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Abstract

Amaranth, with its high genetic variability, holds promise for global food security, income
generation and climate resilience. Developing stable, high-yielding genotypes is essential for sus-
tainable production. In this study, stability analysis was conducted on five Amaranth accessions
over two seasons at three Malawian sites. Significant trait variations, including grain yield, plant
height and leaf characteristics, underscored the dynamic nature of Amaranth cultivation.
Notably, LL-BH-04 consistently exhibited superior grain yield, while others showed variable per-
formance, highlighting the importance of stability analysis. Employing the Eberhart and Russell
model, stable accessions in leaf and grain yield were identified. Additionally, AMMI (Additive
Main effects and Multiplicative Interaction) biplot analysis revealed genetic diversity and stabil-
ity patterns, aiding resilient cultivar selection. Consequently, LL-BH-04 and PE-UP-BH-01,
identified as stable genotypes, were recommended for release, thereby enhancing agricultural
sustainability and food security. These findings emphasize the need for site-specific breeding
evaluations for sustainable productivity and underscore the importance of selecting stable cul-
tivars to address agricultural challenges. LL-BH-04 and PE-LO-BH-01 were proposed for release
to boost Amaranth production in Malawi, serving as the foundation for tailored breeding efforts
aimed at improving productivity and resilience. This study contributes valuable insights into the
stability and performance of Amaranth cultivars, offering guidance for sustainable crop
production and variety development strategies.

Introduction

Amaranth (Amaranthus spp.) stands as a resilient and nutritionally rich crop with significant
potential to address food security and nutrition challenges, particularly in regions like Malawi.
As a member of the Amaranthaceae family, Amaranth is characterized by its pseudocereal
properties, culinary versatility and high nutritional value (Mng’omba et al., 2003; Akaneme
and Ani, 2013). With approximately 50–60 species, including Amaranthus cruentus L.,
Amaranthus hypochondriacus L. and Amaranthus caudatus, Amaranth offers a diverse
range of leaves and grains, showcasing variations in leaf coloration from green to purple,
red and gold (Stetter et al., 2015). Renowned for its nutrient density, Amaranth provides essen-
tial proteins, carbohydrates, vitamins, minerals and antioxidants, offering significant dietary
diversity and nutritional security, especially in resource-constrained settings (Mng’omba
et al., 2003; Alegbejo, 2013).

Despite its nutritional and economic potential, Amaranth remains underutilized and under-
researched in many regions, including Malawi. Limited commercial varieties and inadequate
research efforts hinder its widespread adoption and market development, posing challenges to
its cultivation and utilization (Kachiguma et al., 2015; Lesten and Kingsley, 2020; Nyasulu
et al., 2021; Issa et al., 2022). Moreover, the susceptibility of Amaranth to environmental
fluctuations presents challenges to yield stability, necessitating the identification of genotypes
capable of consistent performance across diverse agroecological conditions (Khan et al., 2022).

In this context, this study aimed at addressing critical gaps in Amaranth research by
conducting stability analysis and identifying high-yielding accessions suitable for varietal
development in Malawi. The Eberhart and Russell model, a cornerstone in stability analysis,
was employed to evaluate genotype×environment interactions (GEIs) and identify superior
genotypes with stable performance. While this model has been extensively applied across
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various crops, its application in Amaranth remains limited, pre-
senting an opportunity to elucidate stability and high-yielding
genotypes specific to this crop (Eberhart and Russell, 1966;
Pham and Kang, 1988; Adejuwon, 2006; Endo et al., 2009;
Singh et al., 2014; Lule et al., 2014a, 2014b; Jain et al., 2019;
Kancharla, 2022). Additionally, the study incorporated the
AMMI (Additive Main effects and Multiplicative Interaction)
biplot analysis to complement the stability assessment, providing
deeper insights into genetic diversity and stability patterns.
Through the quantification of GEIs, this study aims to facilitate
the development of stable cultivars, thereby enhancing agricultural
sustainability and food security in Malawi’s urban and rural land-
scapes. By empowering farmers and promoting nutrition-sensitive
farming practices, this study seeks to foster agricultural resilience
and advance food systems’ resilience in Malawi.

Materials and methods

Amaranth accession selection and justification

Our selection process for the amaranth accessions was meticu-
lous, aiming to ensure a comprehensive representation of genetic
diversity and relevant phenotypic traits essential for our research
objectives. It was crucial to exclude accessions with poor germin-
ation, spiny attributes, low yield and lack of popularity among
farmers to maintain the study’s validity. Accessions with low ger-
mination rates could affect yield assessments and stability analysis
by hindering the establishment of robust plant populations (Boter
et al., 2019). Spiny characteristics could impede cultivation and
harvesting processes, potentially reducing overall yield outcomes.
Similarly, low-yielding accessions would provide limited insights
into yield potential, while those not favoured by farmers indicated
undesirable traits like bitterness and unfavourable aroma after
cooking (online Supplementary Table S1). Through this rigorous
pre-screening process, we evaluated factors such as yield potential,
germination rates, thorniness and farmer preferences to identify
accessions with the most potential for further investigation.
Consequently, only five promising accessions were selected for
stability analysis trials: MN-BH-01, LL-BH-04, NU-BH-01,
PE-UP-BH-01 and PE-LO-BH-01. While we recognize the
importance of a larger sample size for robust conclusions, prac-
tical constraints such as limited resources and the complexity of
conducting trials across diverse agroecologies led us to prioritize
depth over breadth in our study design. Despite the smaller sam-
ple size, these selected accessions offer valuable insights into vari-
ous aspects of amaranth cultivation, including yield potential,
adaptability to different environments and suitability for diverse
agricultural practices. We acknowledge that the reduced sample
size may raise concerns about representativeness; however, we
have implemented meticulous experimental design and analysis
techniques to mitigate potential biases. Despite these limitations,
we are confident that the chosen accessions provide significant
insights into the performance and adaptability of amaranth culti-
vars across varied environmental conditions, thereby contributing
to the advancement of amaranth cultivation practices.

Species identification verification process

The plant material collected was verified for species identification
using field-based methods and consultation of botanical literature.
Initially, morphological characteristics such as leaf shape, flower
structure, stem morphology and overall plant habit were carefully

observed and documented in the field, with reference to field
guides, botanical keys and relevant literature. Expert consultation
with experienced botanists or taxonomists familiar with the local
flora was sought when uncertainty persisted or additional con-
firmation was needed. Trained personnel with expertise in plant
taxonomy conducted the entire species identification process.
The identified species include A. cruentus, Amaranthus spinosus,
Acanthus retroflexus, Amaranthus hybridus, Amaranthus viridis
and A. hypochondriacus (online Supplementary Table S1). This
comprehensive approach ensured thorough verification and
accurate documentation of the identified species within the
collected plant samples.

