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Extended abstract

Introduction

Maize (Zea mays L.) is the third most important cereal crops after rice and wheat and is cultivated in a wide range of soil
and climatic conditions. Considering the wide range of usage ranged from human nurition to livestock and poultry feed
as well as use in industrial products production, maize is considered one of the most important crop plants from
agricultural and industrial point of view. Salinity stress limits plants’ growth and development and reduces crops yield.
The response of plants to salinity stress is complex and depends on the concentration of salt, plant growth stage and
development, environmental factors and the type of ions. Maize is in the group of relatively sensitive plants to salinity
stress and its most sensitive stage is in the seedling phase. Protection of food security is one of the basic priorities of any
country, which is achieved through the development and introduction of new, high-yielding and stress-tolerance crop
varieties. To improve a trait with complex behavior and low heritability, indirect selection by other traits or developing a
suitable index based on several traits can be used. Considering the importance of abiotic stresses, especially salinity in
reducing yield, designing an efficient breeding program to increase yield under normal and salinity stress conditions
requires the estimation of genetic diversity, detemining the relationship between traits and introducing effective selection
indices for seed yield. In this study, while introducing the optimal selection index, genotypes with high performance under
normal and salt stress conditions have been introduced; which can be effective in developing promising maize hybrids.

Materials and methods

In this research, 86 maize genotypes were obtained from Razi University of Kermanshah, Khorasan Razavi Agricultural
and Natural Resources Research Center, and Seed and Plant Improvement Institute (SPII), and cultivated in the form of
randomized complete block design with three replications in an open area in Faculty of Agriculture, Urmia University
under two normal and salt stress states in pot conditions. At the eight-leaf stage, salinity stress equal to 8 dS/m was applied
to the pots. The amount of sodium chloride needed to adjust the salinity of pot soil in the range of 8 dS/m was estimated
to be 17.2 grams based on the method of preparing soil extract using a Biichner funnel. For reaching the pots soil to field
capacity, this amount of salt was dissolved in 1100 ml of water. To prevent sudden stress, salt solution was added to the
soil of the pots in two stages (morning and afternoon). Soil salinity was measured in three stages during the experiment
and adjusted with sodium chloride salt if needed. The measurement of the traits including grain yield (GY), fag leaf length
(FLL), flag leaf width (FLW), leaf canopy temperature (LCT), leaf chlorophyll content (LCC), ear-up leaves (EUL), total
leaves (TL), ear height (EH); plant height (PH), leaf angle (LA), stem diameter (SD), day to the tasseling (DTT), day to
the silking (DTS), potassium to sodium ratio (KNA), relative water content (RWC), ear length (EL), grain width (GW),
grain depth (GDE), grain diameter (GD), cob diameter (CD) and hundreds grain weight (HGW) was done from the tassel
appearance to kernel physiological maturity. In order to speed up genotype selection and increase the acuracy of selecting
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high yielding genotypes, four selection indices including Smith- Hazel, Pasek- Baker, Brim and Robinson were used and
calculated. Furthermore, to select the best selection index, different criteria including genetic gain of traits (AG), expected
gain (AH) and relative efficiency of selection index (RE) were calculated.

Results and discussion

The results of present study revealed that selection based on the Smith-Hazel index with the highest selection
efficiency (AH) will increase the grain yield in normal and grain yield and plant height in salt stress conditions.
This index, with its high correlation with the breeding value is introduced as a superior index. Based on this index,
R59 and 6*/88 genotypes were introduced as the superior genotypes under normal and salt stress conditions,
respectively. Nonetheless, these genotypes were recognized as the best genotypes considering the results of all
other investigated indices.

Conclusions

Identifying and introducing genotypes tolerant to salinity stress is of particular importance due to the expansion of
saline lands and the limitation of access to water suitable for irrigation. Based on the above results, 6*/88 genotype
is recommended for the development of promising hybrids for cultivation in areas with water or saline soil.
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Table 1. List of maize genotypes and their collection sites
Line = Research Line g Research Line = Research
code Line name center code Line name center code Line name center
Ma00l  P3L2 Ll S Ma032  PUSKabriz %S Ma079 9K19/1 A
Kermanshah Kermanshah Mashhad
Ma002  PIIL7 SlS No3s  PISLI4 LSlS T Ma080 3KIO/ &(KI9/1%/1392) Ao
Kermanshah Kermanshah Mashhad
Ma003 %(6316‘15@?2 “ Ma036 Pl6L6Kahriz  ““  Ma0s3 25%/89 e
Mashhad Kermanshah Mashhad
Ma004 1 - Ma037 P15L4 LleS M 085 2/K19/1&(K19/1) e
Kermanshah Mashhad
Ma005 2 - Ma038 P11L9 V) 20%/1389 e
Kermanshah Mashhad
Ma006 3 - Ma039  PIL6 Ll S M a096 P19L7Kahriz sliile 5
Kermanshah Kermanshah
Ma007 4 - Ma040  PI3LI LElShagos  SYQPMISUKMA g
Kermanshah (Indonesia) Mashhad
Ma008 5 - Ma042  PIOL7 Ll S Mal0o 6*/88 e
Kermanshah Mashhad
Ma009 6 - Ma043 PIGLI2Kahriz  °“*  Malo4 4K19/1 Age
Kermanshah Mashhad
Ma010 P14L2 Ll S\ fa0a4 P10L9 LbS Malos 66*/1388 e
Kermanshah Kermanshah Mashhad
Ma011 7 - Ma045 PISLI6Kahriz  °“F  Mal06 48%/1390 e
Kermanshah Mashhad
Ma012 8 - Ma046 Mol7 o ~ Mal07 P6L1 sliile S
Karaj Kermanshah
- - S K166B/89& dgia
Ma013 9 Ma048  OH43/142 d i Mal08  (14%K1668/1390) Mo
Ma014 10 - Ma049  K=1264/5-1 o _ Mal09 KI18-B/1392 (Isolated) A
Karaj Mashhad
Ma015 11 - Ma051 K615/1 o ~ Mallo 7/K19/1 e
Karaj Mashhad
Ma016 12 - Ma052 B73 & Malll 23%/89 e
Karaj Mashhad
_ R59 C)S * J‘%"""
Ma017 13 Ma054  (pyicmal) i Mall2 70%/1388 Mosthad
Ma018 14 - Ma055 W37A s ~ Mall3 10/K19/1 e
Karaj Mashhad
Ma019 15 — Ma057  R3I9 & Malls 138%/89 e
Karaj Mashhad
Ma020 16 - Ma060 POL3Kahiz  °“  Malls P19L3Kahriz olile S
Kermanshah Kermanshah
Ma02l  PIOLS Ll S Ma062 RS9 T Mall6  KI19%1392 (isolated) e
Kermanshah Karaj Mashhad
Ma022 17 - Ma064 WI153R CJS . Mall7  1*/89 (Red cob com) e
Karaj Mashhad
Ma023 18 - Ma066  R59R319 CJS . Mall8 1390/Popcom ¢
Karaj Mashhad
Ma024 19 - Mao72 B73RISORC & Mall9 172%/89 e
) Karaj Mashhad
Ma025 20 - Ma073 1264/1 o ~ Mal20 P14L1Kahriz slile 5
Karaj Kermanshah
Ma026 PlLAKahrizi  °““°  Ma074  ZK472221 o ~ Mal2l 8/K19/1 e
ermanshah araj Mashhad
Ma027  PIIL6 Ll S Na075 KI263/1/1388 S Mal22 67+/88 e
Kermanshah Mashhad Mashhad
Ma028 P13L3 Ll S M a076 P13L2 LleS Mal23 1387/193/Chase*/S2 e
Kermanshah Kermanshah Mashhad
Ma031 P3LdKahriz " Ma077 4%/89 e
Kermanshah Mashhad
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Table 2. Method of trait coefficients calculation in different selection indices

Selection index Formula

References

Sl 5
Explanations

I3~ ol -1 (Hazel, 1943;

- b= P 'Ga i '

Smith and Hazel index Smith, 1936)
b=a (Brim et al., 1959)

Brim index

Csllae s el
(- b=Glh

Desired gain index
(Pesek-Baker)

"’)”‘“‘"2"‘) U“G}L‘:’ b= P—lg
Robinson index

(Pesek and Baker,
1970)

(Robinson, 1951)

by e Sl P pasla Cols s pb ol s aS
ololasS bl e Sl Gmxm 5 ed 3Ll S
et il ) od Lo 550 s pa smxm 305
bl badiss b s g p iy s S5l 2
bl Gy .l (Lastls js el ) Olaw
g g et Sl by
Where b is a vector of indices coefficients, P isam x m
phenotypic variance-covariance matrix, G ism x m
genot?/plc variance-covariance matrix and a is a vector
of relative values (path coefficients, regression
coefficients, heritability or economic weights of traits

considered in the index?]. Economic weights are
determined by the plant breeder.

(Davik, 1989) sl 45 g slas s I3 ph 0T j5 &S
53 (8) L g 5,1kl Gl bl (1 h) 1 0
el 4
Where h is the vector of desired gain; which Davik

(Davik, 1989) considered the h equal to phenotypic
standard deviation (8,).

el i K3 s Slas w555 Sbls S b 000 5o
Where g is the vector of genotypic covariance of yield
with other traits.

Al "(R)) 3 S S s wlisl @ rohens
Gb Sl bl s Shes e ol
(CR; = Khyrg/Vay) alsles b wlsl sla jasls
03 ¢l ol S K sl ol 53 A dlw
Pl X cits s pdocilys Hd thy (OV) ws s
oo (FLL) x2S 5 Jsb toliv 5l S e
S 5 b5 S (LCT) 518 sles (FLW) o S
S JS sl (EUL) IS VL S 4 slaws ((LCC)
(PH) @y byl (EH) ol O3 plis,l «(TL)
Jel 5B U 55, o(SD) Wl Jas (LA) S 1 sl
& ool Cond (DTS) SK 554k b 55, (DTT)
Jsb (RWC) & Ol ol s 5 «(KINA) b
53 &ls sl (RPE) IS4 s, slaws «(EL) I
Ges (GW) &ls 5 e (ED) IS ks (GPR) s,
(CD) U3 > ks (GD) «ls ks (GDE) «ls
X Cdo S35 Stewen Ty ((HGW) &lsis 055
Y Ciho (S35 bl e fVey (6 Ses) Y s

ol s bl okl glpesles oLyl
03 S e lajlae bl bl Gla el
PSS I S g E EPCIEPE WA B S PR
bl 3 Ses 3 Gl Slhe it Sl
Wl 3 Slas 1 lio 1 K a6l 0T it S
(FLW) o 58 s (250 «FLL) o S 5 Jsb (GY)
S 3lass (LCC) S 5 s JS o(LCT) 55 sles
(ol I3 gl (TL) S 5 JS slass (EUL) I YL
Sl 3 (LA) S sasls «(PH) © 4 pli,) (EH)
JSE b G 55, (DTT) Jub ek U 55, «(SD)
Sl o S 5me (KINR) s &0 il & (DTS)
«(RPE) J5 s, slaws ((EL) I J4b (RWC) S .
Ll 5o (ED) U2 ks (GPR) Cius, s «ls slaws
I ey ks (GD) «ils ks (GDE) &l Gas (GW)
sl Ll s e s (HGW) &lsas 055 «(CD)
Gl p s ol (g30e e s Sl (g pd A5
fl 3 A Il 1S m 5 b 31 Shes



bl,&w 3 ‘;«:Mf.\‘

o> adbasnyg Wby bogosd 5 5 Jbeys Lyl s
&l» A plxil (Holland et al., 2003) SAS >
o &1 SAS b 5l ol sla et ls alous
(Shiri and Ebrahimi, 2018) sl ol 5 (5,05 Lwss
450 SAS lple 5 lams 3 asliy opl A5 esliza
Jolepiann Coi PROC IML 51 eslinal L 5 4/¢

. | =1 Microsoft Windows

el s S 3 il 3 Shes 30§l S S oS

Sl 5l ey 203 slacs 8wl (6 Sas)
Sl cciliie la jastls 55 Shee oy (Stenen
5 KA gluas; (6l 055) o Sles 5 e el oyl
Vol Shes plul s 85 e Sl s Y
L amlis bajatls glas o Loy e 5l Ao
oSSl e sty 5 Wty sl sl
5V S s wliw (Entry mean based) oSsis

Sl il sl et ls alie 5 ol slaskae (5 Y Jsdr

Table 3. Some criteria to evaluate and compare the selection indices
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ﬁjua;;\sjf'chgRYju:;w-fua;:L:wu
Ry 1o
RE =—= Wl Y Ci Z Sl
5 pali s LS Ry hy — Sl s S
““.. \-.JBL:-." L» MU-*’ &‘l:f) U’i‘).)\ = M b"1)”’ FG(Y)|
I‘G(Y)I —d J>h . & LS Y <
. by o hy 5 5(Y) s Shes
2 wls s Shee sl RE - 26 (Baker, 1986) TS

Relative efficiency (RE)
of index compared with ,

that of direct — b’

selection for yield (Y)

Sl sy (S b iy
3 50 Olis Gaen 6l
andllas

Expected genetic advance
for all studied traits

’G(Z;(Y) x o?
62y, X bPb

AH = KrHioH

Where RI is the expected response for trait Y
based on the selection index and RY is the
expected response based on direct selection for
trait Y, rG(Y)I is the correlation coefficient
between the genotypic value of yield (YY) and
the selection index and hy is the square root of
heritability of trait Y.

