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Genetic and Phenotypic Variability and Cluster Analysis for Quantitative and
Qualitative Traits of Rice
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Table 1. Chracteristics of rice genotypes

S ekt w5 ol
Genotype No.  Cross S ; Genotype No.  Cross S

1 IR60//IR28/Khazar 19 Line No.65/Sepidrod
2 [R67413-71-4-2-2 20 Line No.3/Amol2
3 IR67423-42-2-3-3 21 IR67017-98-326/Sepidrod
4 Usen/Shahpasand 22 IR67017-98-327/Sepidrod
5 IR8/Khazar 23 TR67017-55-32-6/Sepidrod
6 Sepidrod/IR28 24 IR67017-55-3-11/Sepidrod
7 Dihaploid(Hassani/Namat) 25 IR67017-98-333/Sepidrod
8 Dihaploid (Hassan saraie/Namat) 26 Mosa tarom/IR67017-171-3-2
9 Dihaploid R;-1-6 27 Hassan saraie atashgah/IR50

10 Dihaploid R3-1-10 28 Hassan saraie/IR56

11 Dihaploid R3-1-11 29 Tarom mohali/IR36

12 Dihaploid R3-1-3 30 Mosa tarom/IR36

13 Dihaploid R3-1-13 31 Sadri germez ali/IR36

14 Daylamani/Line No.1001 32 Salari/Line No 74558

I5 Line No.3/Amol 3 33 Sang taronvLine No.424

16 Asgari tarom/CH21 34 Zayandehrood/Sepidrod

17 Line No.111/Sorinam 35 Zayandehrood/Salari

18 Hassan saraie/CH21 36 Khazar{check)
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Table 2. Simple analysis of variance for different traits of rice

MS Dol r S
o3 s 5 Shas b Slai w5 Il il ans Glaia 0 ML NS LA L GG < g plis)
15T Grain yield Number of  Number of filled 100 Grain ~ Leaflength  Leaf width Leaf area Plant hieght
(tha™) panicle grains per panicle weight (g) (cm) (cm) (cm?) (cm)
S.O.V. b sl df.
Replication FR< 1 0.321 292 0.093 0.048 0.876 0.002 6343 39.014
Treatment A 35 0.5217 58217 99.7117 0.051" 24.319” 0.0317 52257 111978
Error shabiTelzzt 33 (.004 0.052 4.938 0.003 0.446 0.001 1.067 0.199
CV.% ol i ety 1.070 1.390 2.350 2.130 1.820 3.360 3.400 0.450
MS e e ol
Gle Jub kT i Jjokle et By als b sy oo ol JSs 0 5 gy sl G e slies
a4 Jab ! o e Cbh%..rnuu qucu,uiu
&7 Culm Amylose Gel Panicle Grain length Grain Grain shape Days to Days to
5.0.V. ol kS pilia df. length content consistency weight {mm) width Length/ 50% maturity
(cm) {mm) (g} (mm) width flowering
Replication A 1 7.933 0.011 25.681° 0.008 0.085 0.007 0.004 74.014 6.772
Treatment Jas 35 91.576" 125197 596,814 0.066" 08357 0.0437 0.430™ 9.976" 13.0817
Error st el 35 0.353 0.204 15.338 0.006 0.005 0.001 0.013 0.528 0.208
CV.% e T add 0.820 1.630 8.160 3.020 0.950 1.450 2.820 0.750 0.370

**; Significant at 1% level.
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Table 3. Genotypic and phenotypic variance, coefficient of variability, total mean and
general heritability of different traits of rice

ot P I T et fairs  SphRIlF
Ty o F =5 T e
Genotypic  Phenotypic ~ Total Genotypic Phenotypic General
variance variance mean coefficient coefficient heritability

