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ABSTRACT
In order to identify maize (Zea mays L.) genotypes had tolerate drought, Seven drought
indices and 18 maize genotypes were used, to determine the efficiency of theses indices to
identify tolerant and susceptible genotypes, Also interpretation the relationship between these
indices using principle component , cluster of multivariate analysis and rank-sum method.
The results indicated that MP, GMP, and STI were positively and significant correlated with
Yp and Ys. Therefore, these indices have the potential to identify genotypes own well
performance to stress and non-stress conditions. Screening drought tolerant genotypes using
these indices discriminating G8 (Zm32*Zm60) G2 (Zm69*Zm49), G (Zm60*Zm61), and
Gl1l1 (Zm49*Zm60) in spring season; and G8 (Zm32*Zm60) G2(Zm69*Zm49 ), G15
(Zm49*Zm19) and G18 (Zm60*Zmb51) for autumn season as tolerant genotypes and have a
higher potential productivity under stress and non-stress conditions.
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G4 5637 12 2479 5 4058 7 3158 13 0882 15 3738 6 0321 6 1139 4 1267 8
G5 5172 15 1987 13 358 15 3185 12 0.969 3206 14 0236 14 0995 10 15 13
G6 5774 10 221 10 3992 9 3564 7 0971 3572 8 0293 8 (991 11 1023 6
G7 5319 14 2188 17 3754 13 3131 14 0926 10 3411 12 0.268 12 1065 1368 10
G8 6626 1 284 1 4733 1 378 6 0899 12 4338 1 0433 1 111 7.92
G9 5642 11 208 12 3864 11 3557 8 0.992 343 10 0271 10 0957 13 12.36
G10 6228 2 1921 15 4075 6 4307 3 1.088 3459 9 0275 9 0799 16 13.28
G11 5.855 7 2464 6 4.16 3.391 9 0911 11 3.798 0.332 1.09 8 9.24
G12 5.809 128 17 3545 16 4.529 2 1227 1 2727 17 0171 17 o571 18 1921 16
G13 5.927 256 3 4244 4 3367 10 0894 13 3895 3 0349 3 1119 97 4
Gl4 4907 16 2383 7 3645 14 2524 16 0809 17 342 11 0269 11 1958 16.93 14
G15 4427 17 2.32 g 3374 17 2107 17 0749 18 3205 15 0236 15 1357 1945 17
G16 3257 18 118 41g 2221 18 2072 18 1.001 1965 18 0.089 18 (0942 14 2049 18
G17 6.175 4 1443 1 3809 12 4.732 1 1.206 2985 16 0205 16 (0605 17 1747 15
G18 549 13 2507 4 3.999 8 2983 15 0855 16 3.71 7 0317 7 1183 3 1407 11
Mean | 5566 | [ 2149 | [38s8| |3417| [ooer| | 344| Jo2rs| | 100[ |1363]
2015 iy Al peusall YP slga¥l ates Y5 algal) gsiona cind (g i s Apldil Lguiyg ciliad) 419 .5 Jsaa
G | Y [R] ys [R|MP|R[TOL|[R]| sst [R|GMP|[R]| sTI [R]|HMP|R]| RS | R
Gl 652 11 254 9 453 2 3981 11 096 14 407 2 0381 2 1048 6 1192 6
G2 7.39 4 351 1 5.45 3 3.875 4 0.83 7 5.09 5 0.596 5 1.278 5.76 1
G3 6.03 15 208 13 405 10 3.943 5 1.03 354 13 0288 13 0928 10 1437 11
G4 529 16 344 2 437 7 1851 13 055 15 427 6 0419 6 1749 1 14 9
G5 703 g 9257 8 48 15 4464 12 1 425 14 0415 14 0984 9 1419 10
G6 694 7 216 11 455 9 4779 7 108 387 8 0345 8 0837 15 118 5
G7 621 14 164 17 393 13 4566 14 116 10 319 12 0234 12 071 17 1607 12
G8 7.75 343 3 559 1 4314 6 088 12 516 1 0612 1 1191 7.4
G9 6.76 261 7 469 11 4.146 8 0.97 42 10 0406 10 1.039 10.31
G0 67 10 213 12 442 6 457 3 107 378 9 0329 9 085 13 1192
Gll 641 12 265 6 453 5 3762 9 092 11 412 0.39 1112 5 1021
Gl2 627 13 197 14 412 16 43 2 108 1 351 17 0284 17 0845 14 1825 1
G13 436 18 141 18 288 4 2941 10 106 13 248 3 0142 3 087 11 1623 13
G14 7.24 5 224 10 474 14 4997 16 1.09 17 403 11 0373 11 0832 16 1654 14
G15 8.17 1 317 4 5,67 17 5.004 17 0.96 18 509 15 0595 15 1.044 7 1844 17
G16 511 17 165 16 338 18 3463 18 107 291 18 0194 18 0869 12 1987 18
G17 7.66 191 15 479 12 5758 1 1.18 382 16 0336 16 0671 18 1753 15
G18 6.86 300 5 494 8 381 15 088 16 455 7 0475 7 118 4 1315 8
Mean [ 6594 | | 2451 | |4524| [4142] Joos7| [3996] Jo379| | roo| [1377]
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RDI L)l s SSI e (uSall oy - pansall DS b
oaidy 4l gl (1= 0.77 , 0.82) Ys xe Luls
Y5 slea¥) Gl b daially Alesiall sl Sl
Osals Farshadfar sass e ae datie Ciola miliill o2

