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Abstract
In previous investigations of several maize cultivars, an improvement of the harvest 
index was obtained by paclobutrazol (PAC) application combined with an increase in 
water- use efficiency. However, so far nutrient- utilization efficiencies could not be 
enhanced when control and PAC- treated maize plants received the same amount of 
fertilizers. With adjusted fertilizer supply according to the lower requirement of the 
smaller, PAC- treated plants, an improvement of nutrient- utilization efficiencies may 
be expected. Thus, in the present study, PAC was applied at growth stage V5 to two 
maize cultivars (Zea mays L. cvs. Galactus and Fabregas) grown in a container ex-
periment. Shortly after PAC application, differential NPK fertilization was introduced 
in order to obtain a nutrient supply according to the requirement of control plants 
(100% NPK), the requirement of PAC- treated plants (85% NPK) and a further slight 
decrease (78% NPK). Plant height and transpiration rates were significantly reduced 
due to PAC treatment with stronger effects on Galactus than on Fabregas. Pollen 
shed, silking and the anthesis- silking interval (ASI) were unaffected by PAC applica-
tion and fertilizer supply. Senescence of PAC- treated plants was delayed, whereas it 
was accelerated with reduced fertilizer supply. The grain yield of cultivar Galactus 
was significantly decreased due to PAC application by 13% to 20%, and this effect 
was strengthened due to reduction in NPK supply. These grain yield reductions were 
solely caused by decreases in kernel number, which were closely linked to reductions 
in cob length. On the contrary, PAC treatment did not affect grain yield of Fabregas 
and reductions due to less NPK supply were small. Harvest index and water- use ef-
ficiency were enhanced by PAC treatment. Plant nutrient contents were similar for 
control and PAC- treated plants, but strongly related to fertilizer supply with signifi-
cant decreases due to reductions in NPK application. The N- , P-  and K- utilization ef-
ficiencies of both cultivars were either decreased or unaffected by PAC treatments. 
The key constraint for improvements of nutrient- utilization efficiencies is grain yield 
reduction due to PAC. This problem should be addressed in further studies with 
avoidance of grain yield decreases by delayed application time combined with fine- 
tuning of cultivar- specific PAC application rates.
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1  | INTRODUC TION

For many cereal crops, an increase in harvest index (ratio of grain 
yield to total above- ground biomass at physiological maturity) was 
achieved during the last decades, either by breeding due to the in-
troduction of dwarfing genes, or agronomically by the application of 
growth regulators. A prominent example is wheat for which an in-
crease in the harvest index by 50% was accompanied by an increase 
in grain yield by 59% (Hay, 1995). This improvement is in contrast 
to maize, where the harvest index was almost unchanged since the 
introduction of hybrids, and concomitant grain yield increases of 
51% were mainly achieved by higher plant stand densities (Hütsch 
& Schubert, 2017; Russell, 1991). Yet, the huge amount of vegeta-
tive biomass, which is mostly not utilized in grain maize production, 
requires large amounts of nutrients and water. An increase in har-
vest index may thus improve resource- use efficiencies, which will 
be particularly important in the future as fertilizer applications have 
to be reduced in order to meet environmental limits and water will 
become an increasingly limiting factor for crop production (Davies 
et al., 2011; Ort & Long, 2014).

One possibility to increase maize harvest index is the reduc-
tion in vegetative shoot growth. Gibberellins (GAs) are the most 
important hormones for plant extension growth and thus for in-
ternode elongation in maize (Sponsel, 1995). GAs in higher plants 
primarily stimulate organ growth through enhancement of cell 
elongation and cell division (Hedden, 2020), and they promote 
certain developmental switches, such as between vegetative 
and reproductive development by induction of flowering (Evans 
& Poethig, 1995), and have a large impact on fertility (Hedden 
& Thomas, 2012). Semi- dwarf mutants with genetically inher-
ent inhibition of gibberellin biosynthesis do exist also for maize 
(Fujioka et al., 1988; Harberd & Freeling, 1989), yet they are not 
used in commercial maize production because of negative ef-
fects on flower sexuality (Bortiri & Hake, 2007; Irish, 1996; Rood 
et al., 1980; Xu et al., 2004). The abnormalities in maize flowers 
could possibly be overcome by application of GA biosynthesis in-
hibitors, which allow the induction of reduced GA concentrations 
during selective phases of maize ontogenesis and not during the 
entire growth period as in the dwarf mutants. In order to decrease 
vegetative shoot growth of maize, the gibberellin- biosynthesis in-
hibitors paclobutrazol (PAC) and uniconazole (UCZ) are suitable. 
PAC-  and UCZ- treated maize plants showed decreased plant height 
and thicker culms due to reduced elongation growth of the inter-
nodes (e.g., Hütsch & Schubert, 2018, 2021; Iremiren et al., 1997; 
Kamran et al., 2018; Schluttenhofer et al., 2011).

