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Abstract Development of density tolerant maize hybrids and knowing their optimum plant density are 

prerequisite for maximizing grain productivity from unit land area. The objectives of this study were to evaluate 

linear and quadratic relationships between grain yield response and plant density among genetically diverse 

inbreds and testcrosses and to determine their optimum plant density for maximizing the grain yield per unit 

area. Twenty three inbreds and their 69 testcrosses with three testers were evaluated under three plant densities; 

low (LD), medium (MD), and high (HD) density (47,600, 71,400 and 95,200 plants/ha, respectively). Out of 23 

inbreds, seven were classified as density efficient and responsive (E-R), four as efficient and non-responsive (E-

NR), three as inefficient and responsive (I-R) and nine as inefficient and non-responsive (I-NR). Out of 69 

testcrosses, 23, 4, 4 and 38 were E-R, E-NR, I-R and I-NR, respectively. The inbreds E-R showed linear 

regression of slight increase and quadratic regression showed optimum density of 83,300 plants/ha. The inbreds 

E-NR exhibited linear increase with optimum density of 92,820 plants/ha. Inbreds I-R and I-NR showed linear 

regression of decrease with optimum density of 71,400 and 80,920 plants/ha, respectively. The testcross groups 

E-R and E-NR, exhibited linear regression of increase very close to quadratic regression with optimum density 

of 95,200 plants/ha (HD). Testcross groups I-R and I-NR showed linear regression with slight increase or no 

change and optimum density of 47,600 plants/ha (LD). Inbreds and testcrosses of groups E-R and E-NR showed 

high and significant slopes of linear regression, so they carry alleles of plant density tolerance and can help in 

future breeding programs for improving maize. 

 

Keywords Regression, Corn, Unit area productivity, Optimum plant density 

Introduction 

According to FAOSTAT (2014) [1], Egypt ranks sixth in the world with respect to average productivity (ca 8 

tons ha
-1

) after Germany, France, Canada, Italy and USA, where average yield for these countries reached > 12 

ton ha
-1

. Hybrid varieties currently released in Egypt by the National Maize Breeding Program (NMBP) are bred 

and grown at low plant density (ca. 57,000 plants ha
-1

), i.e. much less than that used in such developed 

countries, because Egyptian hybrids cannot withstand higher plant densities, due to their tallness, one-eared, 

decumbent leaf and large-size type plants. Growing commercial varieties of maize in Egypt, released locally by 

NMBP, at high plant density (HPD) causes a drastic reduction in grain yield per plant and sometimes a decrease 

in grain yield per land unit area. On the contrary, modern maize hybrids in USA and developed countries are 

characterized with high yielding ability from unit area under HPD, due to their high-density adaptive traits, such 

as early silking, short anthesis silking interval (ASI), less barren stalks and prolificacy [2]. Radenovic et al. 

(2007) [3] pointed out that maize genotypes with erect leaves are very desirable for increasing the population 

density due to better light interception. This may be one of the important reasons of getting lower maize 
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productivity in Egypt from unit land area than that in the developed countries, which use high-density tolerant 

varieties. One of the potential methods to maximize maize productivity per unit land area in Egypt is through 

growing density tolerant hybrids under the optimum plant density for each hybrid. 

There is substantial genetic variation for plant density tolerance (PDT) in maize [4]. Some hybrids yield more as 

plant density is increased while others exhibit no increase or even yield loss [5-8]. The presence of genotypic 

differences in plant density tolerance would help plant breeders in initiating successful breeding programs to 

improve such a complicated character. Liu et al. (2004) [9] reported that maize yield differed significantly at 

varying plant density levels, owing to differences in genetic potential. Differential responses of maize genotypes 

to high plant density was reported by some investigators [10-15]. There are some reports on the quadratic 

response of grain yield on the elevated plant density [13-14, 16-20]. Knowledge about differential responses of 

maize genotypes to elevated plant densities and the optimum density for each genotype could be an invaluable 

aid in maize improvement strategies. The objectives of the present investigation were: (i) to identify the plant 

density efficient and responsive inbreds and hybrids, (ii) to evaluate linear and quadratic relationships between 

grain yield response and plant density among genetically diverse inbreds and hybrids and (iii) to determine the 

optimum plant density  for  maximizing  the  grain  yield  per  unit  area  of  studied  inbreds and testcrosses.  

 

Materials and Methods 

This study was carried out at the Agricultural Experiment and Research Station of the Faculty of Agriculture, 

Cairo University, Giza, Egypt (30° 02'N latitude and 31° 13'E longitude with an altitude of 22.50 meters above 

sea level) in 2015 and 2016 seasons. 

Plant materials: Twenty three diverse maize inbred lines, of different origins were chosen on the basis of their 

adaptive traits to high plant density and/or drought, to be used as females in this study. Seven of them (L14, 

L17, L18, L20, L21, L28 and L53) were obtained from Agronomy Department, Faculty of Agriculture, Cairo 

University and 16 inbreds (IL115, IL17, IL24, IL51, IL53, IL80, IL84, IL151, IL171, Sk9, CML67, CML104, 

Inb174, Inb176, Inb208 and Inb213) were obtained from Agricultural Research Center, Egypt.  Three testers of 

different genetic base were used as males to make all possible testcrosses in 2015 season with the 23 inbred 

females, namely the commercial inbred line Sd7, the commercial single cross hybrid SC 10 and the commercial 

synthetic Giza 2 (open-pollinated variety). Serial numbers and names of inbreds and testcrosses are presented in 

Table (1). 

