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Yield Evaluation of Kabuli Type Chickpea Landraces in Rainfed Conditions
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Table 1. The number of studied Kabouli type chickpea genotypes and their code in
National Plant Gene Bank of Iran

G55 eled SEI S S si el STSELY
Genotype No. Genotype code Genotype No. Genotype code
Gl 5171 Gl4 6001
G2 5296 Gl5 6066
G3 5551 Gl6 6084
G4 5618 G17 6324
G5 5654 G18 6325
G6 5664 G19 6364
G7 5671 G20 6368
G8 5686 G21 5685-1
G9 5767 G22 5685-2
G10 5843 G23 Arman
Gl11 5940 G24 Azad
G12 5941 G25 Hashem
Gl13 5995
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Table 2. Climatical parameters during different months of chick fea ﬁrowth period in four research stations of Broujerd, Sararoud,
Sanandaj and Urmia in 2011-12 (EI- E4) and 2012-13 (E5- ES8)
2011-2012  \va.—ay 2012-2013 Y4y -ay
b= 5] ) ) ) b= =] ) ) )
5] ] = = = D> 5 =] = = = D>
WE, xEz A, 4 E AP AE wE, 252 45 4.2 dgE  AE
e 4, 155 GEE WEEC 2E3C 4350 JEE 328 Q2 WEEC BEEC 4350 JEE
u\:.«lu.\&‘..il .,\...)aJ};L;La.aLa é 5= 3 g 3 g 3 £ ‘DE E 5= 3 £ 3 g 3 g ]35
Station, Growth period &) & 2 & 2 &3 & 2 2 2
Province months
Feb- March N 24.4 13.6 -6.8 4.1 53 73.0 23.0 3.8 9.1 52
, March- April RESTY 92.9 24.4 2.4 112 52 38.2 23.0 2.2 13.3 44
Ok J e zrs
Borujerd, ~ April- May ciesl  El 8.7 17.7 E5 45.5 27.4 3.4 15.1 52
Lorestan  \ray June sls 5 32 35.0 10.8 23.6 28 1.5 37.8 10.6 22.6 28
June- July = 3.0 39.0 14.4 26.9 23 Trace 41.0 17.4 28.8 23
Feb- March e 12.8 22.6 -12.2 4.1 35 25.7 24.8 -5.0 8.9 52
. March- April 03P 59.8 25.6 -4.6 115 55 8.8 252 2.0 12.8 47
aL;«)LA; cJ})‘f-«
Sararod,  April- May il E2 11.4 17.7 E6 69.8 27.5 0.0 153 52
Kermanshah  np,0_ jyne sls 5 0.2 37.8 6.4 23.5 35 0.0 39.8 8.6 21.8 34
June- July = 1.0 39.8 9.6 26.4 24 0.0.0 414 12.8 27.1 24
Feb- March e 19.2 19.6 -11.8 3.2 59 17.7 25.4 -6.4 8.5 56
s g March- April 03P 53.4 25.4 -5.6 10.8 59 27.5 25.8 2.8 12.5 51
Sanandaj, April- May Sl E3 25.6 17.2 E7 72.2 28.6 0.6 154 57
Kurdistan  nav_ june sls 5 1.8 37.4 7.6 22.7 34 0.2 40.0 7.4 21.6 40
June- July I~ Trace 39.4 8.6 26.3 30 Trace 42.0 12,6 274 26
Feb- March N 20.3 0.0 -15.4 0.4 55 212 21.6 -10.6 6.2 59
“::L o March-April 319 23.0 -6.0 9.9 58 21.0 25.0 3.4 1.1 53
o Apil-May ceps B4 150 15.8 E8 35.2 25.0 -1.8 135 59
West May- June sls 5 18.8 34.0 6.2 20.0 48 29.9 33.4 7.0 18.9 54
Azerbaijan

June- July = 9.2 336 10.0 227 52 9.2 352 10.8 23.1 48
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Table 3. Combined analysis of variance (mean squares) for seed yield and agronomic traits of chickpea genotypes in different environments

2 ) BT 330 sl gl E3T) 41305 3 Sas
3 @7 el Oy & G OO w5 1> Lo Gy 53 s
é\ R Days to Days to Pod number  Canopy 100 seed Plant Seed
N S.0.V. St wbe gf) floweing maturity per plant height weight seed weight yield
3 :
3 (E) ke 7 5120.28 5124.93 11846.6 1808.47 498.18 2372.65 57238.30
3 Error 1 Vol 24 18.84 25.82 110.9 23.94 8.63 26.51 771.50
1 Genotype (G) SEE5 0 24 101.17° 111.90" 176.6™ 118.07" 227.08" 15.79" 1141.00”
3 ExG SESSx le168 26.16" 35167 109.77 16.66" 29.50" 18.94” 866.30"
5 Error 2 Yol 576 8.29 8.17 29.6 10.12 7.46 7.40 195.20
{ CV % Sk b Ay 5.10 3.00 27.0 12.90 13.35 31.88 23.73
K} **: Significant at 1% probability level. SN i o 3 Sl e e
T

