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Indirect Selection Using Best Linear Unbiased
Prediction Analysis (BLUP) in Maize inbred
lines (Zea mays L.)

Esraa AL-Boush’ Dr. Ayman AL-Ouda”™

Abstract

In order to evaluate and select best inbred lines of maize using Best
Linear Unbiased Prediction analysis (BLUP), in addition to estimating the
coefficients of genotypic and phenotypic variation, heritability, and genetic
advance. The study was conducted at Abu Garash Farm, Faculty of
Agriculture, Damascus University, during two successive growing seasons
(2018 and 2019). The experiment was laid according to the randomized
complete block design (RCBD) with three replications. There were
significant differences among the investigated genotypes (inbreds) for all the
studied traits, except for the anthesis-silking interval, indicating the
importance of genetic variation in the expression of most traits. The values
of the phenotypic coefficient of variance (PCV) were greater than the values
of the genotypic coefficient of variance (GCV), indicating the effect of the
environmental factors on the expression of the studied traits. Results also
showed that the values of heritability in the broad sense (Hgs) were high in
all traits except for the anthesis-silking interval, and were accompanied with
high values of the genetic advance (GA%) in plant height, ear height, tassel
size, plant leaf area, leaf area index, leaf senescence, water use efficiency,
nitrogen use efficiency, nitrogen uptake efficiency, nitrogen utilization
efficiency, grain per ear, 100— kernel weight, biological yield per plant, grain
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yield per plant and harvest index. The highest breeding values for the grain
and biological yield per plant, and harvest index were recorded by the two
inbred lines 1L-272-06 and IL-90-14, therefore these two inbred lines were
predicted to give hybrids with high grain and biological yields.

Key words: Best Linear Unbiased Prediction, Genetic Advance,
Genotypic variation, Heritability, Maize, Phenotypic variation.
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6.93 41.94 248.2 0.78 il
7.0 7.1 6.5 3.6 CV%
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@elad) ol Lelee ad G ) (4 cJsandl) bl cujlal (Ad) el cldial

%GCV=2.65; ) Sl HlajY) acse Clia & dimidie Cul€ GCV Jyslly PCV
il 2 gas ((NGCV=2.71; %PCV=3.13) Cusall a3yl se5a5 «(%PCV=3.19
%GCV=8.22; ) lall 48, daludly (%GCV=4.57; %PCV=4.89)  aslssl
il Led ((%GCV=8.22; %PCV=9.33) i)l daludl sy ((%PCV=9.33
ousiall i)y ((%GCV=13.46; %PCV=14.37) <l gliy) Clia & dlaugie
«(%GCV=13.44;%PCV=14.21) 38l 3)sll anans «(%GCV=9.90; %PCV=10.51)
) Dl 3, (WGCV=15.23; %PCV=17.74)  GhsY)  dagad,
«(%GCV=11.88; %PCV=12.41) 4= AW (py5 «(%GCV=15.22; %PCV=17.98)
lelaal iy L Gl Ly (%GCV=10.28; %PCV=12.42) slaall Jelaa
«(%%GCV=22.49; PCV=23.38) sbuall Jlaxin) 3ci€ lica & Jlly (gpedaal) kil
s palail 3y ((GCV=2249; %PCV=23.38) g3Vl Jlexind 36y
%GCV=2L157; ) wusipll 4 sl 2ey (%GCV=3497; %PCV=35.15)
sl dally (%%GCV=21.48; PCV=22.43) iall £l dlally ((%PCV=23.92
daal s ool ol c el Jls ((%GCV=22.94; %PCV=24.01) clall
halas ad )l (e w23l Aigally 3R gl sel o Seill Jualdll sk
L (GCV a (o el CulS PCV o G iy ¥ elld G Y] Ahslls gpedad) bl
Gl Jalae wd Cangli Aug el cilial) glu b Al Jalsall il U e
lia 5 %35.15 U «Cusall a3y dese dia 3 %3.13 e PCV (5ekadll
dia (B %2.65 o Shsl il Jalae ad gl Lad g3y (aliaial 301S
(4 dsall) sV paliaial 3elS dba 4 %34.97 83 l3Y) acge
Pandey ¢2017¢3M)s Ferdoush ¢2018¢ Belay) zili ao ilull oda i)
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il Cuyaill Aap ad O i) cpelily (20176 055)s Matin €2017¢ o5k
On el Jualdll sk Aaia fae dusgyadl) Clial) gan 3 dxdipe CuilS Hgs aass)
DY) e e e JS (3 0.87 (e il Cus cBiially 5800 il el
(4 Jsal) @y paliaial 3:US daa 8 0.99 ) cobasll Jalees Sadl)
A3l Aminie Lo VS gl a8 cadiyally Amididl) Sl a2 0l
ol Jealdl) Jshay cansall Slasy) ac ey o S Y1 acge clia 3 Sl
loal dniiye Lady coasdoidl) moall acgey Biigpally 3NN gl sl o
by elall 485l dalually @83l 5)5ll aans (Lusipall gli)ly clall ¢ )
Jlariad 3.5 colaadl Jlaxivd 3.5 ¢5lsY) dasands bl 48,00 dalil)
sl gl daey (g Y) el 35 g V) aliaial 3eliSy g3V
slasl) Jabeas cculall Zyall Zlally cculall poatll yie dygal) Alally cdon 2L (355
Jols (o S Jiad (0 2may Jld il o3¢ i) & e Jay Lo cclall
e 50 dhia 8 %5.73 (e bl pXl ad Canglii a8 Aadipe Aol adl)y sl
e ol sl (31 LY aliaial 30 US dda 8 %72.26 Y S Slagy)
Matin €2017¢ o5>)s Pandey ¢2017¢ o5>)s Ferdoush ¢2018¢ Belay) gt
(2017 codhais

