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TIRISE I 2 VR 5 Ak - BRI - T W*}%Ifﬁﬁr ’f’?r[z% R R
(Matsue ef al., 1994 ~ 1995) » Bi= FEALY RIRESEAEL ALpk il WTRHReE |~ LAAG VAFIRRTS -
T B [ ST 7 B SRR, Ak T 5 %E%’fﬁﬁﬁﬁgg’
T [V

AFEFEL AT ] (O P B L AR IR i
¢@v+‘ﬁ%1¢|WﬂTﬁ%“}“F‘J&?mv¢~vWHﬁ@wﬁﬁﬁlﬁVﬁﬁﬁ > 54
A R P rwélﬂuﬁ%ﬁ 5K P VTSR BLPIT < P BIARRR gl
IS BT £ P, B ) SR ST Tf gy el ok«

P B LR R %%%ﬁﬁﬂl4ﬁ%ﬁﬂ RS T
FE B AR T o T [i*“‘ﬁl%[i}ﬁ[&, N{:ﬁﬁ;@«[ & [ mFE[T“f 1 lﬁmrﬁ]i}q{
ELRLRE > ﬁ*ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁéﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁprﬁ@

ME R E

FIAS 2005 F Y- B{EZ 2006 F BT WSS g PR FIREE FEAPRE=
P
L PGS I Bl e AR SR e~ 4R e (REBATR] - SR B AR 8 B

BLAD O B~ B AR 14 B R 1S DR BRI 16 B i 67 :#F g&myf 5_&715#??
Brpel 72 B [‘FJ 7139 B [‘F,J, TE1A4 5 BT BR S By 11 9RO Bl 30 B -

2. BIRER © FARREIB R )RR WD SR 2 iR
ZP R RS ) ? “F[ 60 \’T ([REIEHhg) w120 7 (fBERIED) Z &5 < R
FOIGT B - R VL 5 EﬁeﬂF AL VP06 2GS [V AR = T Bkt | o B ] T
FIFEEEL 3x3=9m’ FHRYEE 30 x 15 cm

3.0 TV %j CFHED) - W?*”Eﬂj‘if“@ | Tk Ili'[J‘JV 100 £ > I') aﬁg‘ Hi G A R B A
FF#@? 5 WEE) LT I R ESETY 6 PRI iﬁfﬁ ﬁg&faﬁ;ﬁgg&,[e&}q{, quf[

(1)~ “WAEAIFZE S (primary branch fertlhty PS) 5 — FEAL - OO R R B
- R T L -

(2) = “MAERIT A ET (primary branch 1000-grain weight : PBW ) @ I'J— ZofSAp1 Az ph
WE - TR VEE -

(3) DA “WAEATIEY (primary branch number per panicle » PN) @ & — FSAU - S A7V B
E [

(4) — WAEAR BFR R (primary number of grain » PNG) @ &)~ ASA_F— SVARAEIEE 2 VA
L SR L -

(5) = AP Sk (secondary branch fertility » SS) © &~ AR T SR RMPIREESH AL B
e AR B -

(6) = WAL R ED (secondary branch 1000-grain weight @ SW) & I') = W AEATV AGH Y
WE - TR VEE -

(7) DAL TR REARIEY (secondary branch number per panicle » SN) @ &) — FEALF2 SRR
g -
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(8) = WAEART Hatt Bl (secondary number of grain » SNG) &)~ FEAL T SRR &
A LR ﬁﬁﬁ@rv e -

(9) HG %% (Density ) : '] = A [LHrT5] | :'i EIlS,

(10) = A g (grain number per panicle > GN) : &) — 535
T AR RE)

