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Table 1. Names of maize genotypes used in the experimemt

Ky Oodsbes s iy O3 s ) 'y O3 gbess)
Code Maize genotypes Code Maize genotypes Code Maize genotypes
1 Tenptato (White- First class) 41 K615/1 81 R59 (Paternal)
2 K1263 2 -1388 42 39*/89 (Sibcer) 82 Super sweet-1387 Basin
3 36-N/M-K3653/2 43 16*/89 83 Challenged 1389/st
4 89-4* 44 115*13981 (White cob corn) 84 Sweet white/ 1390
5 9/K1911 45 138*/89 85 52*Sweet
6 74*/1388 46 K19*/1392 (Isolate) 86 Popcorn-53 or 54 (Linear)
7 8/K1911 47 P13L2 87  W3T7a
8 25*/89 48 P19L17 Kahia 88 KS13
9 K1264 /1 49 P15L16 89 R319
10 48*1390 50  P6L1 90 R59 (Paternal)
11 13/ K19/1 51 P3L2 91 W153R
12 11 K1910 52 P14L1 Kahia 92 K1533 Popcorn
13 5/ K1911 53 P1913 93 R59*R (Double cross- maternal)
14 4/ K1911 54 PIL3 Kahia 94 B73(RFC or CMS)
15 7/K1911 55 P15 L16 Kahia 95 1264/ 1
16 6/ K19/ 1 56 P11L7 96 MO17
17 2 K1911 57 P14L2 97 ZK472221
18 55-N- K3640/S 58  P14L2
19 43*89 (Red cob corn) 59 P10L5
20 172*/89 60  P16L6 Kahia
21 67*/88 61  P16L4 Kahia
22 23*89 62 P15L4
23 10/K 19/1 63 P1L4 (Dialell- Karaj)
24 1*/89 (Red cob corn) 64 P11L6
25 34*/1399 65  PIL6
26 20*1399 66  P13L3
27 S2/QPM/SUKMA (Indonesia) 67 P3L11
28 K19/1 68  P3L1
29 K166 B/89 69  P10OL7
30 163*/6/15 70  P16L12 Kahia
31 KE70012/1 -12-138 71 P1L15 Kahia
32 A679/420N89 72 P19L5 Kahia
33 K18-B /1392 (Indonesia-Colombia) 73 P10L9
34 66*1388 74 K615/1
35 70*1388 75  OH43/1-42
36 14*/89 76 K12264/5 -1
37 6*/88 77 R=59
38 3K19/1 78 K615/1
39 K1263/1 (Sterilized) 79 B73
40 1387/193/Chase* 80 OH43/1042 (Paternal)
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Fig. 1. Quality assessment of some DNA samples of maize genotypes using 1% agarose gel
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Table 2. Characteristics of the primers used for genetic diversity assessment of maize genotypes

using ISSR markers

ISSR (s ST 0 2 ¢) ST Sy 5T Jlasl glos
ISSR primers ~ Sequence (5'2>3) (Tm)
UBCB890 VHV(GT)? 56
B9 (GGT)2CAAG 35
Al12 (GA)sCC 42
UBC807 (AG)sT 46
UBC 811 (GA)sC 48
UBC812 (GA)sA 42
UBCB820 (GT)sC 52
UBCB825 (AC)'T 52
uUBC827 (AC)sG 54
UBCB835 (AG)sYC 52
uBC841 (GA)sYC 41
UBC 848 (CA)8RG 55
UBCB867 (GGC)6 40
UBCB884 HBH(AG)7 40
UBCB885 (AC)sYT 40
A7 (AG)10T 52

R=A/T, Y= G/C, B =T/GIC; D= AIT/G, H= AITIC, V= A/G/C
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Fig. 2. The image of electrophoresis of some maize genotypes using the UBC825 primer
DNA Ladder: 1kb Gene ruler (Fermentas)
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sl s £y 5450} 43, G yelsy . DU 4y eli ) 45, [EN] 45, [ 45, &5 i 45 &5 [T 45 [ 45, P o
Maize gendtypes Grinviihphitl@)  Rok  Phrimitm)  Rak  Penthephicea(om)  Ruk  Lefbrihlom)  Ruk  Ledwilieom)  Ruk  Lefadimio(me) Rk ledmieec Rk Noofews Rk SPADUVASOE  Rak

