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Table 1. Genotypes name, origin and numbers of rice genotypes used in the experiment

oslod igs el U | ojled Gigis pb Lo | oyl g5 Pl Lo
No Genotype name Origin No Genotype name Origin No Genotype name Origin
1 BHS 519 Indonesia | 66 HHZ 1-DT7-LI2-LI1 IRRI 125 IR14L.247 IRRI
2 BHS 825 Indonesia | 67 HHZ 21-DT7-Y1-Y1 IRRI 126 IR14L258 IRRI
3 BHS 826 Indonesia | 68 HHZ 21-SAL13-Y1-Y1 IRRI | 127 IR14L260 IRRI
4 BP 10620 F-BB 4-17-BB 8 Indonesia | 69 HHZ 21-Y4-Y2-Y1 IRRI 128 IR141L256 IRRI
5 BP 11820-5F-KN-10-2 Indonesia | 70 HHZ 22-Y3-DT1-Y1 IRRI 129 IR141.248 IRRI
6 BP 12342-5F-8-KN-2 Indonesia | 71 HHZ 23-DT16-DT1-DT1 IRRI 131 IR14L121 IRRI
7 BP 12600F-KN-4-1 Indonesia | 66 HHZ 1-DT7-LI2-LI1 IRRI 132 IR14L153 IRRI
8 BP 12816F-KN-7-1 Indonesia | 67 HHZ 21-DT7-Y1-Y1 IRRI 133 IR14L160 IRRI
9 BP 16732E-6 Indonesia | 68 HHZ 21-SAL13-Y1-Y1 IRRI | 134 IR14L137 IRRI
10 HHZ 10-DT7-Y1 IRRI 69 HHZ 21-Y4-Y2-Y1 IRRI 135 IR13L268 IRRI
11 HHZ 14-SAL10-DT1-DT1 IRRI 70 HHZ 22-Y3-DT1-Y1 IRRI 137 IR13L337 IRRI
12 HHZ 14-SAL13-L12-DT1 IRRI 71 HHZ 23-DT16-DT1-DT1 IRRI 138 IR12L380 IRRI
13 HHZ 14-SAL19-Y1 IRRI 72 HHZ 24-DT11-LI1-LI1 IRRI 140 IR141L.262 IRRI
14 HHZ 1-DT3-Y1-Y1 IRRI 73 HHZ 26-SAL12-Y1-Y1 IRRI 141 IR14L271 IRRI
15 HHZ 23-DT16-DT1-DT1 IRRI 74 HHZ 2-SUB2-DT1-DT1 IRRI 143 IR14L270 IRRI
16 HHZ 24-DT11-LI1-LI1 IRRI 76 HHZ 3-SAL13-Y2-DT1 IRRI 146 IR13F228 IRRI
18 HHZ 3-SAL6-Y1-Y1 IRRI 77 HHZ 3-SAL4-Y1-Y1 IRRI 148 IR13F270 IRRI
19 HHZ 4-SAL12-LI1-LI1 IRRI 78 HHZ 3-SAL6-Y1-Y1 IRRI 150 IR13F321 IRRI
20 HHZ 4-SALS5-Y2-Y1 IRRI 79 HHZ 4-DT3-Y1-Y1 IRRI 153 IR13F589 IRRI
21 TIR04A381 IRRI 80 HHZ 4-DT6-LI12-LI1 IRRI 154 IR13F402 IRRI
22 TRO9N542 IRRI 81 HHZ 4-SAL12-LI1-LI1 IRRI 156 IRRI 132 IRRI
23 IR 10A270 IRRI 82 HHZ 4-SALS-LI1-LI1 IRRI 160 B11598C-TB-2-1-B-7 Indonesia
24 IR 10F379 IRRI 83 HHZ 4-SAL5-Y2-Y1 IRRI 161 IR12L353 IRRI
25 IR 10N276 IRRI 84 HHZ 6-DT1-LI1-LI1 IRRI 162 IR12L356 IRRI
26 IR 11A106 IRRI 85 IRRI 104 IRRI 163 IR12L357 IRRI
27 IR 11A151 IRRI 86 IRRI 146 IRRI 164 IR121L369 IRRI