THI ol 5l waf Sl s K ol y3 a8

(Baker, 1986) Ll Al ) skl Gl il o

Where K is the standardized selection
differential, rri is the correlation between the
selection index and the breeding value, and on
is the standard deviation of the breeding value.




VEY /YN opled / Ve Al / alS Sy sla s

Y Jsd> aslsl
Table 3. Continued

RE lad 50,3

Formulas

J‘)}A

No. Item Symbol

Dl 5

Explanations

@u
References

jﬁé‘ﬂ‘)w‘ )))ﬁ )}.w

ool g b sl cwe

ol b’Pb

Expected gain for each trait
from index selection

Sl 3 S 2

5 b ol CVi
Phenotypic coefficient of
variation (CVi) for indices

.01
CVi==x100
X

w. & el
6 U’““’—JSQC"’# Ri

. Ri = KhXngi
Response to selection

“ el
St o CR
Correlated response

CRi = Kr,?yhx VGY

G o 3kl 2 8 Ldl s K 0T 5 8
oA P55 S ol sl
il s b d bl sS bl

Where K is the standardized selection
differential, G is the genotypic variance-
covariance matrix, P is the phenotypic variance-
covariance matrix, b is the vector of index
coefficients, and b” is the transpose of vector b.

R 5 atls 1558 5l Gl sl o Of s &S

(Baker, 1986)

Rahimiand ) -3l 3 aes ol Latls slaii ) o Ske
(Rabiei, 2011 Where oy is the phenotypic standard deviatior
of the index and X is mean of index values for
all individuals.
hicpli i (S5 slome 1ol 85 OF s oS
Ay slas,s Ve Ji Sl el
Falconer and )
a3l e WV

(Mackay, 1996 . ] L
Where 8; is the genotypic standard deviation

of the it trait, hi is the square root of
heritability of it trait, and K is the selection
intensity, which is equal to 1.76 with the
selection of 10% of the genotypes.

25 Lkt St 2 T g0 0l
Sl » SIS Sl fho 25 Sl R
S5 mills sl [ Vay s 255 plae of

Sl sy 0 Cdo
In this formula, r is the correlation coefficient
oetween the desired trait for improvement anc
the trait on which the selection is made, and
JVey is the square root of genetic variance of
the desired trait.

Falconer and )

(Mackay, 1996

) Sl i Sl 8558 Ll S s ol
(& Jgdr) AL 5 55 Wlg 0 Slio plu a4 Cod i
o5l 5 s gRE AN L(GD) wils s (Jbe 5 Lasl 5 58
& s ucly S R +/OF L (SD) Sl a3 (55
sl oS a3 e 0L sl o) sls 0L | (R) oz

2 G5 gl el s Ul (Silva et al., 2020)

w9l
ey ho S5 S IQBRE &) e 5 s Gy
Do Lo g eiienn o S Sl sl s p i ls S
— o ko Lo el aliann 5 b et li L5 S
o5 Rls s e s dl s kil d s e pel eslid Oy
AVAL SR=VYYAL L e (GY) 5 Slas Slas (55 5
Ri= £Y/YY s R= Yo/t L s ja (PH) < 5 gl s Ri=

ssls oL 1 (Ri) bl 4 o ey 1l 5 S
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S s 5 5 s Ll g0 s 55 4y Pl ko 3 Shes il s SRSl 4 W3 S 1S 0T s S
Sl p ek b ST o LIS S50 5 Bl L8 51 YL Gl o 3 g 5 aasiiie ol (5l |y Ao 3V V0 3 g calls
wls oo 5l b 5l 5ol s gl Gy b 1o Shee Sls ol anas ba S5y sl
Sl d LS e s L 0T W S s > Slas Cio 5l i b DS s S 5V
L it oo Sl QDS el a5 LB e 2 sl el s s (Cliv sl 3 b 3l ol s
S (Sean o 3l dal L Ol 1 VL Sl LS oy &3 50 e 5 Bla b 3 b 5 (shsd LS
o Dbl @ aran b (5 il 5 Sdo 3 G ) s i Sl S Ans o DL el 5 (0 )
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Table 4. Estimation of genotypic standard deviation, heritability and direct response to selection for maize under
normal and salinity stress conditions

by Ja 5 Soxd G5 Ll
() lis Normal (without salinity COﬂdItIOI’IS) . . .Salmlty stress conditions ” .
Trait S S & el s Gl Db S e 4 ot &l
(unit) RS sl . Srls .
S5 12 < ey b2 <
Syi Ri Sgi Ri
GY (9) 74.12 0.63 103.38 60.63 0.66 86.89
FLL (cm) 4.47 0.33 451 5.77 0.46 6.87
FLW (cm) 0.87 0.46 1.04 0.93 0.57 124
LCT 1.84 0.77 2.84 1.73 0.73 2.60
LCC 20.28 0.77 31.35 19.61 0.78 30.55
EUL 0.60 0.69 0.87 0.54 0.59 0.73
TL 1.35 0.84 2.18 1.10 0.80 1.73
EH (cm) 17.03 0.81 26.95 17.94 0.80 28.23
PH (cm) 24.14 0.69 3541 27.53 0.76 42.22
LA 11.19 0.88 18.45 12.68 0.94 21.64
SD (cm) 0.44 0.90 0.74 0.32 0.90 0.53
DTT (day) 5.04 0.87 8.29 5.34 0.90 8.91
DTS (day) 3.79 0.72 5.68 5.01 0.85 8.14
K/Na 7.94 0.31 7.75 9.45 0.40 10.56
RWC 4.20 0.16 2.95 0.00 0.00 0.00
EL (cm) 3.70 0.70 5.44 3.27 0.72 4.88
RPE 1.46 0.42 1.67 1.36 0.40 151
GPR 9.23 0.72 13.80 9.06 0.73 13.66
ED (cm) 5.60 0.66 8.00 5.33 0.63 7.43
GW (cm) 0.77 0.54 1.00 0.79 0.59 1.07
GDE (cm) 1.40 0.68 2.03 147 0.69 214
GD (cm) 0.52 0.43 0.61 0.61 0.55 0.79
CD (cm) 2.39 0.45 2.83 2.33 0.50 2.90
HGW (g) 6.28 0.69 9.16 6.44 0.64 9.08

I VL S slaws ((LCC) Sy 13545 «(LCT) L 5l8 slos s(FLW) o5 S 2 5 2 «(FLL) o S 0 J5b «(GY) wils 5 Shas
595 DTT) Sl 5545 G 55, «SD) Gl s «(LA) &, sl «PH) w5 gl «EH) Lol I gl «(TL) &, Is slass «EUL)
wls slaws «(RPE) Uoly ciys s slaws «EL) I3 Jsb «(RWEC) Sy O s s 5me «(KINB) s 4, ey S «(DTS) S8, 5eb b
HGW) s1s0s 055 «CD) Ik g ks «GD) s ks «(GDE) wils Gas «GW) wils 5 ¢ «ED) U3 ks «GPR) s, s

Grain yield (GY); Flag leaf length (FLL); Flag leaf width (FLW); Leaf canopy temperature (LCT); Leaf
chlorophyll content (LCC); Ear-up leaves (EUL); Total leaves (TL); Ear height (EH); Plant height (PH); Leaf
angle (LA); Stem diameter (SD); Day to the tasseling (DTT); Day to the silking (DTS); Potassium to sodium
ratio (K/Na); Relative water content (RWC); Ear length (EL); Grain width (GW); Grain depth (GDE); Grain

diameter (GD); Cob diameter (CD); Hundreds grain weight (HGW).
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Table 5. Efficiency of indirect selection compared to direct selection for grain yield through investigated traits in maize

o oy el Sopd 55 Ll
Traits Normal conditions Salinity stress conditions
FLL (cm) 9.50 2.73
FLW (cm) 63.59 45.68
LCT -8.11 -17.21
LCC 2.22 2.14
EUL 0.93 -0.85
TL 31.38 31.63
EH (cm) 2.79 2.31
PH (cm) 1.61 1.60
LA 1.24 0.46
SD (cm) 120.89 107.55
DTT (day) 0.84 -3.08
DTS (day) -12.37 -5.39
K/Na 2.09 -0.41
RwC -10.91 -
EL (cm) 17.91 15.65
RPE 4.99 16.11
GPR 6.66 6.21
ED (cm) 9.63 10.48
GW (cm) 65.74 59.60
GDE (cm) 43.13 38.04
GD (cm) -48.97 -60.61
CD (cm) 19.82 15.98
HGW (9) 8.38 7.40

Il W S slaws (LCC) Sy b5 45 «(LCT) 58 slos «FLW) o 1S 5y 5 0 «FLL) o 1S 2 J5b «GY) &y 5 Shas
590 DTT) Juls 5565 G 55, «SD) Gile ks «LA) S, s 515 «PH) w5 gl «EH) Lol I ) «(TL) &, s slaws «EUL)
<l sl «(RPE) U s sl «EL) I3 J b «RWC) S, OT s s 50e «(KINA) e & el S (DTS) SIS 56b &
HGW) s1s0 035 «CD) U g ks «GD) wls ks «GDE) wls Gas «GW) wils 5 ¢ «ED) U s «GPR) i, s

Grain yield (GY); Flag leaf length (FLL); Flag leaf width (FLW); Leaf canopy temperature (LCT); Leaf
chlorophyll content (LCC); Ear-up leaves (EUL); Total leaves (TL); Ear height (EH); Plant height (PH); Leaf
angle (LA); Stem diameter (SD); Day to the tasseling (DTT); Day to the silking (DTS); Potassium to sodium
ratio (K/Na); Relative water content (RWC); Ear length (EL); Grain width (GW); Grain depth (GDE); Grain

diameter (GD); Cob diameter (CD); Hundreds grain weight (HGW).
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A3 By sy el (I b e 4 sl S
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o oS dib Sl 5k 5l sops 5 Ll
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B S O e
Ll e Al e ke Ay Ao 055 5 I
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als a3 oSy O o (5500 (SIS 554l B 55 006

:Uuu"‘&)JSLSBJQW&})(L;)}JJ&J.@(JJ);}
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Slagaly Ulpe 8 358 sdalin 650 15 5 b
Sl ot S5 Bl Sl G b dal s aen
3 Sas (gl dtmen ol Jbo i Lyl 5o (V5 Jsd)
wEAS R P S e db Slis b Sl b
P S 1 S slaas IS VL S sl S L35S
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Table 6: Correlated response to selection and genetic and phenotypic correlation for improvement of trait Y

through selection for trait X in maize genotypes under normal conditions

(St (St en é“b X Cww Y Ciaw (e (e an .C‘L (X Y cuw
R St g 5 . “.)., > T(J,.j) S

Phﬁty' GL; : t') Correlated (415 (a=13) Phﬁty' Gd “t' Correlated X (unit) (a=13)
enotypic enetic response - - enotypic enetic response -