Tenptato (White- First class) 65.42%% 78 -28.59%* 1 1671 3 345 29 -0.64 15 -39.72 19 0015 14 024 2 4755 97
2 KI263-1388 20727 36 -18.54%* 7 202 21 0.08 58 017 59 7.9 59 0.002 57 015 29 267 29
3 3BNMKI5EY2 29,43 9 23147 4 -713 10 607" 13 0.75* 13 71083 8 0022~ 9 0003 42 347 92
1 894* 26,22 40 20217 6 -15.76™* 4 861 8 087 11 89,89 5 0,03 5 01 61 313 91
5 gKI9LL -60.72°* 5 27,09~ 3 ~7.05% 13 -4.90% 18 154 1 -117.82% 0,038~ 038~ 89 178~ 81
6 741388 4] 55~ 52 14.90% 54 046 25 0. 52 009 ) 56 0.00L/ 56 023 7t 123~ 8
7 &Kol 3.36 22 3210~ 88 651 083 0.09 53 -0.02 52 0.0011 55 02 73 273 28
8 25989 4016%* 50 2350+ 72 253 32 193 69 0.05 19 2041 68 0.0056 67 015 67 26%% 88
9 KI2B4/L 138.10%* % 1241 13 -5.39 16 0,003 56 033 32 1027 a1 0,004 2 0,01 43 147 6
10 481390 4716% 58 1294 2 756 11 5.38* 16 0.99* -76.06" 0.025%* 06 97 9%
1 13K19L -16.20%* 13 185g%* 58 4507 40 7457 0.86™* %2 383 79 0009~ 73 026 19 61
17 11KI910 55.06™* 6 22,50~ 68 16,60 84 02 55 039 26 1563 36 0.0057 36 034~ 8 64
5K1911 1841* 32 2520 76 1324 71 378 2 084 2 3265 2 0013 20 014 65 86
4/K1911 054 20 919 14 159 28 313 32 052 20 47.05% 14 0.016% 3 018 26 13
7IK1911 104.65%* 93 085 2 173 30 63~ 12 004 a7 40,7 18 0.015% 16 03 88 65
6IKL9/L 76,66 83 4711 19 824 8 9.0 1 062~ 16 -85.86™* 6 0,028~ 6 0.05 50 a1
2K1911 82,10 86 197 15 047 2 -10.37%* -1.05% 1 92,35+ 4 0,032~ 007 51 79
55.N- K3640/5 2503~ 39 034 24 4.(3 1/ ENT 15 01 ) 02 33 00091 30 029 8L 38
43789 (Red cob com) 3207+ 13 -17.61% 9 2083+ 1 91 095+ 8 10497 0.036** 018 72 68
172*789 -1049 16 40,96** 9% 616 46 028 59 Q9% 10 -305 25 -0.0093 28 057 94 93
67188 4753 59 22.72°* 69 1152% 63 066 50 015 3 456 6 00025 022 76 9%
2389 11687+ 2 16.54** 57 193 31 416 2 044 78 1755 0. 63 008 55 17
10/K 1911 24,719 38 730 36 305 19 94 5 001 LA4T7* 15 00151* 15 041 9 85
1#/89 (Red cob com) 5.36 18 6.08 35 052 2 0.70 62 097 7 4343* 16 0014% 18 001 10 89
311399 19.64* 3 11.28 1] 747 50 352 28 0.08 51 2.1 51 20,0013 025 78 75
201399 37,93 8 1461* 51 13,007 70 5.34* 17 015 38 3173 24 20,0095 2 014 66 82
S2IQPMISUKMA (Indonesia) 12048~ % 504 32 16,19 81 399 83 01 54 3472 76 00125 80 015 69 58
K1971 24 10.16 38 1835 86 102 039 e 73 58 0 2 015 28 11
K166 11B/89 4799+ 63 192 21 43) 37 6002~ 14 027 66 2583 32 20,0093 29 0002 41 14
1636715 25194 1 30,40~ 85 1713 85 012 29 1,267 96,63 97 00308~ 96 037 N 2
KE70012/ 1-12-1388 13.44*~ 28 417 30 -8.41 7 6o 11 054 83 1951 35 -0.0058 35 05 93 77
AB79/420N89 28,67 37 1271 5 15.49%* 77 308 77 042 2 03 53 -0.0002 53 001 39 69
K18-B /1392 (Indonesia-Colombia) 26.36** 57 26,02+ 78 11.72* 64 375 80 0.35 71 4511% 86 00147 004 5 71
661388 36.18%* a7 1247 4 186 ) 138 3 015 56 3.4 57 -0.000097 0.08 58 31
701388 19.77* 35 18.97* 60 757 51 102 6 041 76 18.86 65 0.0055 66 0.09 60 63
14%789 8,39 2 58.56™* 97 2953~ 97 182 68 0.05 5 218 70 0.0053 65 034 8/ 80
6188 4209 53 19 16 -8.70 6 -1354%* 1 016 57 66,03 10 002327 0.08 56 66
3K191 63,74 76 -366 20 2:80 3 16 40 062~ 17 4257% 17 00126 19 021 24 9%
K1263/1 (Sterilized) 1415~ 14 8 - 15 3, 2 006 332 23 20,0107 24 016 70 54
1387/193/Chase™ 857 26 10 -17.09% p) -10.21% 3 LA 2 102,547 3 20,0350 03 17 72
K615/1 55.73** 69 a7 768 53 167 3B 013 -10.83 10 0,005 39 0.05 19 76
39*/89 (Sibeer) 3228 11 443 38 238 ) 046 2 388 20 00123 2 02 25 10
16+/89 ) 6.6/ 23 23 514 13 041 61 101 93 24,01 85 00141 86 03" 19 19
115+13981 (White oo com) 4867 y 63 633 82 393 82 052 81 56,54 89 00187~ 89 0.07 52 52
138 5940 73 9] 15217 5 254 73 04 25 -2 50 Q. 50 012 62 83
K19+/1392 (Isolate) 24567 55 40 14, (g 7 18)% 89 0.99~* 5 3011 26 00112 23 022 75 90
PI3L2 482 62 31 451 39 -4.08 23 062 87 367 8 00011 19 02/ 80 15
P19L17 Kahia 86,5/ 89 22/ 20 219 3 036 2 1/ 55 0.00 59 0.9 59 20
P15L16 8947 ) 9% 15,847 79 368 27 033 69 572 15 20,0026 009 32 70
P6LL 29,39~ 65 539 211 36 007 2761 27 20 31 002 37 62
63,66 7 50 042 23 477 19 033 68 5.07 00027 032 83 53
PL4L1 Kahia 2887 ) % 28777 91 335 78 02 61 32 74 00123 79 003 35 12