Plant material and experimental site

Five selected accessions of Amaranth from five districts in Malawi
were used for stability studies, i.e. LL-BH-04, NU-BH-01,
MN-BH-01, PE-UP-BH-01 and PE-LO-BH-01 (online
Supplementary Table S2). The collection of the accessions was
carried out in compliance with local laws and without any con-
flicts of interest. The study was conducted in three different agroe-
cological areas: Bunda, Bembeke and Chipoka, over two seasons,
representing the mid-elevation plateau, mid-elevation plateau and
highlands and lakeshore and upper Shire Valley in Malawi
(Nalivata et al., 2017) during the main cropping seasons of
2020 and 2021. Bembeke is a horticultural research site for the
Department of Agricultural Research Services (DARS), Chipoka
is a field trial site for the Department of Agricultural Extension
Services (DAES) and Bunda College is a site that has long been
used by DARS and Lilongwe University of Agriculture and
Natural Resources (LUANAR) for a variety of trials (online
Supplementary Fig. S1). The average temperature, rainfall, soil
type, coordinates and agroecological zones of the sites are
shown in online Supplementary Table S3.

Experimental design and agronomic practices

The genotypes were arranged in a field experiment using a rando-
mized complete block design with four replications. The experi-
ment followed the guidelines outlined in Nyasulu et al. (2021),
with each plot measuring 2 m × 4.2 m and a net plot area of
3 m2 containing four ridges. Agronomic practices such as fertilizer
application, cultivation and weeding, pest and disease control
were carried out as described by Nyasulu et al. (2021).

Data collection

At the time of flowering, data were collected from 15 randomly
selected plants within each plot. Plant height was measured
from the base to the top of the inflorescence. Leaf length was
determined from the leaf tip to the leaf base, while leaf width
was measured at the widest point perpendicular to the leaf length
using a 30 cm ruler. Stem girth (mm) was measured at the
midpoint between the third and fourth node using callipers on
a per-plant basis.

Grain and leaf yield were assessed at the plot level, excluding
border rows, and then converted to tons per hectare (tons/ha).
Fresh yield data were subsequently adjusted to dry matter yield
to account for moisture content. Moisture content determination
was integral to this calculation. Representative samples of the har-
vested material were collected and subjected to moisture analysis.
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To determine moisture content, samples were meticulously
prepared and dried in an oven at a specified temperature range,
typically between 80 and 105°C, until reaching a constant weight,
indicating complete removal of moisture. The weight of the dried
samples was then recorded and compared to their original weight
to determine the percentage of moisture content present in the
harvested material.

The conversion from fresh yield to dry matter yield was
performed using the following formula:

Dry matter yield = 100 × Fresh yield
100 − Moisture content

where dry matter yield is the yield adjusted for dry matter (in the
same units as fresh yield), fresh yield is the measured fresh yield
data and moisture content is the percentage of moisture content
in the harvested material.

This approach ensured accurate adjustment of fresh yield to
dry matter yield, facilitating precise analysis of agricultural prod-
uctivity and performance.

Additionally, days to 50% flowering and days to 80% maturity
were determined by counting the days from planting to when 50
and 80% of the plants in the net plot flowered and reached matur-
ity, respectively (Nyasulu et al., 2021).

Data analysis

The collected data were first subjected to a normality test across
site analysis using the following linear model:

Yij = m+ di + (1+ bi)ej + dij + 1ij

where Yij = response variable, μ = overall mean of the response
variable, di = fixed effect of the i-th treatment, (1 + βi) = random
effect of the i-th treatment, ej = random effect associated with
the j-th experimental unit, δij = additional fixed effects or covari-
ates that may be included in the model and εij = error term.

Normalized data were then subjected to pooled analysis of
variance, and stability analysis was performed according to the
linear regression model described by Eberhart and Russell using
R Studio version 4.2.2 with the R package metan (Schwarzer,
2021). Linear regression is considered a measure of genotypic
response to varying environments. This model is widely used
because of its simplicity and reliability. It states that a genotype
is stable if the regression coefficient is equal to one (bi = 1) and
there is a non-significant deviation from the regression coefficient
close to zero (S2di = 0) along with a higher mean power. A linear
regression coefficient equal to one (bi = 1) indicates average sensi-
tivity to environmental variation; a regression coefficient less than
one (bi < 1) indicates above-average sensitivity to environmental
variation and superior adaptation to unfavourable environments;
and a regression coefficient greater than one (bi > 1) indicates
higher sensitivity to environmental changes but is specifically
adapted to favourable environments. Deviation from regression
if non-significant (S2di = 0), the performance of genotypes for a
given environment can be accurately predicted (Eberhart and
Russell, 1966; Lakshmidevamma et al., 2022). Pearson correlation
was also performed using R studio version 4.2.2 and the R pack-
age corrplot (Wei and Simko, 2017; Rstudio Team, 2022). While
AMMI analysis biplot for grain and leaf yield were plotted by
GenStat 22nd edition (VSN International, 2022).

Results

Genotype × environmental effects

Significant GEIs were observed for various traits in Amaranth, indi-
cating different responses of genotypes to diverse environmental
conditions. This highlights the dynamic nature of Amaranth culti-
vation, where genotype performance is influenced by environmen-
tal factors. While genotypes showed significant differences in traits
like leaf yield, grain yield, plant height, stem girth, leaf length, leaf
width, days to 50% flowering and days to 80% maturity, inflores-
cence length did not vary significantly. GEIs were particularly
significant for grain yield, plant height, stem girth, leaf length,
leaf width and inflorescence length, showing varied responses of
genotypes to different environments (Table 1).

Mean grain yield (tons/ha) for each accession at each site was
recorded, with ranks based on performance. LL-BH-04 consist-
ently had the highest mean grain yield across all sites, ranging
from 5.55 to 6.08 tons/ha, ranking first. MN-BH-01 showed mod-
erate performance, ranking fourth overall, while NU-BH-01 con-
sistently ranked fifth. Accessions PE-LO-BH-01 and
PE-UP-BH-01 had variable performance, with PE-LO-BH-01
ranking third and PE-UP-BH-01 ranking second overall.
PE-LO-BH-01 notably showed a significant increase in grain
yield at the Bembeke site (Table 2).

