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RESEARCH

Grasslands are the most economical source of livestock feed 
in dairy and beef production ( Jank et al., 2014). In tropical 

regions, forage grasses such as Urochloa spp. and Panicum maximum 
Jacq. are the first planted pastures (Almeida et al., 2011), covering 
millions of hectares. Due to reproduction through apomixis and 
to a shortage of commercial cultivars of certain species, such as 
U. decumbens (Stapf ) R. Webster (syn. Brachiaria decumbens), with 
a single cultivar available, pastures constitute extensive monocul-
tures with their associated risks (Sluszz, 2012). It is thus necessary 
to generate new sources of variability either by introducing exotic 
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ABSTRACT
A tropical forage breeding program contains 
several peculiarities, especially when it involves 
polyploid species and facultative apomixis. 
Urochloa spp. are excellent perennial forages, 
and the identification of superior genotypes 
depends on the selection of many character-
istics under complex genetic control, with high 
cost and time-consuming evaluation. Therefore, 
the use of tools such as multivariate analysis and 
diallel analyses could contribute to improving 
the efficiency of breeding programs. Thus, the 
objectives were to estimate (i) the contribution of 
additive and nonadditive effects on agronomical 
and nutritional traits in a population of interspe-
cific hybrids of Urochloa spp., originated from 
a partial diallel between five apomictic and 
four sexual parents, and (ii) the accuracy of 
multivariate index selection efficiency. Genetic 
variability was detected between the parents, 
crosses, and hybrids for all the traits. There was 
no clear trend of the importance of the additive 
and nonadditive genetic effects on agronomical 
and nutritional traits. Furthermore, the predomi-
nant component of genetic variance changed 
depending on the characteristic. Moreover, there 
was no parent or cross that was outstanding 
for all traits simultaneously, showing the high 
variability generated from these crosses. The 
Mulamba and Mock index associated with 
principal components analysis allowed a more 
significant gain only for agronomic characteris-
tics. However, the per se index, at the univariate 
level, promoted a more balanced response to 
selection for all traits.
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genotypes or by hybridization whenever possible. Consid-
ering the genus Urochloa in Brazil, Embrapa (Empresa 
Brasileira de Pesquisa Agropecuparia) maintains a germ-
plasm bank with ?450 accessions of thirteen different 
species. Four of these species have commercial importance 
[U. brizantha (Hochst. ex A. Rich.) R. Webster, U. decum-
bens, U. ruziziensis (Hochst. ex A. Rich.) R. Webster, and 
U. humidicola (Rendle) Morrone & Zuloaga). Urochloa ruzi-
ziensis is a diploid sexual species, whereas U. brizantha, U. 
decumbens, and U. humidicola are apomictic species with 
different levels of ploidy. For these last three species, the 
diploid genotypes found in nature are sexual, whereas 
the accessions of higher ploidy are obligatorily apomictic 
(Resende et al., 2008).

To accomplish the hybridization in Urochloa spp., 
chromosomal duplication of diploid sexual individuals 
(Swenne et al., 1981; Simioni and Valle, 2009) was used 
in crosses to overcome the apomixis barrier, thus creating 
new hybrids in the process of forage cultivar development. 
Sexual tetraploids of U. ruziziensis were crossed to natural 
tetraploids of U. brizantha and U. decumbens to obtain 
interspecific hybrids (Urochloa interspecific breeding 
program of Embrapa), whereas sexual tetraploids of U. 
decumbens were crossed to a natural tetraploid commercial 
cultivar of U. decumbens ‘Basilisk’ (U. decumbens intraspe-
cific breeding program of Embrapa) (Lutts et al., 1991; 
Souza-Kaneshima et al., 2010; Mateus et al., 2015; Matias 
et al., 2016). Hybridization allowed the introgression of 
traits of interest such as high forage quality of U. ruzi-
ziensis with resistance to pasture spittlebugs present in 
some U. brizantha, and tolerance to acid soils and to low 
soil fertility of U. decumbens as well (Resende et al., 2008; 
Jank et al., 2014).

The improvement of forage is usually time consuming 
and costly because it involves several steps that differ from 
other plant species, such as evaluations with grazing 
animals. Forages in themselves are not the final product 
desired, but the substrate for the synthesis of animal protein 
( Jank et al., 2011). Thus, obtaining new cultivars from a 
partial diallel scheme involves hybridization between elite 
apomictic and superior sexual parents, evaluation of full 
or half-sibs, identification of the mode of reproduction 
(apomictic or sexual), evaluation of value of cultivation 
and use (VCU) under cuts and under grazing to establish 
animal performance (Hanna and Bashaw, 1987; Jank et 
al., 2011, 2014; Barrios et al., 2013).

An ideal forage plant should produce large quanti-
ties of dry matter, especially of leaves; good regrowth 
ability, which allows more grazing cycles throughout the 
year; and high nutritional value regarding the content of 
protein and less fiber and lignin content, which allows for 
good digestibility (Resende et al., 2008). Although selec-
tion on a single trait provides for higher genetic progress, 
its use may be detrimental due to the occurrence of 

unwanted correlations between the traits of interest under 
improvement (Bauer and Léon, 2008). Thus, multivariate 
methods, such as principal component analysis, allow for 
multivariate patterns of interest to be shown graphically, 
assisting in the simultaneous selection of agronomic and 
nutritional characteristics.

In a breeding program, it is necessary to estimate 
genetic parameters to assist the plant breeder in estab-
lishing the best strategy of hybridization, selection, and 
germplasm organization considering traits of interest. Esti-
mation of genetic parameters and correlations have been 
described in the literature for U. decumbens (Mateus et al., 
2015; Matias et al., 2016) and U. humidicola (Figueiredo et 
al., 2012). However, studies on genetic parameters such as 
additive and dominance variance, as well as general and 
specific combining ability (SCA) in interspecific hybrid 
populations, are not yet available in the literature.

The objectives were to estimate (i) the contribution 
of additive and nonadditive effects on agronomical and 
nutritional traits in a population of interspecific hybrids of 
Urochloa spp., originated from a partial diallel between five 
apomictic and four sexual parents, and (ii) the efficiency of 
using different multivariate selection indices.

MATERIAL AND METHODS
Plant Material
A population of 1000 interspecific hybrids of Urochloa spp., 
composed by genetic background of U. ruziziensis, U. decum-
bens, and U. brizantha from 20 full-sib progenies, was originated 
from a partial diallel between five elite tetraploid apomictic 
male genitors (U. brizantha cultivar ‘Marandu’, U. brizantha 
cultivar ‘Paiaguás’, U. decumbens cultivar ‘Basilisk’, the inter-
specific commercial hybrid Mulato II and the accession B140 
of U. brizantha) with four sexual elite tetraploid hybrids used as 
female genitor, obtained in the interspecific breeding program 
of Embrapa (BS9, BS15, 336-T1, and 336-T2). The characteris-
tics of each genitor are highlighted in Table 1.

Experimental Design
The plant material was evaluated in the experimental field 
of Embrapa Beef Cattle in Campo Grande, Mato Grosso do 
Sul, Brazil (20°27¢ S, 54°37¢ W, 530 m asl). This region has 
two well-defined seasons: a dry one (May to October) and a 
wet one (November to April), characterizing the Aw climate 
on the Köppen’s climate classification (Alvares et al., 2013). 
The field had ?3300 m2 and was set to support two experi-
mental subdesigns:

1. The first subdesign involved the 20 progenies of full sibs 
in a randomized complete block design with 10 blocks.
Each plot had five different hybrids from the same cross 
(Fig. 1), thus each progeny was represented by 50 hybrids 
totaling 1000 hybrids individually. Additionally, a plot 
of five clonal plants of each parent (total of nine parents, 
Table 1) were placed in each of the 10 blocks, totaling 
45 additional parental plants per block. As a whole, 
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rectangles. In this second subdesign, each plot was repre-
sented only by one plant (i.e., 1000 plots of hybrids and 
450 plots of parents were added, used as checks). In other 
words, each hybrid was evaluated individually, since they 
represent different hybrid combinations from heterozygous 
parents (Fig. 1), therefore the same number of blocks (10) 
were maintained, with one plant per plot and no replica-
tion for the hybrids, spaced 1.5 ´ 1.5 m between plants 
with an area of 2.25 m2 per plot. The parents, added in 

450 parental plants were evalutated in this trial (Fig. 1). 
However, these genotypes were only accounted as a 
check on the second subdesign described below.

2. The second experimental subdesign was superimposed 
on the first and evaluated the hybrid per se (e.g., HB-01, 
HB-02, ..., HB-1000), considering each different hybrid 
in an augmented block design (Federer, 1961). For envi-
ronmental effect, the nine parents were used as checks in 
each block (Resende et al., 2007), represented by dark gray 

Table 1. Descriptions of genitors that were used to obtain the progenies of full-siblings.

Species Characteristics
Apomictic genitors

  U. brizantha (cv. Marandu) High productivity and intolerance to flooding

  U. brizantha (B140) High productivity

  U. brizantha (cv. Paiaguás) High productivity (especially in the dry season)

  U. decumbens (cv. Basilisk) Medium-high productivity, tolerance to drought, and tolerance to toxic Al

  Urochloa spp. (Mulato II) High productivity and intolerance to flooding

Sexual genitors

  Four hybrids of sexual Urochloa spp. (BS09, BS15, 336-T1m and 336-T2) Good seed production and high productivity

Fig. 1. Scheme of two experimental subdesigns for the evaluation of interspecific Urochloa hybrids from crosses between apomictic 
and sexual tetraploid heterozygous parents. The progenies are randomized and repeated in all 10 blocks (e.g., Cross-01, Cross-02, 
..., Cross-20, represented in light gray rectangles) defining the random complete block design (Subdesign 1). Each plot in the block 
is composed of five different hybrids from a single cross, totaling 50 hybrids per progeny. These 50 full-sib F1 hybrids and progenies 
segregate in the plot. Thus, there is no hybrid per se replication, and there are 1000 different hybrids in the experiment (HB-01, HB-02, ..., 
HB-1000). Subdesign 2 evaluated hybrids per se and had an augmented block design, due to the inclusion of checks (the nine parents) 
in each one of the blocks. Therefore, five clonal cuttings of each parent were placed in each of the 10 blocks, totalizing 45 additional plots 
per block in Subdesign 1 and 450 plots in Subdesign 2. Each plant in Subdesign 2 was represented by only one plant (i.e., 1000 plots of 
hybrids and 450 plots of parents [checks]). The checks were only accounted for statistical analysis of Subdesign 2.
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each block as checks, were used only to estimate the envi-
ronmental effect of the statistical design.

Phenotypic Data
The evaluation involved seven cuts from 2013 to 2014, with 
intervals of 48 d: 29 Apr. 2013 (Cut 1), 3 June 2013 (Cut 2), 28 
Oct. 2013 (Cut 3), 17 Dec. 2013 (Cut 4), 13 Feb. 2014 (Cut 5), 16 
Apr. 2014 (Cut 6), and 3 June 2014 (Cut 7).