Experimental design and treatments: In 2016 season, one field experiment was carried out during the early 

summer. The experiment was conducted to evaluate 100 genotypes, namely 23 inbred lines, three testers, 69 

testcrosses and five high-yielding commercial hybrids as checks (the single crosses SC 168, SC 2031, SC 30K9,  

SC30N11and the three-way cross TWC 1100). A split-plot design in RCB arrangement with three replications 

was used. The main plots were allotted to three plant densities (low, medium and high) and the sub-plots were 

devoted to genotypes (100 genotypes). The inbred lines were separated from other studied material in each 

block, because of their differences in plant height and vigor. The date of planting was the 20
th

 of May. Sub-plots 

were single rows 4.0 m long and 0.70 m wide, with hills spaced at a distance of 15 cm for the high density (HD), 

20 cm for the medium density (MD) and 25 cm for the low plant density (LD) with two plants hill
-1

 and plants 

were thinned to one plant hill
-1

 before the first irrigation to achieve the plant densities 95,200, 71,400 and 

47,600 plants/ha, respectively. All other agricultural practices were followed according to the recommendations 

of ARC, Egypt. Nitrogen fertilization at the rate of 285.6 kg N/ha was added in two equal doses of Urea before 

the first and second irrigation. Fertilization with calcium superphosphate was performed with soil preparation 

and before sowing. Weed control was performed chemically with Stomp herbicide before the first irrigation and 

just after sowing and manually by hoeing twice, the first before the second irrigation and the second before the 

third irrigation. Irrigation was applied by flooding after three weeks for the second irrigation and every 12 days 

for subsequent irrigations. Pest control was performed when required by spraying plants with Lannate 

(Methomyl) 90% (manufactured by DuPont, USA) against corn borers. 

Soil analysis and meteorological data: The analysis of the experimental soil, indicated that the soil is  clay 

loam (5.50% coarse sand, 22.80% fine sand, 36.40% silt,  and 35.30% clay), the pH (paste extract) is 7.92, the 

EC is 1.66 dSm
-1

, soil bulk density is 1.2 g cm
-3

, calcium carbonate  is 7.7%, the available nutrients in mg kg
-
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1
were Nitrogen (371.0), Phosphorous (0.4), Potassium (398), DTPA-extractable Zn (4.34), DTPA-extractable 

Mn (9.08) and DTPA-extractable Fe (10.14). Meteorological variables in the 2016 growing season of maize 

were obtained from Agro-meteorological Station at Giza, Egypt. For May, June, July and August, mean 

temperature was 27.87, 29.49, 28.47 and 30.33°C, maximum temperature was 35.7, 35.97, 34.93 and 37.07°C 

and relative humidity was 47.0, 53.0, 60.33 and 60.67%, respectively. 

Parameters recorded: 1. Number of ears plant
-1

 (EPP): It was estimated by dividing number of ears plot
-1

 on 

number of plants plot
-1

. 2. Number of rows ear
-1

 (RPE): Using 10 random ears plot
-1

 at harvest. 3. Number of 

kernels plant
-1

 (KPP): Calculated by multiplying number of ears plant
-1 

by number of rows ear
-1

 by number of kernels row
-1

. 4. 

Hundred kernel weight (100KW) (g): Adjusted at 155g water kg
-1

 grain. 5. Grain yield plant
-1

 (GYPP) (g): It was estimated by 

dividing the grain yield plot
-1

 (adjusted at 15.5% grain moisture) on number of plants plot
-1

 at harvest. 6. Grain yield ha
-1

 

(GYPH) (ton): It was estimated by adjusting grain yield plot
-1

 at 15.5% grain moisture to grain yield ha
-1

.  

Biometrical analyses: Analysis of variance of the split-plot design in RCB arrangement was performed on the 

basis of individual plot observation using the MIXED procedure of SAS ® [21]. The data collected from the 

experiment was subjected to the standard analysis of variance of split-plot design. Least significant difference 

(LSD) was calculated to test significance of differences between means according to Steel et al. (1997) [22]. 

Linear regression of grain yield on plant density was performed for each individual inbred and hybrid to assess 

yield responses to increased plant density, evaluating both linear and quadratic responses across the three plant 

densities. 

 

Results and Discussion 

a. Analysis of variance 

Mean squares due to plant density (D) and genotypes (G) for all studied traits were significant (P≤ 0.01) (Table 

1), indicating that the elevated plant density has obvious effects on all studied traits and the genotypes differed 

significantly for all studied traits.  

Table 1: Significance of mean squares of split plot design for six traits of studied maize genotypes under three 

plant densities in 2016 season 

SOV 
 

df   
 

Mean squares 

  
  

     

  
EPP RPE KPP 100-KW GYPP GYPH 

 
Density (D) 2 ** ** ** ** ** ** 

 
Genotype (G) 99 ** ** ** ** ** ** 

 
G x D 198 ** ** ** ** ** ** 

 
CV% 

 
2.87 2.81 5.31 2.93 6.71 6.21 

 
EPP = ears/ plant, RPE = rows/ear, KPP = kernels/plant, 100-KW = 100-kernel weight, GYPP = grain 

yield/ plant, GYPH = grain yield/ ha, ** indicate significance at 0.01 probability level. 

Mean squares due to G × D interaction were significant (P ≤ 0.01), suggesting that genotypes behaved 

differently under different plant densities for all studied traits and the possibility of selecting genotypes for 

improved performance under a specific plant density as proposed by previous studies [23-26]. 

 

b. Mean performance under elevated plant density 

Mean grain yield/plant was significantly (P ≤ 0.01) reduced due to elevating plant density from 47,600 plants/ha 

(LD) to 71,400  plants/ha (MD) and 95,200  plants/ha  (HD) by 23.91 and 38.68%, respectively (Table 2). The 

reduction in GYPP was associated with reductions in all yield components, namely ears/plant (3.50 and 5.02%), 

kernels/plant (17.36 and 29.09%), rows/ear (6.45 and 13.15%) and 100-kernel weight (8.07 and 13.96%)  at 

plant density of 71,400 and 95,200 plants/ha, respectively as compared with 47,600 plants/ha. The reduction 

was more pronounced at the highest density (95,200 plants/ha) and in kernels/plant and less pronounced in 100-

kernel weight and ears/plant,  indicating the importance of number of kernels followed by kernel weight and 

number of ears/plant as measures of tolerance to high-density. This conclusion was previously reported by Vega 

et al. (2001) [27], Sangoi et al. (2002) [28] and Al-Naggar et al. [10-14]. It is observed that the reduction in 

number of kernels/plant was 2.15 and 2.08 fold greater than reduction in 100-kernel weight under elevated plant 
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density (71,400 and 95,200 plants/ha, respectively), which is consistent with previous investigators on high-

density stress in maize [4, 10-17]. 