Mean leaf yield (tons/ha) for each accession at each site was
also recorded, with PE-UP-BH-01 having the highest mean leaf
yield, consistently ranking first. MN-BH-01 ranked second,
NU-BH-01 third, PE-LO-BH-01 fourth and LL-BH-04 fifth
(Table 3). These results highlight the variability in leaf and
grain yield among Amaranth accessions in different environ-
ments, emphasizing the importance of site-specific evaluations
in breeding programmes for sustainable crop productivity.
Further investigation into specific environmental factors influen-
cing genotype performance in Amaranth cultivation is warranted.

Stability analyses for yield traits by Eberhart and Russell
model

The stability and performance of Amaranth cultivars across dif-
ferent agroecologies in Malawi were analysed using the Eberhart
and Russell model. Parameters such as mean values, linear regres-
sion coefficients (bi) and deviations from regression (S2di) were
employed for this assessment. Table 4 demonstrates that accession
PE-UP-BH-01 exhibits stability in leaf yield across zones, with a
mean value of 2.69, a linear regression coefficient (bi) of 1.658
and a deviation from regression (S2di) of 0.0659, indicating con-
sistent performance across varying environmental conditions.
Furthermore, Table 5 highlights accession LL-BH-04 as the
most stable and high-yielding grain accession across all sites.
With an overall mean grain yield of 6.79 tonnes per hectare,
accession LL-BH-04 demonstrates a uniform regression coeffi-
cient (bi = 1.53) and a non-significant deviation from zero in
regression coefficients (S2di = 0.37). While these values may not
precisely equal unity, their proximity to 1 indicates relatively
stable performance across environments, reinforcing the cultivar’s
resilience and suitability for diverse agroecological conditions.
This comprehensive analysis provides valuable insights into the
stability and performance of Amaranth cultivars, underscoring
their potential for sustainable agricultural production across
different regions of Malawi.
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Table 1. A pooled analysis of variance for stability parameters of Amaranth trait yield attributes

Mean squares for different traits

Source DF LY GY PH SG LL LW IF D50 D80

Environment 2 1.57 97.52* 81,642* 13.60* 1452* 412* 1994 6.17×103* 6771.30*

Rep (environment) 9 0.91 1.04 8232* 0.22 32.50* 11.60 116 1.16×101 95.4*

Genotype 4 3.10* 27.40* 185,317* 13.99* 563.10* 899* 2133 3.08×103* 2682.50*

G × E (linear) 8 0.52 8.12* 30,621* 5.77* 91.70* 64.80* 4119* 3.70×10−28 16.90

Pooled error 36 0.82 0.53 4298 0.62 45.0 11 1035 3.47×101 45.60

GEN, genotype; ENV, environment; GY, grain yield (tons/ha); LY, leaf yield (tons/ha); PH, plant height (cm); SG, stem girth (mm); LL, leaf length (cm); LW, leaf width (cm); IF, inflorescence
length (cm); D50, days to 50% flowering; D80, days to 80% maturity.
*Significant at the 5% level of significance.

Table 2. Mean grain yield (tons/ha) of five Amaranth accessions across three sites

Name of accession

Site

Mean grain yield (tons/ha) RankBunda Chipoka Bembeke

LL-BH-04 5.73 5.55 6.08 5.79 1

MN-BH-01 2.75 2.13 4.03 2.97 4

NU-BH-01 1.38 1.23 2.35 1.62 5

PE-LO-BH-01 1.83 1.15 7.00 3.33 3

PE-UP-BH-01 4.40 1.10 7.18 4.23 2

Table 3. Mean leaf yield (tons/ha) of five Amaranth accessions across three sites

Name of accession

Site

Mean grain yield (tons/ha) RankBunda Chipoka Bembeke

LL-BH-04 0.93 1.53 1.43 1.30 5

MN-BH-01 2.08 1.95 2.76 2.26 2

NU-BH-01 1.60 2.35 2.10 2.02 3

PE-LO-BH-01 1.85 1.45 2.35 1.88 4

PE-UP-BH-01 2.75 2.08 3.25 2.69 1

Table 4. Stability parameters of Amaranth accessions for leaf yield per hectare

SI. No Accession

Leaf yield per hectare (tons/ha)

bi S2diBunda Chipoka Bembeke Grand mean

1 LL-BH-04 0.93 1.53 1.43 1.30 0.468 −0.032

2 PE-LO-BH-01 2.08 1.95 2.76 2.26 1.145 −0.192

3 MN-BH-01 1.60 2.35 2.10 2.02 0.329 0.070

4 NU-BH-01 1.85 1.45 2.35 1.88 1.401 −0.106

5 PE-UP-BH-01 2.75 2.08 3.25 2.69 1.658 0.059

C.V. (%) 16.0 15.9 16.4 –

Mean 1.84 1.71 2.34 1.98

S.E (mean) 0.25 0.25 0.12

Mean of bi 1.00
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Stability analyses for yield traits by AMMI analyses

In this study, we further investigated the genetic diversity and sta-
bility of various Amaranth accessions in terms of grain yield using
an AMMI biplot analysis. The biplot revealed distinct clustering
patterns indicating genetic relationships and provided insights
into the stability of grain yield across different environments.
Notably, accessions LL-BH-04, MN-BH-01 and NU-BH-01 clus-
tered along the positive x-axis, showing genetic similarities and
stable performance across multiple environments, suggesting
their potential suitability for cultivation under diverse conditions
with consistent grain yields. Conversely, accessions PE-UP-BH-01
and PE-LO-BH-01, positioned uniquely in the biplot, exhibited
varying levels of stability compared to other accessions. While
PE-UP-BH-01 showed stability in certain environments despite
its distinct genetic profile, PE-LO-BH-01 displayed variable per-
formance, indicating potential instability under specific condi-
tions. The principal component analysis (PCA) further clarified
stability trends, with PC1 explaining 87.43% of the total variation
likely capturing stability across environments, while PC2 explain-
ing 12.57% of the variation may represent interactions leading to
instability (Fig. 1a). These stability insights provide valuable guid-
ance for breeding programmes aiming to develop resilient
Amaranth cultivars with consistent grain yield performance
across diverse environmental contexts, enhancing agricultural
sustainability and food security.