28 IR 11A257 IRRI 87 IRRI 154 IRRI 165 IR13L114 IRRI
29 IR 11A293 IRRI 88 HHZ 10-DT5-LI1-LI1 IRRI 166 IR13L118 IRRI
30 IR 11A302 IRRI 89 HHZ 10-DT8-DT1-DT1 IRRI 167 IR13L137 IRRI
31 IR 11A410 IRRI 90 HHZ 14-SAL19-Y1 IRRI 169 IR131L382 IRRI
33 IR 11A479 IRRI 91 HHZ 15-DT7-SAL2 IRRI 171 IR13L397 IRRI
34 IR 11A501 IRRI 92 HHZ 15-SAL13-Y1 IRRI 172 IR13L400 IRRI
35 IR 11A534 IRRI 93 HHZ 15-SAL13-Y3 IRRI 173 IR13L406 IRRI
36 IR 11N169 IRRI 94 HHZ 16-SAL13-LI1-LI1 IRRI 174 IR13L413 IRRI
37 IR 11N187 IRRI 95 HHZ 18-Y3-Y1-Y1 IRRI 175 IR14L177 IRRI
38 IR 11N304 IRRI 96 HHZ 1-DT3-Y1-Y1 IRRI 176 IR14L235 IRRI
39 IR 11N313 IRRI 97 HHZ 1-DT4-LI1-LI1 IRRI 177 IR141L.238 IRRI
40 IR 11N400 IRRI 98 HHZ 1-DT7-LI2-LI1 IRRI 178 IR141L.240 IRRI
41 IR 09L226 IRRI 99 HHZ 21-DT7-Y1-Y1 IRRI 179 IRRI 132 IRRI
42 IR 111412 IRRI 100 HHZ 21-SAL13-Y1-Y1 IRRI 180 IR 43 IRRI
43 IR12L125 IRRI 101 HHZ 21-Y4-Y2-Y1 IRRI 181 IR 60080-46A IRRI
44 IR12L144 IRRI 102 HHZ 22-Y3-DTI1-Y1 IRRI 183 IRAT 112 Ivory Coast
45 IR12L159 IRRI 103 HHZ 23-DT16-DT1-DT1 IRRI 184 NSIC Rc 192
46 IR12L201 IRRI 105 HHZ 26-SAL12-Y1-Y1 IRRI 185 UPL RI-7 Philippines
47 IR 120232 IRRI 106 HHZ 2-SUB2-DT1-DT1 IRRI 187 IR14T101 IRRI
48 OM 6600 Vietnam | 107 HHZ 3-SAL13-Y1-SALI1 IRRI 188 IR14T103 IRRI
49 PANT DHAN 19 India 109 HHZ 3-SAL4-Y1-Y1 IRRI 189 IR14T108 IRRI
50 PR 113 India 110 HHZ 3-SAL6-Y1-Y1 IRRI 190 IR14T110 IRRI
s POBRCIOGE SO4MST2 phitippines | 111 HHZ4-DT3-Y1-v1 IRRI | 191 IR14T111 IRRI
s IR 64683‘132‘%‘22)‘3‘3 (PSB - ppilippines | 112 HHZ 4-DT6-LI2-LI1 IRRI | 192 IR14T118 IRRI
53 IR 50 IRRI 113 HHZ 4-SAL12-LI1-LI1 IRRI 193 IR14T119 IRRI
54 IR 64 IRRI 114 HHZ 4-SALS-LI1-LI1 IRRI 194 IR14T123 IRRI
55 IR 72 IRRI 115 HHZ 4-SAL5-Y2-Y1 IRRI 195 IR14T125 IRRI
56 HHZ 10-DT5-LI1-LI1 IRRI 116 HHZ 6-DT1-LI1-LI1 IRRI 196 IR14T127 IRRI
57 HHZ 10-DT8-DT1-DT1 IRRI 118 IRRI 119 IRRI 197 IR14T129 IRRI
60 HHZ 15-SAL13-Y1 IRRI 120 IR14L110 IRRI 199 IR14T131 IRRI
61 HHZ 15-SAL13-Y3 IRRI 121 IR14L116 IRRI 200 IR14T132 IRRI
62 HHZ 16-SAL13-LI1-LI1 IRRI 122 IR14L101 IRRI 201 IR12T125 IRRI