Table 2: Summary of means and changes (Ch%) from 47,600 plants/ha (LD) to 71,400 plants/ha (MD) and 

95,200 plants/ha (HD) across all studied   maize genotypes (100) in 2016 season 

Statistic LD MD HD LD MD HD LD MD HD 

 
Ears/plant Rows/ear Kernels/plant 

Mean 1.04 1.0 0.99 14.13 13.22 12.27 554.21 458.01 392.98 

Ch% 
 

3.50** 5.02** 
 

6.45** 13.15** 
 

17.36** 29.09** 

 
100- kernel weight (g) Grain yield/plant (g) Grain yield/ha (ton) 

Mean 29.47 27.09 25.36 166.65 126.81 102.2 7.93 9.06 9.73 

Ch% 
 

8.07** 13.96** 
 

23.91** 38.68** 
 

-

14.23** 

-

22.69** 

** indicate significance at 0.01 probability level. Ch%= 100(LD-MD or HD)/LD. 

On the contrary, the increase in plant density caused a significant increase in grain yield/ha (GYPH). Widdicombe 

and Thelen (2002) [29] reported significant increases in grain yield as plant density increased from 56,000 to 

90,000 plants ha
-1

.  The highest grain yield/ha (GYPH) under high plant density was obtained by the inbred lines 

(females) L21, IL15, IL53, L14, Inb176 and IL151 (Table 4). The inbreds L21, IL51 and IL53 occupied the 1
st
 , 

2
nd

 and 3
rd

 rank, respectively for GYPH under all plant densities, but L14 ranked 11
th

 , 14
th

 and 4
th

 , Inb176 

ranked 4
th

 , 6
th

 and 5
th

 and IL151 ranked 7
th

 , 11
th

 and 6
th

 under LD, MD and HD, respectively. On the contrary, 

the worst inbreds for GYPH were Inb208, CML104, Inb174, Inb213 and CML67 under all plant densities (LD, 

MD and HD) conditions.  Differential responses of maize inbreds to elevated plant density were mentioned in 

our previous reports [10-17]. 

Table 3: Mean grain yield/ha (ton) of the inbreds and testers under low (LD), medium (MD) and high (HD) 

plant density in 2016 season 

Serial 

number Inbred LD MD HD 

Serial 

number Inbred LD MD HD 

1 L14 4.12 4.58 5.23 15 IL151 4.72 4.79 4.98 

2 L17 3.75 4.64 4.87 16 IL171 4.33 4.42 3.9 

3 L18 3.87 3.89 4.06 17 Sk9 3.88 4.96 4.21 

4 L20 4.77 4.96 3.8 18 CML67 3.86 3.46 3.24 

5 L21 6 6.04 6.33 19 CML104 2.62 2.82 3.03 

6 L28 4.63 4.81 4.97 20 Inb174 3.11 3.13 3.14 

7 L53 4 4 4.35 21 Inb176 4.99 5.06 5.18 

8 IL15 5.89 5.98 6.12 22 Inb208 2.57 2.79 2.81 

9 IL17 3.99 5.3 4.53 23 Inb213 2.97 2.99 3.19 

10 IL24 4.61 4.67 3.96 

 

Mean 4.22 4.5 4.39 

11 IL51 4.07 5.09 3.86 

  

Testers 

  12 IL53 5.49 5.75 5.78 1 Sd7 6.38 6.26 5.35 

13 IL80 4.83 4.88 4.88 2 SC10 9.73 9.77 9.91 

14 IL84 4.02 4.41 4.55 3 Giza2 7.85 9.84 9.98 

  

LSD 

0.05 D=0.19G=0.51D*G=2.39 

 

For the testers, the inbred Sd7 showed the lowest GYPH under all plant densities; while the single cross SC10 

showed the highest GYPH under LD only and Giza2 (a synthetic cultivar) was the highest under both MD and 

HD environments. The superiority in GYPH could be attributed to heterosis for the tester SC10 and adaptation 

to stress conditions for the tester Giza 2 (heterozygous and heterogeneous population).   
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Mean grain yield/ha under 3 plant density levels for each testcross and check cultivar is presented in Table (4). 

The highest grain yield/ha (GYPH) was obtained by the testcross L28×Sd7 followed by L21×Sd7, IL51×Giza2, 

IL84×SC10 and L28×SC10 under high plant density, and  IL51×Giza2, IL51×SC10, L28×SC10, IL84×SC10 

and L28×SC10 under medium plant density.  Under low plant density, the best testcrosses for GYPH were 

IL51×Gz2, L14×SC10, IL53×SC10, IL51×SC10 and IL84×SC10 in descending order. 

Table 4: Mean grain yield/ha (ton) of the testcrosses and check cultivars under low (LD), medium (MD) and 

