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Abstract: Eighty—nine maize inbred lines were used as experimental materials. During the germination period,

M ico. *M 4o, =511, 170 mmol/L saline—alkali stress treatment was used, and eight traits such as germination po-
NalCo, NayCO,

tential and germination rate were used as identification indicators. The functional evaluation, correlation analysis,

principal component analysis and cluster analysis method were used to evaluate the results comprehensively. The re-

sults showed that the varieties showed significant differences under salt—alkali stress, and eighty—nine maize inbred

lines were divided into four categories. Six parts of high saline—alkaline-resistant inbred lines, thirteen parts of mod-

erate saline—alkaline —resistant inbred lines, twenty—seven parts of general salt—alkali—sensitive inbred lines, forty—

two parts of saline—alkali—sensitive inbred lines, nineteen parts of salt—alkali—resistant materials can be used for

seedling stage or field resistance salt alkaline research.

Key words: Maize; Inbred line; Salt and alkali resistance; Comprehensive evaluation

B S B AT B — ZR 91 4, S 3k A
P, BRI LRI A A U G 53 5t
D, AR E R AR L ARAC RIS b X 22 DL BE SR 73

FFAHH: 2019-05-28

BB 32 ARAEY R0 TG U5 G0 S5 MR Ak ) B8R0 4 AR 5
(GA18B101)

X A(1990-), Lo B, BYBRSEIIT , NF FoK e &
A TAE, Tel:15246007262

E-mail : dengjiehlau@126.com

A SGRIER . Tel : 19845921698

E-mail : gaoshr107@126.com

1EZE T

Aii o IO B PG b DXt 5 = R IR T Eh i 4= 3222
AN Z —, LI ER o E R IR T (NayCOs) A/
53] (NaHCOs), BHE T 70 Na* i 70% , BB 1 3%
J& CO MITHCO, , R — MR 10% ~ 45% , B A
pH (B AR5 A 2 X A% R el Ak T AR L Gk
393.7 J7 hm*, AR JLAF A SO T 0 - b 6 ik
PR T FRURE Ak 225, R B A R 3 4 O 7 E
i ROV T 2 T ) B R, T b X 3R i
e E AR AE Y AR Al 260k KR

FE & AR B b 1R i AR AR 22 | 5 36 Tif 6 B A 4
st o G YRR A1) ) e 8 B A R T i 2 1
ULk, TR X AR AR A PR S5 T o ¢ U 174 T



16 £ Kk B 28 %

ERBE P S T T R WS, HAE S BR b = p
FITREFH o PINVBH SE AR B R e £, AT P9 41 32
Oy EAFR e 13 T AR B AR, T A
K SRR RBOEL LRIk 2B Bk A A
F AR SRR eR AR oK [ 38 2R 40 0 £ ik ek
FEEERTEI 425, SRBSFILUAT R A il
PEFT ZE A T R M 4 0, 2% B 2 RIAR R R i
Wi 7 5 Sk BB . FE N AR TR VD 85 5 T Na.COs Fl
NaHCO; Xt 22 3 1€ F B IR 21T 1 MR Eh il 25
A

T R T o 1T R R R A L, 2017 4F
[ T KRR M 3 546.67 J7 hm?, AR JLH X E oK
(R R T FHGA B 1 506.67 J1 hm?, T K S ER il BU%
IR VEY) , v B Eh B A% Tl FOR ™ E ™. B
T, AP i B 1 2565 ik B A W R B e v
W% KM RS, Mg Rk ik
B AL ARG R A 1T, R 20 100 B IR R 25 A 4
TN 2 E R R B BA 2w SERIVE T, TR,
FE AP i B 0T i Pl 16 5 A%, -0 & 1A
ST 6 B S L

