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Abstract: This study screened 39 varieties of forage barley (Hordeum vulgare) to identify elite varieties suitable for
planting in the southwestern region of Jiangsu Province. Thirteen major agronomic traits: plant height, stem

diameter, leaf length, leaf width, tiller number, the third internode length, the fourth internode length, spike
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length, spike width, kernel number per spike, fresh weight per plant, dry weight per plant, and fresh forage yield,
were measured to determine agronomic performance. From the data, combined with agronomic evaluation, ten
barley varieties with better multivariate scores for production and agronomic performance were identified. Further
evaluation of six nutritional quality parameters, including acid detergent fiber (ADF) , neutral detergent fiber
(NDF), crude protein (CP), crude fiber (CF), ether extract (EE), and relative feeding value (RFV), was carried
out for the ten varieties; and together with their production and agronomic trait indicators, the multivariate analysis
used to identify the ten elite barley varieties included correlation analysis, principal component analysis, and
membership function analysis. It was found that varieties Hv031, Hv013, Hv027, and Hv017 had the highest fresh
herbage yields ( =>50000 kg+hm *) among all tested barley varieties. Meanwhile, selection of ten varieties (lines)
with better adaptability and nutritional quality traits, identified varieties Hv017, Hv030, and Hv036 as the most
outstanding (CP>>10 or REV>100). The correlation analysis and principal component analysis of all measured
traits indicated that the fourth internode length, plant height, spike width, the third internode length, stem diameter,
and ADF can be used as key evaluation indicators for agronomic traits and nutritional quality traits in forage barley.
The multivariate evaluation by membership function analysis demonstrated that Hv017, Hv027, and Hv0O09 were
better for overall trait performance, with Hv017 being particularly outstanding. We therefore recommend that this
variety be prioritized as the primary candidate variety for promotion and planting in Nanjing and surrounding areas of
Jiangsu Province.

Key words: forage barley; agronomic traits; nutritional quality; correlation analysis; principal component analysis;

membership function method
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U0 A5 T YT 54 A T A AR R DX B 4 (317517 — 317547 N, 118°54" —118°57" E) , iz IX
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FHEE IR 1. SR T 2023 4F 10 H 27 H G2 — 85 T rbisl 2k a3 40 b A% 0 DX, PR IBCF- 38 HAE g — S0 B
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I m BY/NRETS, B AEZY 10 em, X RIRE 7 I 09 4 SRR AR 5 FR A B 75 )7 &, JF #0580 1 kg -hm %5 I DA BE AL 6 BB 10 Bk
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K SRR (RO R, X HOE T 2 1 &, 1 2 #1261 (crude protein, CP) , HLJg Il (ether extract, EE) JHLF 4 (crude
fiber, CF), H P Ui & £F 4 (neutral detergent fiber, NDF ) & 1 16 % £ 4 (acid detergent fiber, ADF) & & , 1R #i&
NDF \ADF 155 H A1 % 4 B A i (relative feeding value, RFV)", HAKFRAAF
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Table 1 The information of 39 barley varieties (lines) tested in this study
Hi's  WAN(R)L Va AR $i's WA (R)H Vari AR

Number riety (line) name Origin Number ety (line) name Origin

Hv001 IR 75 VLRI 3t X AR B} 2 58 T Jiangsu Hv021 14002 VL IR U 3t X AR B 25 F 5 T Jiangsu Coast
Supi No. 7 Coastal Area Institute of Agricultural Sciences Yan 14002 al Area Institute of Agricultural Sciences

Hv002 PN R VLI I i DX AL B2 W 58 T Jiangsu Hv022 £ 14021 VLIV M X Al B 58T Jiangsu Coast-
Supi No. 8 Coastal Area Institute of Agricultural Sciences Yan 14021 al Area Institute of Agricultural Sciences

Hv003 S 92 VLRI 3t XA B 2 W 52 I Jiangsu Hv023 14046 VLRI 3t XA B 2 58 T Jiangsu Coast-
Supi No. 9 Coastal Area Institute of Agricultural Sciences Yan 14046 al Area Institute of Agricultural Sciences

Hv004 T2 VLR 3t XA B2 W58 0T Jiangsu Hv024 £5 14073 VLI U I 3 X AR B2 A 58 T Jiangsu Coast-
Supi No. 12 Coastal Area Institute of Agricultural Sciences Yan 14073 al Area Institute of Agricultural Sciences

Hv005 s 135 VLR I 3t XA B} 2 58 9T Jiangsu Hv025 514188 VLRI U 3t XA B} 2 58 9T Jiangsu Coast-
Supi No. 13 Coastal Area Institute of Agricultural Sciences Yan 14188 al Area Institute of Agricultural Sciences

Hv006 g 14 VLI I 3 DX AL R 22 W58 BT Jiangsu Hv026 ££15150 VLIR30 DX AL B 22 WF 52 BT Jiangsu Coast-
Supi No. 14 Coastal Area Institute of Agricultural Sciences Yan 15150 al Area Institute of Agricultural Sciences

Hv007 HhFE6S VLRI 3t XA B 2 W 58 9T Jiangsu Hv027 iR 15187 VLIV 18 1 DX Bl 2 58 F Jiangsu Coast-
Yanmai No.6  Coastal Area Institute of Agricultural Sciences Yan 15187 al Area Institute of Agricultural Sciences

Hv008 HETE VLIR30 XA B2 W 58 T Jiangsu Hv028 £ 15200 VLIR30 X AR B2 A 58 T Jiangsu Coast-
Yanmai No.7  Coastal Area Institute of Agricultural Sciences Yan 15200 al Area Institute of Agricultural Sciences

Hv009 £ 05150 VLR 3t XA B 2 W 58 9T Jiangsu Hv029 £ 16087 VLIV 16 1 XA B2 5 T Jiangsu Coast-
Yan 05150 Coastal Area Institute of Agricultural Sciences Yan 16087 al Area Institute of Agricultural Sciences

Hv010 £ 07018 VLRI 3 X AR B2 AT 58 T Jiangsu Hv030 17142 VLIR30 X AR B2 58 T Jiangsu Coast-
Yan 07018 Coastal Area Institute of Agricultural Sciences Yan 17142 al Area Institute of Agricultural Sciences

