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ABSTRACT: Development of maize inbred lines by doubled haploid method using haploid
inducer is lack of supporting data on selecting based population. The objective of this study
was to compare efficiency of maize inbred line development by doubled haploid method from
S and S, populations. S, and S, populations of four populations (Q1, Q2, K3 and K4) were
crossed with haploid inducer, PHI-3 inbred line. Haploid seeds, which expressed anthocyanin
color marker in aleurone layer, were selected and germinated for four days. Then, the seedlings
were selected for haploid (normal white root) again and treated with colchicine for 12 hours
to double chromosome. After that, the seedlings were rinsed and transplanted to field plot.
At flowering period, dihaploid plants with pollen shedding were selected and selfed to produce
DHS -D1 and DHS -D1, respectively. The results showed that using S, and S, populations as
based population gave haploid induction rate (HIR) of 5.4 and 6.4%, produced inbred lines for
25 and 128 lines, and used two and three seasons for inbred line development, respectively.
Therefore, inbred line development by DHS and DHS methods can shorten the seasons used
in inbred line development for eight and seven seasons as compared with conventional method.
The results suggested that using S population for crossing with haploid inducer can produce
much more inbred lines as required.
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Suduwes madnwediitel nUszasdifiowiou
\WiguUsganSamvasnsianaeiugurdnlng
Feisrudausmansdainuszans s, uaz S 1y
NANTENINUSEINS S wag S veed1alua
4 Usgans towa Q1, Q2, K3 waw K& fukanaeen
Bufwesaneiug PHI-3 dadenwdauanassn
fusngdhsveueulnlsduuuddentusdn
ilvwzanuseniduian 4 Ju uazAndensu
néfidunenaseddnass Saduduiiivatssn
Aunund thdunduswassduniiinyalaslaley
Tnoutlaadduduna 12 Halus Sravhauazens
Fundudadisasuiasgn lefeszoznaninas
Fondulauanasefifiazeounasiasnauiaies
Isiuwdn DHS -D1 uaw DHS -D1 muddiy
Nan1sMaaBInuI1 Msldussunsiiudu S wag
s, #dmsimsdnihliifiouewased 5.4 uay 6.4
Wesidud adseneiuduiild 25 uaz 128 aneiiug
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BUAUAIN 5999INT1ENE Uazd1d udd1lnedl
HANAATINNINNTIIL1IEE wazd1n (Office of
Agricultural Economics, 2016) SRR T RFTRIE])
Huonsuywd ewnsdat ddudemds uas
9AEMNIINAS 7 11nane warSadufivduuuui
dalgFnwinuiugnssuvesity (Mladenovic
et al., 2013) MUuUTsugEnTnagnuasileFy
og1993edadle Shull (1908) wag Shull (1909)
Ioauaisniswawaefuguy (inbred line) way
ftusgnuas (hybrid) Tu TnsnsWuiusgnuas
FURINUSQNNALE QAL WaTgnHaLl
Welugadagiiu maUduussiuginlnngnuas
Funoundn 2 daw fo 1) maRaI@ETLSU
(inbred line development) wag 2) NSWHUINLG
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fiananeiusuitivarsBnstuegfumadentd
veanUTuUgIiuduasingussaduaalasenis
WU eHausId (bulk method) 35UuiinUsein
(pedigree method) A5uaNTINTWAVITUUAN
Uszi% (bulk/pedigree method) A5Uszeng
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(modified breeding method) 38uaunau
(backcross method) 33nilaudndesiy (single
seed descent) Falnsiovauuszynd (modified
single hill method) wasdssuiausnasss
(doubled haploid method) (Samphan-tharak,
2008; Curran, 2008) Tutlagiuisn1susulseiug
Wleviannaeiusuitazairsguaniilifuegng
unsuwaeAe BTunUse TR WBudasedunsedln
sonauUsvend wazisiuauananed (Lee and
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Tracy, 2009; Jumbo et al., 2011) laglan1zis
Fudausnasesiliuenassnduioees (haploid
inducer) WWusdnildiAnfivwswasediandud
Jonegrsunsnansluusdnenvusutiuazmiae
Nussnsuiislusessne Wesannduds
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ARaNIsRRLIAER T TUkenaReAduRILYeS
Ingliwenasesdufgesiduiugne 2) Andeon
Sanizwdnusnasss saudnusnasss ozl
Zuhsfisuuureadulaadsy dauduuledidun
3) inyalaslulonvesudnuanassdifaiden
ielidlddulauanased (dihaploid) uay
4) Ygnsulauawasesuaznandiiesiiieiiv
win waefildi3endt wia D1 Fesdiszdu
Teluleia 100 wWosidus (Prasana et al., 2012)
wiAsn1stdanndeyaatuayulunsidentd
Uszrnsisududiniunisuauiuianaoss
Suinwes  leeuszannsSuduiifinisldiionan
Fuuswasesduiwesiuinszuins S, ua
Usswns S wesusiavnguienivelstd hetero‘uc
group) Ium'ﬁﬂﬂmuLﬂumiwwmawwuﬁmsfl,u
ﬂamammaii%LwaLﬁmmaiumswmmwus
aﬂmamaiﬂ Usgang S, SLumuawmamamm F.
vﬂ,mmnmsmam mwawwuﬁm 2 awwuﬁ:
waalunamammaiwammmu wazUszuIng S,
wmammsmﬂivmm S, HNEFILD sanai
amn F, vﬂ,mmﬂﬂﬁwauimawawwuﬁm 2 @
Wuﬁuumwaumm muummﬂwﬂumamw
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NUTBYINT S| Uae S,
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1. \Wewugnssudmilna
1.1 Usgrnstnlnedliidunguaneiiug

