS (65l51y ¢ oo
S8 solitul 0550 ailSe s Slislej] sl Wlgs o 45 0iS oo ooliiwl (PCA) Lol slaadlge solSTy g ANOVA Jolis
N9gai JIPC2 g PCLiH oS 5 Cabi oo b larzma glgil )5 jlasly 5 Vb o Slas oy B0l (gl (e jskain ay (F) 0,5
oyl 53l Bl sleaing 9 ol jo oo g B0l (iiSen (ol b (YY) dged oolatul |, oL SLGGE

oolawl Galizes slalas jo jlal civejouw o Bols bl 6l p ol oo Ok GGE ¢ AMMI g4l5T5 5
sz aotlesl 5 cnb jb 45 Lo 43 B0l (hiSon s L LaplS 0I5 (i Sl 5 Sl s (VA) 303
bl Gl sl 0ol jab 4y WML GGE 5 AMMI Juw 90 (YY) ol sgaome Dabidy g oduzmy ,l0 9429 4l
LANNY ) Canloads oolaswl D)3 5 \Siind ¢ o (sin jompw (92 Jiile lo> ol jo 50 odee SV guaste o, Sles (55l
Gl Dbyl 6l s, ol 5l el ool pldil 55 e jowms looas et adlas o O gL GGE jl oolas!
o Sy s joam (BN £ ggazme ;0 Gols addllas (o 058 oo oolaiul Hlais jae slalaore oLl g o Bols
o Ll 53 (Jlo X 2 5 X 2 e V) bagoms A 45 305l GGE 5 AMMI o 50 L Lol 5ol 5 o Shae
08,5 osliul (5,alpS 25 g

Lvgy 9910
bl 9,90 (BLS Slg0 9

5 oole Lulyd o (il (Sl OA 5 asils 5 L ,ST 08 55 ol imjnms cilidee QSIS #o ¢ (rgly cal 5o
Dliiod duwga 9 Joo )l (b @lie g (65,9La8 Slidios oSl jo (Vo1 5 VVA) Jlo 50 S 4 (5loleS (i
IS S5 0gamme (65kol aslonds 03,51V Jgaz 50 oy Bols candd ol Liolesl olpl e 2,5 500 5 Jls s 9 solia
JW et 5 (ol Do dunnge | (e i Slidod (ASu 5| (e i QBB e cl 255 5 Joo)l )0 o
Siglosl Jomo s Jloel aols ofsie 4y Jloyi 55kl 5 655l S5 o 99 egialol ol a5 S80Sl 8 ey
5y il YO alols 4y glaaiiy baoad S cqa vl 0al 00,5l ¥ Jgaz )0 aslllas oyl (o colainl 8,90 olac) e
£S5k S YO liae 4 gy oL gu, Slalasl el jghateds wul cuiS 0SS 51 (6 e sl Ve alold 4 leous
200,55 S w5 Jole (b pssisel Slid 055 p,55LS 18+ 5 enlty Sl 355 0,55 Y8 5 0,5] 358
ClS By b e O Job 4y o, G ashd G o e 0I5 aes 0 LSS a5l (lul Lo o losls
954 ol Ll loy U lajles plas sty et 5L l,LVF b jie (6l VO sy abold 5 e il YO
il sals sl e lgear |y oy shlol Glime 51 cows baid 25 cov slo les a5 Il 0 (a5, ]
e FO g caSe e A0 e el e Of sgeeS g ole la,les gl oolanwl 050 O lade 58,5
cad e Sely a0 cad ceal jeiiS B ,b jload Jlesl gLl jlade g Loy Due L0gs xS
osls 5Ll 95Ty

8,5 alil AMMISOFT (https://scs.cals.cornell.edu/people/hugh-gauch/) ,158ls 5 5l eolaswl L AMMI (54574

Soslnl b oo jo (B0l iiSen 55T 4 yomie g 00,5 Slulid |y b jo B0ls iiSen, 5 ANOVA

AY


https://scs.cals.cornell.edu/people/hugh-gauch/
https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.16807154.1402.24.1.7.2
http://journal-irshs.ir/article-1-563-en.html

[ Downloaded from journal-irshs.ir on 2026-01-30 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.16807154.1402.24.1.7.2 ]

o ) e 8o ) Il 55675

90 ;0 SiiSed g ol Ol aS @b sb obul g o Slee slaosls 051, sl .0 GGE g AMMI &M sl sl Jow
OY) b plsl GEA-R L1581 0 5 5 solatwl L AMMI (g ,Le] Jow oy s oo olis | Jausme g Bl

Asdlas o oolatwl 090 (cosjmms b Bol5 Cand -V Jgux
Table 1. List of potato genotypes utilized in this study.