Hv011 4507244 VLR 3t XA B2 W 58T Jiangsu Hv031 Hup75 T PE 24 BE Hexi University
Yan 07244 Coastal Area Institute of Agricultural Sciences Ganpi No. 7

Hv012 08221 VL IR0 3 XA B2 AT 58 T Jiangsu Hv032 Hmp 25 Htr gk K2 Gansu Agricultural University
Yan 08221 Coastal Area Institute of Agricultural Sciences Ganpi No. 2

Hv013 509114 VL3 1 i DX AL B2 W 58 BT Jiangsu Hv033 GN42 H ol 4k K2 Gansu Agricultural University
Yan 09114 Coastal Area Institute of Agricultural Sciences

Hv014 £ 11232 VLRI U 3t X AR B 2 0F 52 T Jiangsu Hv034 GN121 Hitr ok K2 Gansu Agricultural University
Yan 11232 Coastal Area Institute of Agricultural Sciences

Hv015 12098 LAV 3 DX ARl B4 B 55 T Jiangsu Hv035 =hi# 3% ZEERAFERE Yunnan Academy of Agri-
Yan 12098 Coastal Area Institute of Agricultural Sciences Yunsimai No. 3 cultural Sciences

Hv016 812153 VLRI 3t X AR B 2 58 9T Jiangsu Hv036 nli# 8% ZHE A AL BE Yunnan Academy of Agri-
Yan 12153 Coastal Area Institute of Agricultural Sciences Yunsimai No. 8  cultural Sciences

Hv017 12195 VLA T 3t X A B2 52 91 Jiangsu Hv037 RM125 ZHIE A AL BE Yunnan Academy of Agri-
Yan 12195 Coastal Area Institute of Agricultural Sciences Yunpi No. 12 cultural Sciences

Hv018 813012 VLRI 3t XA B} 2 W 58 T Jiangsu Hv038 =18 ZHFE A AL BE Yunnan Academy of Agri-
Yan 13012 Coastal Area Institute of Agricultural Sciences Yunpi No. 18 cultural Sciences

Hv019 £5 13067 VLRI 3t DX AR B2 WF 52T Jiangsu Hv039 Py R EA R FEABE Yunnan Academy of Agri-
Yan 13067 Coastal Area Institute of Agricultural Sciences Yunke No. 5 cultural Sciences

Hv020 13215 VLR 3t XA B 2 W 58 9T Jiangsu
Yan 13215 Coastal Area Institute of Agricultural Sciences
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X HE A A AR G 1 a3 B & B, 39 10 R 2 A A RHE AR MR O T 25 R AR K . R4S R (R MR &k
15.92~78. 17 cm, e = 5 5058 b B (R ) [RIAH 22 62 em DA B, Frp @ Bl Hv006 B B R e /i L B 75 HvO12 2 5% AR i
FAh 5 H A A SR 2 ) AFAE P25 5 HvO033 bR B 0% L IR 5 W R Hv032 22 8] 22 58 1 3 46, 5 At 4% il
ZE EAH B EMEZER . &M ZEH 8 3.38~5.55 mm, Pl Hv034 Ay 22 M & K, B 5 Hv005, Hv008 , Hv009
Hv017 \Hv018 Hv021 Hv023 . Hv025 Hv026 iX 9 > & Fl 22 (8] A ELAT 5 35 4 22 S5 A0, 5 At 5t Al 7 2500 A7 7
FE2ES . AR R S0 S AR Hv033 A8 It 21 em, 5 3% K T Hofth B i B, 249 J2 04K A D R HvO31
9 1. 76 £% s Hv039 B I 58 2 22. 60 mm, 8 8 3 K T HAh B A7 5t A, J2 I 58 B 78 il AP HvO33 /9 1. 92 4% . 7> BE#A
F 1048 & A A Hv007 \Hv015 . Hv019 \Hv020 \Hv022 \Hv032 . Hv034, H:H Hv032 A 2r BERCR 14. 334, 7E T
A B PO B AL B T 5 Hv020 22 8] 25 58 535 A0 i i R 5 A BT AT SR 2 25 R i (R 2) .

I ZEFF A (8] K A 22 BEARAE &, Hv012 \Hv024 5 Hv029 35X 3 /4™ & b 1 565 3 745 ] ) 24 3k 21 5l 4 5 9 em, K&y 2
I S Al Hv034 19 2. 61 4% 5 IRl BF HvO12 19 55 4 75 [l K 2ok 14 em, J& 55 Ji i Bl HVO034 19 2. 27 i o 72 22 B 5 1T , 7
K BT 3419 Hv034 (Hv033 \Hv032, 3 34 i Ffr () B4 fob =8 O T LAt AR 3 5t Aol [ B2 A1) 22 Tl B A I 3 1 2
S MR SE A T 0. 68~1. 80 cm , B 5% i KA & A Hv0O1, R 1 5 Hv007 Z i) AN B A W #vE25 R A4h , 5 Hifb fir &5
fn b 2 ) 2 AL i M 22 55 S RP HvO36 A BEURE B K, Hv039 Wk 22, Tfii Hv006 . Hv038 5 Hv001 B Rk B ks /b, &
AT FREORE B 25K F I S K A2 il (R ) i — 2R 19 S (3R 3) &
2.2 RRREZ®RAM(FR)E T HKLE S H

Xof BB A AR 7 M R 4R A 1 D 2 23 BT R, 39 AR DR A i e ) Y i 7 A SRR, g o i 7 o Tk B
s 50000 kg B9 K # fhFA Hv013 . Hv017 \Hv027 \Hv031, i ik T 15000 kg &9 & #h A Hv033 5 Hv034, 7= & fix
1o 5 J IR P 22 DA 22 345 2 o & B RE B BR fF T 0 R /INHE ST O R 5% 4 5 g h® (9 fiF R 7 e HE TR A — B0, SRR
fief 5 HE 4% JE AT 3 A9 AR R R A Hv039  Hv035 5 Hv030, 1fif HE 45 8] = 49 & A 4K vk 8 Hv003 \Hv034 5 Hv001, ¥k
fief 7 A i i A Hv039 5 5 fIK AP Hv003 Z [ AH 22 K F 4 4% . B T Hv039 5 Hv030 i 5 pk T 35 = T oAt 5 A
A, FL A A it i 7 SRR T T A AR AR AR E N, 1. 05~2.90 g+ Bk (3R 4).
2.3 FARXE&A(FR)E A LE S