correlation  correlation P X (unit) Y (unit correlation  correlation P Y (unit)
-0.50 -0.63 -3.35 GY (9) 0.43 0.57 42.86 FLL (cm)
-0.11 -0.19 -0.72 FLL (cm) 0.60 0.74 66.13 FLW (cm)
-0.22 -0.27 -1.25 FLW (cm) -0.19 -0.20 -23.02 LCT
0.07 0.08 0.49 LCT 0.56 0.61 69.52 LCC
-0.11 -0.11 -0.64 LCC 0.04 0.01 0.81 EUL
0.34 0.39 2.15 EUL 0.54 0.57 68.40 TL
0.25 0.29 1.75 TL 0.60 0.64 75.25 EH (cm)
0.01 0.04 0.25 EH (cm) 0.54 0.52 56.91 PH (cm)
-0.11 -0.07 -0.39 PH (cm) 0.17 0.19 22.90 LA
0.33 0.36 2.23 LA 0.67 0.72 89.46 SD (cm)
-0.01 0.00 -0.02 SD (cm) -0.02 0.06 6.96 DTT (day)
0.81 0.86 5.36 DTT (day) DTS -0.50 -0.63 -70.24 DTS (day) GY (g)
0.05 0.01 0.04 K/Na 0.15 0.22 16.19 K/Na
-0.11 -0.17 -0.46 RWC -0.29 -0.62 -32.17 RWC
-0.24 -0.21 -1.19 EL (cm) 0.85 0.90 97.44 EL (cm)
-0.01 0.08 0.34 RPE 0.19 0.10 8.33 RPE
-0.40 -0.40 -2.25 GPR 0.80 0.83 91.88 GPR
-0.23 -0.21 -1.13 ED (cm) 0.71 0.73 77.03 ED (cm)
0.06 0.20 0.99 GW (cm) 0.59 0.68 65.74 GW (cm)
-0.16 -0.10 -0.54 GDE (cm) 0.76 0.81 87.56 GDE (cm)
0.47 0.72 3.17 GD (cm) -0.29 -0.35 -29.87 GD (cm)
-0.01 0.04 0.17 CD (cm) 0.56 0.64 56.08 CD (cm)
-0.16 -0.15 -0.85 HGW (q) 0.64 0.71 76.78 HGW (q)
0.15 0.22 2.48 GY (9) 0.43 0.57 3.57 GY (9)
021 0.26 2.09 FLL (cm) 0.63 0.58 3.11 FLW (cm)
0.21 0.18 171 FLW (cm) -0.15 -0.19 -1.31 LCT
0.25 0.36 441 LCT 0.37 0.50 3.45 LCC
0.22 0.31 3.81 LCC -0.23 -0.18 -1.19 EUL
-0.22 -0.33 -3.85 EUL 0.10 0.16 1.12 TL
0.00 -0.01 -0.15 TL 0.32 0.41 2.89 EH (cm)
0.15 0.19 2.36 EH (cm) 0.32 0.44 2.91 PH (cm)
0.08 0.09 1.04 PH (cm) 0.14 0.17 1.24 LA
0.03 0.04 0.47 LA 0.36 0.45 3.34 SD (cm)
0.04 0.06 0.77 SD (cm) -0.06 -0.10 -0.74 DTT (day)
0.17 0.20 2.67 DTT (day) K/Na -0.11 -0.19 -1.25 DTS (day) FLL (cm)
0.05 0.01 0.13 DTS (day) 0.21 0.26 1.14 K/Na
-0.10 -0.17 -0.96 RWC -0.15 -0.40 -1.25 RWC
0.36 0.64 7.46 EL (cm) 0.65 0.92 6.01 EL (cm)
0.75 1.68 15.24 RPE 0.28 0.50 2.57 RPE
0.25 0.38 4.55 GPR 0.63 0.89 5.94 GPR
0.33 0.61 6.88 ED (cm) 0.31 0.46 2.96 ED (cm)
1.64 3.29 33.83 GW (cm) 0.85 1.45 8.42 GW (cm)
0.98 1.81 20.84 GDE (cm) 0.63 0.89 5.78 GDE (cm)
1.91 4.22 38.75 GD (cm) 0.24 0.53 2.76 GD (cm)
0.54 1.15 10.83 CD (cm) 0.12 0.17 0.89 CD (cm)
0.28 0.44 5.05 HGW (g) 0.32 0.47 3.09 HGW (g)
-0.29 -0.62 -3.62 GY (9) 0.60 0.74 0.90 GY (9)
-0.15 -0.40 -1.69 FLL (cm) 0.63 0.58 0.51 FLL (cm)
0.17 0.28 143 FLW (cm) -0.15 -0.17 -0.23 LCT
-0.26 -0.43 -2.81 LCT 0.43 0.51 0.68 LCC
-0.15 -0.32 -2.06 LCC -0.19 -0.19 -0.24 EUL
-0.01 0.08 0.51 EUL 0.19 0.23 0.32 TL
-0.19 -0.30 -2.01 TL 0.38 0.44 0.60 EH (cm)
-0.15 -0.23 -1.54 EH (cm) 0.33 0.40 0.51 PH (cm)
-0.14 -0.18 -1.12 PH (cm) 0.02 0.02 0.02 LA
-0.26 -0.44 -3.05 LA 0.46 0.53 0.77 SD (cm)
-0.37 -0.62 -4.33 SD (cm) -0.17 -0.21 -0.30 DTT (day)
-0.05 -0.07 -0.45 DTT (day) RWC -0.22 -0.27 -0.36 DTS (day) FLW (cm)
-0.11 -0.17 -1.08 DTS (day) 0.21 0.18 0.15 K/Na
-0.10 -0.17 -0.71 K/Na 0.17 0.28 0.17 RWC
-0.30 -0.82 -5.05 EL (cm) 0.56 0.67 0.86 EL (cm)
0.25 -0.39 -1.86 RPE 0.24 0.32 0.32 RPE
-0.30 -0.66 -4.15 GPR 0.59 0.72 0.93 GPR
-0.19 -0.61 -3.66 ED (cm) 0.42 0.54 0.67 ED (cm)
0.25 -0.86 -4.70 GW (cm) 0.38 0.49 0.55 GW (cm)
0.13 -0.58 -3.53 GDE (cm) 0.46 0.51 0.64 GDE (cm)
0.94 -0.13 -0.61 GD (cm) -0.34 -0.44 -0.44 GD (cm)
-0.04 -0.49 -2.45 CD (cm) 0.19 0.24 0.24 CD (cm)
-0.20 -0.53 -3.27 HGW (g) 0.40 0.50 0.63 HGW (g)
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Table 6. Continued
G St X che Yode St S Y o
<o T LS55 TETTE (U1) X
h"*fy o) Correlated (A1) (a~13) h*’*””} =0 Correlated X (unit) (a~13)
Phenotypic Genetic response - . Phenotypic Genetic response -
correlation  correlation P X (unit) Y (unit correlation  correlation P Y (unit)
0.85 0.90 462 GY (9) -0.19 -0.20 -0.52 GY (9)
0.65 0.92 3.42 FLL (cm) -0.15 -0.19 -0.35 FLL (cm)
0.56 0.67 2.99 FLW (cm) -0.15 -0.17 -0.37 FLW (cm)
-0.18 -0.20 -1.17 LCT -0.11 -0.11 -0.31 LCC
0.61 0.69 3.97 LCC -0.09 -0.08 -0.21 EUL
-0.06 -0.09 -0.47 EUL -0.26 -0.27 -0.81 TL
0.48 0.52 3.07 TL -0.21 -0.24 -0.69 EH (cm)
0.63 0.67 3.90 EH (cm) -0.24 -0.28 -0.75 PH (cm)
0.34 0.23 1.26 PH (cm) -0.05 -0.05 -0.16 LA
0.40 0.49 3.01 LA -0.14 -0.15 -0.48 SD (cm)
0.71 0.76 4.68 SD (cm) 0.00 -0.01 -0.02 DTT (day)
-0.15 -0.13 -0.80 DTT (day) EL 0.07 0.08 0.23 DTS (day) LCT
-0.24 -0.21 -1.18 DTS (day) 0.25 0.36 0.65 K/Na
0.36 0.64 231 K/Na -0.26 -0.43 -0.56 RWC
-0.30 -0.82 -2.13 RWC -0.18 -0.20 -0.56 EL (cm)
0.23 0.28 1.19 RPE -0.25 -0.31 -0.66 RPE
0.89 0.90 5.01 GPR -0.09 -0.10 -0.28 GPR
0.72 0.75 3.96 ED (cm) -0.23 -0.25 -0.66 ED (cm)
0.62 0.67 3.23 GW (cm) -0.28 -0.35 -0.84 GW (cm)
0.72 0.75 4.04 GDE (cm) -0.29 -0.32 -0.87 GDE (cm)
-0.30 -0.34 -1.45 GD (cm) -0.20 -0.27 -0.59 GD (cm)
0.50 0.57 2.49 CD (cm) -0.22 -0.28 -0.60 CD (cm)
0.61 0.65 3.50 HGW (g) -0.20 -0.23 -0.62 HGW (g)
0.19 0.10 0.20 GY (9) 0.56 0.61 17.16 GY (9)
0.28 0.50 0.74 FLL (cm) 0.37 0.50 10.20 FLL (cm)
0.24 0.32 0.56 FLW (cm) 0.43 051 12.40 FLW (cm)
-0.25 -0.31 -0.70 LCT -0.11 -0.11 -3.37 LCT
0.66 0.93 2.10 LCC -0.02 -0.02 -0.53 EUL
0.07 0.06 0.14 EUL 0.39 0.42 13.88 TL
0.31 0.38 0.90 TL 0.35 0.38 12.10 EH (cm)
0.43 051 1.19 EH (cm) 0.41 0.44 12.94 PH (cm)
-0.27 -0.63 -1.35 PH (cm) 0.30 0.32 10.63 LA
0.56 0.80 1.94 LA 0.54 0.57 19.22 SD (cm)
0.10 0.11 0.27 SD (cm) -0.01 -0.01 -0.18 DTT (day)
0.28 0.39 0.95 DTT (day) RPE -0.11 -0.11 -3.31 DTS (day) LCC
-0.01 0.08 0.17 DTS (day) 0.22 0.31 6.13 K/Na
0.75 1.68 2.39 K/Na -0.15 -0.32 -4.53 RWC
0.25 -0.39 -0.40 RWC 0.61 0.69 20.67 EL (cm)
0.23 0.28 0.60 EL (cm) 0.66 0.93 21.59 RPE
0.28 0.35 0.76 GPR 0.50 0.57 17.24 GPR
0.53 0.55 1.14 ED (cm) 0.60 0.68 19.74 ED (cm)
-0.06 0.04 0.07 GW (cm) 0.93 1.23 32.32 GW (cm)
0.34 0.39 0.84 GDE (cm) 0.87 1.02 30.10 GDE (cm)
-0.19 -0.23 -0.40 GD (cm) 0.62 1.00 2.14 GD (cm)
0.49 0.50 0.86 CD (cm) 0.56 0.68 1.49 CD (cm)
0.01 0.07 0.15 HGW (g) 0.50 0.58 1.57 HGW (g)
0.80 0.83 10.68 GY (g) 0.04 0.01 0.01 GY (9)
0.63 0.89 8.27 FLL (cm) -0.23 -0.18 -0.11 FLL (cm)
0.59 0.72 7.97 FLW (cm) -0.19 -0.19 -0.13 FLW (cm)
-0.09 -0.10 -1.43 LCT -0.09 -0.08 -0.07 LCT
0.50 0.57 8.12 LCC -0.02 -0.02 -0.02 LCC
-0.14 -0.17 -2.31 EUL 0.54 0.56 0.53 TL
0.38 0.39 5.84 TL 0.03 0.04 0.04 EH (cm)
0.56 0.59 8.62 EH (cm) 0.24 0.23 0.20 PH (cm)
0.38 0.34 4,65 PH (cm) 0.36 0.40 0.39 LA
0.15 0.18 2.76 LA 0.21 0.22 0.22 SD (cm)
0.59 0.64 9.83 SD (cm) 0.32 0.34 0.33 DTT (day)
-0.19 -0.18 -2.75 DTT (day) GPR 0.34 0.39 0.35 DTS (day) EUL
-0.40 -0.40 -5.48 DTS (day) -0.22 -0.33 -0.19 K/Na
0.25 0.38 3.45 K/Na -0.01 0.08 0.03 RWC
-0.30 -0.66 -4.30 RWC -0.06 -0.09 -0.08 EL (cm)
0.89 0.90 12.27 EL (cm) 0.07 0.06 0.04 RPE
0.28 0.35 3.69 RPE -0.14 -0.17 -0.15 GPR
0.72 0.75 9.90 ED (cm) 0.09 0.08 0.07 ED (cm)
0.50 0.55 6.52 GW (cm) 0.05 0.08 0.06 GW (cm)
0.73 0.76 10.15 GDE (cm) 0.08 0.09 0.08 GDE (cm)
-0.53 -0.58 -6.15 GD (cm) 0.21 0.22 0.16 GD (cm)
0.43 0.50 5.49 CD (cm) 0.22 0.22 0.15 CD (cm)
0.47 0.49 6.64 HGW (g) 0.13 0.13 0.11 HGW (g)
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Table 6. Continued
Sreer (S L X he Yohs S S Y i
- Lot - (Gt P Q_(‘:_-YL‘ . C’“"(J}U)Xw

Ph‘ﬁftﬁ_ G"“ “t'J Correlated (4=1y) (a=13) Ph‘ﬁftﬁ' S kt'J Correlated X (unit) (a=13)
enotypic enetic response : . enotypic enetic response .

