J. Plant Production, Mansoura Univ., Vol. 2 (1): 97 - 108, 2011

ESTIMATION OF GENOTYPE X ENVIRONMENT INTERACTION
FOR SOME ECONOMICAL CHARACTERISTICS IN COTTON
CULTIVARS PLANTED IN SYRIA

Attiea, Rawaa E.!; W. El-Kady? ; S. Abbod! and S. El-Asmar?

General Commission for Scientific Agricultural Research (GCSAR)
E-mail: rawaa.elshiekh3@gmail.com

o AalaiBY) clial) (and Al g A ed) S 3l Cp Je ) An o pads
L:\JJH‘}A&.QJJJAS‘ Cadl) ilial

') e g \ijws*gabm\ Clay APINRS Fesd) ie g,

B A3 Agalall Cugal) 38 pa Y Ggag B 1), Aue ) )3 dpalad) & gall dalad) digd) -

) ) ) JJJS[J#
lay adl) &gag 51 Ase ) 3 Agalad) & ganll dalad) ddpgl) ¥

gadlall

J})'JIJ_IA}DLBU VT Gala 4 s DA Gla s a phaill (e Galial duad de) ) o
35 (s ) Ao all (g_\l;)\_m.;d_: (u)il)m@_ul\ B S 1o Adlide a8l ge dsed A VY
Ay (Yord Y v A Y oV Yo o) Lol ) aud o dag )l 5aad (ASuall) yu 55 (Leldl) el
MSTATC Lf"‘l—‘.)" (:‘AAA.M:L\ Ayl Jalas A o Say ( RCBD) A gdiall ALalSY Chle Unal) atenal
Sl e gsine JSE 0 48 )5 4 (s Caiall (G 400N AL e Ulias 28 GENSTAT
Gl GiliaY) i@y Rag Yl giadl b9 Aadll a8l gall (8 (a3 59/4X) mh‘z{\m&.u\.zm‘!\
Yy féwd\d)&}%)&ﬂ\mwubm?\@bésdwd&uDMJ}ﬂ cla VYA
Lran 5 S alga (§5d1 288 (5 5Al dal (ga %@M‘uﬁ@w‘—‘my‘uﬁhé‘dw&m
& se ad i ety Aalil) Adal Al Al pall il i JIA w8l sal) L o (5 sine IS5 s i
s 5 (ol 5855 Sl A Aduay bl sall L o (g gine JS Am sall 5 bas S5 Aran B a8
e BB ansall (355 38 (5 AT ga (o L gralall sl dday @l sall (U o (5 sine S ban i
(o g IS sal) (Al (o ) s sall (3555 AonliY) b (B (5 sine S a5l Ly
Ol ) greatl) ol il < jedal 288 | lill) iy Lad Ll dad) ilai s Sl A i
e lE Caa gl 53 ety A syl i) JS3Calial) g @l gall c Ol gl o & ginall Jle oIS
JS A gl e a_,wtuu(uumix&\y,umix s a8l saX @l i) (V) As )l
Jeolill lall cplall Lal Aalisy) Al (5 sina g OIS Clia) 5 &l gindl G Jelill lae L cilioall
i sinall e 5 Sl A s AaliY) iial U siee (S8 (CilialX o3 )Axu\ sias) Al As jall pe
oY) A el ciliall VA Gkl el 8 Al 5l Al e Jay lae sl ilas diial
‘ Al e Dokl o3 e Sk IS Jeld As 0 ol o Sl (53

LA A il 2 aY) 54 [PCAL Jeliill il sSa e JsY1 058l of (e il il Jdas s
0 dE ) ) -rYala (A s O A Gl Cilial) s b sSall Bl ae Al A s paal) clial)
5 a0 il Aali) a8 dadiie Gl da 50 3 YY s caiall IS Lein G e Alle Aa
A G YY 5y 0 A8, VY s VA Gala Cilial) ulss sl il dia Wl | Sl Ay
Aaidiie clida o 0 el aiall (S L dlle @

£ LS Lgalasiad Cany A Gl Jmdl (o (0 Ll A o5 il Clas sie e Talaiel
0 48 GliaY) ﬁ)‘uﬁ“\—.\aha!maf}h@"ﬁu‘\ s gpdiall 1 a A 5 el o (A
skl G0 A8, Caall 4dly YY »J‘Jﬁédﬁd‘}ﬁiﬂ‘w%mﬁ#‘;“:%hﬁM#
sl il 5 <l Aalny) ol ahliadl CiliaY) delal |l rdalidal) clalsl)

dadiall


mailto:rawaa.elshiekh3@gmail.com

Attiea, Rawaa E. et al.