A WFFE A DA e T 4 i FE A it
PE R 8 7 R 22y T KA TER B Y i 37
AR AN = I 1IN S A I DIV S5 | Ny EE 2 Yt el )
T 58 Bk R o B PEAR AR A T B 2 RS i i A
SEMERAY K H AR B TSR0 K A B A
B S, AT R IR AT ER S5 11 89 17 &
K HAERMATAEEE Xl & 2 R R T 2754
BT, LA 0 4 ST Eh ol PE A 1 Bk B S &R, Mt
ERIE K I B B AL 5T B VR R B

1R i

1.1 ke

PR BRI T\ —4 B 2E U R K ™
AR R GRS 28 89y Tk A AZ &R KK KN
78371A . MBPM, IBB15, PHK29, PHV78 . 740 793,
W8304 . PHK76. PHN11, PHT77. PHV63., PHW65
LH65, NS501, H8431., S8324, S8326, 11430,
87916W . HB8229, 6M502. IBB14, 2MA22, MBST,
78551S, PHM49 , PHR47, PHT10, PHW52, PHH93 ,
PHR32,PHT60 ., 1538, WIL903 . 1.127 . J8606 . E8501 .
PHJ75. PHK35, PHM10, PHN29, PHR62, PHT22,
PHV37., PHWO03, PHW20, PHW43, 2FACC ., LH195,
LH127. LH196 . LH220Ht, LH190, PHN34 , PHP76,
PHVO07., PHWS51, BCCO3, FBLA, LH208, LH213,
Lp215D ., PHJ90, PHK93, PHMS1 ., PHR55, PHR58

PHW30. 29MIBZ2, MBUB, LH215, 3IBZ2. LIBC4 .
83IBI3., LH214. 911, 912, ICI441, CS405, MQ305 .
NQ508.0Q101.,08602.PHGG7 ,PHP85 ., PHR30 904
FIML606,
1.2 RIEHAE
1.2.1 A 432

B R0 R/ IN 5] —S0r) £ KR
10% 1) NaClO %5 12 1131 75 20 min, TCRZK /5
R TATIRE W 6 h, ER B W 15 4 NaHCO;:
Na,CO: P i b oA 501 B 170 mmol/L, pH E
}9.46, Fh 5 R 115%™, FIIHARE] K 28 15X F1
AT R 2R B IR B S IR R 2F e N 5 1
BRI T8 TR 8 4R . TR K AE Sy X R
(CK), AL PR3 R ER , HAEE 30k FI T, T
25C N TAMEF T 12 hOGHR (12 h RIS TR,
KHITCH KA TR K57 -
1.22 NZM A

MR ZESE 2 Kl , B RS K 2B L, B R B 1)
Tl 7 SRS AR R AR, 10 5% R 2R, LA
RNZERFTRIE 12 R ZFbrifE, L2055~ T d;
e 1 K AT & 2Rl AR A BE (RL) B IR 2F
K JE (PL) AR 8 5 (RFW) SR 26 5 (PF W), Fi e AR
it 5 ZEECE R AR S 2 Ei 4T 53R 30 BRI fif o

GRSy A o R g = R =g e

REFH(GP) =455 4 RIEH K P15t il Fh+
SHx100%;

REFFR(GR)="2F T KIEH K& ZFh /R
T REEx100% ;

REHIRB(G) = X (GUDY), 2 H, Gt N Lt a) f 1
R EEE DUNARR & ZFRT ] 5

T IFEB(VD) =GIXS, S N 7 RIFHR K,
123 BRI F

I H Excel 2003 X 3 il 54 4 oF 17 %% #2 ,
SPSS22.0 #4777 22 3 A AH I3 AT L FE RS 4B
RAEIHTS

G A A H A8 R EEAC AR 22 57, DA~
PR 3 U A2 (T4 R SRR L SR FH
PRARXHE e HEA T i SR8 A 25 A P, 3 A =X (D i
T ER I R E(AC), # A (2) T it $h 0 R B sk
J& PRAUE

(1) AC=X/CK, i=1,2,3, ,n;

(2) WAC) =(AC,—AC i) (AC s — AC i)

Ao, X R Eh U 38 B — PRI e (E ; CKER

IR AR R — PEAR A DR R K Pl



414

A NS 89 1y TR I AS AR WY AT SR B P2 5 DA 17

e S oNIENSE RN Y 62N |- RIPOREISmW %y S1ib)
K& PREE AT 500 TR A PR IR YRR
BN T 22 DTk, B £ B0 .