ual 1A CPQ-1301 (Q1) war CPQ-1302 (Q2) 3
Bunduideiugnssuiudadusuuiuds @int
type) W3oRwuds (semi-flint type) widnroU
Tunay dade (@du ddunies wsodmaedw)
yisesudie Tuda sefunsAniingsleiiurdmisos
AR sTUUTINUazdduuTanss uasiidAty
doslinandnasanunsondnmanlussaunisnle

Usg1ns Q1 e gn F  semdng
aneiugh 2 aeriug (QA x QB) visadszns S
lagaeiug QA fmdudruniusslsalulud
uwalng (northern corn leaf blight) TusgAuiiu
na1e wazAunIuaelsAgiwl (stalk rot)
Tuvazfiareiug QB duniusolsalulud
wnalug) wnosuwesalinad 1A ULl (Charoen
Pokphand Seeds (India) Pvt. Ltd., 2012)

Usg1ns Q2 fAe gn F  s¥mine
aneviugh 2 aneiug (QC x QB) wseUsyNs S,
lnganetiug QC danudumusielsaluluding
Tnigy (northern corn leaf blight) lusgauuiunans
wazAuMUsialsAa1AuLN (stalk rot) (Charoen
Pokphand Seeds (India) Pvt. Ltd., 2012)

1.2 Ussrnstnlnedlddunguaneiiug

o laun CPK-1303 (K3) uag CPK-1304 (K4)
Fadunguiteiugnssuiiudednulngiduuy
YU (dent type) 38 ﬁdﬁmu (semi-dent type)
wanuualrgluazan nssugalunans Widsua
AzORNATUIN wavadnazeenaslanaleTy
Wleazannsananiuaneiugusllés

Uszans K3 Ae gn F sewiheaneiiug
7 2 enenifuug (KA x KB) visousyuns S Tnsaneniug
KA Thdnwauziudalugy Jaussouznisuay



(combining ability) & wslasuniulsalulusl
walyg) wazszuusnlid  Tuvasiianeiug KB
Tridnvauzaavg sEUUTIng Tulyadu fumnu
Isaluludunalug uwenaussauznisuauld
(Charoen Pokphand Seeds (India) Pvt. Ltd., 2012)

Usgy1ns K fe gn F537ing
anefugh 2 aneug (KA” x KO wseUszans S
Taganeiug KA Wuaeiuditios (sister line) Ay
aneug KA Taussauzniswaud uiwdaduiuy
wayunniuld dugs ladduniulsalulugd
unalng wagszuusnlid  luvasflanesiug KC
Isnvazduie waslve drunulsalulugd
wwalve) wildnwaeiindudon wazunulug
(Charoen Pokphand Seeds (India) Pvt. Ltd.,
2012)

1.3 avgWuddilneiarunsodni
TiAnLenaoun NIougnasasuALLes LauA
aneiug PHI-3 Td1du Tu wazludndiasg

2. answndifldlunseass liud a1slaaddu
(colchicine 95% (HPLC), Powder) 1nUSH¥%
Sigma-Aldrich Co. LLC., USA Wag dimethyl
sulfoxide (DMSO) 21nU5¥W Merck Life Science
Pvt. Ltd., India