e Jsmanl) 5o Gala I8 il 4y 55 el s ple IS Ll gl o (e (euill) Cingll )
o Al AN (e Alle dn () ABLAYL 8 jlies don o) iS5 il ey dlle Aoali] b Gilial
a3 il e 815l CaS) ) LS e 5l pall Sl il iy il 538 i ¢ pas il i)
O A oY aih | a geadll gy bl Jall (e el ) ya)
Awad (1991); Abo El-Zahab et al.(1992a); Shafshak et al. (1993a); Fahmy et
al.(1993); Seyam et al. (1994 a, b); Allam (1997)¢ Awaad et al. (1997); Attiea
Rawaa (2004) and Jixiang Wu et al. ( 2005).
* ) ge * g 5 il adlse * g a8l sall |l sl G A sieall Alle LS 35
gy onSll Ay a3l il i) s 8 Cilial
Awad (1991); Abo El-Zahab et al. (1992 a); Fahmy et al. (1993); Shafshak et
al. (1993 b); Seyam et al. (1994 a); Allam (1997); Awaad et al. (1997); El-
Shaarawy (1998 a, b and 2000) and Attiea Rawaa (2004).
X ol se aliall | adl sallX ol sl |28 sall |l i) (a SUS G A ginall Alle il Gyl ¢
) (e Jelill (5 sina e bl QLS (5 ,A0 als e il Xl g Jelitll T sina s il
2paa Chagy A jall o34 ¢l ya) ad 2B el dlat ddial Al | Cilial X a8l 50 X <l sius 3000
Al il Caliall sha il da o pait g Ay addl Cilicall Jaladl cadl) Calical (pu cplal) ds 5o
Lelatin U5 La jiST g ol CiliaY) sl Juadl Ll Ul 5 45d) aa Lelolis da 50 5088 IO (e
Calial il da 50 Al de 5 e IV i) s 13a Uiag of S paalls A il el g B sLIS
A small Ay 2l A ) seand) 8 Adliaal) il 8 il
Gl kg Al ga
SO, YY1l la e la VA Qs g ) ol e Cilial el de) )
52) Agmpal) (la)laa J5 (35 11) dran adl) 5 S (b @Bl sall 538 5 0 0 Fusad (B VY 550
SYO A YV Yt de ) el se ao )l Baal (Al ya3 J3 5 (ieldll) madas J5 (53
Gilial s 8 o5 LS 430 5l Ll pal 5 dandivuall Cilial) eland ca o (V) ) Jsaadls (Yo 09
) (YY) sl il
L5 05 5Se; (RCBD) i sl A Lol il e Uail) el aladi by de) )50 cus
ball yie )+ Johy b phad ded oy el dakill Cuewsi Zus Cochran and Cox (1975 )
IO J saanall 4 3B Aol cllee 481S g jaly Hsall G a Yo sdashadd) o a Ve dilisa
Y0+ 9) OO bl hadll jaine (B ke 8 e e salll e

i) A g Ll gual g A g aall Cilia¥) plad Gaw 1(V) Joda

alaie Y A ¥ ciisal) al
Yoov BW 76-31 X £+ s VA Gl
Yo Yool XY il 4. s
149) £z oo Y Caiall (e g3, sl YT Gl
144y Yaiih Ciiall e g2 8 i) )
a4y £ ol Ll aiall (e g2 8 Al YY sl

g 0] iliaa)
O Aaliy) cilae o8 e ol Cpladll (e J seanall (a o Cuga 1ad g3 &S 8 31 Gl Aalil)-

‘ ‘ AsYaS S Aadadfe
X (Al 5 AV il g gana ()5l sV Adkail ()55 ) rAlalaal) (e Ldbn o5 1% Sl A ¥
A

Ve X (a0 Ol (3ol il )3 5) Al (e s 57 (Yogual) () rl Ay
:g.‘al.a.aa\‘l\ Jalasl)

dee o3 Cum GENSTAT 5 MSTATC (ol 2 alhaiady 4 paill ilan ) il 6 ol
adll w8l gl 8 a1l sall sl Qi) 5yl adlas e ase JSI iliaay) Jdail)