()R (Fertility » FER) : 55— R ERRUAFBRIA | 20051 P 4 -

(1)~ #FET (1000-grain weight » WT) @ I'[EZHFF0E — T pb304 VEIE

(13) i (panicle no. » Pno) : &~ [HfEfkD E 5555 Bl -

(14 7= (panicle length » PL) : %%EQ:E%LFIZ[ (RS % AV R

(15 1@[ (panicle weight » PW ) : FEFAi ﬁljﬁ (i :FJET{T) = ﬁ—kﬁ-n’:@ﬁ [/EIEI o

KR SIS IWF,E{ (protein » pro) - El%ﬁ]ﬂ%ﬁﬁ%% (amylose > amy ) °

ARl (score) SEFAAAE I K T3 HTRE R — Ak FH (PS-500) 3% HAEF Apk 534 -

- 0 CF) 'ﬁiﬁ%ﬁi%ﬁﬁéﬁfﬁh%ﬁi’c'%ﬁﬁiﬁl‘&?%’?ﬁﬁiz’ T
Tglj’ﬂ%l Rl ﬁ#l el [CIJ}‘FII%[@[ ( Appearance ) - F':,PEF (Aroma) ~ [ Iff (Flavor) -

*F’ﬂék (COheSIOH) rﬁl[i (Hardness ) L“F*F:'I (Overall in sensory test) ©

- REESYAT R R SRR D0 R o i A SAS ARG AT o 1

#b*ﬁTﬁﬁﬁVEﬁ}”%’*ﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬁbﬁﬁw*ﬁﬁV%ﬁﬂwwbr%

FURE 5 PO T [ S e S Jﬁlﬁrjﬂﬁ o BT ST IS B 2

EFH R (heritability ) ViR BT (Borojevic, 1990) » fh¢4

YR B -
R (- TR R

2 2
h; :[O-V /(O-V +O_YV +O_CV +O_YCV +O—NV +O_YNV +O—CNV + Oyeny 0, ]

il 0-1% ) O-}%V ) O-éV ) 0-30/ ) 0-12\/1/ ) O-)Z’NV ) JéNV ) O-}%CNV ) O-ez ST IR ”[[?5
28 i I - 5 % TSP~ P D - 0% P -
P IE > TR xR BRI E -~ MR VAR

RIS R ] U BRI o AT Ak TR
AR R B ? ROk F R ETH N ) X = [
o] AT ST F ST r (B 5 7 2 K PR X2 X Ryt SRS - 1
X, = X, ARl g?fﬁ SE2 m (joint distribution ) t,qa‘ngrﬁ [i& (bivariate normal )
%Eﬂy 2 @?Eﬁ £ [/ R0 FS« I"r:FIJT = ,i E]J;H ,1@@ )

w = Wn Tt Y+ By + G+ (YO + Eyr) ?CH' ’

p= o wl EL X, = X, F‘]"”\EEJL‘{J‘J/F’@%EH =

Y= [y yal” BV X 22 X, Ryl 2y & 3578

B, = [bri > ]’ FL X, = X, F‘JI\_ﬂf}L‘{J&;{/ﬂl ¥ E[fJE) r & VB IE

G = [gu > k]’ B X, 22 X, P IERaT k Fﬁ#[@?ﬁﬁ“fﬂfﬁg ’

(YG); = [ygu » ygaud” b5 X, 22 X, IRl 571 #2237 k Iﬁ#[ﬁﬂ/ﬂ\ I

Eye = [Crine > e’ B8 X2 Xy RIBANTE 15050 r (Wl &2 7)1 5V k GBI - B
oy

Ty

><

>
K

LH:
=

P

O
> =Var(X)= iy 127

Oizp Osp
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[ER IR 2GR Y (0)p 2 0,yp) — @A ( 0y,p ) Hilfi (phenotypic variance —
covariance matrix ) > HI[[fl1 ==V 51

ZP:Zg+Ze

SIS AT 18 [ ST R ARSI Y A1 o SLIY ) SAS
FHEE PROC GLM A= 7 5347 o R
) i

. ,=——SSe
y(a-D(b-1)