HRAE 32 153 I F A5 5318 0L = R G) TR T
A K AL REEEEME D), 5 HE 4 00T i)
P £ BLZR G PRI B /NI o L Eh Btk 5 55, D
(B, T SO PR R 5 S =2, T R ok A s o Ptk
— R 1 28 R0 B T 2R A PP BT R S0
R,

N FAC, /Pi

e N PN RPN ES O E
PAC A BHEVE A T4

2 ZER55r

(3) Di=

21 EXREXRFHEAERWERSHT
H1 2% 1 AT, 89 17 oK [ 38 & 19 8 AN & Mtk
FEXT IR R AR B ba T Y RI R R AR . XF
HEAb 2 v AR S R BUT AR E L R 23.219% (K 2 5%) ~
68.68% (1% 71 H8%0) , ER A Ak B v AR S 2R B Ak v
H 50.26% (IR 25K JiE) ~ 125.34% (R HS & 1) , R Hi ik
b2 YRS s NN B s EN LA B =y G Y G|
2 125.34% .109.65% .109.13% ., RHRAL PR 5 5 2
B R Aot BRAL B A S RBGI L, AR R
ER B AL B ) AR S AR B E X BRI AR S R ORI
PERAT R 22 MR R B8 S 1 22 S AR R AR K
AT HEA T £ B IR A T o

HH 2% 2 FTAT, 8 PRSI & pR B AE & a] A
BHIE] AP B AR R B = A
B RPBIFRIA B, v — L T

F1 8BIMEKRBXZRHAMEKRNERER
Table 1  Variation of germination traits in 89 maize inbred lines
moH R KRR RAHREC WOUREC R AR IREfE RS
Item (%) (%) Gl Vi (cm) (cm) (®) (®)
GP GR RL PL RFW PFW
XFHR(CK) ¥ oE 85.36 89.57 32.29 326.12 9.82 4.88 5.24 5.59
brifE 2% 24.62 20.79 10.85 223.99 5.34 2.27 3.23 2.83
75 S (%) 28.84 2321 33.60 68.68 54.39 46.48 61.70 50.62
AL BLST) ¥ (H 34.81 45.49 11.08 15.05 1.11 1.37 0.77 1.80
FrifEZ 31.45 33.40 9.42 16.43 0.63 0.69 0.96 1.97
A5 5t 2 H(%) 90.35 73.42 85.05 109.13 56.47 50.26 125.34 109.65
R2 BIMEXRBXRHAUREERBENHTEST
Table 2 Analysis of variance of membership function of germination traits in 89 maize inbred lines
75 SR F{H  F value
Source of DF R KRR REFREC WEJREC O R MREERKE IMRGETE IR
variation GP GR GI VI RL PL RFW PFW
SR 88 38.25%* 52.18%* 60.22%* 45.61%%* 56.28%* 19.25%* 23.56%* 14.92%*
b B 1 4.004.04%*  4292.12%%* 7669.91%* 7991.43%*  13842.42%%  3785.71%%* 3958.91%** 1593.91%**
H A 2 0.91 0.21 2.31 0.44 1.12 0.04 1.07 2.55
EEESYIFL 88 14.23%* 21.10%* 15.45%* 44 47%%* 59.15%* 15.95%* 23.42%%* 10.85%*
w % 356

