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Evaluation of grain yield of promising maize hybrids in multi-location trails
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Table 1. Name of promising maize hybrids
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KLM 76003/2-1-1-2-1-1-1-1x MO17
KSC 703(K47/2-2-1-3-3-1-1-1x MO17)
K47/2-2-1-22-1-1-1-1x K3615/2
KLM 77002/10-1-1-1-1-3-1x MO17
KSC 702(K47/2-2-1-4-1-1-1x K18)
KLM 76005/2-3-1-1-1-1x MO17
K3547/5x K19/1
KLM8026/1-2-1-2-3 x MO17

KLM 77020/7-1-1-2-1-1-1-1x K19
K47/2-2-1-22-1-1-1x K19

K3547/3x K3615/2

K3653/2x MO17

K3615/2x K19/1

KSC705(K3640/3x MO17)
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AVAF APV AFVOA L s 5 4 Sd 5 Olgin]
YL QLSS 3 5 4S8 11 00F 5 1+ VAT AYYY
).aéf)ycﬁ‘.(\’ d;@):ﬁ@j\)d\asﬁw
o5 5 GLSays 0,8 AS VAPV OT sl bl
Olie bl 55 5 e s> (HSays (.,f}l;%r) LT

Yy

S alie 5 milsls 2 s bl

Ji.‘.:_wl_i\‘ o)\.o_iadf)}:cub:)ﬁwdup
53 (K47/2-2-1-3-3-1-1-1  x  MOIT V¥ Ll S
WS Getadls Jostl 3 Sl 065 S Gl


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1392.15.4.2.6
https://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-48-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2025-10-20 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1392.15.4.2.6 ]

WAY Olwe oF o jla oo 5k Al Nt s ool Al

SV N LS5Vt S K
2l s YL LS 55 0 5 AT Y
(F Jgd) ils CE“ d1 g
X adlaiox Jlw Jolite 51035 ls gme 4 4 5 L
dug))b 4_§\>:J_<L~.:—L5)lu\_il.; do cd?)).\
plonil Calin Lo o Ls ol 1 () 2 3550
V5 ST ela o la wlal 5 (F Jsis) o 5
«(Shukla, 1972) g5l iul U ,ls 5 (Wrick, 1962)
K3 R PR L RS AL A PR BN P
SLacS g3 La o li pen olul s sy S 553
ST ol S S ) 0 o jle b
LE O e ULV ) ST K) ¥ ol
Ogma S5 o 51 Sl ol el wlwl
% o ,li &5, 53 (Eberhart and Russell, 1966 )(S%;)

”,“J"

SV AT clacS s 5355, 03 o 5LlubL
FINC ST PRNIAATIC SR IRAA R PR
Y ooslas s (VoY o, S &) 0 o)lets Jguams
GMob Sl el cul el (VeF Ll S K
ROL e e ol s o g 5l g5 o g0
6§ 593 cp oL § ol &§ 595 (Pinthus, 1973)
Sy

Jgmimen o slacS ) 53 ol ol elal o
YU b (0L IV Y el ST JKa) 0 oyl
L e )L SV Ll S ) Yooyl
S35 8 (Becker, 1981) S . dis s ylsy s
WLl (S7) & L o Dy (1) e s 5

(Francis and (CV) &) s v b oL
Jsae ¢, 45 45 515 oLz Kannenberg, 1978)
oslacs <55 53 ol e 4 (V¥ Ll ST JK) ¥ oles
o=l vl s LacS g5 op 5 lasl 5N
SN SN @ AF AN A eles lasS gs Lesle
OLSan 5 ot din g Sl o5 (6,28 (Ll L
asmler oS sls pdel (Lin et al, 1986 )