3. gunsaifldlunsnaniuginlng 1eun
qqﬂszmwﬁﬁfwmaém%’mqmiamﬂmeg (tassel
bag) uazganszaulvdvidmsuagudananine
o (glassine bag) Mfunseay (stapler) waz
amdunszane (staple)

/N9

1. gnuseuns SOGUQW'?Q 4 Uszans lawn
Q1, Q2, K3 uag Ka lagugnuseynsas 1,000 A
WAL ORUNATUDILINADYADUR TR TANENUT
PHI-3 snwaufusuiidenvesusazuszenssiuam

500 i iiusReafing uan 500 Hn udnhunsie
aauvinvoaudn lnesuuniduudninased
WAALENAREA LasludaTiAnaINNISHANGLDS
M%@Nawﬁjmﬁuﬁuﬁsu (Rotarenco and Dicu,
2012) wdndenamzdauenassnaaiondu
Lan DHS_ (Figure 1) druduiindeveusas
Uszansdn 500 Al INskauALeLagiaenin
earysal 250 Hn W Tuadnanediug S vesusas
Use91ns 91UU 250 angwug

2. Ugnidnaneiug S, veduAarUsEYINg
1Y 250 @reiug wuuilndeund lagugnuan
av 10 du ielddusuwidwiunauiuazens
NATVDILENADUADURNTOTAENUS PHI-3 U
\Fuiinfifnwdadiaaunias 2 i thaesieaey
A8UUAR LALARLEBNIUAALINADYA DDA
Fosonduwdn DHS, Tasi3Smisiduiieaiu
Aulude 1 (Figure 1)

3. duudauenasen DHS, waz DHS ile
ANUTVING S, uag S, YOIUAazUITEYING WUWIY
ANNsenUUNSEAwINEIdunal 4 Tu Anden
Fundidudunenasessnads Tnoidonawzdy
fflvanesindunund drudundrfidvanesind
uralddaite 1esanidudundfiinannns
Uaussenineaneiugivuanaeed dumilyes
nEanntuthdundrfiduuswaosddadoglu
svogdiludilindufiuyalaslulen noudluans
HANVDILARTTUANMTUTUY 0.06 WasTud Lag
a3 dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO) AL UL 0.5
Wosidud WHuan 12 $lus auddnisves
Prasana et al. (2012) w&191ntugd1aihAIY
avendundudfreadasan Wedssrosnay
wasliidendudiflazoonnasuazuaudiies
(Figure 2) winfilfiFonin wia DHS -D1 uay
DHS -D1 ANNANY
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aleurone layer
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aleurone layer aleurone layer

White embryo White embryo Purple embryo
Contaminant Haploid seed Diploid seed
Outcrossed/ Selfed seed
Haploid seedling
"
Purple root tip seedling White root tip seedling
¢ Chromosome doubling by colchicine
Dihaploid seedling
¢ Transplanting
Dihaploid plot
<« $ T
Tetraploid plant Dihaploid plant Haploid plant
Remark: \L ®

—> = select :
-2 = non-select Inbred lines

Figure 1 Development of maize inbred lines, doubled haploid lines, by doubled haploid method using

haploid inducer
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Figure 2

Double haploids shown variation in agronomic traits. For reproductive organ: (a) variation

of tassels in flowering period from normal and fertile tassel to abnormal and sterile tassel

such as tassel seed, (b) variation of ears and selfed seed set of doubled haploids from

non-seed set to good seed set
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nsmutateRuguid1e38duida
Lewaous lAun1sWaNTENINeUsEYINg S,
uLazUsyrIns S fuuenasedoufges wuin
nsWaNsEUialsEYINg S e Q1, Q2, K3 uay
Ka fulenaoundudlees tna1uiulin 229, 186,
133 uaz 132 Hn audsy Tneifldnedesiuiu
Hdnvasis ¢ Uszanswindu 170 dn Tuwned
NINENTENINNUTEIINT S, ¥83Ql, Q2, K3 uay
Ka fulenaoundudilees nauiuiin 456, 468,
331 way 348 fn mudu TnedAnadssiuiu
Hnuosis 4 Uszwnswindu 401 Hn a1nmnsdl
Usewns S, adanannsaandiaiesuesaneiiug
S, IuLmayﬂiymni %qafmﬂfm'ﬁmammmqwﬂw
Iadus I nwavansadadenduiitanuaey
ﬁﬁmﬂ’]iﬁm%’umsmauﬁ’uuawaasm‘ﬁuﬁ'sLszja%m'a
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Pl Suduiosndavililaaunsadenduls
NsHaNSENINsaeiug S vedsay Usyans
ﬂULLawaaamaumL%aiwﬂumiamaaﬂ Feane
WuqLmvﬁ,mfﬂuuaﬂwmmmemmwmﬂwaw
Iummuﬁmaﬂ’uﬁﬁuLﬁaLLawaaaﬁmﬂUs $UINT
S, mimwwummmaanmum 1 41 azviliilaney
WuﬁmeaﬂwmwmiUsumLmﬂuamwumaam
1ml,aﬂuimuwm (Dwivedi et al., 2015)
(Table 1)
mainuaauenasenursduluindialng
mﬂmimamzmﬁwszmnw%aL?gaﬁuﬁqﬂsim
fifosmsiannanefusuituusnassdduiaees
Tneliuenasnsduinvesiduiusrety iaan
AuRaUNAluNIsURaWEsEnIadla (egg cell)
Aualsudaedea (sperm nucleus) vilildiAn
nMsUfaus uazwanildaziyelasluleniiosnis
Mﬁwmsqﬂiﬂﬂﬂ‘zmﬂﬂa (Swapna and Sarkar,