98



J. Plant Production, Mansoura Univ., Vol. 2 (1), January, 2011

Ualeall U 5 5380 JS Clas &3y & Rasamivelona et al (1995) - L5 dwedll GiliadU,
-3,
Ti =P+ Yi+ Lj+ YLij+ Rki+Gi +GYj +Glij+GYLij +Ejju
e
My (L) &Esjs(Y) Amioma(RLASk o (G) Fsd cusS il sabial dadl) i
i) ae Gl il 28 gall ae il giull el a8 GYLj 5 Glij, GYji, YL abed) Jass il
o) Uadd) A Ejjyy et ) e alial) g < i) a1l sall 5 Ciliall aa a8 sall
Sxine 38 JBl i S LS | FLas) aladiuly GOURY) jalias (35 ) Ay sine LA 3
. L.S.D. i) plasiuly cldau il o
4y yha aladiind o5 daliad)l bl & Gl s il da o Glea dal e
) Aslaall G 5 (Additive Multiplicative Interaction) cAMMI
Yger= |J+Gg+Be+Zn)\n Ygn Oent Pge+Eger

Al o gidll e LJA.-A“ Gl adiag el e giall 1 A el dadad) 3 Caiall saalial) AedllYger
o) @S L ygn L IPCA Jeléll () sSal &l dagliAn el Jass i) (o 2) il 23:Be
Uadll :Eger il s i) g Jelil) e AU :Pge Ay S sd oS 5 o Jeldl) il :oen
sl
Interaction Principal ) 45l sSe () bl s Galiaal) o Jeliil) 40 a5 a5 28
Jelall ol Aally Jelal) @i Sa e o 58 JS (i At Gl 3 23 (Component Axis, IPCA
il Ay S Ll ST i) el (1S Wy 315 a8 IS il Jelatl) Gl 3 LS 1)
Sl il
gl

la glall

s I Aadll a8l gall 8 Calial) o sia (V) dsaadl maa s zad g8 &S Ja 30 olalll Asalii)
il Bl e g sine IS8 40 s Caiall 3o Baadl G A paall ciliall )l
Lot Ay sins (958 O (S S el 0 48 ) Caiall Jia) (w35 &S ££),07)

ciliall 4 jal) el gl SR Aciadl) @bl gall B Ay stal) Cilina) il gia gy 1(Y) doa

A g all
A g jaall clial) il
% gladl (Aual % S A ES Aalay)

¥1,4% AY,Yo £00,AT KPS
YV,Yv AY,Yo £¢y,01 9. qls
AN Vo, VY, 1 [ICTN
YV,VY AY,0) £Y1,0) 0 43,
1,34 Y., Y v44,¢0 Y g e
VALY YA, 0% 1Y, 0 Jac giall
LYY ¥,.0 Yo,1. L.S.D. 0.05 ¢ size 5.8 Jil

liall A jall @l s JUA el CaliaD dsadl) adl sall o sie (¥) dsaall o s
G55 Ly (a3 59/ &S EAT,TY) @l sl L e (5 sine S0 Lan (5 a5 (355 a3l Cam s 5 jaal)
Aran Fulll 508 2B ge o (5 5ine e JS
A g paall cliaall Al 1) &) giaw JYA dwadl] Ciliadld ad) gall cillaw gia ia g 1(¥) Jg>
du g jaal) clial) | b gal) |

99



Attiea, Rawaa E. et al.

Yogiad) (Auai | Yo_pSl) dpud A9 AS dpalidy)
TV, AY,aY £19,¢A daay fadd) 3 s
¥4,0) AV, Y1 £AY,Y Laa &
YTAd Y ¥YE,aY Ay 4al)
¥4,¥A TAYY £0),Y. b S
YA,V 1,V VA, i
ATA YA,01 £1),1) L giall
oYY ¥, Yo, L.S.D. 0.05 (s sixa 38 B

Ore a3 A sl al gall (6 Asadd) CalicaBl day )Y s sall Cildass sia (£) Jsaal) sy
(s &S EVY, 1)) 6 sine JS8 and sal) L e Yo v A ausall (355 Jpaall 38 DA
A g pdal) ciliiall ducadl) ad) gall (B ducadd) Cilicadl &) gind) Clau gia i gs (€) Jgi>

A g jaal) Clial) sl
% gl Yo S5 o psIES Tl =~
va,rY AA, €Y ¢.1,0Y Youon
YA, 0A AY,V¢ £6¢,Y0 YooV
79,11 VY, oV £VY,1) YA
vV, 11 1,44 YYE, 1 Yol
YATA YA, 01 €YY, Jas giall
BE Y. yY YY.4. L.S.D. 0.05 s 34 I