high (HD) plant density in 2016 season 

  Serial 

number 

Sd7 Serial 

number 

SC10 Serial 

number 

Giza2 

  LD MD HD LD MD HD LD MD HD 

Testcrosses 

L14 1 9.77 10.27 11.93 24 12.53 12.57 12.73 47 9.83 12.93 13.6 

L17 2 9.3 10.8 12.27 25 10.57 10.83 11.8 48 11.27 12.1 15.1 

L18 3 9.17 11.47 12.97 26 10.5 10.7 10.83 49 8.73 10.57 11.47 

L20 4 9.3 10.87 11.6 27 7.77 8.43 8.9 50 8.23 9.87 10.87 

L21 5 9.4 11.43 16.63 28 9.43 11.1 11.6 51 8.53 10.33 12.87 

L28 6 10.7 13.93 16.9 29 9.2 13.17 15.53 52 11.17 11.53 13.87 

L53 7 8.07 8.8 10.2 30 7.63 9.37 9.97 53 8.9 8.93 9.17 

IL15 8 9.53 12.1 14.2 31 9.67 11.23 12.63 54 8.73 9.63 10.1 

IL17 9 8.13 8.27 8.8 32 8.3 9.27 9.43 55 7.8 9.33 10.27 

IL24 10 8.9 9.8 9.67 33 10.17 11.9 12.23 56 8.43 9.77 9.97 

IL51 11 9.97 10.7 11.93 34 11.87 14.5 14.07 57 13.27 14.77 16.43 

IL53 12 9.9 11.43 11.97 35 12.4 10.77 12.37 58 9.03 11.33 12.5 

IL80 13 10.13 10.67 11.47 36 9.53 10.6 11.23 59 9.1 12.53 12.1 

IL84 14 8.23 9.77 10.37 37 11.57 13.2 16.03 60 8.7 9.9 10.9 

IL151 15 7.5 8.4 8.73 38 9.3 10.53 11 61 11.4 12.4 13.53 

IL171 16 7.83 9.8 11.23 39 8.1 9.73 10.67 62 8.47 10.87 11.6 

Sk9 17 7.2 11.4 12.07 40 7.83 9.57 9.5 63 8.37 11.27 11.27 

CML67 18 7.9 11.33 11.33 41 7.5 8.9 10.13 64 8.47 9.9 10.17 

CML104 19 7.63 9.3 10.33 42 7.63 8.27 9.4 65 8.57 10.87 11.03 

Inb174 20 8.63 10 10.43 43 8.2 9.9 10.7 66 7.8 9.17 9.77 

Inb176 21 8.77 10.47 10.9 44 9 9.5 9.87 67 9.87 10.43 11.73 

Inb208 22 5.87 6.93 7.1 45 8.33 9.4 10.13 68 8.93 10.2 11.33 

Inb213 23 8.37 8.57 9.9 46 8.5 9.83 11.07 69 8.03 9.43 10.2 

Average 

 

8.7 10.27 11.43 

 

9.37 10.57 11.4 70 9.2 10.8 11.73 

Checks 

SC2031 

  

8.2   

  

9.9   

  

11 

 TWC1100 

  

9.37   

  

10.6   

  

9.53 

 SC30K9 

  

8.1   

  

9.7   

  

12.07 

 SC30N11 

  

7.77   

  

8.03   

  

9.2 

 SC168 

  

11.5   

  

10.7   

  

10.63 

 LSD 0.05   D=0.19 G=0.51 D*G=2.39 

On the contrary, the lowest GYPH was shown by the testcross Inb208×Sd7 under all plant densities, followed 

by IL151×Sd7, IL17×Sd7, L20×SC10 and L53×Giza2 under high plant density, CML104×SC10, IL17×Sd7, 

IL151×Sd7and L20×SC10 under medium plant density and Sk9×Sd7, IL151×Sd7, CML104×SC10 and 

L53×SC10 under low plant density. The increase in GYPH of these crosses under MD and HD over that under 
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LD could be attributed to the elevation of plant density. The best GYPH in this experiment was obtained under 

high density and the best crosses in this environment were L28×Sd7 (16.90 ton), L21×Sd7 (16.64 ton), 

IL51×Giza2 (16.42 ton), IL84×SC10 (16.04 ton) and L28×SC10 (15.55 ton) with a significant superiority over 

SC30K9 (the best check under HD in this experiment) (12.07 ton) by 40.0, 37.9, 36.1.5, 32.9 and 28.9%, 

respectively. Some hybrids in this experiment showed significant superiority over the best check in the medium 

and low density environments; these superiorities reached 30.1 % over SC168 under LD for the cross IL51 × 

Giza2 and 7.5% over SC168 under MD for the same cross. 

Significant differences among inbred parents and among testcrosses for GYPH were clearly exhibited under 

each plant density. The GYPH of testcrosses was 2.15, 2.35 and 2.62 fold higher than that of their inbred parents 

under low, medium and high plant density, respectively. This increase is due to heterosis in grain yield per unit 

land area. The increase of GYPH due to elevated plant density was higher for testcrosses (16.04 and 26.68%) 

than inbreds (6.48 and 3.96%) under medium and high plant density, respectively. This conclusion is in 

agreement with Has et al., 2008 [30] and Al-Naggar et al., 2012a [25] and 2015 [10], who reported that hybrids 

were more adapted to high plant density than inbred lines of maize. On the contrary, Monneveux et al. (2005) 

[8] reported that lines yielded more than open-pollinated varieties and hybrids under high plant population 

density, probably because of lower vigor and lower competition between plants.  Differences in conclusions 

regarding the effects of high density may be attributed to the differences in the genetic background of the plant 

materials and/or climatic conditions prevailing through the growing seasons of different studies. 

It is concluded that some inbreds yielded more GYPH as plant density is increased while others exhibited no 

increase or even yield loss. Moreover, most of testcrosses yielded more GYPH as plant density is increased, 

while others exhibited no increase. This conclusion is in agreement with findings of Hashemi et al. (2005) [7] 

and Monneveux et al. (2005) [8]. Therefore, the optimum density is genotype dependent and should be 

identified for each maize genotype.  

b. Grouping inbreds and testcrosses  

Mean grain yield per hectare of 23 inbreds and 69 testcrosses under high density (HD) was plotted against same 

trait of the same genotypes under LD (Figs. 1 and 2) where numbers from 1 to 23 refer to inbred  names  and 

numbers from 1 to 69 refer to testcross names (Tables 3 and 4),  which made it possible to distinguish between 

efficient and inefficient genotypes on the basis of above-average and below-average grain yield under high-D 

and responsive and non-responsive genotypes on the basis of above-average and below-average grain yield 

under low-D, according to Sattelmacher et al. (1994) [31], Worku et al. (2007) [32] and Al-Naggar et al. (2015) 

[10].  

According to Fageria and Baligar (1994 and 1997a and b) [33-35] genotypes (progenies) belonging to the 1
st
 

group "efficient and responsive" (above all) and 2
nd 

group "efficient and non-responsive" (to a lesser extent) 

appear to be the most desirable materials for breeding programs that deal with adaptation to high density stress. 

According to efficiency under high density and responsiveness to low density, studied inbreds and testcrosses 

were classified into four groups, i.e. density efficient and responsive, density efficient and non-responsive, 

density non-efficient and responsive and density non-efficient and non-responsive based on GYPF trait. The 

seven inbreds [No.5 (L21), No.8 (IL15), No.12 (IL53), No.21 (Inb176), No.13 (IL80), No.6 (L28) and No.15 

(IL151)] were classified as density efficient and responsive, while four inbreds [No.1 (L14), No.2 (L17), No. 14 

(IL84) and No. 9 (IL17)] were classified as density efficient and non-responsive (Fig.1). The three inbreds [No.4 

(L20), No.10 (IL24) and No.6 (L28)] were classified as inefficient and responsive. The rest of inbreds (9) were 

classified as inefficient and non-responsive [No. 22, 19, 23, 20, 18, 11, 3, 17 and 7]. 