Phenotypic Analysis
Agronomic Characteristics
The agronomic traits were evaluated for each plant individually 
through seven cuts, considering Cuts 1, 4, 5, and 6 as repre-
senting the rainy season and Cuts 2, 3, and 7 the dry season. 
The biomass of each plant (field green weight [FGW], kg ha−1), 
cut 10 cm above the soil surface, was weighed in the field using 
a dynamometer. A subsample of ?200 g was taken for plant 
morphological separation (leaves, stems, and dead material) and 
estimation of the dry matter, leaf dry matter (LDM, kg ha−1), 
total dry matter (TDM, kg ha−1), leaf/stem ratio (L:S), and the 
percentage of leaves (%L).

The final plant regrowth capacity (REG) was estimated 7 d 
after cutting, obtained by the combination between scores for 
the density of regrown tillers (DEN) and regrowth speed (VEL), 
according to the methodology described by (Figueiredo et al., 
2012). The scores for DEN were 1 = <20%, 2 = 20 to 40%, 3 = 
40 to 60%, 4 = 60 to 80%, and 5 = >80% of regrown tillers, and 
the scores for VEL were 1 = low, 2 = medium, and 3 = high.

Nutritional Characteristics
The traits related to the nutritional value of the forage were 
evaluated in Cuts 3 and 4. A sample of green forage was 
obtained through simulation of grazing. This technique consists 
of manually removing a mass of ?80 g forage in each plant, 
simulating harvesting by the animal. Subsequently, this sample 
was dried, ground, and sent to the laboratory for analysis using 
near-infrared reflectance spectroscopy (NIRS; Marten et al., 
1989). The parameters considered were crude protein (CP), in 
vitro organic matter digestibility (IVD), neutral detergent fiber 
(NDF), and lignin in sulfuric acid (LIG.S).

The calibration of the NIRS was performed previously by 
comparing the results obtained in the wet chemical analyses 
and the spectrum read from these same samples in the NIRS 
for several nutritional characteristics. For this purpose, a regres-
sion equation was estimated for each nutritional characteristic, 
using a set of samples of tropical forage grasses (Urochloa spp. 
and Panicum maximum) for this purpose (647 samples for CP, 
613 for IVD, 631 for NDF, and 147 for LIG.S). Estimates of the 
coefficient of determination were 0.99 (CP), 0.96 (IVD), 0.95 
(NDF) and 0.96 (LIG.S), showing a good fit of the model for 
the prediction of nutritional characteristics (data not shown).

Statistical Analysis
Diallel Analysis (Progenies of Full-Sibs)
Fitting the Model with All Cuttings. For the analysis of 
phenotypic data, equations of mixed models were used, testing 
the random effects by the likelihood ratio test (LRT) and the 

fixed effects by Wald F test (Paula, 2013) using the software 
R with the support of the ASReml-R (Butler et al., 2009) 
package. Thus, to obtain the variance components and esti-
mates of genetic parameters of the parents and crosses, the data 
were subjected to analysis via the restricted maximum likeli-
hood method and best unbiased linear predictor (REML/
BLUP) (Resende, 2000), according to the following model:

cdfg c d f g f g f c

g c f g c cdfg

´ ´

´ ´ ´

= + + + + + +

+ + +

y q t u v x z

w k

m

e
	 [1]

in which y is the vector of phenotypic data, m is the vector 
of the fixed effect of the general mean, q is the vector for the 
fixed effect of cuts with c = {1, 2, …, 7}, t is the vector of 
random block-level effect into cuts with ( )s2

t~ 0,Nt I  where 
I is the identity matrix, s2

t  is the variance component of the 
blocks, and d = {1, 2, …, 10}, u is the vector of the random 
effect of general combining ability (GCA) of apomictic parents 
with ( )s2

APO~ 0,Nu I  where 2
APOs  is the variance compo-

nent of the apomictic parent and f = {1, 2, …, 5}, v is the 
vector of the random effect of GCA of the sexual parents with 

( )s2
SEX~ 0,Nv I  where s2

SEX  is the variance component of the 
sexual parent and g = {1, 2, …, 4}, x is the vector of the random 
effect of SCA between the parents with ( )´s2

APO SEX~ 0,Nx I  
where ´s2

APO SEX  is the variance component of the interac-
tion between parents, z is the vector of the random effect 
of the interaction of the apomictic parent with cuts with 

( )´s2
APO c~ 0,Nz I  where ´s2

APO c  is the variance component 
of the interaction of the apomictic parent with cuts, w is the 
vector of the random effect of the interaction of the sexual 
parent with cuts with ( )´s2

SEX c~ 0,Nw I  where ´s2
SEX c  is the 

variance component of the interaction of the sexual parent with 
cuts, k is the vector of the random effect of the interaction cross 
with cuts with ( )´ ´s2

APO SEX c~ 0,Nk I  where ´ ´s2
APO SEX c  is the 

variance component of the interaction of the cross with cuts, 
and e is the error vector with ( )s

1

2
E~ 0,N Ie  where 

1

2
Es  is the 

residual variance coefficient from Eq. [1] or [2]. The compo-
nents of variance were tested by deviance analysis (ANADEV) 
using the LRT, and the significance was verified by the c2 test 
with 1 df. The LRT replaces the ANOVA and the F test of the 
ANOVA in cases of models with unbalanced data (Sturion and 
Resende, 2010).

Fitting the Model by Cutting. For the estimation of variance 
components considering each cut, Eq. [1] was modified to 
remove the effect of cut and interactions with cuts, keeping 
only the random effect of blocks (t), apomictic parent (u), sexual 
parent (v), and cross (x), as follows:

dfg d f g f g dfg´= + + + + +y t u v xm e 	 [2]

Genetic Component Evaluation. Using genetic variance 
equations adapted to tetraploid species (Lynch and Walsh, 1998), 
we calculated the genetic components of variance for the all 
cuts together and each cut (harvest) separately. The approximate 
additive variance was estimated by the equation 2 2

A APO4s = s . 
This additive variance is approximate, since this species is a poly-
ploid, so 1/36th of the dominance variance is present in the 2

APOs  
component, which we, however, assumed as zero. The relative 
dominance variance was calculated by the interaction component 
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where PC1i
P  is the position i of the hybrid in the rank of the 

first principal component (PC1); PC2i
P  is the position i of the 

hybrid in the rank of the second principal component (PC2). 
The response to selection was estimated for a selection intensity 
of 1% (10 superior hybrids).

For the comparison between the multivariate selection 
using principal components and verification of the direct and 
indirect effects of this selection, the MMI based on the relative 
positions of the ranking of hybrids for the same four traits 
(FGW, REG, CP, and NDF) was performed according to

( )Uni PVC REB PB FDNMMI 4
i i i i i

P P P P+= + + +

The correlations between agronomic and nutritional 
characteristics were estimated by the BLUP of the hybrids in 
Eq. [3] using the Pearson method 

( ),x ygr  using the function corre-
lation from R package Agricolae (Mendiburu, 2014). Although a 
formal test of correlation significance has not yet been estab-
lished, the significance of the correlation was verified using an 
approximate Student’s t test (Steel and Torrie 1997), consid-
ering n − 2 df, where n is the number of hybrids.

RESULTS
Genetic Variability in the Populations
Statistical differences between the apomictic parents were 
identified (p < 0.01 and 0.05) regarding GCA for VEL 
and LDM (Table 2). On the other hand, the sexual parents 
showed differences in GCA for DEN, REG, CP, and NDF 
(p < 0.01 and 0.05). Concerning the effect of crosses (SCA), 
there was a significant difference (p < 0.01 and 0.05) for 
FGW, TDM, VEL, REG, CP, and NDF, indicating that 
there are combinations of apomictic and sexual parents that 
can be more advantageous in the breeding program.

Field green weight, TDM, and REG are traits with a 
balance between additive and nonadditive variation. Field 
green weight presented practically 50% of each genetic 
effect (additive and dominant) when all the cuts were eval-
uated together (Table 2). Density of regrown tillers, VEL, 
LDM, CP, NDF, and IVD are predominantly additive 
traits, with proportions varying from 20 to 90%, whereas 
LIG.S showed only dominance effect of 53% (Table 2). 
Leaf/stem ratio and %L showed no relevant genetic effect 
when all the cuts were evaluated together. These results 
are only an inference about the genetic behavior of these 
traits in this population. The narrow-sense heritability for 
progeny selection ranged from 0 to 84% depending on the 
trait (Table 2).

When cuts were considered individually (Supple-
mental Table S1), genetic effects varied with the seasons. 
Field green weight and TDM showed an increase in the 
dominance effect between Cuts 3 and 5 (October 2013–
February 2014). Plant regrowth showed greater dominance 
effect on Cuts 1 to 4 and greater additive effect on Cuts 
5 to 7. Neutral detergent fiber and IVD showed more 
dominance on Cut 3 and greater additive effect on Cut 
4. Density of regrown tillers, %L, L:S, and LIG.S showed 

APO´SEX, given by ( )2 2 2
D APO SEX APO9 2 2´s = s - s , assuming 

that the trigenetic and quadrigenetic effects are equal to zero. 
The proportion of each variance was obtained by the division 
concerning the phenotypic variance 

1

2 2 2 2
P.1 A D E cbs = s +s +s , 

where 
1

2
Es  is the residual variance coefficient from Eq. [1] or [2], 

c is the number of cuts (accounted only for Eq. [1]), and b is the 
number of blocks. The selection at the progeny level was simu-
lated through the ranking of the effect of the apomictic parents, 
sexual parents, and cross BLUPs from Eq. [1]. The narrow-sense 
heritability was calculated by 2 2 2

GCA A P.1h = s s .

Individual Analysis (Hybrids)
The variance components and estimates of the genetic param-
eters of individual hybrids in an augmented block design 
(Federer, 1961) were performed including type (check and 
hybrids), assisting in the correction of the block and cut effects 
according to the following model:

abcdg a b c d g g c abcdg´= + + + + + + +y m p q s t um e 	[3]

where y is the vector for phenotypic data, m is the vector for the 
general mean fixed effect, m is the vector for the fixed effect of 
type (check or hybrid), p is the vector the fixed check effect with 
b = {1, 2, …, 9}, q is the vector for the fixed cut effect with c 
= {1, 2, …, 7}, s is the vector or the random block level within 
cut effect ( )s2

s~ 0,Ns I  where s2
s  is the variance component of 

blocks and d = {1, 2, …, 10}, t is the vector for the random hybrid 
effect with ( )s2

g~ 0,Nt I  where s2
g  is the variance component 

of hybrids and g = {1, 2, …, 1000}, u is the vector of the random 
hybrid by cut interaction effect with ( )´s2

g c~ 0,Nu I  where 

´s2
g c  is the variance component of interaction of hybrids with 

cuts, and e is the error effect with ( )
2

2
E~ 0,N Ise  where 

2

2
Es  is 

the residual coefficient of the variance of Eq. [3].
The hybrid heritability at the means level, in the second model, 

was calculated by 2 2 2
P.2gh = s s , for ( ) ( )

2

2 2 2 2
P.2 g g c Ec c´s = s + s + s ,  

where 
2

2
Es  is the residual coefficient of the variance of Eq. [3]. 

Selective accuracy ( ˆ̂ggr ) was estimated by the square root of the 
hybrid heritability. Similarly described above for progenies selec-
tion, the selection of individual hybrids from Eq. [3] was made by 
the rank of the hybrid BLUPs and the check best linear unbiased 
estimates (BLUEs).