2011; Prasana et al., 2012) #4UAISAALADN
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LAALENABYA LTAINAIINAITLANIBBNVBIEY
LA DININY R1-Navajo (R1-nj) vYoslanasya
Suiawes Alvadrsweseulnleedudaiu
dnvaziau lagludn F flaminduiudn
wanasenazUsingduasuuiudenuiuébn
(aleurone layer) Tuvmziidiuveduuile
(embryo) 3 zlaiﬂimgﬁai’m drundnfnasys
vﬂiﬂﬂgamwwumaaﬂmLmamu,a v.8uuUsle
uanaNLo19luanMiina1nNITNANAILD S
videnauiruandnlnadudsaglivsngdiauy
win Tnswdaiduinases wiafAnainnis
HANFILEY wazdaTiAnainnisnaudIuenn
%ﬂﬁiwmgu%gﬂﬁm‘ﬁd (Prigge and Melchinger,
2012; Rotarenco and Dicu, 2012) (Figure 1)
yonaniiiannsansiaaeunaziudunisidy
widnusnasedldfiszerndidnass Tnsgaintae
sindildfidaag vilwanunsadansesdunenasss
g8ndunils drudundfiivaresindiae vde
Uan851n971ua AUl LanA19Ins uLananea
sufudufnaseddesdaiialy
dlofiansansasnstniliAnuenasys
(haploid induction rate; HIR) Tuuszv1ns S, wae
Usgans s, YouFazUTEnNINUIN Usewns S,
999U5¥971n5 Q1, Q2, K3 hag K4 1A HIR AU
2.1,5.8, 5.2 uag 8.5 1Wasidus augsu (Table
1) idlawdsainita 4 Yszuans S, Wu313dA1 HIR
Wiy 5.4 wWesdud  luameiivszwng S, 84
Uszns Q1, Q2, K3 uay K4 da1 HIR winu
5.0,7.8,5.4uay 7.5 Wesidud auddu Andu
Al HIR 91n%s & Uszanns s, wihifu 6.4
Wosidud Feaz mulmwwu%mwuﬁmimmmﬂ
A uYeIUIEINTazdmanan1stninliiine
wiauanasss  lasdlelUioudioud HIR 0

Useuns S, AuUsEIINT S, NUIN A1 HIR U89
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U58%3113 S, Ani1UsEns S, Fansfiuszns
S, Thuuudauanasertiouninuseuins S,
esanuszng S, lziﬁmiﬁmﬁaﬂmiﬂ%’uﬁ’a
DGRBS ﬁ’JuUi“”&ﬂﬂi S, mﬂmmmsmaum
193UBIIY S vy mm'ﬁﬂmaaﬂmawuﬁwwsmu
A udause LLauumsUiumlmm RISV ERERER
Fadonitugnssuitlifisluldnountsnauiy
LENABERDUAINYDS

