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Study on density stress in selection of drought tolerant varieties

of corn (Zea mays L.)
Ta.)b' sola e esua g \f-l.a.a LSL"

8 2] dwwho (KR Ao slgz 4530 33 (GhaloiT (S 3 YU SlanSTy A (Al 3979 PO b a7 el jelike 4

Syl B 58 ((8195) o 3 Tl £y D90 4 alo3T o plonit Jlo sy Do 4 VIV gl Sl 20 55 0% 9 S0 48
W10Vl g e 13 G glin 1 T g ) e v Yo Gl oI5 cpdau sl 23 S90% ol ol LI e ol by 5T 5T s y0 Palad ol
b Jloa! AAlf a0 0 Jlaie 5 kel abid 539 99 &ijl‘,(bﬁ.a,g BT Al jo 33 S BT+ e )3 g jlp Y e
DL S Cager D91 s ST b o gty pof £85I 4330 T 1390 D33 (S gl 3 (g 515 P8 Jold b i 50 (B e
($Kinand § dauslona (STI) Jid 47 Jood sl 3 (SST) (35 4 Gl (L 93 4dil3 3 Shos koot o3l (K- 9 067157 (5 o
9Vl ST S A5 50 0k dnuloxa (Sl yasLi 9 4610 3 yKlos (yy BT 5 5l o 00T S 4 gl 05 i ST (a2 (5140 5 g 03
4 9 bl o duuslona (S Ll § 3 Ko Bow | KhS AT b1y (Fiamsot ot 52 (5 et SR 3 G715 V¥ e o715 0p S0
3 Opllan i3 4 palia o1 is 5750 S0 33 Hgp stm AP o 5t ¥l Slans Ty oo duons (ST) (T A 0 4595 b sy g0 B
LS gl 35 g G0 5 VT o 17 910 3,Khoc b1y (8 iy oot 1 G174 Joord (Ll oo 3 sl oLl o 1l 5 50
b Ca? g 4 oy g0 S0 47 .83 )T 20 Ane g i gllan Byl fs 3 O alkaol pl 5l B> 515 ST 9 SSI asrld 93 i d4-3 ool b ols
ST (SR a2 1glnn 3 JEotko U1 s g 3 4000 e il 9 gliaol Sl 9] So- LVl glanTl jf skt

D3k ploxit

LT 4 B 9 Gl (Sl a1 0033 LSS S o319

sl dlo o s Gl Olgie 4 Al o 5 LT ol doudo

e et g LYYV (pudia) ud jatda Olaj Soke

ozl VL @ g (aDeal slgn w3 214K NS I B ERUS DS NE g W PR P

Lo g5 03y o ol Bh f 439 5Ly Sl 5SS A ASS 2 ale L ldlt i Jagh et o Joea gl 2y F

i S sl o Rl ety i eslind & s dla LT ) o3liil 35 0 Slet o o ol (Dol sladil 5

ol s S s A g ol (K5 sl s PSS latelasT o b 4l ol 53 (St A5 ol

MAMALEFOTT T VEVASYIY S by g
YK UINPSIMPRUCHELICH S-S R AL P 2t 5 I i g Dl St s u ode la ps

Y4


http://daneshresan.com/

S gxiwa |y aAllie Ylgie 9 dyles axalye DaneshResan.com cusbw as allite (gl 35 Jold dng o