63 HHZ 18-Y3-Y1-Y1 IRRI 123 IR14L103 IRRI 203 IR12T254 IRRI
64 HHZ 1-DT3-Y1-Y1 IRRI 124 IR13L188 IRRI 204 IR12T133 IRRI
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No. Genotype name Origin No. Genotype name Origin No. Genotype name Origin
205 IR12T260 IRRI 244 IRBLK-KU[CO] IRRI 277 IR 11A410 IRRI
206 IR12T198 IRRI 245 IRBLKM-TS[CO] IRRI 278 IR 11A479 IRRI
209 IR11T185 IRRI 247 IRBLKS-CO[CO] IRRI 280 IR 11A501 IRRI
210 IR11T200 IRRI 250 IRBLSH-S[CO] IRRI 281 IR 11A506 IRRI
211 IR11T210 IRRI 251 IRBLTAZ2-IR64[CO] IRRI 282 IR 11A511 IRRI
212 IR11T219 IRRI 252 IRBLTA-ME[CO] IRRI 286 IR 1IN121 IRRI
213 IR11T220 IRRI 253 IRBLT-K59 IRRI 287 IR 1IN137 IRRI
214 IR12T148 IRRI 255 IRBLZ5-CA[CO] IRRI 288 IR 1IN169 IRRI
215 IR12T246 IRRI 256  IRBLZT-IR56[CO] IRRI 289 IR 11N239 IRRI
216 IR11T257 IRRI 257 CT 18614-4-1-2-3-2 CIAT | 290 IR 1IN313 IRRI
217 IR11T258 IRRI 258 IR 04A216 IRRI 291 IR121L.201 IRRI
218 IR12T122 IRRI 259 IR 05A272 IRRI 292 SAKHA 105 Egypt
220 CSR 28 India 260 IR06A145 IRRI 293 B 40 Indonesia
221 CSR 90IR-2 India 261 IR 09L204 IRRI 296 IR1552 IRRI
222 IR 28 IRRI 262 IR08L216 IRRI 299 IR 11C123 IRRI
223 IR45427-2B-2-2B-1-1 IRRI 263 IR 09N127 IRRI 300 IR 11C186 IRRI
224 IR55179-3B-11-3 IRRI 264 IR 091324 IRRI 301 IR 11C202 IRRI
225 IR58443-6B-10-3 IRRI 266 IRO9IN516 IRRI 302 IR 11C206 IRRI
226 IR63307-4B-4-3 IRRI 267 IR 09N251 IRRI 303 IR 11C208 IRRI
227  1R66946-3R-178-1-1 IRRI 268 IR 10A227 IRRI 304 IR 11C214 IRRI
228 IR71896-3R-8-3-1 IRRI 269 IR10A121 IRRI 305 IR 11C219 IRRI
230 NSIC Rc¢ 222 Indonesia | 270 IR 10A199 IRRI 306 IR 11C221 IRRI
236 IRBL5-M[CO] IRRI 271 IR10A231 IRRI 307 IR 11C228 IRRI
237 IRBL7-M[CO] IRRI 272 IR 10A237 IRRI 308 IR 10C172 IRRI
239 IRBLa-C IRRI | 273 IR 10A314 IRRI | 309 HHZ'S']I))TT fO'DTQ' IRRI
240 IRBLB-IT13[CO] IRRI 274 IR 10F221 IRRI 310 IR 83142-B-36-B IRRI
241 IRBLI-F5 IRRI 275 IR 10L185 IRRI 311  Firooz (Acc 39261) Iran
242 IRBLKH-K3[CO] IRRI 276 IR10L139 IRRI 312 IR64197-3B-15-2 IRRI
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Table 2. Physical and Chemical Properties of soil at the test Site

