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This research was done to study the grain yield stability of 11 groundnut
genotypes based on a randomized complete blocks design with three
replications at three different research stations in Guilan province, Iran,
during two growing seasons of 2020 and 2021. The combined analysis of
variance indicated that the main effects of genotype (G), environment (E),
and their interactions (GxE) were highly significant (p<0.01). The principal
component analysis (PCA) based on the rank correlation matrix indicated
that the first two PCAs explained 76.6% of the variance of the original
variables. Based on the biplot analysis, the non-parametric stability
statistics were classified into four groups. The clustering of the genotypes
according to the mean yield and non-parametric stability statistics showed
four main clusters. The ideal genotype selection indicator (IGSI) results,
calculated based on all non-parametric methods, indicated that the
genotypes 178, 128, 201, 176, and 115 having the maximum IGSI values,
were the most stable genotypes. In addition, according to the multi-trait
genotype-ideotype index (MGIDI), genotypes 178 and 176 were introduced
as the most stable genotypes, and the 115, 201, and 128 genotypes followed
the next.
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ICG140  1971.67 233500 1890.00 2230.00 1828.33 838.33 1848.89
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sy iyl olsieds polie S (9 b LS@ 9 SO S SO (gl Lol olsl 1 VoA 5 WA AAY (glacaisis
oylol Loleol pr Cpmizmeds 23390 (py3)lub VoA g YYA VY clacwisss SI® oplel wll oV S5 90 Jgdn) s sl
el slao)lol o () S5 5 0 o) wad bl ey ool olsisa WA 5 YA YA (slacsys S@
Il slacwss olasds palie oy ieS b slacwie; (1995) Thennarasu lawgs sddslgiin NP® o NP NP NP;®
2 () UK 90 Joan) s s lis oy 5 lub olgicds NPI® oLl bl 1 V10 5 WA OVS (clacuiss; g co g
5 VO A AVE VA clacuiss NP@ olel wlul 1 g Y10  WWe VS YA VA lacwss; NP@ el )l ol
aslid eaieis o)l olgiea IO 9 WA XA AWVF clacwis; NPI® o)ll Lolul p 2idg aewisss o5 kb VWA
380ae b slaceigss plsieas G5 it b lacss (Ysi) (1988) Kang (o)l o)lel 5o () US55 0 Jaaz) sia
2339 Sl 9 Vb 5,Shas )5 Yo g VAY AYA slacaisss o)lol ol il oyl ply Xgd o 48,5 a5 )3 jlub o YU
slocaigs plolinly )5 Sl lacws) il o caa @l plaisar ) (R) 45) Sk jl 03litl (1988) Ketata
AL Y g WA DAY i) pols adlllas )3 X9 oo Ll s (n )bl plyied R ko (a8 L
aw p bewig; 658 aoyd Lulel 5 & LOW g MID TOP (¢ i0l,bb o)lol aws () S5 0 Jgas) 03¢ laeaigs;
(e (1990) Fox etal. bawgs widl oo (k] powcss) 4iseS g (Sloo powse) bawgio  olitl powcSy) dinder (Ao
O gl ppoglhe g ok olgied qwigl ol Ml i @ TOP jell ylade jix o ululoply 250d
proghe lgicds LOW g MID aab )3 (6058 pac g TOP doyd Vee zils LVAY 5 VWA clacuio) ¢d 0
oylol oyl )3 a8 15,8 Byme | 0y o,lol (1989) Ketata et al. .(V JSb 5 & Jgda) Had oo Lidoh oyl ) beuis
AT slacais jo8de o)lel bl conlpliy Wi oo 48,5 Jai 0l slacedsil Clyisar 58 i b lacesiy
bl a8 ol 0 3 yxe (Omy) (1989) Ketata et al. Lowss 55 (6,50 o,lol 5340 baaigiy cpyiylub WA § Y+A VA
WA 9 Y lacissy polulonly digd o 485 i 50l slacedsil plaioa o)lel ol Yl jolio b slacisis o
(VIS8 50 Joio) 8ad adlid bosi) o pilul ol

