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Abstract — The objective of this work was to investigate the genotype-environment interaction in Mato Grosso
State, MT. The relative importance of locations, years, sowing dates and cultivars and their interactions was
analyzed from data collected in regional yield trials performed in a randomized complete block design with four
replications, from 1994-1995 through 1999-2000, in nine locations and two sowing dates. Individual and pooled
analyses of variance over years and locations were performed. Complementary analyses of variances partitioned
MT State in two main and five smaller regions, respectively: North and South of Cuiaba; and MT-South-A (Pedra
Preta area), MT-South-B (Rondonopolis and Itiquira), MT-East (Primavera do Leste and Campo Verde), MT-
Central (Nova Mutum, Lucas do Rio Verde and Sorriso) and MT-Parecis (Campo Novo dos Parecis and Sapezal).
Locations are relatively more important than years for yield testing soybeans in the MT State, therefore, investment
should be made in increasing locations rather than years to improve experimental precision. Partitioning the
MT State into regions has little impact on soybean yield testing results and, consequently, on the efficiency of
the soybean breeding program in the State. Breeding genotypes with broad adaptation for the MT State is an
efficient strategy for cultivar development.

Index terms: Glycine max, plant breeding, plant genetics, soybean adaptation.

Interacdo de gendtipos com ambientes e produtividade da soja
no Estado do Mato Grosso, Brasil

Resumo — O objetivo deste trabalho foi investigar a interacdo de genétipos com ambientes no Estado do Mato
Grosso, MT. Locais, anos, épocas de semeadura, cultivares e respectivas interaces foram analisados em relagao
a dados de produtividade de grdos de ensaios regionais realizados em delineamento de blocos completos
casualizados, conduzidos de 1994-1995 a 1999-2000, em nove locais e duas épocas de semeadura. Analises de
variancias individuais e conjuntas de anos e locais foram efetuadas. Analises complementares foram realizadas,
dividindo o Estado em duas regides principais e cinco regides menores, respectivamente: Norte e Sul de Cuiabg;
e MT-Sul-A (area de Pedra Preta), MT-Sul-B (Rondondpolis e Itiquira), MT-Leste (Primavera do Leste e Campo
Verde), MT-Central (Nova Mutum, Lucas do Rio Verde e Sorriso) e MT-Parecis (Campo Novo dos Parecis e
Sapezal). Locais foram relativamente mais importantes que anos na produtividade da soja, portanto, devera
haver investimento no aumento do nimero de locais ao invés de anos a fim de melhorar a precisdo experimental.
A divisdo do Estado em regides tem pequeno impacto nos resultados de produtividade e, conseqlientemente, na
eficiéncia do programa de melhoramento. Desenvolver gendtipos com ampla adaptagdo € uma estratégia eficien-
te de melhoramento da soja para o Estado.

Termos para indexacdo: Glycine max, melhoramento de plantas, genética de plantas, adaptacdo de soja.

Introduction is suitable for soybean cropping but producing areas are

concentrated in the regions roughly limited by the

Cropping 5.1 million haand harvesting 14.5 millionton  counties Campo Verde, Primavera do Leste, Itiquira and
of soybean in 2003/2004 ranked Mato Grosso State  Alto Taquari, in the South, and Nova Mutum, Sorriso
(MT State) in first place in area, production and yield  and Sapesal, in the Center West. High yielding and highly
among the Brazilian growing States. Most of the State  adapted cultivars coupled with cropping technology
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custom developed for the region were the main factors
behind the success. Cultivars for the MT State were
released for cultivation after breeding and extensive field-
testing in the regions during the last ten years.

Breeding soybean genotypes for cropping in such
extensive areas requires careful considerations about
genotype and environment (GXE) interaction to optimize
results, since its effects may slow down the identification
of the superior cultivars (Allard & Bradshaw, 1964;
Arantes, 1979). GxE interaction is dealt with either by
selection of broad adaptation cultivars or by stratification
of the production area and release of cultivar specifically
adapted to each stratum (Ramalho et al., 1993).

Soybean breeding programs carried out by Embrapa
usually aim at developing high yielding cultivars with the
widest achievable adaptation to simplify the choice of
cultivar and the seed production procedures.