Multivariate Analysis
In our study, FGW, regrowth ability, CP, and fiber content were 
the four traits that together could represent the main traits in 
forage performance. Then, these four traits were used to verify 
the multivariate pattern of the hybrid, and a principal compo-
nent analysis was conducted using the hybrid BLUPs in Eq. [2], 
followed by the construction of a biplot graph with the first 
two principal components. Each observation was identified in 
accordance to the cross to which it belonged. This plot had the 
purpose of assisting in the selection of hybrids with greater FGW, 
REG, CP, and lower NDF. The R packages prcomp and gg fortify 
(Ginestet, 2011) were used to fit this analysis and graphics.

The Mulamba and Mock index (MMI; Mulamba and Mock, 
1978) was used for multivariate selection of hybrids, given by

( )PC1 PC CP 2MMI 2
i i i

P P= +
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greater dominance effect, whereas VEL, LDM, and CP 
had a greater additive effect across all the cuts.

When using Eq. [3], for all traits except L:S (p > 0.05), 
genotypic differences were found among hybrids (Table 3, 
p > 0.01 and 0.05). When evaluating them individually, 
disregarding the effect of progenies, estimates of herita-
bility between hybrids means were of greater magnitude: 
81, 77.9, 62.2, 74, and 67.5% for FGW, TDM, VEL, REG, 
and CP, respectively. Also, selective accuracy was higher 
at the individual level, with values >70% for most traits, 
which indicates high experimental precision and good fit of 
Eq. [3], according to the limits set by Resende and Duarte 
(2007). The ideal plot size for progenies of U. ruziziensis 
was ?3 m2 (Dias et al., 2014), or a line of 3 m with six 
plants (Souza Sobrinho et al., 2010, 2011). In this experi-
ment, plots with five plants and 2.25 m2 plant−1 were used, 
which is more than commonly reported for evaluation of 
progenies. This spacing could have positively influenced 
the experimental accuracy of Eq. [3], allowing for some 
isolation of hybrids and less competition between plants.

Correlations among Agronomic  
and Nutritional Traits
The traits most positively related to each other were FGW 
´ TDM (0.99), FGW ´ REG (0.55), DEN ´ REG (0.73), 
VEL ´ REG (0.69), FGW ´ NDF (0.29), and FGW ´ 
LIG.S (0.33) (Table 4). Although DEN and VEL have strong 
correlations with REG (?0.70), these two characteristics 
have weak correlation with each other (?0.14) (Table 4)

The correlations of CP and IVD with most of 
the other traits were negative and nonsignificant even 
though they are positively correlated (0.50). The high 
contents of fiber and lignin negatively affected digest-
ibility as expected, and a negative correlation was 
observed between CP and NDF (−0.42), NDF and IVD 
(−0.31), and LIG.S and IVD (−0.26) (Table 4).

Selection of Parents, Crosses, and Hybrids
The selection of the best parents and crossings was made 
by the ranking of the genotypic value of estimates of GCA 
and SCA (Table 5). Cultivar Basilisk was the apomictic 

Table 2. Deviance analysis (ANADEV) for apomictic parents (s2
APO), sexual parents (s2

SEX), cross effect (s2
APO´SEX) and its 

interaction with cuttings (s2
APO´SEX´c), additive variance (s2

A), dominant variance (s2
D), narrow-sense heritability (h2

GCA), and 
general mean (X ) for agronomic and nutritional value traits based on the evaluation of Urochloa spp. hybrids in seven cuts. 
Significance was determined by the likelihood ratio test.

Trait
Component FGW† TDM DEN VEL REG LDM %L L:S CP NDF IVD LIG.S
s2

APO
4,381.84ns‡ 5,777.55ns 0.00ns 0.01* 0.00ns 3,709.61* 0.00ns 0.15ns 0.10ns 0.13ns 0.22ns 0.00ns

s2
SEX

0.11ns 0.04ns 0.02* 0.00ns 0.05* 3,886.82ns 14.93* 1.97ns 0.21** 0.21* 0.37ns 0.00ns

s2
APO´SEX

12,264.92** 13,894.79** 0.00ns 0.01** 0.01** 1,145.56ns 0.00ns 0.40ns 0.11** 0.18* 0.20ns 0.00ns

s2
APO´SEX´c

3,206.05ns 5,727.73ns 0.00* 0.00ns 0.01** 0.00ns 19.01* 0.37ns 0.00ns 0.20* 0.34ns 0.00ns

s2
A

17,527.35 23,110.19 0.00 0.03 0.02 14,838.43 0.00 0.61 0.41 0.50 0.90 0.00

s2
D

15,755.58 10,528.64 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.42 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01

s2
A (%) 46.45 58.88 35.56 83.69 40.98 69.62 0.00 18.65 78.46 62.56 53.15 0.00

s2
D (%) 41.76 26.82 0.00 0.00 38.03 0.00 0.00 12.86 0.00 0.00 0.00 53.20

h2
GCA 0.46 0.59 0.36 0.84 0.41 0.70 0.00 0.19 0.79 0.63 0.53 0.00

X 1,084.82 1,369.41 2.98 1.54 1.60 443.96 62.86 2.92 15.44 63.34 72.33 2.07

* Significant at the 0.05 probability level.

** Significant at the 0.01 probability level.

† FGW, field green weight (kg ha−1); TDM, total dry matter (kg ha−1); DEN, density of regrown tillers; VEL, regrowth speed; REG, regrowth capacity; LDM, leaf dry matter (kg 
ha−1); %L, percentage of leaves; L:S, leaf/stem ratio; CP, crude protein (%); NDF, neutral detergent fiber (%); IVD, in vitro organic matter digestibility (%); LIG.S, lignin in H2SO4 
(%).

‡ ns, nonsignificant.

Table 3. Deviance analysis (ANADEV) for Urochloa spp. interspecific hybrid effect (s2
g). Selective accuracy ( ˆ̂ggr ), heritability 

between hybrid means (h2), and general mean (X ) for agronomic and nutritional value traits based on the evaluation in seven 
cuts. Significance was determined by the likelihood ratio test.

Trait†
Component FGW TDM DEN VEL REG LDM %L L:S CP NDF IVD LIG.S

s2
g

144,522.40** 162,654.20** 0.08** 0.07** 0.22** 33,837.46** 41.72** 0.00ns‡ 1.47** 2.48** 5.98** 0.04**

ˆ̂ggr 0.90 0.88 0.71 0.79 0.86 0.75 0.56 – 0.82 0.70 0.71 0.65

h2 0.81 0.78 0.51 0.62 0.74 0.56 0.31 0.00 0.68 0.49 0.51 0.42

X 1,540.61 1,790.55 3.57 1.81 2.29 767.86 66.92 2.57 15.75 64.41 73.32 2.17

** Significant at the 0.01 probability level.

† FGW, field green weight (kg ha−1); TDM, total dry matter (kg ha−1); DEN, density of regrown tillers; VEL, regrowth speed; REG, regrowth capacity; LDM, leaf dry matter (kg 
ha−1); %L, percentage of leaves; L:S, leaf/stem ratio; CP, crude protein (%); NDF, neutral detergent fiber (%); IVD, in vitro organic matter digestibility (%); LIG.S, lignin in H2SO4 
(%).

‡ ns, nonsignificant.
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parent that provided greater green weight gains and, at the 
same time, reduced the fiber content, and may give rise 
to hybrids with better nutritional value. Regarding the 
sexual parents, the hybrid 336-T1 was the most frequent 
among the best crosses and was responsible for gains in 
protein and less fiber content in the progenies. For FGW, 

REG, CP, and NDF, there was no clear pattern among 
the parents or a better combination of crosses for all these 
traits simultaneously.

Comparing the effects of the parents (Table 5) with the 
effects of the 10 best hybrids in the population (Table 6), it 
was observed that the effect of the individual is far superior 

Table 4. Correlation estimates between agronomic and nutritive value traits in Urochloa interspecific hybrids. Significance was 
determined by the z test.

Trait† TDM DEN VEL REG LDM %L L:S CP NDF IVD LIG.S
FGW 0.99* 0.40* 0.49* 0.55* 0.51* 0.03ns‡ −0.17* 0.00ns 0.29* −0.19* 0.33*
TDM 0.39* 0.49* 0.54* 0.51* 0.02ns −0.16* −0.01ns 0.30* −0.19* 0.33*
DEN 0.14* 0.73* 0.20* 0.19* 0.08* 0.12* −0.07* −0.05ns 0.08*
VEL 0.69* 0.33* 0.14* −0.05ns −0.14* 0.21* −0.11* 0.24*
REG 0.39* 0.29* 0.04ns −0.08* 0.09* −0.13* 0.20*
LDM 0.25* −0.23* −0.15* 0.20* −0.17* 0.18*
%L 0.38* 0.00ns −0.02ns 0.01ns 0.02ns
L:S 0.03ns −0.14* 0.04ns −0.10*
CP −0.42* 0.50* −0.08*
NDF −0.31* 0.37*
IVD −0.26*

* Significant at the 0.05 probability level.

† FGW, field green weight (kg ha−1); TDM, total dry matter (kg ha−1); DEN, density of regrown tillers; VEL, regrowth speed; REG, regrowth capacity; LDM, leaf dry matter (kg 
ha−1); %L, percentage of leaves; L:S, leaf/stem ratio; CP, crude protein (%); NDF, neutral detergent fiber (%); IVD, in vitro organic matter digestibility (%); LIG.S, lignin in H2SO4 
(%).

‡ ns, nonsignificant. 

Table 5. General combining ability (GCA) estimates of apomictic parents and sexual parents, and specific combining ability 
(SCA) estimates of the five best and five worst Urochloa spp. crosses for different agronomic and nutritional value traits.