X 23k i Bl G A 7 RO e 1143 B i 3k Hv009 \Hv013 \Hv017 \Hv026 \Hv027 \Hv030 \Hv031 ,Hv035 .
Hv036 \Hv039 3 10 />3 1 1 2 B Hh Y &t A, I 00 H8 35 8 B 20 B vl 80, 3% 104> R 22 A ) ADF 5 NDF & &
I3 51k 30. 93 % ~40. 27% 5 54. 62 % ~66. 43% , Horh HvO17 i ADF & 2 e ik , Hv030 (1) NDF &5 # % . Hv017
5 Hv036 B CP & KT 10%0 , 5 3 w5 T Hofth & Bl 17 Hv026 . Hv035 5 Hv039 ¥4/ T 7% , i 35 K T Hofth iy Bl
Hv030 5 Hv017 i CF & & 8%, #/hF 50% . Hv030,Hv039 .Hv009 5 Hv036 iX 4 4~ & F i) EE & & 4 2% DA
T o % 104 38 W P 9 R REV 4 89. 33~106. 26, L Hv030 5 HvO17 B RFV % & , B % & T HoAb 8 4~ #h
(R 5)
2.4 FRR KR E®RA(FR) 48K M H

3 X 10 A3 R M e B S H 0 R A R R 25 AR A PR S R T A M 3 A R (IRL L) R i R
PR g | oy ) A R B O DG OC R . BRBR G IR S bR T SE AR B IEAHCOC R, K ADF
FREDFEMCLR MR E R EAMCER, PR TESMH SR D EEMELR, NS EES&EL
BEFMMIEIER . HE G 3 B 4T R B A B A SE O R, H2EM R B IR A SEOE R I 5 AR AR
ADF 43 ) 2 B A B MA G R, H3IWHKEGHEATRKENR B EEMCKR, 5EMHE 8% EMHEC
Z,1M 5 ADF & it 2% W UMD R . 55 479 K 5 R0 58 S AR 1 38 IEAH DG OC & L T 5 RO AR Bt I 3 4 AH O 06
Fo HEHSM R BEAMEKCR, MRKEERNHEREEMECR, KSR D ERMEECR, Bk
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Table 2 Comparative analysis of stem and leaf traits of 39 barley varieties (lines)

s A PR FE AR Agronomical traits index
Number ¥k 5 Plant height (cm) 25Kl Stem diameter (mm) MK Leaf length (cm) 9% Leafl width (mm)  4»BE%Y Tiller number
Hv001 70.2140. 57bcdef 4.4340. 39defghij 15.77+0. 45ijklmn 15. 85+0. 62efghi 6.83=40. 70hij
Hv002 62. 90 1. 28jkl 3.7540. 17jklm 14.7940.50lmno  15. 7040 26¢fghij 7.1740. 54ghij
Hv003 71.9540. 88bedef 3.5540. 11klm 12.694+0. 31r 12.30=£0. 260 9.3340. 88cdefghi
Hv004 72.8340. 79bc 4.26+0. 34fghijk 13.20£0. 28qr 14. 7040. 63hijklmn 7.3340. 33fghij
Hv005 67. 10 1. 23efghij 4.93+0. 20abedelgh 15.76-0. 52ijklmn  15.40-£0. 50efghijkl  8.830. 87cdefghi
Hv006 78.1741.90a 4.14=+0. 20hijklm 15. 3740. 43jklmn 14.40=+0. 31jklm 6.67+1. 26i)
Hv007 72.284+1. 32bed 4.14+0. 31hijklm 12.51£0. 33r 13.50£0. 27mn 10. 8340. 40bcde
Hv008 72.8041.59bc 4.95+0. 26abcdefg 18.01+0. 45def 18.10+0. 38b 9.0040. 63cdefghi
Hv009 69. 64+ 1. 25bcdefg 5.1240. 13abede 15. 5840. 39ijklmn 16.10£0. 41efg 7.6740. 67fghij
Hv010 70. 384 1. 79bcdef 4.4540. 19defghij 15. 30+0. 38kimn 14. 50+0. 50ijklm 9.3340. 76cdefghi
HvO11 65. 98- 1. 16fghijk 3.7840. 32jklm 13. 1240. 72qr 12. 7040, 54n0 7.1740. 48ghij
Hv012 74.36+1.63ab 4.56+0. 18bcdefghij 14.6940. 39lmnop ~ 14. 70£0. 33hijklmn 8.67+0. 71cdefghi
Hv013 60.69+1.001 4.45+0. 24defghij 16. 7940. 39fghi 15.7040. 21efghij 8.67+0. 76cdefghi
Hv014 68. 312 1. 28cdefgh 4.34=+0. 11efghijk 13.5440. 270pqr 16.50£0. 22cde 8.67£0. 95cdefghi
Hv015 72.50+1. 51bed 4.34+0. 26efghijk 12.70£0. 38r 13.60+0. 27mn 10. 83£0. 91bcde
HvO16 70. 37+ 1. 69bedefg 4.35+0. 27clghijk 17. 6240 45¢fg 15.4040. 3lefghijkl  9.00= 1. 15cdefghi
Hv017 65. 05 1. 93ghijkl 5. 044-0. 21abedef 15.79+0. 27ijklmn  15. 8040. 42efghi 7. 330, 491ghij
Hv018 64.42+1. 34hijkl 5.1640. 07abed 13.10£0. 50qr 13.90=£0. 23Imn 5.3340.61j
Hv019 60.414+1. 851 4.3540. 15efghijk 16. 76 0. 25fghijk 15.70£0. 21efghij 11.33+1. 02bc
Hv020 73.0540. 84bc 4.40=+0. 16defghij 13.5340. 320pqr 13.90+0. 38Imn 13.17=+1.58ab
Hv021 68.4041. 11cdefgh 5.3240. 14ab 16.0240. 63hijkl 15.4040. 3lefghijkl 9. 50+ 1. 57cdefghi
Hv022 62.79+1. 745kl 4.32+0. 23efghijk 12.484+0. 24r 14.20+0. 36klm 10. 17£1. 22cdef
Hv023 63. 38+ 1. 16ijkl 5.0440. 17abedef 13.39+0. 32pgr 17.40=+0. 37bed 9.6740. 76cdefgh
Hv024 69.1241. 61cdefgh 4.21+0. 23ghijkl 14.4240. 49nopq 13.70=£0. 15Imn 9.3340. 71cdefghi
Hv025 61.984+1. 14kl 4.93+0. 23abedefgh 14.5440. 29mnop 14.40+0. 22jklm 9.0040. 37cdefghi
Hv026 67. 734 1. 05defghi 5.2740. 13abc 17.144+0. 36fgh 16.00£0. 47efgh 9.5040. 67cdefghi
Hv027 62.65+0. 995kl 4.04=+0. 34ijklm 15.61£0. 51ijklmn 16. 20+0. 44def 9.1741. 08cdefghi
Hv028 62.5040. 93jkl 4.76+0. 17bedefghi 15.16+0. 35Imn 16.70+0. 26¢de 8.1740. 87efghi
Hv029 68.8941. 21cdefgh 4.00+0. 20ijklm 14.824+0. 25Imno 14.80=+0. 39ghijklmn 9.67+0.95cdefgh
Hv030 65. 25+ 1. 11ghijkl 3.954-0. 32jklm 17.7340. 41efg 15.0040. 33fghijklm 8. 3340. 71delghi
Hv031 45.94+1.83mn 3.9340. 21jklm 12.4340. 55r 11.90+0. 500 9.0040. 37cdefghi
Hv032 18.67+1.07p / 19.1740. 37bced 16. 50+0. 40cde 14.33+0. 33a
Hv033 15.92+2. 36p / 21.8440. 50a 11.80=+0. 550 9.83=40. 70cdefg
Hv034 30.69+2. 550 5.5540. 36a 20.28=+0. 66b 17.50+0. 52bc 11.17=+1. 35bced
HvO035 41.95+1. 28n 3.8940. 18jklm 19.56+0. 33bc 13.90=£0. 48Imn 7.3340. 67fghij
Hv036 47.47+2.28m 4.32+0. 28efghijk 18.69+0. 46¢cde 14.8040. 33ghijklmn 7.33%0. 61fghij
Hv037 42.01+1.04n 3.45+0. 24Im 15. 69=+0. 42hijklm 12.10£0. 460 7.8340. 311ghij
Hv038 43.48+1. 30mn 3.3840. 27m 16.6240. 47ghiik  15. 4040, 64efghijkl 7. 00=0. 37ghij
Hv039 42.73+1.07n 4.53+0. 40cdefghij 20.03%0.17b 22.60%0.43a 5.1740. 48]