PIOB 82 e 1267 66 034 60 029 156 37 0.0052 37 0.07 53 3
POL3 Kahia 213 19 80 6.73 49 315 3l 055 84 21 16% 81 00118~ 78 053 8 21
P15 16 Kahia 51297 66 96 767 52 175 30 01 122 39 00052 38 012 63 51
PLILY 4764~ 60 6.31 ar 307 33 034 30 3849 21 00124 21 0br™ % 5/
P2 1958 85 82 897 56 344 30 0:85%* 91 2314 71 0.0075 0 033* 13 24
PLIL2 3913~ 49 4 10.31% 1725 1 061 86 29.26 73 0.009% 74 059~ 9% 87
P10L5 66,45 79 1o, 78 78 384 81 1.2%* 95 92,63~ 95 00305 9% 03 82 32
P16L6 Kahia 85,16~ 8 3 B85 55 275 6 141~ 97 i 9% 00328~ 9/ 014 64 17
P16L4 Kahia -36.9% 83 2123~ 91 563 94 054 79 50.37%* 88 00182 88 002 36 55

P15L4 116002 94 66 13917 72 044 51 0.81* ) 3353 75 116,002 7 0026 44 8
P1L4 (Diakell- Karaj) 96.53** 9 65 11.36* 62 274 76 023 62 2018 67 00074 69 012 31 37