S 2040 b sbe T o (Kiuwmod AT

ool (5 i) A drslome (po sl (gl (Stser (5520l )6 (glaolel g 5, SMas (1 Slo (o dlally oy polaion;
> omy g LOW TOP R Ysi slaojlol b ()5 gne g Cuto (Stuser (MY) 3,Skee 5:ke alols gl
Ysi g TOP L (MY) >Slee Sk (s 50 (2019) Goksoy et al. 5 (2014) Tadege et al. (2012) Farshadfar et al.
(2018) Ghazvini et al. (2008) Akcura & Kaya zuls wlol y .23 )S sdmlive (g5 dize g Cuto (gld)y ( Simor ol s
SNanad ol dalllas oS ywlwl g )b txe 5 Cute TOP g5 Slas ko (po (Siwwed (2021) Cubukceu et al. 4
Stumsod 365 sla yiolojl )3 ;5 (2009) Pourdad & Ghaffari (8 Jgas) del cundas S5 dme g it NPI@ o)lal L MY
9 0,Sles o Ao (Niused 35 (2012) Farshadfar et al. ¢ pisred 5,5 odalie NP@ o 5, Slae o jb dne ¢ ko
)5 Si® 5 5O S® @ GO Ko sla o)l Cuds don o pols gl 40 60,5 saalie NP o NP® NP
Casl 015 ()15 S 9 ST s Jlo gime 9 Cute (Stamser (P Jgi2) 4 osmlie (5> sixe g Cuto (gl (Siuuran

5 NPi® NP NPi® -y gl5 cme g Cutto  Snad gl (pl )0 owixed (Afzal et al., 2021; Balalic et al., 2011)
I e g i (Siammed R g YSi b gyl sixe g ko  Siusar TOP alols zulis wlol p (Y Jgan) dol cowsas NP
b g )5 gxe 9 Cuto LOW 5 TOP R &Ysi (clao,lol bomy (Siwod cppizmod (& Joao) cuils NP@ g NP NP |,
Aol Condds I gxe g aie NP o)lal
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sz Opgn Solsne 5> aniphl i W sl (LD 5 Zi) (gl ime gl s el sy slao el 312 .0 Jga
Genotype MY Si(l) Zi(l) Si(z) Zi(z) Si(3) Si(4) Si(s) Si(s) NPi(l) NPi(Z) NPi(3) NPi(4) Ys; R TOP MID LOW [ Omy
130 2012.78 4.00 0.17 10.67 0.02 2.09 2.98 2.67 6.96 2.00 0.25 0.40 0.13 2 7.67 16.67 33.33 50.00 3.27 2196.49
140 1848.89 287 0.74 537 1.09 135 2.11 1.833.29 3.00 0.35 0.38 0.15 0 8.17 0.00 50.00 50.00 2.32 2016.41
113 2066.94 3.00 051 6.57 060 211 2.34 217532 233 042 044 0.15 7 6.17 50.00 33.33 16.67 2.56 2257.47
115  2020.28 253 153 427 1.67 150 1.89 1.67 3.20 1.83 0.28 0.35 0.12 5 6.67 16.67 50.00 33.33 2.07 2205.80
128  2485.83 0.00 16.63* 0.00 5.08* 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.67 1.83 1.91 0.73 11 2.00 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2720.90
176  2025.28 2.73 1.02 537 1.09 151 211 156 435 1.67 028 031 0.11 6 6.17 16.67 66.67 16.67 2.32 2211.83
178  1989.17 2.00 3.37 3.07 244 130 160 1.44 230 1.67 022 033 0.11 5 6.67 16.67 83.33 0.00 1.75 2171.72
192 2827.22 0.00 16.63* 0.00 5.08* 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.83 2.83 3.39 1.13 10 1.00 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3095.97
201 2078.61 247 172 457 150 228 1.951.834.72 217 048 050 0.18 10 4.83 50.00 50.00 0.00 2.14 2271.71
208 1707.22 1.80 4.24* 230 3.01 0.74 1.38 1.17 1.21 2.33 0.25 0.33 0.11 -109.50 0.00 16.67 83.33 1.52 1859.76
NC2 174222 420 0.40 1257 0.33 2.65 3.24 3.17 8.77 350 0.47 0.60 0.22 -9 7.17 33.33 16.67 50.00 3.54 1900.66
37,M=46.96 $7®=21.94

Test Statistics
Mean Yield E (Si®) E(S®) Var (SY) Var (S®) ¥z z Lsum
2073.13 kg/ha 3.636 10.000 0.795 19.666 3.84 18.3

o,lol :Y'S; (1995) Thennarasu slas )Ll NP 5 NP{® NP;@ NP (1987) Nassar & Huehn 4 (1979) Huehn lao )l :5® 4 5© § §@ 5@ ;1)
.(1989) Ketata et al. (slao,lol :omy 507 (1990) Fox et al. (slao,lol :LOW 4 MID TOP (1988) Katata 45, ;nSke (slao,lol :R (1988) Kang

