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Table 1 Grain yield (X ij, kg) of 11 mungbean varieties in 20 trial sites kg

L Vi V2 V3 Vs Vs Ve V7 Vs Vo V10 Vi L®oos
L1 Q 631 2 202 Q 560 Q 643 Q 923 1 295 Q 738 - Q 690 Q 580 Q 881 Q 169
L2 1 010 1 154 Q 949 1 049 1145 1 226 1172 - Q 866 1 095 Q 881 Q 088
Ls 1 960 1870 2 090 1 700 1990 2 430 2 170 Q 720 1 950 1 200 2 090 Q 368
La 1180 1 050 Q 870 Q 810 Q 950 1270 Q 880 - Q 880 Q 950 1 450 Q 239
Ls 1 920 2 834 2 383 2 832 2 296 2 410 2 308 - 2 644 2 277 2 611 Q 313
Le Q 610 1433 Q 833 1 066 Q 742 Q 789 Q 375 - Q 814 Q 464 Q 947 Q 183
L7 1 105 Q 618 Q 775 1 089 1 326 Q 983 Q 738 Q 025 Q 987 Q 427 Q 454 Q 251
Ls 2 439 2 202 1930 2 254 1837 2 148 2 385 - 1820 1 656 1 809 Q 221
Lo 1 410 1 640 1240 1 390 1 690 1920 2 010 1 740 1 740 1220 1920 Q 224
L 10 1 410 1 586 1375 1 469 1473 1 346 1343 Q 807 1 265 1 152 1 405 Q 170
L1 Q 913 1 538 1 206 1471 1 266 1 509 1 476 Q 549 1422 1 508 1 474 Q 293
L2 1220 1240 1 090 1 040 1 490 1410 1 420 1130 1 050 Q 990 1 290 Q 099
Lis Q 298 Q0 201 Q 239 Q 354 Q 463 Q 465 Q 149 Q 212 Q 449 Q 116 Q 651 Q 067
L1 Q 283 Q 323 Q 560 Q 727 1390 Q 797 Q 270 Q 130 Q 480 Q 377 Q 403 0 148
Lis 2 161 1574 1574 1 880 2 377 2 315 2 469 1234 1977 1 451 2 129 Q 351
Lie Q 710 1 610 1220 1 540 1 310 1 300 1 030 - 1 060 1 360 1240 Q 149
L7 2 080 2 570 2 320 2 610 2 500 2 600 2 290 - 2 570 2 470 2 600 Q 309
Lis 1 260 1 910 1 540 2 180 2 280 2 630 2 410 - 2 080 2 210 1 46 Q 291
L 19 1 260 1 380 1 490 1 350 1 580 1370 1377 - 1 440 1 520 1410 Q 116
L 20 1 100 Q 850 1 050 1 080 1 140 1220 1230 Q 770 Q 870 1180 1270 Q 206
Xi 1 248 1 404 1 265 1 427 1 498 1572 1414 Q732 1351 1210 1419

wpg{)dﬁtry"f 9 6 8 3 2 1 5 1 7 10 4
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Table 2 Nonparanetric variate nij and its statistic Pi for the data in table 1