Suiblae 39390 abws ol ) Sw)Hld allis Hoadue ¥ 5 yius

11 ¥ 4T a)ulr_’j.l.b_- a‘.}‘i‘f')jf-’l;‘bu

Saslin (sl (S5 200 2 B sl Jlot oS 6T
SlepST5 o il sloy pn 03 8 JU 2 L (St o
Fiomia (sl 95 5 el ot o o3yl o WU alE
Gl (S (B o g g5 3 00 ) n e A5 4
Mg Sl (Ko on s g5l gl on oS T 1 aisl
Al 3 St 535 2L e e (6l (6 i 559 5l g
2 B S5y b Bl ) ol e e
ol B0 5 s ;.‘_fl_&—clz_.”_;'s'l_: ualrfglzfji_g
bl o 5361, olE 457 la o555 (Dow et al,, 1984)
edmy JEst il s 4 ) ¢ gl 3l g I E YOS S
WL S50 s U i 5 Ol 4 g e 5 S0 (A5 G
rla_-_:" (Jensen, 1971; Moss and Stinson, 1961)
O Ll g e S Gl sl S e sla T
3 K e bl ST s stesilm s
LY (S5 wl el ol gt 5 Sl L8 iy
5395535 V8- 0wl ol g ol ail . i al
ki g s S (g0le ‘.51)3 $hils a8 Yool aakai i
Sl 30t €M VL (S5 do s Ve B L
S8 (Jub) 2 B b Gl o0 G e Slio
2 g 25l I b elE s 1 g Bl S
WLy prand 1T IS L 2l N LS (8717 S oslizl
g8V (S5 o 2l s Shae ool kg0 b
90t S o3l 1 51,5 L oMol addad s i)
(Singh, 1987) 143 o iladles &
b sl s plb i § o8 ol o 41
S 3 GaeiTag) e sl 4 asilg YL S5
o bl sesy F3eVha b g 6y S5 L isle Y
Fsd (Y o515) 45 laleoms 5oy 9 Y 5 0
L § 51 ¢ 46 40 (EL-Lakany and Russell, 1971) ot
Sl ot o b i (Beck et al, 1996) o8 5 oK
Sl YU ol S5 5 S0 Bl s b 2 lT s
2osde S AT o oty D53 Sar dulin GlagpasT
P 3 4l oS W s sty o Sl tals”

5Bl S L5 a5 e T o o2 5 DN

1

g Ll (S 5L JaB asge (Kouas osde
U A5 4 0l gn Ole cal 1oLl @0 o575 )l L
3 (Williams et al, 1967; Kilen and Andrew, 1969)
(Williams et al, & gliza (5 ot foilis Lo oln Jglous
55 oL 1967)

2L 0T 015 4 Gl aome £33 5 (2L (S5
L YU eSS ol ek S3e s g 23 5L blo
e slan g gk, 05 sty B iles ple 15 g
s> 3 (Troyer and Rosenbrook, 1983) wzus eslizul L
2pdie A (S 4 Casli sty slety
YL oS5 alie (S5 15 sl 1 b o g3 O
3 IS s 5 b el (S 15t sl
SIS b s sl 00, 8 o ot
Ll d o sle 205 a5 38 o (Anthesis-Silking Interval)
2 03,5050 0bY bl s ST 545
L S BTOT & o s S ot b 4 o5 L,
(Castleberry and Lerette, 1980; &l 8L (glafobo
Hall et al., 1982; Fischer et al., 1983; Hali et al., 1980;
Edmeades, 1984)

JS e 0l 0y el el i b (St
(Bdmeades, 1984; Hall et al., 1981 5 05 . 415 5 Slos
25 dils 3l 53 puis bl 4 Gaae < Sinclair et al,, 1990)
(Castlerberry and Lerette, 1980; Edmeades, <. al:f
1, 2l YL slaeS) 5 O 3 ol of Kt 1 1984)
DS e 0T 8 Whos 8 gy 1 Sop3 oS A2, 55,
(Troyer, 1996; Edmeades, 1984; 1ol 575 LL3
1983 Moss and Downey,

Troyer et al, 1971;

EL-Lakany and Russeli, 1971).
b sSan )sb 4 (AE Caman 5 alE 15 w5 Sles
A LS e (S5 s Jull s b e e
B sled 4y s aseda QBIE1 o IO o3l g ol 4l
B s g e e S i) 5 g N SR
3 0SS S e b s Aol guls SV b g ST 4k s

53 5 ol Sl el st 2SSl ey §


http://daneshresan.com/

S gxiwa |y aAllie Ylgie 9 dyles axalye DaneshResan.com cusbw as allite (gl 35 Jold dng o

m%éﬁquml)éw)uﬂubog%vjlﬂ

T T TR AT LT AT S A

Bl (8) 3 ae Jale A3 8 sl ST aw o ol
Dy ) F S 4 gl Sl

(oo (515) A8 o Gy 58 Ve (515 =51

(35 oS15) S5 43 G g 58 Voo o875 =82

(L) o oS15) S 5o 5 Jlp V Fo (55 =53

AT s S 3w e Ja Ve oS5 =54
(St 25 jlas) Aol ale o )3 555 YA S g

wlody pee MLl mhow 25 bl (G) 31 Jole
D g S P el 3 Sl

K 1259/4 «B 73 = Gl

XL 1723 « K 722 =G2

XL 17.2-1 , MO17 =G3

K 12638 « K 722 = G4

K 1264.1 x K 722 = G5

KSC 704 =G6

1T Gas 35l 0 ST )G e digad el
b oS b dangia f g 1 EST6 il 05 aile ¥o S
PH=A JEC=_+ /1Ay o | S 2850 Colls oy 1
(FO) oly5 b b (Kb (Shs 85 o uli b s
Copbyo;s s (V) Jade 53 (PWP) (55 05, abaii
el 0 03,31 () e 55 A0 095 slel 3 s