The investigation into leaf yield among different Amaranth
accessions was conducted through an AMMI biplot analysis, shed-
ding light on the genetic diversity and spatial distribution of these
accessions. The biplot revealed distinct spatial distributions of the
accessions, reflecting their genetic relationships and variability in
stability. Notably, accessions NU-BH-01 and PE-UP-BH-01 were
positioned along the positive x-axis, indicating not only genetic
similarity but also potential stability in leaf yield across diverse
environmental conditions. Conversely, accessions MN-BH-01 and
LL-BH-04 were positioned along the negative x-axis, suggesting dif-
ferences in stability compared to the former group, potentially
influenced by distinct genetic traits. Interestingly, accession
PE-LO-BH-01 occupied a unique position further along the posi-
tive x- and y-axes of the biplot, suggesting unique genetic charac-
teristics and potentially enhanced stability in leaf yield compared
to other accessions. PCA further elucidated stability trends, with
PC1 explaining 87.43% and PC2 explaining 12.57% of the total

variation, respectively (Fig. 1b). These results provide valuable
insights into the stability of leaf yield among Amaranth accessions,
offering a foundation for future breeding strategies aimed at devel-
oping resilient cultivars capable of consistent performance across
varying environmental conditions, thus contributing to agricultural
sustainability and food security initiatives.

Stability analyses for yield attributes

Online Supplementary Table S4 presents the mean values for yield
attributes, regression coefficients (bi) and deviations from regres-
sion (S2di) for five Amaranth accessions across three sites. The sta-
bility analysis indicates non-significant deviations from the
regression line (S2di) among the accessions for all yield attribute
traits studied across the three sites. However, the accessions varied
in regression coefficients (bi) for all traits. Regarding plant height,
accession NU-BH-01 demonstrated stability and wide adaptability
with a high mean performance of 174.30 cm, a regression coeffi-
cient (bi) of 1.35 and a deviation from regression (S2di) of 0.0. In
contrast, Amaranth accessions MN-BH-01, PE-LO-BH-01 and
PE-UP-BH-01, despite having higher mean values, were not stable
due to their regression coefficients. Accession MN-BH-01, with a
regression coefficient of 2.38, showed sensitivity to fluctuating
environments but adaptation to favourable conditions. Accessions
PE-LO-BH-01 and PE-UP-BH-01 had regression coefficients of
less than 1. For leaf length, accession PE-UP-BH-01 emerged as
the stable and widely adapted genotype with a high mean perform-
ance of 18.95 cm, a regression coefficient of 1.1 and a deviation
from the regression line of 0.0. Similarly, for leaf width, accessions
PE-LO-BH-01, MN-BH-01 and PE-UP-BH-01 demonstrated sta-
bility. Regarding days to 80% maturity, accessions LL-BH-04,
PE-LO-BH-01 and PE-UP-BH-01 were stable, although their
mean performance was not above average. Only accession
LL-BH-04 showed stability in inflorescence length, with a regres-
sion coefficient close to one and non-significant deviation from
the regression line.

Phenotypic correlation between different characters
in Amaranth

Online Supplementary Fig. S1 presents correlations among differ-
ent quantitative traits of Amaranths with grain yield and leaf

Table 5. Stability parameters of Amaranth accessions for grain yield per hectare

SI. No Accession

Grain yield per hectare (tons/ha)

bi S2diBunda Chipoka Bembeke Grand mean

1 LL-BH-04 5.73 5.55 6.08 5.79 1.03 0.37

2 PE-LO-BH-01 1.83 1.15 7.00 3.33 1.39 1.44

3 MN-BH-01 2.75 2.13 4.03 2.97 0.44 -0.13

4 NU-BH-01 1.38 1.23 2.35 1.62 0.29 -0.10

5 PE-UP-BH-01 4.40 1.10 7.18 4.23 1.35 0.51

C.V. (%) 9.30 8.11 10.6 –

Mean 3.22 2.23 5.93 3.79

S.E (mean) 0.25 0.12 0.25

Mean of bi 1.00
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yield. Leaf yield showed significant positive correlations with days
to 80% maturity (0.94, P < 0.05), inflorescence length (0.93, P <
0.05), grain yield (0.98, P < 0.01) and days to 50% flowering
(0.99, P < 0.01). Similarly, grain yield exhibited significant positive
correlations with days to 50% flowering (0.96, P < 0.05), leaf yield
(0.98, P < 0.05), days to 80% maturity (0.94, P < 0.05) and inflor-
escence length (0.93, P < 0.05). These findings suggest strong
interrelationships between various quantitative traits and both
grain and leaf yield in Amaranths. Notably, traits such as days
to maturity and flowering seem to play crucial roles in determin-
ing yield, highlighting their importance in breeding and selection
efforts aimed at improving overall productivity.

Environmental index of three environments for leaf and grain
yield in Amaranth

Online Supplementary Table S5 presents the environmental index
and mean performance for leaf yield and grain yield across three
different environments studied. The Bembeke site exhibited high
mean values of 2.34 and 5.96 tons/ha for leaf yield and grain yield,
respectively. Additionally, the positive environmental index of
0.323 and 2.36 for leaf and grain yield, respectively, indicates
that the Bembeke site was favourable for both traits. In contrast,
the other two sites were unfavourable for both parameters, as
depicted in Table 5. These findings underscore the significant
influence of environmental factors on leaf and grain yield in
Amaranths, emphasizing the importance of site selection and
management practices in optimizing productivity.

Discussion

Our study provides a comprehensive evaluation of Amaranth
accessions across diverse agroecological contexts in Malawi, yield-
ing pivotal insights into their performance and adaptability.

Notably, through rigorous stability analyses, we identified culti-
vars with consistent leaf and grain yield performance, filling crit-
ical gaps in sustainable crop production. This research constitutes
a significant leap forward, offering novel insights into the selec-
tion and cultivation of resilient Amaranth varieties (Lule et al.,
2014a, 2014b; Kiss et al., 2020; Lakshmidevamma et al., 2022).

Unlike previous studies, which often focused on restricted
regions (Kandel et al., 2021), our approach encompassed a wide
spectrum of agroecologies, thus providing a holistic understand-
ing of Amaranth performance under varying environmental con-
ditions. This comprehensive analysis is paramount given Malawi’s
heterogeneous landscapes and climate variability (Walker and
Peters, 2007; Ngongondo et al., 2011). By identifying stable culti-
vars across multiple traits, our findings offer pragmatic solutions
for bolstering agricultural productivity, fortifying food security
and fostering sustainable development in Malawi and beyond.
Highlighting the imperative of prioritizing stable accessions in
breeding programmes delineates a strategic pathway for expedit-
ing varietal development and promoting agricultural resilience
(Adjebeng-Danquah et al., 2017; Danakumara et al., 2023).