dad s ((BLUP) Jlade b hd 5 Juadl Jiai e dnjil) o as
IL-200-14 DLl caad 38 (5 cJsanll) gAY diia (o duspaall Y Dll 4y 53l
aly sl JRY) aeges S LY aese b b adll el 1L-239-14
BRI sl sek o el Jualdll Jsh dda Al DL Calias
Nguany (o Aigally
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all acge ddal adll el IL-90-145 IL-200-14 oDl el Lad

IL- 5 1L-272-06 oallall & bl g byl dsal adl) leb cilils WS . sl il
Canall e A ehtall B Jpane Glia aal (e @l gl 3 90-14
Al-) (L2aY) Galall) Lgad) dlally Afiall dall Ggy sl diall o hagiji
S eal) e siall aaey ehaall 53 3 clall gl aaatys (2006 <Zobae
JsbY) L Jay) Jlady Cum bl Jola DA e ol ST Gl 2 i
Nsall % s ehnall A 8 Gl (58 comel) sy AT by B L
& e LGSl e Ad) By 0588 I lagyl Alaje B AN Al
zoaill) sl oDl 5538 PIA gl oDl A 50y A (g Gyl dlall 50l
-(1972 «Campbell s Hume) ( o= s! 5234l

corpiall bl Jalaa ¢ sl Culil) Jalaa ¢ ggliall bl sl bl (4) by Jgand)

) (e gsina (3 oy caladl Jagiall ¢ Alsl) aX canlsl Anally i) sil) dp )

PH PHM ASI ) AD Statistic
352.13 | 24.76 0.00 4.12 3.65 GV sl culal
401.34 | 28.43 0.20 551 5.28 PV (opelad cplil
1346 | 457 0.00 2.71 2.65 %GCV sl cplidl Jalaa
1437 | 4.89 14.96 3.13 319 | %PCV sehaadl cplid Jales
096 | 0.95 0.00 0.90 0.87 Has sl iy
2832 | 9.62 0.00 5.80 5.73 %GA Syl p3il
139.42 | 10895 | 3.01 7506 | 72.05 alall L gidl

9.13 | 2.49 0.00 1.49 1.59 LSD

LS LAI LA TS EH Statistic
6174 | 003 | 10109564 | 2.02 | 53.66 GV sl okl
83.84 | 004 | 12994824 | 226 | 60.52 PV (pelad cplil
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1523 | 8.22 8.22 13.44 | 9.90 %GCV ) cxlidl Jela