correla)t/irc))n correlation P X (unit) Y (unit correla)t/irc))n correlation P Y (unit)
0.71 0.73 5.67 GY (g) 0.54 0.57 1.08 GY (g)
0.31 0.46 261 FLL (cm) 0.10 0.16 0.21 FLL (cm)
0.42 0.54 3.63 FLW (cm) 0.19 0.23 0.37 FLW (cm)
-0.23 -0.25 -2.14 LCT -0.26 -0.27 -0.57 LCT
0.60 0.68 5.89 LCC 0.39 0.42 0.89 LCC
0.09 0.08 0.63 EUL 0.54 0.56 1.10 EUL
0.53 0.56 5.07 TL 0.73 0.75 1.60 EH (cm)
0.57 0.62 5.47 EH (cm) 0.69 0.72 1.43 PH (cm)
0.38 0.33 2.72 PH (cm) 0.50 0.51 1.14 LA
041 0.48 4.46 LA 0.68 0.70 1.59 SD (cm)
0.60 0.65 6.04 SD (cm) 0.37 0.37 0.83 DTT (day)
-0.01 0.01 0.06 DTT (day) ED 0.25 0.29 0.58 DTS (day) TL
-0.23 -0.21 -1.74 DTS (day) 0.00 -0.01 -0.02 K/Na
0.33 0.61 3.31 K/Na -0.19 -0.30 -0.28 RWC
-0.19 -0.61 -2.40 RWC 0.48 0.52 1.02 EL (cm)
0.72 0.75 6.15 EL (cm) 0.31 0.38 0.59 RPE
0.53 0.55 3.49 RPE 0.38 0.39 0.79 GPR
0.72 0.75 6.27 GPR 0.53 0.56 1.09 ED (cm)
0.69 0.78 5.63 GW (cm) 0.29 0.34 0.59 GW (cm)
0.88 0.93 7.54 GDE (cm) 041 0.45 0.88 GDE (cm)
-0.21 -0.23 -1.51 GD (cm) -0.08 -0.08 -0.12 GD (cm)
0.84 0.90 5.97 CD (cm) 0.54 0.63 1.01 CD (cm)
0.72 0.80 6.53 HGW (g) 0.38 041 0.82 HGW (g)
0.59 0.68 0.74 GY (g) 0.60 0.64 15.23 GY (g)
0.85 1.45 1.13 FLL (cm) 0.32 0.41 7.02 FLL (cm)
0.38 0.49 0.46 FLW (cm) 0.38 0.44 8.91 FLW (cm)
-0.28 -0.35 -0.42 LCT -0.21 -0.24 -6.20 LCT
0.93 1.23 1.47 LCC 0.35 0.38 9.92 LCC
0.05 0.08 0.09 EUL 0.03 0.04 1.02 EUL
0.29 0.34 0.42 TL 0.73 0.75 20.54 TL
0.49 0.52 0.64 EH (cm) 0.88 0.91 22.72 PH (cm)
-0.56 -1.19 -1.35 PH (cm) 0.19 0.19 5.39 LA
1.13 1.54 1.97 LA 0.64 0.68 19.21 SD (cm)
0.56 0.63 0.82 SD (cm) 0.15 0.15 4.29 DTT (day)
0.14 0.25 0.32 DTT (day) GW 0.01 0.04 1.04 DTS (day) EH (cm)
0.06 0.20 0.23 DTS (day) 0.15 0.19 3.12 K/Na
1.64 3.29 2.48 K/Na -0.15 -0.23 -2.77 RWC
0.25 -0.86 -0.47 RWC 0.63 0.67 16.63 EL (cm)
0.62 0.67 0.76 EL (cm) 0.43 0.51 10.00 RPE
-0.06 0.04 0.03 RPE 0.56 0.59 15.01 GPR
0.50 0.55 0.63 GPR 0.57 0.62 15.05 ED (cm)
0.69 0.78 0.86 ED (cm) 0.49 0.52 11.46 GW (cm)
0.70 0.77 0.86 GDE (cm) 0.59 0.63 15.55 GDE (cm)
0.13 0.15 0.14 GD (cm) 0.07 0.07 1.36 GD (cm)
0.55 0.69 0.63 CD (cm) 0.53 0.64 12.87 CD (cm)
0.86 0.96 1.09 HGW () 0.38 0.42 10.36 HGW (g)
0.76 0.81 1.59 GY (9) 0.54 0.52 17.63 GY (9)
0.63 0.89 0.69 FLL (cm) 0.32 0.44 10.80 FLL (cm)
0.46 0.51 0.47 FLW (cm) 0.33 0.40 11.49 FLW (cm)
-0.29 -0.32 -0.39 LCT -0.24 -0.28 -10.27 LCT
0.87 1.02 1.22 LCC 0.41 0.44 16.24 LCC
0.08 0.09 0.10 EUL 0.24 0.23 8.24 EUL
0.41 0.45 0.56 TL 0.69 0.72 28.07 TL
0.59 0.63 0.77 EH (cm) 0.88 0.91 34.76 EH (cm)
-0.01 -0.29 -0.33 PH (cm) 0.28 0.30 11.92 LA
0.75 0.95 1.21 LA 0.63 0.68 27.30 SD (cm)
0.57 0.61 0.78 SD (cm) 0.15 0.17 6.68 DTT (day)
0.05 0.11 0.13 DTT (day) GDE (cm) -0.11 -0.07 -2.51 DTS (day) PH (cm)
-0.16 -0.10 -0.11 DTS (day) 0.08 0.09 2.10 K/Na
0.98 181 1.36 K/Na -0.14 -0.18 -3.09 RWC
0.13 -0.58 -0.32 RWC 0.34 0.23 8.24 EL (cm)
0.72 0.75 0.85 EL (cm) -0.27 -0.63 -17.44 RPE
0.34 0.39 0.35 RPE 0.38 0.34 12.38 GPR
0.73 0.76 0.88 GPR 0.38 0.33 11.44 ED (cm)
0.88 0.93 1.03 ED (cm) -0.56 -1.19 -37.15 GW (cm)
0.70 0.77 0.77 GW (cm) -0.01 -0.29 -10.27 GDE (cm)
-0.31 -0.31 -0.28 GD (cm) -1.42 -2.47 -69.01 GD (cm)
0.62 0.69 0.64 CD (cm) 0.18 0.04 1.26 CD (cm)
0.77 0.82 0.93 HGW (g) 0.28 0.25 8.63 HGW (g)
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Table 6. Continued
M M ) L X i Y i M M i L Y s
- ot Lot . C’“*~ F— I . @"(J}-U)xw

thﬁ' G"“ = Correlated (d>~15) (413 Ph‘ﬁfﬁ' G” = Correlated X (unit) (a=13)

enotypic enetic response f f enotypic enetic response f
correlation correlation P X (unit) Y (unit) correlation  correlation P Y (unit)

-0.29 0.35 0.5 GY @) 0.17 0.19 707 GY @)

0.24 0.53 0.28 FLL (cm) 0.14 0.17 1.90 FLL (cm)

030 037 0% ™ 0% 0% 0% ™

0.62 1.00 0.81 LCC 0.30 0.32 5.50 LCC

5% 3% 4 i A

0.07 0.07 0.06 EH Ecmg 0.19 0.19 3.40 EH gcmi

-1.42 247 -1.90 PH (cm 0.28 0.30 491 PH (cm

1.29 1.93 1.67 LA 0.45 0.47 8.79 SD (cm

20.15 0.20 017 SD (cm) 0.46 0.47 8.68 DTT gday;

0.56 0.83 0.71 DTT éday; GD (cm) 0.33 0.36 5.96 DTS (day LA

0.47 0.72 057 DTS (day 0.03 0.04 0.40 K/Na

1.91 4.22 2.16 K/Na -0.26 -0.44 -3.47 RWC

0.94 -0.13 -0.05 RWC 0.40 0.49 8.11 EL E}cm)

X B B o s fm mp

-0.53 -0.58 -0.45 GPR 0.41 0.48 7.74 ED (cm)

021 -0.23 -0.18 ED (cm) 1.13 1.54 22.34 GW (cm)

0.13 0.15 0.10 GW (cm) 0.75 0.95 15.41 GDE (cm)

-0.31 -0.31 -0.24 GDE (cm) 1.29 1.93 25.03 gcm

-0.04 -0.03 -0.02 CD (cm% 0.56 0.75 9.95 CD (cm

058 0 B 087 6% I

0.12 0.17 0.41 FLL (cm) 0.36 0.45 0.20 FLL (cm)

0.19 0.24 0.68 FLW (cm) 0.46 053 0.28 FLW (cm)

-0.22 -0.28 -1.02 LCT -0.14 -0.15 011 LCT

039 03 5% EOF 031 03 014 EOC

0.54 0.63 2.42 TL 0.68 0.70 0.50 TL

0.53 0.64 2.42 EH Ecm; 0.64 0.68 0.48 EH écm;

058 038 e POAM 048 04y o3 PHRM

0.48 0.55 2.19 SD (cm) 0.03 0.03 0.02 DTT Eday;

0.13 0.19 0.76 DTT gdayg CD (cm) -0.01 0.00 0.00 DTS (day SD

-0.01 0.04 0.14 DTS (day 0.04 0.06 0.03 K/Na

R I A S B

- -U. -0. . . cm

0.50 0.57 2.00 EL (cm) 0.10 0.11 0.06 RPE

0.49 0.50 1.36 E 059 0.64 0.42 GPR

0.43 0.50 1.80 GPR 0.60 0.65 0.41 ED (cm)

0.84 0.90 3.09 ED (cm) 0.56 0.63 0.36 GW (cm)

0.55 0.69 2.13 GW (cm) 057 0.61 0.39 GDE (cm)

0.62 0.69 2.41 GDE (cm) -0.15 -0.20 -0.10 GD 2cm;

-0.04 -0.03 -0.09 GD (cmg 0.48 0.55 0.29 CD (cm

0.57 0.71 2.47 HGW (g 0.61 0.66 0.42 HGW (q)

0.64 0.71 6.21 GY ) 20.02 0.06 0.40 GY

0.32 0.47 3.00 FLL (cm) -0.06 -0.10 -0.51 FLL (cm)

R I B S S

0.50 0.58 5.65 LCC -0.01 -0.01 -0.04 LCC

038 041 118 S 037 037 504 S

0.38 0.42 414 EH Ecmg 0.15 0.15 1.22 EH écmg

049 05 T 048 047 3

0.61 0.66 6.87 SD (cm) 0.03 0.03 0.22 SD (cm)

-0.07 -0.07 -0.68 DTT édayg HGW (g) 0.81 0.86 6.48 DTS (day)  DTT

-0.16 -0.15 -1.45 DTS (day 0.17 0.20 1.00 K/Na

0.28 0.44 2.67 K/Na -0.05 -0.07 10.23 RWC

-0.20 -0.53 -2.36 RWC -0.15 -0.13 -0.97 EL (cm)

s R B

0.47 0.49 462 PR -0.01 0.01 0.04 ED (cm)

0.72 0.80 7.18 ED (cm) 0.14 0.25 1.63 GW (cm)

0.86 0.96 7.83 GW (cm) 0.05 0.11 0.77 GDE (cm)

0.77 0.82 7.51 GDE (cm) 056 0.83 483 GD 2cm;

0.05 0.06 0.47 GD gcmg 0.13 0.19 1.15 CD (cm

0.57 0.71 5.26 CD (cm -0.07 -0.07 -0.48 HGW (q)

I VL ;fj.g slaws «LCC) ;fj.g J:.e}jls «LCT) =8 sles «FLW) y"’:'fé‘fﬂ g «FLL) y"’:'fé‘fﬂ Jsb «(GY) «ls 3 Sas
555 DTT) Sl 5545 G 55, «SD) bl s «(LA) S a5l «PH) w5 gl «EH) Jol I ) «(TL) &S, Js slass «(EUL)
s 31wt SRPE) ok s s1asi «EL) I3k Jb «RWC) S O s (s sme «OKIN) i 4y osly o DTS) SIS 0
(HGW) wls1s 555 4CD) IS s 3 «(GD) wls s «GDE) wls s «GW) wls 5 2 «(ED) o s «GPR) s,

Grain yield (GY); Fla 8Ieaf length (FLLR Flag leaf width (FLW; Leaf canopy temperature (LCT); Leaf
chlorophyll content (LCC); Ear-up leaves (EUL); Total leaves (TL); Ear height (EH); Plant height (PH); Leaf
angle il(.ﬁ? Stem diameter (SD); Day to the tasseling (DTT); Day to the S”k"{%l (DTS); Potassium to sodium
ratio (K/Na); Relative water content (RWC); Ear lengt (EL) Graln width (GW); Graln depth (GDE); Grain

diameter (GD); Cob diameter (CD); Hundreds grain weight (HGW).
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Table 7. Correlated response to selection and genetic and phenotypic correlation for improvement of trait Y
through selection for trait X in maize genotypes under salinity stress conditions