] 1 1|1 1
> =5 =—(S,-S )=—|—85, ———SS
e =80 = e m5) ybL%J <~ (r=Da-1 ”}

S =

p

Mb>

e+2g

55 HIES zp . Zg % Ze V7% Cunbiased estimators ) » fyfl AU E = A A
E‘]% £

Pi2p = O /\l 011p922p

Piag = O-l2g/ 011501024

BT S
Hap = S12p /\/ S11pS22p
Hae = SlZg /\/ SllgSZZg

+ A phy S =4

R EREEI R

—  KRETEMB AR R K B (L B I B R AT

SIS ST BIETIORLED SR OB I AR e RIS )
WEHDEE POES V2 I a1 R EO RPN oy - o -
Rt (S TEAT STRIRE BN o P T R ) T R
G-

BRI 2005 £ 92 2006 £ 21~ IR A5 [T K BT S IR S
ST AN I B W ARG S IR - SRR (42.5) ~ -
FAR T SR g (17.9) ~ = SRR S B (14.0) ~ T RE (18.2) ~ g (29.5) ¥
A (102) V3B MSREEE CIEREBRY - & A TSR IR FRERSE I (97) S
b —L],',I\%}L{J{F{Jj/ﬁ@$ » B lﬁgjﬂ[gtﬁ{‘q‘ftﬂ FI i EE S o B (A 1) = 33— J1 D
IR SO RIS 50 (Bt~ 97 A BT Ry B S B e (i
[0 4 B T RO SO (5 (3R> 2009) -

El
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Table 1. Stimates of heritability of rice panicle characters and rice quality chemical characteristic
in the first crop season

Estimate ps’ PBW PN PNG SS SW SN SNG Density

Variance component

O‘é 0.0001095 18.838387 0.3278486 0.0502363 0.0003319 1.1272626 4.5060461 0.0069526 0.1555560

0'30. 0.0008855 0.5922806 7.7753764 0.0364702 0.0029630 0.0944515 0.9558668 0.0016089 0.0337870

O'IZ\/G 0.0002413 0.1073546 0.1400559 0.0109512 0.0000475 0.0168018 0.1555487 0.0065568 0.0316396

O vy 0.0019091 4.2234236 0.4646127 0.0391973 0.0021037 0.7716462 1.4457676 0.0190592 0.0191751
O'Z. 0.001198 20.541510 6.587717 0.1439700 0.0010535 14.394229 50.526431 0.0155589 2.686619

Heritability (%) 2.52 42.52 2.14 17.88 5.10 6.88 7.82 13.97 5.31
G#)

Estimate GN FER WT Pno PL PW Pro Amylose Score F

Variance component

O'é 123.40405 0.0000809 1.3490369  3.0920549  1.5614827  0.0782296 0.2904890  0.0137638 20.265189  0.028593

0'30 17.202554  0.0014307 0.0083157  0.8022566  0.2229831  0.0524329 0.0940924  0.0564699 2.6390134 0.012420

O',ZVG 2.1196470 0.0001282 0.0560126  0.2144905  0.0442593  0.0073307 0.0849028  0.0008078 0.1061126  0.007584

O'iYG 27.26290 0.0016207 0.6776936  1.3415104  0.3417420  0.0038071 0.9342020  0.1612284 51.133913  0.054583

O'Z. 1115.105 0.0001450 53070450  5.0286100 16.412280 0.6251428 3.4223258  0.07557104 202.83412 0.190728
Heritability (%) 9.60 2.37 18.23 29.50 8.40 10.20 6.01 4.47 7.31 9.72

"

o ST (B RFEAE RS R B SRR (T1.4) ~ BED YRR
(68.2) ~Hf L (69) ~ AT R (66.7) (65 7) MHEE (60.7) Eﬁﬁ' VS
e %E'ﬁli IR Elﬁlﬂ%'ﬂff" 55.7 t'ﬁﬁ' Vi (R 2) o [k
9= 5 OS[BS S R E (Lin er al, 2005) - Shi e
al. (1997) TP[LI' PR ‘93ﬁ5 = Rl E A K (direct additive effects)
ﬁ[ & JM‘E[; ¥t (direct additive interaction effects ) 2 4 B Uit = #5jEz (Maternal
additive interaction effects ) ElfJEtﬁju °