T - PRI B IK A (P<0.05) o+ FORAISE A B # /K (P<0.01), T,

Note: * and **indicated 5% and 1% significant levels respectively. The same as below.
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Table 3 Correlation of membership function values of germination traits in 89 maize inbred lines

i H K KA KEFIREL [ERAER ¢ IR B 2 B VR AR i IR 2 ff
Ttem GP GR GI RL PL RFW PFW
GP 1
GR 0.891%* 1
Gl 0.948%* 0.923%* 1
VI 0.510%* 0.475%* 0.546%* 1
RL 0.388%* 0.393%* 0.412%* 0.929%% 1
PL 0.386%* 0.416%* 0.427%* 0.577%* 0.608** 1
REW 0.231* 0.268* 0.2847 0.613%* 0.654** 0.527%* 1
PFW 0.162 0.146 0.194 0.399%* 0.400%* 0.600%* 0.563%* 1
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Table 4 Variance contribution rates of principal components to inbred lines germination characters

ES %oy
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Principal component
RO 4.53 1.77 0.76 0.43 0.31 0.11 0.06 0.03
T TR (%) 56.56 22.15 9.46 5.43 3.83 1.38 0.77 0.42
T Ir Z Tk (%) 56.56 78.71 88.17 93.60 97.43 98.81 99.58 100.00

T K H 38 F A MR 1) T2 B 43 384 R (5 )
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], R MR R or R R o A W 2 PRtk
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Table 5 Principal component load matrix of germination traits in maize inbred lines

Fsr R RHFH RIHEE WHEEC MRKE O EERKE O REEE IRERE6E
Principal component GP GR GI VI RL PL RFW PFW
1 0.776 0.774 0.812 0.853 0.805 0.744 0.670 0.534
2 -0.580 -0.563 -0.547 0.220 0.350 0.312 0.508 0.542
3 0.075 0.087 0.084 -0.397 -0.426 0.285 -0.034 0.561
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Sax Tl M HARA 8, LR G190 7E0 ~ 1Y H 28 R 3K 35
D=(0.5656 FAC,+0.2215 FAC,+0.0946 FAC,)/ 1,464 A R ILEETE//NT 0,
(0.5656+0.2215+0.0946).,
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Table 6 Principal component factor scores and comprehensive ranking of germination traits in maize inbred lines