Number of the F1 testcrosses that belong to the group efficient and responsive (E-R) was 23 and included 

crosses No. 6 (L28 × Sd7), No.5 (L21 x Sd7),  No. 57 (IL51 x Giza2 ), No. 37 (IL 84 × SC10),  No.29 (L28 x 

SC10) and No. 48 (L17 × Giza2), that have the highest GYPF under high-D and Low-D, i.e. they could be 

considered as the most density efficient and the  most responsive genotypes in this study (Fig. 2). The number of 

crosses that belong to the group density efficient and non-responsive (E-NR) was 4 and included No. 51 (L21 x 

Giza2), No.17 (Sk9 x Sd7), No. 62 (IL171 x Giza2), and No.58 (IL53 x Giza2). The number of crosses that 

belong to inefficient and responsive group (I-R) was 4 and included No. 26 (L18 x SC10), No.36 (IL80 x 

SC10), No.38 (IL151 x SC10) and No.13 (IL80 x Sd7). The rest of testcrosses (38 crosses) belonged to the 
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inefficient and non-responsive (I-NR) group and included crosses No. 22 (Inb208 x Sd7), No. 15 (IL151 x Sd7) 

and No. 27 (L20 x SC10). 

 
Figure 1: Relationships between GYPF of 23 parental inbreds under high- (HD) and low- (LD) density. Broken 

lines represent mean of GYPF (numbers from 1 to 23 refer to parental inbred names). 

 
Figure 2: Relationships between GYPF of 69 testcrosses under high- (HD) and low- (LD) density. Broken lines 

represent mean of GYPH (numbers from 1 to 69 refer to testcross names). 

 

 

c. Regression of grain yield on elevated levels of plant density 

To further evaluate the relationship between grain yield and plant density, linear as well as quadratic responses 

were graphed for each of selected inbreds and testcrosses (Figs. 9 through 11). Whereas a significant linear 

response estimates an increase in grain yield proportional to a given increase in plant density, a quadratic 
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response can provide insight as to the optimum plant density range for a specific inbred or hybrid as well as the 

point at which there is no longer yield gain per unit area due to increased plant density and yield loss per unit 

area may begin to occur [36]. 

c.1. Relationship of grain yield and plant density among inbreds 

The relationships between grain yield/ha of the groups of inbreds and plant densities are illustrated in Figs. (3 

through 6). For the first group of inbreds (efficient and responsive), which includes seven inbreds, it is obvious 

that the quadratic response is close to the linear response, with a tendency of slight increase in most inbreds and 

nearly no change in IL80 and Inb176. It is clear that this group of inbreds showed an optimum GYPF at plant 

density around 83,300 plants/ha.  

For the second group of inbreds (efficient and non-responsive), which includes four inbreds (L14, L17, IL84 and 

IL17), it is clear that the quadratic regression on plant density is very close to linear regression of increase (Fig. 

4) in three inbreds (L14, L17 and IL84) with an optimum plant density close to the high density (92,820 

plants/ha). The inbred IL17 showed a quadratic response with an optimum density of about 78,540 plants/ha. 

For the third group of inbreds (inefficient and responsive) (Fig. 5), which includes three inbreds (L20, IL24 and 

L28), the linear response of decrease was obvious in inbreds L20 and IL24, with an optimum density of about 

64,260 plants/ha, but the linear regression of increase was close to quadratic regression for the inbred L28, with 

an optimum plant density of about 80,920 plants/ha. 

For the fourth group of inbreds (inefficient and nonresponsive), which includes nine inbreds (Fig. 6), two 

inbreds (CML67 and IL51) showed linear regression of decrease, but the rest of inbreds in this group showed a 

linear regression of slight increase. The quadratic regression of the inbreds of this group indicated an optimum 

density around 71,400 plants/ha. 

 

 
Figure 3: Regression of GYPF of seven efficient-responsive (E-R) inbreds on elevated plant density 



Al-Naggar AMM et al                              Journal of Scientific and Engineering Research, 2017, 4(7):193-208 

 

Journal of Scientific and Engineering Research 

201 

 

                                  

                            
Figure 4: Regression of GYPF of four efficient-nonresponsive (E-NR) inbreds on plant density 

 
Figure 5: Regression of GYPF of three inefficient-responsive (I-R) inbreds on plant density 
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Figure 6: Regression of GYPF of nine inefficient-nonresponsive (I-NR) inbreds on plant density 

 
Figure 7: Regression of GYPF of three testers on plant density 

For the tester (male) parents (Fig. 7), Sd7, SC10 and Giza 2, the linear regression of increase was obvious in 

Giza 2, where GYPF increased by increasing plant density, while that of SC10 showed no increase and no 

decrease, i.e. no change by increasing plant density. On the contrary, the inbred tester Sd7 showed a linear 

regression of increase in GYPF by increasing plant density. The quadratic response indicated that the optimum 

density was 71,400 plants/ha for Sd7, 78,540 plants/ha for SC10 and 89,250 plants/ha for Giza 2. This means 

that out of the three, testers only Giza 2 tester parent possess alleles of PDT. 

The inbred lines used in this study could be grouped into three classes. The first class showing a significant 

increase in GYPH due to increasing plant density (especially L14, L17 and IL84), i.e. showing substantial 

tolerance to plant densities up to 95,200 plants/ha
 
based on grain yield performance, probably due to the 

existence of alleles of PDT. The second class includes those showing a significant decrease in GYPF due to 

increasing plant density (such as CML67, IL51, L20, IL24 and IL80). The third class includes those showing 

neither significant increase nor significant decrease in GYPF (such as Inb174 and Inb176). It seems that the 

inbreds of the last two classes do not possess alleles of PDT.  Moreover, with regard to optimum plant density, 

the 23 inbreds could be classified into three groups. The first group (high density as an optimum density) such 

as L14, L17 and IL84. The second group (medium density as an optimum density) such as IL17, IL51 and Sk9. 