Phenotypic <0 Correlated  (A=1y)  (a=ly) e 0 correlated (415 (A1)
correlation Genetic  response  y (unit) Y (unit) Phenotypic ~ Genetic  response (unit) Y (unit)

correlation correlation correlation
-0.48 -0.45 -3.19 GY (0) 0.23 0.26 18.76 FLL (cm)
0.29 0.35 2.08 FLL (cm) 0.63 0.71 56.64 FLW (cm)
-0.01 0.00 -0.02 FLW (cm) -0.45 -0.49 -44.74 LCT
0.02 0.01 0.08 LCT 063 0.69 65.44 LCC
-0.18 -0.19 -1.49 LCC 0.00 -0.01 -0.62 EUL
-0.02 -0.03 -0.19 EUL 053 057 54.72 TL
0.14 0.15 122 TL 0.64 0.68 65.10 EH (cm)
0.03 0.03 0.26 EH (cm) 0.68 0.73 67.73 PH (cm)
-0.09 -0.06 -0.47 PH (cm) 0.09 0.10 9.92 LA
0.22 0.23 1.96 LA 054 0.56 57.00 SD (cm)
0.10 0.10 0.87 SD (cm) -0.26 -0.27 -2743  DTT (day)
0.76 0.78 6.49 DTT (day) DTS -048 -045 -4387 DTS(day) GY(g)
0.22 0.25 141 K/Na -0.03 -0.06 -431 K/Na
0.11 B B RWC -0.08 B B RWC
-0.17 -0.18 -1.31 EL (cm) 0.81 0.84 76.37 EL (cm)
-0.26 -0.29 -1.62 RPE 0.35 0.36 24.33 RPE
-0.38 -0.38 -2.85 GPR 0.89 0.93 84.84 GPR
-0.39 -0.40 -2.82 ED (cm) 0.87 092 77187 ED (cm)
-0.18 -0.23 -1.56 GW (cm) 0.67 0.78 63.77 GW (cm)
-0.38 041 -301 GDE (cm) 0.88 0.92 8140 GDE (cm)
0.37 041 2.68 GD (cm) -055 -0.60 -47.88 GD (cm)
011 011 -0.69 CD (cm) 0.56 0.61 46.34 CD (cm)
-0.21 -0.24 -1.70 HGW (g) 0.72 0.78 67.17 HGW (g)
-0.03 -0.06 -0.86 GY (g) 023 0.26 2.15 GY (0)
0.39 041 456 FLL (cm) 0.67 0.65 4.96 FLW (cm)
0.21 0.14 172 FLW (cm) -0.30 -0.35 -3.06 LCT
0.12 -0.20 -2.88 LCT 0.18 0.18 1.65 LCC
-0.06 -0.06 -0.84 LCC -0.26 -0.28 -2.16 EUL
-0.26 -0.34 -4.31 EUL 0.22 0.28 251 TL
0.06 0.07 1.07 TL 052 0.62 5.62 EH (cm)
0.26 031 462 EH (cm) 0.44 051 4,55 PH (cm)
0.22 0.26 3.77 PH (cm) 0.20 0.23 2.26 LA
-0.01 -0.03 -045 LA 0.56 0.65 6.29 SD (cm)
0.11 011 175 SD (cm) 0.36 0.43 415 DTT (day)
0.16 0.18 2.78 DTT(day) K/Na 0.29 0.35 3.28 DTS(day) FLL (cm)
0.22 0.25 3.88 DTS (day) 0.39 041 261 K/Na
-0.02 _ _ RWC -0.04 _ _ RWC
0.13 0.13 1.90 EL (cm) 0.48 0.56 4.80 EL (cm)
-0.20 -0.34 -3.58 RPE -0.06 -0.13 -0.81 RPE
0.08 0.08 119 GPR 033 041 358 GPR
-0.07 -0.13 -1.72 ED (cm) 0.14 0.13 1.09 ED (cm)
0.12 0.15 1.89 GW (cm) 0.14 0.17 131 GW (cm)
-0.05 -0.09 -1.29 GDE (cm) 0.11 0.12 1.02 GDE (cm)
0.11 0.09 115 GD (cm) -0.15 -0.20 -154 GD (cm)
0.02 -0.06 -0.69 CD (cm) 0.11 0.07 051 CD (cm)
0.08 0.09 0.71 HGW (g) 0.24 0.28 2.24 HGW (g)
-0.08 _ B GY (g) 063 0.71 094 GY (g)
-0.04 B B FLL (cm) 0.67 0.65 0.72 FLL (cm)
-0.06 _ _ FLW (cm) -0.37 044 -0.62 LCT
-0.17 B B LCT 041 047 0.68 LCC
-0.01 _ _ LCC -0.35 -0.38 -0.49 EUL
0.07 B B EUL 0.31 0.37 0.55 TL
0.04 _ B TL 0.60 0.68 0.99 EH (cm)
0.09 B B EH (cm) 055 0.63 0.90 PH (cm)
0.00 B B PH (cm) 0.10 0.11 0.18 LA
-0.15 B B LA 054 0.61 0.95 SD (cm)
-0.01 _ _ SD (cm) 0.10 0.12 0.19 DTT (day)
0.16 B B DTT (day) RWC -0.01 0.00 0.00 DTS (day) FLW (cm)
011 - B DTS (day) 0.21 0.14 0.14 K/Na
-0.02 B B K/Na -0.06 B - RWC
-0.16 B B EL (cm) 0.63 0.70 0.98 EL (cm)
-0.01 B B RPE 0.06 0.03 0.03 RPE
-0.10 B B GPR 0.62 0.72 1.02 GPR
-0.05 B B ED (cm) 0.48 055 0.71 ED (cm)
-0.01 B B GW (cm) 042 051 0.64 GW (cm)
-0.03 B B GDE (cm) 0.46 054 0.73 GDE (cm)
-0.02 B B GD (cm) -0.28 -0.36 -0.44 GD (cm)
-0.08 _ _ CD (cm) 033 0.35 041 CD (cm)
-0.05 B B HGW (g) 047 0.56 0.74 HGW (g)
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Table 7. Continued
s Ko M@bxw YWMMLXW Y i
Phenotypic <=0 Correlated  (A=15)  (4=ly) s <2 Correlated  (A=1g)  (a=ly)
correlation Genetic  response X (unit)  (unit) Y Phenotypic ~ Genetic  response X (unit) Y (unit)

correlation correlation correlation
0.81 0.84 3.96 GY (0) -0.45 -049 -1.22 GY (0)
0.48 0.56 217 FLL (cm) -0.30 -0.35 -0.73 FLL (cm)
0.63 0.70 3.05 FLW (cm) -0.37 -044 -1.01 FLW (cm)
-043 -047 -2.30 LCT -042 -044 -1.18 LCC
054 0.59 2.98 LCC 0.05 0.06 0.14 EUL
-0.13 -0.17 -0.73 EUL -0.33 -0.35 -0.96 TL
0.48 0.50 2.60 TL -0.55 -0.60 -1.63 EH (cm)
0.63 0.67 344 EH (cm) -0.54 -0.59 -1.56 PH (cm)
051 057 2.87 PH (cm) -0.28 -0.31 -091 LA
0.12 0.13 0.71 LA -0.32 -0.34 -0.98 SD (cm)
0.63 0.67 3.63 SD (cm) -0.14 -0.16 -0.46 DTT (day)
-0.08 -0.07 -040 DTT (day) EL 0.02 0.01 0.03 DTS (day) LCT
-0.17 -0.18 -0.94 DTS (day) -0.12 -0.20 -0.39 K/Na
0.13 0.13 0.49 K/Na -0.17 _ _ RWC
-0.16 _ _ RWC -043 -047 -1.21 EL (cm)
0.14 0.13 0.46 RPE -0.14 -0.14 -0.26 RPE
091 0.93 459 GPR -043 -047 -1.23 GPR
0.63 0.66 3.03 ED (cm) -041 -043 -1.04 ED (cm)
0.56 0.61 271 GW (cm) -0.25 -0.28 -0.65 GW (cm)
0.65 0.68 3.26 GDE (cm) -0.35 -0.36 -0.92 GDE (cm)
-042 -0.49 -2.09 GD Scmg 0.20 0.24 0.56 GD écmg
0.39 041 1.68 CD (cm -0.30 -0.34 -0.74 CD (cm
0.61 0.64 2.95 HGW (g) -0.37 -0.40 -0.99 HGW (g)
0.35 0.36 0.71 GY (0) 0.63 0.69 19.46 GY (0)
-0.06 -0.13 -0.20 FLL (cm) 0.18 0.18 4.29 FLL (cm)
0.06 0.03 0.05 FLW (cm) 0.41 0.47 12.11 FLW (cm)
-0.14 -0.14 -0.28 LCT -042 -044 -12.92 LCT
0.10 0.13 0.28 LCC -0.06 -0.08 -2.20 EUL
0.09 0.14 0.26 EUL 0.33 0.34 10.58 TL
0.25 0.30 0.64 TL 0.44 0.47 14.58 EH (cm)
0.05 0.02 0.05 EH (cm) 055 0.60 18.10 PH (cm)
-0.26 -0.26 -0.54 PH (cm) 0.20 021 7.10 LA
0.19 0.25 0.58 LA 0.52 0.55 1794 SD (cm)
0.14 0.18 041 SD (cm) -0.06 -0.06 -1.90 DTT (day)
0.00 0.02 0.05 DTT (day) RPE -0.18 -0.19 -6.11 DTS (day) LCC
-0.26 -0.29 -0.65 DTS (day) -0.06 -0.06 -1.25 K/Na
-0.20 -0.34 -0.52 K/Na -0.01 _ _ RWC
-0.01 _ _ RWC 054 0.59 17.12 EL (cm)
0.14 0.13 0.26 EL (cm) 0.10 013 2.87 RPE
0.24 0.23 047 GPR 0.56 0.61 18.17 GPR
0.53 0.52 1.00 ED (cm) 0.60 0.66 17.97 ED (cm)
-0.02 0.09 0.17 GW (cm) 0.36 0.36 9.64 GW (cm)
0.32 0.30 0.60 GDE (cm) 051 0.53 1523 GDE (cm)
-0.26 -0.24 -042 GD (cm) -0.54 -0.66 -16.86 GD (cm)
0.50 051 0.86 CD (cm) 0.39 044 10.77 CD (cm)
0.08 0.13 0.26 HGW (g) 0.55 0.59 16.44 HGW ()
0.89 0.93 12.04 GY (0) 0.00 -0.01 -0.01 GY (0)
0.33 041 444 FLL (cm) -0.26 -0.28 -0.18 FLL (cm)
0.62 0.72 8.66 FLW (cm) -0.35 -0.38 -0.27 FLW (cm)
-043 -047 -6.39 LCT 0.05 0.06 0.05 LCT
0.56 0.61 8.67 LCC -0.06 -0.08 -0.07 LCC
-0.15 -0.18 -2.17 EUL 0.30 0.32 0.27 TL
0.44 047 6.74 TL -0.25 -0.27 -0.23 EH (cm)
0.64 0.69 9.85 EH (cm) -0.01 -0.06 -0.05 PH (cm)
0.60 0.67 9.27 PH (cm) 0.03 0.03 0.03 LA
0.00 0.00 -0.03 LA -0.01 -0.02 -0.02 SD (cm)
0.55 0.58 8.80 SD (cm) -0.03 -0.01 -0.01 DTT (day)
-0.21 -0.21 -3.15 DTT (day) GPR -0.02 -0.03 -0.02 DTS (day) EUL
-0.38 -0.38 -5.55 DTS (day) -0.26 -0.34 -0.20 K/Na
0.08 0.08 0.85 K/Na 0.07 _ _ RWC
-0.10 _ _ RWC -013 -017 -013 EL (cm)
0.91 0.93 1256 EL (cm) 0.09 0.14 0.08 RPE
0.24 0.23 2.29 RPE -0.15 -0.18 -0.14 GPR
071 0.75 949 ED (cm) 0.10 011 0.08 ED (cm)
0.54 0.62 7.56 GW (cm) 0.13 0.14 0.10 GW (cm)
0.74 0.79 10.37 GDE (cm) 0.08 0.10 0.08 GDE (cm)
-0.66 -0.71 -840 GD (cm) 0.08 0.06 0.05 GD (cm)
0.38 042 473 CD (cm) 013 0.16 011 CD (cm)
057 0.63 8.08 HGW (g) 0.09 0.07 0.06 HGW (g)

A
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Table 7. Continued
5 Sas . Méﬂ‘ﬂx v y L eea g L X v
Phen(IJtypic GLS "t_) Correlated  (4=ly)  (u=ly) Phﬁty' G‘} “t'J Correlated  (4>l5)  (4=ly)
correlation enetic  response . . enotypic enetic  response . .
correlation P X (unit)  (unit) Y correlatl%n correlation P X (unit) Y (unit)