Yo
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Table 4. Statistical parameters of plant canopy height and 100 seed weight
of chickpea genotypes in different environments

Plant canopy height(cm)

100 seed weight(g)
osled a5 ool als Bl Sl ol il bl oSl als Bl Sl ol il bl
SE5 EE] B Shre
Genotype Genotype Mean Range Min. Max. Standard Variance Mean Range Min. Max. Standard Variance
No. code deviation deviation
Gl 5171 2291 14.10 15.40 29.50 4.97 24.67 18.76 6.80 15.83 22.63 2.56 6.57
G2 5296 23.92 19.40 13.10 32.50 6.44 4147 19.23 8.83 14.93 23.75 3.04 9.23
G3 5551 21.97 11.83 15.17 27.00 4.30 18.47 18.65 4.90 17.15 22.05 1.64 2.70
G4 5618 23.98 11.5 16.00 27.50 423 17.88 24.08 12.65 18.23 30.87 4.94 24.43
G5 5654 23.35 9.80 16.95 26.75 3.76 14.11 19.13 7.64 15.80 23.44 2.85 8.13
G6 5664 24.98 13.00 17.00 30.00 435 18.93 22.53 8.96 18.48 27.43 3.57 12.72
G7 5671 27.19 10.34 21.41 31.75 4.05 16.41 2391 8.04 18.44 26.48 2.79 7.77
G8 5686 25.01 13.43 18.58 32.00 4.83 23.34 23.09 18.89 14.88 33.77 6.17 38.10
G9 5767 24.77 12.10 16.40 28.50 4.19 17.53 23.88 9.52 19.17 28.69 3.22 10.34
G10 5843 24.97 13.75 17.00 30.75 4.67 21.78 20.61 6.74 17.39 24.13 2.43 5.91
Gl1 5940 24.69 9.50 19.25 28.75 3.44 11.82 20.43 8.52 17.00 25.52 2.87 8.25
GI2 5941 23.15 14.84 15.16 30.00 4.63 21.39 17.28 5.96 15.93 21.88 1.94 3.75
G13 5995 22.99 10.50 17.16 27.66 4.03 16.23 16.97 8.28 12.53 20.80 3.10 9.63
Gl4 6001 24.36 11.90 18.10 30.00 3.93 15.48 17.57 5.50 14.78 20.28 2.09 4.39
Gl15 6066 24.41 12.30 18.20 30.50 441 19.46 18.59 445 16.70 21.15 1.75 3.08
Gl16 6084 22.97 8.50 18.00 26.50 3.45 11.89 18.06 3.20 16.80 20.00 1.05 1.09
G17 6324 23.93 8.95 18.33 27.20 3.45 11.92 17.93 10.15 12.45 22.60 3.57 12.72
GI8 6325 24.11 12.42 16.83 29.25 4.45 19.79 19.52 9.32 15.98 25.29 3.45 11.88
GI19 6364 23.80 8.23 19.10 27.33 3.78 14.30 18.81 9.71 14.05 23.76 3.63 13.19
G20 6368 24.14 15.35 16.15 31.50 6.43 41.32 18.07 10.27 13.18 23.44 3.83 14.70
G21 5685-1 24.27 11.53 16.98 28.50 4.09 16.75 21.75 10.48 15.43 25.90 3.36 11.26
G22 5685-2 25.89 12.67 17.58 30.25 4.34 18.80 21.85 12.98 15.43 28.40 4.13 17.05
G23 Arman 26.95 17.16 17.59 34.75 5.76 33.23 2391 9.45 17.75 27.20 3.89 15.11
G24 Azad 26.91 16.85 16.65 33.50 5.86 34.28 24.19 12.19 18.05 30.24 4.68 21.86
G25 Hashem 30.95 21.00 19.75 40.75 7.06 49.82 22.78 10.60 15.88 26.47 4.33 18.74
LSD +/- 3.20 3.00
LSD(SE) 1.62 152
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Table 5. Statistical parameter of pod number per plant, harvest index and seed yield of chickpea genotypes in different environments and
coefticient of variance (CVi) assigned to each genotype