1% S A
e la oA Gla e IS e (%AY,00) 0 A8 ) Caiall (5585 Janls (V) dsaad) e
Y on V-TY s e S e (g st JS (3580 Laly (g simae e S
e IS Aomg yall g baa 5 (ol o Aran il B S 1 ge (5588 Laa 3l () Jsandl (e
8 i s b 5 lse o (g s Sy 3585 ety (%A, 3Y) (6 sina
(YoAN £Y) s sine ISy sl sall Bl o Yoo ans pall (3685 LDl (£) Jsaad) e
:%giad) Al
(%i\ ‘\‘\)Lg_,mds..mub.m:y‘ uﬁbujc YY }JM\OF(Y)J)M\W
Lain (% 79,0)) s sina st IS b 5 ase o s i wdise (358 (V) dsaadl C
d&uy\}d\@\_\& Yoot H}“Md)&( )d;:;l\u.z_uus QJ\}J\@L:EQ ng_\mds.ﬁudjﬂ
(%Y 9YY) G sine
sl
1aig [ &S AN Gl Al
&850 Xl s g sall |l sidl (g A siaal) Alle i 355 (O) ) Jsandl (00 Jaadls
(uM\xe\fxu\H)uu\uJ.mu.qd;muuu\wt_‘mutsusuum\x@\y Gilial
Al Aa Ll e Jelaill G ) e Lae (5 5ina e (S8 uh...a\*&\}m Jelatll wiladl i) Wl sina
énc_ﬂ_\.\l\ bA.%dA.u cdydﬁu;m&&xbjj)mﬁygﬂ\ )A‘}“ g\ﬂbumﬁﬂ ).ILILA\ |AJL: uls
e XA Jeagi e
Awad (1991); Abo El-Zahab et al. (1992 a); Fahmy et al. (1993); Shafshak et
al. (1993 a); Seyam and Abd EI-Rahman (1994); Allam (1997); Awaad et al.
(1997) and Sorour et al. (2000) .
o8 sall u\)m\wﬁwum\uu. L_s_ﬂSA_\Lul_\.\l\u\( ) Jsaall e Jaad 1% oSl dvd
Al e Jelill U st ol (1S Ly Cillial * ol g Cilliaal * @l 5o Calial) | £l sall * 0 il
e A S W dagl aaaplllod a3 & Glial * a8l e ¥l i &l
Fahmy et al. (1993); Allam (1997); Awad (1991) and Abd El-Rahaman et al. (1994).
c_».\yd\ L sind) Cpa DS A gieall Alle u.a\SuLuLul\u\( )d}.\AJ\U.A.L:AJu %ol Al
éﬂ\ydcbﬂbw}ul.ua\ Xtﬂ\)AXL_l\).\_w}uLLAA\XQ_l\).Lu AN &BUA\X«_H}“J\
UAJSA_J\ dm}bx@c_\l_d\ a&ds.u L_QL\.AA‘

100



J. Plant Production, Mansoura Univ., Vol. 2 (1), January, 2011

Awad (1991); Abo El-Zahab et al. (1992 b); Fahmy et al. (1993); Shafshak et
al. (1993 a); Seyam and Abd El-Rahman (1994)¢Allam (1997); Awaad et al.
(1991); Awaad et al. (1997); EI-Shaaraw (1998 a. b and 2000) and

Y a8 ge dead B Ae g Jall Aaiadld) CiliaBU cild) oY) cilay o Ja gia il gs 1(0) s
o 5 aal) ;IM&,}Q‘JJ{M“JA

g paall cilball cild) Yl cilay ya o gia AMEAY jlaa
% galall Alas % Sl Al 9afAS Aality)
**YE,Q) FHEYTY, Y **Y,04£7,10 & gl
EAY YN, 68 *FYVY VY, 0 &8 5a
**¢ Yo YV, LY Y \VEE Y B gaX &) g
**\1,49 Y04 A Y ETY,AN dilial
) A AT n.s. WVEY,Y¢ dilialX & giw
ey **\ot o *FAEY E,AY cilial X ad) ga
*rY g *VY, .0 *A¥AY, ¢ Cilial X ) gaX i gis
.,0Y £1,3Y YY.eq,4¢ (il Uadl)

S e, i st g s g sira s Gl Y s,

\rll) Ay s
1ad 9 AS LAY Glall) Al

e G )W) Glay je g senal Apilly Je Wil il S (e (5580 IS A guia gy (1) Jsasd)
s 54 (IPCAL) Jelil au;sﬁwd;\)\ OsSall o daad cua Al 5 caliall O S delad
O S naa g Le qe (380 138 5 Jelall il e il 0 )lie LSV Al Sy
El-Shaarawy et al (1998) and El-Shaarawy (2000); Attiea Rawaa (2004) and

Jixiang Wu et al. (2005).

