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Method of optimizing maize variety parameters
in the CERES maize smulation model

Zhang Yanhong® , Ma Yongliang' , Liao Shuhua?
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2. College of Agronomy and Biotechnology , China Agricutural University , Beijing 100094 , China)

Abstract Based on uniform design, the method of optimizing maize variety parameters was set up in the CERES-maize
simulation model. The method was also validated through numerical simulation with the relevant index in DSSAT35. The
results showed that the parameters determined by this method were superior to those from DSSAT S parameters. Com-
paring with those from DSSAT, the relative errors o flowering date, physiological maturity, grain yield, weight per
grain and biomass at havest ater 6 times o iteration with this method declined by 1. 69 %, 5.31 %, 6.15%, 3.26 %

and 18. 45 % respectively. However, the relative error o grain numbeer increased by 0.8 %. The method could auto-
matically adjust the variety parameters.
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Table 1 Desgn program of the tested variety parameters and s mulation results
(kg- hm" 2/) d / ! ! !
PL P2 P5 G2 G3 PHINT <&M (kghm? ( -m? ( D)
1 100 0.19 714 688 9.4 64 4090 20 6 499 1671 11.9 1.1519
2 110 0.31 832 835 6.2 50 4 285 21 8942 2247 14. 4 0.7308
3 120 0.43 946 677 10.4 34 9278 21 17 646 2450 19.4 0.0910
4 130 0.55 600 820 7.7 70 3336 22 6420 2136 12.6 1.0822
5 140 0.66 732 666 11.7 56 6 258 24 10 896 2064 15.0 0.4410
6 150 0.74 850 805 9.2 40 8 662 25 17018 2977 19.7 0.009 6
7 160 0.10 956 655 5.9 76 4109 25 7309 1864 12.6 0.960 7
8 170 0.22 619 790 10.2 61 5484 25 9980 2521 15.0 0.4600
9 180 0.34 750 644 7.4 46 5038 26 12 921 2450 18.5 0.3267
10 190 0.46 879 780 11.4 30 11752 26 21523 3075 25.3 0.1908
11 200 0.58 976 633 8.9 66 6 639 28 11 601 1994 14. 6 0.4148
12 205 0.68 638 770 5.6 52 3480 28 10999 2786 18.2 0.5534
13 210 0.76 768 622 10.0 36 7512 28 17 686 2681 23.8 0.076 2
14 215 0.13 898 760 7.1 72 5834 28 10 858 2374 14.7 0.4236
15 220 0.25 986 611 11.1 58 9528 28 15998 2192 17.0 0.1437
16 225 0.37 657 750 8.6 42 6078 28 14 688 3046 20.8 0.1409
17 230 0. 49 776 600 5.3 78 2798 28 6873 1823 13.6 1.1498
18 235 0.61 916 740 9.8 62 9502 30 16 517 2729 16.7 0.087 2
19 240 0.70 990 590 6.8 48 6089 30 13 966 2283 19.4 0.2516
20 245 0.78 676 730 10.8 32 7769 30 18715 2977 27.0 0.1395
21 250 0.16 795 580 8.3 68 4939 30 10728 1985 15.8 0.5747
22 255 0.28 926 720 5.0 54 4767 30 12 607 2683 18.0 0. 366 2
23 260 0. 40 996 570 9.6 38 8773 31 18 279 2334 23.8 0.1270
24 265 0.52 695 710 6.5 74 4158 33 10 044 2434 15. 6 0.661 2
25 270 0.64 814 560 10.6 60 7179 33 14 567 2189 17.9 0.2555
26 275 0.72 936 699 8.0 44 8238 33 17 454 2828 22.7 0.098 8

27 280 0.80 1000 850 12.0 80 10234 34 14 402 2673 14.6 0.2605
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Table2 Comparion of the parameters obtained from three methods

P1 P2 P5 G2 G3 PHINT
147.7 0.71 821.4 807.8 9.87 39.0
211.4 0. 69 869. 0 767.7 8.45 40.6
C ) 160. 0 0.70 890. 0 825.0 8.50 38.9
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Table 3 Comparion of the smulation parametersfrom table 2

/d 60 60 64
/d 107 104 110
/ (kg- hm™ 2 ,dry) 8961 9060 8747
/ (g ,dry) 0. 285 0.294 0.276
1 -mP) 3144 3087 3164
443 435 446
/ (kg- hm™?) 17 794 17 620 17 973
/ (kg-hm" 2 8834 8561 9227
1981 ’
, FL SC8101. MzZX
) 2 , DSSA T35
u27(27* , ,
DSSA T35 ,
4
DSSA T35 7) , 27
4
Table 4 Judgement resultsin parameters optimizing course and range of parameters
P1 P2 P5 G2 G3 PHINT
100.0 0.10 600. 0 560. 0 5.0 30 0. 103 16. 47
280.0 0.80 1000.0 850. 0 12.0 80 : :
125.0 0.13 638.0 585.5 5.5 30 0. 089 15 76
262.5 0.79 1000.0 827.5 11.6 78 : :
138.1 0.27 652. 0 618.1 5.7 30 0. 090 13.46
262.5 0.79 1000.0 827.5 11.6 78 ] :
142.8 0.38 672.0 662. 0 6.8 30 0. 064 —
259.1 0.78 959. 2 806. 8 11.3 61 : :
147.3 0.41 694.0 675.8 8.1 30 0. 061 5 23
250. 2 0.77 953. 6 792.1 11.2 54 : :
151.2 0. 47 714.0 689. 9 8.7 30 0. 510 3 33
249.6 0.76 923.8 785.8 11.0 45 : :
155.1 0.50 750. 0 695. 3 8.7 30 0. 031 ) 63
239.9 0.74 914.9 776.8 10.8 40 ) ]
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Table5 The best parameter asociation in 27 treatments and results of parameter optimization
P1 P5 G2 G3 PHINT
216.4 0.73 775. 2 745 10.4 30.4
164.6 875.8 774 8.6 36.4
6 3
Table 6 Smulation resultsof variety parameters determined by three methods and reative errors
! % ! % ! %
/d 59 59 0. 00 60 1. 67 60 1.69
/d 113 113 0. 00 106 - 6.60 107 -5.31
/ (kg hm™ 2 dry) 9760 9565 -2.04 8 498 - 14.85 8961 -8.19
/ (g ,dry) 0.276 0.276 0.00 0.281 1.64 0. 285 3.26
1( -m? 2968 3182 6.73 3028 1.98 3144 5.93
418 448 6.74 427 1.99 443 5.96
!/ (kg- hm” D) 23800 20453 - 16. 36 17 940 - 32.66 17794 -25.24
[ (kg-hm™?) 10954 10888 - 0.61 9441 - 16.03 8834 - 19.35
5
, 27
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