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Determination of the Best Heat Stress Tolerance Indices in
Maize (Zea mays L.) Inbred Lines and Hybrids under
Khuzestan Province Conditions

Z. Khodarahmpourl*, R. Choukanz, M. R. Bihamta® and E. Majidi Hervan®

ABSTRACT

Maize improvement for high temperature tolerance requires the reliable assessment of
parental inbred lines and their combinations. Fifteen maize inbred lines were evaluated
during 2007 and 2008 in Shushtar city (Khuzestan Province). The inbred lines were
planted at two dates: 6 July, to coincide heat stress with pollination time; and 27 July, as
normal planting to avoid high temperature during pollination and grain filling period. In
addition, 28 hybrids from a combination of eight selected lines, were evaluated under the
same conditions in 2008. Five stress tolerance indices, including mean productivity (MP),
stress tolerance (TOL), stress susceptibility (SSI), stress tolerance index (STI) and
geometric mean productivity (GMP) were used in this study. Data analysis revealed that
the SSI, STI and GMP indices were the more accurate criteria for selection of heat
tolerant and high yielding genotypes. The positive and significant correlation of GMP and
grain yield under both conditions revealed that this index is more applicable and efficient
for selection of parental inbred lines in producing hybrids to be tolerant to high
temperatures and high yielding under both conditions. Based on two years’ data and
using the STI, GMP and MP indices, K166B, K166A and K18xK166B proved to be the
most heat tolerant lines and hybrid. Biplot analysis allowed us to distinguish groups of
tolerant and sensitive inbred lines and hybrids. Based on the results of this study, the

hybrid K18xK166B can be recommended for the Khuzestan region.
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INTRODUCTION

Stress can reduce maize grain yield and
quality and any further rise in temperature
reduces the pollen viability and silk
receptivity, resulting in poor seed set and
reduced grain yield (Johnson, 2000; Aldrich
et al., 1986; Samuel er al., 1986). In the
southern part of Iran, especially in
Khuzestan, high temperature stress is one of
the most important abiotic stresses in the
maize growing area. Increasing heat
tolerance of hybrids is consequently a

challenge for maize breeders. For this, it is
necessary for promising inbred lines as well
as their combinations to be tested under both
normal and heat stress conditions.

Different indices have been employed for
screening stress tolerant genotypes. These
indices are based either on stress resistance
or susceptibility of genotypes (Fernandez,
1992). Rosielle and Hamblin (1981) defined
stress tolerance (TOL) as the differences in
yield between the non-stress (Yp) and stress
(Ys) environments and mean productivity
(MP) as the average yield of Yp and Ys.
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Fischer and Maurer (1978) proposed a
genotype stress susceptibility index (SSI) as
a ratio of genotypic performance under
stress and non-stress conditions. Fernandez
(1992) introduced a stress tolerance index
(STD) which can be wused to identify
genotypes that yield well under both stress
and non-stress conditions. Geometric mean
productivity (GMP) is another index which
is often used by breeders interested in
relative performance (Ramirez and Kelly,
1998). Rosielle and Hamblin (1981)
reported a positive correlation between MP
and Ys, therefore selection based on MP will
improve average yield under both stress and
non-stress environments. Other studies also
showed a high and positive correlation
between MP and yield under stress
conditions (Sanjari, 1998; Ghajar Sepanlo et
al., 2000).

A low TOL index indicates higher
tolerance to stress. Selection based on this
criterion favors genotypes with low yield
potential under non-stress conditions and
high yield under stress conditions
(Fernandez, 1992). This criterion does not
permit us to separate genotypes Yyielding
well under stressed conditions from
genotypes yielding well under both stress
and unstressed conditions. Stress indices
based on loss of yield under stress
conditions in comparison to normal
conditions have been used for screening
stress tolerant genotypes. Mitra (2001),
Fernandez (1992) and Kristin et al. (1997)
used genotypes’ GMP under both conditions
for the determination of susceptibility to
avoid the effects of stress variation in
different years. Clarke et al. (1992) used SSI
for evaluation of drought tolerance in wheat
genotypes and found a year-by-year
variation in SSI for genotypes and their
ranking pattern. Ramirez and Kelly (1998)
reported that selection based on a
combination of GMP and SSI indices may
provide a more desirable criterion for
improving drought resistance in common
bean.