Our study achieved a paradigm shift in the field by deploying a
multifaceted stability analysis, leveraging the Eberhart and Russell
model alongside AMMI analysis, to discern high-performing stable
genotypes across diverse environments (Singh et al., 2014; Lule
et al., 2014a, 2014b; Shrestha et al., 2022; Manivannan et al.,
2023; Memon et al., 2023). Notably, LL-BH-04 and PE-UP-
BH-01 emerged as stable for grain and leaf yield, respectively.
This methodological innovation is indispensable for unravelling
the nuanced responses of various Amaranth accessions to the
diverse environmental conditions prevailing across Malawian
agro-climatic zones (Kandel et al., 2021; Hasan et al., 2022).

Furthermore, our analysis unearthed significant variations in
performance across different traits among Amaranth accessions.
For instance, PE-UP-BH-01 exhibited superior leaf yield

Figure 1. AMMI biplot illustrating the genetic diversity and stability of grain yield (Fig. 1a) and leaf yield (Fig. 1b) across different Amaranth accessions evaluated at
multiple sites. Accessions are represented by points, with their positions indicating their genetic relationships and stability in yield. The x-axis represents the first
principal component (PC1), capturing the main effects of the accessions, while the y-axis represents the second principal component (PC2), and highlighting inter-
action effects. Points closer to the positive x-axis indicate higher yield performance, while those further from the origin may represent accessions with varying
stability across environments.
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performance, while LL-BH-04 demonstrated higher grain yield
potential. This observation underscores the absence of a dual-
purpose accession capable of optimizing both leaf and grain yields
concurrently. Such findings underscore the exigency for future
breeding endeavours aimed at developing Amaranth varieties
that excel in both traits, thereby maximizing nutritional and
economic benefits (Hoidal et al., 2019).

Moreover, our study went beyond stability analyses to investi-
gate the complex relationship between yield and its components,
in line with the results of Khan et al. (2022); Jahan et al. (2023);
Prajapati et al. (2022); Yeshitila et al. (2023). The Pearson correl-
ation analysis in our study revealed significant positive correla-
tions between leaf yield and days to maturity, inflorescence
length and days to flowering, as well as positive correlations
between grain yield and these attributes. These results highlight
the interdependence of yield traits and provide valuable insights
into potential strategies for increasing both grain and leaf yields
(Tesfa et al., 2023). Additionally, the moderate to strong positive
correlations between these yield and yield components emphasize
the interconnected nature of these agronomic traits, suggesting
opportunities for genotype selection and management practices
to optimize yield and quality. This perspective is supported by
the findings of Maich and Rienzo (2014).

The environmental indices scrutinized in our study, detailed in
online Supplementary Table S5, elucidated the most suitable
environment positively impacting leaf and grain yield. The mark-
edly higher mean leaf and grain yields at the Bembeke site under-
score its favourability compared to other sites in the study.
Intriguingly, the lower temperature at the Bembeke site, contrary
to prior studies (Khandaker et al., 2010; Managa and Nemadodzi,
2023), showed conducive environment for Amaranth accessions,
underscoring their adaptability to diverse environmental condi-
tions. This finding underscores the versatility and resilience of
Amaranth cultivation (Sarker et al., 2017; Nguyen et al., 2019;
Bashyal et al., 2022), necessitating further research to decipher
the underlying mechanisms governing its physiological responses
to environmental factors (Vaid et al., 2014).

Future research endeavours could delve deeper into the genetic
underpinnings of stability in Amaranth cultivars, leveraging
advanced genomic tools and techniques to unravel the complex
genetic architecture underlying yield traits and their stability
across diverse environments. Additionally, integrating multi-
disciplinary approaches, such as crop physiology, agronomy and
bioinformatics, could provide comprehensive insights into the
physiological and molecular mechanisms governing Amaranth
performance. Furthermore, expanding field trials to encompass
a broader geographical scope and incorporating long-term mon-
itoring of crop performance under changing climatic conditions
would enhance the robustness and generalizability of findings.
Such endeavours would not only enrich our understanding of
Amaranth resilience and adaptation but also inform the develop-
ment of tailored breeding strategies and agronomic practices to
mitigate the impacts of climate change and enhance agricultural
sustainability.

In conclusion, our study reveals the complex interaction
between genotype and environmental factors that impacts the
performance of Amaranth cultivars in Malawi. Through detailed
stability analyses, specific accessions such as LL-BH-04 and
PE-UP-BH-01 have emerged as promising candidates, showcasing
resilience and adaptability to various environmental stresses.
These findings highlight the crucial role of genetic diversity and
stability analysis in guiding breeding efforts toward developing

robust cultivars that can sustain agricultural productivity and
enhance food security. Additionally, our study emphasizes the
importance of conducting site-specific evaluations and compre-
hensive stability analyses to ensure the reliability of cultivar
recommendations across diverse agroecological conditions.
Future research should focus on uncovering the genetic mechan-
isms underlying cultivar stability and elucidating GEI to refine
breeding strategies and promote sustainable agricultural practices.
By leveraging these insights, we can collectively address the com-
plex challenges in agriculture and food systems, paving the way
for a more resilient and sustainable future, not only in Malawi
but globally.

Supplementary material. The supplementary material for this article can
be found at https://doi.org/10.1017/S1479262124000327.

Data availability statement. Data supporting the results of this study are
available from the corresponding authors (Mvuyeni Nyasulu and Abel
Sefasi) upon request.

Acknowledgements. The study was conducted with financial support from
Capacity Building and Management of Climate Change (CABMACC) through
the Horticulture Department of Lilongwe University of Agriculture and
Natural Resources (LUANAR), Bunda College Campus. The authors are grateful
for the support of the administrators of CABMACC, and the technical staff of
the student farm of the Horticulture Department, Chipoka and Bembeke sites.

Author contributions. Conceptualization: M. N. and A. S. Data collection
and cleaning: M. N. Data analysis: M. N. Experimental layout: M. N. and
A. S. Funding acquisitions: A. S. Supervision: A. S., S. Z. and
M. M. Original manuscript draft: M. N. Writing review, editing and final
approval: M. N., R. M. K., S. Z., M. M., R. G. M. and A. S.

Funding statement. The study was supported by Capacity Building and
Management of Climate Change (CABMACC) project number: CABMACC
001-2015, through the Horticulture Department of the Lilongwe University
of Agriculture and Natural Resources (LUANAR), Bunda College Campus.