Leie JS0 i) delall Gl 3 laa (e (Al 5 S 55 JS0 de bl A a2 LS
Camiad a8 1-FY Cuda 54 Gl VA s Glal) G aadl G (V) Jsaaldl 8 gl cusga
55 YY o il (LS Laig (40,77) © 43 ) Caiall agaly (39,94) ) ) il (e dlle 4
YT5V) Anidie i A

O sV 0 sSal) e Asadd) Caliadl bl Jaws giall (g A83all e 5y (5315 (V) S (4
STl Al VA ala) 6 e 81 Gilial) o Baadl s e caia JSU Je i) @l S
Lein [PCAL-D 48 a}uqk';g:\,\a)m;j\ 3 Sl Sl e dlle A ja Cieiad (048 45
G5 (V) JSil) e Baadl LaS L Cilial) J81 (g S8 A& 3508 e VY 5501 s Canall 7 A
DS A da )Y Galia) G aas i) Je il A ae Ciliadll o) Jaus giall (p A8DMa) a5y
Uias Al 0 485 59 ala Caiall Lalil) Cus (o Lebiadl (S0 3150 il (e 2 e cSlia) 8
Ziaa sl Ay i) el yy 9 LIS (il (00 plasiuly o 5o e Ly 5 il siall Jaus s e
Al g Hhall Alall Lgie slia 5 Alladl Lials) sy 3l (pdaill L)
el ¢ AL Je il (s ) Ay Jelial Gl gSa e ¢S JS Galt Aaesd G 1(1) st

o gl cliall Ll

B AT Gl s 5ia "
RN Yo s | S A gy | O e
10,V V¢, o vT,04 IPCA1
YA, €4 \V,YY V4,\V IPCA2
oA At £, IPCA3
Voo 39,41 9,94 £ saxal)
. — . A

101



Attiea, Rawaa E. et al.

o)) pal g0 ¥ @B g dsad (8 g jaal) dcadd) Cilinadld quilad) Jolil) uud gaa gy (V) Jsta

Al ciliall

A g gaall cliiall .

5 — 5 "{ ”u' — = — Sy

Yogad) (Al Yo Sl Apad pisdfds a3l ol gl

Yoo 49,41 19,4A VY Acda
YE,v. 19,91 99,9A 4l
9¢,19 99,47 19,4A (I NN

Yoo 99,41 30,71 043,
Yy,0) Yo,r) Y¥,va YYaool

1% Sl L

O SV il (<G (IPCAT) deliil) el S e Y o sSall o 2l (1) Jsaadl (ga
ol sSall Bl ae A e Sl ddual Al Je i)

Caaiad 28 0 48,5 )T Cada ) e s VA s Glna) o Bl (V) Jsaal) s
(Y0,7Y) Aabiie A 5 53 VY s il IS Ly (39,37) (S5 Ll G Ale An

uAd;‘l“uJSA\cnw\uhm)J@w\bM\uuﬁM\ ydi\j( )LM‘QA
LN e Alle Aapa Chatad KA ALe Y1 A, Gl Gl adl IPCATL Jelall el Ka
AN dsas e VY a5 o Caiiall # 5 Laiy IPCAL-LAEDN 2 gaa i G & jaandl 3) )51
AR EAN IS IV !

Ll el e f caklial a8 SO ARl Gy Y1 Cilial) o (£) JSE) e Jaadl LS
Lsgie Ao 18 gl 9 s 5 VA Gl 0 38 ) Caiall oY) s e bl STy 1,5
G Sl dda o il Ay il pmal o (8 LIS Calial) 038 aladinly paa s Lils Ul 5 il gidl)
Al Al Al e S0 dans

