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Comparing the yield and some morphological characteristics of forage corn promising genotypes in
Tehran province
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Table 1. The number of genotypes and pedigrees of wheat genotypes

S5 &b 58 SRR ]
Genotype Mother’s genotype Father’s genotype

1 Kypoa31.1.101 MOy,

2 Karpa1210101 Kig

3 Ksesin Kion

4 7-CHTSEY 200211385/86 MOy,

5 KLMys027/2-13-1-1-1 Kion

6 KLM77029/8-1-1-1:222 Kis

7 Kie6p Kis

8 Kypo1:331011 Kiea0r3

9 Kapaisaii Kiga

10 Kie6p Kis

11 Kyno133.1.11 Kig

12 KLM77007/7-3-122-1-1 Kis

13 Kynoia111a Kis

14 Kypo121311 Kis

15 2-CHTSEY 200271380161 Kis

16 XTO; Kig6b
17 (K.S.C 704) SBy; MO,
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Table 2. The variance analyzes Comparing the yield and some morphological characteristics of forage corn
promising genotypes in Tehran province

S.0.V Sy mlis solilax o ey o, Sles [RSCTYERRWRR) Sz ddgle o Sleas 55 adgle o Slos
df Protein Protein percentage Dry forage Fresh forage
yield yield yield
Block sk 3 0.02" 1.57" 0.47" 12.81™
Genotyp s 16 0.22" 1.78" 1747 12.03°
Error s 48 0.008 0.58 0.29 6.28
/CV CVy. 12.61 8.6 6.78 7.03

o sime a3l pae g doyd gty g doyd ol e 48 o e a4 1S 5 7T
** * and ns are significantly at 1%, 5% and not significant, respectively
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Continued Table 2
az,° Slass >l Jsb ST cn YL elis) ks
SOV Sl ss lio sl Sy zlaw I ) 43l
df Number of g Ear Ear height from  Stem diameter
Leaves LAI length the ground

Block sk 3 0.49™ 02" 1.97™ 184.59" 0.02"
Genotyp i 16 0.1™ 2.347 1.25™ 62.11™ 0.004"™
Error s 48 0.08 0.03 1.38 52.61 0.004

CVy. Ol sk g 2.36 2.17 6.09 5.24 33

S 13U pac g o )0 iy 5 do )0 SO sl e jo s Jixe oS5 4 NS i
** * and ns are significantly at 1%, 5% and not significant, respectively
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Table 3. The means comparison the yield and some morphological characteristics of forage corn promising

genotypes in Tehran province

GeSss g 0 Sles Oy Qoo Sz adgle s Slae Fadgle o Slae
Genotyp Protein yield Protein Dry forage yield Fresh forage yield

(ton.ha) (%) (ton.ha) (ton/ha)

1 0.513% .25 6.19% 33.89™

2 0.668° 9.51%® 6.97¢ 34.64%¢
3 0.590°% 8.61% 6.84% 63.38%°
4 0.635% 9.37%¢ 6.74% 37.80%
5 0.503° 8.10%¢ 6.23% 35.93%¢
6 0.496° 8.26™ 6.00° 34.39%¢
7 0.662°¢ 9.36%° 7.02¢ 34.38%¢
8 0.569°% 8.34"d 6.78% 36.67%¢
9 0.546% 7.85¢ 6.87% 33.64%
10 0.584¢% 8.61% 6.78% 34.63%¢
11 1.110* 9.70° 11.41® 38.64°
12 1.050%® 9.75 10.74% 37.34%®
13 0.527°% 8.40"¢ 6.27% 32.48°
14 1.050° 9.77° 10.71% 37.24%
15 0.943° 9.31%¢ 10.13¢ 36.57%¢
16 0.528° 8.16% 6.48% 34.31%
17 1.090° 9.28%° 11.73° 37.89%

Ayl e o i Jlis mha o (STl Qsﬁ}-l L s)lo goe ST ajlie By > (gllo sl Kilo

Means with the same letters are not significantly different by Dancan’s method at 5% probability level.
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Continued Table 3
NS S ol S b (23 Db Jsb Oeey b 3 P o YL el el ks
Genotyp Number of Leaves area Ear length Ear height from the Stem
Leaves index cm) ground(cm) diameter(cm)
1 11.75™ 8.17% 18.77* 136.7° 1.92%
2 12.05%¢ 7.72% 19.27® 136.83* 1.89%
3 11.7° 7.93<d 18.7% 139.13* 1.94%
4 12.2%® 7.97% 18.19° 135.99° 1.92%
5 11.9%¢ 7.38" 19.73% 135.95" 1.88%
6 12.1%¢ 7.7% 19.63® 138.18* 1.94%
7 11.95%¢ 7.82°4 20.39° 135.03" 1.86°
8 11.95%¢ 7.06¢ 18.59% 135.24° 1.9%
9 11.85%¢ 6.73" 19.17%® 137.5° 1.91%
10 12.1%¢ 8.22° 18.81%® 139.84° 1.89%
11 12.05%¢ 8.02° 19.62® 145.09° 1.96™
12 12.15%¢ 6.72" 19.49% 136.53" 1.99°
13 12.05%¢ 6.49' 19.41%* 135.18° 1.91%
14 11.75 6.17 20 138.81° 1.91%
15 12.25° 758 19.52%® 135.3° 1.9%
16 12.1%¢ 5.93 19.23® 147.33* 1.91%®
17 12.05%¢ 6.21 18.81% 146.05 1.94%

5,105 sy g Jlex gl 50 (Sls 5031 b (gl sire IS alie By, syls slaynSilo
Means with the same letters are not significantly different by Dancan’s method at 5% probability level.
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Table 4. Correlation coefficient between traits yield and some morphological characteristics of forage corn promising genotypes in Tehran province

Slis sfhe oeSgpamys sgkoske  gasloshe  Spehw gheosls Phgb SIBboVlels) b s
g Protein S Fresh forage Leaves Sy Ear oo el .Stem
Protein contant Dry forage yield number Leaves area length Ear height from diameter
yield yield index the ground
ail Lé 1
Stem diameter
e e 3 L Y gl 1 0.11™
Ear height from the ground
I Jobo 1 -0.5™ 0.11™
Ear length
Sy asls 1 -0.07" -0.18™ -0.14™
Leaves area index
5 olaws 1 0.003™ 0.18™ 0.02™ 0.03™
Leaves number
5 ddgle o Slee 1 -0.03™ -0.04™ -0.11™ 0.16" 0.29"
Fresh forage yield - .
St adgle s Slos 1 0.59" 0.06™ -0.28" 0.06"™ 0.21™ 0.25™
Dry forage yield 3 3
RSCETYIRVEIR 1 0.59" 0.53" 0.08" -0.008™ 0.02™ 0.08™ 0.22™
Protein contant i
e o,Sles 1 0.75™ 097 0.66 0.08"™ -0.23™ 0.06™ 0.2™ 0.26™

Protein yield

£

Mo 56 pae 5wy gy 9w ys S Jloin gelaw o o ae o 4 DS 5 T F
*#% * and ns are significantly at 1%, 5% and not significant, respectively
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