In wheat, Bansal and Sinha (1991)
proposed to use SSI and grain yield as
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stability parameters to identify drought
resistant  genotypes. Moghaddam and
Hadizadeh (2000) reported that S77 is more
applicable for selection of maize genotypes
tolerant to stress than SSI. STI and GMP
tend to select hybrids with high yield under
stress and non-stress conditions, while SS/
identifies genotypes yielding well under
stress conditions (Khalili et al., 2004; Souri
et al., 2005; Karami et al., 2006). The
present study was conducted to examine the
accuracy of different stress tolerance indices
in identifying maize inbred lines and hybrids
for heat stress tolerance.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

The study was conducted at Shushtar city
located in Khuzestan Province, Iran (32°2 N
and 48°50" E, 150m asl) during two years
2007 and 2008. The soil type at this location
is clay loam, pH= 7.6 with EC= 0.5 mmhos
cm’.

Fifteen maize inbred lines were evaluated
using a randomized complete block design
with three replications, under two planting
dates: 6 July, to coincide with heat stress and
pollination time; and 27 July (the normal
planting date) to avoid a high temperature
during pollination and grain filling period.
Twenty-eight  hybrids obtained from
combinations of eight selected inbred lines
with different reactions to heat stress were
evaluated under the same conditions in
2008. Each plot contained three rows 75 cm
apart and 9 m in length and consisted 45
hills; each of two seeds were sown, one of
whose seedlings were removed at the six
leaves stage. The experiment was irrigated
every five days, fertilizers were applied prior
to sowing at a rate of 120 kg N ha'and 140
kg P ha™', and additional side dressing of 120
kg N ha'! was applied at the six leaves stage
of maize plants. Minimum and maximum air
temperatures at pollination time were 29°C
and 45°C in 2007 and 31°C and 45°C in
2008 under heat stress conditions (planting
date 6 July) and 24°C and 38°C in 2007 and



Best Heat Stress Tolerance Indices in Maize

JAST

Table 1. Average minimum and maximum . . Ys Ys.Yp
temperature of research farm in heat stress in which S/ =1-= and STI = >
and non-stress conditions in 2007 and 2008. Yp (Yp)

(Fernandez,1992) with Ys and Yp being the

Temperature (°C) yields of genotypes evaluated under stress

Months Minimum Maximum and non-stress conditions and Ys and Yp

the mean yield over all genotypes evaluated
under stress and non-stress conditions.

July 30°C  31°C 46°C 46°C Analysis of variance was performed for
each individual experiment and year, using

2007 2008 2007 2008

August 320C  32°C 47°C 46°C

£ the SPSS computer program as well as mean
September ~ 29°C  31°C  45°C 45°C comparison and correlation coefficients. The
October 240C 230C 1380C 380C biplot display was used, which provides a

useful tool for data analysis. To display the
genotypes in biplot, a principal component
analysis was performed.

November 190oC 17°C 32°C 27°C

23°C and 38°C in 2008 under normal

conditions (planting date 27 July) (Table 1). RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Stress tolerance indices were calculated by

the following formgla: ) The analysis of variance showed
TOL= Y)-Y; (Rosielle and Hamblin, 1981), significant differences between inbred lines
MP = Yp+Ys (Rosielle and Hamblin, gnd betyveen hybrids (Table 2). Among
inbred lines, K166B and K166A produced
_ high grain yield under both stress and non-
1981), GMP = YpYs (Fernandez, 1992), stress conditions in the two years. K3651/2
1— ﬁ had the highest yield under non-stressed, but
(. low yield under stressed conditions. K47/2-
SSI = (Fischer and Maurer, 1978), 2-13-3-1-1-1; K19 lines had relatively high

yield in non-stressed conditions, but

Table 2. Analysis of variance of stress tolerance indices and yield in heat stress and non-stress conditions in
maize inbred lines in 2007-2008.