OBsl5 pl Sl as 0o Lo e e Lo Lo Lo Lo Lo

Genoty  Genotyp  Origin K9 9o Pywe ool PESH (ol an o

pe name e code El E2 E3 E4 E5 E6 E7 E8

901675 G1 CaesarxLuca 2.50 3.42 1.93 2.65 3.17 3.36 2.92 5.40

902375 G2 LotaxCaesar 3.73  4.92 1.61 1.80 3.43 3.72 2.23 3.51

901375 G3 CaesarxLuca 3.16 4.39 2.21 2.62 3.40 3.69 3.30 5.33

901029 G4 Satinax 3.34 470 0.89 1.08 2.69 2.42 2.12 3.85
Luca

905675 G5 Caesarx 3.38 4.63 2.34 3.87 2.93 3.29 3.80 4.90
Luca

901575 G6 Caesarx 349 486 1.46 2.22 2.92 3.13 3.18 4.21
Luca

901027 G7 Savalan x 3.98 4.83 1.15 1.90 2.55 2.71 2.32 3.89
Luca

90827 G8 Savalan x 4.50 6.31 2.08 2.47 3.12 3.27 1.98 3.96
Luca

90575 G9 Caesarx 431 5.90 1.73 2.61 3.38 4.22 2.52 4.16
Luca

901124 G10 Caesar 225 432 1.93 2.17 3.27 3.98 2.14 3.85
xSavalan

90924 Gl1 Caesar 3.76 5.15 1.40 2.32 3.85 3.97 1.83 3.52
xSavalan

90424 G12 Caesar x 318 3.98 1.05 1.19 2.64 2.82 2.60 3.70
Savalan

90624 G13 Caesar x 185 5.60 1.84 3.14 2.84 2.59 2.53 3.87
Savalan

901627 Gl4 Savalan x 3.13 6.26 1.70 1.88 2.79 2.46 2.90 4,90
Luca

901475 G15 Caesar x 237 6.26 0.92 1.35 2.88 3.38 2.97 3.90
Luca

902127 G16 Savalan x 3.45 4.72 2.37 3.95 2.88 3.00 2.18 3.90
Luca

901327 G17 Savalan x 1.99 3.33 0.57 0.84 2.01 243 2.75 3.89
Luca

90127 G18 Savalan x 3.84 5.26 2.24 3.76 2.96 3.13 2.84 4.12
Luca

90327 G19 Savalan x 1.84 2.86 2.04 2.36 3.30 3.16 2.06 4.24
Luca

90375 G20 Caesar x 258 4.89 1.22 1.54 3.24 3.35 2.70 4.32
Luca

90227 G21 Savalan x 5.79 7.93 2.17 2.72 3.67 3.94 2.71 3.73
Luca

90527 G22 Savalan x 3.02 5.39 2.79 3.93 3.11 3.22 2.60 3.43
Luca
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7009/3 G23 Caesar 3.79 5.99 1.56 2.36 2.82 3.14 2.67 4.06
xAgria