?J%’?ﬁfﬁf['x ’ Er”ﬁﬁfﬂiﬁii  [EEEECERGE ﬁ;ﬁfj SRR ED - E PR TRE R
By R Er ’?ﬂ%ﬁl’ﬁu@ﬁ‘%ﬁlﬁfﬁ' (Babu et al., 2003) = 3= (1980) 737 f<FE 1 F £ H il
1 AN 7{“+1EI VE j’yg[ﬂtﬂ 1 ~ 2% EEESRE 90 ~ 1009 - j‘ﬂ[r (1986 ) ZtfE5E
WAL RS TE"S']F' Y SR (68 ~9596) > M HI ﬁf»ﬁ[ﬁ@ (54 ~
8oy) SRR PR R S| BT ERR P SR B R

g F f_gsﬁgyp\ CRREE 5 (R ) (e | R k:* (1982)
Hfg SN SRl Le A ﬁﬁ;JJ’E@}* ’ v%@iﬁ"* 137 A LR (e
ﬁﬁ@ﬁvwl S RS PSR B
B3 (1985) Fi11> ST WAV - A ~ AT - AR SR

BT~ IR < 4 SR (e 9T B[ R R - 5
(I ) S BT TS [ ERLEN ST HIED & RS ERURe

SR AL (92572 2009) » R S T JF??EHI g
et S P (R A
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* 2. 3 Hﬂ]ﬁ:7j<%¥ﬁﬁ?f[ﬁ#y]i}[kb7{\ﬁl Eﬁ’,ﬁ] [ SE s 55
Table 2. Estimates of heritability of rice panicle characters and rice quality chemical characteristic
in the second crop season

PS# PBW PN PNG SS SW SN SNG Density
Variance component
0',2; 0.00003145  0.779583 1.1675 0.025389  0.004138 1.108542  16.17195 0.000083 0.553167
O')Z'G 0.00011937 ~ 0.6375 0.034375  0.007858  0.000377  0.135688 1.505625  0.010625  0.002563
O 0.00006791 0 0 0.009319 0 0 0 0.030458  0.005146
Oy 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
o‘f. 0.000993 3.969 0.433 0.08069 0.004254 1.6943 6.05 0.2524 0.2403
Heritability (%) 2.6 14.5 71.4 20.6 472 37.7 68.2 0.028 69.0
(7#)
GN FER WT Pno PL PW Pro Amylose Score F
Variance component
oe 287.4063  0.000961 1.003073 0.730469 1.545052 0.142135 0.09201 0.171875 14.74688  0.037885
o7 1535417 0.000144 0 0 0.283479 0.017208 0.044563 0.012729 0 0.010146
O',%/G 0 0 0 0 0.002667 0.000938 0 0 0 0
Orve 0 0 0 0.068938 0 0 0.001979  0.002729 1.485417 0.010271
O'é 128.2 0.00169  2.5654 1.9584 0.5204 0.0738 0.1462 0.1211 16.71 0.0332
Heritability (%) 66.7 34.4 28.1 26.5 65.7 60.7 323 55.7 44.8 41.4

=~ KTETE AR B S 2 IR ALARY
FI (1988) SEEHFH (50553 A1 - BEITESASIE 527 190 P00 - PSS - 4
PRSI 00 <A B (578 L RGP 9 I )51
ﬁ;%?Q%FWE%%FW%,ﬁ@%ﬁﬂhbhpﬁ$ﬁ%wﬁpﬁt%Jow
Pk SRR 6 V30 0 T AP - BT O P

fA[E' HEE A (Matsue et al., 1994 ~ 1995) » ;= FVFLY RIEZFEA F il BT
Hi? L@%vwWﬁ [P TR LY S SR R A T