4aazieo  Characteristi (content) ylade
(P y3 goi0s ) (ow0) Se Sl ewlas  Electric conductivity (dSm?) 2
pH pH 7.6
(3woy0) sdigun Jos olge  Neutralizing agents (%) 10.5
(wo0y9) JT ¢S Organic carbon (%) 0.84
(o)) 5 (y595  Total nitrogen (%) 0.08
(gt 30 Coomnd) i I Jaud  absorbable Phosphorus (ppm) 16.4
(oygedken 0 Caomnd) L B el absorbable potassium (ppm) 195
(a0 y3) el Si (%) 35
(o)) ) C (%) 54
sl L (%) 11
sluil cugby aoys  Saturated moisture (%0) 48.5
ool Fe (ppm) 4
¥ Mn (ppm) 17.8
9> Zn(ppm) 0.7

o= Cu (ppm) 2
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Table 3. Combined analysis of variance for morphological traits of rice genotypes across to conditions.

SOV JUUET AN
s e
Planting P9 Ol
. condition ~ Jo! sl oY ad Error CV
Traits wlio (PC) Error (@) Line(L) PC x L (b) (%)
df @oll 4z 1 4 262 262 1048
Plant height JSEW, 72655.18  28.65 65026  139.83"  3.39 2.3
Fertile Tiller number opbaxy ol 18626.53"  30.57  115.89™  32.87" 292  8.04
Total Tiller number JSamy olad 16078.18"  31.52  125.02 4557 337 8.0l
Flag Leaf Length m2rSredsb 952338 3541  95.89™  20.90" 2.68  6.67
Flag Leaf Width vn Sy e 9.38" 0.5 0.124™ 0.039™  0.006 7.82
Leaf area Flag rrnSpeebe 1911878 61.56 16643 46117 17.56 21.25
Panicle Exsertion S e Jeb 992 71 0.5 18.59™ 438"  0.07 14.19
Shoot Diameter abo k3 35401 0.049 237" 0.78™  0.043 482
Panicle Length shel ades Jsb 1651.13"  4.95 20.68™ 3.70" 079  3.96
Total Panicle Weight bades U5 039 98642.69° 5993  1264.69" 667.84" 2426 14.55
Main Panicle Weight ol ados (339 282,46 0.187 4.00™ 0.74™  0.021 5.85
Total Shoot Weight wasle J5 039 5993563 31.69  659.917 159.62™ 10.56 9.12
Filled Grain Number raldolan 56463130 173.57 9734.01" 1347.65™ 1482 11.93
Unfilled Grain Number Sgaibolas 1293270 100.06  1898.57 998.60™ 32.82 15.46
Filled Grain Weight »4b oy 27130 0.2 3.48" 0.58™  0.017 6.4l
Unfilled Grain Weight Seab oy 0.010ns  0.007 0.03"  0.017" 0.001 23.83
Number of Primary Branching adsl azadgs slasi - 863 05* 69.24 11.47" 517 0.79  7.65
Number of Secondary
Branche w4 gl azadys ol 28494 13" 26.64 632277 90.12" 839 127
Biomass obogr 120423.71%°  133.65  2092.15** 1470.43" 16537 18.46
Day to Flowering 259, 5150.95™ 0.15 45433 38.40™ 0.07 0.36
Harvest Index clop a2l 18,65 0.03 0.220™ 0.08™  0.004 11.19
Ggrain yield oy des 388876.14™ 101.47 1677.38" 515.09" 2236 10.83
Fertility ©nbt 50176.58"  80.39  1094.59" 417.66 2037 6.3

BTN Y EYA LY R W WIS S EVRUI JUIPTS NP S

** * and ns significant at the level of 0.01, 0.05 and non significant
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Table 4. Mean of leaf rolling score of genotypes in drought stress conditions