Competing interests. We the authors of this paper hereby declare that there
are no competing interests in this publication.

References

Adejuwon JO (2006) Food crop production in Nigeria. II. Potential effects of
climate change. In Kinne O and Luhe O (eds), Climate Research, vol. 32.
Oldendorf/Luhe, Germany: Inter-Research Science Publisher, pp. 229–
245. https://doi.org/10.3354/cr032229

Adjebeng-Danquah J, Manu-Aduening J, Gracen VE, Asante IK and Offei
SK (2017) AMMI stability analysis and estimation of genetic parameters for
growth and yield components in Cassava in the forest and Guinea Savannah
ecologies of Ghana. International Journal of Agronomy 2017, 229–245.
https://doi.org/10.1155/2017/8075846

Akaneme FI and Ani GO (2013) Morphological assessment of genetic vari-
ability among accessions of Amaranthus hybridus. World Applied Sciences
Journal 28, 568–577. https://doi.org/10.5829/idosi.wasj.2013.28.04.1771

Alegbejo J (2013) Nutritional value and utilization of Amaranthus
(Amaranthus spp.) – a review. Bayero Journal of Pure and Applied
Sciences 6, 136–146. https://doi.org/10.4314/bajopas.v6i1.27

Bashyal S, Upadhyay A, Ayer DK, Dhakal P, Bimochana GC and Shrestha J
(2022) Multivariate analysis of grain amaranth (Amaranthus spp.) acces-
sions to quantify phenotypic diversity. Heliyon 8, e11613. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.heliyon.2022.e11613

Boter M, Calleja-Cabrera J, Carrera-Castaño G, Wagner G, Hatzig SV,
Snowdon RJ, Legoahec L, Bianchetti G, Bouchereau A, Nesi N, Pernas
M and Oñate-Sánchez L (2019) An integrative approach to analyze seed
germination in Brassica napus. Frontiers in Plant Science 10, 1–24.
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2019.01342

Plant Genetic Resources: Characterization and Utilization 339

https://doi.org/10.1017/S1479262124000327
Downloaded from https://www.cambridge.org/core. IP address: 18.119.166.32, on 12 Mar 2025 at 07:42:11, subject to the Cambridge Core terms of use, available at https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms.

https://doi.org/10.1017/S1479262124000327
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1479262124000327
https://doi.org/10.3354/cr032229
https://doi.org/10.1155/2017/8075846
https://doi.org/10.1155/2017/8075846
https://doi.org/10.5829/idosi.wasj.2013.28.04.1771
https://doi.org/10.5829/idosi.wasj.2013.28.04.1771
https://doi.org/10.4314/bajopas.v6i1.27
https://doi.org/10.4314/bajopas.v6i1.27
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2022.e11613
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2022.e11613
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2022.e11613
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2019.01342
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2019.01342
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1479262124000327
https://www.cambridge.org/core
https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms


Danakumara T, Kumar T, Kumar N, Patil BS, Bharadwaj C, Patel U, Joshi
N, Bindra S, Tripathi S, Varshney RK and Chaturvedi SK (2023) A multi-
model based stability analysis employing multi-environmental trials
(METs) data for discerning heat tolerance in chickpea (Cicer arietinum
L.) landraces. Plants 12, 2–16. https://doi.org/10.3390/plants12213691

Eberhart SA and Russell WA (1966) Stability parameters for comparing var-
ieties1. Crop Science 6, ropsci1966.0011183X000600010011x. https://doi.
org/https://doi.org/10.2135/cropsci1966.0011183X000600010011x

Endo M, Tsuchiya T, Hamada K, Kawamura S, Yano K, Ohshima M,
Higashitani A, Watanabe M and Kawagishi-Kobayashi M (2009) High
temperatures cause male sterility in rice plants with transcriptional
alterations during pollen development. Plant and Cell Physiology 50,
1911–1922. https://doi.org/10.1093/pcp/pcp135

Hasan MJ, Kulsum MU, Sarker U, Matin MQI, Shahin NH, Kabir MS,
Ercisli S and Marc RA (2022) Assessment of GGE, AMMI, regression,
and its deviation model to identify stable rice hybrids in Bangladesh.
Plants 11, 1–12. https://doi.org/10.3390/plants11182336

Hoidal N, Díaz Gallardo M, Jacobsen SE and Alandia G (2019) Amaranth as
a dual-use crop for leafy greens and seeds: stable responses to leaf harvest
across genotypes and environments. Frontiers in Plant Science 10, 1–13.
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2019.00817

Issa JY, Onyango A, Makokha A and Okoth J (2022) Nutrients content and
antioxidant potential of selected traditional vegetables grown in Malawi.
Journal of Agricultural Studies 9, 406. https://doi.org/10.5296/jas.v9i2.18424

Jahan N, Sarker U, Hasan Saikat MM, Hossain MM, Azam MG, Ali D,
Ercisli S and Golokhvast KS (2023) Evaluation of yield attributes and bio-
active phytochemicals of twenty amaranth genotypes of Bengal floodplain.
Heliyon 9, e19644. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2023.e19644

Jain BT, Sarial AK and Kaushik P (2019) Understanding G × E interaction of
elite basmati rice (Oryza sativa L.) genotypes under North Indian condi-
tions using stability models. Applied Ecology and Environmental Research
17, 5863–5885. https://doi.org/10.15666/aeer/1703_58635885

Kachiguma NA, Mwase W, Maliro M and Damaliphetsa A (2015) Chemical
and mineral composition of amaranth (Amaranthus L.) species chemical
and mineral composition of amaranth (Amaranthus L.) species collected
from central Malawi. Journal of Food Research 4, 95–100. https://doi.org/
10.5539/jfr.v4n4p92

Kancharla SK (2022) Analysis of genotype × environment interaction and iden-
tification of superior mango (Mangifera indica L.) genotypes using Eberhart
and Russell‘s stability model. March.

Kandel M, Rijal TR and Kandel BP (2021) Evaluation and identification of
stable and high yielding genotypes for varietal development in
Amaranthus (Amaranthus hypochondriacus L.) under hilly region of
Nepal. Journal of Agriculture and Food Research 5, 2–5. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.jafr.2021.100158

Khan MH, Rafii MY, Ramlee SI and Jusoh M (2022) Path – coefficient and
correlation analysis in Bambara groundnut (Vigna subterranea [L.] Verdc.)
accessions over environments. Scientific Reports 245, 1–12. https://doi.org/
10.1038/s41598-021-03692-z

Khandaker L, Akond ASMGM and Oba S (2010) Air temperature and sun-
light intensity of different growing period affects the biomass, leaf color and
betacyanin pigment accumulations in red amaranth (Amaranthus tricolor
l.). Journal of Central European Agriculture 10, 439–448.