T I/fF‘EZIU I ﬂpf/“'ﬁ FEER T (B &S P i?‘j“l/;,%[ﬁl;@

s ;}Aﬂ[lg{gvﬁ;ﬁ'[@‘rﬁiﬁgyp 5~ 129 » H &fE K ﬁp*i_;[%[ 5 K
(Resurreccion et al., 1993; Eggum et al., 1994 ) - %**F]Iﬁ?{lﬁﬁil‘rﬂﬁp » b ¢ LP?FHZ#
I SpUEE (F157, 1988; Lii er al., 1986) - Matsue et al. (1995) 71*#’, ,*Enfﬁiiﬁ[fﬁﬁ]—
E.;@’rrﬁgl,eﬁi AR yﬁﬁlﬁ K EY- Eilﬁ:vffgfﬁi)ffﬁﬁiy[ikﬁk@—,{\ﬁ*ﬁ ] ,j%%l?']ﬁlrﬁﬂ
Pro ST B ARREH e - ORI R~ SR YRR BT ORI
A% A - £ T TR R S 1T %%ﬁwﬁo
PR pRS e R R R S SRR B AR
B TR E ﬁ‘wb?ﬁ“‘;@@%rﬁ'g‘% @?ﬁﬁvbﬁrﬁl’?’fﬁﬁ M E I’FE'F%% (#
3) « Yanetal (1999) FF fiie RpZEARME BT FOALIR - P2t 0T B BT
ETI’FE'E‘% » FETE R A ST Bl 1 fFE‘FT;J R ﬁ'ﬁﬁ%@ﬁf‘ ETI’FE'F%% P R
Bt E’J’FE'FTJ °
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AFEREG R (4 T R

JE Ef:ﬁﬁ FAUED ~ P 0 A P B B @%I‘W%ﬁ » B O
@@ﬁgy%%rw% R LY SRR B Y TR S [
Fo BRI O E I B Iﬁ[ﬁ% s R %*igfﬁﬂﬁ AR HIE Q;@JT‘[‘E‘@E@
TR A IR Y 2 IR RYET T AP ED (Samonte er al, 1998) o ARHIFTE S Puki B
ML LR DG P I R A
( Babu et al 2003) o EJ?F—JI% JEE 5 AR SRRSO . (Gravois and Helms, 1992;
Miller ef al., 1991; Vlek et al., 1979) F{‘/ﬁlgl ( Gravois and McNew, 1993) amfr%%ﬂ“ﬁfg%?
TR FORYE o FRATRTER R T ] L R FNFE[“T% SRR B UL AT BE R Y,

% (Samonte et al., 1998 ) °

Y e TR o o T . A

Table 3. Phenotype correlations of rice panicle characters and rice quality chemical characteristic

in the first crop season

PBW PN PNG SS SW SN SNG Density GN FER WwT Pno PL PW pro amy scor F

PS
PBW
PN
PNG
SS
SW
SN
SNG
Density
GN
STER
WT

PL
PW
pro
amy

scor

021" 0447 -0.10 0397 -0.01 0307 026 0227 022" 083 021" 034" 007 018 010 019 015 017
023" 0407 0.2 0737 015 -0.16 -001 0.6 0227 0947 -0317 0397 0347 028" 000 0337 0417
0497 034" 027" 0877 -009 0.68" 0937 005 005 -0747 085" 0627 034" -0.12 0427 0.17

0.03 029" 020 -0.19 023 0327 -005 036" -030" 025 027 -047" -033" 018 025

0.16 -026" 0.10 -0.10 -022" 083" 024 006 -041" -0.13 003 021" 009 -0.04

0.09 -020 -0.14 -0.09 009 083" 001 007 009 -025 -0.12 0.7 025

-0.07 0857 0927 001 005 -071" 055 0777 -0.16 -0.10 027 023

-0.01 -0.04 024" -0.11 008 -0.08 -0.10 043" 020 -0.15 -0.18

092" 0.06 -005 -0.66" 016 0637 -0.12 -010 023 008

-0.01 008 -0.72" 0517 0807 -022" -0.11 029" 023

029" -0.15 -020 002 0.09 025 014 0.08

020 0260 027 -025 001 0297 038"