The third group (low density as an optimum density) such as L20 and IL24. It is therefore concluded that some 

inbreds yielded more GYPH as plant density is increased while others exhibited no increase or even yield loss. 

This conclusion is in agreement with findings of Hashemi et al. (2005) [7], Monneveux et al. (2005) [8] and 

Mansfield and Mumm (2013) [36]. Therefore, the optimum density is genotype dependent and should be 

identified for each maize genotype.  

c.2. Relationship of grain yield and plant density among testcrosses 

For each of the 69 test hybrids, grain yield was regressed on plant density to evaluate each genotype’s capacity 

to produce more grain as the number of plants per hectare was increased. A positive slope (b i) expressing the 

linear relationship would signal the ability to achieve higher yields with higher plant densities, with significant 

and higher bi values, suggesting the presence of favorable alleles for PDT. Forty hybrids exhibited a significant 

or highly significant positive change in grain yield as plant density increased (Table 5). In addition, one hybrid 

exhibited a highly significant negative change in grain yield as plant density increased. And 28 hybrids 

exhibited no significant response of grain yield across plant densities. Mean bi’s were calculated across hybrid 

combinations for each inbred (Table 5). Nine inbreds exhibited mean slopes >1, that is, L14, L17, L18, L21, 
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L28, IL15, IL51, IL80 and IL84, which represent five of the ten parents of five top performing hybrids at high 

density. Notably, the five highest yielding hybrids at high plant density had one of these inbreds as a parent. The 

other three parents exhibited mean slopes in the 0.90 to 1.01 range. Notably, Giza 2 (tester) exhibited a mean 

slope of 1.01 and high performance for grain yield at high density (Table 4).  

Table 5: Slopes (bi) reflecting the linear relationship between grain yield and plant density for hybrid 

combination and mean slopes across all hybrid combinations for each inbred and each tester. Slopes were tested 

for difference from zero 

 
Sd7 SC10 Giza2 Mean 

L14 1.02** 1.18** 1.17** 1.12 

L17 1.04** 1.04** 1.23** 1.10 

L18 1.08** 1.00** 0.98* 1.02 

L20 1.01** 0.79 0.93 0.91 

L21 1.24** 1.02** 1.03** 1.10 

L28 1.35** 1.24** 1.16** 1.25 

L53 0.86 0.86 0.84 0.85 

IL15 1.16** 1.07** 0.90 1.04 

IL17 0.79 0.85 0.88 0.84 

IL24 0.89 1.09** 0.89 0.96 

IL51 1.03** 1.28** 1.41** 1.24 

IL53 1.05** -1.10** 1.06** 0.34 

IL80 1.02** 0.99* 1.08** 1.03 

IL84 0.90 1.31** 0.94 1.05 

IL151 0.78 0.97* 1.18** 0.98 

IL171 0.93 0.91 0.99* 0.94 

Sk9 1.00** 0.85 0.99* 0.95 

CML67 0.98* 0.85 0.90 0.91 

CML104 0.87 0.8.0 0.97* 0.88 

Inb174 0.92 0.92 0.85 0.90 

Inb176 0.96* 0.89 1.01** 0.95 

Inb208 0.63 0.88 0.97* 0.83 

Inb213 0.85 0.94 0.88 0.89 

Mean 0.97 0.90 1.01 
 

* and  **indicate significant at 0.05 and 0.01 probability levels, respectively. 

The relationship between plant density and GYPF of the studied groups of F1 crosses is illustrated in Figs. (8 

through 11). Because the number of testcrosses is high, representative hybrids from each group were illustrated 

separately.  In general, the group efficient-responsive (E-R) showed that the curvilinear regression was very 

close to the linear regression in all the seven testcrosses. This was more pronounced in L21 x Sd7 followed by 

L28 x Sd7 and L28 x SC10 and less pronounced in IL51 X Giza2. The linear response of these crosses of group 

E-R was positive and in the direction of increase by increasing plant density. The quadratic regression in the 

testcrosses of E-R group, showed an optimum density of 95,200 plants/ha for all testcrosses, except for the 

testcross IL51 x Giza2 which was 90,440 plants/ha.  Most of the crosses of the group E-R possess alleles of 

plant density tolerance and are therefore tolerant to elevated plant density. 
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Figure 8: Quadratic and linear regression of  GYPF of six efficient-responsive (E-R) testcrosses on elevated 

plant density 

           
 

Figure 9: Quadratic and linear regression of GYPF of two efficient-nonresponsive (E-NR) testcrosses on 

elevated plant density 

 
Figure 10: Quadratic and linear regression of  GYPF of three inefficient-responsive (I-R) testcrosses on 

elevated plant density 
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Figure 11: Quadratic and linear regression of GYPF of three inefficient-nonresponsive (I-NR) testcross on 

elevated plant density 

 

       
Figure 12: Quadratic and linear regression of GYPF of five check cultivars on elevated plant density 

For the group efficient non-responsive (E-NR), the test crosses L21 x Giza2 and Sk9 x Sd7 exhibited linear 

regression of increase very close to quadratic regression with an optimum density of 95,200 plants/ha. For the 

group inefficient-responsive (I-R), the testcrosses L14 x SC10 and IL51 x SC10 showed weak curvilinear 

regression very close to linear regression with no significant change from one density to another; the optimum 

density for these two crosses was low density (47,600 plants/ha). For the representative of inefficient-non-

responsive (I-NR) group, the cross Inb208 x Sd7 showed near linear regression, with slight increase in GYPF 

due to increase in plant density; the optimum density was close to 88,060 plants/ha. Again, like in inbreds, it 

could be concluded that some testcrosses yielded more GYPH as plant density is increased while others 

exhibited no increase. Therefore, the optimum density should be identified for each maize testcross. 

For the check cultivars (Fig. 12), the linear response of increase was very strong for SC30K9 followed by 

SC2031 and SC30N11. Linear response of no change by increasing plant density was exhibited by the check 

cultivar TWC1100. On the contrary, the linear response of the check cultivar SC168 was in the negative 

direction, i.e. GYPF decreased by increasing plant density. The optimum density was LD (47,600 plants/ha) for 

SC 168, MD (71,400 plants/ha) for TWC 1100 and HD (95,200 plants/ha) for SC 2031, SC 30K9 and SC 30 

N11.  