Kiss JBT, Mayer SAGM, Tóth TSV, Mészáros CKK and Karsai LLI (2020)
Identification of superior spring durum wheat genotypes under irrigated
and rain-fed conditions. Cereal Research Communications 48, 355–364.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s42976-020-00034-z

Lakshmidevamma TN, Deshpande SK, Jagadeesha RC, Patil BR, Patil RV
and Mirajkar K (2022) Assessment of promising diverse germplasm acces-
sions for stability with respect to yield and its attributing traits in vegetable
amaranth. International Journal of Environment and Climate Change 12,
870–881. https://doi.org/10.9734/ijecc/2022/v12i1030875

Lesten ECC and Kingsley GM (2020) Proximate and phytochemical compos-
ition of selected indigenous leafy vegetables consumed in Malawi. African
Journal of Food Science 14, 265–273. https://doi.org/10.5897/ajfs2020.1979

Lule D, Fetene M, De Villiers S and Tesfaye K (2014a) Additive main effects
and multiplicative interactions (AMMI) and genotype by environment
interaction (GGE) biplot analyses aid selection of high yielding and adapted

finger millet varieties. Journal of Applied Biosciences 76, 6291. https://doi.
org/10.4314/jab.v76i1.1

Lule D, Tesfaye K and Mengistu G (2014b) Genotype by environment inter-
action and grain yield stability analysis for advanced Triticale (X.
Triticosecale Wittmack) genotypes in Western Oromia, Ethiopia. Journal
of Science 37, 63–68.

Maich R and Rienzo JAD (2014) Genotype x tillage interaction in a recurrent
selection program in wheat. Cereal Research Communications 42, 525–533.
https://doi.org/10.1556/crc.2013.0069

Managa GM and Nemadodzi LE (2023) Comparison of agronomic para-
meters and nutritional composition on red and green amaranth species
grown in open field versus greenhouse environment. Agriculture 13,
1–15. https://doi.org/10.3390/agriculture13030685

Manivannan N, Mahalingam A, Bharathikumar K and Rajalakshmi K
(2023) Stability analyses using regression and AMMI models for seed
yield in blackgram. Legume Research 46, 148–153. https://doi.org/10.
18805/LR-4403

Memon J, Patel R, Parmar DJ, Kumar S, Patel NA, Patel BN, Patel DA and
Katba P (2023) Deployment of AMMI, GGE-biplot and MTSI to select elite
genotypes of castor (Ricinus communis L.). Heliyon 9, e13515. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2023.e13515

Mng’omba SA, Kwapata MB and Bokosi JM (2003) Performance of grain
amaranth varieties under drought stressed conditions in two contrasting
agro-ecological areas in Malawi. Acta Horticulturae 618, 313–319. https://
doi.org/10.17660/ActaHortic.2003.618.36

Nalivata PC, Munthali MW, Makumba WI and Mbewe E (2017) Optimizing
fertilizer use within the context of integrated soil fertility management in
Malawi. CABI. Available at http://www.cabi.org/cabebooks/ebook/
20173151787

Ngongondo C, Xu CY, Gottschalk L and Alemaw B (2011) Evaluation of
spatial and temporal characteristics of rainfall in Malawi: a case of data
scarce region. Theoretical and Applied Climatology 106, 79–93. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s00704-011-0413-0

Nguyen DC, Tran DS, Tran TTH, Ohsawa R and Yoshioka Y (2019) Genetic
diversity of leafy amaranth (Amaranthus tricolor L.) resources in Vietnam.
Breeding Science 69, 640–650. https://doi.org/10.1270/jsbbs.19050

Nyasulu M, Sefasi A, Chimzinga S and Maliro M (2021) Agromorphological
characterisation of amaranth accessions from Malawi. American Journal of
Plant Sciences 12, 1528–1542. https://doi.org/10.4236/ajps.2021.1210108

Pham HN and Kang MS (1988) Interrelationships among and repeatability of
several stability statistics estimated from international maize trials. Crop
Science 28, cropsci1988.0011183X002800060010x. https://doi.org/https://
doi.org/10.2135/cropsci1988.0011183X002800060010x

Prajapati N, Solanki RS and Tiwari KK (2022) Stability investigation for seed
yield and component characteristics in grain amaranth [Amaranthus hypo-
chondriacus L.] under different environments. January 2023. https://doi.org/
10.22271/09746315.2022.v18.i3.1628

Rstudio Team (2022) RStudio: intergrated development environment for
R.RStudio. PBC, Boston, MA. Available at https://www.rstudio.com/

Sarker U, Islam MT, Rabbani MG and Oba S (2017) Genotypic diversity in
vegetable amaranth for antioxidant, nutrient and agronomic traits. Indian
Journal of Genetics and Plant Breeding 77, 173–176. https://doi.org/10.
5958/0975-6906.2017.00025.6

Schwarzer G. (2021) meta: General package for meta-analysis. R package ver-
sion 4.18–2. Available at https://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/meta/
index.html

Shrestha J, Subedi S, Acharya R, Sharma S and Subedi M (2022) Grain yield
stability of maize (Zea mays L.) hybrids using AMMI model and GGE
biplot analysis. SAARC Journal of Agriculture 19, 107–121. https://doi.
org/10.3329/sja.v19i2.57675

Singh CM, Mishra SB, Pandey A and Arya M (2014) Eberhart–Russell and
AMMI approaches of genotype by environment interaction (GEI) for
yield and yield component traits in Vigna radiata L. Wilczek.
International Journal of Agriculture, Environment and Biotechnology 7,
277. https://doi.org/10.5958/2230-732x.2014.00245.9

Stetter MG, Müller T and Schmid K (2015) Incomplete domestication of
South American grain amaranth (Amaranthus caudatus) from its wild rela-
tives. BioRxiv. https://doi.org/doi.org/10.1101/025866

340 Mvuyeni Nyasulu et al.

https://doi.org/10.1017/S1479262124000327
Downloaded from https://www.cambridge.org/core. IP address: 18.119.166.32, on 12 Mar 2025 at 07:42:11, subject to the Cambridge Core terms of use, available at https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms.