20467 -0.597 023" -001 -0.30" -0.29"

0.697 -022° -0.10 0.12 037"

0.2 004 021" 022

057" -0.72" 031"

-0.18  -0.03

™" Significant at 1% and 5% probability levels, respectively

ST SRR P TR RS U AR (e 0
#H%ﬁ«@ﬁ:ﬂﬁ@ﬁ«@ﬁ#&wﬁ$EW%}w% T R R
€ 1 OSSR 0 TR © Y S heR
AR S g~ ST CVRSATIR - R R J*ﬁ“HE\T ﬁwb*ﬁ?;lﬁr‘%ﬁ?rﬁ'%ﬁ ==
DOONRERRSE S RRER l’?’?ﬁiibﬁ[%ﬁli?‘ ”‘Fﬁ' CER VFE'TJ (% 4) -

i R Y T @I@Eﬂi? b5 A[E{i_’a&??g%:“ﬁﬁ TTHVE ol [k I/~ (Reddy et
al., 1994; Juliano, 1985; Matsue et al., 1995) B E g j%%‘jﬁlﬁfﬁ?“"rﬁéi%ﬂ%ﬁ
AMATRE LR (R, 1986; KA, 1990; 1 57, 1989; ZI5, 1988) o [HF= 1" ife-{<Fizth
R e TSR AT » ) TRUR S AR - T O B
oy -
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Table 4. Phenotype correlations of rice panicle characters and rice quality chemical characteristic

in the first crop season

PBW PN PNG SS SW SN SNG Density GN FER WT Pno PL PW pro amy scor f

PS 021" 000 013 0327 008 000 -0.08 005 004 0647 016 005 002 017 -0.04 009 003 -0.17
PBW 0.10 026" 0367 005 -0.04 -004 007 027 0917 027 027 0307 -021" -003 013 006
PN -0.54" 000 0827 -0.12 078" 0.87° -044" 0.04 -057" 078" 0877 -024" -037" 021" 047"
PNG 017 002 015 002 024 0327 -005 012 -0.19 0397 038 005 -0.11 -0.07 027
SS 0.14 0477 0.10 -0.44" -0477 092" 020 0.6 -0.40" -028" 026 0397 -032" -0.60"
SW 008 -0.12 -0337 -0.16 0.17 067" -0.17 025 0.4 -023 008 0.10 0.10
SN 0.14 0897 0947 -046" -007 -0.54" 0737 0877 -026" -048" 027 030"
SNG 0.09 004 004 -0.14 005 -007 -002 012 007 -0.09 -0.17
Density 095" -0.40" -025" -044" 0527 0817 -0.15 -045" 0.19 029"
GN 20427 -0.10 -0.57" 0757 0927 -020 -0457 021" 035"
STER 023" 017 -0337 020 020 036" -027" -0.51"
WT -0.20 025 0.8 -023 005 012 0.1
Pno -0.637 -0.657 0.16 015 -0.11 -0.23"
PL 0857 -025" -033" 020 040"
PW 025" 0397 021" 034”7
pro 040" -0.88" -0.35"
amy -0.54" -0.447
scor 0.32"

™" Significant at 1% and 5% probability levels, respectively

~ IKAETERE A M AR B K B S 1 2 B (H BV AERS

JFf 2005 = 2006 & &y W[ F*&ﬁ%‘ﬁ‘ﬁ‘/["#{{@7} T@’T’Fﬁ 13 = 5E R A RE JJff’T
S 1 QPR U A AR — T R BT
ik~ SRR R AR TAP SRR VO £ e F‘“Iﬁl
‘%J o SRR R Iﬁlf“ffd IS = %@TEL—TE'F%J PR ITE'F%J
(Yanetal.,1999) - @%ﬁjfﬁi ""FE'E‘F’\—\'V gt (gel consistency ) [ 3E [ EiAIRE (Lin
et al., 2005) - EIIF If[[r, ESS ,H{*‘é?)ftgiiﬁg s BRI VR S - VR B e
?ﬁﬁmbﬁﬁ;[ £ ﬂﬁ VJ.*’FE[T;J =SR2 LB St (kx@ G A[;EFE ﬁﬁq;{/ E1Af!
B (#5) -