T« [ FIAS [R]/ING B R AN ] it i (520 ) BAT tk 35 25 52 (P<20..05) /" Rm k4, R 1A
Note: The different lowercase letters indicate significant difference among the different varieties (lines) in the same column. “/” indicates data default.

The same below.



120 ACTA PRATACULTURAE SINICA (2026) Vol. 35,No. 3

R3 9N KRERM(R)OTEKEEBER LR

Table 3 Comparative analysis of internode length and spike traits of 39 barley varieties (lines)

£ RE A Z MR FE AR Agronomical traits index
Number o 315 K 541 Bk B HURLH
The third internode length (cm)  The fourth internode length (cm)  Spike length (em)  Spike width (em)  Kernel number per spike
Hv001 5.2740. 39ijk 7.8841.09jklm 5.7240. 20no 1.80+0. 06a 20.00+1. 46fg
Hv002 6.33+0. 44fghi 10. 57+0. 57defghi 6.1340. 08klmno  1.4040. 06fghi 27.50+0. 85cde
Hv003 8.00+0. 40bcdef 12.43-+0. 65abedef 4.63+0.08q 1.63+0. 03bed 22.354 1. 02defg
Hv004 7.68-£0. 52bedefg 11. 884 1. 86abcdefg 5.83+0. 21mno 1.5840. 05bede 28.00£1. 53cde
Hv005 6.75+0. 3lefghi 10. 604 1. 05defghi 5.98+0. 26lmno 1.6340. 06bcd 25.17=£0. 48cdefg
Hv006 7.5040. 57bcdefg 11. 1241. 18bcdefghi 5.95+0. 13Imno 1.6440. 06bed 19.50+1. 50fg
Hv007 8.3540. 71abcede 12. 7244. 02abede 6.08+0. 20klmno  1.68=+0. 07ab 21.50=40. 67efg
Hv008 7.60=+0. 76bcdefg 12. 284 1. 57abedef 6.9040. 22{ghi 1.6240. 04bed 27.67+1. 31cde
Hv009 6.97=+0. 58defgh 10. 77+ 1. 65cdefghi 6.9740. 271ghi 1.42+0. 06efghi 26.0041. 63cdefg
Hv010 7.43+0. 41bedefg 12. 35+ 1. 26abcedef 7.0340. 13fgh 1.50£0. Odedefg 25.00+ 1. 26cdefg
Hv011 6.8840. 47efgh 10. 13+ 1. 09efghijk 5.8740. 14mno 1.47+0. 09defgh 30. 00+ 1. 00c
Hv012 9.8240. 34a 14.1741.47a 6.30%0. 24ijklmn 1. 57+0. 03bedef 25.67+1. 50cdefg
Hv013 8.05+0. 50bcdef 11. 824 1. 75abedefg 6.40+0. 27hijklmn 1. 5340. 03bcdefg 29.00+1. 00cd
Hv014 8.4840.47abcede 13.5841.73ab 5.05%0.09pq 1.5540. 10bcdefg 24.67+1.61cdefg
Hv015 7.55740. 79bcdefg 12. 484 1. 39abcdef 5.8740. 08mno 1.55%+0. 03bedelg 26.00=41. 00cdefg
Hv016 7.8840. 39bcdef 9. 774 1. 171ghijkl 5.4740. 060p 1.63+0. 04bed 28.17+1. 11lcde
Hv017 8.78+0. 33abc 11.43+2. 84bedefg 5.95+0.24Imno  1.60£0. 03bed 25.00£0. 93cdefg
Hv018 7.97+0. 44bcdef 12. 984 1. 10abed 5.8740. 23mno 1. 50£0. Odcdefg 24.33+1. 05cdefg
Hv019 8.65+0. 28abced 10. 85+ 1. 87bedefghi 6.434+0. 19hijklm 1. 38=+0. 06ghi 22.50+1. 23defg
Hv020 8.45+0. 37abede 10. 454 2. 93defghi 6.33%0. 22i)klmn ~ 1.474+0. 02defgh 24.00+1. 71cdefg
Hv021 7.93740. 40bcdef 9. 50+ 1. 91ghijkl 5.90%0. 12mno 1.5340. 04bcedefg 24.1741.96¢cdefg
Hv022 7.1240. 42cdefgh 10. 95+ 1. 85bedefghi 5.8540. 30mno 1.5240. 07bedefg 27.0041. 51cde
Hv023 8.4540. 37abede 11. 77+ 3. 83abcdefg 6.1740. 16jklmno 1. 5240. 09bcdefg 27.00+1. 13cde
Hv024 9.00£0. 68ab 12.17+1. 38abedefg 6.8340. 18fghij 1.47+0. 03defgh 29.83£0. 98¢
Hv025 7.3740.53bcdefg 11. 524 1. 41abcedefg 6.62+0. 20ghijkl ~ 1.28=+0. 03ij 27.00+0.93cde
Hv026 8.02+0. 42bcdef 11. 30+ 1. 12bedefgh 7.23+0. 16fg 1.3240.05gi 27.00+0. 89cde
Hv027 7.65+0.97bcdefg 11. 474+ 2. 55abcdefg 6.73+0. 16ghijk 1. 60+0. 06bcd 26.17+2. 15cdef
Hv028 7.637%0. 65bcdefg 11. 524 1. 49abedelg 7.0740. 19fgh 1.4040. 04fghi 28.00%1.91cde
Hv029 9.02=+0. 29ab 13.50=£0. 25abc 5.9840. 20lmno 1.657+0. 04be 25.6740. 76cdefg
Hv030 7.25740. 80cdefgh 12.7341. 26abede 6.4240. 18hijklmn  1.5540. 07bcdefg 25.3340. 71lcdefg
Hv031 5.67+0. 62hjj 8.52+1. 75ijklm 8.6840. 25de 0.98+0. 031 25.50£2. 22cdefg
Hv032 / / 10.1240. 20c 0.68+0.03m 23.83+0. 70cdefg
Hv033 / / 11.2340.21b 0.78+0.07m 29.67+0.61c
Hv034 3.4540. 151 6.23%+1.49m 11.9240. 25a 1. 0540. 04kl 25.67+1. 63cdefg
Hv035 3.7840. 23kl 7.73%0. 73klm 6.52%0. 21hijklm  1.13=+0. 03kl 36.8342.39%b
Hv036 6.02=+0. 69ghij 7.3543.47Im 7.5040.41f 1.15+0. 02jk 48.17+8.22a
Hv037 3.8040. 26kl 10. 05 1. 47efghijk 9.1840. 30d 0.9840. 031 26.67+1.61cde
Hv038 3.6540. 111 8.63=+4. 32hijklm 6.87+0. 22fghi 1.05+0. 02kl 19.67+1.02fg
Hv039 4.75%0. 54kl 9. 854 2. 00fghijkl 8.17+0. 19¢ 1.4240. 03efghi 39.00+2.67b
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Table 4 Comparison of production performance of 39 barley varieties (lines)