In spite of the continuous increase in the cropped area
in the MT State, two main soybean-growing regions
prevail, namely, to the North and South of the capital
Cuiaba, basically because of photoperiod (latitude),
physical separation due to geography and predominant
climatic conditions. They may also be subdivided into
five smaller regions, grouped by altitude, soil class or
latitude [MT-South-A (Pedra Preta area), MT-South-B
(Rondondpolis and Itiquira areas), MT-East (Primavera
do Leste and Campo Verde area), MT-Central (Nova
Mutum, Lucas do Rio Verde and Sorriso area) and MT-
Parecis (Campo Novo dos Parecis and Sapezal area)].

The objective of this work was to investigate and report
types of genotype and environment interactions present
in Mato Grosso State soybean cropping regions using
data from yield trials performed during six years and to
check if the stratification of the State in different areas
for cultivar indication is necessary or desirable for culti-
var development.

Material and Methods

Yield data were collected from the soybean regional
yield trials carried out for Mato Grosso (MT) State by
the partnership between Embrapa and Fundagéo Mato
Grosso from the 1994-1995 to 1999-2000 growing
seasons. Main characteristics of the trial locations are
shown in Table 1. The specific trial location frequently
varied within a single county from year to year, but the
main characteristics of the location are expected to
remain largely unchanged.
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The trials involved a total of about ninety cultivars
and breeding lines and were divided in three maturity
groups: early — Conquista, Pioneira, Itiquira, Paiaguas,
DM 247, FT 109, Emgopa 313, Emgopa 315, FT 110,
FT Estrela, IAC 8, MTBR95-123246, UFV 16; medium
— Paiaguas, Xingu, DM Vitoria, Emgopa 313, FT 101,
FT 105, FT 111, IAC 8, M-SOY 8400, MTBR92-33537,
UFV 18; and late — Garca Branca, BR Campo Grande,
Uirapuru, Tucano, DM 339, Emgopa 313, FT 106,
FT 114, Cristalina, MTBR92-335538. Not all cultivars
were tested in every location and some cultivars appeared
as checks in more than one maturity group. Only the
most regularly tested cultivars or breeding lines, which
in many opportunities were used as checks in the trials,
were included in the calculation of the source of variation
effects. The purpose was to reduce data unbalance that,
nevertheless, remained high in some cases. Experimen-
tal data from 1994-1995, 1995-1996 and 1996-1997
involved sowings in mid November, while data from
1997-1998, 1998-1999 and 19992000 involved sowings
of mid November and early December.

Analyses of means and variances were performed
individually for each year and location and also involved
joint assessment of years within locations, locations within
years and years and locations altogether. Further
analyses were carried out after dividing the MT State in
two and five regions. The partition of the MT State in
two regions considered the two main large cropping areas
roughly divided into North and South of Cuiab4, which
represent different latitudes and climatic conditions of
the Cerrado (South) and pre-Amazon (North) weather
conditions. The second partition resulted in five regions,
considering the soil, latitude and altitude characteristics
of these smaller areas, which were: MT-South-A (Pedra
Preta area), MT-South-B (Rondondpolis and Itiquira
areas), MT-East (Primavera do Leste and Campo Verde

Table 1. Data of the field trials locations in Mato Grosso State,
1995-2000.

Location Latitude Altitude (m) Soil class
Rondondpolis 16°42'16" 450 Rhodic Haplustox
Pedra Preta 16°50123" 740 Rhodic Haplustox
Itiquira 17°25'45" 522 Rhodic Haplustox
Primavera do Leste 15°27'15" 620 Typic Haplustox
Campo Verde 15°20128" 726 Rhodic Haplustox
Lucas do Rio Verde 13°32'07" 477 Rhodic Haplustox
Sorriso 12°32'43" 330 Rhodic Haplustox
Campo Novo dos Parecis 13°38'51" 570 Typic Haplustox
Sapezal 13°28'14" 560 Rhodic Haplustox
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area), MT-Central (Nova Mutum, Lucas do Rio Verde
and Sorriso area) and MT-Parecis (Campo Novo dos
Parecis and Sapezal area).

The experimental model of the individual analyses of
variance was based on the randomized complete blocks
design (RCBD) with four replications. Plots were formed
by four 5 m rows. The two central rows trimmedto 4 m
produced the useful plot area. The joint analyses of
variance presented included joint analyses of years within
each location; locations within each year; joint analyses
of years and locations; of years and regions; and of years,
locations and sowing dates, carried out on the adjusted
means of the individual analysis (RCBD). The year,
location and cultivar effects were considered random,
while the region effect was fixed. Spearman’s rank
correlations (Steel & Torrie, 1982) among cultivar means
of years within locations and of locations within years
were calculated.