Source of Degree Mean of squares
variance of Yp© Ys? MP © GMP? STI® SSI” TOL ¢
freedom
2007 Block 2 1020982ns 63452ns 145555ns 120ns 0.23ns 0.04ns 1075678ns
Line 14 1560356**  666166** 965432%% 8994 #%* 0.65%*  (.35%* 1877321%*
Error 28 353517 86319 100421 95625 0.18 0.008 586526
2008 Block 2 970002ns 44086ns 150215ns 97ns 0.12ns  0.002ns 1431137*
Line 14 1589764**%  710195%* 864802 ** 908376**  (0.52%* 0.28** 1144279%*%*
Error 28 355490 87176 122076 95625 0.1 0.004 396527
2008 " Block 2 2317944* 535426* 216145ns 171559ns 0.2%% 0.04ns 4792526%*
Hybrid 27 1316319%* 1092651%*  912147** 1169363**  (0.34**  (.38%* 1154495*
Error 54 584733 145969 174202 137082 0.04 0.16 740475

“and ", Significant at 5% and 1% levels, respectively. ns= Non significant.

“ Yield in non-stress conditions, > Yield in stress conditions, © Mean Productivity, 4 Geometric Mean
Productivity, ¢ Stress Tolerance Index, / Stress Susceptibility Index,  Tolerance Index.

" Analysis of variance of stress tolerance indices and yield in heat stress and non-stress conditions in maize
hybrids in 2008.
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relatively low yield under stressed
conditions. In contrast, K18 and K19/1 lines
had a high yield under stressed and
intermediate  yield under non-stressed
conditions (Table 3). Among the hybrids,
K18xK166B had the highest yield under
both conditions. K166AxK3640/5,
K166AxK47/2-2-1-21-2-1-1-1 and
K166AxK19 had the highest yield under
non-stressed and intermediate yield under
stressed conditions. K18xK47/2-2-1-21-2-1-
1-1 showed the smallest yield difference
between  stressed and  non-stressed
conditions (Table 4).

Based on the MP index, the K166B,
K3651/2 and K166A lines and K18xK166B
and K18xK47/2-2-1-21-2-1-1-1  hybrids
were identified as tolerant (Tables 3 and 4).
Therefore, according to these results,
selection based on MP will improve mean
yield under both conditions, but does not
allow to discriminate lines of groups A (high
yield under both conditions) and B (high
yield under non-stress and low yield under
stress conditions). The same results were
reported by Moghaddam and Hadizadeh
(2002) and Khalili ez al. (2004).

TOL index allowed us to select MO17,
K166A and K3640/5 lines and K18xK19
hybrid as tolerant genotypes (Tables 3 and
4). All of these genotypes, except K166A,
were low yielding under both conditions.
This is due to low yield differences between
the two conditions, that decreased the value
of the TOL index. Therefore, low TOL does
not mean high yielding, and genotype yield
should be taken in consideration in addition
to this criterion. Similar results were
reported by Ahmadzadeh (1997) for maize
hybrids. Limitations of using the TOL index
have also been discussed in relation to wheat
(Clark et al, 1992) and common bean
(Ramirez and Kelly, 1998). Although low
TOL has been used for selecting genotypes
with tolerance to stress, the likelihood of
selecting low yielding genotypes can be
anticipated (Ramirez and Kelly, 1998).

According to SSI, the K166A and then,
K166B and K18 inbred Ilines and
K18xK47/2-2-1-21-2-1-1-1 hybrid were

114

revealed as tolerant to heat stress. K166A
yielded relatively highly in both conditions,
while K18 and K18x K47/2-2-1-21-2-1-1-1
had an intermediate yield under non-stressed
and a relatively high yield under stressed
conditions. K166B yielded well under both
conditions (Tables 3 and 4). Therefore, this
index discriminated group A genotypes from
others. This finding is consistent with that
reported by Moghaddam and Hadizadeh
(2000) in maize.

Based on S7I, the lines K166A and
K166B and the hybrid K18xK166B showed
the highest tolerance to heat stress.
K18xK166B produced the highest yield in
both conditions (Tables 3 and 4). This index
also separate group A from other groups.
This is in consistent with those reported by
Ahmadzadeh (1997), Moghaddam and
Hadizadeh (2000) and Khaili ef al. (2004) in
maize.

The study of GMP showed more
comprehensive results. Based on this index,
the K166B, K166A and K18 lines and
K18xK3640/5 and K18xK47/2-2-1-21-2-1-
1-1 hybrids were revealed as tolerant, and
had high yield under both conditions (Tables
3 and 4). The ability to separate group A
genotypes from others using the GMP index
is consistent with the results reported by
Ahmadzadeh (1997) and Khalili et al
(2004) in maize, Kristin et al. (1997) and
Fernandez (1992) in common bean, Souri et
al. (2005) in pea, Karami et al. (2005) in
barley and Rezaeizad (2007) in sunflower.
This makes GMP the most accurate criterion
in selecting genotypes with tolerance to heat
stress and high yield under both stressed and
non-stressed conditions.