0.87 0.92 7.02 GY (0) 0.53 0.57 -0.01 GY ()
0.14 0.13 0.85 FLL (cm) 0.22 0.28 -0.36 FLL (cm)
0.48 0.55 3.85 FLW (cm) 0.31 0.37 -0.56 FLW (cm)
-041 -0.43 -3.46 LCT -0.33 -0.35 0.10 LCT
0.60 0.66 5.45 LCC 0.33 0.34 -0.14 LCC
0.10 0.11 0.79 EUL 0.30 0.32 149 EUL
047 0.52 438 TL 0.64 0.66 -0.46 EH (cm)
0.47 052 433 EH (cm) 0.67 0.69 -0.10 PH (cm)
0.48 0.55 4.46 PH (cm) 0.35 0.37 0.06 LA
0.17 0.18 1.66 LA 0.58 0.61 -0.04 SD (cm)
0.51 0.55 492 SD (cm) 0.31 0.34 -0.02 DTT (day)
-0.13 -0.11 -1.01 DTT (day) ED 0.14 0.15 -0.05 DTS (day) TL
-0.39 -0.40 -349 DTS (day) 0.06 0.07 -041 K/Na
-0.07 -0.13 -0.78 K/Na 0.04 _ _ RWC
-0.05 _ _ RWC 0.48 0.50 -0.27 EL (cm)
0.63 0.66 5.27 EL (cm) 0.25 0.30 0.17 RPE
0.53 052 3.09 RPE 0.44 0.47 -0.29 GPR
0.71 0.75 6.03 GPR 0.47 052 0.17 ED (cm)
0.73 0.83 5.97 GW (cm) 0.32 0.37 021 GW (cm)
091 0.94 127 GDE (cm) 0.44 0.49 0.16 GDE (cm)
-0.43 -0.50 -350 GD Scmg -0.18 -0.20 0.09 GD Ecmg
0.78 0.82 5.46 CD (cm 043 0.50 021 CD (cm
0.80 0.85 6.41 HGW (g) 0.38 041 0.11 HGW (g)
0.67 0.78 0.88 GY (0) 0.64 0.68 1754 GY (0)
0.14 0.17 0.16 FLL (cm) 0.52 0.62 13.21 FLL (cm)
0.42 051 0.53 FLW (cm) 0.60 0.68 16.05 FLW (cm)
-0.25 -0.28 -0.33 LCT -0.55 -0.60 -16.11 LCT
0.36 0.36 0.45 LCC 0.44 0.47 1321 LCC
0.13 0.14 0.15 EUL -0.25 -0.27 -6.52 EUL
0.32 0.37 0.46 TL 0.64 0.66 18.80 TL
0.14 0.17 021 EH (cm) 0.87 0.90 24.67 PH (cm)
-0.25 -0.12 -0.14 PH (cm) 0.25 0.25 7.64 LA
0.03 0.05 0.07 LA 0.56 0.58 17.29 SD (cm)
0.48 052 0.69 SD (cm) 021 0.22 6.68 DTT (day)
010 010 013 DIT(day) @w 003 003 09  DTS(day) EH (cm)
018 023 030  DTS(day) 0.26 031 6.23 K/Na
0.12 0.15 0.13 K/Na 0.09 _ _ RwWC
-0.01 _ _ RWC 0.63 0.67 17.90 EL (cm)
0.56 0.61 0.72 EL (cm) 0.05 0.02 0.48 RPE
-0.02 0.09 0.08 RPE 0.64 0.69 18.70 GPR
054 0.62 0.73 GPR 047 052 1294 ED (cm)
0.73 0.83 0.91 ED (cm) 0.14 0.17 4,08 GW (cm)
0.78 0.88 1.01 GDE (cm) 0.38 041 10.84 GDE (cm)
-0.17 -0.28 -0.30 GD (cm) -0.63 -0.70 -16.55 GD (cm)
055 0.67 0.66 CD (cm) 0.27 0.29 6.49 CD (cm)
0.89 0.93 1.04 HGW (g) 0.38 042 10.56 HGW (g)
0.88 0.92 1.94 GY (0) 0.68 0.73 28.73 GY (0)
0.11 0.12 0.21 FLL (cm) 044 051 16.85 FLL (cm)
0.46 054 1.05 FLW (cm) 0.55 0.63 22.80 FLW (cm)
-0.35 -0.36 -0.80 LCT -0.54 -0.59 -24.21 LCT
051 053 1.22 LCC 0.55 0.60 25.83 LCC
0.08 0.10 0.20 EUL -0.01 -0.06 -2.23 EUL
0.44 0.49 113 TL 0.67 0.69 30.16 TL
0.38 041 0.96 EH (cm) 0.87 0.90 38.85 EH (cm)
021 0.31 0.70 PH (cm) 0.31 0.31 14.78 LA
0.02 0.03 0.08 LA 0.62 0.64 29.38 SD (cm)
018 O I%  omm) G G SR B
0. 0. ) ay 0. 0. 2. ay
038 041 099 DTS(day) CPECM 0% 026 7.99 KiNa | P Cm)
-0.05 -0.09 -0.15 K/Na 0.00 _ _ RwWC
-0.03 _ _ RWC 051 057 2345  EL(cm)
0.65 0.68 1.50 EL (cm) -0.26 -0.26 -1.87 RPE
0.32 0.30 0.49 RPE 0.60 0.67 27.72 GPR
0.74 0.79 174 GPR 0.48 0.55 20.98 ED (cm)
091 0.94 192 ED (cm) -0.25 -0.12 -4.37 GW (cm)
0.78 0.88 175  GW(cm) 021 031 1250  GDE (cm)
-0.45 -0.50 -0.97 GD (cm) -1.36 -1.34 -48.54 GD (cm)
057 0.62 113 CD (cm) 0.19 0.25 8.58 CD (cm)
0.85 0.90 1.88 HGW (g) 0.45 0.50 1947 HGW (g)
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Table 7. Continued
B N e U T e e o T C D
5 e P R € L 5 Eeed () (Ul

Phenotypic Genetic  Correlated ; ; Phenotypic  Genetic  Correlated f :
cORelsion correl&gion response X (unit)  (unit) Y GoRetation cor%ellation response X (unit) Y (unit)

05 0. ) GY (@) 0.09 10 GY Q)
015 020 015 FLL (cm) 0.20 023 347 FLL (cm)
0 0% 0m g O%  oa xm R
054 0.66 062 LCC 0.20 021 419 LCC
o 0% 9B - 0% 0% 7% &
063 070 067 EH Scm} 0.25 0.25 498 EH (cm
o9 w0 oo A 040 041 888 Sbuam
-U. . A . . . cm
027 032 032 SD (cm) 041 042 897  DIT Eday;
0.19 0.22 022 DIT édayg GD (cm) 0.22 0.23 472 DTS (day LA
8.37 8'6% 8.618 DTS (day -8.01 003 040 K/Né
11 . ! K/Na 0.15 _ _ RW.
0.02 _ _ RWC 0.12 0.13 241 EL (cm)
042 049 044 EL (cm) 0.19 0.25 351 RPE
0.26 0.24 016 RIgE 0.00 0.00 0,04 GPR
066 071 065 P 017 0.18 323 ED (cm)
043 050 042 ED (cm) 0.03 0.05 0.87 GW (cm)
017 028 023  GW(cm) 0.02 0.03 058  GDE(cm)
045 050 044  GDE(cm) 0.02 0.00 0,02 GD cm;
016 025 019 CD (cm) 0.28 0.33 5.26 CD (cm
T8 20— () 1 e Y L S
011 007 0.20 FLL (cm) 056 0.65 0.25 FLL (cm)
R B B2 4% 9 o
0.39 0.44 160 LCC 052 055 027 LCC
o G W A s g
027 0.29 1.06 EH écmg 056 058 0.29 EH {cm;
R B G o @ M
054 0.61 2.35 SD (cm) 0.29 0.30 016 DIT gday;
011 0.15 058  DIT Sdav; CD (cm) 0.10 0.10 0.05 DTS (day SD
011 011 042 DTS (day 011 011 0.04 K/Na
002 0.06 0.15 K/Na 001 _ ~ RWC
0.08 _ _ RWC 063 0.67 0.31 EL (cm)
0.39 041 143 EL (cm) 0.14 0.18 0.06 RPE
050 051 131 RIgE 055 058 0.28 GPR
0.38 042 147 GPR 051 055 024 ED (cm)
0.78 0.82 267 ED (cm) 048 052 0.22 GW (cm)
0.55 0.67 2.11 GW (cm) 0.46 0.49 022  GDE(cm)
057 0.62 209  GDE(cm) 0.27 032 013 GD cmg
057 08 P07 Howw) 028 081 023 How)
. I I g . . . g
0.2 0.78 724 GY (C 076 027 207 GY ()
024 0.28 211 FLL (cm) 0.36 043 274 FLL (cm)
T I ook Gy e
A R el N
038 041 417 TL 031 0.34 283 TL
0.38 042 422 EH gcm} 021 022 1.87 EH écm}
A i m M
S B 3% o im i & oh
-0l -0l -U. 2\ X . A
-(())581 -(()).gg -gggl DTS éda% HGW (g) 8'%2 018 1.05 K/Né v DTt
. . ! K/Na ) _ _ RW
0.05 _ _ RWC 0.08 0.07 058 EL (cm)
061 064 6.13 EL (cm 0.00 0.02 0.14 RPE
0.08 013 0.96 E’E ) 021 021 -168 GPR
057 0.63 6.14 GPR 013 011 084 ED (cm)
0.80 0.85 767 ED (cm) 010 010 072 GW (cm)
0.89 093 8.16 GW (cm) 016 016 121  GDE(cm)
0.85 0.90 849  GDE(cm) 0.19 022 151 GD cm;
0.09 018 -153 GDEcmg 011 0.15 1.00 CD (cm
0.57 0.63 5.06 CD (cm 0.04 0.04 030 HGW (g)

I VL ;fj.g slas «(LCC) ;fj.g J:.e}jls «LCT) =8 sl «(FLW) y.;_.-j.;;fﬂ g «FLL) y.;_.-j.;;fﬂ Jsb (GY) «ls 3 Sas
590 DTT) Lol 5545 G 55, «SD) Gl s «(LA) &, s sl5 «PH) w5 gl «EH) Lol I gl «(TL) &, Is slass «EUL)
ls sl (RPE) I s sl EL) I9k I3k sSRWE) S, LT s (s KINA) ey oy e «DTS) JSI8 540
(HGW) wlsas 035 «CD) I wgr ks «GD) &ls ks «(GDE) 4ils Ges «(GW) ls 5,6 «ED) UL ks «GPR) s, s

Grain yield (GY); Flag leaf length (FLL); Flag leaf width (FLW); Leaf canopy temperature (LCT); L eaf
chloro hle content (LCC); Ear-up leaves (EUL); Total leaves (TL); Ear height EH_F' Plant height (PH); Leaf
angle LN); Stem diametér (SD); Day to the tasseling (DTT); Day to the silking (DT5); Potassium to sodium
ratio (K/Na); Relative water content (RWC); Ear Ien%t ELS; Grain width (GW); Grain depth (GDE); Grain

diameter (GD); Cob diameter (CD); Hundreds grain weight (HGW).
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Table 8. Coefficients of each of the examined traits in the selection indices in maize genotypes under normal and
salinity stress conditions.

(1>13) Slis ey Lyl oz S L
Trait (unit) Normal conditions Salinity stress conditions

Smith-Hazel Pesek-Baker Robinson Brim  Smith-Hazel Pesek-Baker  Robinson Brim

index index index index index index index index
GY (9) -0.90 0.00 -0.06 1 1.37 -0.79 0.09 1
FLL (cm) 2.42 -0.22 -0.10 1 -3.79 4.41 -1.19 1
FLW (cm) 42.43 4.33 46.98 1 30.90 -16.96 18.07 1
LCT -14.90 0.42 -5.86 1 9.38 7.06 -4.91 1
LCC 3.22 0.16 1.27 1 1.92 0.65 0.17 1
EUL 200.84 7.14 90.50 1 -2.04 7.89 6.90 1
TL -99.94 -3.84 -34.76 1 13.44 15.16 11.53 1
EH (cm) 19.27 0.31 6.61 1 0.50 1.26 0.82 1
PH (cm) -9.10 0.02 -3.91 1 0.70 -0.65 -0.38 1
LA 1.28 0.14 -0.54 1 1.95 0.99 -0.47 1
SD (cm) -40.15 -11.33 -23.26 1 66.56 -85.18 9.83 1
DTT (day) 43.87 -0.04 33.02 1 -8.35 -2.44 -2.01 1
DTS (day) -63.12 0.37 -48.03 1 11.15 1.10 0.49 1
K/Na 1.20 -0.18 -0.09 1 2.99 -2.27 -0.71 1
RWC -6.65 -0.26 -4.94 1 -5.42 0.70 -1.70 1
EL (cm) 29.81 -0.37 22.12 1 -1.09 2752 -4.36 1
RPE -7.55 -2.39 -32.09 1 -39.44 -4.70 4.37 1
GPR -1.99 0.34 -6.89 1 -11.13 17.02 2.74 1
ED (cm) -28.65 0.77 -3.82 1 29.16 -4.95 -2.38 1
GW (cm) 83.58 0.71 -4.27 1 -238.85 13.22 21.89 1
GDE (cm) 105.84 -1.73 3718 1 -140.19 -36.14 4.82 1
GD (cm) 117.84 3.40 30.22 1 -247.19 16.04 -0.58 1
CD (cm) 30.10 0.28 14.15 1 -16.34 13.07 0.10 1
HGW (g) -15.05 -0.50 -8.41 1 41.61 7.67 0.35 1

Il W S slaws (LCC) Sy b5 45 «(LCT) 58 slos «FLW) o 1S 5y 5 0 «FLL) o 1S 2 J5b «GY) wls 5 Shas
590 DTT) Sl 5565 G 55, «SD) Gl ks «LA) &, s sl5 «PH) w5 gl «EH) Lol I gl «(TL) &, s slaws «EUL)
<l sl (RPE) U sy sl «EL) I3 J b «RWC) S, OT s s 5 «(KNA) e & el S (DTS) SIS 56b &
(HGW) &lsas 035 «CD) Ub s a3 «GD) wils ks «GDE) «ils gos «GW) wils 5 ¢ «ED) UL a3 «GPR) s, s