Apomictic parents†
Rank VEL GCA LDM GCA
1 B140 0.13 Basilisk 74.44
2 Basilisk −0.02 B140 45.51
3 Marandu −0.02 Marandu −20.85
4 Mulato II −0.04 Mulato II −47.23
5 Paiaguás −0.05 Paiaguás −51.87

X ‡ 1.54 443.96
Sexual parents§

Rank DEN GCA REG GCA CP GCA NDF GCA
1 336-T2 0.08 BS15 0.12 336-T1 0.52 336-T2 −0.51
2 BS15 0.06 336-T2 0.11 BS09 0.05 336-T1 −0.11
3 336-T1 0.04 336-T1 0.05 336-T2 −0.04 BS15 0.15
4 BS09 −0.18 BS09 −0.30 BS15 −0.52 BS09 0.46

X 2.98 1.60 15.44 63.34
Urochloa spp. crosses

Rank FGW¶ SCA REG SCA CP SCA NDF SCA
1 B140 ´ 336-T1 119.38 B140 ´ BS15 0.22 Mulato II ´ BS09 0.34 B140 ´ 336-T2 −0.36
2 Basilisk ´ BS09 93.81 Marandu ´ 336-T2 0.08 B140 ´ 336-T2 0.32 Mulato II ´ 336-T1 −0.32
3 Mulato II ´ 336-T2 93.12 B140 ´ BS09 0.08 Marandu ´ BS15 0.20 Mulato II ´ BS09 −0.32
4 Basilisk ´ BS15 72.85 Mulato II ´ 336-T2 0.08 Basilisk ´ BS15 0.19 Basilisk ´ 336-T1 −0.25
5 Paiaguás ´ 336-T2 68.49 B140 ´ 336-T1 0.05 Mulato II ´ 336-T1 0.18 Paiaguás ´ 336-T2 −0.20
16 Marandu ´ 336-T1 −92.65 Marandu ´ 336-T1 −0.04 Paiaguás ´ BS09 −0.22 Mulato II ´ 336-T2 0.14
17 Basilisk ´ 336-T2 −103.25 Mulato II ´ BS15 −0.05 Basilisk ´ BS09 −0.22 Marandu ´ 336-T2 0.18
18 Paiaguás ´ BS15 −121.45 Paiaguás ´ BS15 −0.14 Marandu ´ 336-T2 −0.24 B140 ´ BS09 0.21
19 Paiaguás ´ BS09 −122.17 Mulato II ´ BS09 −0.14 Mulato II ´ 336-T2 −0.24 Basilisk ´ BS09 0.41
20 Mulato II ´ 336-T1 −158.24 B140 ´ 336-T2 −0.14 B140 ´ BS15 −0.63 B140 ´ 336-T1 0.72

X 1084.82 1.60 15.44 63.34

† VEL, regrowth speed; LDM, leaf dry matter (kg ha−1).

‡ X , general mean.

§ DEN, density of regrown tillers; REG, regrowth capacity; CP, crude protein (%);NDF, neutral detergent fiber (%).

¶ FGW, field green weight (kg ha−1).
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to the effect of the cross. However, although there are 
hybrids with great agronomic and nutritional potential 
in the population, there was no hybrid that combined all 
features simultaneously when using the univariate selec-
tion intensity of 1% (Table 6).

The SCA was significant for some of the main traits. 
However, no crosses were superior for all traits at the same 
time (Table 2). Therefore, a multivariate selection at the indi-
vidual level for FGW, REG, CP, and NDF was used (Fig. 2). 
The first two principal components explained ?75% of the 
total multivariate variation observed among hybrids.

There was no clear pattern such as the clustering of a 
superior cross (Fig. 2). Although no multivariate pattern 
defines the best cross for all the traits at the same time, 
there are some hybrids with high potential, with higher 
FGW, REG, and CP and lower NDF. These are written 
in red in Fig. 2 with lower values for the first and second 
principal components, simultaneously. These hybrids 
were selected with the help of MMIPC and correspond to 
hybrids 1357 (336-T1 ´ B140), 1954 (336- T1 ´ Mulato 
II), 2002 (336-T2 ́  Mulato II), 1908 (BS15 ́  Mulato II), 
1871 and 1897 (BS09 ´ Mulato II), 1620, 1579 (336-T1 
´ BRS Paiaguás), and 1623 and 1629 (336-T2 ´ BRS 
Paiaguás) (Table 7).

The 10 best hybrids selected by MMIUni for the traits 
FGW, REG, CP, and NDF (Table 7) are shown in blue in 
the lower part of Fig. 2. Those hybrids are 1419 (336-T2 ́  
B140), 1366 (336-T1 ´ B140), 1764 (336-T1 ´ Basilisk), 
1954, 1964, and 1984 (336-T1´ Mulato II), 2012 (336-T2 
´ Mulato II), 1863 (BS09 ´ Mulato II), 1546 (BS15 
´ BRS Paiaguás), and 1623 (336-T2 ´ BRS Paiaguás). 
Some of these hybrids are not among the 10 best for each 
one of the traits at the same time (Table 6), which was 
expected, because these are the best hybrids in a multivar-
iate context, representing, in general, a desirable hybrid. 
Thus, only hybrids 1954 and 1623 were identified using 
both strategies of building indices.

Gains of 817.5, 411.5, and 921.8 kg ha−1 in FGW are 
expected for selection of the 10 best hybrids by MMIPC, 
MMIUni, and univariate selection, respectively (Table 7). 
The MMIPC and MMIUni indices were coincident on the 
selection gain for REG, promoting an increase of ?0.4 
relative to the population average, which amounts to 
? 65% of the gain by direct univariate selection. Selec-
tion using indices presented some differences, however: 
MMIUni allowed higher relative gain than univariate selec-
tion for CP and NDF of 63 and 50%, respectively, whereas 
MMIPC had 27% better gain for CP and a decrease of 2% 
for NDF (Table 7).

The direct univariate selection of the best 10 hybrids 
had gains ranging from 1 to 60% (Table 8). Interestingly, 
the indirect gains of selection followed the correlations 
between the traits (Table 4). Direct and indirect gains 
were similar when selecting the 1% best hybrids for FGW 

Ta
b

le
 6

. G
en

o
ty

p
ic

 v
al

ue
 (G

V
) o

f 
th

e 
b

es
t 

10
 U

ro
ch

lo
a 

sp
p

. h
yb

ri
d

s.

Tr
ai

t†

R
an

k
F

G
W

G
V

T
D

M
G

V
D

E
N

G
V

V
E

L
G

V
R

E
G

G
V

L
D

M
G

V
%

L
G

V
L

:S
G

V
C

P
G

V
N

D
F

G
V

IV
D

G
V

L
IG

.S
G

V

1
H

B
-1

62
0

17
53

.8
9

H
B

-1
62

0
18

07
.9

6
H

B
-1

21
5

0.
57

H
B

-1
37

1
0.

56
H

B
-1

56
6

1.
16

H
B

-1
79

7
63

7.
75

H
B

-1
24

5
7.

69
–

0.
00

H
B

-1
08

9
2.

23
H

B
-1

77
3

−
4.

37
H

B
-1

68
3

5.
15

H
B

-1
56

3
−

0.
51

2
H

B
-1

35
7

12
53

.5
3

H
B

-1
89

7
11

81
.8

5
H

B
-1

20
7

0.
55

H
B

-1
37

2
0.

56
H

B
-2

00
2

1.
13

H
B

-1
89

7
62

9.
27

H
B

-2
03

5
7.

21
–

0.
00

H
B

-1
74

4
2.

20
H

B
-1

17
3

−
3.

08
H

B
-1

47
9

5.
03

H
B

-1
77

3
−

0.
44

3
H

B
-1

89
7

11
86

.2
6

H
B

-1
74

3
11

70
.6

8
H

B
-1

55
2

0.
54

H
B

-1
35

3
0.

50
H

B
-1

95
4

1.
13

H
B

-1
88

5
44

7.
11

H
B

-1
38

5
7.

12
–

0.
00

H
B

-1
73

0
2.

20
H

B
-1

52
4

−
2.

92
H

B
-1

48
8

4.
28

H
B

-1
68

5
−

0.
36

4
H

B
-1

25
5

11
28

.1
8

H
B

-1
55

8
10

83
.5

8
H

B
-1

41
9

0.
49

H
B

-1
31

9
0.

44
H

B
-1

30
1

1.
08

H
B

-1
12

8
40

0.
60

H
B

-1
23

1
6.

96
–

0.
00

H
B

-1
58

9
2.

17
H

B
-1

51
2

−
2.

92
H

B
-1

57
7

4.
22

H
B

-1
42

9
−

0.
34

5
H

B
-1

74
3

11
03

.1
8

H
B

-1
25

5
10

70
.2

2
H

B
-1

56
6

0.
49

H
B

-1
36

6
0.

44
H

B
-1

62
3

0.
96

H
B

-1
78

5
39

6.
80

H
B

-1
39

4
6.

90
–

0.
00

H
B

-1
98

3
2.

14
H

B
-1

41
6

−
2.

67
H

B
-1

58
2

4.
10

H
B

-1
99

7
−

0.
33

6
H

B
-1

95
4

10
83

.6
4

H
B

-1
78

5
10

59
.8

9
H

B
-1

42
7

0.
48

H
B

-1
52

0
0.

44
H

B
-1

34
8

0.
96

H
B

-1
74

7
35

3.
95

H
B

-1
17

7
6.

70
–

0.
00

H
B

-1
99

1
2.

12
H

B
-1

44
1

−
2.

61
H

B
-1

58
8

4.
01

H
B

-1
79

8
−

0.
32

7
H

B
-1

78
5

10
06

.0
9

H
B

-1
79

7
10

30
.2

2
H

B
-1

62
9

0.
48

H
B

-1
71

6
0.

44
H

B
-1

36
6

0.
95

H
B

-1
92

8
32

7.
43

H
B

-1
59

1
6.

61
–

0.
00

H
B

-1
75

2
2.

09
H

B
-1

23
0

−
2.

55
H

B
-1

67
4

3.
99

H
B

-1
19

1
−

0.
31

8
H

B
-1

37
2

96
0.

75
H

B
-1

61
7

99
5.

75
H

B
-2

02
8

0.
48

H
B

-1
06

3
0.

44
H

B
-1

45
2

0.
92

H
B

-1
42

8
32

2.
79

H
B

-1
78

4
6.

57
–

0.
00

H
B

-1
99

7
2.

06
H

B
-1

40
7

−
2.

42
H

B
-1

96
1

3.
93

H
B

-1
98

1
−

0.
30

9
H

B
-1

90
8

95
6.

76
H

B
-1

37
2

99
1.

44
H

B
-1

51
1

0.
47

H
B

-1
31

1
0.

44
H

B
-1

55
2

0.
92

H
B

-1
94

3
30

3.
97

H
B

-1
54

7
6.

35
–

0.
00

H
B

-1
78

4
2.

02
H

B
-1

41
9

−
2.

42
H

B
-1

37
4

3.
88

H
B

-1
41

6
−

0.
30

10
H

B
-2

00
2

95
4.

71
H

B
-1

88
5

96
5.

37
H

B
-1

14
7

0.
46

H
B

-1
81

1
0.

44
H

B
-1

11
1

0.
85

H
B

-1
54

6
30

1.
67

H
B

-1
79

4
6.

22
–

0.
00

H
B

-1
66

5
2.

00
H

B
-1

42
1

−
2.

32
H

B
-1

97
0

3.
83

H
B

-1
09

4
−

0.
28

X
‡

15
40

.6
1

17
90

.5
5

3.
57

1.
81

2.
29

76
7.

86
66

.9
2

2.
57

15
.7

5
64

.4
1

73
.3

2
2.

17

† 
FG

W
, 

fie
ld

 g
re

en
 w

ei
gh

t 
(k

g 
ha

−1
); 

TD
M

, 
to

ta
l d

ry
 m

at
te

r 
(k

g 
ha

−1
); 

D
E

N
, 

d
en

si
ty

 o
f r

eg
ro

w
n 

til
le

rs
; 

V
E

L,
 r

eg
ro

w
th

 s
p

ee
d;

 R
E

G
, 

re
gr

ow
th

 c
ap

ac
ity

; 
LD

M
, 

le
af

 d
ry

 m
at

te
r 

(k
g 

ha
−1

); 
%

L,
 p

er
ce

nt
ag

e 
of

 le
av

es
; 

L:
S

, 
le

af
/s

te
m

 r
at

io
; 

C
P,

 
cr

ud
e 

p
ro

te
in

 (%
); 

N
D

F,
 n

eu
tr

al
 d

et
er

ge
nt

 fi
b

er
 (%

); 
IV

D
, i

n 
vi

tr
o 

or
ga

ni
c 

m
at

te
r 

d
ig

es
tib

ili
ty

 (%
); 

LI
G

.S
, l

ig
ni

n 
in

 H
2S

O
4 

(%
).