] of variation of variation (%)
Traits . Sl (%) (%)
Grain yield (tha™) PHERER S W 0.259 0.263 5.64 9.02 9.09 68.50
Number of panicles PEYPANEE 2.890 2.940 1638 1038 10.47 98.30
No. of filled grains  ab ;s @il 4l slax 47.390 52.330 94.74 7.27 7.64 90.56
100.grain weight (g) e 3y 0.024 0.027 2.61 5.94 6.30 88.89
Leaf length (cm) of , Jsk 11.940 12.390 36.73 9.41 9.58 96.37
Leaf width(cm) $E e 0.015 0.0i6 1.10 i1.13 11.50 93.70
Leaf area (cm®) oF ool 25600 26.660 3041 16.64 16.98 96.02
Plant height(cm) ey 55.870 56.090 100.04 7.47 7.49 99.61
Culm length{cm) gk 45610 45.970 72.03 9.38 9.41 99.22
Amylose content Skl jlaia 6.160 6.360 25.38 9.78 9.94 96.86
Gel consistency {(mm). Jiokl  290.740 306.080 4799 3553 36.46 94.99
Panicle weight (g} Ly O 0.030 0.036 2.55 6.79 7.44 §3.33
Grain length {(mm) als Ik 0.415 0.420 . 7.19 8.96 9.01 98.81
Grain width (mm) Wls o e 0.021 0.022 1.90 7.63 7.81 95.45
Grain shape Gla 5o 0.021 0.022 3.83 378 3.87 95.45
Days 1o 50% flowering Iy LI SPPRIRT 4,72 5.250 94.93 2.29 241 89.90
Days to maturity ol Oty G gy 2l 6.640 6.650 124.9 2.03 2.06 96.84
Siged Ak g 53y 413 M by (13 e 3, Shas alaily oy g2 93 (VD) g Jidlt
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Table 4. Genotypic and phenotypic correlations among different traits of rice

Traits Sildes 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17
I Grain yield s> S 5 0395 0491, 028¢ 0036 0204 0.1/ E¥IL] 0153 0.107 0260 0359 0.090 0043 0077 0382 0337,
w  0.599 0497 0.294 0042 0193 0177 .209 «0.154 0.106 0.271 0417 0.092 0.039 0.080  0.395 0.340
2. Number of panicles Gy m 0159 £303 0144 0151 0,189 04097 -0.390] 0.304 03337 0303 0355  -0.180 0115 0.0%0 0.063
n 0158 0315 0143 0149 0188 0.411 -0.393 0.106 0330 0317 0356 0187 0117 0099 0.066
s e Gl 0.119 0235 0041 0.138 0.182 0.223 0.186 0,178 04047 0.259 0.233 0059 0.164 0,140
3. Number of filled gfains " 0.150 0261 0053 0.148 0.183 0.232 0.198 0.182 0.446 0.265 ¢.241 0058  0.174 0.154
4. 100 Grain weight  <baw o)y o 0221  -0.080 0.050 0.265 0.243 0252  *0.288 0888 05157 0020 0372, 0367, 0354
% 0234 -0.050 0.049 0.275 0.251 0.264 -0.294 0.929 0.539 0,013 0.401°  0.380 0.366
5. Leaf length KLl o 0318 07637 05197 0390 0.155 -0.142 0235 0.245 -0.227 03520 0038  -0J17
e 0336 0.779 0.524 0.394 0.156 -0.14¢ 0.251 0.248 0234 0.360° 0043 0,120
6. Leaf width . PR, 08507 029 0.249 0.132  -0.181 4.022 0.194 0.108 0078 -0.047  -0.082
e 0.844 0.303 0.258 0.145 0179 0028 -0.195 0.107 -0082 0045 0080
7. Leaf area £ b 04957 0392 0.170 -0.198 0.095 0.005 -0.204 0136 0.032 0106
® 0.500 0398 0.1%0  -0.199 0.097 0.003 -0.207 0139 0033 0105
8. Plant height Spplisl 0933 0068  -0.149 0257 0034 0039 . 0003 0067 -0.049
® 0.934 0069 0151 0.269 0.033 -0.040 0004 0060 0050
9. Culm length dldb 0.035 0212 0227 .0053 -0.105 4105 0076  -0053
M 0.035 0215 0237 .0054  -0.106 0103 0072 0052
10. Amylose content LT Jua. -0.4457 0120 0.019 0202 0115 008 0.476
@ £.456 0.126 0.018 0.201 0109 0.074 0.975
11. Gel consistency Jiokts o 0.164 0.143 -0.073 0133 0093 009
) ) a -0.177 0.146_  -0.070 0132, 0102 -0.102,
12. Panicle weight(gr) <2055 Q622" -0.029 04787 0388 0379
% 0.661 1040 0.523" 0415 0.401
13. Grain length Gisdyb o -0.063 0.7617 0.179 0.201
- -0.064 0768  0.185 0.204
14, Grain width PHE -0.6857 0007 0.006
s 0686 0010 0.006
15. Grain shape Gls J5 0.131 0.147
. 0139 0158
A L300 G5y 090
16. Days to 50% flowering * .
*and ** ; Significant at 5% and 1% levels, respectively, o y3 8 5 3 € Jlazml mha 53 513 a5 g ¥E LK
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Fig. 1. Dendrogram of rice genotypes based on different traits (Ward method)
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Table 5. Means of rice traits and deviation percentag from total mean of groups in cluster analysis