To determine the most desirable stress
tolerant criterion, the correlation coefficient
between Yp, Ys and quantitative indices of
stress tolerance were calculated (Table 5).
There were significant correlations between
Yp, and (MP, GMP and TOL); and between
Ys, and (MP, STI, GMP and SSI); GMP and
MP  consequently appeared as better
predictors of Yp and Ys than TOL, SSI and
STI. The relationships observed between
both Yp and Ys, and MP are consistent with
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Table 5. Phenotypic correlation coefficients between maize inbred lines yield (2007 and 2008) and
hybrids in stress and non-stress conditions and heat stress tolerance indices.

Yp* Ys” TOL ° STI SSI¢ MP/
Ys 0.53%
TOL 0.76%*  -0.14ns
Line 2007 STI 034ns  0.95%  -033ns
year SSI 03508 -0.95%*  03Ins  -0.99%*
MP 0.93%% 081"  046ns  0.66™F  -0.67%%
GMP®  074%  096**  0.13ns  0.87%%  -0.87%  (.94%
Ys 0.52%
TOL 0.75%%  -0.17ns
Line 2008 STI 0.66%%  0.93*  0.02ns
year SSI -0.38ns  -0.96**  03Ins  -0.82%*
MP 0.93%%  0.80%%  04dns  0.88%F  -0.69%*
GMP 075%% 095  0.13ns  0.95%F  -0.88%%  (.94%*
Ys 0.50%%
TOL 0.57%%  -0.40%
, STI 0.66%* 095  -02lns
Hybrid SSI 0.07ns  -0.81%F  0.69%%  -0.62%*
MP 0.88%%  0.86™*  0.12ns  0.92%F  -0.49%*
GMP 071%%  096%  -0.15ns  096%*  0.65%F  0.95%*

“and ”", Significant at 5% and 1% levels, respectively.

ns= Nonsignificant.

“Yield in non-stress conditions, ® Yield in stress conditions, ¢ Tolerance Index,  Stress Tolerance
Index, ¢ Stress Susceptibility Index, 7 Mean Productivity, ¢ Geometric Mean Productivity.

those reported by Fernandez (1992) in
mungbean and Farshadfar and Sutka (2002)
in maize. In the present study, the
correlation coefficients between SSI and Ys
were r= -0.95 and -0.96 in the two years,
respectively, for inbred lines and r= -0.81
for hybrids. Thus, selection for SS/ should
give decreased yield under heat stress
conditions. Therefore selection for stress
tolerance should give a positive yield
response in a hot environment. The
correlation coefficients between STI and Yp
were r= 0.95, r= 0.93 for inbred lines in

Table 6. Eigen values, cumulative proportion and component of first and second tolerance indices and yield in

2007 and 2008, and r= 0.95 for hybrids in
2008. The correlation coefficients between
STI and Ys were r= 0.34, r= 0.66 and r=
0.66, respectively. Thus, selection for S71
should give positive responses under non-
stressed conditions. These results are similar
to those reported by Ahmadzadeh (1997),
Moghaddam and Hadizadeh (2000) and
Khalili et al. (2004). A high correlation
coefficient between Ys and S7/ and a
negative correlation coefficient between Ys
and SSI indicated that selection for tolerance
based on STI and SS/ would be worthwhile

stress and non-stress conditions in maize inbred lines in two years and maize hybrids.

Treatment  Component  Figen  Cumulative Yp Ys MP GMP TOL SSI STI
values  proportion