https://doi.org/10.3390/plants12213691
https://doi.org/10.3390/plants12213691
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.2135/cropsci1966.0011183X000600010011x
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.2135/cropsci1966.0011183X000600010011x
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.2135/cropsci1966.0011183X000600010011x
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.2135/cropsci1966.0011183X000600010011x
https://doi.org/10.1093/pcp/pcp135
https://doi.org/10.1093/pcp/pcp135
https://doi.org/10.3390/plants11182336
https://doi.org/10.3390/plants11182336
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2019.00817
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2019.00817
https://doi.org/10.5296/jas.v9i2.18424
https://doi.org/10.5296/jas.v9i2.18424
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2023.e19644
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2023.e19644
https://doi.org/10.15666/aeer/1703_58635885
https://doi.org/10.15666/aeer/1703_58635885
https://doi.org/10.5539/jfr.v4n4p92
https://doi.org/10.5539/jfr.v4n4p92
https://doi.org/10.5539/jfr.v4n4p92
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jafr.2021.100158
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jafr.2021.100158
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jafr.2021.100158
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-021-03692-z
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-021-03692-z
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-021-03692-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s42976-020-00034-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s42976-020-00034-z
https://doi.org/10.9734/ijecc/2022/v12i1030875
https://doi.org/10.9734/ijecc/2022/v12i1030875
https://doi.org/10.5897/ajfs2020.1979
https://doi.org/10.5897/ajfs2020.1979
https://doi.org/10.4314/jab.v76i1.1
https://doi.org/10.4314/jab.v76i1.1
https://doi.org/10.4314/jab.v76i1.1
https://doi.org/10.1556/crc.2013.0069
https://doi.org/10.1556/crc.2013.0069
https://doi.org/10.3390/agriculture13030685
https://doi.org/10.3390/agriculture13030685
https://doi.org/10.18805/LR-4403
https://doi.org/10.18805/LR-4403
https://doi.org/10.18805/LR-4403
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2023.e13515
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2023.e13515
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2023.e13515
https://doi.org/10.17660/ActaHortic.2003.618.36
https://doi.org/10.17660/ActaHortic.2003.618.36
https://doi.org/10.17660/ActaHortic.2003.618.36
http://www.cabi.org/cabebooks/ebook/20173151787
http://www.cabi.org/cabebooks/ebook/20173151787
http://www.cabi.org/cabebooks/ebook/20173151787
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00704-011-0413-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00704-011-0413-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00704-011-0413-0
https://doi.org/10.1270/jsbbs.19050
https://doi.org/10.1270/jsbbs.19050
https://doi.org/10.4236/ajps.2021.1210108
https://doi.org/10.4236/ajps.2021.1210108
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.2135/cropsci1988.0011183X002800060010x
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.2135/cropsci1988.0011183X002800060010x
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.2135/cropsci1988.0011183X002800060010x
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.2135/cropsci1988.0011183X002800060010x
https://doi.org/10.22271/09746315.2022.v18.i3.1628
https://doi.org/10.22271/09746315.2022.v18.i3.1628
https://doi.org/10.22271/09746315.2022.v18.i3.1628
https://www.rstudio.com/
https://www.rstudio.com/
https://doi.org/10.5958/0975-6906.2017.00025.6
https://doi.org/10.5958/0975-6906.2017.00025.6
https://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/meta/index.html
https://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/meta/index.html
https://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/meta/index.html
https://doi.org/10.3329/sja.v19i2.57675
https://doi.org/10.3329/sja.v19i2.57675
https://doi.org/10.3329/sja.v19i2.57675
https://doi.org/10.5958/2230-732x.2014.00245.9
https://doi.org/10.5958/2230-732x.2014.00245.9
https://doi.org/doi.org/10.1101/025866
https://doi.org/doi.org/10.1101/025866
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1479262124000327
https://www.cambridge.org/core
https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms


Tesfa M, Zewotir T, Derese SA, Belay DB and Shimelis H (2023) Linear
mixed model to identify the relationship between grain yield and other
yield related traits and genotype selection for sorghum. Heliyon 9,
e17825. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2023.e17825

Vaid TM, Runkle ES, Room A, Lansing E, Frantz JM and Stop M (2014)
Mean daily temperature regulates plant quality attributes of annual orna-
mental plants. Hortscience 49, 574–580.

VSN International (2022) Genstat statistical software (22nd edition)
[Computer software]. Available at https://www.vsni.co.uk/software/
genstat/

Walker PA and Peters PE (2007) Making sense in time: remote sensing and
the challenges of temporal heterogeneity in social analysis of environmental
change: cases from Malawi. Human Ecology 35, 69–80. http://www.jstor.
org/stable/27654170

Wei T and Simko V (2017) R package ‘corrplot’: visualization of a correlation
matrix. Available at https://github.com/taiyuna/corrplot

Yeshitila M, Gedebo A, Tesfaye B, Demissie H and Olango TM (2023)
Multivariate analysis for yield and yield-related traits of amaranth geno-
types from Ethiopia. Heliyon 9, e18207. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.heliyon.2023.e18207

Plant Genetic Resources: Characterization and Utilization 341

https://doi.org/10.1017/S1479262124000327
Downloaded from https://www.cambridge.org/core. IP address: 18.119.166.32, on 12 Mar 2025 at 07:42:11, subject to the Cambridge Core terms of use, available at https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2023.e17825
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2023.e17825
https://www.vsni.co.uk/software/genstat/
https://www.vsni.co.uk/software/genstat/
https://www.vsni.co.uk/software/genstat/
http://www.jstor.org/stable/27654170
http://www.jstor.org/stable/27654170
http://www.jstor.org/stable/27654170
https://github.com/taiyuna/corrplot
https://github.com/taiyuna/corrplot
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2023.e18207
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2023.e18207
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2023.e18207
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2023.e18207
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1479262124000327
https://www.cambridge.org/core
https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms

	Stability analysis and identification of high-yielding Amaranth accessions for varietal development under various agroecologies of Malawi
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Amaranth accession selection and justification
	Species identification verification process
	Plant material and experimental site
	Experimental design and agronomic practices
	Data collection
	Data analysis

	Results
	Genotype&thinsp;&times;&thinsp;environmental effects
	Stability analyses for yield traits by Eberhart and Russell model
	Stability analyses for yield traits by AMMI analyses
	Stability analyses for yield attributes
	Phenotypic correlation between different characters in Amaranth
	Environmental index of three environments for leaf and grain yield in Amaranth

	Discussion
	Acknowledgements
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles false
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize false
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage false
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 400
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


