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Fig. 1. Intraction effect of Irrigation and cultivar on Grain yield of corn cultivars
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Table 1. Analysis of variance for yield and yield components of maize cultivar s affected by levelsof irrigation.

g gl S Jsb I k3 9T 0)9 alsslaxi o olasy
Goal) Gl Gl eI e I
Plant Height Ear Length Ear Diameter Ear wood Grainsper  Rowsper
(cm) (cm) (cm) weight (gr) ear ear
Irrigation Sobel
Seven days 9, s 191.7a 19.76a 4.89a 19.94a 539.2a 14.31a
Ten days 39500 158.9b 17.13b 4.22b 16.08b 384b 12.56b
Hybrids N yd
K SC500 156.6¢ 16.02b 3.63d 15.93c 374.6¢ 12.13b
K SC647 172.3b 16.97b 4.34c 16.55bc 436.8b 13.3ab
KSC700 180.1b 19.80a 5.07b 18.88ab 489.5ab 13.95a
KSC704 192.2a 20.99a 5.25a 20.68a 545.5a 14.35a
Table 1. Continued alol) Jous
50 &ilo olawy ails HI 39 ailo o ,Slos Soielgm o Slos Clild g s
9, 5 LS 0 o9 LS ;5 o9) )
slows Grains 1000 Grain Grainyield Biological yield Harvest Index
Treatments per row weight (gr) (t/ha) (t/ha) (%)
Irrigation &bl
Seven days g, cin 37.95a 286.6a 10.28a 21.86a 46.94a
Ten days 39508 30.51b 217.4b 5.55b 18b 30.57b
Hybrids KR
K SC500 30.45b 264.8a 6.83c 18.69b 35.21b
K SC647 32.73b 236.9a 7.09bc 19.09b 36.28b
K SC700 35.02ab 252.8a 8.35ab 20.14ab 41.12a
KsSC704 38a 253.6a 9.3% 21.8a 42.42a

St g dayl pl j0 yd Pyl ShS 4 o g m Ll polie Y Jeue

Table 2. Drought tolerance indices for maize hybri

dsin drought stress conditions.

G s O 4 Jod S92 Jooxi O 4
Hybrids
GMP STI MP TOL SS|
KSC500 6.2 0.36 6.83 571 1.27
KSC647 6.73 0.42 7.09 4.42 1.03
KSC700 8.14 0.62 841 4.56 0.87
KSC704 9.11 0.78 9.39 4.26 0.85
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