Line 1 4.909 %70.12 0384 0978 -0297 0.703 -0992 0.992  0.900
Year 1 2 2.025 %99.05 0923 0.165 0950 0.709 0.302 -0.046 0.427
Line 1 5.062 %72.32 0.507 0994  0.796 0949 -0.188 -0.967 0.937
Year 2 2 1.795 %97.96 0.861 0.014 0.605 0311 0980 0.138 0.217
Hybrid 1 4.790 %68.43 0.854 0.886 0997 0969 0.067 -0.521 0.938
2 1.982 %96.74 0.510 -0.461 0.055 -0.212 0985 0.784 -0.250
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only when the target environment is heat
stressed. Fernandez (1992) proposed ST7 as
an index which discriminates genotypes with
high yield and stress tolerance potentials. In
this study, we found positive and high
correlation between grain yield under heat
stress and STI. The correlation coefficients
between GMP and yield in stress and non-
stress environments were highly positive and
significant, especially under stressed
conditions (Table 5). Hence, selection for
high GMP should give positive responses in
both  environments. = The correlation
coefficients between MP and, Yp and Ys
were high and positive (Table 5). Therefore,
selection for MP should give positive
responses in both environments. Similar
results were reported by Ahmadzadeh
(1997) in maize and Ghajar Sepanlo et al.
(2000) and Sanjari (1998) in wheat.
Selection based on a combination of indices
may provide a more useful criterion for
improving stress tolerance of maize.
Principal component analysis (PCA) of
inbred lines revealed that the first PCA
explained 70.12% and 72.32% of the
variation with Yp, Ys, MP, GMP, SSI, TOL
and S77 in 2007 and 2008, respectively. In
the case of hybrids, the first PCA explained
68.43% of the variation with the same
attributes (Table 6). Thus, the first axis
(PCAT) can be identified as yield potential
and heat tolerance. Considering the high and
positive value of this PCA on biplot,
selected genotypes will be high yielding
under stress and non-stress environments.
The second PCA explained 28.93%, 25.64%
and 28.31% of the variation with different
attributes in 2007 and 2008 in inbred lines
and in 2008 in hybrids, respectively (Table
6). Therefore the second component (PCA2)
can be named as a stress susceptible
component with low yield in a stressful
environment. Thus selection of genotypes
that have high PCA1 and low PCA2 are
suitable for both stress and non-stress
environments. Therefore, K166B, K166A,
K18 and KI19/1 inbred Ilines and
K18xK166B, K18xK47/2-2-1-21-2-1-1-1,
K166BxK3640/5, K166BxK47/2-2-1-21-2-
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1-1-1 and K166BxK19 hybrids are superior
for both environments with high PCA1 and
low PCA2.

Kaya et al. (2002) revealed that genotypes
with larger PCA1 and lower PCA2 scores
gave high yields (stable genotypes), and
genotypes with lower PCA1 and larger
PCA2 scores had low yields (unstable
genotypes). The use of biplot display in
selecting drought tolerant genotypes has
already been used by Ahmadzadeh (1997) in
maize, Fernandez (1992) in common bean,
Souri et al. (2005) in pea and Karami et al.
(2006) in barley. The correlation coefficient
among any two indices is  given
approximately by the cosinus of the angle
between their vectors. Hence, r= cos 180°= -
1, cos 0°= 1, and co0s90°= 0 (Yan and
Rajcan, 2002). Thus, a strong positive
association between GMP, MP and STI with
Yp and Ys was revealed by the acute angles
between the corresponding vectors. A
negative association between SSI and Ys was
reflected by the larger obtuse angles
between their vectors in a biplot display
(Figure 1). The results obtained from the
biplot graph, confirmed the correlation
analysis. Results of this study are in good
agreement with Golabadi er al. (2006) in
durum for drought tolerance.

CONCLUSIONS

According to the results of the two years,
the use of the SSI, STI and GMP indices
should help to improve heat tolerance in
inbred lines. GMP that showed high positive
correlations with grain yield in both stressed
and non-stressed environments should be
more efficient in inbred line selection. In the
case of hybrids, MP, GMP and STI are all
applicable. In general, selection of inbred
maize lines and hybrids based on GMP
might allow us to improve heat tolerance
and potential yield under both environments.
Based on biplot display, the lines K166B,
K166A, K18 and K19/1 appeared as having
high yield potential and low stress
susceptibility. Based on biplot analysis, the
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Figure 1. The biplot display of yield in seven
heat tolerance indices based on the first and
second main components [A] maize inbred
lines in first year; [B] maize inbred lines in
second year; [C] maize hybrids.

hybrids K18xK166B, K18xK47/2-2-1-21-2-
2-1-1-1, K166BxK3640/5, K166BxK47/2-
2-1-21-2-1-1-1 and K166BxK19 exhibited
high yield potential and low stress
susceptibility. The K18xK166B hybrid
showed high yield under both conditions.
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Parents of this hybrid are high yielding
inbred lines in both environments. Based on
the results of this study, the hybrid
K18xK166B can be recommended for the
Khuzestan region. Therefore, regarding the
frequency of heat tolerant combinations, we
can conclude that K166B should be a source
of heat tolerance in crosses for hybrid
production.