s A 7 R 48 A5 Production performance index
Number ff 52 7 5t Fresh forage yield (kg-hm™*)  BL¥k e T Fresh weight per plant (g-plant™ ') itk + 8 Dry weight per plant (g-plant )
Hv001 38300-0. O4ghijk 3.4840. 60p 1.62-£0. 19ijklm
Hv002 3823340. 13ghijk 4.37=+0. 28nop 1.05+0. 10n
Hv003 45733+0. 10c 3.45+0. 28p 1.6240. 12ijklm
Hv004 39067 40. 05fghi 5.4640. 26ghijklmn 1.48+0. 13klm
Hv005 3680040. 03jkl 5.28=+0. 42hijklmno 1.18£0. 17mn
Hv006 3716740. 04ijk 6.6840. 35defg 1.93+0. 11fghijk
Hv007 430334+0.07d 4.02+0. 160p 1.66+0. 12ijk
Hv008 28767+0. 110 5.9540. 36efghijkl 2.1640. 12defgh
Hv009 42200+0. 05de 6.16+0. 57¢cfghijk 2.4740. 18de
Hv010 3336740. 04m 5.6840. 42fghijklmn 2.5140. 16cd
HvO11 43233+0. 02d 5.3540. 16ghijklmno 1.8240. 12ghijk
Hv012 42800+0. 06d 4.62+0. 39Imnop 1. 58=£0. 13jklm
Hv013 5330040. 05a 6.52+0. 50¢efghi 2.53%0. 21cd
Hv014 40000-£0. 08fg 6.17-£0. 24efghijk 1.9640. 121ghijk
HvO15 380330. 05hijk 5. 144-0. 24ijklmno 1. 880. 12ghijk
Hv016 36667 +0. 07kl 5.60%0. 23fghijklmn 1.794£0. 10ghijk
Hv017 50667=+0. 06b 7.0740. 29def 1. 8740. 10ghijk
Hv018 42333+0. 0dde 6. 3240. 43¢fghij 1.91-0. 12ghijk
HvO19 41900+0. 05de 6. 3740. 39¢fghij 1.8040. 12ghijk
Hv020 45767+0. 06¢ 5.3140. 56ghijklmno 1. 60£0. 19ijklm
Hv021 38667 40. 06ghij 4.8840. 19klmno 1. 6440. 09ijkl
Hv022 3493340. 08lm 4.46-+0. 25mnop 1.20+0. 06lmn
Hv023 42800+0. 05d 5. 774-0. 20efghijklm 1. 8140. 08ghijk
Hv024 42033+0. O4de 5.52+0. 34ghijklmn 1. 60£0. 09ijklm
Hv025 363330. 04kl 5. 944-0. 36¢fghijkl 1. 8540. 14ghijk
Hv026 40567+0. 02ef 7.8540. 70cd 2.2440. 24defg
Hv027 509674+0. 04b 6.9140. 56defl 2.07+0. 18efghi
Hv028 46467+0. 05¢ 4.66=+0. 30Imnop 1.70£0. 08hijk
Hv029 39533-0. 061gh 6. 214-0. 30eighijk 1. 9640. 10fghijk
Hv030 37867+0. 09hijk 9.2240.40b 3.3440.11b
Hv031 54067+0. 06a 5.8940. 65¢fghijkl 1. 6440. 14ijkl
Hv032 2933340. 040 7.8040.51cd 1.84=+0. 13ghijk
Hv033 13000=+0. 03p 3.55+0.31p 2.90=£0. 16¢
Hv034 13900=£0. 05p 3.48+0. 20p 2.3740. 20def
Hv035 3430040. 05m 9.2440.45b 1.8540. 14ghijk
Hv036 37200+0. 061jk 8.6240. 68bc 2.06+0. 11efghij
Hv037 3123340.05n 5.06+0. 27jklmno 1. 8140. 08ghijk
Hv038 37467+0. 04ijk 6.66+0. 38defgh 1.79+0. 17ghijk
Hv039 3493340. 04Im 15.04=+0. 42a 4.6140.10a
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Table 5 Comparison of nutritional quality of the tested 10 barley varieties (lines) with outstanding agronomic traits and
production performance
4 B % UM R Nutritional quality traits
Number g vt e 27 4 Acid de- PP ¥ 2F 4 Neutral de-  H1ZE 1 Crude pro- HLEF4E Crude fiber ML Ether ex-  HIXH 1 BN B Relative
tergent fiber (ADF, %) tergent fiber (NDF, %) tein (CP, %) (CF, %) tract (EE, %)  feeding value (RFV)
Hv009 32.23+0. 20d 66.43+0.37a 7.37+0.03d 56.36+0. 26a 1.40+0. 05e 89.33+0. 33¢
HvO013 33.57+£0. 32¢ 62.43+0.33b 7.65%+0.03c 53.1340. 16d 2.78+0.04a 93.514+0.85b
