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Table 1. Maize hybrids evaluated during 2011-12

A ep osled Ao el
Hybrid No. Hybrid name

1 KERMESS

2 KUADRO

3 KENDRAS

4 KALIMERAS

5 KORIMBOS

6 KXA8492(KREBS)
7 BC532

8 BC566

9 BC582

10 BC612

11 BC712

12 BCVIANA

13 BCporto

14 DKC6120

15 DKC6315

16 DKC6589

17 DKC6677

18 DKC6876

19 HIDO
20 89May70

21 KSC705

22 KSC704
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Table 2. Maize hybrids grain yield(tha) averaged over two years in different locations

L ot olad s Sl Jo 3 Olks STl dsss Olgiol ekl oSk
Hybrid No. Karaj Shiraz Gharakhil Moghan Miandoab Dezful Isfahan Ilam Mean
1 11.252a-e  12.070b-e 8.083cde  10.320a-e  19.405a 8.123a-f  10.067a-d 4.976b-g  10.537cd
2 10.930a-f  11.457def 8.353b-e  10.726a-¢  19.009a 8.284a-e  10.903a 3.790f-g  10.431cd
3 10.479b-g 13.207a-d 8.092cde 9.419a-¢ 17.030ab 8.533a-d  10.166a-d 3.536g 10.058def
4 9.504fg  11.295def 9.246a-d  10.998abc  17.853ab 7.690a-g 8.734c-g 5.403b-e  10.090def
5 9.950c-g 14.142ab 8.281cde  10.375a-¢ 15.765ab 8.723abc  10.006a-e 3.888efg  10.141de
6 10.005b-g  13.909abc 7.495de 8.572b-e  15.181ab 6.398fgi 10.695ab 3.950d-g  9.526gh
7 9.801d-g 13.123a-d 7.738cde 8.17lcde  14.615ab 6.681d-1i 9.113b-g 4.265c-g  9.188hi
8 7.230h  10.862ef 6.240¢ 8.134de  11.986b 5.646hi 7.568g 4914c-g 7823
9 8.717gh  13.292a-d 7.907cde 8.789b-e  16.122ab 7.088c-h  10.001a-e 6.514ab 9.804efg
10 9.46lefg 12.439a-e 9.141a-d  10.099a-e  16.393ab 7.440b-h 8.570d-g 5371b-e  9.864efg
11 9.495efg  11.813cde 8.933a-d 8.707b-e  17.041ab 7.047c-h 8.314fg 5.492a-d  9.605fgh
12 9.026fgh  13.162a-d 7.884cde 7.956e 13.159ab 6.304f-1 9.116b-g 5.515a-d  9.013i
13 8.972fgh 12.453a-e 9.219a-d 9.263a-¢ 14.598ab 7.645a-g 9.978a-e 4.753c-g 9.610fgh
14 11.279a-e  13.813abc 9.366a-d  10.430a-e  14.892ab 8.396a-d  10.963a 4.585c-g  10.465cd
15 12.191ab ~ 13.155a-d  10.514ab 11.341ab 15.953ab 9.341a 11.334a 4.736c-g  11.071ab
16 11.754a-d  12.825a-e  10.874a 11.732a 18.160ab 9.224ab 10.283abc 5.092b-g 11.243ab
17 11.870a-d  12.069b-e 9.149a-d  10.928a-d  16.175ab 6.437e-1 10.375abc 5.268b-f 10.284de
18 13.057a 13.242a-d 9.757abc  10.272a-e  15.810ab 6.978c-h  10.544ab 6.952a 10.827bc
19 10.554b-g 11.770cde 9.169a-d  11.083ab 16.693ab 7.981a-g 8.346efg 5.282b-f  10.110def
20 12.076abc  14.347a 10.938a 12.071a 17.320ab 8.822abc 9.794a-f 5.768abc  11.392a
21 10.944a-f 11.476def 8.316cde 8.773b-e  17.259ab 6.153ghi 8.693c-g 4.518c-g 9.517gh
22 9.175e-h  9.578f 8.100cde 9.925a-e  16.923ab 4.983i 7.977g 4401c-g  8.883i

For name of hybrids see Table 1.

LSSls aials dizr O 503T) Aizeud /40 Jlaz>| én.u;:;l:s;u M| 6 O g s bl o9 L 8 0L
Means in each column with similar letters are not significantly different at 5% level of probability (Duncan’s multiple range test).
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Table 3. Maize hybrids stability indices for grain yield

& o als > Sas St WYST L bl OseSh s 0SSOIl S e LS g el
Hybrid Grain yield (tha™) Ccv Wi o bi S% R’ SF Pi
1. KERMESS 10.537cd 44.9 33.1 2.18 1.20 1.74 92.2 4.69 1.45
2. KUADRO 10.431cd 45.1 35.0 2.32 1.13 1.90 91.4 3.89 1.42
3. KENDRAS 10.058def 41.5 16.5 1.05 1.00 1.05 94.1 3.25 1.93
4. KALIMERAS 10.090def 413 22.6 1.47 1.06 1.49 91.5 3.73 2.32
5. KORIMBOS 10.141de 423 23.7 1.54 1.04 1.53 91.5 5.562 2.17
6. KXA8492(KREBS) 9.526gh 43.9 21.2 1.37 1.05 1.39 92.0 4.19 4.00
7. BC532 9.188hi 40.7 16.8 1.07 0.94 1.07 92.4 3.08 4.83
8. BC566 7.823j 36.8 38.8 2.58 0.73 1.20 85.5 3.23 11.23
9. BC582 9.804efg 38.5 17.9 1.15 0.98 1.14 91.9 4.17 3.63
10. BC612 9.864efg 39.5 12.5 0.77 1.01 0.83 94.5 3.86 2.75
11. BC712 9.605fgh 415 232 1.51 1.00 1.54 90.2 4.57 3.50
12. BCVIANA 9.013i 375 31.6 2.08 0.82 1.61 85.9 3.49 6.49
13. BCporto 9.610fgh 38.9 24.9 1.62 0.89 1.56 88.8 4.23 3.76
14. DKC6120 10.465cd 38.7 18.0 1.15 0.99 1.20 92.6 427 1.98
15. DKC6315 11.071ab 37.1 223 1.45 0.98 1.48 91.2 3.51 1.00
16. DKC6589 11.243ab 39.5 20.8 1.34 1.10 1.17 94.0 4.19 0.38
17. DKC6677 10.284de 38.1 25.5 1.67 0.96 1.68 89.1 3.23 2.11
18. DKC6876 10.827bc 36.9 35.4 2.35 1.01 2.34 85.4 3.78 1.84
19. HIDO 10.110def 39.5 11.9 0.73 1.01 0.79 95.0 4.53 225
20. 89May70 11.392a 37.0 17.9 1.14 1.06 1.14 93.5 425 0.50
21. KSC705 9.517gh 44.0 37.0 2.46 1.01 2.47 86.1 2.92 3.52
22. KSC704 8.883i 49.9 77.6 5.25 0.99 5.17 73.9 2.62 5.78
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