REFRENCES

1. Ahmadzadeh, A., 1997. Determination of
the Best Drought Tolerance Index in
Selected Maize (Zea mays L.) Lines. MSc.
Thesis, Tehran University, Tehran, Iran.

2. Aldrich, S. R., Scott, W. O. and Hoeft, R.
G. 1986. Modern Maize Production. 3™
Edition, A and L publications, Inc., Station
A, Box F, Champaign, Illinois 61820.

3. Bansal, K. C. and Sinha, S. K. 1991.
Assessment of Drought Resistance in 20
Accessions of Triticum aestivum and
Related Species. I. "Total Dry Matter and
Grain Yield Stability". Euphytica, 56: 7-14.

4. Clark, J. M., DePauw, R. M. and Townley-
Smith, T. F. 1992. Evaluation of Methods
for Qualification of Drought Tolerance in
Wheat. Crop Sci., 32: 423-428.

5. Farshadfar, E. and Sutka, J. 2002.
Multivariate Analysis of Drought Tolerance
in  Wheat (Triticum  aestivum L.)
Substitution Lines. Cereal Res. Commun.,
31: 33-39.

6. Fernandez, G. J., 1992. Effective Selection
Criteria for Assessing Plant Stress
Tolerance. 1In: "Proceeding of the
International Symposium on Adaptation of
Vegetables and other Food Crops in
Temperature and Water Stress". Aug 13-
16, Taiwan, PP. 257-270.

7. Fischer, R. A. and Maurer, R. 1978.
Drought Resistance in Spring Wheat
(Triticum aestivum L.) Cultivars. 1. Grain
Yeild Response. Aust. J. Agri. Res., 29:
897-912.

8. Ghagar Sepanlo, M., Siyadat, H., Mirlatifi,
M. and Mirnia, S. Kh. 2000. Effect of
Cutting of Irrigation in Different Growth
Sages on Yield and Water Use Efficiency
and Comparison Some Drought Tolerance



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

Khodarahmpour et al.

Indices in Four Wheat (Triticum aestivum
L.) varieties. Soil Water J. 12(10): 64-75.
Golabadi, M., Arzani, A. and
Mirmohammadi Maibody, S. A. M. 2006.
Assessment of Drought Tolerance in
Segregating Populations in Durum Wheat.
African J. Agri. Res., 1(5): 162-171.
Jahanbin, Sh., Tahmasbi Sarvestani, Z. and
Modares, A. M. 2002. Study of Some
Quantitative Traits and Responses of Hull-
less Barley (Hordeum vulgare L.)
Genotypes under Terminal Heat Stress
Condition. Iranian J. Crop Sci., 4(4): 265-
276.

Johnson, C. 2000. Ag Answers: Post-
pollination Period Critical to Maize Yields.
Agricultural ~ Communication  Service,
Purdue University.

Khalili, M., Kazemi, H. and Shakiba, M. R.
2004. Evaluation of Drought Resistance
Indices in Growth Different Stages of
Maize Late Genotypes. The 8" Iranian
Crop Production and Breeding Congress,
Aug25-27, Gilan, Iran, PP. 41.

Karami, A. A., Ghanadha, M. R., Naghavi,
M. R. and Mardi, M. 2006. Identification
Drought Tolerance Varieties in Barley
(Hordeum vulgare L.). Iranian J. Crop Sci.,
37(2): 371-379.

Kaya, Y., Palta, C. and Taner, S. 2002.
Additive Main Effects and Multiplicative
Interactions Analysis of Yield Performance
in Bread Wheat Genotypes across
Environments. Turk. J. Agri. Hor., 26: 275-
279.

Kristin, A. S., Serna, R. R., Perez, F. L.,
Enriquez, B. C., Gallegos, J. A. A., Vallejo,
P. R., Wassimi, N. and Kelley, J. D. 1997.
Improving Common Bean Performance
under Drought Stress. Crop Sci., 37: 43-50.
Mitra, J., 2001. Genetics and Genetic
Improvement of Drought Resistance in
Crop Plants. Curr. Sci., 80: 758-762.
Moghadam, A. and Hadizadeh, M. H. 2000.
Study Use of Compression Stress in
Drought  Stress Tolerance  Varieties

120

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

Selection in Maize (Zea mays L.). J. Crop
Sci., 2(3): 25-38.