1% glal) Alal vy

O SV Al (<8 (IPCAL) delill il e e Y1 ¢Sl o 2D (1) Jsaall (s
) il el Al Je i)

sl Al Gada s el baiai 8 0 43,5 VA s Gudieall o 23l (V) Jsaall (e
ala 5 Bl Gl J8T L (V),00) YY o caiall 5 (9€,19) 0-FY (b Catall Lagaly (V2 )
_(vz,v.)a.
3 50 AE, VoYY Gl mm_u;mﬂmméy\u\h)u \g@;mdssd;mmup
A Lin |IPCALY ) Spaa i G @) 3 ()l Gl e Adle da oyl YY) 55l
Ll GlaY) S8 e S8 28 s gan e 40 s Caicall

Wubuﬁ@wJ,)J\)_mwmn;u\uumy\ddw\(ﬂ)dm\wh,uus
o Lol Glia¥) Jumdl L g Jaws sie el 5 dle il A y0y 0 48 ) Catall 4y 51 5l) il
LA EYY ol b plall dlaidia y gl 4y il mal

102



J. Plant Production, Mansoura Univ., Vol. 2 (1), January, 2011

IPCA1

Aleppo 118

=+ Aleppo 90
-Rakka 5

+
Aleppo 33-1

Deir Ezzor 22
+

T T T T T
100 200 300 400 500 600

The mean of seed cotton yield

Fig.1 : Biplot of seed cotton yield means and IPCAL scores for five genotypes over twenty environments
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ESTIMATION OF GENOTYPE X ENVIRONMENT INTERACTION
FOR SOME ECONOMICAL CHARACTERISTICS IN COTTON
CULTIVARS PLANTED IN SYRIA

Attiea, Rawaa E.}; W. El-Kady? ; S. Abbod! and S. El-Asmar?
General Commission for Scientific Agricultural Research (GCSAR)
E-mail: rawaa.elshiekh3@gmail.com

ABSTRACT

Five varieties of cotton (G. hirsutum) i.e. Aleppoll8, Aleppo90,
Aleppo 33-1, Rakah 5 and Deir El-Zour 22 at were planted five different
location, Kasrat El-Sheikh Gomaa (Rakah), Tel Hadia (Aleppo), Almrieia (Deir
El-Zour), Tel Steeh (Qamishli) and Tel Tamer (Hasakeh) in four seasons
(2006, 2007, 2008 and 2009). That in the R.C.B.D. The experimental design
was RCBD and the studied traits were seed cotton yield (S.C. Y. kg/donam);
earliness percentage % and lint percentage%. Statistical analysis was done
by using MSTATC and GENSTAT. The results were as following: Aleppo 90
and Rakah 5 was significantly the best in seed cotton vyield (S.C.Y.
kg/donam), Aleppo 118, Aleppo 90 and Rakah 5 exceeded significantly other
varieties in earliness percentage (E%). However, Deir El-Zour 22 exceeded
significantly in lint percentage (L.P.%). On the other hand, the locations,
Kasrat EI-Sheikh Gomaa and Tel Hadia exceeded significantly other locations
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in seed cotton yield and Kasrat El-Sheikh Gomaa, Tel Hadia and Almrieia
exceeded significantly other locations in earliness percentage. While, Tel
Hadia exceeded other seasons significantly in lint percentage. On the other
hand, the third season exceeded in seed cotton yield but the first season
exceeded others in earliness percentage and lint percentage. The analysis of
variance revealed the presence of high significant differences among years,
locations and varieties for all studied traits. The variance due to first order
interaction (years X locations, years X varieties, locations X varieties) was
significant and highly significant for all studied traits except the variance due
to years X varieties for seed cotton yield was not significant. However, the
variance due to second order interaction (years X locations X varieties) was
significant for seed cotton yield and earliness percentage and high significant
for lint percentage, which revealed the importance of environmental effect on
genotypes performance. The stability analysis showed that the first
component interaction axis (IPCA1) was the most important for all studied
traits. The varieties, Aleppo 118, Aleppo 90 Aleppo 33-1and rakah 5 had high
stability performance for seed cotton yield and earliness percentage , while
Deir 22 was not stable across environments. The other hand, the most stable
varieties were Aleppo 118, Rakah5 Aleppo 33 and Dier 22, respectively for
lint percentage, while Aleppo 90 was not stable across environments. Based
on means and stability parameters, the best varieties which could be
recommended for use as parents in breeding program are: Aleppo 90 and
Rakah 5 for improving seed cotton yield, Rakah 5 , Aleppo-118 and Aleppo
90 for improving earliness percentage and Deir 22 and Rakah 5 for
improving lint percentage.

Keywords: Cotton, GE, G.hirsutum,seed cotton yield, earliness and lint

percentage.
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