In this context, Shapiro and Wortmann (2006) [37] reported that the corn grain yield typically exhibits a 

quadratic response to plant density with a near-linear increase across a range of low densities, a gradually 

decreasing rate of yield increase relative to density increase and finally a yield plateau at some relatively high 
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plant density. Most recently, Clark (2013) [38] mentioned that there was little yield response to N rates above 90 

kg N/ha at the low and high densities, as there was a curvilinear increase until yield plateau at the low density 

(8.1 Mg/ha at 133 kg N/ha) and the high density (5.9 Mg/ha at 102 kg N/ha). He added that response to N was 

greatest at the middle density (83,980 plants/ ha), as there was a quadratic response with maximum yield at 188 

kg N/ha (8.7 Mg/ha). He found that across the low-stress environments, the lowest density (44,460 plants/ha) 

responded little to N rates above 90 kg N/ha, while there was greater response to N rates at the middle density 

(13.5 Mg/ha at 162 kg N/ha) and the high density (13.4 Mg/ha at 174 kg N/ha). He concluded that no support 

was found for the idea that increasing corn yield requires increases in both plant density and N rate above rates 

typically used. A recent Indiana study [39] showed that under large ranges of plant density (54,000-104,000 

plants/ha) and N rate (0-330 kg N/ha), higher densities required more N. This seems logic, given the prevailing 

belief that high yields require more plants, and that more plants require more N. There is substantial genetic 

variation for plant density tolerance (PDT) in maize [4]. Some hybrids yield more as plant density is increased 

while others exhibit no increase or even yield loss [5-8]. The relationship between plant density and grain yield 

was assessed by Mansfield and Mumm (2013) [36] for each hybrid, with a wide range of responses observed. 

They reported that five hybrids showed substantial tolerance to plant densities ≥116,000 plants/ha
 
based on grain 

yield performance. Understanding the complexities of hybrid interaction with plant density will require 

additional work. 

 

References 

[1]. FAOSTAT (2014). Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations, Database collections, 

Rome. Cited in: http:// www.faostat.fao.org (assessed 01 April 2017). 

[2]. Duvick, D.; Smith, J. and Cooper, M. (2004). Long-term selection in a commercial hybrid maize 

breeding program. In: Plant Breeding Reviews (Ed. Janick, J.). John Wiley and Sons: New York USA. 

[3]. Radenovic, C.; Konstantinov, K.; Delic, N. and Stankovic, G. (2007). Photosynthetic and 

bioluminescence properties of maize inbred lines with upright leaves. Maydica, 52(3):347-356. 

[4]. Sarlangue, T.; Fernando, H. A.; Calvino, P. A. and Purcell, L. C. (2007).Why do maize hybrids 

respond differently to variations in plant density.  Agron. J., 99:984-991 

[5]. Duvick, D. N. and Cassman, K. G. (1999). Post-green revolution trends in yield potential of temperate 

maize in the North-Centeral United States. Crop Sci., 39:1622-1630. 

[6]. Grassini, P., J. Thorburn, C. Burr, and K.G. Cassman.  2011.  High-yield irrigated maize in the western 

U.S. Corn Belt: I. On-farm yield, yield potential, an impact of agronomic practices.  Field Crops Res. 

120:142–150.  doi:10.1016/j.fcr.2010.09.012 

[7]. Hashemi, A. M.; Herbert, S. J. and Putnam, D. H. (2005). Yield response of corn to crowding stress. 

Agron. J., 97: 39-846 

[8]. Monneveux, P.; Zaidi, P. H. and Sanchez, C. (2005). Population density and low nitrogen affects yield-

associated traits in tropical maize. Crop Sci., 45:535-545. 

[9]. Liu, W., Tollenaar M., Stewart G. and Deen W. (2004). Response of corn grain yield to spatial and 

temporal variability in emergence, Crop Sci. 44 (2004) 847 – 854 

[10]. Al-Naggar, A. M. M.; Shabana R.; Atta M.M.M. and Al-Khalil T.H. (2015a). Regression of Grain 

Yield of Maize Inbred Lines and Their Diallel Crosses on Elevated Levels of Soil-Nitrogen. 

International Journal of Plant and Soil Science, Vol.4 (6): 499-512. 

[11]. Al-Naggar, A. M. M.; Shabana R.; Atta M.M.M. and Al-Khalil T.H. (2015b). Matching the Optimum 

Plant Density and Adequate N-rate with High-density Tolerant Genotype for Maxmizing Maize (Zea 

mays L.) Crop Yield. Journal of Agriculture and Ecology Research, Vol.2 (4): 237-253. 

[12]. Al-Naggar, A. M. M.; Shabana R.; Atta M.M.M. and Al-Khalil T.H. (2015c). Maize response to 

elevated plant density combined with lowered N-fertilizer rate is genotype-dependent. The Crop 

Journal, Vol. (3):96-109. 

[13]. Al-Naggar, A. M. M.; Soliman S. M. and Hashimi M. N. (2011a). Tolerance to drought at flowering 

stage of 28 maize hybrids and populations. Egypt. J. Plant Breed., 15(1): 69-87. 



Al-Naggar AMM et al                              Journal of Scientific and Engineering Research, 2017, 4(7):193-208 

 

Journal of Scientific and Engineering Research 

207 

 

[14]. Al-Naggar, A. M. M.; Shabana R. and Al-Khalil T. H. (2011b). Differential nitrogen use efficiency in 

maize genotypes of narrow- vs  broad – base genetic background. Egypt. J.  Plant Breed., 15(1): 41-56.  

[15]. Al-Naggar, A. M. M.; Shabana R.and Rabie A. M. (2011c). Per se performance and combining ability 

of 55 newly – developed maize inbred lines for tolerance to high plant density. Egypt. J. Plant Breed., 

15(5): 59- 82. 