e)'.ob:) e)l.o.& e)'.ob:) O)Loaz e)'.ob:)
e d) ¥ L) L) L)
Genotype % | Genotype 34! | Genotype %! | Genotype 4! | Genotype 34!
number Score number Score number Score number Score number Score
1 3 56 3 115 1 188 3 256 3
2 3 57 3 116 3 189 5 257 3
3 3 60 3 118 5 190 5 258 3
4 3 61 3 120 3 191 5 259 5
5 5 62 3 121 5 192 3 260 5
6 3 63 1 122 3 193 3 261 3
7 3 64 3 123 3 194 7 262 5
8 3 66 1 124 3 195 3 263 5
9 3 67 3 125 3 196 5 264 3
10 3 68 5 126 5 197 3 266 3
11 1 69 3 127 5 199 7 267 5
12 5 70 3 128 5 200 3 268 3
13 3 71 3 129 5 201 3 269 3
14 3 72 3 131 5 203 3 270 3
15 3 73 5 132 3 204 3 271 3
16 3 74 3 133 3 205 3 272 3
18 1 76 3 134 5 206 3 273 3
19 3 77 1 135 5 207 3 274 3
20 5 78 3 137 5 208 5 275 3
21 5 79 5 138 5 209 3 276 3
22 5 80 3 140 3 210 3 277 3
23 3 81 3 141 3 211 3 278 3
24 3 82 3 143 5 212 3 280 3
25 3 83 5 146 5 213 5 281 5
26 5 84 3 148 5 214 5 282 3
27 3 85 3 150 3 215 3 283 3
28 3 86 3 153 5 216 3 284 3
29 3 87 3 154 7 217 5 285 5
30 5 88 1 156 3 218 3 286 5
31 5 89 3 160 5 220 3 287 3
33 3 90 3 161 5 221 3 288 3
34 3 91 3 162 3 222 3 289 5
35 5 92 3 163 3 223 3 290 3
36 3 93 3 164 3 224 3 291 3
37 3 94 3 165 3 225 3 292 5
38 3 95 3 166 5 226 5 293 3
39 3 96 3 167 1 227 3 296 3
40 3 97 3 169 3 228 3 299 3
41 5 98 1 171 3 230 3 300 3
42 7 99 3 172 3 236 3 301 3
43 3 100 1 173 3 237 1 302 5
44 7 101 3 174 3 239 5 303 3
45 3 102 1 175 3 240 3 304 3
46 5 103 3 176 3 241 5 305 3
47 5 105 1 177 3 242 3 306 5
48 3 106 3 178 5 244 5 307 3
49 3 107 1 179 3 245 5 308 3
50 5 109 3 180 5 247 3 309 3
51 5 110 3 181 3 250 3 310 1
52 5 111 3 183 5 251 3 311 3
53 3 112 3 184 3 252 3 312 1
54 3 113 5 185 3 253 3
55 5 114 3 187 5 255 3
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Fig. 1. Polygon view of the GT biplot to show which genotypes performed better in which morphological characteristics.
Figures 1-A and 1-B are related to Normal and drought condition respectively. N and D are anabbreviations of normal
(irrigated) and drought condition respectively. Plant High (Y1), Fertile Tiller Number (Y2), Total Tiller number (Y3),
Flag Leaf Length (Y4), Flag Leaf Width (Y5), Flag Leaf area (Y6), Panicle Exsertion (Y7), Shoot Diameter (Y8), Panicle
Length (Y9), Total Panicle Weight (Y10), Main Panicle Weight (Y11), Total Shoot Weight (Y12), Filled Grain Number
(Y13), Unfilled Grain Number (Y14), Filled Grain Weight (Y15), Unfilled Grain Weight (Y16), number of Primary
Branching (Y17), number of Secondary Branching (Y18), Biomass (Y19), Day to Flowering (Y20), Fertility (Y21), Grain

Yield (Y22), Harvest Index (Y23).
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Fig. 2. Polygon view of the GT biplot to show which genotypes performed better in which morphological characteristics.
Figure 1-A and 1-B related to Normal and drought condition respectively. N and D are anabbreviations of normal
(irrigated) and drought condition respectively. Plant High (Y1), Fertile Tiller Number (Y2), Total Tiller number (Y3),
Flag Leaf Length (Y4), Flag Leaf Width (Y5), Flag Leaf area (Y6), Panicle Exsertion (Y7), Shoot Diameter (Y8), Panicle
Length (Y9), Total Panicle Weight (Y10), Main Panicle Weight (Y11), Total Shoot Weight (Y12), Filled Grain Number
(Y13), Unfilled Grain Number (Y14), Filled Grain Weight (Y15), Unfilled Grain Weight (Y16), number of Primary
Branching (Y17), number of Secondary Branching (Y18), Biomass (Y19), Day to Flowering (Y20), Fertility (Y21), Grain
Yield (Y22), Harvest Index (Y23).
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Fig. 3. The biplot for Comparison of genotypic performance based on yield under irrigated (NY22: 3-A) and drought

condition (DY22: 3-B).
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