Hv017 30.93+0. 21e 57.12+0.50d 10. 18+0. 04a 48.25+0. 19¢ 2.04+0. 04c 105.544+0. 78a
Hv026 35.5340.19b 62.37+0.39b 6.5340.04¢g 54.0840. 13c 2.8940.03a 91.3240. 43bc
Hv027 31.13+0. 24e 64.85+0.67a 9.32+0. 06b 54.9040.13b 2.32+0.03b 92.76+1.22b
Hv030 34.03+0. 24c 54.62+0. 37¢ 7.53%+0.06¢ 47.46+0. 26h 1. 1040. 04f 106.2640.40a
Hv031 35.99+0. 12b 60.43+0. 75¢ 7.54+0.03c 52.3340. 18e 2.79+£0. 04a 93.71+1.01b
Hv035 40.07=+0. 20a 57.55+0.92d 6.80+0. 04f 51.63+0. 32f 2.77+0.03a 93.28+1.27b
Hv036 36.1240. 25b 60.66+0. 71bc 10. 10£0. 02a 52.6540. 14de 1.88+0. 05d 93.1940. 80b
Hv039 40.274+0. 18a 58.90+0. 66¢d 6.94+0. 06e 52.8040. 25de 1.1240.02f 90. 88+ 1. 23bc

1.0
fift 7 it Fresh forage yield ‘ . . ® . . ' . ‘
FRRIE E Fresh weight per plant | -0:68 . . ‘ . . . ' . . ‘ 08
bk Dry weight per plant | -0:44  0.83 . . . . . .
wirmin 02 00 . @ @OG® © 00O 0@ .
#3710 K The third internode length | 049 -0:51  -0:20 0.88 ‘ . . . . . . .
#3477 The fourth internode length | 023 -0.13 1 0.30  0.82  0.77 . . . . . ‘ — 0.4
4 BEEY Tiller number | 041 -0.74  -0.59  0.54 0.54  0.33 . . . . .
4] Stem diameter | 0.051 -0.16 -0.045 070 0.65 045 021 ® . . o - 0.2
55 Leaf width | -0:41  0.80  0.86 -0.052 -0.074 023 -0.65 0.34 . . .
K- Leaf length | -0:83  0.76 = 0.53  -0:30 -0:38 -0:14 -0:55 -0.085 0.57 . . o = 0
HiK: Spike length |-0.024 026 047 -0:51 -0:46 -0.49 -0.082 -0:16 0.12  -0:21 . ‘ ‘
FIOK¥L Kernel number per spike | -0:53 052 | 018 -0.71 -0:62 -0.74 -0:58 -034 024 0.65 026 [ ) . 0o | 02
9% Spike width | 0.083  0.11 045 062 062 083 -0.16 039 047 018 -0.66 -0.38 o o090
0.4
PPV £F4E Neutral detergent fiber | 016 -0:39 -0:21  0.37  0.26  0.030 0.36 0.63 0.027 -0:28 024 -0:13 -0:14 [ ) . '
FRVEDE 2T 4 Acid detergent fiber | -0:51  0.67 = 0.35 -0.85 -0.89 -0:63 -0.53 -0.57 025 0.53 044 065 -0.48 -0.36 . .
-0.6
HLZEF] Crude protein | 0.20  -0:23  -0.34  0.15  0.40 -0.066 0.0043 0.22  -0.15 -0.099 -0.21 0.16 0.12 -0.0094 -0.54
HLZF4E Crude fiber | -0.065 -0.14 -0.071 0.099 -0.059 -0:18 0.18 048 0.5 -0.070 0.41 0.088 -0:31 0.93 -0.0093 -0.23 .
-0.8
HME T Ether extract | 0.43  -0.52 -0.71 -0.081 0.075 -0.22 0.60 0.0079 -0.55 -0.32 0.011 -0:13 -0.46 022 0.020 -0.10 0.22
HIXHFAMEA B Relative feeding value | 0.18  -0.085 -0.022 025 0.37  0.43  0.020 -0:22 -0:20 -0.094 -0:55 -0:34 0.49 -0:74 -0:36 0.38 -0:93 -0:26 1.
EHD EoE WE EEKRSEUIE W HEE WS YE U< HEL WS $EB ¢85 WS ¢ S mwg
L2 giint #PEEPEI I BE MY 2 £2 R HCERT Gae vo M2 58 EES3E
e Ko ¥y S-S RE S ¢ ¢ o ®S o ¥2 XE EFE EY ES B
288 #S EpE B s S E § £ TE 2 28 8% 3 E 5 Eo
&€ 2 § =%g f¢g £ § - =2 & F  &gE zE & ° zE:
3 [ k] £ 3 = 7 B 32 &3 © =g
o = z o & £ ° = I
g M & = ) V) Z S
a 5B <
5 - W ok o - T
1 100 REERFEFERERHEHXREZAM(R)NES REXEEFRERERBEXES
Fig. 1 Correlation analysis of production, agronomic and nutritional quality traits of the tested 10 barley varieties (lines) with