Grain yield (GY); Flag leaf length (FLL); Flag leaf width (FLW); Leaf canopy temperature (LCT); Leaf
chlorophyll content (LCC); Ear-up leaves (EUL); Total leaves (TL); Ear height (EH); Plant height (PH); Leaf
angle (LA); Stem diameter (SD); Day to the tasseling (DTT); Day to the silking (DTS); Potassium to sodium
ratio (K/Na); Relative water content (RWC); Ear length (EL); Grain width (GW); Grain depth (GDE); Grain

diameter (GD); Cob diameter (CD); Hundreds grain weight (HGW).

o2l an gL lasdlae )5 58 B ome S el
satls (SHD Jps —Caend Lol m ol
Spg sy BD al jaxls 5 (DGD lls (4153
«.;lis (Zea mays L. Saccharata) p & &oy3 Comex
E e S 53 p — Ll st L oS A jasilie S
Asghar and Mehdi, ) el o555 S5 Sliv
bl atls un ke s (gladles 3 (2010
o3 ol S K sla a3 Slas S5 el sl
oL ‘&Tvs o5 5 woslhe bl Wl s s slals

AR

Khavari Khorasani and Mahdi ) e sas aars L

Poor, 2018; Tahmasbali et al., 2021; Tahmasebi et al.,
b obl LS S el patls 3 el (2022

ol 5 el s s b Latls Ll b
o2l Gosd 5 s dbg il g e s G
4 o 2 OBl U Shls s s Jle e
oFld g dies Ko — Sy 5 Oy el
Olpea Sl oD i 2dls b Jols —ed
Glas 4 e s bax ST S o a5 el
G GRS et DB 5 (Rees e

Ol L5 oo o 5 D3l =Ll 5l oy 50 0 il
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5l Sl o3 s (Crispim-Filho et al., 2020)
g Slly 3 o i (gl Olejes RS S
=S S s 0l Wl s s S s Shas
Slio aen g3l i Sl L2l s Sl
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CA..«J‘ C)J.} L Cb
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.(Khavari Khorasani and Mahdi Poor, 2018)
L (De Santiago et al., 2019) O,Kes 5 Slolus
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Ul 5 J5er — el Gla s 45 165 5 (6 S s
O 5 e 50 5L 5 Ses

Jlo s Lol 5 o 3 slacs 35 55 ateals gla bl 5 bl sl L sl (ails 035) 5 Shee -4 s

Table 9. Yield (grain weight), the value of selection indices and other relted parameters in maize genotypes

under normal conditions

Smith—

Rank Brim Rank Pesek-

Rank Robinson

s ot AL < .
e e ’ = Hazel index Baker index

Names of genotypes Yield Rank jndex index Rank
P3L2 24730 72 -338.88 61 125233 60 4541 36 -154253 71
P11L2 20140 60 -330.6 63 1231.64 58 4113 18 -154859 70
P15L16Kahriz 26185 73 -2834 73 134777 75 5054 68 -1558.69 65
PIL3Kahriz 21685 62 -131.1 82 127314 65 5743 83 -1507.44 78
P13L2 23480 69 -308.1 65 127655 67 46.17 41 -1557.69 66
P19L7Kahriz 148.60 47  -419.7 51 115548 47 56.08 82 -1565.38 64
P6L1 22210 65 -1352 81 1296.68 69 4546 37 -1476.64 82
P19L3Kahriz 17120 53 -231.2 76 118999 51 4647 43 -151194 77
P14L1Kahriz 24455 71 -2080 78 13219 71 5371 77 -1462.16 84
P11L7 27075 75 -5425 29 13096 70 4989 64 -173150 23
P14L2 29885 80 -620.2 18 138783 79 4517 34 -1755.03 17
P10L5 31050 81 -2845 72 142637 82 5206 75 -153572 73
P1L4Kahrizi (Diallel Karaj) 156.60 51 -303.0 67 119504 53 4551 38 -1650.32 39
P11L6 26745 74 -293.0 69 1389.18 80 46.41 42 -1586.50 61
P13L3 31050 82 -5020 39 13623 76 4129 19 -1600.22 59
P16L4Kahriz 17660 56 -291.7 70 1157.7 48 4452 31 -1613.67 56
P3L4Kahriz 131.40 43 -5434 28 1060.08 26 40.99 16 -1656.74 37
p1L5kahriz 32150 83 -504.9 38 140734 81 5869 84 -1617.84 51
P19L5Kahriz 21950 64 -456.4 45 119036 52 4094 14 -1549.78 69
P15L14 17370 55 -297.4 68 127289 64 5046 66 -1644.98 41
P16L6Kahriz 230.70 67 -3289 64 125589 61 51.02 72 -1577.08 62
P15L4 19480 58 -288.7 71 122692 57 5185 74 -166253 36
P11L9 230.13 66 -303.5 66 133049 74 53.67 76 -153955 72
PIL6 20210 61 -509.1 37 122108 56 4503 33 -1702.64 27
P13L1 40885 84 -331.9 62 148622 84 4950 60 -151546 76
P10L7 27110 76 -200.7 79 1330.38 73 4911 58 -1501.75 80
P16L12Kahriz 197.20 59 -360.7 58 127597 66 4336 25 -1567.96 63
P10L9 28120 78 -1735 80 14288 83 5487 79 -153289 74
OH43/1-42 80.70 23 -5421 30 100765 18 4450 30 -1663.81 35
K=1264/5-1 69.43 16 -2314 75 10981 34 4378 26 -149747 81
B73 29.05 3 -651.1 13 92453 9 46.77 45 -1617.79 52
OH43/1-42 (Paternal) 8080 24 -570.6 25 980.65 17 39.38 8 -1622.49 48
R59 (Paternal) 3135 4 9842 2 838131 5 3683 6 -181860 9
W37A 113.17 36 -4742 42 102079 20 4559 39 -1687.00 31
R319 7697 20 -525.0 34 101359 19 4209 23 -1617.11 53
R59 2095 1 -11259 1 818.18 1 4105 17 -1918.76 3
W153R 12270 39 -584.3 24 1084.07 31 4532 35 -167749 32
K1533POPCORN 14965 48 -5515 27 113186 39 4965 61 -1616.08 54
R59xR319 (Matemal line of DC370) (SC) 6535 15 -259.3 74 1097.04 33 4883 57 -1551.20 68
B73(RFCORCMS) 156.80 52 -535.1 32 114241 45 4139 20 -174259 19
1264/1 9890 29 -593.7 23 111601 36 5178 73 -1784.71 11
ZK472221 43.00 7 -626.1 17 876 4 4039 12 -1647.11 40
K1263/1/1388 2250 2 -879.2 4 86096 3 4982 63 -193351 2
9/K19/1 125.00 41 -353.2 60 12162 55 4971 62 -173259 22

YY



VEY /YN opled / Ve Al / alS Sy sla s

A Jod aalsl
Table 9. Continued
e fe i, ST Rank B Rk e Rank R,
Names of genotypes Yield Rank jndex index Rank
3/K19/1&(K19/1*/1392) 105.65 34 -127.0 83 111797 37 4325 24 -147491 83
2/K19/1&(K19/1) 7450 18 -746.9 10 102723 21 4784 52 -1810.77 10
K3640/S/55-N 101.95 32 -4832 41 107222 27 3505 3 -167544 33
20*/1389 298.05 79 -639.0 16 1329 72 40.56 13 -171566 25
S2/QPM/SUKMA (Indonesia) 81.67 25 -762.5 9 111536 35 40.96 15 -1898.70 4
6*/88 4050 6 -850.9 7 881.91 6 50.81 71 -1889.35 6
4/K19/1 106.90 35 -644.7 14 959.08 14 3961 10 -1693.73 28
48*/1390 218.10 63 -453.5 46 12908 68 4437 28 -162598 46
K166B/89 &(14*K166B/1390) 56.70 11 -473.8 43 884.27 7 4711 47 -1618.87 50
K18-B/1392 (Isolated) 39.80 5 -795.8 8 947.03 12 5581 81 -1750.34 18
7/K19/1 97.70 28 -472.9 44 103428 23 4031 11 -1631.70 44
23*/89 60.50 12 -886.9 3 94621 11 4749 50 -1896.99 5
70*/1388 6280 13 -519.2 36 936.08 10 4829 55 -1609.30 57
10/K19/1 14090 45 -227.3 77 120959 54 3942 9 -161520 55
138*/89 10483 33 -6169 20 107859 29 4857 56 -1767.31 14
K19*/1392 (Isolated) 468 9 -8624 5 89771 8 5052 67 -1819.77 8
1*/89 (Red cob corn) 65.20 14 -447.5 47 108275 30 5537 80 -174125 20
Line 1390/Popcorn-53or54 148.00 46 -429.4 50 109486 32 4741 49 -1608.16 58
8/K19/1 5480 10 -658.8 12 829.81 2 32.84 1 -1763.70 15
67*/88 7585 19 -851.9 6 103948 24 4468 32 -193569 1
1387/193/Chase*/S2 240.90 70 -433.0 48 126908 63 3316 2 -1620.01 49
36-N/88-K3653/2 12623 42 -6123 21 116497 49 4153 22 -178270 13
1 8255 26 -642.7 15 951.9 13 36.59 4 -169150 29
2 79.95 22 -4328 49 103137 22 36.82 5 -1688.22 30
3 118.67 38 -617.0 19 1136.11 42 4394 27 -1756.88 16
4 149.65 49 -3625 57 113167 38 4813 54 -151833 75
5 73.60 17 -415.9 52 97568 16 4711 46 -1554.16 67
6 124.00 40 -528.9 33 11323 40 4141 21 -1709.64 26
7 98.90 30 -379.8 56 115462 46 4444 29 172472 24
8 7830 21 -411.3 53 113581 41 5056 69 -1627.90 45
9 99.00 31 -730.8 11 113842 43 5076 70 -1831.26 7
10 189.85 57 -3535 59 126438 62 4725 48 -159293 60
11 27525 77 5233 35 13849 78 4807 53 -1623.82 47
12 96.40 27 -488.6 40 10505 25 4777 51 -173667 21
13 118.15 37 -555.1 26 1076.19 28 4672 44 -1636.26 42
14 138.10 44 -397.6 54 117863 50 5010 65 -1635.81 43
15 45.75 8 -595.9 22 97031 15 5390 78 -1783.36 12
16 17255 54 -537.5 31 123874 59 4913 59 -165550 38
17 23190 68 -392.3 55 137156 77 3841 7 -1667.09 34
18 156.00 50 -71.8 84 114052 44 4567 40 -1507.13 79
19 231.90 85  _ 85 8 8 _ 85
20 156.00 86 _ 86 _ 86 _ 86 _ 86
NSG 18 6 14 6 6

rG(A)I 0.0088 0.0009 -0.076 0.0075

RHi 1.4301 0.9170 0.0003 0.0003

RE 1.7542 1.0683 0.2570 2.0139

RHi & Slee 5 obanl [atls f  Socan oo TE(A) iz 555 Slas 5 Obinl Latls plol p & olac s slas NSG
.:ﬁ»&dljWg&ﬁ\bwuﬁ)su&uw&bE:RE efw\d:b\)gua\yuw@

NSG: Number of superior genotypes based on both selection index and grain yield; rG(A)I: Correlation
coefficient between genotyE;c value of yield () and selection index; RHi: Correlation between selection index

and breeding value;

Yy

E: Relative efficiency of index compared with direct selection for yield (Y).
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Table 10. Yield (grain weight), the value of selection indices and other parameters in maize genotypes under
salinity stress conditions