17.74 | 9.33 9.33 1421 | 1051 | %PCV sehaall culall Jelas

089 | 091 0.91 0.96 0.96 Hes sl dao

3270 | 1756 | 17.56 2821 | 20.80 %GA sl ol

5161 | 221 | 386572 | 1058 | 73.99 alall Lo sidl

592 | 012 | 216.10 0.64 3.42 LSD

GN | NUEE | NUpE NUE | WUE Statistic
6149.90 | 29.52 0.20 9338 | 0.03 GV sl culad
7560.38 | 41.19 0.20 100.90 | 0.03 PV spelad ool

21.57 15.22 34.97 22.49 22.49 %GCV S5l cplall Jalas

23.92 17.98 35.15 23.38 23.38 %PCV gedadl colill Jalaa

093 | 0.88 0.99 0.97 0.97 Has sl iy
4583 | 3277 | 7226 46.97 | 46.97 %GA Syl p3il
363.53 | 35.69 1.27 4296 | 071 alall Lo il
4819 | 4.28 0.06 3.60 0.06 LSD

HI GYP BY f\?\/_ Statistic
1509 | 43691 | 2743.10 | 856 GV sl okl
2202 | 47885 |2991.32 | 9.34 PV (pelad cplil
1028 | 22.94 2148 | 1188 | %GCV sl ol Jalae
1242 | 2401 2243 | 1241 | %PCV ekl ol Jelas
0.87 0.97 0.97 0.97 Hgs sl da
2222 | 48.00 4492 | 2484 %GA Syl p5il
3777 | 9112 24381 | 24.63 alall Lo sidl

3.26 8.49 2067 | 1.16 LSD
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zalll :PHM ¢ i3l Juall) :ASI ¢aizall J3Y) :SD ¢ Sl JY) :AD
(LA 5,S3al) 355l ana 1 TS ¢ agindl gl (EH ccbll) g D) PH ¢ asls il
Bs S TWUE ¢aho¥) dasaud (LS ¢dd sl daluall Jala tLAI ¢4l dalucall
ey pabaial 36l (NUPE ¢cigi¥) Jlani) 35S :NUE ¢oluall Jlaxicd
Al (59 1100-KW ¢ Gugiall qgaal) dae :GN ¢cug ¥ Digiad 3¢S :NULE
laal) Jala tHI sl dpal) A3l :GYP sculiill 4ygaal) 48 :BYP ¢daa

a3 el gl bl adll el 1L-200-14 5 IL-90-14 oDl ciia
Dl () san lall Cusiiia e el ) clal) e pasipall i) G ) a)lay)
s 4 W cchas pe ala) Gle o€ Al 3 Lodging olesaall lgie dgala
skl 32l ULy Gusall o QN Bl ) sase ol Jidd G saslss
Sl L )8 gl e Aaslll ) saliys ciea (e duyladll alyey) Ll
led oS ) Galial) el )l g orn A (AT dga e Jiad)
daal adll el 1L-239-14 5 IL-200-14 GUDL) il - 3Ll Causiia 3 (pa5isall
e IS dae il Aaipd raal 5,800 8y paal QAT & Cus 3R 85l aaas
) g