HACHR DE HE # HACR DH fE 4
FAC, FAC, FAG; FAC, FAC, FACG,

Inbred line D value  Ranking || Inbred line D value  Ranking
MBPM 0.51 4.94 0.78 1.66 1 PHHO93 0.08 -1.22 1.78 -0.07 46
PHP76 291 -0.98 -0.30 1.59 2 LH190 -0.57 0.49 0.84 -0.15 47
CS405 0.38 3.86 1.52 1.38 3 LH127 -0.10 -0.39 -0.51 -0.22 48
NQ508 1.63 1.10 0.25 1.34 4 PHW20 -0.25 -0.27 -0.25 -0.25 49
904 1.08 1.75 0.95 1.24 5 PHR47 -0.25 -0.33 -0.16 -0.26 50
LH196 2.33 -0.91 -0.64 1.19 6 E8501 -0.61 -1.29 4.08 -0.28 51
PHM10 1.98 -0.28 -0.76 1.12 7 PHV63 -0.23 -0.52 -0.16 -0.30 52
PHK76 1.94 -0.99 0.07 1.00 8 LH214 -0.59 -0.03 0.65 -0.32 53
05602 1.07 0.84 0.32 0.93 9 PHT77 -0.33 -1.32 1.98 -0.33 54
87916W 1.87 -0.98 -0.50 0.90 10 31BZ2 -0.67 0.14 0.31 -0.36 55
PHN29 0.65 1.05 2.01 0.89 11 FBLA -0.41 -0.40 -0.10 -0.37 56
912 0.70 1.51 0.18 0.85 12 PHR58 -0.73 0.13 0.26 -0.41 57
1538 1.63 -0.64 -0.72 0.81 13 HB8229 -0.40 -0.60 -0.27 -0.43 58
911 0.83 1.18 -0.78 0.75 14 PHVO7 -0.70 -1.06 2.59 -0.43 59
W8304 1.47 -0.48 -0.90 0.72 15 6M502 -0.42 -0.26 -1.08 -0.45 60
2FACC 0.34 2.17 -0.38 0.72 16 793 -0.55 -0.27 -0.80 -0.51 61
18606 1.41 -0.94 -0.22 0.65 17 WIL903 -0.77 0.18 -0.63 -0.51 62
PHV37 0.87 -0.21 0.98 0.61 18 LH215 -0.84 -0.67 1.75 -0.52 63
PHJ90 0.61 0.93 -0.52 0.57 19 740 -0.69 0.00 -0.80 -0.53 64
PHGG7 0.55 1.13 -0.80 0.55 20 PHW52 -0.69 -0.60 0.38 -0.55 65
PHK93 1.11 -0.70 -0.07 0.53 21 PHT22 -1.16 0.46 0.44 -0.58 66
PHR32 1.17 -0.60 -0.80 0.51 22 2MA22 -0.70 -0.11 -1.02 -0.58 67
LH195 1.16 -0.65 -0.76 0.50 23 78371A -0.79 -0.22 -0.48 -0.61 68
IBB15 0.73 -0.19 -0.01 0.42 24 PHT10 -0.84 -0.04 -0.63 -0.62 69
ML606 0.53 0.22 0.18 0.41 25 PHMS1 -0.84 -0.20 -0.27 -0.62 70
58324 1.00 -0.77 -0.49 0.40 26 88326 -0.75 -0.40 -0.44 -0.63 71
NS501 0.97 -0.62 -0.70 0.39 27 1C1441 -1.22 -0.02 0.95 -0.69 72
PHP85 -0.28 1.75 1.10 0.38 28 Lp215D -1.03 -0.26 0.31 -0.70 73
0Q101 0.41 0.58 -0.60 0.34 29 PHWO3 -0.88 -0.17 -0.92 -0.71 74
L127 0.66 -0.53 0.47 0.34 30 PHWS1 -1.13 -0.17 0.05 -0.76 75
11430 0.80 -0.54 -0.35 0.34 31 PHW43 -0.98 -0.16 -0.95 -0.77 76
MQ305 0.07 0.06 2.52 0.33 32 PHK29 -1.38 0.58 -0.76 -0.82 77
PHJT75 -0.14 1.93 -0.68 0.32 33 PHN34 -1.29 -0.11 -0.05 -0.86 78
LIBC 4 0.04 1.60 -1.10 0.31 34 PHR62 -1.32 0.02 -0.28 -0.87 79
LH208 0.47 -0.81 1.69 0.28 35 PHK35 -1.16 -0.31 -0.59 -0.89 80
PHNI11 0.71 -0.68 -0.10 0.28 36 PHW65 -1.18 -0.22 -0.76 -0.90 81
PHRS5 0.44 -0.36 0.75 0.27 37 PHV78 -1.18 -0.14 -1.01 -0.90 82
785518 0.37 -0.43 0.84 0.22 38 LH213 -1.28 -0.12 -0.64 -0.92 83
29MIBZ2 0.67 -0.57 -0.70 0.21 39 H8431 -1.29 -0.03 -0.87 -0.93 84
MBUB 0.46 -0.51 0.09 0.17 40 BCCO3 -1.45 -0.92 1.81 -0.97 85
831BI3 0.06 0.44 0.09 0.16 41 LH65 -1.31 -0.13 -1.28 -1.01 86
IBB14 0.43 -0.61 -0.79 0.04 42 PHM49 -1.31 -0.13 -1.28 -1.01 87
PHR30 -0.17 0.47 0.14 0.03 43 LH220Ht -1.31 -0.13 -1.28 -1.01 88
PHT60 0.19 -0.79 0.61 -0.01 44 PHW30 -1.31 -0.13 -1.28 -1.01 89
MBST 0.19 -0.39 -0.42 -0.02 45
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