ag9lsfimu Fundruenasssiiniunis
iingalasulsandudulauenassduda Wode
Ugnaaudadagnun1inssaefivesdnynenis
dngalaslulenannAuluiduduiilesioley
4 %9 (tetraploid) FeazdvuradulngFaiau lng
Fuillaionsaziintuainnisiiuyalasiulen
yosduRnanerfidaialynuanieiiuaindy
Lenanesdld Feazdndufiidnunsindy way
Famuuinaiiuyalasluleulivszaunadiia
Feazddnvazdudnuassunsusaniduntu 39
lianansauwdale druduflanunsaiiuyg
TaslulauladuSauarladudulananasenasy
waudofiolAvindaiduaroiuguinely
Wedudvesdusuidauanasssilalunsay
Usvansiinuunnsnafiulasaus 18.05-52.60
Wasidus (Gayen et al., 1994; Geiger, 2011)
lagUszyins DHS wes Q1, Q2, K3 uaz K4 i
Lﬂaimumaamwummm‘uwauawaaamm
ausanausesLarinludala 70.6,45.7, 5.8
waz 21.2 wWesidud audsu TnsAnduaade
Yo & Uszansivindu 35.8 Wosidud d
U5y mﬂi DHS. mﬂaimumaaawwumm
muwauawaaammﬂu 73.3, 65.3, 16.5 Lay
45.5 Wesidusd audsu Tnedmduaade
99479 4 Uszansiafu 50.1 wWedidus
(Table 1)
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Table 1 Population type and name, number of ears and seeds obtained from crosses between

population and haploid inducer, seed type identified from each cross, number of dihaploid

plants, number of DH inbred lines and percentage of success DH inbred line

Seed type identified

0 o
Q S No. of No. of o
2 e ears from  seeds from  [Tom €ach cross (%) No. of No. of  Success
5 5 population population dihaploid ~ DH _DH
i = x haploid  x haploid plants  inbred  inbred
3 —g’_ inducer inducer  Selfed Diploid Haploid lines lines (%)
¢ o) seed seed seed
o a
Q1 229 37,491 6.6 91.3 2.1 17 12 70.6
Q2 186 45,125 2.1 92.1 5.8 105 48 45.7
S0 K3 133 23,334 1.5 93.3 5.2 52 3 58
Ka 132 28,359 5.3 86.2 8.5 170 36 21.2
Mean 170 33,577 3.9 90.7 5.4 86 25 35.8
Q1 456 98,776 4.7 90.3 5.0 135 99 73.3
Q2 468 90,474 3.2 89.0 7.8 308 201 65.3
51 K3 331 62,603 2.6 92.0 54 218 36 16.5
K4 348 67,876 6.5 86.0 7.5 388 176 45.4
Mean 401 79,932 4.3 89.3 6.4 262 128 50.1

mafiuyelaslilruvesiuwenassdililag
nsldanslraddulussosdundrdy aududy
szeziian wazaia (Wuiedendniiovduasy
Tinsiiugalaslulonvesfunonassduszauna
dnsauazlaidudulouanasesd  Taenisimun
wedansifingalaslulsuifussansamdudn
dmidlaiaeyilrlsuumeniuduiviannme was
nsiaeiuidufesluiisnsinistnulv
Aanewaeesnniududnuummmileiiaesiiling
nsunaneiusuistdufideunndsdu v
uinsWaeRusBuR e fiesilsivauans
vosaeusdufuges Jsazdedldiuniseunn
NIvBIEEITUSNoUIREaIN TR HuNTle

nsRLNENTUgUIRIEIS DHS wag DHS.
T¥1uiugquan 2 uae 3 gg Mud iy Guainns
af1sUszvnsauisladuuazudaanefugusiad
wugnssuidulelaleda 100 Weddud ey
WieuiuiBinasgiuideddnategales 11 g
Ugn (nauiaies 10 ada) Feagldaeiuduviad
seaulalaloia 99.99 Wosidus (Prasana et al.,
2012) 435 DHS_ua DHS, fannsogusresia
lunsiananeiugunliegatey 7 99 wenan
dnslduszans S, dm¥unanfunenasss
Suduzesar i L Saueassfuar T
aeuguiTiwaTunndnslduszens S,
Beaonndosiudoyaves Dwivedi et al. (2015)
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9

luszns S Tunmsuauiuuswaseddudaees
SasmstniiliAeuenassfiludnenm  ielilfaeiusuiidesnisdiuauinn
VANYDINUFNTTUVOILINADLADUAILYRT Ay
U515 UTENINNUGN TV ILENADEADY AnAnssudsenA
fawed Auiuguialdlunisiaunansiugust

[

Tagun@iaasdian HIR lud1nin 5 wWesidus YoUOUAM UIEN La3gylnadaaiudanug

nsiauaefiuguilneds DHS uay DHS — (Buidle) 91in dafinngugsiaiivasuisas (§lwa)
aunsagduszeziiarlunisauiatgiugus  wIasgylnadainatvayuanuided
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