5 IR O VR O 0 A
- SR S R TR S LR A R T
~ RIS ,Kﬁf{ﬁéfén R i G Sy L R L %ﬁji
D B R PR BEEE I  RE  — Sepeig s

J\Hﬁ@( ?ﬁ? ,L‘%@ J?ﬁ%ﬁ‘@( ?ﬁﬁwb 1&[ I j}t?l I/L*ﬁlrrj‘% ) St A’Hﬁli‘ﬁ%’j’}< -
SAATARSE SR T VR ISR R RO A l’?’?ﬁiibﬁl Sl “Eﬁif? IB,’I@F,'J;V Al
*E‘FTJ (#6) -

T G P \"‘ﬁi{ BISEF 57k 5 % ,Eﬁj*{ljciﬁfUpJ;%/%%“ (Lin ez al., 2005 ; Shi et al.,

1997) - Lin et al. (2005) ﬁ il iEa ”"A[Ef HE5# @5k (general heritability ) E
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Table 5. Genotype correlations of rice panicle characters and rice quality chemical characteristic in

the first crop season

PBW PN PNG SS SW SN SNG Density GN FER WT Pno PL PW pro amy scor F

PS 0.02 .00 -0.06 -1.00 -0.18 0.83 0.3 .00 075 -1.00 0.17 -043 0.14 021 0.77 1.00 030 043
PBW 1.00 1.00 -048 082 041 -079 028 048 -029 099 -072 057 0.66 -029 028 045 0.70
PN 1.00  -0.64 -0.70 1.00  -1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00  0.76 -2.66 1.00 1.00  -1.00 -0.81 1.00 1.00
PNG -0.06  0.64 1.00  -1.00 1.00 .00 -0.05 0.87 -1.00 0.85 .00 -1.00 -1.00 0.68  0.88
SS -0.06 -0.64 039 0.2 -042 0.17 -008 065 -1.00 -0.92 0.54 .00 0.17 -1.00
SW -0.08 -0.67 -031 -0.05 -0.15 090 -025 023 020 -0.13 026 0.13 029
SN -0.03 090 096 0.21 026 -0.80  0.89 1.00  -043  0.01 0.85  0.67
SNG -0.03 -023 071 -0.76 032 -034 -0.32 1.00 1.00  -041 -0.34
Density 0.97 1.00  0.13 -0.78 0.70 090 -047  0.15 1.00  0.38
GN 035 033 -092 0.87 1.00 -0.55 -0.16 0.84 0.63
STER 0.18 011 -099 -0.57 1.00 1.00 057 -047
WT -0.59 044 053 -028 028 039 0.63
Pno -093 -1.00 044 -021 -0.75 -0.65
PL 1.00  -048 -0.54 029 0.80
PW -042  -0.03 078 0.75
pro 093 -0.58  0.12
amy 0.01  -0.68
scor 0.44

?;rpmé[t]%j{ i AR R f‘ﬁE—fT R e i IR e B e F EEE S
Sasahara et al. (1982) FI[M[FI{C[Y55 () REA] AT 5 B9 28 1 [FIPVIEE] - pIE S0
S S A '%@_ﬁj%aﬁ]‘ > Futsuhara et al. (1979 ) G HE 8 5505 = FOAS 3 (1)
BRI R < (2) T VRARERT |- SRR 3) AFET R |- SRR
Hr ) ﬁf“%rﬁj%*“f/\ﬁ [V 3R B () SRR | AP I PRES -