PLIL6 75.75%* 80 53 962 59 13 66 026 14 69 0 71 021 74 1
POL6 35.29%* 6 86 25.38%* % 347 79 025 63 392 80 00129 82 0.08 54 20
PI3L3 58,717 2 81 160/ 80 1.09 64 015 39 454 a7 20,0020 a7 0.1/ 71 74
P3LLL 84,047~ 8/ 91 19,117 153 88 011 55 2915 72 0.0083 72 0086 57 56
P3LL a0 61 70 1538~ 76 268 74 03 33 -346 49 20,0004 51 033 8 81
PIOL7 55,88%* 70 14,0/~ 73 153 a1 038 74 1501 63 0.0050 047~ 91 29
P16L12 Kahia 248 21 89 18.66™ 87 U388 a7 017 58 993 60 0.0027 58 0.05 8 34

P1L15 Kahia 6458 7 93 27,28 % 208 84 032 67 4300 84 00135 83 0.04 47 7
P19L5 Kahia a7 (1~ 54 19 210 36 14 1 092 9 o 12 0L 12 05 20 33
PL0LO 150.18** 97 87 20117 %0 0.89 63 1277 % 69.25** 92 00234~ 93 0.04 6 8
K615/1 19,61~ 3 4,07 18 232 71 113 -47.68* 13 00151 17 005 34 4
OH43/1-42 5851 71 39 12.99%* 69 1004~ 97 0.43 77 86,14 9 0.0289"* 001 38 36

