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Differences Between Strains in Nitrogen Response
in Spring Wheat

with Special Reference to Harvest Index and its Related Characters
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Laboratory of Field Crops, Faculty of Agriculture,
Hokkaido University, Sapporo, Japan
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Table 1. Strains

T, ZEFAKEMNO, 6, 12kg/l0a & FRTE o, I
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DAEBD 5 %, Jupateco 73S, Pitic 62 (3 & ic # %
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and varieties examined

Reference number

Cross

1-245

2-47, 2-124, 2-126, 2-350

Strain
al 5-4-2, 5-8, 5-343

7-61-2, 7-255

Jupateco 73 SX Haruhikari
Jupateco 73 S X Haruminori
Pitic 62 X Haruhikari
Victor 1 X Haruhikari

Variety

Haruhikari, Jupateco 73 S, Pitic 62, Kitamiharu 47, Norin 61
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Table 2. Harvest index and other characters examined
Harvest Grain  Total dry No. of  No. of  Weight of Culm
index yield weight ears grains 1000 grains  length
(%) (g/m?) (g/m?) (fmz) _ Per AT (g) (cm)
Genotypef
Haruhikari 34.9 454 1299 500 24.5 36.9 114
Jupateco 73S 38.5 487 1253 493 3158 33.8 85
Pitic 62 384 490 1270 441 32.0 34.0 91
Kitamiharu 47 38.9 484 1232 480 27.8 35.8 85
Norin 61 41.8 450 1068 487 283 324 82
1-245 (HH-2) 365 464 1250 485 253 37.0 90
2-47 (HH-1) 41.6 470 1105 445 28.5 36.0 83
2-124 42.0 493 1168 444 28.8 38.0 85
2-126 (LH-1) 36.8 440 1194 461 33.1 29.3 98
2-350 36.6 448 1210 476 24.9 37.2 90
5-4-2 36.2 457 1243 448 29.9 33.6 94
5-8 37.9 435 1131 439 27.0 36.0 100
5-343 38.3 467 1209 465 25.8 38.6 94
7-61-2 36.7 490 1313 515 28.3 33.3 97
7-255 38.0 438 1132 434 28.3 35.2 97
Treatment*
No 35.5 288 806 361 22.9 34.9 85
N 3 374 413 1101 422 27.2 36.3 91
N 6 38.2 482 1262 481 28.2 35.8 94
N9 39.8 561 1386 519 31.0 34,7 95
N 12 40.1 589 1470 555 31.2 34.2 96
Significance
genotype (g) ok NS NS NS ok ok ok
treatment (t) *k skk kk *k *ok kk ek
gxt * NS NS NS NS NS *
Note. Value is the mean of genotypes or treatments.

* and ** are significant at the 5% and 1% level, respectively.

t given names in parenthesis are used in later table and figures as representatives in
different nitrogen response for harvest index (see also Fig. 1).

¥ NO~N12 mean 0, 3, 6, 9 and 12kg/10a for applied nitrogen, respectively.
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Fig. 1. Response of harvest index to nitrogen
level in HH-1 (0), HH-2 (), LH-1 (&)
and Haruhikari (@)
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Fig. 2. Response of grain yield and total dry
weight to nitrogen level. Symbols are
the same as those shown in Fig. 1.
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Fig. 3. Response of yield components to nitrogen
level. Symbols are the same as those
shown in Fig. 1.
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Fig. 4. Relationships between harvest index and
ear number (@), and 1000-grain weight (A).
Each character was expressed as relative
value of nitrogen response, namely, N 12/
N O in percentage.
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Mote, WEH, BEEEILCEWT bTnksrb
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(EGR: Ear Growth Rate) :m T ToO A E O
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Table 3. Changes in ratio* of ear weight to total dry weight
after heading stage
Genotype N level Hsetading Full culxrtl elongation Matturing
(kg/10 a) age stage stage
HH-1 0 12,0 16.9 514
6 12.1 17.7 55.3
12 14.2 20.0 63.1
HH-2 0 13.0 154 471
6 12,7 17.2 50.1
12 12.9 174 55.4
LH-1 130 143 514
13.1 16.8 50.7
12 12.6 17.1 49.5
Haruhikari 11.6 145 48.1
11.9 13.7 47.1
12 11.7 15.0 49.2
*: in percentage.
200~
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Fig. 5. Response of ear growth rate (EGR) after
full culm elongation stage. Symbols are
the same as those shown in Fig. 1.
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Fig. 6. Relationships between ear growth rate
(ERG) and crop growth rate (CGR; @),
and distribution ratio of assimilate to ear
(o) after full culm elongation stage. Each
character was expressed as relative value
of nitrogen response.
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Fig. 7. Relationships between crop growth rate
(CGR) and net assimilation rate (NAR;
A) and mean leaf area index (MLAI; ~)
after full culm elongation stage. Each
character was expressed as relative value
of nitrogen response.
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Summary

Fifteen spring wheat (T'riticum aestiuum L.} geno-
types that consist of five varieties and ten strains
originated from four crosses of three foreign
varieties and two local varieties were grown under
five nitrogen fertilizer levels (0, 3, 6, 9, 12 kg/10a).
Differences between these genotypes in nitrogen
response were investigated with reference to har-
vest index and its related characters. The results
obtained are summerized as follows:
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1. Application of nitrogen gave increase of
harvest index in nine strains and 4 varieties.
Among these strains and varieties, however, differ-
ences were found in degrees of increase. In one
strain harvest index was declined with increasing
nitrogen fertilizer, and harvest index of one
variety was not responded to nitrogen.

2. The strains whose harvest indices increased
with increasing nitrogen fertilizer had shorter
culms than those with adverse response. Under
four nitrogen fertilizer levels (N3, N6, N9, N12)
harvest index showed significant negative correla-
tion with culm length (= —0.696**, —0.615*%, —0.606
* ‘respectively).

3. Grain yield and total dry weight of strains
whose harvest indices increased markedly with
increasing nitrogen fertilizer were increased re-
markably by nitrogen fertilizer. Those strains,
therefore, had high grain yields under high nitro-
gen level.

4. NO-N12 incease ratio, as relative value at

N 12 level (N 0=100), was obtained in each chara-
cter for evaluation of nitrogen response. N 0-N12
increase ratio of harvest index had significant
positive correlation with those of number of ears
and weight of 1000 grains, namely, r=0.544* and
0.676™*, respectively.

5. In strains whose harvest indices increased
with increasing nitrogen fertilizer ear growth rate
(EGR) was rised after full culm elongation stage
by nitrogen fertilizer.

6. After full culm elongation stage NO-N12
increase ratio of EGR had highly positive correla-
tion with those of crop growth rate (CGR) (»r=
0.874%%),

7. Highly positive correlation was found be-
tween N O-N 12 increase ratio of CGR and those of
net assimilation rate (NAR) after full culm elonga-
tion stage (r=0.966**). Whereas correlation coeffi-
cient between N 0-N 12 increase ratio of CGR and
those of mean leaf area index (MLAI) after full
culm eiongation stage was not significant.