8708/13 G24 Caesar «x 173 248 1.79 2.02 2.40 3.15 2.45 5.04

3 Savalan

8702/7 G25 Caesar x 214 284 1.87 2.99 2.06 3.07 2.30 3.33
Kenebec

8707/29 G26 Caesar 147 3.38 1.48 2.09 2.70 3.07 2.53 3.92
xAgria

8707/55 G27 Caesar 2.66 3.48 1.91 3.30 2.12 2.74 2,51 3.45
xAgria

8707/86 G28 Caesar 2.85 3.56 0.88 1.06 2.83 3.79 2.60 4.06

1 xAgria

8702/80 G29 - 2.06 3.02 1.30 2.15 2.88 3.74 3.11 4.47

04

8707/83 G30 Caesar 2.37 3.8 2.78 3.35 3.05 3.64 2.36 3.76
xAgria

8708/17 G31 Caesar 222 412 4.03 6.50 3.16 3.55 2.49 4.44

7 Savalanx

Satina G32 - 3.70 5.07 1.96 2.75 2.81 3.79 2.55 3.97

8707/26 G33 Caesar 1.31 3.09 1.82 2.33 2.87 3.74 2.49 3.85
xAgria

Agria G34 - 196 2.69 2.57 2.89 2.67 3.05 2.25 3.94

8703/1 G35 AgriaxSaval 2.88 5.21 1.24 1.81 2.98 2.65 2.29 3.33
an

8708/10 G36 Caesar x 175 4.82 1.84 2.79 3.04 3.67 2.28 4.22

6 Savalan

8707/12 G37 Caesar 227 4.87 2.73 4.15 2.63 3.18 2.20 3.98
xAgria

8708/2 G38 Caesar &x@ 193 381 0.99 1.46 3.33 3.11 2.42 3.70
Savalan

8708/21 G39 Caesar x 0.65 5.49 1.64 2.29 2.37 3.05 2.29 3.79

7 Savalan

8707/11 G40 CaesarxAgri  2.68 5.69 2.10 3.20 2.79 3.29 2.04 3.41

2
a

8707/29 G41 Caesar 147 3.38 1.48 2.09 2.47 2.73 2.28 3.77
xAgria

8707/26 G42 Caesar 1.31 3.09 1.82 2.33 3.49 3.38 2.15 4.04
xAgria

KSG64 G43 Caesar x 1.09 148 0.53 0.35 1.85 2.00 1.81 3.01
Savalan

KSG95 G44 Caesar x 041 047 1.65 2.22 2.46 2.74 2.26 4.13
Savalan

KSG23 G45 Caesar x 110 1.31 1.18 1.73 2.65 3.11 2.35 3.68
Savalan

KSG82 G46 Savalan x 125 1.94 151 2.97 3.03 3.59 2.56 3.52
Caesar

KSG49 G47 Caesar x 097 296 1.06 1.43 2.02 2.61 1.96 3.32
Savalan

KSG61 G48 Caesar 0.89 1.71 0.84 1.86 3.03 3.39 2.30 3.27

3 xAgria
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KSG81 G49 Caesar x 078 1.07 1.18 2.24 3.20 3.25 1.52 2.74
Savalan

KSG21 G50 Caesar x 152 3.18 0.94 0.51 2.25 2.63 2.06 3.80
Savalan

KSG31 G51 Caesar x 132 176 1.85 3.06 2.24 3.04 2.85 2.50
Savalan

KSG61 G52 Caesar 0.96 1.20 157 1.39 2.01 2.10 1.89 2.97
6 xSavalan

KSG69 G53 Caesar x 094 1.63 1.58 2.72 2.10 2.29 1.72 3.21
Savalan

KSG10 G54 Caesar 1.38 298 0.88 1.85 2.56 2.73 2.20 3.96
6 xSavalan

KSG30 G55 Savalan x 0.77 117 1.01 0.78 2.50 2.56 2.08 3.12
2 Caesar

KSG57 G56 Caesar x 086 1.10 1.69 2.05 2.84 2.63 2.06 3.39
Savalan

KSG48  G57 Caesar 084 142 1.37 0.89 2.65 2.33 1.81 3.47
xSavalan

KSG40 G58 Caesar x 120 1.65 0.85 2.16 2.12 2.46 1.81 3.36
Savalan

KSG11 G59 Caesar 140 2.80 2.00 2.67 2.36 2.34 1.33 4.30
xSavalan

KSG20 G60 Boren x 148 214 1.84 2.66 2.29 2.22 1.46 2.96
0 Savalan
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Table 2. The geographical location of the tested sites in this study.