‡ 
X

, g
en

er
al

 m
ea

n.

https://www.crops.org


crop science, vol. 58, november–december 2018 	  www.crops.org	 9

and TDM, as well as when selecting for CP and IVD. 
Univariate direct selection for FGW promoted a reduc-
tion of −0.915% in the performance of the population for 
IVD, whereas the univariate selection for IVD reduced 
the performance of the population for FGW by −10,508%.

DISCUSSION
Diallel Analysis and Selection Methods
Significant genetic variability among the hybrids is a funda-
mental principle in plant breeding to perform selection for 
a particular trait of agronomic interest (Pandolfi Filho et 
al., 2016). In reciprocal recurrent selection schemes, the 
SCA between the parents is used to select the best crosses, 
whereas the GCA indicates the additive genetic potential of 
a parent to produce good hybrids (Comstock et al., 1949; 
Oliboni et al., 2013). This combined information allows the 
selection of parents to be recombined to produce hybrids 
for the next cycle of selection and intercrossing, to gradu-
ally accumulate favorable alleles with a slow reduction in 
variability (Bernardo, 2010).

Breeding of Urochloa spp., particularly of U. decumbens 
and U. brizantha, involves recombination solely between 
sexual parents, since apomixis prevails in this genus 
(Worthington and Miles, 2015). Thus, a selection scheme 
called recurrent selection for SCA has been used (RS-SCA; 
Miles, 2007), in which an elite apomictic parent is used 
as a tester on a group of sexual plants. Modifications of 
this scheme resemble a reciprocal recurrent selection 
scheme since, to promote crosses, a group of apomictic 
individuals from a population are used as pollen donors 
to a sexual group of individuals from another population 
(Worthington and Miles, 2015). Such a scheme is typi-
cally associated with a system of partial diallel crosses to 
obtain hybrids and genetic information on the population 
in each cycle of reciprocal recurrent selection. Further-
more, the parents are not taken to homozygosity before 
the next cycle of crossings, since these are polyploids with 
self-incompatibility issues (Lapointe and Miles, 1992; 
Valle and Savidan, 1996).

This interspecific tetraploid population presented 
higher additive variability than that observed in a 

Fig. 2. Biplot of the principal component multivariate analysis of 1000 interspecific hybrids of Urochloa spp., from a partial diallel between 
five tetraploid apomictic parents (U. brizantha ‘Marandu’, U. brizantha accession B140, U. brizantha ‘BRS Paiaguás’, U. decumbens 
‘Basilisk’, and Urochloa spp. Mulato II) with four tetraploid sexual interspecific hybrids (BS9, BS15, 336-T1, and 336-T2) for field green 
weight (FGW, kg ha−1), regrowth scores (REG), percentage crude protein (CP), and percentage neutral detergent fiber (NDF). The axes 
represent the first (CP-01) and second (CP-02) principal components. Hybrids written in blue were the best hybrids selected by MMIUni.
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population of diploid U. ruziziensis (Simeão et al., 2016c), 
or Panicum virgatum L. (Bhandari et al., 2010) or Panicum 
maximum (Resende et al., 2004). Most of the traits evalu-
ated presented more addictive effect, so the selection and 
use of parents with higher GCA are reasonable (Mendes et 
al., 2015). It must be considered, however, that there was 
no statistically significant variability between sexual and 
apomictic parents for several traits (Table 2). Thus, the indi-
cations are of sexual parents BS15 and 336-T2 for higher 
REG, 336-T1 for higher CP, and 336-T2 for lower NDF.

The FGW and the TDM are volume-related charac-
teristics of forage on pasture, which are used for estimating 

the potential forage on offer and the definition of carrying 
capacity (Santos and Corrêa, 2009). These traits showed 
high variability of nonadditive origin in the case of this 
population, and only SCA was significant. In this case, 
the selection should be based on the performance of the 
best cross (e.g., B140 ´ 336-T1 to improve FGW, Table 
5). This result is the opposite of what was observed in 
U. humidicola, in which there was significant difference 
between the sexual parents for GCA and no significant 
interaction (SCA) between sexual and apomictic parents 
for FGW and TDM (Figueiredo, 2015). In U. ruziziensis, 
significant additive variability was also observed for FGW 

Table 7. Genotypic value (GV) of the 10 best Urochloa spp. hybrids selected by the Mulamba and Mock index (MMI) using the 
first two principal components (MMIPC), mean genotypic value of the selected hybrids by principal components (GV.PC), mean 
genotypic value of selected hybrids using MMI based only in phenotypic information (GV.MM), mean genotypic value of 
selected hybrids by univariate analysis (GV.Uni), broad-sense heritability estimate (h2), selection gain by MMIPC considering 1% 
of selection intensity (SG.PC), selection gain by phenotypic MMIUni considering 1% of selection intensity (SG.MM), selection 
gain by univariate analysis considering 1% of selection intensity (SG.Uni), relative selection gain given by SG.CP/ and SG.Uni 
(rSG.PC), relative selection gain given by SG.MM and SG.Uni (rSG.MM), and general mean (X ).

GV†
Selection method FGW‡ TDM DEN VEL REG‡ LDM %L L:S CP‡ NDF‡ IVD LIG.S
MMIPC

  HB-2002 954.71 874.99 0.33 0.38 1.13 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.52 0.12 −1.59 0.26

  HB-1954 1083.64 924.72 0.43 0.38 1.13 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.70 −0.04 1.44 −0.01

  HB-1620 1753.89 1807.96 0.08 −0.05 0.15 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.22 −0.05 −0.01

  HB-1357 1253.53 931.12 0.25 0.40 0.56 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.27 1.00 −1.97 −0.03

  HB-1908 956.76 839.45 0.25 0.40 0.51 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.33 0.37 −1.94 0.27

  HB-1897 1186.26 1181.85 −0.05 0.19 0.22 629.27 1.44 0.00 0.15 −0.87 −1.54 0.09

  HB-1871 937.62 845.44 0.19 0.18 0.38 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.54 0.67 −0.40 0.05

  HB-1623 741.01 749.57 0.40 0.31 0.96 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.49 −0.92 2.16 −0.07

  HB-1629 667.64 651.08 0.48 0.19 0.70 184.95 2.09 0.00 −0.25 −0.52 1.03 0.06

  HB-1579 563.55 601.18 0.28 0.44 0.65 146.62 1.99 0.00 0.98 0.51 0.78 0.12

GV.PC 1009.86 940.74 0.26 0.28 0.64 96.08 0.55 0.00 0.58 0.05 −0.21 0.07

SG.PC 817.53 733.16 0.13 0.18 0.47 53.46 0.17 0.00 0.39 0.03 −0.10 0.03

MMIUni

  HB-1419 574.27 466.83 0.49 0.19 0.68 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.61 −2.42 2.85 −0.12

  HB-1623 741.01 749.57 0.40 0.31 0.96 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.49 −0.92 2.16 −0.07

  HB-2012 511.44 585.50 0.16 0.19 0.38 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.21 −1.85 1.34 0.04

  HB-1366 470.19 361.33 0.18 0.44 0.95 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.24 −0.86 1.31 −0.12

  HB-1964 523.00 574.90 0.27 0.19 0.59 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.25 −0.96 1.47 −0.04

  HB-1863 499.87 442.51 −0.04 0.32 0.54 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.67 −1.44 0.56 −0.03

  HB-1764 141.36 129.86 0.27 0.07 0.43 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.82 −2.28 3.16 −0.03

  HB-1546 284.19 254.93 0.25 0.06 0.54 301.67 5.21 0.00 0.98 −1.58 1.34 −0.11

  HB-1954 1083.64 924.72 0.43 0.38 1.13 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.70 −0.04 1.44 −0.01

  HB-1984 254.37 196.12 0.23 0.05 0.33 81.22 1.31 0.00 1.47 −1.84 0.66 −0.08

GV.MM 508.34 468.63 0.26 0.22 0.65 38.29 0.65 0.00 1.34 −1.42 1.63 −0.06

SG.MM 411.52 365.23 0.13 0.14 0.48 21.31 0.20 0.00 0.91 −0.69 0.82 −0.02

GV.Uni 1138.70 1135.70 0.50 0.47 1.01 412.13 6.83 0.00 2.12 −2.83 4.24 −0.35

SG.Uni 921.83 885.11 0.26 0.29 0.75 229.32 2.12 0.00 1.43 −1.38 2.14 −0.15

rSG.PC 0.89 0.83 0.53 0.60 0.64 0.23 0.08 0.00 0.27 −0.02 −0.05 −0.21

rSG.MM 0.45 0.41 0.53 0.47 0.65 0.09 0.10 0.00 0.63 0.50 0.38 0.16

h2 0.81 0.78 0.51 0.62 0.74 0.56 0.31 0.00 0.68 0.49 0.51 0.42

X 1540.61 1790.55 3.57 1.81 2.29 767.86 66.92 2.57 15.75 64.41 73.32 2.17

† FGW, field green weight (kg ha−1); TDM, total dry matter (kg ha−1); DEN, density of regrown tillers; VEL, regrowth speed; REG, regrowth capacity; LDM, leaf dry matter (kg 
ha−1); %L, percentage of leaves; L:S, leaf/stem ratio; CP, crude protein (%); NDF, neutral detergent fiber (%); IVD, in vitro organic matter digestibility (%); LIG.S, lignin in H2SO4 
(%).

‡ Traits used for direct selection in MMI.
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and TDM, with narrow-sense heritability of 0.31 and 
0.30, respectively (Simeão et al., 2017). These values of 
heritability are lower than observed for the same traits in 
this interspecific population of Urochloa spp., with FGW = 
0.46 and TDM = 0.59 (Table 2).

The absence of the effect of crosses (SCA) for some 
of the traits was expected (Table 2), since this population 
comes from interspecific crosses between polyploid hetero-
zygous species, so that there are many sources of variation 
within and among progenies, to the point of not being able 
to clearly discriminate parents or ideal combinations. The 
genetic composition of the hybrids within the progenies is 
variable, and some may show high hybrid vigor whereas 
others have much lower vigor within the same progeny, 
which can contribute to the nonsignificance of the effect 
of crosses for many traits (Figueiredo, 2015). Then, the best 
and worst hybrids are distributed among all progenies, and 
it is not possible to identify the best progeny. Factorial statis-
tical models usually promote a good fit of data from partial 
diallel. However, the incorrect specification of parameters 
in the construction of complex model reduces the absorp-
tion of variability and consequently affects GCA and SCA 
(Ogut et al., 2014). It is possible that the number of param-
eters used in Eq. [1] could also have influenced the lack of 
significance of the parents and crosses.