Yay

Df,t;wvw)wj(,vsﬁ,aff,gsxuw
sy anlyasis s, Shee 4y e g LS s
J_Ajgﬁﬁrbnbtﬁ_i‘@)s.:bupw\
ML&&f)}:gw(JL&m)acfj_l:fV%\\’)
02))3 C(JL&‘&)J 65"599.“)\/.? w‘;‘)i:.w
°°)L°—5¢f)}>‘*—i~b-.5f6~\*€‘*:3)-¢%f)‘ﬁr4
(K47/2-2-1-4-2-1-1-1x K18) V+ ¥ .l S K b
ST ke adlate )3 1) A5 o e 55 55 nl o s
TS 25 s 5 OSSs o ij}l:fh\‘\/\‘)
05 S VI YAR) Dl ((GLSa 55 p S 5LST 1 YROF)
}()\_&A)Jc;}_lf.s\f\’?\/)l@_&ﬁ‘()l_&&ﬁ):
A5 g s GESe 53 0SSV 0¥0Y) 26
sl (LS s D?,l;‘\?/\b)otg_é..a\ abls 53
o5 S W) 5L 5 (S s 0 8 LS AFHF)
.:)_3b\:u_.u)ﬁw}_,eéudfjja@_fjs()l:ghjs
205 S VYA LI 5 L oSl adlate 55 &5 53 ol
) 533 5m VY S K 8 55 5l g,
Wb 8 5 sk 035 53 55 5 VA0 Ll ST K
Lo sl p s 5 dgie gl )3 655 55
25 oAV S s 0SS #1445 F P s
St (LS 3,8 LS VHAYE) 51,5 bl
\~\‘\°\°)0L€.5_¢\3()l_".<a)>(=;)_lz§\~ﬁ‘9)
355 an |y 5 4y e ss GLSa 3 p S LS
s 5, e YL 5 K0s i 3l Loloaist|
Juﬁgﬂjigﬂbg‘)wwﬂ)ﬂb)}&&ug)jb
SRR g ST 2% K i S INC STPL LB
VYR AT Lcs s a Ve Ll S K s VY
1 adls 3 Shae o VL UG 5 p S AhST VAP
w\;@dug)}.ﬁ F Jsds) Lo sad LI
JLAJ.)V'O w‘;‘}i::.ﬂj V'* uﬂ‘;ﬂ.:mcv"‘
IRV RPRRRVAIPART 4 A SR I PRSI | L}
:)}g\)ulsajﬂw@jw_ul_&a):c;%

PRZA S JE-g TR g (STPITNG P


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1392.15.4.2.6
https://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-48-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2025-10-20 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1392.15.4.2.6 ]

..... Lgl.héf) 95 415 Shes 3 "

(14 —4) )ua'b‘j)!:)yQJSL;bdf)}:()tﬁ):rf}l;)M\:Jﬂu@épww—\‘ J gl
Table 2. Mean comparison of grain yield (kg.ha™) of maize hybrids (2011-12)

ESPTN 5 B N KL dsjs Olgial b Tl AT e Ol A !
No. of hybrid Karaj Shiraz Ghaemshahr Gorgan Dezful Esfahan Jiroft Miandoab Khoramabad Mogan Mashhad Ilam

1 10679 cde 11239 ¢ 8280 cd 7263 b-e 5994 b-d 8777 cd 9017 abc 17447 b 4636 abc 8453 de 12540 b-d 9525 ab

2 13759 a 14187 a 11084 a 9227 a 8004 a 10784 a 10556 a 19467 a 5989 ab 10007 ab 14730 a 7693 de

3 11607 b-d 11348 be 7248 def 7060 b-¢ 6459 b 8149d 9254 abc 13630 g 3917 be 8312 de 11968 d 6040 g

4 12208 abc 11466 be 8504 cd 6492 cde 4494 ef 8755 cd 6613 d 16035 cde 3991 abc 7663 de 11780 d 5954 g

5 12654 ab 13917 a 9304 be 7787 abc 5750 b-d 9485 be 10303 ab 20272 a 4739 abc 10286 a 14767 a 9078 be

6 12311 abc 11886 be 6666 ef 5567 ¢ 5025 def 8406 cd 8263 bed 14671 fg 4238 abc 10310 a 13387 a-d 10149 a

7 9413 ef 12164 be 9055 be 7920 abc 5188 cde 8756 cd 8117 bed 16035 cde 4122 abc 9089 bed 14401 ab 8362 cd

8 10460 def 11883 be 8292 cd 7546 a-d 4637 ef 8665 cd 7542 cd 16951 be 5302 abc 8357 de 14145 a-c 6512 fg

9 9544 ef 11411 be 8064 cde 7714 abc 6006 b-d 8950 cd 6522d 15034 ef 4842 abc 8926 cd 12250 cd 7413 ef