\B A4
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Table 3. Continued aalsl =¥ J g
Sy a0 § 55 P4yl &, Er &
sy s lhess) Grain weight.plant-1 45 Plant height 4 Plant height to ear 4y Leaf length ) Leaf width ) Leaf area ratio 43 £, e s ) I sl 4,y S dss)S sas 4,y
No. Maize genotypes @) Rank (cm) Rank (cm) Rank (cm) Rank (cm) Rank (cm2) Rank Leaf area index Rank No. ofears Rank SPAD Value (%) Rank
76 K12264/5-1 54.66** 68 -451 17 -6.4 14 -167 39 -0.34 31 -26.35 31 -0.0093 26 0.16 68 -3.64** 18
7 R=59 -62.76** 4 11.67* 43 16.42** 83 4.18* 85 -0.11 41 19.38 66 0.0060 68 -0.38** 18 -2.04** 40
78 K615/1 76.13** 81 0.26 25 -741* 12 -37 26 -0.55 21 -26.67 29 -0.0072 33 -0.07 33 -3.9%* 16
79 B73 -79.48** 3 1.88** 27 12.45** 65 227 70 0.72** 88 41.95%* 83 0.0127** 81 0.501** 92 0.9** 73
80 OH43/1042 (Paternal) 45.52%* 56 26.97** 79 23.81** 92 5.5* 93 -0.52 19 10.83 61 0.0034 60 -0.51** 10 -3.03** 25
81 R59 (Paternal) 62.73** 74 592 34 524 44 -0.32 54 -0.26 35 -9.8 42 -0.0031 42 -0.13 30 -5.69** 5
82 Super sweet-1387 Basin 10.82 27 -4.37 18 -8.16 9 -0.33 53 -0.37 28 217 34 -0.0071 34 -0.67** 1 -6.3** 3
83 Challenged 1389/st -30.4** 8 -28.04** 2 -89 5 513 90 0.35 70 71.58** 93 0.0230** 92 -0.53** 9 -3.2%* 23
84 Sweet white/ 1390 26.48** 41 15.65* 55 12.98* 68 6.74** 95 0.27 65 48.11* 87 0.0166 87 -0502** 13 0.13** 67
85 52*Sweet 77.57** 84 15.85* 56 0.88 27 5.35* 92 0.18 60 34.56 7 0.0115* 76 -0.65** 4 -1.11%* 50
86 Popcorn-53 or 54 (Linear) 1533 29 25.44%** 7 19.92** 89 11 65 -047 27 -12.95 38 -0.0035 41 -0.51** 11 -0.58** 60
87 W37a 92.92%* 91 18.59** 59 9.22* 57 -7.21%* 10 0.86* 89 04 54 -0.0004 52 -0.65** 3 -2.07** 39
88 KS13 -22.76™* 11 511 33 23.91** 93 14 67 051 80 3515 78 0.0117 7 -0.49%* 14 -1.93** 43
89 R319 35.19** 45 21.28** 67 783 54 0.03 57 -0.44 23 -27.53 28 -0.0093 27 -0.59** 5 -2.39%* 35
90 R59 (Paternal) -13.73* 15 3.08 29 -1.86 22 -42 20 -0.75* 14 -58.7%* 11 -0.0195** 11 -0.46** 15 -9.31%* 2
91 WI153R -28.88** 10 9.902 37 167 29 -8.95** 7 -0.35 29 -66.52** 9 -0.0223** 10 -0.56** 7 -1.42%* 47
92 K1533 Popcorn 53.44** 67 0.26 25 391 35 -4.18 21 0.08 52 -26.53 30 -0.0082 32 -0.26 21 -22.19** 1
93 R59*R (Double cross- maternal) -20.64** 12 14.68* 52 483 41 24 72 -0.17 36 14.42 62 0.0039 61 -0.23 23 -5.11%* 9
9 B73(RFC or CMS) 18.07** 31 29 28 12.98** 67 7.74%* 96 0.38 73 64.48** 91 0.0212** 91 -0.506** 12 -0.65** 59
95 1264/1 16.48* 30 18.98** 62 317 34 5.2* 91 0.54 82 58.7%* 90 0.0193** 90 -0.56** 6 -2.88** 26
96 MO17 -7.49 17 23.03** 71 9.34 58 267 74 0.57 85 41.76 82 0.0140 85 -0.67** 2 -2.6%* 30
97 ZK472221 41.21** 51 18.98** 61 11.12* 61 4.52* 87 -0.56 18 -7.16 43 -0.0031 43 -0.41%* 16 -1.48** 45
oot Sxk s . 59 48 ) 52 53 ; 8 012 ;
Narrow sense heritability (%)
Student-T-test - 125.65** 72.76** 3L.74** 4.23** 318.22** - 2.26™* 24.45%* -
Y7o
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Table 3. Continued
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s SR JpTy; = P
b Mz Gendhvoes cobieiitl)  Rik  Direbrgfdsbiilam)
enpiato, TSt Class) 1749 7 B
2 63- -1.14%* 25 -0.184
3 36-N/M-K3653/2 086 42 018
4 89-4* -2.14 38 -0.384**
5 9/K1911 156** 81 -0.149
6 74%/1388 -13.18** 13 0048
7 8/K1911 -14.67** 9 .06
8 25*/89 14.34% 85 189
9 K1264 /1 2.75 90 0155
10 48*1390 -11.4%* 18 -0.36
1 13K191 7. 68 .516**
12 11K1910 1267 66 0013
3 SK1911 -13. 14 041
14 4/K1911 141 84 .219
15 7/K1911 -BBI* 21 -0.085
16 B/K19/1 847> 5 .006
1w 2K19: -1883** 4 -0.049
18 S5-N- S -1355% 11 .006
19 43*89 (Red cob com) 17.4% 91 011
20 172 166 44 -0.252
21 6788 243 46 0019
2 013 40 -0039
23 10K 19/1 201 45 154
24 1*/89 (Red cob corn) <1244+ 15 0.012*
25 347, -1354** 1 -0.286
26 20%1399 -1.06** 26 -0128
27 S2/OPM/SUKMA (Indonesia) D11 31 0111
28 K191 -80 24 033
29 K166 11B/89 1594%* 88 .178
30 163*/6/15 -10.81** 19 0053
31 12/ 1-12 -1388 258 47 .313*
32 ABT9/420N89 35 -0075
33 KI18-B /1392 (Indonesia-Colombia) 6 0128
4 66*1383 16 .099
3 70*1383 49 122
36 14*/89 % 0.286*
37 6*/88 61 -0.162
33 3K19/1 78 -0122
39 KI1263/1 (Sterilized) 89 017
40 1387/193/Chase™ 32 -0.362*
41 K615/1 59 -0103
42 39*/89 (Sibcer) 52 0191
43 60 -0.263
44 15*13981 (White cob corn) 20 -0023
45 37 0213
46 K19%/1392 (Isolate) 97 0221
47 P13L.2 86 .04
48 P19L17 Kahia 48 0174
49 P15L16 54 -0.003
5 PG 69 .087
51 P3L2 9% 0205
52 P14L1 Kahia 17 131
53 P1913 83 .06,
54 POL3 Kahia 8 0012
55 P15 L16 Kahia 33 .1119
56 P11L7 % 146
57 P14L2 3 0275*
58 P14L2 74 256
29 P10LS 0 .34%
60 P16L6 Kahia 65 0.254*
61 P16L4 Kahia 39 0221
62 P15L4 93 .00/
63 P1L4 (Dialell- Karaj) 71 00269
o4 PLIL6 5% 0268
6 PIL6, 5/ 11116
66 P13L3 2 0018
6/ P3L11 92 012
8 P3L1 0 208
69 P10L7 9% 0.
0 P16L12 Kahia 51 0012
1 P1L15 Kahia 8/ 0006
2 P19L5 Kahia 22 -0.107
3 P10L9 63 .302*
4 6151 3% 0260%
1] OH43/1-42 41 0246
[} K12264/ 51 2 0207
" =59 16 0013
8 K615/1 1 03207
9 /3 82 0.336™*
80 ()m:i/lmzaSPalemal) 10 .224
81 RS9 (I ) 23 -0013
82 Super sweet-1387 Basin 74 0.118
83 Challermu 3 2 0232,
84 ite/ 34 -0.1073
i3 §%§m{ﬁ 54 (Linear) % o1
or 54 (Linear) .
87 a ¥El .04
83 KS13 30 .2
89 R319 80 0027
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0.52** 97 1099
342 78 934
-213 26 709
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165 6/ 12
4.28* 86 725
-31 18 488
-162 30 537
-3.73 12 394
426 8 950
-1.01 37 853
298 76 837
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-111 36 767
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-252 23 1068
382 a0 909
0.79 42 748
9.72** 9% 94
296 19 787
425 4 936
294 n 1014
248 71 945
322 e 1055
034 i 1242
-124 A 563
-3.68 14 629
-1.56** 2 486
0.26 52 297
5.64%* 4 778
-2.71 21 466
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-151 R 1069
055 56 826
-3.68 15 i
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Table 4. Results of principal component analysis with Varimax rotation in maize genotypes based on breeding value of studied plant traits