Results and Discussion

Genotypes belonging to the late maturity group were
higher yielding (3,187 kg ha't) at 5% of probability, than
those belonging to the early and medium maturity groups,
which were similar inyield, 3,013 kg ha-*and 3,041kg ha't,
respectively. The pattern of significance of the interactions
among the genotypes with locations, years or environments,
in the maturity groups, which are discussed in the next
paragraphs, did not allow choice of any group as the most
stable or best adapted to the MT State growing conditions.
Similar studies on data from the regional yield trials of the
Parana State performed by Alliprandini et al. (1994, 1998)
were more conclusive and indicated that the semi-early
maturity group, which was equivalent to the medium maturity
group, was the highest yielding and best adapted for the
Parana State cropping conditions.

The comparison of yield data from early-mid
November and early December sowings for the early,
medium and late maturity groups showed that earlier
sowing results in higher yields than later sowing, with
3,048 kg hal versus 2,910 kg ha'1, 3,067 kg ha! versus
2,975 kg ha'l, and 3,255 kg ha'! versus 3,017 kg hal,
respectively. November and December yield means in
all three comparisons were statistically different at 5%
of probability. Similar pattern was also observed in Goiés
and Parané States (Carraro et al., 1984; Urben Filho &
Souza, 1993; Triller & Toledo, 1996; Toledo et al., 2000).
The data indicated that soybean sowings should

preferentially be carried out in November and should be
delayed only if unavoidable.

Analyses of years within each location (Table 2)
showed highly significant (1% of probability) year effects
for all maturity groups in Campo Novo dos Parecis and
Pedra Preta and nonsignificant effects in Primavera do
Leste. For the remaining four locations, year effects were
significant for at least one maturity group.

Table 2. Analyses of variances of soybean yield in Mato Gros-
so State from 1994 to 2000. Joint analyses of years within
locations for the early, medium and late maturity groups.

Source of Early maturity ~ Medium maturity Late maturity
variation d.f. M.S. d.f. M.S. d.f. M.S.
Campo Novo dos Parecis

Years (Y) 5 2,051,941.1" 5 1,590358.3" 4 922,108.7"
Cultivar (C) 8 1,062,441.1° 10 741,015.17 10  683,965.9°
YxC 4 38,967.8" 2 296,867.4™ 5  131,315.8™
Exp.error 105  251,622.8 108  202,635.5 136  298,585.5
CV (%) 18.2 153 17.1
Campo Verde
Years (Y) 2 370,8255™ 2 952,486.8" 1 1,843,641.7™
Cultivar (C) 2 1,094382.1" 2 12139874 2 52,910.6™
YxC 1 3,397.1™ 1 4,560.1™ 1 1,423,333.5"
Exp.error 18  281,586.3 16  191,651.8 21  115,580.6
CV (%) 14.2 14.6 113
Lucas do Rio Verde
Years (Y) 2 1,941,164.7% 2 2,578,722.07 1 2,7555282"
Cultivar (C) 2 633,712.8™ 2 231,836.8" 2  254,025.1™
YxC 1 498,009.0" 1 10,486.2™ 1 333,294.9™
Exp.error 18 89,782.8 19 70,8183 21  163,727.6
CV (%) 12.3 13.9 18.1
Nova Mutum
Years (Y) 5 9086102 5 112,260.7™ 4 1,635,844.6™
Cultivar (C) 9 3,462,871.8” 10  622,156.0” 10  458,922.1™
YxC 4 242,638.7" 2 349,557.5" 5 508275.17
Exp.error 64 2417939 64 2023587 79  126,401.8
CV (%) 16.8 14.5 10.5
Pedra Preta
Years (Y) 5 1,602,385.07 5 1,636,912.2" 4 1,381,599.6"
Cultivar (C) 8  845,934.3™ 10 322,948.9™ 9 301,930.7"
YxC 4 229,8743™ 2 252253 5 36,6163™
Exp.error 48  124,603.7 51  201,950.0 64 112,578.7
CV (%) 9.8 152 10.1
Primavera do Leste
Years (Y) 5 5452554™ 4 2783754™ 3 2774411
Cultivar (C) 11 434999.9™ 8  421,601.4" 8  300,920.6™
YxC 4 500,678.0" - - 2 86,336.4™
Exp.error 55  255.676.6 37 112,599.6 45 156,928.8
CV (%) 15.6 9.8 12.0
Rondonopolis
Years (Y) 5 1,440,142.8" 5 466,277.2™ 4 167,369.7™
Cultivar (C) 7 510,593.9™ 10 7874133 9  499,641.1™
YxC 4 345801.6™ 2 164,038.0 6  327,645.8™
Exp.error 61 3789734 73 2498384 96  279,331.1
CV (%) 19.5 17.1 16.9