10 10022 def 12680 be 8508 cd 8514 ab 6224 be 8629 cd 9098 abc 16885 be 4889 abc 9690 abc 14092 a-c 9492 ab

11 8994 ef 11002 ¢ 6524 f 5681 ¢ 3999 f 8163 d 7484 cd 13760 g 3668 ¢ 7571 e 13561 a-d 8028 de

12 8694 f 12680 b 8924 be 7563 a-d 5760 b-d 9034 cd 7894 cd 16481 bed 5184 abc 8134 de 14226 a-c 9508 ab

13 9426 ef 11913 be 7754 c-f 5963 de 5484 b-e 8358 cd 8084 bed 14656 fg 5358 abc 8130 de 13432 a-d 7978 de

14 10388 def 13934 a 10236 ab 7856 abc 6153 be 10344ab 8797 a-d 17288 b 6199 a 8238 de 14906 a 7258 ef

15 9361 ef 13836 a 9232 be 7259 b-e 4887 def 8935 cd 8280 bed 17036 be 5365 abc 9812 abc 13469 a-d 6603 fg

Means in each column followed by similar letter(s) are not significantly different at 5% probability level, using Duncan’s Multiple Range Test
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Table 3. Mean comparison of grain yield of maize hybrids (kg.ha™) (2011 - 2012)

No of hybrid 8,50,

No of hybrid &5 0,

2- KSC 703 11260a
5-KSC 702 10209b
14- KSC705 10186b
1- KLM 76003/2-1-1-2-1-1-1-1x MO17 10110b
10- K47/2-2-1-22-1-1-1x K19 9948bc
12- K3653/2x MO17 9510cd
6- KLM 76005/2-3-1-1-1-1x MO17 9359d
7- K3547/5%x K19/1 9306d
15- KSC 704 9296d
8- KLM8026/1-2-1-2-3 x MO17 9017de
13- K3615/2x K19/1 8932def
9- KLM 77020/7-1-1-2-1-1-1-1x K19 8581efg
3- K47/2-2-1-22-1-1-1-1x K3615/2 8469efg
4- KLM 77002/10-1-1-1-1-3-1x MO17 83674fg
11- K3547/3x K3615/2 8127g

2- KSC 703 11321a
5- K47/2-2-1-4-2-1-1-1x K18 11181a
14- KSC705 10081b
10- K47/2-2-1-22-1-1-1x K19 9761bc
15- KSC 704 9717bc
12- K3653/2x MO17 9503bcd
7- K3547/5% K19/1 9477bcd
8- KLM&8026/1-2-1-2-3 x MO17 9350cd
9- KLM 77020/7-1-1-2-1-1-1-1x K19 9199cd
6- KLM 76005/2-3-1-1-1-1x MO17 9121cd
3- K47/2-2-1-22-1-1-1-1x K3615/2 9030d
4- KLM 77002/10-1-1-1-1-3-1x MO17 8879de
1- KLM 76003/2-1-1-2-1-1-1-1x MO17 8865de
13- K3615/2x K19/1 8824de
11- K3547/3x K3615/2 8279

L1 (6l e sl Ao ys &S Jlz! el 3 SGIs glatals iz O gn3T olal y cdizs oS e o5 (6113 87 ooy S0k O 2 a0
Means in each column followed by similar letter(s) are not significantly different at 5% probability level, using Duncan’s

Multiple Range Test
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Table 4. Grain yield stability indices for evaluated maize hybrids

2 Eberhart and Russel
als s Shes Wi (0 i ) R R P T R

No. of hybrid o€ ,550,s  Grainyield (kg.ha’)  (Wrick) (Shukla) b, S R? CV(%) P;