Moghadam, A. and Hadizadeh, M. H. 2002.
Response of Maize (Zea mays L.) Hybrids
and Their Parental Lines to Drought Using
Different Stress Tolerance Indices. Seed
Plant, 18(3): 255-272.

Ramirez, P. and Kelly. J. D. 1998. Traits
Related to Drought Resistance in Common
Bean. Euphytica, 99: 127-136.

Rezaeizad, A. 2007. Response of Some
Sunflower Genotypes to Drought Stress
Using Different Stress Tolerance Indices.
Seed Plant, 23(1): 43-58.

Rosielle, A. A. and Hamblin, J. 1981.
Theoretical Aspects of Selection for Yield
in Stress and non-Stress Environments.
Crop Sci., 21: 943-946.

Samuel, R. A., Scott, W. O. and Hoft, R. G.
1986. Modern Maize Production. 3"
Edition. A and L publishers, Inc., Station
A, Box F, Champaign, Illinois 61820.
Similar to reference No. 2

Sanjeri, A. Gh. 1998. Evaluation Drought
Stress tolerance Resources and Wheat
(Triticum aestivum L.) Lines and Varieties
Yield Stability in Semi Drought Region of
Country. The 5™ Crop Production and
Breeding Congress, Aug27-29, Karaj, Iran,
PP. 244-243.

Souri, J., Dehghani, H. and Sabaghpour, S.
H. 2005. Study Pea (Pisum sativum L.)
Genotypes in Water Stress Condition.
Iranian J. Agri. Sci., 36(6): 1517-1527.
Yan, W. and Rajcan, 1. 2002. Biplot
Analysis of Test Sites and Trait Relations
of Soybean in Ontario. Crop Sci., 42: 11-
20.



Best Heat Stress Tolerance Indices in Maize JJA\b; ]F

Lulph 50 O30 S s g B pY 33 b F i 4 oo (b)) ol 9 g coudd
Ol 395

Oled o g lod 2.y .2 O 82 .y g ilvs L)

oS
033 .Sl LT LS 5 5 o llly slapV s gwy a3 YU (los 4 el (615 )5 e
5yl s b5l (Ol g Olial) b gd Oliw gl 55 VWAV 5 \WAZ cladle )5 &yl el Y
Olsie 4 olosla o & 5 Ll 03 8 0los b LS 25 Glojas ) slite o ola 5 10 G0l 53 3 bacyY
Lys S CiS wls Gdd s 0ys3 5 SLidl 03 8 Ol o YU sles Sl Ol S seme iSOl
250 WAV Jlo 53 wlie Blpd 53 ey 85 0¥ Ctin oS5 5l Jolo s YA (il 2 05l
(TOL) 25 4 oo dMP) (6550 ke Jols 25 4 Jaod sl gy a3 8 515 b5
adllas :p1 HX(GMP) ()5 0,0 cwdin ke o(STI) L5 4 fasw a2 ls (SSD) L5 4 Sl
&l S 5G33 slae GMP 5 STI SSI (la ozl 45 513 OLis Laosls 4 jo iz 1 3 oslizul 3 ) 4o
(et s A5 O3y 5 A5 b 53 g 53 Vs Shes 5 LS Jasi b lac s 2 S
Lgua\zu;;,_f@,. el cplaS sls QL:SJQJJ,&}:JAJJ43|.>.>J.§L.93GMP)|.>G:M5¢.;¢
St @1 s 53 0 Co Vs Slas 5 Vb slos 4 Jomuie glac o A 55 5 st &0 ol
5 K166B (sla,N MP 5 GMP STI sla_osls jl oslizal b 5 Jlu 53 glaosls ulul, w350
L s s als LS 5 4 Lyes s LY o5 Jess KIBXKIG6B W a5 K166A
o) @l ool ol pasii LS 55wy b s 5 Y el s et laeg 8 (O

3 gad 4o 5 Ol ) 5 adbate (gl 5 Ol 55 o0 1 KI8XKI66B o ,op asllae

121