FIREIRE s . Smith— - Pesek- - .
e gt ’ 2 Hazel Rank "M Rank Baker Rank RODINSON &
Names of genotypes Yield Rank  jndex index index index Rank
P3L2 91.83 38 -2319.48 32 1033.00 36 521.81 81 -10.14 56
P11L2 188.37 72 -1974.34 81 1228.07 71 433.84 36 51.81 75
P15L16Kahriz 18143 70 -2107.97 69 1262.77 76 434.18 37 3.07 60
P9L3Kahriz 13440 57 -1984.84 79 1217.05 69 499.31 78 14.29 65
P13L2 223.47 79 -2055.97 74 1269.55 77 462.83 60 51.02 74
P19L 7Kahriz 14490 60 -2214.57 50 1186.46 65 460.87 59 53.00 78
P6L1 22047 78  -211534 67 1356.08 83 460.04 57 61.95 80
P19L 3Kahriz 170.97 66 -2247.40 46 1242.60 73 440.73 41 2231 66
P14L 1Kahriz 242.17 82 -2135.68 65 1347.32 82 497.80 76 50.67 73
P11L7 270.17 84  -1962.83 82 1364.57 84 361.01 5 65.52 82
P14L2 20580 76 -2170.03 56 1217.48 70 387.05 18 41.20 71
P10L5 177.00 68 -2146.13 62 1212.76 67 446.71 44 62.48 81
(P1L4Kahrizi (Diallel-Karaj) 15463 62  -2058.91 72 1183.94 64 453.17 51 52.14 76
P11L6 17195 67 -1989.64 78 1164.20 61 365.36 6 32.51 69
P13L3 18263 71  -2039.38 75 1214.10 68 476.13 69 8.89 63
P16L4Kahriz 161.73 64 -211290 68 1122.02 52 536.26 83 22.48 67
P3L4Kahriz 101.27 42 -2292.67 37 1016.89 34 318.86 1 -3.78 58
plL5Kahriz 139.73 59 -2206.97 52 1159.59 59 471.04 64 39.47 70
P19L5Kahriz 158.23 63  -2140.64 63 1162.62 60 452.05 50 6.98 61
P15L14 101.67 43 -2191.33 54 1155.73 57 428.97 31 -36.15 46
P16L6Kahriz 15320 61 -2146.57 61 1152.18 55 388.41 19 -4.30 57
P15L4 19260 74  -2226.16 48 1241.54 72 449.03 49 57.41 79
P11L9 210.17 7 -1980.82 80 1305.43 81 459.52 55 77.85 84
PIL6 169.00 65 -2261.89 42 1200.19 66 489.69 74 2.16 59
P13L1 23093 80 -2023.58 7 1250.77 74 447.77 47 73.36 83
P10L7 246.33 83  -2126.17 66 1294.80 80 378.48 14 52.83 77
P16L12Kahriz 23400 81 -2056.50 73 1291.94 79 366.39 8 46.39 72
P10L9 19140 73 -191458 83 1275.31 78 423.92 28 28.45 68
OH43/1-42 77.70 32 -2222.60 49 1033.41 37 379.26 15 -86.43 24
K=1264/5-1 80.03 1 -2102.45 70 970.94 26 360.83 4 -130.62 3
B73 5.30 8 -2368.94 21 864.07 9 404.43 24 -138.03 2
OH43/1-42 (Paternal) 28.00 33  -2162.06 59 980.96 28 454.01 53 -87.16 22
R59 (Paternal) 80.77 9 -2453.70 12 903.08 12 446.98 45 -85.99 25
W37A 30.60 47  -2364.69 23 1005.73 33 384.94 17 -40.30 44
R319 11220 29  -215354 60 1004.44 32 547.81 84 -69.18 31
R59 75.30 2 -2572.90 6 771.24 3 470.89 63 -117.41 7
W153R 6.20 30 -2287.63 39 1052.64 42 530.11 82 -29.15 51
K1533POPCORN 76.80 55  -2307.59 36 1093.40 48 447.42 46 8.77 62
R59xR319 (Matﬁesrgl line ofDC370) 1547 7 232545 31 95304 24 47819 70 8390 26
B73(RFCORCMS) 22.70 36 -2602.99 2 941.51 20 409.98 25 -31.16 49
1264/1 82.87 10 -2187.41 55 1003.08 31 457.94 54 -102.13 12
ZK472221 30.67 11 -2425.95 15 770.96 2 355.69 3 -126.50 5
K1263/1/1388 32.63 3 -2459.23 11 833.47 5 510.89 80 -139.52 1
9/K19/1 8.43 25 -2414.24 18 1096.20 50 432.17 32 -120.87 6
3/K19/1&(K19/1*/1392) 64.93 5 -2311.77 34 909.52 14 448.57 48 -104.11 11
2/K19/1&(K19/1) 9.90 24 -2577.08 5 886.61 10 466.15 62 -41.06 43
K3640/S/55-N 63.57 12 -2599.95 3 887.99 11 428.77 30 -105.99 10
20%/1389 37.40 69  -2064.18 71 1178.50 63 372.50 10 10.38 64
S2/QPM/SUKMA (Indonesia) 23.70 23 -2367.60 22 1043.64 41 453.80 52 -68.11 33
6*/88 177.80 6 -2668.42 1 733.69 1 475.05 68 -100.47 13
4/K19/1 63.23 41 -233295 29 986.65 29 499.16 77 -69.05 32
48*/1390 20.25 37 -2556.21 8 1088.85 47 420.84 27 -78.02 29
K166B/89&(14*k166B/1390) 95.80 19 -2388.75 20 848.85 6 494.42 75 -66.86 34
K18-B/1392 (Isolated) 91.05 13 -2563.32 7 861.18 8 445.80 42 -94.29 16
7/K19/1 49.87 27  -234856 27 960.56 25 401.29 22 -66.37 35
23*/89 39.75 21  -2316.85 33 949.72 21 479.06 71 -93.92 18
70*/1388 72.27 18 -2351.57 25 855.81 7 436.31 39 -110.17 8
10/K19/1 59.17 53 -2166.60 58 1159.57 58 394.37 21 -29.27 50
138*/89 49.63 20 -2310.05 35 951.38 23 472.74 66 -74.62 30
K19*/1392 (Isolated) 122.83 14 -1911.13 84 931.12 17 483.81 73 -97.95 14
1*/89 (Red cob corn) 57.27 22 -2406.20 19 1033.90 38 412.10 26 -92.00 19
Line 1390/Popcorn-530r54 40.07 48 -2422.51 17 940.81 19 365.46 7 -82.22 27
8/K19/1 61.90 17 -2589.66 4 801.59 4 373.99 11 -97.61 15
67*/88 11230 28  -2431.14 14 991.19 30 432.56 34 -54.77 39
1387/193/Chase*/S2 46.60 58  -2136.01 64 1167.81 62 403.26 23 -10.24 55
36-N/88-K3653/2 74.83 52  -2027.56 76 1113.02 51 471.19 65 -57.69 37

v
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Table 10. Continued
RETERT < B Smith— . Pesek- . -
ek ? 0 Hazel Rank  BMM  pank  Baker Rank  Ropinson e
Names of genotypes Yield Rank  jndex index index index Rank
1 138.27 34 -2288.03 38 950.47 22 459.64 56 -81.33 28
2 121.57 31 -2350.48 26 917.43 15 473.99 67 -63.90 36
3 81.43 50 -2196.59 53 1140.36 54 432.45 33 -31.62 48
4 78.93 51 -2264.48 41 1041.20 40 460.58 58 -27.46 52
5 117.87 26 -2502.98 9 924.94 16 384.88 16 -109.81 9
6 118.83 44 -2212.15 51 1039.46 39 464.58 61 -51.05 41
7 70.07 35 -2451.42 13 1076.57 45 367.71 9 -91.06 21
8 102.83 4 -2345.33 28 1019.26 35 376.25 12 -126.60 4
9 82.63 39 -2261.85 43 1096.07 49 482.45 72 -51.68 40
10 8.97 40 -2355.66 24 975.46 27 390.57 20 -86.93 23
11 93.17 75 -2228.05 47 1261.27 75 378.02 13 -27.29 53
12 94.73 16 -2283.88 40 932.16 18 446.07 43 -91.07 20
13 202.57 49 -2491.59 10 1123.31 53 433.07 35 -55.36 38
14 46.43 56 -2250.75 45 1082.93 46 355.54 2 -38.71 45
15 115.43 15 -2425.71 16 906.77 13 503.87 79 -93.93 17
16 130.37 45 -2257.03 44 1076.40 44 428.21 29 -22.13 54
17 41.60 54 -2329.31 30 1153.93 56 436.60 40 -50.47 42
18 103.27 46 -2167.46 57 1053.29 43 434.46 38 -35.16 47
19 12407 85 85 - 85 B 85 B 85
20 111.90 86 86 86 86 86
NSG 18 14 2 14
rG(A)l -0.0002 0.001 -0.009 0.0031
RHi 1.279 0.931 0.001 0.000
RE 0.798 1.052 0.028 1.228

RHi & Sles 5 olanl Lot ls o Soacen cos TG(A) ez 555 Ses 5 olinl Latls wlul 8 olacs 55 2l NSG
3 Shes gl pedims DI b amlie 3 e ls b LIS RE ¢ 290l 5500 5 bl jasls o Saas
NSG: Number of superior genotypes based on both selection index and grain yield; rG(A)I: Correlation

coefficient between genotypic value of yield () and selection index; RHi: Correlation between selection index
and breeding value; RE: Relative efficiency of index compared with direct selection for yield (Y).
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Table 11. Efficiency of selection through index (AH) and response of traits to selection through index (AG) in
maize genotypes under normal and salinity stress conditions

AG
s el Soxd A5 Ll
(1) Slie Normal conditions Salinity stress condition
Trait (Unit) Smith- Brim Pesek- Robinson Smith- Brim Pesek- Robinson
Hazel index Baker index Hazel index Baker index
index index index index
GY (9) 180.83 110.12 26.49 207.60 69.35 91.44 244 106.67
FLL (cm) 10.71 4.76 1.82 3.87 5.72 4.68 0.25 2.40
FLW (cm) 0.43 0.99 0.32 0.38 1.05 1.15 0.04 1.17
LCT -1.33 -0.67 0.60 -0.69 -1.55 -1.74 0.07 -1.40
LCC 48.20 24.61 6.59 18.87 42.28 24.08 0.76 19.85
EUL -0.04 0.08 0.20 -0.09 -0.17 -0.08 0.02 0.03
TL 0.98 1.56 0.43 0.67 0.82 1.24 0.04 1.08
EH (cm) 22.56 22.08 5.49 11.83 38.37 25.19 0.69 17.45
PH (cm) -48.00 25.99 8.06 2.86 120.82 39.90 1.07 21.81
LA 32.75 7.62 3.56 10.43 10.69 6.39 0.47 0.47
SD (cm) 0.36 0.58 0.14 0.28 0.30 0.38 0.01 0.30
DTT (day) 431 1.38 1.60 0.84 -0.09 0.55 0.20 -2.03
DTS (day) 3.00 -1.86 1.26 -0.42 -0.82 -1.39 0.19 -3.32
K/Na 52.73 5.50 3.32 16.84 2.08 242 0.44 -1.05
RWC -1.96 -3.94 2.25 1.13 -0.30 -1.15 0.24 -212.00
EL (cm) 7.46 5.34 1.28 5.60 3.50 4.44 0.13 4.70
RPE 5.49 0.90 0.58 3.64 -0.02 0.39 0.07 0.82
GPR 14.82 12.04 3.14 12.78 10.56 12.86 0.36 14.31
ED (cm) 10.51 7.43 1.95 7.77 5.23 7.23 0.22 8.34
GW (cm) 4.08 1.07 0.29 2.64 0.44 0.71 0.03 1.10
GDE (cm 491 2.09 0.49 3.39 1.23 1.78 0.06 2.36
GD (cm) 3.52 -0.05 0.22 2.22 -0.74 -0.77 0.03 -0.49
CD (cm) 5.47 2.94 0.93 3.68 154 217 0.10 247
HGW (g) 9.37 7.45 2.19 7.18 5.43 7.98 0.26 8.59
AH 530.74 237.98 0.00 0.04 403.77 229.84 0.02 0.02

I Y S sl «(LCC) S ;15 IS «LCT) 515 slos sFLW) o 1S 52 550 «(FLL) o5 1S 2 J5b «GY) wils 5 Shas
550 DTT) Sl 4545 b 55, «SD) bl JJas «(LA) S, su sl «PH) w5 gl «EH) ol I gl «(TL) &S, Js slass «(EUL)
s sl (RPE) Isk s slaws «EL) I3k sk (RWEC) S 2 Of o s smn (KINR) s 4y oaly &3 «(DTS) SIS 56k
HGW) w130 035 «CD) Ik g ks «GD) s ks «(GDE) wils Gas «GW) wils 5 ¢ «ED) U ks «GPR) s, s

Grain yield (GY); Flag leaf length (FLL); Flag leaf width (FLW); Leaf canopy temperature (LCT); Leaf
chlorophyll content (LCC); Ear-up leaves (EUL); Total leaves (TL); Ear height (EH); Plant height (PH); Leaf
angle (LA); Stem diameter (SD); Day to the tasseling (DTT); Day to the silking (DTS); Potassium to sodium
ratio (K/Na); Relative water content (RWC); Ear length (EL); Grain width (GW); Grain depth (GDE); Grain

diameter (GD); Cob diameter (CD); Hundreds grain weight (HGW).

5B A 5o b e cnl adl A e 650 2Rl S das e DL Sl ragy il S ke
bosss e Olyea B bpatld faame mls (AH) St o1 0 5VG b s — sl 2L (sl
a0 Jeoe glacs B3 Bore 5 glubd ad el s Shes ulsdl ol g a5 5 Jbe i Ll i 95 8 s
Sl ot Glagmes A s Lot S 2 & g 5 als s Shas Sl 5 by Ll il s 4l
355 5 Slesns ool 31 lel cobie OF 4y oo 2 ORals b et cpl ol e el ()58 A5 el 5
dry glp 64188 g5 G s bl o 2ol Osea (ol GG (Saen 5L
S LT bl s ciS g ool glady s Olgpeas RBY i 55 cyasli pl alul s 55 o b me

Db dee s B 50 S5 Jl i 2 %188 s 55 5 by Ll s 5 )
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