nsNonsignificant. * and **Significant at 5 and 1% of probability,
respectively.
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The year x cultivar interaction was mostly not significant,
but it was significant in three occasions, once for the
early maturity group (in Lucas do Rio Verde) and twice
for the late maturity group (in Campo Verde and Nova
Mutum). These results indicated that cultivar evaluation
was consistent along the years, especially after the mean
analyses confirmed prevalence of absence of cultivar
mean rank changes. Spearman’s rank correlation among
cultivar means of years within locations, average of the
three maturity groups, was rs= 0.98, significant at 1%
of probability.

The analyses of locations within years (Table 3)
showed highly significant location effects in all six years

Table 3. Analyses of variances of soybean yield in Mato Gros-
so State from 1994 to 2000. Joint analyses of locations in years
for the early, medium and late maturity groups.

Source of Early maturity Medium maturity Late maturity
variation d.f. M.S. d.f. M.S. d.f. M.S.
1994/1995
Location (L) 8 9409564 7  627,063.9" 7 1,661,126.3"
Cultivar (C) 5 362,337.0" 1 3,293,707.0" 1  4,052,960.0”
LxC 8  73,9788™ 7 1123952™ 7 251,840.1™
Exp.error 65  68,850.3 54 55,901.8 78 119,248.8
CV (%) 8.1 8.4 12.3
1995/1996
Location (L) 8 3,423377.3" 8 2,617,9822" 8 2,631,512.9™
Cultivar (C) 1 1,932,666.5" 1 3,681,4922° 1 884,844.3"™
LxC 8§ 188,832.3™ 8  399328.1" 8 420,166.2"
Exp.error 54 1812658 50  143291.6 5l 112,795.3
CV (%) 14.2 12.6 10.2
1996/1997
Location (L) 8 4,982,932.5" 8 2,868,322.4™ 8  3,694,264.4™
Cultivar (C) 1 345,174.8™ 1 2,752,116.1" 1 237.3™
LxC 8 406977.1 8 29147017 8 37,030.7™
Exp.error 53 121,773.6 54  101,656.6 53 158,032.6
CV (%) 13.1 1.2 12.8
1997/1998
Location (L) 5 660,160.5" 5 8193188 5 792,350.2"
Cultivar (C) 1 212,491.0™ 1 23251832 1 1,692,991.9”
LxC 5 108,281.0™ 4  201,046.6™ 5 151,233.9™
Exp.error 62 156,598.5 103  135317.1 167 183,100.1
CV (%) 11.6 11.5 12.4
1998/1999
Location (L) 5 5,386,513.9™ 5 2914,871.7"7 5 3,611,6774"
Cultivar (C) 4 123270.1™ 4 1,545,0503" 5 473,081.8™
LxC 20 345,672.6™ 20  310,599.6™ 25 312,968.1°
Exp.error 111 2994875 106 1944542 128 195,713.7
CV (%) 16.6 14.9 14.2

1999/2000

Location (L) 5 1,875,631.7" 5 1,625256.4" 5  2,349,761.2"

Cultivar (C) 5 8,291,950.1 4  256,918.7™ 7  793,439.2"
LxC 22 436,783.57 20  218,449.1™ 28  241,703.5"
Exp.error 109 198,281.6 101  206,746.5 124  142,680.1
CV (%) 14.4 13.6 11.0