outstanding agronomic traits and production performance
e 7E0.01 G (CRUR ) A SE P 3% 5+ 76 0.05 % 50 OBUR ) A 56k 1 3 . ** and * indicate the significant correlation at 0.01 and 0.05 level (two-tailed) ,

respectively.



5 35 B 3 W Ol 2E 3] 2026 4F 123

BHADF S RHERFEMICKR, NDFEE 5 CFHEEM B EEMHCKR, M5 RFV 2R B FAAHLCKR,
CFo & 5RFV 2B ERAHXLR.
2.5 FARKREARAF(R)NGEZRT 2

PURRAFEAE KT 0. 85 S b o $2 L 43, % 10 A& Z0pR e Az 7= 1 BB 2 B0 58 Hh 1 R 22 b 45 48 Bk 104 T 32 B 4%
G307, B R R BUET 44 s B TTRR R I 85. 099 %0, TR 10N R &Z WA ZE G IFM I E 2N 7. 4N EA1E
B B R AE ) FE A2, M4 15 2 48 b R 35,957 % , ADF(—0. 134) 45 3745 1) (0. 129) Kk &5 (0. 122) | Bk fif
H(—0. 120)FFAF 1) A K, B R e T 130075 FR MR R 3T A 20tk 5 S5 B4 2 5 22 40 ek 23. 843 %, BTk 4%
KPR B 55 (0. 195) \EE(—0. 155) \BARk T8 (0. 150) 45 4 5[] (0. 146) 55 (0. 139) , S e 1 1 35 % 35 14
ARFN AT A LR F Ay 3 ZH A0l 17.119% ,CF (0. 266) \NDF (0. 251) \RFV(—0.230) . Z£H1(0. 216) %§
TE M AR, R T 3TUE IR RO 1 R A8 b 5 5 4 o 7 25 H 4 Ll 8. 180 %0, BTk B K MR Oy CP
(0.529) FEALEL(0.334) AT (—0.218) FABR T H (—0.206) , WL T 3TUR L4 , 1 HUE FRE R (£ 6) .
H A3 T 25 R T, 2 bk 5 31 TS CADF Y STER(E 8K, nIVE S S R 4 AR b ADF S 6 e 3K 8l HiAx
6 b5 35 2 1E 0] 8K 8

F6 WAREERFEFTERRENAEZRT (R)BERIHI TN HFIEIEDERTHKE
Table 6 Characteristic vectors and contribution rates of principal component analysis (PCA) of each index of the tested 10

barley varieties (lines) with outstanding agronomic traits and production performance

i H F 5315343 Z $X Coefficient of principal component analysis (PCA) BTk {E Contribution
ftem EHAIPCA T  EMS2PCA 2 EMAF3PCA 3 EMUAH4PCA 4 value (C)*

fif 75 Bt Fresh forage yield 0.096 —0.060 —0.064 —0.125 —0.111
kI Fresh weight per plant —0.120 0.106 0. 047 —0.041 —1.329
HUPk+ 5 Dry weight per plant —0.076 0.150 0.096 —0.206 0.813
5 Plant height 0.122 0.081 0.093 0. 000 7.915
%5 37 M4 The third internode length 0.129 0.073 0.041 0.080 7.739
% 4951814 The fourth internode length 0.092 0.146 0.050 —0.218 5.862
4 BERL Tiller number 0.108 —0.090 0.001 —0.116 0.807
25 M1 Stem diameter 0.073 0.045 0.216 0.173 8.809
it 5& Leaf width —0.065 0.139 0.170 —0.015 3.753
4 Leaf length —0.098 0.098 0.040 0.185 1.014
T4 Spike length —0.063 —0.111 0.087 —0.162 —4.725
FHKLEL Kernel number per spike —0.115 —0.031 —0.002 0.334 —2.174
FE5E Spike width 0.053 0.195 0.027 —0.016 6.880
PPk PR 4 2T 4 Neutral detergent fiber 0. 049 —0.089 0.251 0.086 4.644
PR M Uk U £F 4k Acid detergent fiber —0.134 —0.043 —0.026 —0.154 —7.547
#4E H Crude protein 0.045 0.021 —0.071 0.529 5.212
HET 4k Crude fiber 0.001 —0.105 0.266 0.032 2.340
HLAR 5 Ether extract 0.043 —0.155 —0.031 —0.041 —2.997
XA T A fH Relative feeding value 0.047 0.123 —0.230 0.016 0.798
St Total 6.832 4.530 3.253 1. 554