A il ol (oo 55 gy Calibee i (81 IS S0l 51 ol il e 5 Kok =0 J gt

Fes oplet 3 80es M PHIPER KT Jab S P gl Jsk S J3 bt i g ey Jse Japalde ki
e <3 PP wpondl dbae  of, o, &, Gy Ll AT LY s At & for b Oy &
N
Cluster  Genotype Grain Number  Number of 100 Leaf Leaf Leaf area Plant Culm Amylose Gel Panicie Grain Grain Grain Days to Days to
Ne yieldt of filled grain length width {cm?) height length content consistency weight tength width shape 50% maturity
(tha™) panicle grams weight (cm) (crm) {em) {cm) (mm) (2) {mm) {mm) flowering
oo (8)
2
Mu 1 13,3415 57 1715 9235 2.56 36,14 1.17 ile 99.45 ARy 2578 37.88 249 6.6% [.85 3.67 95.19 12523 Mean
..f 9,32,22.27 +1.06 +4.7 -2.52 -1.92 ~l61  +636 +3.91 -0.59 -119 +1.58 -21.07 -2.35 -6.95 -2.63 -4.18 +0.27 +0.26 Dewvaation% from
9. 2835236 total mean
o2 15.17,14,19 532 159 91.94 2.33 36.34 1.02 2772 99.38 71.62 24.28 61.79 245 712 189 38 9179 i2i.29 Mean
.W 25,3323 +5.67 -2.93 -2.96 -3.07 -1.06 <727 -8.85 -0.66 -0.57 -4.33 +28.76 -3.92 -0.97 -0.05 -0.78 -3.3t -2.89 Deviation% from
o ; total mean
.Mu 3 4,2021, 24 6.05 17.36 96,58 2.52 3123 0.95 2228 88.48 a4 24 60 2.44 720 2.00 364 96.88 127.13 Mean
m +7.27 +5.98 +1.92 -3.45 -1497 1364 -26.73 -11.36 -1515 -5.44 +25.03 -4.31 +0.14 +5.26 -4.96 +2.05 +1.79 Deviation%, from
m total mean
. 4 7.8.11,9,10,12 591 15.6 9746 2.85 30.06 1.06 30.03 9998 .98 24.46 44.08 2383 828 1.9 438 96.33 126.58 Mean
+4.79 -4.76 -0.296 +6.2 -18.16 «3.64 -1.25 -0.06 -1.46 +8.2 -8.15 +10.98 +15.16 0.00 +14.36 v1.47 +1.35 Deviation% from
total mean
5 31,35,30 537 14.81 99.22 265 40.79 1.20 36.76 109.85 80.78 24.64 49 67 259 728 [.5 377 9533 12525 Mean
16,18,26 -4.79 -9.58 +4.73 +1.52 +11.038 +9.0% +20.88 +9.8} +12.15 -292 +3.5 +1.57 +1.25 +2.63 -1.57 +0.42 +0.28 Deviation% from
total mean
erL.WL_L 5.64 16.38 94.74 268 3673 1.10 3041 100.64 7203 1538 47.99 255 .19 L9 383 4493 1249

Tota} mean
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