Estimates of the proportions of the additive variance 
and dominance were considered of moderate to high 
magnitude for FGW, TDM, REG, CP, and NDF in the 
progenies evaluated (Table 2). In progenies of half-sibs, 
it has been reported that for traits with lower heritability 
estimates, greater gain is expected when selecting the 
parents. However, for broad-sense heritabilities of more 
substantial magnitude, combined selection methods are 
indicated, such as selection between progenies and indi-
vidual selection (HS-IND), as well as those that are based 
on the selection of individual phenotypes combined with 
information about the progeny (CSBLUP) (Resende et al., 
2013). In this population, however, the selection of parents 
is not indicated, since there are only four parents, which 
could quickly increase inbreeding of the population (Han 
and Casler, 1999). Studies on the effect of selection on the 
inbreeding in populations of Urochloa, however, have not yet 
been conducted to confirm this assumption. In this case, for 
univariate selection, the evaluation and use of the CSBLUP, 
HS-IND, or individual selection methods are indicated.

Traits such as FGW, REG, CP, IVD, NDF, and Lig.S 
are the most important in forage breeding since they tend 
to correlate well with animal production, indicating a 
plant with good quantity and quality of forage (Sousa et 
al., 2007; Montagner et al., 2012). The results did not point 
to a single parent or crossing that could deliver all these 
characteristics at the same time (Table 5), but there are 
hybrids in the population that in a multivariate context fall 
within this ideotype (Fig. 2). The nonstandardization of 

complementarity of the parents, in a multivariate context, 
supports the idea of maintaining all parents and recombi-
nation of the sexual parents associated with selection at the 
hybrid level (individual selection). Selected hybrids should 
be evaluated on their reproductive system, and if they are 
sexual, they should be used as parents in crosses; if they are 
apomictic, they can follow the next steps of the breeding 
program ( Jank et al., 2014).

Traits Correlations
There were positive correlations between FGW and TDM 
with structural characteristics such as NDF and Lig.S. On 
the other hand, FGW and TDM exhibited a negative 
correlation with CP and IVD, thus the higher the weight 
of a plant, the higher its fiber and lignin content and 
lower its protein. A similar pattern was observed between 
the REG, FGW, and TDM, with positive correlation of 
?50% and low or no correlation of REG with CP, IVD, 
NDF, and Lig.S. These results were unlike those observed 
in U. decumbens (Matias et al., 2016) and U. ruziziensis 
(Simeão et al., 2016a), in which the increase in weight 
and regrowth promotes an increase in fiber and lignin for 
dealing with structural components of the cell wall (Van 
Soest, 1995; Mauri et al., 2015). It indicates that, for this 
population, higher regrowth capacity should not promote 
changes in protein, fiber, and lignin. Furthermore, since 
the regrowth potential depends on the density and speed 
of growth, with a positive correlation of ?70%, the selec-
tion for REG by itself is recommended, since it should 
automatically increase VEL and DEN

It is interesting to note that when performing selec-
tion for CP, which has higher heritability, one strategy 
is indirectly selecting for digestibility without drastically 
reducing the FGW and TDM (Table 8), due to the lower 
correlation between these traits (Table 4). These observa-
tions contrast with those for U. humidicola (Figueiredo et 
al., 2012) and U. decumbens (Matias et al., 2016), where a 
high negative correlation between CP and FGW jeop-
ardized the selection of one in favor of the other. One 
possibility is that the presence of alleles from U. ruziziensis 
of high nutritional value (Euclides and de Medeiros, 2003), 
and from U. brizantha and U. decumbens that involve good 
agronomic production ( Jank et al., 2014), allowed for a 
balance or independence of these groups of contrasting 
traits. Therefore, these results indicate that hybrids with 
high FGW, REG, and CP and low NDF and LIG.S can be 
identified. Thus, through multivariate analysis, such as the 
principal components or multivariate indices, it should be 
possible to find desired ideotypes for selection of a poten-
tial cultivar ( Jain and Patel, 2016).

Correlation between agronomic and nutritional char-
acteristics similar to this experiment have been estimated 
for a population of U. ruziziensis (Simeão et al., 2016c), 
where the concentration of fiber and cellulose were found 
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to be inversely proportional to CP concentration. It 
follows the principle of plant physiology that growth or 
maturity brings about the deposition of cell wall structures 
and reduces energy reserves (Van Soest, 1995). However, 
for legumes such as Arachis (perennial peanut), there were 
positive correlations of CP with LIG.S, NDF, and TDM 
(Simeão et al., 2016b), indicating that biomass is directly 
related to the concentration of CP and nutritional value in 
forage legumes (Phelan et al., 2014).

The strong correlation between FGW and TDM 
allows for early selection of forage biomass (Borges et al., 
2011). The selection of hybrids with greater digestibility 
provides high CP content in the population (Torres et al., 
2016). Understanding the correlations between the traits 
and determining the forage ideotype assists in selection of 
superior hybrids in breeding programs. Direct selection for 
a characteristic can also promote indirect and disadvanta-
geous selection of other characteristics; for example, direct 
selection for CP and IVD led to the reduction of FGW 
and TDM (Table 8). Also, the selection to reduce Lig.S 
could lead to a reduction in FGW and TDM (Table 8). In 
this case, selection in a multivariate context becomes an 
interesting alternative.

Multivariate Selection and Choice  
of Potential Cultivars
Multivariate selection in forages is intended to select 
commercial ideotypes or to characterize germplasm 
banks, as previously described in P. maximum (Martus-
cello et al., 2015), Pennisetum glaucum (L.) R. Br. (Kumari 
et al., 2017), U. humidicola (Assis et al., 2014), and U. 
brizantha (Olivera et al., 2014). In a multivariate analysis 
involving principal components, it is possible to identify 
groups of crosses that present desirable commercial stan-
dards in progenies (Beheshtizadeh et al., 2013; Legesse et 

al., 2013). In this study, however, there was no pattern to 
define a better parent or multivariate cross. Nonetheless, it 
was possible to individually select hybrids that approached 
the commercially desirable ideotype (Fig. 2). The vari-
ability observed within the same progeny was expected, 
since it contained both the best and the worst hybrids at 
the same time.

In the literature, there are approaches for multivariate 
selection by different techniques, such as the canonical 
analysis used by Martuscello et al. (2015) to select hybrids 
of P. maximum adapted to the conditions of the Agreste 
region in Alagoas, Brazil. The authors selected genotypes 
with high leaf production, height, and L:S and intermediate 
values of volumetric density of forage. Multiplicative multi-
variate indices were used to select tetraploid U. ruziziensis 
genotypes to simultaneously tackle greater regrowth after 
cutting, dry matter, and CP concentration (Simeão et al., 
2016a). In Arachis spp., the MMIs were used to select geno-
types with higher dry matter content in the dry season and 
the wet season, less fiber content, and the highest concen-
tration of protein in the stem (Simeão et al., 2016b).

In this work, using the MMIPC index to accomplish 
selection in an interspecific population of Urochloa spp., the 
gains compared with univariate selection were higher for 
agronomic characteristics and lower or negative for the 
nutritional ones (Table 7). On the other hand, although the 
use of the MMIUni index did not result in higher gains for 
agronomic characteristics (SG.MM in Table 7) as observed 
for MMIPC (SG.PC in Table 7) (e.g., 411.52 and 817.53 kg 
ha−1 for FGW, respectively), at least it did not promote the 
reduction of the ones for nutritional value, as observed for 
digestibility where the SG.PC was −0.1 and SG.MM was 
0.82. Thus, the MMIUni is perceived as a more balanced 
index between agronomical and nutritional traits, with 
gains in both groups of traits. This is due to the fact that 

Table 8. Selection gain for nutritional traits considering 1% selection intensity. Values along the diagonal (in bold) indicate 
direct selection gains (10 superior hybrids selected in the univariate analysis, Table 6). Values above and below the diagonal 
are indirect selection gains.

Selection intensity
Trait† FGW TDM DEN VEL REG LDM %L L:S CP NDF IVD LIG.S

——————————————————————————————————————————— % ———————————————————————————————————————————

FGW 59.84 47.24 2.22 8.97 16.34 9.23 −0.10 0.00 0.63 0.55 −0.92 2.52

TDM 56.29 49.43 0.98 6.04 10.01 17.09 −0.32 0.00 −0.79 0.65 −1.01 3.11

DEN 12.81 10.10 7.15 3.23 24.25 2.65 0.28 0.00 −0.41 −0.20 −0.03 −0.97

VEL 18.41 15.54 −1.32 16.19 15.86 0.00 0.00 0.00 −1.52 0.59 −0.59 1.52

REG 19.51 14.54 5.51 9.79 32.52 1.76 0.23 0.00 −0.15 0.27 0.00 −0.08

LDM 37.91 34.39 1.27 6.32 11.38 29.86 0.42 0.00 −0.44 0.30 −0.59 2.26

%L −5.26 −1.40 1.75 0.15 7.85 −2.15 3.17 0.00 1.64 −0.58 0.40 −1.03

L:S 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

CP −10.52 −7.54 −0.32 −6.20 −9.69 −7.63 −0.17 0.00 9.09 −0.83 1.03 −1.79

NDF −14.88 −14.57 −0.57 −4.37 −8.85 −1.99 −0.40 0.00 2.37 −2.15 0.84 −3.19

IVD −10.51 −9.86 −0.98 −1.84 −7.77 −3.82 −0.54 0.00 4.48 −0.51 2.92 −1.87

LIG.S −22.66 −19.21 −0.61 −6.50 −8.27 −6.98 −0.61 0.00 0.91 −1.07 0.34 −6.72

† FGW, field green weight (kg ha−1); TDM, total dry matter (kg ha−1); DEN, density of regrown tillers; VEL, regrowth speed; REG, regrowth capacity; LDM, leaf dry matter (kg ha−1); 
%L, percentage of leaves; L:S, leaf/stem ratio; CP, crude protein (%); NDF, neutral detergent fiber (%); IVD, in vitro organic matter digestibility (%); LIG.S, lignin in H2SO4 (%).

https://www.crops.org


crop science, vol. 58, november–december 2018 	  www.crops.org	 13

principal component analysis reorganizes the contribu-
tion of each trait to capture the most variability in the first 
component (Marques and Marques, 2005); in our case, the 
first two components represented mostly the variability 
associated with agronomic characteristics that are privi-
leged with more significant gains than nutritional traits in 
MMIPC (Table 7). The MMIUni considered each trait indi-
vidually and thus provided a higher balance of multivariate 
gain than MMICP. Therefore, the use of the traits directly 
in the MMI to perform multivariate selection is indicated.

CONCLUSIONS
This study sought to obtain a better understanding of 
the inheritance of the most important traits and selec-
tion criteria for Urochloa hybrids to help the plant breeder 
in choosing a selection method to obtain new commer-
cial hybrids. There was no clear trend in the importance 
of additive and nonadditive effects on agronomical and 
nutritional traits. Furthermore, the predominant compo-
nent changed regarding the trait. Understanding the 
genetic behavior of the main traits, as well as the corre-
lations between traits, should facilitate the choice of the 
best selection criteria. This information is also expected to 
contribute to the definition and construction of multivar-
iate indices to identify superior hybrids. The MMI, per se, 
at the univariate level, promoted a more efficient response 
to selection for all traits.