J5 22 H 43t Variance percentage (V) 35.957 23.843 17.119 8.180

HFBTHL R Accumulative contribution rate (%) 35. 957 59. 800 76.919 85.099

H e BT (C) 45 2 (PCA) 1340 RS T 2 18 70 OB AN, B C=X(PCA, X V) (i=1,2,3,4).
Note: Contribution value is the sum of each coefficient of principal component analysis (PCA) multiplied by the variance percentage (V) , i.e. C=

S(PCA, X V) (i=1,2,3,4).
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2.6 A MAAeE IR SR AR

AR5 R SR J R BRI X DR 22 10 438 B 1R 28 S 1 B R AT 25 A VTN A BT 4 AR R R R 2 R Y
ZEA PE M (E (D) MR B/ HE K N - Hv027 >Hv017=Hv009>Hv013>>Hv026 >Hv030>Hv036>Hv039>
Hv031>Hv035, H:#1 Hv027 \Hv017 \Hv009 iX 34> it fl R LA , BRI S G PP (D) #HRZE 0. 7RL B (3R 7).

RT WOAKREZERFEFEEREVRELT(R)NE RERYFEMEFITNELR
Table 7 Comparative analysis of weights, membership function values, and comprehensive scores of the tested 10 barley

varieties (lines) with outstanding agronomic traits and production performance

Gt 143 Component (X,) 3 Jm pE #X . Membership function value [x(X,) ] LEA A
Number 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4 Comprehensive evaluation value (D)
Hv009 0.56 —0.06 1.38 —0.02 0.83 0.53 1.00 0.36 0.74
Hv013 0.72 0.02 0.14 —0.42 0.88 0.56 0.53 0.24 0.66
Hv017 1.09 1.03 —1.07 0.98 1.00 0.86 0.08 0.67 0.74
Hv026 0.50 —0.28 0.89 —0.64 0.81 0.47 0.82 0.17 0.65
Hv027 0.79 —0.11 1.00 0.71 0.91 0.52 0.86 0.59 0.76
Hv030 0.17 1.51 —1.27 —0.94 0.70 1.00 0.00 0.08 0.59
Hv031 0.17 —1.85 —0.84 —1.21 0.70 0.00 0.16 0.00 0.33
Hv035  —1.18 —0.76 —0.90 0.06 0.26 0.33 0.14 0.39 0.27
Hv036  —0.82 —0.60 —0.30 2.06 0.38 0.37 0.37 1.00 0.44
Hv039  —1.99 1.10 0.95 —0.58 0.00 0.88 0.84 0.19 0.43
3 Wig

3.1 REMKEAZ MBS

AR AR 5 A T B Y S R R R A M T 9 TR 07 B I 5 04 AR Oy ik N RGR AR AR ST 2 X 39 4 K
A Al CFRO) T8 7 5 M DX P AR MR R Ge vk PEAN , R IR [ & Rl () T AE R 250 W G RS A B R S -
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ol 95 1) K 328 DK T J % i R, LB R 7 A 0 8 T B R R, TS 0 10 A A S R TR L AR 2 R BR AR T A A
1) 358 2 S5 T 3 48 55 ] 26 7 gk b DG 1) 8 A [ U A7 6 TE R G P i — B30 33K S 07 8 0 5 g 7 A R B R A
Tl B (L 7 5 i O AR A R R B L ) R Ay W] R A 5 R B A K T R Y R S AR A, S
PR R A EAR B A OG0 ARG 39 AR 22 R (R ) I fF 1 7 it 25 S 0, I 1R 5 A AU o A o R ] AH 22 5 3
5, i A Hv013 . Hv017 \Hv027 \Hv031 4 ff %0 7= 5 ¥ 8 33 50000 kg+hm *, 33X 5 25 R P 1L X1 56 A X ]
FH R 22 1 i v 5 7 e (R Y T 5 0 3, DX f 1 389 7 (DA B R 22 T R — T R 2 1 A A X ]
B AE o AN A SR D A BT R B, B R e G BERORIN S 39 ) A B O R IR A DG OG R L X B
T A A AR RO X I SRS SR S R R W UL A AF 9 45 SR AL, 2 Ak 43 B 22 0 0T Ji) K
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K e SN TR o I R I T U A R AR ) R S 2 2R 3 A R 2 ] R R R ) g AR R R A R T
Fofr B A 0 (18 R /DN T o A ] R 7 i R A ) e DA R B T ) T B R R IR A AE — S AU | 7 AR 1 0
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FEINGE R 22 b ol iy B A R AR AR A D 3 BT, R K 22 R 6] i BB £ ADF \NDF \CP .CF \EE fl RFV £ % #
FRA bR T M AFAE 3 25 %, U HORAE CP MIRFV I il . # % b () CP & & F RFV & 2 PEAN HE FR MM (A0 45 1)
REEY . — MR, CP & 1) R R] DU HE R & 2B K R H L T ELIE BB AT R0 & 3 7= b I o ™, AR 5%
10 AR K 22 Rl CP & i 6. 53%0~10. 18 % IR T E 3R B 55 % 22 B 224> K 22 Bl () K60t i) CP &%
i, WK T AR N E T SR EF A BEET A CP & &, Ml T & WA B S (9 CP & o MR 40 1) 7 28 208 3 b
HE A ZE o HO17 5 Hv036 B A 5 Fl 1 CP 75 18 35 38 31 G i i) 75 1 CP & 2R (CP=10%) o A J5 f) 2
B T % 58 CP & &, [ It B A M 21 4 LIS 15 25 19 & B K7 5 REV 3 Bl e 254 VA6 4 55 10 8 32 (8. 1R 4
REV f 5 BT A A5 ™, REV>>100 2 7 F5 35 H 8 5884, AR BF 55 B 3K 9 10 17 K 22 & B REV 2l 89. 33~
106. 26, HH Hv030 (9 REV K T 100, 3% 5 H &AL B NDF (54. 62% ) .ADF (34.03% ) LA} CF & & % P40 %, 3%
B L EL A 55 e T A SR RIS P (A5 R B2 B R & 5 NDF & it 2 3 7 6 6 R (P<<0.05) , R
77 it PR R AE 21 A B T 0 XURS: O AR R 2 e T i 5 A T S R D e
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