S 5501 140 (5 50l slao LT g 4388 8 Shos aSilo bl 3 ol SLaddl 30 4 4 325 .Y Y
A s abols goli b el 6 el b (olly sloline (53 45 (Storon g lo ol 2 Lol (slvaddge 4y 435
Gl ysie by 5l (pgd 9 Jol ol adlse aluwgay aoyd YA/V+ 5 0+/0+ i) doyd YA/F+ ol Lol adlie g oS
ol o3> (L3 PC2 Ll ;3 PCL cMysl bowgs (gyluly (slayiel)ly 5 3)Sdos (5650lo o Ll S (o0 255 |y (Lol
bl o o (Stased A8 o Juato Sl 350 4 1y o)l slojial)l o olaylayy o argly (Y JS5) ol
(Sinrad by G sl (Ko ( Il JSOULS d jhie dygls 9 Cuto (Siunron JSUS 021 gl a5 (g jgboy 2 o (LS
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WA G 09)5 5l ) adllas 3y90 (5)lly slayiall (Mgl cnl bl sl o)l sla el o it
g il a8 b Lite Stumed boylas o) 39200 5S© SO SO SO SO SO elalxo Jolis (GI) sl 05,5
D4 Omy g LOW TOP Ysi R (MY) 5 Slas 1Nk Jolis (GI) pgd 09,5 00l olis 5 Sas b (gl cmo (S
iily 3hos (1Sleo b (iste (Nturan g b3l (omy 9 LOW TOP Ysi R) joie ()luly (sloyial)ly Sl a5l
25 NP 5 MID (slao Lol Jolis (GHI) pous 09,5 abbiso (510l (1) Sooliad popie (gl lojtelly cnl ol
g pow 09,5 5yl slaoylel 4Ll wds sl 8,5 cls (GIV) pylas 09,5 ;5 NP g NP® NP@ ¢)lul (sl Lol
S (Seslan) Ll porde )l ol cnl cplply caindls 5 Slas b iie dlaily 9 ;K000 b (e alaly p5ler
Sl s yelybl slao ol 5 (2014) Mortazavian & Azizinia Lol cladlie 4 4550 gols wlol p (¥ JS5) ditwn
Ml (Seoltod) gy porie (syls 09,5 Sy 5 (528,515 L TOP g R (glao)lol g 5,Slas a5 (g 5oy 1050d (g 09,5
3,Sles 1Sl LLOW 5 TOP R (Ysi (5)lub (sl lixe 50 (2019) Moghaddaszadeh et al. clalles gols ool 4 .14
ez > adlllas 3590 slacuigiy Al e Jl (ol adlho 93 (bl g 3l haggy )5 izl dlal) ()lul Sealod porde
Py 095 Vo) 9 WY (slacassi] Jold pgd 09)5 INC2 9 V¥ W'+ (slacaiosy Jold Jgl 09,5 28,5 )15 (Lol 09,8
(T US5) 59 VAY 9 VYA clacasoss Jold pyles 09,5 9 VoA o WA VS VO clacuse Joli

S50 140 (5 50l Slao sloT g 4388 8 3Sos (afilo bl 39 w0 P10l Sigd ) S 4 325 T Y

JKB) 28,5 6l 09)5 Sz ) i} (wgddsl Alols g Ward (hg)e acuis) S 420 | Jols gols olul 5
AVE VD buisdl 09 Vo) 9 WY clacaigs Jold pod yiwdlS g NC2 ¢ Ve WY+ clacuigi Jols Jgl 05,5 (¥
2 Jol el i) dw cj2 WA 9 W lacisi] g oMl slacuips] o 53 M35 sl pow yuwdlS 3 VoA 5 WA
2 bowiss ol 3,8 L3 AY 5 WA Glacuss pylea yiwdS 5 .83 MID o NP@ NPI® NP lano,lol ol
L8 S )8 olulis )50 Hlul slacuis) olgieds omy 3 SO Si@ S LOW R TOP oYsi (slaolol yolusl

bbb syl lo)lel g5 Slas (1Sko (i (145 (Sitsen culps T Jgi

MY Vs R s®  s@ s s® & §O®  NP® NP®@ NP® NP® TOP MID LOW o
ys 0968**
R 0055%* 0.954%*
g 0433 0483 0451
g 0369 0410 0378 0982
g 0196 0204 0150 0.826** 0.881*
g@ 0388 0429 0402 0.989** 0.998** 0.874*
g© 0370 0408 0384 0.952** 0.943** 0.906** 0.956**
g 0296 0327 0296 0.936** 0.973** 0.954** 0.970** 0.966**
Np@ 0018 0009 -0.064 0114 -0.169 -0.205 -0.132 -0.059 -0.169
Npi@ "0-682* -0630% -0727 -0.205 -0.187 -0.014 -0.178 -0.100 -0.114 0.636*
Np@ 0555 0502 -0591 -0123 0123 -0.005 -0.105 0018 -0.032 0.691* 0.882**
npo 0501 0548 -0.63 -0.05 -0105 0005 -0.087 0014 -0.032 0.682* 0927* 0.982**
Top 0-825** 0.819** 0.900** 0.286 0.221 0014 0235 0179 0117 -0.337 -0.815** -0.820** -0.820**
mip 0226 -0132 -0236 -0.259 -0278 -0.306 -0.269 -0.223 -0.259 0.785** 0.587  0.698* 0.614* -0.502
Low 0:805** 0.802** 0866** 0.547 0472 0.241 0490 0461 0382 0118 -0452 -0.396 -0.447 0.723* 0.079
o 0388 0420 0402 0.989** 0.998** 0.874  1.000** 0.956** 0.970** -0.132 -0178 -0.105 -0.087 0235 -0.269 0.490
oy 1000 0.968** 0.055** 0.433 0369 0196 0388 0370 0296 -0.018 -0.682* -0555 -0.501 0.825%* -0.226 0.805** 0.368