ol & L Jlgr ol Goins o) 02 T O 5
Lods oSy o2l glodsly n o g o 51 il VO
g SC 704 5, 51 ;S 53 G4 JNpn Yoo L
erd 3 o S1,5 1 B 5 Cushs a0 5 Sl
EISRE UFSTIN I JURIDIE JRU-C I g H PR
o A e 2 Gy R VP s Ve glaST
cSts A5 skl (51 o metile 8/ s VY AR L I,
i plat (LS)ETdﬁSJJD 2L e, T S s bl
W23 8 sy SIS ah N g3 i oS Ly T Wl
Sl e 0 S TVPO i 4 b ol 5
B o8t pa I S 53 0 SN BB Jde 5 e g paT
C’JJ“"“!‘JJIG‘:"JJL&‘ 5 ojlp SASAY 5 et
Ak S s, S stz gad & i glaj e 08,

Yy

GV e 0t sb Sis ade 2 5 S g dlns oy
alols talS (Troyer and Rosenbrook, 1983) &b,
ot b3T Gib ) 35 (AST) (o> JS'S7 5 Glail o3 8
(Vasal et al., 1996) Cal _dy 58l 205 3

(Troyer and Rosenbrook, 1983) &Sy ,i58, 8 pa 5
3y Oge 31 sl YL Lshrflj 3 oslesT a8 azans ol
ot 93l ST e s s Y o L s Sl
VU o515 ol jon 4 2255 5 o gllas sla s Y gl nal sl
ool oo b g LS slasy o 4 5L g il
Copd e (Sl s 5 D3 Mool (sladeli 5400
VU AL (S5 55 4 st ST a5 4 S
e L e 95 45 2B oly (Troyer, 1996) 9 5 .4yt
feis oo gnsT 4B YVEY 5 YVAL b4 o3 (b
PRITRTP JLPPE g1 PRI FYRTPES gelEn
gl e Sl ) oslizut 5 oS (VL slepSTy
w4545 U (Buren et al, 1974) o,Kas 3 5, ol
w5 o i 0 o i D S 3 (St ol b
BT AL b S A S e 55 S
o) e A8, (S s - b Gl es B st ¢ JSE
S a5 s 9 039y (N L DN ot ST O
e )3 G4 QAR o S, 5 LagT 3 gecd ade
L (ASD) JSLS 06 b 3 ltil 03 5 adoolh o (SKinen
i T T a iy S e
i3 s 4y oo JANTE 5 s AR [

AT ot bl S Oade o 83 s 4 257 L
o pB) 21 5 5 oS5 2 1 ealizal oS g
S e @l (515 opllan mhas pni iz o 3 (S5 4
LS 5 b i Sl sl o K5 5l

Ex d"\!_,l&

b 3 9 31g0
SRS 48 e 3 VYV ey e T Gt
S r b Sl 4 S ks g 4 9 r el den e
Jo5 S5k b 2 b IB 5 (Strip block) (55040 ot 5 5


http://daneshresan.com/

VA o)lad ey A "ot Fli pals s

ol e N Glesl o (alaT 4 o &S (PWP) (55 e 3y ahaii 9 (FC) 48 5o b b S 58 (S 300 93 onS0be ) Jad

Table 1. Average of two physical characters field capacity (FC) and permanent wilting point (PWP) of

experimental field at 0-60 cm depth

(Amadl) 255 70 Josly

Matrix potential (At)

ST IR

Humidity (%)

*FC)-0.1

(PWP)-15

18.35
16.58
12.93
10.75

9.55
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* Field capacity was given -0.1 (At) because of the lightness of soit.
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Table 2. Average of humidity weight percentage at 0-60 cm depth for different treatments at the end of

stress period

e L R R o JE ST LT TS
Treatment Humidity weight percentage
{0-60 cm depth)
70.000 pltha 7.59
160.000 plha 731
140.000 plha 1.22
Drought stress $as 25 5.64
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Fig. 1. Bffect of density stress {70, 100 & 140 thousand pl/ha) and drought stress at flowering on

phenological traits of corn
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