dsl Jole g2 ol o ol poler Jole pry Jole i oo STl O e
Plant traits A& ous  First factor  Second factor  Third factor  Fourth factor  Fifth factor  Sixth factor  Extraction
Grain weight.plant™ (g) Gy 3wl 05 0.052 0.4 -0.222 -0.633 0.221 0.009 0.662
Plant height (cm) G4l 0.242 0.751 0.367 0.017 0.097 0.172 0.796
Plant height to ear (cm) ML w5, sl 0.298 0.858 0.106 0.105 0.070 0.011 0.853
Leaf length (cm) &l 0.639 0.273 -0.442 0.198 0.211 0.167 0.790
Leaf width (cm) &K, e 0.842 0.095 0.353 0.118 0.151 0.032 0.881
Leaf area ratio (cm2) & o 0.890 0.401 0.065 0.133 0.092 0.046 0.986
Leaf area index &K b e ls 0.886 0.406 0.060 0.146 0.086 0.054 0.986
No. of ears I sl -0.023 0.744 0.188 0.213 -0.130 -0.009 0.652
SPAD Value (%) e s NS sae -0.29 0.495 -0.150 0.538 -0.163 0.217 0.678
Cob weight (g) IN o 0)s 0.103 0.270 0.391 0.186 0.706 0.074 0.775
Diameter of cob tip (cm) IN o gl s 0.633 0.409 0.468 -0.225 0.058 0.030 0.841
Middle diameter of cob (cm) IN g oy s 0.356 0.515 0.339 -0.087 0.119 -0.190 0.564
Length of cob (cm) IN o Jsb 0.145 0.372 0.368 -0.027 -0.339 0.664 0.852
Plant dry weight (g) Gy oS 0 0.325 0.689 0.418 -0.231 0.063 0.006 0.813
Tassle emergence (day) 5 b ol 0.030 0.354 -0.081 0.708 0.123 -0.275 0.725
First ear emergence (day) Jsl D, 5eb 0L 0.414 -0.516 0.424 -0.186 -0.292 0.232 0.791
Second ear emergence (day) £33 I b Obe 0.322 -0.313 0.596 0.092 -0.393 -0.079 0.725
Eigenvalue o9 polis 5.614 2.674 1.603 1.274 1.144 1.060 -
Cumulative proportion of explained variance (e s 33.026 48.755 58.185 65.681 72.413 78.646 -
Yy
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Fig. 3. 2D Biplot of maize genotypes based on first and second components
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Fig. 4. Grouping of maize genotypes bases on breeding value of studied plant traits
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Table 5. Results of canonical discriminant functions for accuracy classification of maize genotypes