.(15) ¢s,41s Moosavi s (6)

(= =0.77 0.82) SSI go Ll (YS) Juala L
(r=0.29,07 ) YP g 4abaliy) arey aoliilly Cpaawall
i) &5l QI adity 4l () L Gransall
TOL L) 385 13a .YS algaVl cipl é datie all
(r= = 1.00) RDI g Lubuss (=0.79 , 0.70)= SSI

) agall Ciliad) A1) ad aua )6 cus)il BLEY) Jalea .6 Jgan

Yp
Vs 0.39
MP 0.91 0.73
TOL 0.81 022 051
ssI 0.29 077 -013 079
GMP 0.72 092 094 019 -045
STI 0.69 092 092 016 -046  0.99
RDI -0.28 077 013 -0.79 -1.00 045 046
Yo [ Ys [ MP [ TOL ][ ssI [ GMP [ STI | RDI

AUAY acgall Cilial) A1) b o A s uS)l BUEY) Jalea 7 Jsia

Yp

Ys 0.5

MP 0.92 08

TOL 075  -02 042

SsI 007 -08 -033 07

GMP 078 093 097 018  -055

STI 076 093 095 015 055 099

RDI 007 08 033 070 -100 055 055

Yp | Ys | MP [ TOL [ SSI [ GMP [ STI | RDI

S il e %35.65 42.7 Jied PCA2 U Principal (PCA) (i (sl ulas
OsSall 138 G (Sars SSI5 TOL Yp Lula Lagipes Component Analysis