V. L1 L2 L3 La Ls Le L7 Ls Lo Lio Lz L1z L1z L4 Li1s Lis L1z Lis Luo Lzoz nij Pi/% Order of
superiority
V. 3 4 5 8 1 3 9 10 3 7 1 5 5 2 7 1 1 1 1 2 70 395 9
V. 10 8 3 7 10 10 3 7 4 10 10 6 2 3 2510 654 5 51260 63 0 3
Vs 1 3 752 5 7 5 5 1 5 2 3 4 7 254 3 3 8 3 810 405 8
Va 4 5 2 1 9 9 8 8 2 8 5 1 6 8 4 9 10 6 2 81150 57.5 5
Vs 8 7 6 553 4 10 4 5 9 3 10 8 10 9 7 5 8 10 91405 703 2
Ve 9 10 10 9 6 5 6 6 854 9 8 9 9 8 6 8510 3 10 1540 770 1
vz 6 9 9 354 1 4 9 0 3 7 9 1 1 10 2 2 9 4 61095 54 8 6
Ve 0 0 0 O O 0 O 0 650 0 4 3 0 O O O O O ©0 135 68 11
Vo 56 1 4 358 6 7 3 652 4 2 7 6 5 3 655 7 4 95 47.8 7
Vie 2 6 1 5§52 2 1 $1 0 1 8 0 O 4 1 8 4 7 9 1 635 318 10
Vu 7 2 7510 7 8 2 2 856 6 7 10 S5 6 5 852 6 7125 61 3 4
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Table 3 Nonparametric variate nj and its statistic Pi for the data in table 1
Vi L1 L2 Ls La Ls Le L7 Ls Lo Lio Luw L1z L1z Lua Lis Lie L1z Lis Lo Lzozn]J Pi/% Order of
superiority
Vi 1 3 2 5 1 2 6 8 0 2 1 4 4 1 4 1 1 1 1 1 40 245 9
V2 10 7 2 2 7 10 1 6 4 8 3 5 1 1 0 9 2 4 2 1 80 45 3
vs 1 1 3 1 2 4 3 2 0 2 151 2 6 0 4 1 1 4 1 45 203 10
Vo 1 4 2 1 7 8 6 6 0 3 2 0 5 8 2 9 3 4 1 2 740 370 5
Vs 7 6 2 1 2 3 8 2 4 3 2 8 7 10 6 4 2 5 8 4 940 470 2
Ve 9 7 7 6 2 3 4 5 6 2 3 8 7 8 5 4 3 9 1 5 104 0 520 1
v 2 6 3 1 2 1 3 7 8 2 2 8 0 O 6 2 1 6 2 1 630 35 7
Vg 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 60 30 11
Vo 1 1 2 1 5 4 4 1 4 1 2 0 7 4 4 2 2 4 2 1 50 280 8
Vo 1 3 1 1 2 1 1 1 o0 1 3 0 O 1 0 4 2 5 6 1 340 170 6
Vuy 6 1 3 9 4 5 1 1 8 2 2 5 10 1 4 4 3 1 2 2 740 370 4
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Table 4 Yield stability index Si and its significance for 11 mungbean varieties in 20 trial sites
Si
Vi S Zi D ifference anong Si and its significance
L Doos=1 101 LDow= 1 477
V7 3845 Q277
Va 3458 Q201 Q387
V2 3 426 Q 279 Q 419 Q 032
V 10 3 366 Q 462 Q 479 Q 092 Q 060
Vi 3321 0629 0524 Q137 Q105 Q045
Vi 280 3915° 0995 0608 Q576 Q516 Q471
Vs 2834 4076 1011 Q624 0592 Q0532 0487 Q016
Ve 2 400 Q681"° 1445° 1058 1 026 Q 966 Q 921 Q 45 Q 434
Vs 2379 10013"" 1466 1079 1047 Q987 Q942 Q471 Q0455 Qo021
Vo 2303 11 260" " 1542"" 1155° 1123" 1 063 1 018 Q 547 Q 531 Q 097 Q 076
Vg 1245 36229"" 2600 2213"" 2181"" 2121"" 2076"" 1605°" 1589"" 1155 1134" 1058
(Note): z Zi=77.022" ", X or,11= 24 72, X5 05.1= 3 84, X o1.1= 6 63
23 ), 80 0% ;
©) 5, L 20 ( ), 17 3% ,
Dj 50%
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Table 5 Environment differentiation index for 11 mungbean varieties in 20 trial sites
Lj > i D;/% O rder of Lj > ni Di/% O rder of
superiority superiority
L1 39 70 9 8 L 215 391 17
L2 39 70 9 8 L12 40 727
Ls 27 49 9 15 L3 44 80 0 1
La 28 50 9 14 L 40 727
Ls 34 61 8 12 L1s 31 56 4 13
Le 41 74 5 3 L 16 43 78 2 2
L7 37 67 3 11 L7 20 36 4 18
Ls 39 70 9 8 L 18 40 727 5
Lo 38 69 1 10 L 19 29 26 4 19
L 10 26 47 3 16 L 20 19 17. 3 20
P i P i
, i , 2001
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A pplication and analysis of the nonparametric measures
for regional trial of mungbean varieties

GAO Xiao-li', FENG Bai-li', GAO Jin-feng', SUN Ping-yang’, ZANG Bin*, CHA I Yan'
(1 college d A gronany; 2 College & Resources and Envirormental Science, N orthw est Sci-T ech U niversity o
Agriculture and Forestry, Yangling, Shannxi 712100, China)

Abstract: Two rank variates ni and n; for the i th variety in j environment, and four nonparametric
measures Pi, Pi,Si and D j were introduced to describe the basic characteristics of mungbean regional trial
data at whole nation in 2001 T he results indicated that therew ere marked differences in productivity and
stability betw een varieties 9239-8 and 9309-22 are excellent varieties in both productivity and stability. En-
vironment differentiation w as high at fourteen locations, Changzhi station in Shanxi w as the highest and
found out 8Q 0% difference significantly.
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