1- KLM 76003/2-1-1-2-1-1-1-1x MO17 9. 488 de 31.44 1.47* 0.97 1.42 89.2 20.4 2.52
2- K47/2-2-1-3-3-1-1-1x MO17 (KSC 703) 11.290 a 43.49 2.08™ 1.09 1.86 88.9 10.1 0.06
3-K47/2-2-1-22-1-1-1-1x K3615/2 8.750 g 37.45 1.77* 0.83 1.34 86.4 14.8 4.74
4- KLM 77002/10-1-1-1-1-3-1 x MO17 8.621¢g 39.31 1.87* 0.98 1.78 87.0 16.8 4.71
5- K47/2-2-1-4-2-1-1-1x K18(KSC 702) 10.695 b 48.41 2.32" 1.30 1.39 93.4 19.0 0.78
6- KLM 76005/2-3-1-1-1-1x MO17 9.240 ef 45.94 2.20" 0.94 2.04 84.2 18.0 4.39
7- K3547/5x K19/1 9.391e 11.16 0.45™ 1.03 0.50 96.3 10.5 3.26
8- KLM8026/1-2-1-2-3 x MO17 9.184 ef 26.40 1.22* 1.01 1.20 91.3 16.1 3.13
9- KLM 77020/7-1-1-2-1-1-1-1x K19 8.890 fg 22.53 1.02* 0.86 0.78 92.1 20.9 4.39
10- K47/2-2-1-22-1-1-1x K19 9.854 de 21.18 0.96™ 0.97 0.95 92.4 36.9 221
11- K3547/3x K3615/2 8.203 h 21.82 0.99™ 0.94 0.95 92.0 18.8 6.89
12- K3653/2x MO17 9.507 de 24.88 1.14* 0.99 1.13 91.5 17.1 3.10
13-K3615/2x K19/1 8.878 fg 14.75 0.63™ 0.93 0.61 94.6 20.4 4.32
14- KSC705 10.133 ¢ 29.57 1.38* 1.09 1.24 92.2 10.1 1.70
15- KSC 704 9.506 de 26.99 1.25* 1.10 1.11 93.0 14.8 2.77

ns and **: Not significant and significant at 1% probability level, respectively L33 68 ez o 53 5l3 gme 5 s irs b o5 4 5ms

i1
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Evaluation of grain yield of promising maize hybrids in multi-location trails

Choukan, R'., A. Estakhr?, H. Haddadi’, M. R. Shiri*, M. Rafiei’, K. Anvari’,
S. Khavari Khorasani7, M.T. Faizbakhshs, A. Afarineshg, H. Darkhalw,
G.R. Afsharmaneshll, S. Ghasemi'? and R. Moeini"

ABSTRACT
Choukan, R., A. Estakhr, H. Haddadi, M. R. Shiri, M. Rafiei, K. Anvari, S. Khavari Khorasani, M. T. Faizbakhsh,
A. Afarinesh, H. Darkhal, G. R. Afsharmanesh, S. Ghasemi and R. Moeini. 2014. Evaluation of grain yield of promising

maize hybrids in multi-location trails. Iranian Journal of Crop Sciences.15(4): 308-319.(In Persian).

Fourteen promising maize hybrids together with commercial check hybrid, KSC 704, were evaluated using
randomized complete block design with four replications in 12 locations (Karaj, Shiraz, Ghaemshahr, Mogan,
Khoram Abad, Miandoab, Mashhad, Gorgan, Dezful, Esfahan, Jiroft and lilam) for two cropping seasons (2011
and 2012). Analysis of variance and mean comparison of two years in each location showed that hybrid KSC
703 produced the highest grain yield in Karaj (13758 kg.ha'l), Shiraz (14190 kg.ha™'), Ghaemshahr (11084 kg
‘ha™), Gorgan (9227 kg.ha"), Isfehan (10784 kg.ha™) and Jiroft (10556 kg.ha™). It obtain the second rank for
grain yield in Miandoab (19470 kg.ha™') and Khoram Abad (6303 kg.ha™") and third in Moghan (10010 kg.ha'l)
and Mashhad (14730 kg.ha™). The highest grain yield averaged over locations in 2011 and 2012 belonged to
hybrids KSC 703with 12260 and 11321 kgha', respectively. Mean comparison, averaged over years and
locations, revealed that hybrids KSC 703, KSC 702 and KSC 705 produced higher grain yield with 11290,
10965 and 10133 kgha, respectively. Superiority measure (Pi) revealed KSC 703 (Pi=0.06), KSC 702
(Pi=0.78) and KSC 705 (Pi=1.70) as superior hybrids. Based on grain yield and superiority measure, which
combines high yielding and stability, hybrid KSC 703 was identified as the most promising hybrid for

commercialization, should it performs successful in on-farm verification trails.

Key words: Grain yield, KSC 703, Maize, Promising hybrid and Superiority measure.
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