Aesiall 3800 oS Jmiy sy sleal) e A0
clal Gl aludl 13 ciady Laleadd dleatid) e
PCA2 5 PCAT i sSall dallal) aill il iyl a5l
YP alea¥) s YS aleaV¥l gyl cat Aadle (5K
LD a G653 G13,G1,G8 4yl ashall ola 1
el pmsall b aleal) s leal) Cagyh s
» G55 G18 G2,G8, G545l auslilly (1J85)
pugall (8 algal¥) peg algal) cagyla Can ALDL
DL @ Aghd sl (2 JS8) il
Cagylh cad Aadle e <8 PCA2 3 PCAT (i sSall
GIS5, adhsll aslalld (YP alga¥l aacs Ys algal)
G13, adhs) cashilly call ausal 8 G 5,G16
gVl 4 S aall ansdl 8 G 3,616
(251 JR& ¢« 756 Jsaa)Yss Yp adplall caas
Als PCAL oAl dungall aill culd 450 casIl
Sl YS algal) cagyl cad Aadle 8 PCA2
=l augal 2 G 15 G4, G13 ,G18 i)l
pusall 4G 115 G2, GI8, G4 ad)ll syl
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e Ay Ry by D ad Ja) (e
Sle adiny A ]l oSl st alasin) 5 Calial)
Bially ccalaall Jasd ) o LUV Jalee d848ina
eelae ) AY) Gaiat s Qs 1aa e Al
O s S )l Sl pdal )y L Adbia
Jiay (Csia) Oxaie Op (COSIN) Aghll Bl a
Calgaiall Aol L onpsial u B Y Jalea Ly
goalss dapy Jiai sy Lagin LYY daleal (ulSadl 2
Gow L ospa og o(25) Cbpsiall o Bl 4l
Lageay Wyleds) Sy Glial)l Jead 4l o 3D
A e AL il (PCA2, PCAT) bl sl
PCA2; PCAL gusnall o) Ladihysl) caSliilly Jeal
Cpamsall Il e %99.45 %99.6 s
56.9 Jii PCAL J¥! il oSall oy .oty
L) ey cqtilly Cpansall JSI Gl (e 63.8
Lad (Says Y8, Yp, MP, GMP, STI {:Y1 (aage
slilly calaall Jaady UV ALE (S (sSall 1
LeblE ()5S Ly Alle PCAL dag (55 Al )50
il oSl Ll LYS 5 Yp o il caat lle Al
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of the Resource-poor in the Developing
Wood. Draft Proposal submitted by
CIMMYT and IITA to the CGIAR
Consortium Board. Available at:

http://www.cimmyt.org/en/what-we-do/maize
and wheat-mega -programs.

5. .Abdel-Rasoul, M., A. T. Gaber, H. A. EI-
Zeiny, and A. Paafat. 1988. Effect of CCC and
B.9 at different water regimes on some
metabolic aspects of maize plant. Annals
Agric. Fac. Agric. Ain shams Univ., Cairo,
Egypt. 33(1): 49-65.

6. Farshadfar, E, B. Jamshidi and M.
Aghaee.2012. Biplot analysis of drought
tolerance indicators in bread wheat (Triticum
aestivum) lanraces of Iran. Intl J Agri Crop
Sci. Vol., 4 (5), 226-233.

7. Farshadfar, E. and J.  Sutka,
2003.Multivariate  analysis  of  drought
tolerance in wheat substitution lines. Cereal
Research Communication., 31: 33-40.

8. Fernandez, G.C.J. 1992. Effective Selection
Criteria for Assessing Plant Stress Tolerance.
In: Adaptation of Food Crops to Temperature
and Water Stress Tolerance, Kuo, C.G. (Ed.).
Asian Vegetable Research and Development
Center, Taiwan, pp: 257-270/.

9. Fischer, R.A. and R. Maurer1978. Drought
resistance in spring wheat cultivars. 1. Grain
yield responses. Australian Journal of
Agriculture Research. 29: 897-912.

10. Gavuzzi, P., G. Delogu, G. Boggini, N. Di
Fonzo and B. Borghi. 1993. Identification of
bread wheat, durum wheat and barley cultivars
adapted to dry areas of southern Italy
Euphytica, 68:131-145.

11. Golabadi, M.,A. Arzani, and S.A.M.
Maibody, 2006.Assessment of  drought
tolerance in segregating populations in durum
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Aaniinaall Calial) Al Cageail (gagiial) Jibail) Joaialy
el Gpemsdl (B Canall 4l 8y Laedse
YP, Ys, MP, ami V) gaslas dayy) ) il
L) Aeseaally (TOL 4gbll dc sandlls <GMP, STI
S st (4 J<5) RDI dal)l degendly (SSI
Sl el i)l (sSall Jilatig Lol Jalae (uliie
O il Jiiy sagiall Jdailly (Biplot)
e Gsinas ase bl dlagie Mp, GMP, STI alyy)

QS s 8 Alle 538 e aild 1A (Ys, Y
preg Aga¥) Ala 8 Alal) a5yl culd 4]l
Shsll Sl ola Al Il ads Ledy aleal)
G1¢(Zm60*Zm49) G2 (Zm32*Zm21) G8
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