A8 Il o) ojled PP o “ 3y 9 Jle8 (581 5y Alome

G g 53 e Sl Cls el A s 4l ajgh»&
pod number per plant Harvest index (%) Seed yield (gm?)
bt it oSl als sl Sl Sl ! ks als ol S Sl ! ks <al> ol Sl Sl ! [
 ad] <555 Shre Shre Sl &
Genotype  Genotype Mean Range Min. Max. Standard  Mean Range Min. Max. Standard  Mean Range Min. Max. Standard  CVi
No. code deviation deviation deviation
Gl 5171 21.08 21.44 10.56  32.00 8.02 39.09 38.90 21.73  60.63 16.68 72.5 94.3 33.7 128.0  31.52 40.7
G2 5296 20.55 27.50 875 36.25 10.37 4336 32.80 29.25  62.05 15.47 65.1 74.9 31.1 106.0  24.93 35.8
G3 5551 23.94  33.08 13.18  46.25 11.45 3936  44.92 15.11 60.03  20.07 67.7 112.1 26.6 138.7  32.09 44.3
G4 5618 22.14 5133 6.68 58.00 16.33 40.86 54.90 1470  69.60 21.84 64.5 73.4 29.9 103.2 25.12 36.4
G5 5654 23.53  45.25 6.75 52.00 15.93 4424  60.10 12.50  72.60  25.58 68.8 75.7 44.3 120.0 2641 359
G6 5664 19.95 38.33 9.68  48.00 12.66 37.07 55.25 10.43  65.68  23.63 58.1 63.0 33.0 96.0  21.56 34.7
G7 5671 1930 48.75 450 53.25 15.03 29.03 3740 9.86 47.25 16.22 51.9 53.0 30.2 83.1 17.78 32.1
G8 5686 21.50 30.05 5.70  35.75 9.68 37.07 41.69 13.76 5545 18.88 50.7 91.4 23.4 114.8 29.26 54.0
G9 5767 20.82  22.75 7.50 30.25 7.81 38.07 51.72 13.46 65.18  20.72 51.1 104.4 21.6 126.0 3527 64.6
G10 5843 21.50 41.28 8.63 49.90 13.54 40.01  29.93 2432  54.25 14.91 58.7 46.1 31.9 78.0 14.63 233
Gl1 5940 20.85 38.00 9.58 47.58 12.38 38.77  49.75 16.28  66.03 19.52 61.5 71.5 31.8 103.3 23.37 35.6
G12 5941 19.44 35.25 10.25  45.50 12.11 37.22  48.16 11.77 59.93  20.86 58.5 69.3 24.4 93.7 23.44 37.5
GI13 5995 20.89 27.95 10.30  38.25 10.35 3432 4238 8.85 51.23  20.50 62.1 56.1 39.9 96.0  22.89 34.5
Gl14 6001 21.03  35.83 6.43  42.25 11.02 37.72 4376 1691  60.68 18.88 55.8 88.6 26.6 115.2 26.34 44.2
GI15 6066 22.57 40.60 7.40  48.00 13.65 33.03 50.95 8.98 5993  21.30 53.5 62.0 29.6 91.6 21.72 38.0
Gl6 6084 18.55 40.88 8.13  49.00 14.18 35.03 47.92 1136 59.28 19.75 56.0 119.9 16.7 136.6 35.19 58.8
G17 6324 2147 54.08 493  59.00 17.40 35.60  50.69 12.74 63.43  20.09 54.5 98.6 314 130.0  33.83 58.1
G18 6325 19.81 27.25 850 35.75 7.96 43.49  52.29 1731  69.60 21.50 60.1 84.4 33.1 117.5 26.58 41.3
GI19 6364 19.41 23.75 9.50 33.25 10.04 37.09  54.68 1022 6490 22.26 60.0 86.5 28.3 114.8 26.00 40.5
G20 6368 16.88  34.00 7.00 41.00 10.83 39.42  49.06 1599 65.05 20.48 58.5 74.6 314 106.0  26.28 42.0
G21 5685-1 18.15 14.25 7.00 21.25 5.73 2945 4277 9.38 52.15 18.18 61.5 92.5 29.9 122.4 3494 53.1
G22 5685-2 1536 27.25 11.00 38.25 10.01 30.82  52.60 9.22  61.83  20.65 523 41.3 33.5 74.8 16.93 30.3
G23 Arman 1642  23.45 5.80 29.25 7.38 36.73 53.43 11.27 6470  22.27 60.1 953 34.7 130.0  32.56 50.6
G24 Azad 19.30  30.00 6.50 36.50 10.66 3432  50.97 586 5683 2255 56.8 89.7 25.5 115.1 29.97 49.3
G25 Hashem 18.85 30.68 6.58 37.25 10.80 38.24  66.34 9.89 76.23  26.03 51.8 92.5 22.5 115.0  29.04 52.4
LSD +/- 5.98 6.70 15.28

LSD(SE) 3.04 3.40 7.78
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Fig. 1. Biplot display of chickpea genotypes scoring in different environments (A),
simultaneous view of seed yield means and stability of genotypes (B) and comparison
of genotypes with the ideal genotype (C)
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