"sNonsignificant. * and *"Significant at 5 and 1% of probability,
respectively.
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and three maturity groups. The interaction among
locations and cultivars was not significant in 1994-1995
and 1997-1998. It was significant for the late maturity
group at 5% of probability in 1998-1999 and significant
for two out of the three maturity groups in the remaining
three years. The result clearly depicted the importance
of the location effect in the expression of soybean yield.
Significant location x cultivar interactions suggested that
selection for wider genotype adaptation may be difficult.
This picture also seemed to suggest that stratification of
the MT State into more homogeneous regions could
improve efficiency of the search for superior genotypes.
Benefits could stem from an increase in the efficiency
of selection of materials specifically adapted to each
region or from a decrease in the number of locations
required in the State yield trials by defining smaller
homogeneous regions (Alliprandini et al., 1994;
Carvalho et al., 2002; Murakami & Cruz, 2004). In the
MT State, however, analyses of cultivar means showed
that significant interactions did not result from cultivar
ranking changes, but rather from a prevalent less severe
different relative performance in the locations, as could
be depicted from Spearman’s rank correlations (rs)
among cultivar means of locations within years that were
0.76,0.92 and 0.81 for the early, medium and late maturity
groups, respectively, all significant at 1% of probability.
This is an easier type of interaction to deal with (Cruz
& Regazzi, 1994), since the best genotypes are
consistent along the several locations.

The joint analysis of years and locations was
performed to further develop the knowledge about
the performance of the genotypes in the MT State
environments. In this analysis, the year effect was
not significant for all three maturity groups, while the
location effect remained significant at 5% of
probability for the three maturity groups (Table 4).
Year x location interaction effects were significant
at 1% of probability for all groups. Considering that each
location and year characterize a different environment,
it may be assumed that cultivar yields were responding
to environmental changes rather than specific location
or year effects, which in the previous individualized
analyses were characterized by the different years and
locations. The triple year x location x cultivar interactions
were not significant for the three maturity groups,
suggesting absence of alterations in relative cultivar
performance due to environmental effects stemming
from combinations of years and locations.
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The year x cultivar interaction was significant at 5% of
probability for the late maturity group, while the
location x cultivar interaction was significant at 5% of
probability for all maturity groups. Relative cultivar yield
mean changes predominantly did not imply rank
alterations among cultivar yields.

The fact that the combination of years and locations
formed environments, which, in turn, did not change
cultivar yield ranking facilitates testing genotypes in the
MT State. However, the data also indicated that the
location effect had a stronger impact on soybean culti-
var yield than the year effect and, consequently, years
and locations are not interchangeable. This means that
if a given amount of resources is to be applied in soybean
yield testing in the MT State, the breeder should prefer
to increase the number of locations rather than years.
This isadifferent result from that reported by Alliprandini
et al. (1994) for the Parana State, where year and
locations were readily interchangeable to form
environments for soybean yield testing. The relative
higher importance of locations over years in the MT State
comparatively to the Parana State may be explained by
the fact that the rainfall is more regularly distributed
in MT than in Parang, which is in a climatic transition
region. Rainfall regularity along the years most likely
rendered less important years than locations effects for
soybean yield expression in MT.

Partitioning the MT State into two or five regions with
hypothetically more homogeneous characteristics
corroborated previous reasoning in which environment
and not GXE interaction is the main factor to consider
while yield testing soybeans. Partitioning the State into
two large or five smaller regions rendered not significant

Table 4. Analyses of variances of soybean yield in Mato Gros-
so State from 1994 to 2000. Joint analyses of years and
locations for the early, medium and late maturity groups.

Source of Early maturity ~ Medium maturity Late maturity
variation d.f. M.S. d.f. M.S. d.f. M.S.

Years (Y) 5 1,927,422.5™ 5 1263,795.7° 4 1,274,838.7"
Locations (L) 6 3,358,211.7° 6 2,804,2322" 6 3,819,382.4"
YxL 24 1,168,008.17 23  882,887.6" 17 1,058,469.2"
Cultivar (C) 13 2,969,156.7" 10 1,369,882.2" 10  626,627.3"
YxC 4 230284.8™ 2 12,2189 6  564,815.3"
LxC 34 433,890.7° 42 3258359° 39  342210.6"
YxLxC 18 313,106.5™ 8 176,414.4™ 20  214,409.3"
Exp.error 369 248,619.0 368 195520.1 462  211,128.7

CV (%) 16.4 14.4 14.1

region or year main effects and significant region x year
interaction effects and location x year within region
interaction effects (Tables 5 and 6). Partitioning the State
in only two regions still resulted in significant location
within region effect, again showing the relatively stronger
effect of locations comparatively to years. Partitioning
into five regions intuitively would made regions substitute
for locations, causing regions to become significant and
locations within regions not significant. However, the
region effect was not significant, reinforcing the

Table 5. Analyses of variances of soybean yield in Mato Gros-
so State from 1994 to 2000. Joint analyses of years and
locations and regions (MT- South and MT - Center) for the
early, medium and late maturity groups.