Conflict of Interest
The authors declare that there is no conflict of interest.

Supplemental Material Available
Supplemental material for this article is available online.

Acknowledgments
We thank the National Council for Scientific and Techno-
logical Development (CNPq), Brazilian Agricultural Research 
Corporation (EMBRAPA) for financial support, and the 
National Center for High-Performance Processing in São Paulo 
(CENAPAD) and the Center for High Throughput Computing 
(CHTC) for computing support.

References
Almeida M.C.d.C., L. Chiari, L. Jank, and C.B.d. Valle. 2011. 

Diversidade genética molecular entre cultivares e híbridos de 
Brachiaria spp. e Panicum maximum. Cienc. Rural 41:1998–
2003. doi:10.1590/S0103-84782011001100024

Alvares, C.A., J.L. Stape, P.C. Sentelhas, J.L. de Moraes Gon-
çalves, and G. Sparovek. 2013. Köppen’s climate classification 
map for Brazil. Meteorol. Z. 22:711–728. doi:10.1127/0941-
2948/2013/0507

Assis, G.M.L.d., C.F. dos Santos, P.S. Flores, and C.B.d. Valle. 
2014. Genetic divergence among Bracharia humidicola (Rendle) 
Schweick hybrids evaluated in the western Brazilian Amazon. 
Crop Breed. Appl. Biotechnol. 14:224–231. doi:10.1590/1984-
70332014v14n4a35

Barrios, S.C.L., C.B.d. Valle, G.F. Alves, R.M. Simeão, and L. 
Jank. 2013. Reciprocal recurrent selection in the breeding 
of Brachiaria decumbens. Trop Grassl.-Forrajes Trop. 1:52–54. 
doi:10.17138/TGFT(1)52-54

Bauer, A.M., and J. Léon. 2008. Multiple-trait breeding values 
for parental selection in self-pollinating crops. Theor. Appl. 
Genet. 116:235–242. doi:10.1007/s00122-007-0662-6

Beheshtizadeh, H., A. Rezaie, and A. Ghandi. 2013. Principal 
component analysis and determination of the selection cri-
teria in bread wheat (Triticum aestivum L.) genotypes. Int. J. 
Agric. Crop Sci. 5:2024. 

Bernardo, R. 2010. Breeding for quantitative traits in plants. 
Stemma Press, Woodsbury, MN.

Bhandari, H.S., M.C. Saha, P.N. Mascia, V.A. Fasoula, and J.H. 
Bouton. 2010. Variation among half-sib families and herita-
bility for biomass yield and other traits in lowland switchgrass 
(Pannicum virgatum L.). Crop Sci. 50:2355–2363. doi:10.2135/
cropsci2010.02.0109

Borges, V., F. Souza Sobrinho, F.J. da Silva Lédo, and M. 
Kopp. 2011.  Associação entre caracteres e análise de trilha 
na seleção de progênies de meios-irmãos de Brachiaria 
ruziziensis. Rev. Ceres 58:765–772. doi:10.1590/S0034-
737X2011000600013

Butler, D.G., B.R. Cullis, A.R. Gilmour, and B.J. Gogel. 2009. 
ASReml-R reference manual mixed models for S language 
environments. Publ. QE02001. Queensland Dep. Prim. Ind. 
Fish., Toowoomba, QLD.

Comstock, R.E., H.F. Robinson, and P.H. Harvey. 1949. Breed-
ing procedure designed to make maximum use of both gen-
eral and specific combining ability. Agron. J. 41:360–367. 
doi:10.2134/agronj1949.00021962004100080006x

Dias, K.d.G.O, F.M.A. Gonçalves, F. de Souza Sobrinho, J.A.R. 
Nunes, D.H.L. Teixeira, B.F.X. de Moraes, and F.R.G. 
Benites. 2014. Tamanho de parcela e efeito de bordadura no 
melhoramento de Urochloa ruziziensis. Pesqui. Agropecu. Bras. 
48:1426–1431.

Euclides, V.C.P., and S.R. de Medeiros. 2003. Valor nutritivo das 
principais gramíneas cultivadas no Brasil. Doc. 139. Embrapa, 
Campo Grande, Brazil.

Federer, W.T. 1961. Augmented designs with one-way elimination 
of heterogeneity. Biometrics 17:447–473. doi:10.2307/2527837

Figueiredo, U.J.d. 2015. Capacidade combinatória e estratégias de 
seleção em Brachiaria ssp. Univ. Fed. Lavras, Lavras, Brazil.

Figueiredo, U.J.d., J.A.R. Nunes, and C.B.d. Valle. 2012. Estima-
tion of genetic parameters and selection of Brachiaria humidicola 
progenies using a selection index. Crop Breed. Appl. Biotech-
nol. 12:237–244. doi:10.1590/S1984-70332012000400002

Ginestet, C. 2011. ggplot2: Elegant graphics for data analysis. 
J. Royal Stat. Soc. Ser. A 174:245–246. doi:10.1111/j.1467-
985X.2010.00676_9.x 

Han, L.X., and M.D. Casler. 1999. Theoretical inbreeding at 
selectively neutral loci in unparental mass selection and recur-
rent selection with polycrossing of selected plants. Crop Sci. 
39:1009–1015. doi:10.2135/cropsci1999.0011183X003900040
008x

Hanna, W., and E.C. Bashaw. 1987. Apomixis: Its identifica-
tion and use in plant breeding. Crop Sci. 27:1136–1139. 
doi:10.2135/cropsci1987.0011183X002700060010x

Jain, S.K., and P.R. Patel. 2016. Genetic diversity and principle 
component analyses for fodder yield and their component 
traits in genotypes of forage sorghum (Sorghum bicolor L. 
Moench). Ann. Arid Zone 55:17–23.

https://www.crops.org
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/S0103-84782011001100024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1127/0941-2948/2013/0507
http://dx.doi.org/10.1127/0941-2948/2013/0507
https://dx.doi.org/10.1590/1984-70332014v14n4a35
https://dx.doi.org/10.1590/1984-70332014v14n4a35
http://dx.doi.org/10.17138/TGFT(1)52-54
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00122-007-0662-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.2135/cropsci2010.02.0109
http://dx.doi.org/10.2135/cropsci2010.02.0109
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/S0034-737X2011000600013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/S0034-737X2011000600013
http://dx.doi.org/10.2134/agronj1949.00021962004100080006x
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2527837
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/S1984-70332012000400002
https://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-985X.2010.00676_9.x
https://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-985X.2010.00676_9.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.2135/cropsci1999.0011183X003900040008x
http://dx.doi.org/10.2135/cropsci1999.0011183X003900040008x
http://dx.doi.org/10.2135/cropsci1987.0011183X002700060010x


14	 www.crops.org	 crop science, vol. 58, november–december 2018

Jank, L., S.C. Barrios, C.B.d. Valle, R.M. Simeão, and G.F. 
Alves. 2014. The value of improved pastures to Brazilian beef 
production. Crop Pasture Sci. 65:1132–1137. doi:10.1071/
CP13319

Jank, L., C.B.d. Valle, and R.M.S. Resende. 2011. Breeding 
tropical forages. Crop Breed. Appl. Biotechnol. 11:27–34. 
doi:10.1590/S1984-70332011000500005

Kumari, J., M.K. Bag, S. Pandey, S.K. Jham, S.S. Chauhan, G.K. 
Jha, et al. 2017. Assessment of phenotypic diversity in pearl 
millet [Pennisetum glaucum (L.) R. Br.] germplasm of Indian 
origin and identification of trait-specific germplasm. Crop 
Pasture Sci. 67:1223–1234. doi:10.1071/CP16300

Lapointe, S.L., and J.W. Miles. 1992. Germplasm case study: Bra-
chiaria species. In: B. Hardy, editor, Pastures for the tropical 
lowlands. CIAT, Cali, Colombia. p. 43–55.

Legesse, H., N. Dechassa, S. Gebeyehu, G. Bultosa, and F. Mek-
bib. 2013. Multivariate analysis as a tool for indirect selection 
of common bean genotypes (Phaseolus vulgaris L) for soil acid-
ity tolerance under field conditions. Sci., Technol. Arts Res. 
J. 2:7–15. doi:10.4314/star.v2i2.98862

Lutts, S., J. Ndikumana, and B.P. Louant. 1991. Fertility of 
Brachiaria tuziziensis in interspecific crosses with Brachiaria 
decumbens and Brachiaria brizantha: Meiotic behavior, pollen 
viability and seed set. Euphytica 57:267–274. doi:10.1007/
BF00039673

Lynch, M., and B. Walsh. 1998. Genetics and analysis of quantita-
tive traits. Sinauer Assoc., Sunderland, MA.

Marques, J.M., and M.A.M. Marques. 2005. As componentes 
principais no descarte de variáveis em um modelo de regressão 
múltipla. Rev. da FAE 8:93–101.

Marten, G.C., J.S. Shenk, and F.E. Barton, II, editors. 1989. Near-
infrared reflectance spectroscopy (NIRS): Analysis of forage 
quality. Agric. Handb. 95. U. S. Gov. Print. Office, Wash-
ington, DC.

Martuscello, J.A., T.G dos S. Braz, L. Jank, D.d.N.F.V. da Cunha, 
and A.L.S. Carvalho. 2015. Identification of ideotypes by 
canonical analysis in Panicum maximum. Cienc. Agrotec. 
39:147–153. doi:10.1590/S1413-70542015000200006

Mateus, R.G., S.C.L. Barrios, C.B.d. Valle, J.R. Valério, F.Z.V. 
Torres, L.B. Martins, and P.N.C. do Amaral. 2015. Genetic 
parameters and selection of Brachiaria decumbens hybrids 
for agronomic traits and resistance to spittlebugs. Crop 
Breed. Appl. Biotechnol. 15:227–234. doi:10.1590/1984-
70332015v15n4a39

Matias, F.I., S.C.L. Barrios, C.B.d. Valle, R.G. Mateus, L.B. Mar-
tins, and G.V. Moro. 2016. Estimate of genetic parameters in 
Brachiaria decumbens hybrids. Crop Breed. Appl. Biotechnol. 
16:115–122. doi:10.1590/1984-70332016v16n2a18

Mauri, J., V.H. Techio, L.C. Davide, D.L. Pereira, F. Souza 
Sobrinho, and F.J. Pereira. 2015. Forage quality in cultivars of 
Brachiaria spp.: Association of lignin and fibers with anatomi-
cal characteristics. Aust. J. Crop Sci. 9:1148–1153.

Mendes, M.H.S., C.H. Pereira, and J.C. de Souza. 2015. Diallel 
analysis of maize hybrids for agronomic and bromatological 
forage traits. Acta Sci. Agron. 37:141–146. doi:10.4025/actas-
ciagron.v37i2.19329

Mendiburu, F.d. 2014. Agricolae: Statistical procedures for agri-
cultural research. R Package Version 1.1-6. R Found. Stat. 
Comput., Vienna.

