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Table 1. Combined variance analysis of agronomic traits under normal irrigation, 50 and 75 mm evaporation from

class A evaporation pan
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Table 2. Scaling test for agronomic traits under normal irrigation, 50 and 75 mm evaporation from class A

evaporation pan

Sl s . s
=T ot 50 e eorlis lie
88 £ 8™ BT E AT SO 15717 A
12/53 + 10/91 ™ 28/15 + 12/04° 28/06 + 16/46 "™ B o
120/84 + 20/82 82/28 + 24/45 20/03 + 30/09 ™ c Hg 2 4 3,5kee
-74/83 + 15/07" 4179+ 19/30 -55/41 + 26/63 b
AT G0 T 5 A
-4/82 + 14/48 " 40061 + 17/31° 4393+ 23/13 " B )
157/73 + 34/46 34/17 + 38/47 " 86/22 + 67/62 " c g 2 olege
-111/62 + 26/78" 26/72 + 32/50 ™ -198/32 + 56/03” b
T E0R3 ™ TB3ET5™ 3% = 176 A
~0/53+ 0/64 "™ U2+ 1/59" ~0/04 % 1/74 " B o
-356 + 1/35 BT +YR -5/94 + 3/94 " c abli g
2077 + 162" ~6/44 + 3/83 " -390 + 3/99 " b
SUBEORL™ BB UBIUR™ A
012+ 0/30"™ 011+ 0/28" 020+ 0/23" B e
-0/81 + 0/67 " ~0/55 + 0/66 "™ 071+ 0/61"™ c o s
117 % 0/50° 143+ 0/52" -1/38+ 047" b
AT 00 £ 2793 ™ 316 14/7a A
5/80 + 10/04 ™ 21/4 + 11/64 ™ -39/76 + 14/06 B "
102/94 + 2277~ 88/73 + 25/79 23/14 + 33/77 ™ c P ois
~45/91 + 17/61" 20/54 + 17/36™ -54/36 + 20/62 " b
TR WBET09™ T3 00T A
-1/00 % 1/15 "™ 08+ 115" ~0/9 + 0/96 " B s s
19 +2/21" 23 +2/23" 0/1+1/86 " c b2 i) sl
18 +1/93" 31+ 2/16" 05+ 1/85 "™ b
7004% 6/52™ VIVET 026 £8/6™ A
6/85 + 6/45 ™ 0/56 + 10/76 ™ 052+ 7/61 "™ B o
412 + 15/86 ™ 25/64 + 20/33 " ~16/05 + 21/94 " c 4y £la)

20/67 + 15/74 '

40/95 + 14/69

16/43 £ 18/33 "

O

Moy g WD UL Jloso] s ) I3 ime iy 4y NS 9 & &

x


http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/jcb.12.33.76
http://jcb.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-1049-en.html

[ Downloaded from jcb.sanru.ac.ir on 2026-04-27 ]

[ DOI: 10.29252/jch.12.33.76 |

81

1399 4, /33 o)lous [ p3lsy o [ ssly; ol oMol asliingsy

5905 oole ()ll byl cow o s (5o 328 5k 3l ooy Dlio sl S ytdio ulidio oigeil g (St slo el =3 Jgix

A oS it Iy oo 75

Table 3. Genetic parameters and joint scaling test for agronomic traits by generation mean analysis under normal
irrigation, 50 and 75 mm evaporation from class A evaporation pan
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Table 4. Estimation variance components, broad-sense heritability, narrow-sense heritability and degree of
dominance for agronomic traits under normal irrigation, 50 and 75 mm evaporation from class A

evaporation pan
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Abstract

The selection of suitable yielding maize cultivars to water deficit is one of the main
objectives of the breeding programs. Therefore, selection of a suitable breeding method for
better productivity from genetic potential of stress tolerance and understanding the type of
controlling genes action and their inheritance is very important. In this regard, genetic analysis
of some of the agronomic traits of the generations resulting from cross between corn inbred
lines MO17 (Tolerant to stress) and B73(stress sensitive) including: Fy,F,,F3,BC;and BC, along
with parents in three irrigation conditions (normal, 50 and 75 millimeter evaporation from class
A evaporation pan) was evaluated in 2017-2018. Experiment was conducted in each irrigation
conditions in a randomized complete block design with 20 replications. The traits including
grain yield per plant, biomass per plant, 1000 grain weight, ear diameter, ear weight and rows
number were measured. Combined analysis revealed that there was a significant difference
between the studied generations for maize agronomic traits. The results of the scaling test
indicated the existence of epistatic effects for most traits such as grain yield per plant, biomass
per plant and1000 grain weight under different irrigation conditions In most of the traits such as
grain yield per plant, biomass per plant, row number per ear and 1000-grain weight, dominance
effect was significant at 5% and 1% probability level. About rows number three-parameter
model was the best fit model, in all three conditions. For most of studied traits, six parameters
models were significant in different irrigation conditions, but was not significant for plant height
under normal irrigation conditions and 75 mm evaporation due to maternal effects, gene
association and multiple chi-square epistasis. Estimation of the dominance degree above 1 for
grain yield and less than 1 for ear diameter in all three irrigation conditions indicated that there
was a phenomenon of over dominance and incomplete dominance in the control of them. High
levels of genetic broad sence and narrow sence heritability suggested that genetic effects and
additive effects have a greater role in the inheritance of 1000 grain weigth in all three irrigation
conditions.
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