Source of Early maturity Medium maturity ~ Late maturity
variation d.f. M.S. d.f. M.S. d.f. M.S.
Years (Y) 5 1,998,836.4™ 5 1,303,205.2"™ 4 733,155.9"
Region (R) 1 1,675,936.6™ 1 73,436.3™ 1 797,125.7%

YxR 5 676,8492" 5 905208.17 4 3,237,036.0"
Locations/R 5 3,470,272.6° 5 3,112,999.0° 5 4,456,779.7"
Y x L/R 19 1,209,780.5" 18 8732593 13  681,005.5
Cultivar (C) 13 2,446,865.3" 10 1,306,593.3" 10  559,582.4™
YxC 4 303,9882% 2 7,744.8" 6 542,149.4°
RxC 8  739,719.9" 10 54348197 9  315378.5™
YxRxC 4 468,073.7 2 145,639.7° 6 76,9347
Lx C/R 26 372,981.8"™ 32 255,5432™ 30  362,642.6°
YxLxC/R 14  287,977.5™ 6 153,555.4™ 14  269,792.8™
Exp.error 369  248,619.0 368 195,520.1 462  211,128.7

CV (%) 16.4 14.4 14.1

nsNonsignificant. * and **Significant at 5 and 1% of probability,
respectively.

Table 6. Analyses of variances of soybean yield in Mato Gros-
so State from 1994 to 2000. Joint analyses of years, locations
and regions (MT-South-A, MT-South-B, MT-Center, MT-East
and MT-Parecis) for the early, medium and late maturity groups.

Source of Early maturity =~ Medium maturity Late maturity
variation d.f. M.S. d.f. M.S. d.f. M.S.
Years (Y) 5 1,508,232.4™ 5 1,513,0245" 4  674,500.8™
Region (R) 4 3217,481.4™ 4 2,469,246.0° 4 2,146,438.7™
Y xR 17 1,310,128.6™ 17 890,316.9" 14 1,579,828.0"
Locations/R 6 2,803,643.3" 6 1,502,741.2" 6 2,859,209.9™
Y x L/R 9 1,342,780.0" 7 1,630,927.9" 5  748,562.3™
Cultivar (C) 13 2,849,065.4™ 10 1,468,409.5" 11  686,008.3™
YxC 4 276,463.6™ 2 17,7798 5  402,831.4™
RxC 30 441,910.8® 38 326,157.97 39  324,844.7"
YxRxC 16 322,426.1" 7 199,864.8™ 15 304,712.5°
Lx C/R 15  236,151.8" 16 189,374.1™ 17  229,088.2"
YxLxC/R 6 129,9045™ 3 135539.1" 5 620,738.2"
Exp. error 345 187,615.6 345 155200.5 436 157,634.7
CV (%) 14.2 12.8 122

nsNot-significant. * and ™*Significant at 5% and 1% of probability,
respectively.

nsNonsignificant. * and **Significant at 5 and 1% of probability,
respectively.
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importance of the combination of factors to form
environments for soybean yield testing. One apparent
benefit from partitioning would be the not significance
of the location x cultivar within region interaction, which
was significant only for the late maturity group in the
two region case at 5% of probability. However, since
the location x cultivar interactions predominantly did not
imply rank alterations, there would be little advantage of
program efficiency to compensate for the increased
analysis complexity. Years x region interaction, which
characterized environments, became significant for the
three maturity groups. Partitioning the MT State in two
or five regions added little useful information to the
breeder’s work, as one should expect if the predominant
effect acting upon soybean yield was the combination
of year and location effects, rather than their specific
main effects. Planning and executing separate
soybean breeding programs for the two larger regions
may render the work more laborious and expensive
but not more efficient. The most important
consequence from these results was the support for
the notion that breeding should be towards selection
of broad adaptation genotypes.