Miles, J.W. 2007. Apomixis for cultivar development in tropi-
cal forage grasses. Crop Sci. 47:S-238–S-249. doi:10.2135/
cropsci2007.04.0016IPBS

Montagner, D.B., D.d. Nascimento Júnior, B.M.d.L. Sousa, H.H. 
Vilela, M.C.T. da Silveira, V.P.B. Euclides, et al. 2012. Mor-
phogenesis in guinea grass pastures under rotational graz-
ing strategies. Rev. Bras. Zootec. 41:883–888. doi:10.1590/
S1516-35982012000400008

Mulamba, N.N., and J.J. Mock. 1978. Improvement of yield poten-
tial of Eto Blanco maize (Zea mays L.) population by breeding 
for plant traits. Egypt. J. Genet. Cytol. 7:40–57.

Ogut, F., C. Maltecca, R. Whetten, S. McKeand, and F. Isik. 2014. 
Genetic analysis of diallel progeny test data using factor ana-
lytic linear mixed models. For. Sci. 60:119–127. doi:10.5849/
forsci.12-108

Oliboni, R., M.V. Faria, M. Neumann, J.T.V. Resende, G.M. Bat-
tistelli, R.G. Tegoni, and D.F. Oliboni. 2013. Análise dialélica 
na avaliação do potencial de híbridos de milho para a gera-
ção de populações-base para obtenção de linhagens. Semina: 
Cienc. Agrar. 34:7–18. doi:10.5433/1679-0359.2013v34n1p7

Olivera, Y., R. Machado, J. Ramírez, P.P. del Pozo, and L. Casta-
ñeda. 2014. Morphological characterization of 19 Brachiaria 
brizantha accessions on an acid soil. Pastures and Forages 
7:137–141.

Pandolfi Filho, A.D., C.B.d. Valle, S.C.L. Barrios, G.F. Alves, and 
B.B. Deminicis. 2016. Avaliação de genitoras sexuais de Bra-
chiaria spp. na época de seca. Arch. Zootec. 65:213–219. 

Paula, G.A. 2013. Modelos de regressão com apoio computacional. 
Inst. Matemát. Estat. Univ. São Paulo, São Paulo, Brazil.

Phelan, P., A.P. Moloney, E.J. McGeough, J. Humphreys, J. 
Bertilsson, E.G. O’Riordan, and P. O’Kiely. 2014. Forage 
legumes for grazing and conserving in ruminant production 
systems. Crit. Rev. Plant Sci. 34:37–41. doi:10.1080/0735268
9.2014.898455

Resende, M.D.V.d. 2000. Análise estatística de modelos mistos 
via REML/BLUP na experimentação em melhoramento de 
plantas perenes. Embrapa Florestas, Colombo, Brazil.

Resende, M.D.V.d., and J.B. Duarte. 2007. Precisão e controle de 
qualidade em experimentos de avaliação de cultivares. Pesqui. 
Agropecu. Trop. 37:182–194. 

Resende, R.M.S., M.D. Casler, and M.D.V.d. Resende. 2013. 
Selection methods in forage breeding: A quantitative appraisal. 
Crop Sci. 53:1925–1936. doi:10.2135/cropsci2013.03.0143

Resende, R.M.S., M.D.V.d. Resende, C.B.d. Valle, L. Jank, 
R.A.d.A. Torres Júnior, and L.J. Cançado. 2007. Selection effi-
ciency in Brachiaria hybrids using a posteriori blocking. Crop 
Breed. Appl. Biotechnol. 7:296–303. doi:10.12702/1984-
7033.v07n03a09

Resende, R.M.S., C.B.d. Valle, and L. Jank. 2008. Melhoramento 
de forrageiras tropicais. Embrapa, Campo Grande, Brazil.

Resende, R.M.S., L. Jank, C.B.d. Valle, and A.L.V. Bonato. 
2004. Biometrical analysis and selection of tetraploid prog-
enies of Panicum maximum using mixed model methods. 
Pesqui. Agropecu. Bras. 39:335–341. doi:10.1590/S0100-
204X2004000400006

Santos, P.M., and L.d.A. Corrêa. 2009. Manejo de pastagens trop-
icais. Embrapa Pecuária Sudeste, São Paulo, Brazil.

Simeão, R.M., A. Silva, C. Valle, M.D. Resende, and S. Medeiros. 
2016a. Genetic evaluation and selection index in tetraploid 
Brachiaria ruziziensis. Plant Breed. 135:246–253. doi:10.1111/
pbr.12353 

Simeão, R.M., G.M.L. Assis, D.B. Montagner, and R.C.U. Fer-
reira. 2016b. Forage peanut (Arachis spp.) genetic evaluation 
and selection. Grass Forage Sci. 72:322–332. doi:10.1111/
gfs.12242

https://www.crops.org
http://dx.doi.org/10.1071/CP13319
http://dx.doi.org/10.1071/CP13319
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/S1984-70332011000500005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1071/CP16300
http://dx.doi.org/10.4314/star.v2i2.98862
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00039673
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00039673
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/S1413-70542015000200006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/1984-70332015v15n4a39
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/1984-70332015v15n4a39
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/1984-70332016v16n2a18
http://dx.doi.org/10.4025/actasciagron.v37i2.19329
http://dx.doi.org/10.4025/actasciagron.v37i2.19329
http://dx.doi.org/10.2135/cropsci2007.04.0016IPBS
http://dx.doi.org/10.2135/cropsci2007.04.0016IPBS
https://dx.doi.org/10.1590/S1516-35982012000400008
https://dx.doi.org/10.1590/S1516-35982012000400008
http://dx.doi.org/10.5849/forsci.12-108
http://dx.doi.org/10.5849/forsci.12-108
http://dx.doi.org/10.5433/1679-0359.2013v34n1p7
https://dx.doi.org/10.1080/07352689.2014.898455
https://dx.doi.org/10.1080/07352689.2014.898455
http://dx.doi.org/10.2135/cropsci2013.03.0143
http://dx.doi.org/10.12702/1984-7033.v07n03a09
http://dx.doi.org/10.12702/1984-7033.v07n03a09
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/S0100-204X2004000400006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/S0100-204X2004000400006
https://dx.doi.org/10.1111/pbr.12353
https://dx.doi.org/10.1111/pbr.12353
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/gfs.12242
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/gfs.12242


crop science, vol. 58, november–december 2018 	  www.crops.org	 15

Simeão, R.M., A.S. Silva, and C.B.d. Valle. 2016c. Flower-
ing traits in tetraploid Brachiaria ruziziensis breeding. Crop 
Breed. Appl. Biotechnol. 16:95–101. doi:10.1590/1984-
70332016v16n2a15

Simeão, R.M., C.B. Valle, and M.D.V. Resende. 2017. Unrav-
elling the inheritance, QST and reproductive phenology 
attributes of the tetraploid tropical grass Brachiaria ruziziensis 
(Germain et Evrard). Plant Breed. 136:101–110. doi:10.1111/
pbr.12429

Simioni, C., and C.B.d. Valle. 2009. Chromosome duplication in 
Brachiaria (A. Rich.) Stapf allows intraspecific crosses. Crop 
Breed. Appl. Biotechnol. 9:328–334. doi:10.12702/1984-7033.
v09n04a07

Sluszz, T. 2012. Monitoramento tecnológico de cultivares de for-
rageiras tropicais. Cad/ Prospecção 5:1–13. 

Sousa, L.F., R.M. Mauricio, L.C. Gonçalves, et al. 2007. 
Productivity and nutritional value of Brachiaria brizan-
tha cv. Marandu in a silvopastoral system. Arq. Bras. 
Med. Vet. Zootec. 59:1029–1037. doi:10.1590/S0102-
09352007000400032

Souza-Kaneshima, A.M.D., C. Simioni, M.F. Felismino, A.B. 
Mendes-Bonato, C. Risso-Pascotto, C. Pessim, et al. 2010. 
Meiotic behaviour in the first interspecific hybrids between 
Brachiaria brizantha and Brachiaria decumbens. Plant Breed. 
129:186–191. doi:10.1111/j.1439-0523.2009.01674.x

Souza Sobrinho, F., V. Borges, J.d.S. Lédo, and M.M. Kopp. 
2010. Repetibilidade de características agronômicas e número 
de cortes necessários para seleção de Urochloa ruziziensis. 
Pesqui. Agropecu. Bras. 45:579–584. doi:10.1590/S0100-
204X2010000600007

Souza Sobrinho, F., F.J.d.S. Lédo, and M.M. Kopp. 2011. Estacio-
nalidade e estabilidade de produção de forragem de progênies 
de Brachiaraia ruziziensis. Cienc. Agrotec. 35:685–691. 
doi:10.1590/S1413-70542011000400006

Steel, R.G., and J.H. Torrie. 1997. Principles and procedures of statis-
tics: A biometrical approach. 3rd ed. McGraw-Hill, New York.

Sturion, J.A., and M.D.V.d. Resende. 2010. Avaliação genética e 
análise de deviance em um teste desbalanceado de procedên-
cia e progênie de Ilex paraguariensis. Pesqui. Florestal Bras. 
30:157–160. doi:10.4336/2010.pfb.30.62.157

Swenne, A., B.P. Louant, and M. Dujardin. 1981. Induction par la 
colchicine de formes autotétraploïdes chez Brachiaria ruzizien-
sis Germain et Evrard (Graminée). Agron Trop 36:134–141.

Torres, F.E., C.B.d. Valle, B. Lempp, et al. 2016. Contribuição dos 
caracteres de qualidade da forragem ao teor de proteína bruta 
em Urochloa brizantha. Pesqui. Agropecu. Bras. 51:284–287. 
doi:10.1590/S0100-204X2016000300011

Valle, C.B.d., and Y.H. Savidan. 1996. Genetics, cytogenetics, and 
reproductive biology of Brachiaria. In: J.W. Miles, et al., edi-
tors, Bracharia: Biology, agronomy, and improvement. Publ. 
259. CIAT, Campo Grande, Brazil. p. 147–163.

Van Soest, P.J. 1995. Nutritional ecology of the ruminant. 2nd ed. 
Comstock Publ. Assoc., Ithaca, NY.

Worthington, M.L., and J.W. Miles. 2015. Reciprocal full-sib 
recurrent selection and tools for accelerating genetic gain in 
apomictic Brachiaria. In: H. Budak and G. Spangenberg, edi-
tors, Molecular breeding of forage and turf. The Proceed-
ings of the 8th International Symposium on the Molecular 
Breeding of Forage and Turf. Springer, Cham, Switzerland. 
p. 19–30. doi:10.1007/978-3-319-08714-6_3

https://www.crops.org
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/1984-70332016v16n2a15
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/1984-70332016v16n2a15
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/pbr.12429
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/pbr.12429
http://dx.doi.org/10.12702/1984-7033.v09n04a07
http://dx.doi.org/10.12702/1984-7033.v09n04a07
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/S0102-09352007000400032
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/S0102-09352007000400032
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1439-0523.2009.01674.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/S0100-204X2010000600007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/S0100-204X2010000600007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/S1413-70542011000400006
http://dx.doi.org/10.4336/2010.pfb.30.62.157
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/S0100-204X2016000300011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-08714-6_3