based on breeding value of studied plant traits

i

5 el o g S a0 5

Predicted groups based on discriminant function

1 2 3

4

5 6

bad & Aoy (€ aa Loy € Loy (€ aa Loy & Loy € a0 E S l€an Loy I€any

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2025-11-03 ]

Clusters % Total % Total % Total % Total % Total % Total % Total
1 946 35 27 1 27 1 00 0 00 0 00 0 100.0 37
2 00 0 91711 00 O 00 0 83 1 00 0 1000 12
3 53 1 00 0 895 17 53 1 00 0 00 0 100.0 19
4 56 1 00 0 0.0 0 94417 00 0 00 0 100.0 18
5 00 0 00 O 00 O 0.0 0O 100.010 00 0 1000 10
6 00 0 00 O 00 O 00 0 00 0 1000 1 1000 1

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1401.24.4.3.0 ]

93.8% of genotypes are correctly grouped
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Estimation of the breeding value of morphophysiological traits of maize
(Zea mays L.) genotypes using BLUP method

Broushan, H.! and R. Darvishzadeh 2

ABSTRACT

Broushan, H. and R. Darvishzadeh. 2022. Estimation of the breeding value of morphophysiological traits of maize
(Zea mays L.) genotypes using BLUP method. Iranian Journal of Crop Sciences. 24(4): 355-374. (In Persian).

Knowledge of genes action on important traits and their breeding value is necessary to achieve high yielding
cultivars in food crops. Molecular markers has eliminated the need for knowing the pedigree of genotypes for
estimating Kiniship matrix required to estimate breeding values of taits of interest. In this research, 97 genotypes
of maize were evaluated for 17 different agronomic triats using randomized complete block design with six
replications at the faculty of agriculture of Urmia University, Urmia, Iran, in 2015. The molecular profile of
maize genotypes was evaluated using 16 ISSR primers, and 78 polymorphic bands were amplified. Primers
UBC825 and UBC811 produced the highest and lowest number of polymorphic bands, respectively. Breeding
value of traits was calculated by best linear unbiased prediction (BLUP) using linear mixed model (MLM) and
Kinship matrix based on molecular data. Considering estimated breeding values for sum traits, genotypes P10L5,
P16L6 Kahia, 14*89, OH43/1-42 and P10L7 had the highest rank. Genotype 163*/6/15, the only line of sixth
group, had positive and high breeding value for leaf area ratio, and negative and low breeding value for trait of
grain yield plant?. Narrow sense heritability of traits was calculated based on beeding values. The highest
narrow sense heritability belonged to tassel emergence date. The high narrow sense heritability facilitates
selection for desirable trait based on its phenotypic expression. The positive breeding value indicates higher

likelyhood of inheritance of desirable traits in next generation in maize breeding programs.

Key words: Additive gene effect, Heritability, Maize, Mixed linear model, Molecular markers and

Quantitative genetics
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