[16]. Al-Naggar, A.M.M., Shabana R., Atta M.M.M. and Al-Khalil T.H. (2014a). Differential response of 

diverse maize inbreds and their diallel crosses to elevated levels of plant density. Egyptian Journal of  

Plant Breeding 18 (1), 151-171. 

[17]. Al-Naggar, A. M. M.; Shabana R.; Atta M.M.M. and Al-Khalil T.H. (2014b). Genetic parameters 

controlling some maize adaptive traits to elevated plant densities combined with reduced N-rates. 

World Research Journal of Agronomy, Vol. 3, Issue 2 : 70-82. 

[18]. Edmeades, G. O. and Lafitte, H. R. (1993). Defoliation and plant density effects on maize selected for 

reduced plant height. Agron. J. 85:850-857. 

[19]. Banziger, M.; Betran, F.J. and Lafitte H.R. (1997). Efficiency of high-nitrogen selection 

environments for improving maize for low-nitrogen target environments. Crop Sci., 37:1103-1109. 

[20]. Mahdi, M.  A. and Xinhua, Y. (2003). Effects of nitrogen rate, irrigation rate and plant population on 

corn yield and water use efficiency, Agron. J., 95:1475-1481 

[21]. Littell, R.C., Milliken, G.A., Stroup, W.W. and Wolfinger, R.D. (1996). SAS System for Mixed 

Models. SAS Inst., cary, NC. 300p. 

[22]. Steel, R. G. D., Torrie, G. H. and Dickey, D. A. (1997). Principles and Procedures of Statistics: A 

Biometrical Approach. 3rd ed. McGraw-Hill, New York, USA, 450 p. 

[23]. Al-Naggar AMM  and Atta MMM (2017). Elevated plant density effects on performance and genetic 

parameters controlling maize (Zea mays L.) agronomic traits. Journal of Advances in Biology & 

Biotechnology 12(1): 1-20. 

[24]. Al-Naggar AMM, Atta MMM, Ahmed  MA and Younis ASM (2016). Maximizing maize (Zea mays 

L.) crop yield via matching the appropriate genotype with the optimum plant density. Journal of 

Applied Life Sciences International, 5(4):1-18. 

[25]. Al-Naggar, A. M. M.; Shabana, R. and Rabie A. M. (2012a). Inheritance of maize prolificacy under 

high plant density. Egypt. J. Plant Breed., 16(2):1-27. 

[26]. Al-Naggar, A. M. M.; Shabana, R. and Rabie A.M. (2012b). Genetics of maize rapid silk extrusion and 

anthesis-silking synchrony under high plant density. Egypt. J. Plant Breed., 16(2):173-194. 

[27]. Vega CRC, Andrade FH and Sadras VO 2001. Reproductive partitioning and seed set efficiency in 

soybean, sunflower and maize. Field Crops Res., 72:165-173. 

[28]. Sangoi  L, Gracietti MA, Rampazzo C and Biachetti P  2002. Response of Brazilian maize hybrids 

from different ears to changes in plant density. Field Crops Res., 79:39-5. 

[29]. Widdicombe WD and Thelen KD  2002 . Row width and plant density effects on corn grain production 

in the Northern Corn Belt. Agron. J., 94(5):1020-1023. 

[30]. Has VH, Tokatlidis I, Has I and Mylonas I 2008. Optimum density and stand uniformity as determinant 

parameters of yield potential and productivity in early maize hybrids. Romanian Agric. Res., 25:43-4. 

[31]. Sattelmacher, B, Horst WJ, Becker HC. (1994). Factors that contribute to genetic variation for nutrient 

efficiency of crop plants. Z. fur Planzenernährung und Bodenkunde; 157:215-224. 

[32]. Worku M, Banziger M, Erley GSA, Alpha DF, Diallo O,  Horst WJ. (2007). Nitrogen uptake and 

utilization in contrasting nitrogen efficient tropical maize hybrids. Crop Sci. 47:519-528. 

[33]. Fageria, N. K. and  Baligar, V. C. (1994). Screening crop genotypes for mineral stresses. In: 

Adaptation of Plants to Soil Stress, (Eds. Maranville, J., W. Baligar, V. C., Duncan, R. R. and Yohe, J. 

M.), Nebraska-Lincoln Press, Inc, United states, NE: pp. 152–159. 

[34]. Fageria, N. K. and Baligar, V. C. (1997a). Phosphorous-use efficiency by corn genotypes. J. Plant 

Nutr., 20: 1267–1277. 

[35]. Fageria, N. K. and Baligar, V. C. (1997b). Integrated plant nutrient management for sustainable crop 

production—An over. Inter. J. Trop. Agri., 15:7–18. 

https://scholar.google.com.eg/citations?view_op=view_citation&hl=en&user=tmA5e9gAAAAJ&cstart=60&citation_for_view=tmA5e9gAAAAJ:9ZlFYXVOiuMC
https://scholar.google.com.eg/citations?view_op=view_citation&hl=en&user=tmA5e9gAAAAJ&cstart=60&citation_for_view=tmA5e9gAAAAJ:9ZlFYXVOiuMC
https://scholar.google.com.eg/citations?view_op=view_citation&hl=en&user=tmA5e9gAAAAJ&cstart=60&citation_for_view=tmA5e9gAAAAJ:9ZlFYXVOiuMC


Al-Naggar AMM et al                              Journal of Scientific and Engineering Research, 2017, 4(7):193-208 

 

Journal of Scientific and Engineering Research 

208 

 

[36]. Mansfield  BD and Mumm RH 2014. Survey of plant density tolerance in U.S. maize germplasm. Crop 

Sci., 54:157-173. 

[37]. Shapiro, C. A. and Wortmann, C. S. (2006). Corn response to nitrogen rate, row spacing and plant 

density in Eastern Nebraska. Agron. J., 98(3):529-535. 

[38]. Clark, R. A. (2013).  Hybrid and Plant Density Effects on Nitrogen Response in corn. M. Sc. Thesis, 

Fac. Graduate, Illinois State Univ., USA, 87 P. 

[39]. Boomsma, C. R.; Santini, J. B.; Tollenaar, M. and Vyn, T. J. (2009). Maize morphophysiological 

responses to intense crowding and low nitrogen availability: An analysis and review. Agron. J., 

101(6):1426-1448. 

 