RAE a2y S e n\\ AT RYF N R R - 7&*5?%%@%[@&\’%%‘% il
i SR - % ] Ix14|a7}@f’rgu£ﬁ = R TR USRI R R o P
7IE‘,l Hb U] I/,ieff';fﬂt"~ ;,glﬁu (o IH;T B E £l Eﬁ?ﬁl:mﬂ\@ffﬁlﬁ[i;{—k %
W“ [%—F.[jgljﬁ[%%]é:,\_[/?}[tﬁjj L MR TR I%ii?‘ﬂvﬁ*f VYA o A
"J'I‘ikﬁ{ﬂ/ﬁ'r‘éfd’l‘??ﬁ[’—iﬂﬁxﬂf fﬁ[ﬂ?"bju R T g VN (R AR
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Table 6. Genotype correlations of rice panicle characters and rice quality chemical characteristic in
the second crop season

PBW PN PNG SS SW SN SNG Density GN FER WT Pno PL PW pro amy scor F
PS -0.12 -0.31 0.04 024 -035 -0.14 -100 -0.07 -0.19 043 -028 085 -029 -026 029 065 -033 -0.51
PBW 0.31 0.09 096 -0.06 -034 -0.18 006 020 099 -0.79 056 040 -0.62 -0.09 026 032
PN 086 -087 -0.02 086 -0.84 083 095 -0.84 0.12 -083 085 096 -044 -054 037 0.79
PNG -0.63 020 046 -1.00 041 0.60 -049 044 -0.73 078 073 -0.05 -0.28 -0.07 0.63
SS 0.19 -0.77 047 -0.79 -084 096 015 064 -0.63 -0.76 044 0.66 -0.50 -0.99
SW -0.12 010 -033 -0.10 0.17 096 -0.50 042 020 -037 0.02 0.16 036
SN -0.57 095 098 -0.84 -0.19 -0.69 0.71 091 -0.51 -0.83  0.54 059
SNG -047 -0.66  0.12 -0.19 079 -084 -082 016 075 -031 -0.74
Density 095 -083 -034 -050 052 082 -034 -0.70 041 0.51
GN -0.88 -0.09 -0.75 076 095 -046 -074 046  0.66
STER 022 072 -0.63 -0.78 051 0.79 -0.59 -0.93
WT -0.59 047 023 -045 0.10 0.13 033
Pno -0.99  -091 046 048 -031 -0.81
PL 090 -0.55 -0.56 040 078
PW -0.56  -0.69 047 073
pro 0.80 -0.98 -0.75
amy -0.83  -0.56
scor 0.70
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Studies on Quality Selection Index of Early
Generation of Rice Hybrid'

Lo, J. C.,> C. H. Chang.,’ R. K. Chen” and C. D. Liu’

Abstract

This study was carried out to obtain selection information on early generation of rice hybrid.
A total of 14 varieties randomly selection from the collection of rice varieties released in Taiwan,
including high quality and generally variety during the past 30 years were used to conducted field
experiments with various nitrogen rates (60 and 120 kg N ha™) in the first and second crop seasons
through the years from 2005 to 2006. The purpose was to investigate the correlation coefficients
between the properties of panicle and rice kernel quality characteristics. The result of this research
indicated the panicle properties and rice quality characteristics reveal the milled rice palatability
score were positively correlation with primary branch number per panicle, average grain number
of primary branch, secondary branch number per panicle, grain number per panicle, sterility and
panicle weight. Analysis of the genotype correlation coefficients on flavor value were highly
positively correlated with primary branch number per panicle, average grain number of primary
branch, panicle length and panicle weight. However, higher estimates of the heritability and genetic
gain of rice kernel quality on selection index in early generation of rice hybrid were primary branch
number per panicle, density, panicle weight, grain number per panicle.
Key words: Japonica Rice, Breeding, Quality, Selection
Accepted for publication: March 5, 2013

1. Contribution No.411 from Tainan District Agricultural Research and Extension Station.

2.Agronomist & Head and Associate Agronomist, Chiayi Branch Station, Tainan District
Agricultural Research and Extension Station.

3. Graduate student and Associate Professor, Department of Agronomy, National Chiayi University,
Chiayi, Taiwan, R.O.C.

21