Al Aaluadl Jday clall 38,50 Aalual Jheal dupll o8 el cilil
dyasll A ehiall $)M Jpana sy0 (2 Cus (lL-90-14 5 IL-200-14 (iDL
daiiyall dliall clicall ol e Lo Aol Aabuaally @Y aae Jiaa 832
Aall) camd) ) A8l salddl Gaead e aadll syshe sal) el AGal) Al
oaliel B US chiall 3l 3 A8)l daluadl ddy Gubie Hiag led o(LlisSas
oo AaaS Jlef ) laie 3y ) 35V Aalise (e JiY) aall dany dpsadl) 225N
¢ el 2o 3l oo gan b (el didll Glee Jad il 3ol
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Aagnd dial Al W agal) A3 5ol & s cdun B ()5 dagias ¢ usiyall
G <y IL-456-06 5 IL-239-14 iDLl b ol el culasg) s o(3)Y)
Olacal cStay green Y} Jhwad) Aalsial e Aldlaally ((3)Y) A3s508 ol
g b o Al Jiall ddee & Ul iVl G5l claid) aas e dddlal
on Akl sl DA L ol Sag ¢l Jill gl e Sl S g Y
8y e (2006) Hamdalla I S (2007 «Gallais s Coque) cassall sDia) Ay
AD) ehad @ 50 Job o 585 ae dadipe 385 dalie ) il ilasy)
gty asbay il (& gl Jina 5 e 3 afiy s o(g3hsind
Jlanias) 36 lanal dygll ad el 1L-90-14 5 1L-272-06 D) el
A L LNUPE g iY) Gabiaial 3685 (NUE g i) Jlaxtiad 3665 (WUE sl
325 .IL-200-14 5 IL-456-06 oDl & WULE <539 eDlginl 56 i€ daal 2dl) e
ol (Complex phenotypic trait) saiss d3jedae dia (NUE) g3yl Jlexinl 301
dia A bl il gima5 (2009 Below s M0oOSE) sl saydll Ll (e aaally
(NUPE _aliaial & 48hsll 5ol 5o US ) s liuall 5301 3 g3V Jlasiad) 561
e zluly cig)V) e 3D LY ALE e s 53 NULE @iy eDlginl;
2002 pdhays Presterl) 93V sesdl) o difide Glgise i el da
Jalsall (e 33ally NUPE s 3¥) paliaial 32 1S hagisis (2013 o3dla)s Haegele
Jiaill Jaxas <RoOt architecture [aadl Ay ccolall dal) AESH 30L5) Lan sl
4l (ssinas cLeaf area index 4.4l Aaluall Jdag <Photosynthetic rate 5 sl
Llii; «Glutamine synthetase (jlisall ea)'ﬂ; «Nitrate content <yl (e
2009 s Uribelarrea) (PEP-carboxylase <Rubisco sSwus) Sl
Jiall 3ol NULE <ig)¥) eBlginl 3. daiisi Lad (2009 «o3days Hammer
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Carbon and Nitrogen <s3¥y o5 Jdiai o (3lsills «Transport Jaalls ¢ 5 gaal)
Weiland ¢2017 «3dw)s Leach) Kernel set sl sic Jasas cassimilates
(1992 Tas

Bl (s cousill 8 gl 2ae Jdal aall el IL-272-06 ADL)
3 Al maly (b dage cnanl sradl Wley Cigall iy Alaiul agd ) A
adindy clagin ADMally uadll By acadl) 3l o gl D) Jiae ading
daludl sasg 8 508l Jia Jiray bt Ll 33a5 GlsY) dalue e I3
Jicl gl e (Sae A€ LS il o ey Jictl cuadl 38 W i)l
oo OS2y aaall 5l Guihal) e a0 ST ellaely Guadl (e sl
IL- ADLA) & (5) Jsaad) (e 1aad (2007 <o3dla)s Capristo) Liad 5yl cagaal
A8l dalusadl Jidbs (3931.017) 4yl daluall samm Ayfi afy Caensi) 272-06
[(41.237) L) dasas dag Ui (2.246)