o pd S g g Jlein] golaw jd 5 e o e, *F g ¥
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(MGIDI) JTowsl wuigij 3 0 miioni abold asli ¥ —0
{V Jgz) b anuslomo 4l 3 )Shos g (g)huly sl eyl (28,5 155,0 b (MGIDI) Jlosy] usgis | ootz alold jadli
Pl 4l 5 )Slos g o talyly dam (gl o Jole & 42328 ol canln Jole & 42358 2 (o MGIDI s s oS sl
Jols 5,8 ang |y Wosls byl JS 51 0o s 0740 5 5 55550 s peolie b ol Jole dus caliols gols bl 5 .c)5
3)S amgi ) by 5l oyd FAAY g 59 Cute by SB S or SO SO SO SO glmolo] W5l oyt Jgl
ang |y Ol 5 0o )d WER g oy )3 131 coui 1) ped Jole Cuto yobody TOP g MY Gy R <YSi LOW (sln yiol,b
355 oy 1y JS ©lyasi 51 dumyd VYIEY 5 50 NPI® 9 NPi@ NP NPI® MID (slao ol 15b cows pgur Jole 53,8
(A Js22)

4 Jole ol g3 slayielyly Blod 5l amo e ot gl )5 (65508 s o ploJole i o aSul ae sl
> LAY WA V- A clacwy; o5 i oy o (wlolplp (Olivoto & Nardino, 2020) cul iSos5 Jlok) g
(e idg S5 Jlol Gigiy 45 9 50 0r SO SO SO SO (sl el by i gl Jole o o508 (35
R Ysi LOW) pgs Jole 3 350 (sbayiolyly Jlas 5l cplpliy o aizils |y pga Jolo jlade oy yiaS" VYO o W& VA slacuiss
) oelliy g cadls 1y pows Jolo Jlke a8 VY i) iman idgy 50035 Jlony] gy 4 (TOP 9 MY omy
(Y Jgan) 290 55035 Jloss) cuigs; 4 (NPI® g NPi@ NPi® (NPi® MID) abogs yo (sla yial )b

2Sbos 5 (5l 5l (sloo ol (sl s (uoipbl slocisss MOIDI 5 (IGST) o] cusigs ool (st yolao ¥ Jgu

Genotype Nzekag”hg'_‘f)'d d° d* IGSI Rank MGIDI Rank ou op o
130 2012.78 142 148 049 10 345 9 046 026 028
140 184889 152 123 055 8 311 8 026 027 047
113 2066.94 162 110 060 6 2.79 6 049 029 022
115 202028 167 100 063 5 217 3 036 020 045
128 248583 196 097 067 2 2.75 5 008 070 021
176 202528 173 100 063 4 1.99 2 049 013 038
178 1989.17 188 086 069 1 157 1 042 002 055
192 282722 188 141 057 7 2.94 7 011 084 005
201 207861 177 093 065 3 222 4 058 025 017
208 170722 162 145 053 9 412 10 004 030 067
NC2 174222 121 180 040 11 493 11 039 035 026
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Non-parametric stability Factor loads
statistics First Second Third
S® 0.98 0.14 -0.06
S@ 0.95 0.27 0.03
S® 0.92 0.13 -0.29
Si® 091 0.34 -0.19
or 0.88 0.36 -0.28
S 0.88 0.36 -0.28
S® 0.88 0.38 -0.26
LOW 0.16 0.93 0.14
Ysi 0.24 0.91 0.19
R 0.34 0.84 -0.41
Omy 0.44 0.79 -0.38
MY 0.44 0.79 -0.38
TOP 0.26 0.73 -0.59
MID -0.17 0.01 0.94
NP;® -0.02 0.04 0.87
NP;® -0.46 -0.54 0.68
NP;® -0.47 -0.55 0.66
NP;® -0.45 -0.54 0.66
ojg oo 12.41 2.464 224
a5 il lg Mo 68.93 13.69 12.43
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