Lo ol Jb 33 bys b slels)l 2 Jsb
Environment Sites Year s bt (m) Altitude  _Lél 2> U peeS
Irrigation Latitude Longitude
Regime (N) (BE)

Els, Lo s 2018 Water deficit 1,313 35°55° 50°54"
Karaj Sl o5

E2 o L s 2018 Normal 1,313 35°55° 50°54"
Karaj Jbs

E3 sy Lo s 2019 Water deficit 1,313 35°55° 50°54°
Karaj Sl oS

E4 ¢ ks be S 2019 Normal 1,313 35°55° 50°54°
Karaj Jbs

E5 oy Lo Ardabil 2018 Water deficit 1,350 20'48°° 15' 38°
Jeeo) bl oS

E6 nis Lo Ardabil 2018 Normal 1,350 20'48° 15' 38°
Jeeo) Jbey

E7 sis lasce Ardabil 2019 Water deficit 1,350 20'48° 15' 38°
Jeo) &l o8

E8 rica L Ardabil 2019 Normal 1,350 20'48° 15' 38°
Jeo) Jey
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Table 3. Winner genotypes for AMMI Model Family.

AMMI Jae sl 5 sla ol -V Jaux

AMMI Jss o0lgl> AMMI Model Family

RICH 1 2 3 4 5 6 F
Genotype

G21 2 2 3 2 2 2
G9 1 1

G11 1 2 1 1
G3 4 2 1 1

G5 1 1 1
Gl 1
G31 6 2 2 2
Mega environment 2 3 4 5 6 7 6

LadBea

53 genotypes never won, so they are not listed.

L3 oonid o pd LT ol by ciais oaip 55,0 ol OY

Jos 00lgls 51 0l o femslio LRl plSin 45w s b0 e Lt |, AMMIF 5 AMMIO 31 lalsesl 5|

WS o gy 1y ee g sylel Blisgs s bLS I« asuine s0ls dcgaze S (sl eolainl sl AMMI
OBl 1 jo aS 00e E2 g EL Jolss Laoes Ko .ol 00ls zres9s AMMIL Jowo 35,k 5l Laseo (K6 g0 dbo gl (wlaol 5
P oBlE Glsie 4y G31 g ools JuSCis 1) g0 Jao Ko E4 JE3 .E8 (E6 .E7 . E5 a5 Jl> ;0 g 5015 (5 G21
wlolis 5y (oI5 lgie 4 50 0l asine AMMIL Laug a5 oo Ko ¥ L G31 3 G21 (ol 5 ogdle .ol aisliss

s SIS Gl AMMIE la Jas wlolyy 5 sle pB0l5 =¥ Jgox
Table 4. Winning genotypes based on AMMI family of models for the potato dataset.

AMMI1 Ranks AMMIF Ranks
e Ratio 1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 5
Environment S
pgs e 1.0000 21 8 9 23 14 21 8 14 15 23
E2
S e 1.0000 21 8 9 23 14 21 8 9 7 18
El
PESTRNEN 1.0855 31 5 21 3 9 11 21 42 2 3
E5
E7 1.1366 31 5 3 21 9 5 3 6 29 15
i laisee 1.1170 31 5 3 21 9 9 10 11 21 32
E6
piad oo 1.1233 31 5 3 21 9 1 3 24 14 5
E8
o aioe 1.7492 31 5 3 1 30 31 22 30 37 34
E3
oolez Lo 1.6851 31 5 3 1 30 31 37 16 22 5
E4
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Stability Analysis of Potato Yield Using AMMI and GGE Biplot Under
Water Deficit

Z. Hajibarat!, A. Saidi*, A. Musapour Gariji®, M.R. Ghafari*, M. Zeinalabidini*

To evaluate the interaction of genotypes in the environment (GEI) and promising clones, 60
potato genotypes were used during the growing seasons of 2018-2019. To identify the best
potato genotypes in response to water deficit, GGE biplot and AMMI models were performed
under two treatments (water deficit and normal conditions) with two commercial cultivars
Agria and Sante. The experiment was performed in eight environments (2 treatments, 2
locations, and 2 years) using a randomized complete block design with three replications.
AMMI and GGE biplot analysis showed that the G21 clone was more different than other
genotypes for selecting the superior genotype. The yield of the tuber of promising clones G21
(90227), G31 (8708.177), G44 (KSG95), G28 (8707/861), and G18 (90127) was higher in all
environments. The best-proposed genotypes for introduction are based on their greater stability
for the target environment or parallel environments. In this study, using AMMI and GGE biplot
analysis, superior genotypes were identified and selected.
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