ally Lgeal 2a)) ial A5l o8 e T1L-90-14 5 IL-272-06 UL <
ila Y slaall Jalee diial dadipe dad 1L-456-06 4Dl ciaf Lag cclall 43l
G dbasll Jalaay U 43a) Al Jia . IL-272-06 5 1L-90-14 (iDLl
el 3 Vls olaall S oy S8 ATal) Aal adiaty cculall opel oaslad
-(2011 <«Blum 2007 <0535 Tambussi) 4yyshaill Jabyall caline JBla cbitall
@ esiS b€ ol IL-272-065 1L-90-14 (iDL &bl e Laadl
«odkajs Crevelari) oo JS zil ae Al Sl il g1y sliall Jlastiad
-(1996¢ Bernardo ¢2008 «s3>a)s Piepho ¢2016¢ s35%)s Oliveira ¢2019
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Conclusions claliiiuy)
phiae iy b lagane bl 8l G Shly gelad) ol elaa mils ey
Gl sy Shslly (edaall Galall lelae ad B s gyl Gl
el Jealill Joha dia hae casgpadll ciliall aliee e il 5 Laga s Syl
& Andine mulsll Leasedar Capgill Aap w CalSs L Aigally R sl sel O
gl el gl clial Glamyl ik I 5L ae gyl claall i
clall 480l Aaluadl Jiy cculall 4800 Aaluadl S0l 3)5ll aan ¢ usisal
g V) Gabiaial 30l ecig W) Jlaxtind 36 S coluall Jlanind 3 ¢3)y5Y) 45405
ol die Aypall Za) chm AL (g e syl Cagall 2ae (g1 Dlginl 50l
sill daiye aihy it Lt cchlall dlasd)l Jalaes ccilall dpal) Ll cculall
IL-90-14 5 IL-272-06 iDladl sl (Says AN e ojha) adsiall iyl

Aadipe Dy Aa Ay 5a g elacly
tlua gill
S A AalE didas elals (IL-90-14 ¢1L-272-06) oDl e Jaal) dalia
sl e oaani (BLUP) Jlaie e Jhd 5aii Jual il sl ¢ i gise (e
Best Linear Unbiased laie e hd i Juadl Jilas ) d8laYl 3
Al st sl (BLUE) Estimate
g paal) el (BLUP) jlaia & ‘_,}a aii Juadl Jalas e (5) @EJ Jsaad)

Genoty | BLUP_ BLUP_A | BLUPP | BLUPT BLUP_E
" "~ | BLUP_SD o v . BLUP_PH "
20| 7302 | 77208 3005 | 112762 | 12171 | 146734 | 79.011
239 | 73708 | 76601 3005 | 104447 | 11513 | 115991 | 68.269
212 Goser | 72444 3005 | 111976 | 9974 | 155788 | 73328

300




2021- A8 221l (37) alsall— L) )3 & lall (3800 dadls Alaa

”-'6‘656' 71528 74.466 3005 | 102898 | 10647 | 123874 | 66.111
"‘iio' 71535 74.466 3005 | 112667 | 8579 154713 | 83.231
Genoty | BLUP_ | o um LA | BLUPL | BLUP.W | BLUPN | BLUP.N | BLUP_N
be LA - s UE UE UpE UtE
||_-12£0- 429;"22 2.453 49501 0.692 41700 1,082 38,519
||_-12:,9- 3523'55 2,017 60.959 0.561 33.812 1.110 32,626
""g'g 2 39371'01 2.246 41237 0.940 56.628 1.976 20,263
"-'S‘ge' 361?'65 2.068 56.023 0.577 34.763 0.807 42.443
"-iio' 39586'16 2.261 50.305 0.795 47.908 1.351 35.590
Genoty | BLUP_ | BLUP_100- | BLUP.B | BLUP G | BLUP_H
be GN KW YP YpP |
IL-200-
200 | 392001 | 25506 255334 | 87611 | 35366
'L'lzfg' 236278 | 23237 219619 | 71130 | 34.641
”-'0267 2| g9241 | 20179 311661 | 118802 | 36.726
”-'6‘656' 354.862 21.811 172503 | 73117 | 43.709
'Liio' 415153 | 23322 250853 | 104943 | 38.417

galll (PHM ¢ i3l Jualdl) :ASI ¢cafzall J3Y) :SD ¢ Sl Yl :AD
(LA 383 55l ana TS ¢ usiall g UT) EH bl g WS :PH ¢ sls15l
B S TWUE ¢3ho¥) dasaud (LS ¢Ad, sl daluall Jala tLAI ¢4, sl daluwall
ccig N palaial 3elS :NUPE ¢igi¥) Jlaziud 35S :NUE ¢olual) Jlarind
Al (59 1100-KW ¢ Gugiallh qugead) dae :GN iy Dlgiad 3¢S :NULE
calaal) Juls HI selll Apal) Azl :GYP bl gl 433 :BYP ¢daa
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