Table 7 shows the analyses of variance of the
1997-1998, 1998-1999 and 1999-2000 experiments,
which were sown in early-mid November and early

Table 7. Analyses of variances of soybean yield in Mato Gros-
so State from 1997 to 2000. Joint analyses of years, sowing
dates and locations for the early, medium and late maturity
groups.

Source of Early maturity Medium maturity Late maturity

variation df. M.S. df. M.S. df. M.S.
Years (Y) 2 2,549,828.42 2 3,795301.22" 2 3,739,144.5;IS
Sowing date (S) 1 11,688,062.3 1 16,688,996.4* 1 31,138,243.2
YxS 2 1,865,534.5™ 2 23189485 2 3,733,836.8"
*
Locations (L) 4 3230421.8™ 4 3573409.1% 4 38031876
K% ET3
YxL 8 1,346,805.7 8 9772768 8 13074720
*
SxL 4 1,292,048.925 4 2,858916.9 4 62743337
koo kg
YxSxL 75474942 7 10025834 7 1,197,9958
Cultivar (C) 7 6,527,755.2 8 1,146,895.0 9 811,547.9%
YxC 3 39,019.2™ 1 50,959.8™ 4 355661.7™
SxC 5 40,7792" 8 535538.7" 8 4545454
Kk * kk
LxC 26 5187235 32 296,992.4 35 310,954.7
YxSxC 3 315,056.0" 1 125.0" 2 540,640.3"
YxLxC 12 186,424.5" 4 87,040.3:3 12 222,704.0L1S
*
SxLxC 17 193,330.1™ 27 331,195.3 28 2893122
YxSxLxC 9 336296.7™ 2 370,7384™ 6  164,1443"8
Exp. error 295 240,602.6 322 180,030.5 435  183,587.0
CV (%) 15.4 133 12.9

"sNonsignificant. * and *"Significant at 5 and 1% of probability,
respectively.
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December. The introduction of different sowing dates
in the analyses of this work was justified by the fact that
farmers often cannot sow all areas in the best period for
maximum yield, which is usually accepted as from early
to mid November. Sowing of some fields is frequently
finished late in December. Late sowing may be a
consequence of the large farming areas, rainfall pattern
or other unpredictable factors and, almost invariably,
result in poorer yields. Therefore, selecting genotypes
with adaptation to longer sowing periods may contribute
to the MT State soybean growing system. This is likely
to be feasible, especially after Lima et al. (2000)
successfully selected soybean inbred lines
simultaneously for high yield and broad sowing period
(from mid to late September to mid to late December)
for Parana State.

The sowing date main effect was significant (Table 7),
but its introduction in the analyses changed little the
previous picture of the relative higher importance of
environments, predominantly influenced by the location,
over the other components of variation.
The year x location and year x sowing x location
interactions and the sowing x location and
sowing x location x cultivar interactions were significant
for all maturity groups and for the medium and late
groups, respectively. The cultivar effect was significant
for all maturity groups, locations were significant for the
medium and late groups and years were not significant
in any case. The interaction between locations and
cultivars was significant in all cases. It did not however,
change cultivars rank, suggesting that the top selected
genotypes would be best in most locations. Again, the
indication is for selection towards broad adaptation
cultivars.

No significance of the cultivar x sowing date
interaction occurred concurrently with yield mean
decrease when sowing was delayed from November to
December, for the three maturity groups. This suggested
absence of genetic variability for yield stability across
sowings among the genotypes being tested in MT State.
According to Limaet al. (2000), although variability for
soybean adaptation to broad sowing date was obtained
from most crosses, large sampling had to be used to
allow selection of genotypes showing high and stable
yield across sowing dates in Parana State. Therefore,
further investigative work on the available variability for
wide range sowing dates and sample size is required in
MT State to ensure successful selection.
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Conclusions

1. Locations are relatively more important than years
for yield testing soybean genotypes in the Mato
Grosso State; investment should be in increasing locations
rather than years to increase the number of environments
and to enhance experimental precision.

2. Partitioning the Mato Grosso State in regions has
little or no impact on soybean yield testing and,
consequently, on the efficiency of the soybean breeding
program in the State.

3. Breeding genotypes with broad adaptation for the
Mato Grosso State is an efficient strategy for cultivar
development.
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