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Varietal and Yearly Variation for Adaptability to
Dcnse Seeding in Barley

Nationat Tlonam Agric. Exp. Sta. : T. L. PARK', S. L. PARK, M. S. RARK, S. Y. CHO

a8y
Bel UNHSH EFL4E AY VYHSYAL B WL $34Y A1Ee A
REER3 A

s @y

gy, ygaye § 253 € 2944 SUAE @A bddl, 443, 4455 3AE, 2
23 A4zl FEsdm Mg ola 4159 ¥ 23LE 248 L FANY nEy
€ 10aF 12kgo] MET 9} 24kge] U2 108 &eo] FEI JEL 20xX5me =3
sl ' '

a8 Ay R ZAPES FEIAEFA AYPISTFZAIIIEA F5rych

——

ot

FAHE BMof o BAHSYHAY Hrite Al FAHAELS YT F£F D4R 49

S AEYRH £F FIUF, THETO A2 FHEL FEAYE, BAol4u &

Eol X9 Ao AAH] A A2 FAHAE &F Y4 BHEE YAoUud

2. AL, A2 FHE B4 o Beld A4HLA F59 Pge Al gl n,
Argddege 9dgsy, A2 e 44y, A4EUge FFYojuA
sink¥ol & WYPgA9 WekolAdot.

3. 2% Aoy Hed YAHSYAS SLA, AU, FAEAE, AnEY
F, 454 €%, 2550 x99 Ao QAN Yo we 4, FAHY]
£, $9Y4, 23 weRozE Wdo] srsn

4. SLA(z 1), 4392 4(22), £9HF(13), FEANE&E(x4), AVELAF (258 FA
oz% geld YAHE Qe GFAH4LY=008x1-343x2+555x3+149.7 x4
+0.05x5-54622 782%9 HEE7 AASHUZL, #F(x D), FEAYNE(x2), ¥F
(23T E THEZdH DA4HEPAY dFIAALY=04121-443224+2023
+21032. 2 82%9 {Hz7t AF AL

5 ol AAAE SA2E AT FR JAr-FE AENE AF 21X FBo] AR
HAct.

A1
L.



Table 1. Comparison of group 1 and 2 for contribution ratio against, cgen value end whole infarmation
of a higar rank 4 nrincipal oomponont analysis(i'CA)

Fig 1. Correlation coefficient between survey and calculated
yield for the predict on morphological evaluation
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of characters for adaptability to dense seeding
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