Nutrient- use efficiency is determined by two components: 
nutrient- uptake efficiency and nutrient- utilization efficiency 
(nutrient- UtE) (Haegele et al., 2013; Moll et al., 1982). The first pa-
rameter refers to the amount of nutrient absorbed by plants rela-
tive to the available soil N. The second parameter quantifies the 
amount of dry matter produced per unit of absorbed nutrient (Moll 
et al., 1982). In our study, we focus on nutrient UtEgrain, which is de-
fined as grain dry matter / nutrient content of total above- ground 
biomass at physiological maturity (Hütsch & Schubert, 2017). With 
an improvement of nutrient UtEgrain, also the nutrient- use efficiency 
of fertilizers can indirectly be enhanced, as less fertilizer needs 
to be applied in order to achieve maximum grain yield (Hütsch & 
Schubert, 2017; Raun & Johnson, 1999). Less fertilizer application 
reduces the risk of losses, for example due to nitrate leaching, de-
nitrification or phosphorus runoff. Another frequently used param-
eter is the nutrient- harvest index (nutrient- HI), which describes the 
partitioning of a specific nutrient between the total above- ground 
biomass and grain (Hay, 1995; nutrient- HI is defined as: grain nu-
trient content / nutrient content of total above- ground biomass at 
physiological maturity).

Most information on nutrient- use efficiency exists for nitro-
gen. The roles of nitrogen (N) in plant metabolism are versatile. 
Nitrogen is strongly associated with the source component via 
Rubisco in leaf tissue enabling photosynthesis, and via the stay- 
green capability of leaves (Ciampitti & Vyn, 2012). Nitrogen 
deficiency reduces leaf area index, leaf area duration and photo-
synthetic rate (Lemcoff & Loomis, 1986; Sinclair & Horie, 1989; 
Wolfe et al., 1988). Grain yield and kernel number were also re-
duced by suboptimal N supply (Jacobs & Pearson, 1991; Lemcoff & 
Loomis, 1994; Uhart & Andrade, 1995b), which could be attributed 
either to effects on assimilate partitioning to the maize cob during 
the critical period around silking (Uhart & Andrade, 1995a) or to 
direct effects on enzymes involved in kernel development (Below 
et al., 2000). In addition, N- induced alterations in hormone metab-
olism are closely linked to the regulation of vegetative and gener-
ative plant growth. These reports clearly demonstrate the major 
effect that N nutritional status exerts over maize grain yield for-
mation during the entire growing season (Ciampitti & Vyn, 2012). 
Sinclair (1998) pointed out that improvements in harvest index do 
not only depend on the importance of carbon allocation to the 
grain, but that a concomitant increase in crop N accumulation is 
also required. As N concentration of grain is more than five times 
that of straw, any major shifts in the relative fraction of grain and 
straw require large changes in N accumulation by the plant and in 
allocation within the plant.

K E Y W O R D S

gibberellin- biosynthesis inhibitor, grain yield, harvest index, kernel number, nitrogen- use 
efficiency, Zea mays
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Values for nitrogen- use efficiency strongly depend on the amount 
of plant- available N. With increasing N application not only a decrease 
in N- uptake efficiency was observed, but also a successive decline 
in N- utilization efficiency (Barbieri et al., 2008; Gao & Chu, 2020; 
Haegele et al., 2013; Liao et al., 2012; O’Neill et al., 2004; Wang 
et al., 2020). In contrast to nitrogen- use efficiency, information about 
P-  and K- use efficiencies is scarce. According to Ciampitti and Vyn 
(2014), historical improvements in N- , P-  and K- utilization efficiencies 
of maize were primarily achieved by reductions in nutrient contents 
per plant at crop maturity. The authors point to the importance of a 
balanced plant nutrition, as high- yield maize was associated with ratios 
of N:P and N:K of 5:1 and 1:1, respectively. In a modelling approach, 
the highest values of N- , P-  and K- utilization efficiencies for a balanced 
nutrition were obtained, when 60%– 70% of the grain yield potential 
had been reached (Setiyono et al., 2010). With yield approaching the 
yield potential, utilization efficiencies of these nutrients decreased.

For several maize cultivars, an improvement of the harvest index 
was obtained by PAC application (Hütsch & Schubert, 2018, 2021). 
Concomitantly, an increase in water- use efficiency for the time 
around silking was achieved. This time span is particularly important 
for kernel setting, as water limitation during flowering can cause ker-
nel abortion making an efficient water use decisive to achieve high 
grain yields. However, no increases in nutrient- utilization efficien-
cies were observed after PAC application to maize plants (Hütsch 
& Schubert, 2018, 2021). Instead, among six tested cultivars, sig-
nificant decreases in nutrient- utilization efficiencies occurred for N 
and K in five and three cultivars, respectively, and no effect for P 
was recorded due to PAC application in comparison with untreated 
control plants (Hütsch & Schubert, 2021). In these studies, all plants 
received the same amount of fertilizers, although the growth of 
the PAC- treated plants was strongly reduced. These smaller plants 
showed luxurious nutrient consumption resulting in highly significant 
increases in N concentrations of grain and straw, and in P and K con-
centrations of straw compared with the untreated control (Hütsch & 
Schubert, 2021). Thus, with adjusted fertilizer supply according to 
the lower requirement of PAC- treated plants, luxurious consumption 
can probably be avoided and improvements of nutrient- utilization 
efficiencies may be expected.

For the present study, container experiments were conducted with 
the maize cultivars Galactus and Fabregas, which showed the best per-
formance among six tested cultivars with respect to improvement of 
harvest index and water- use efficiency after PAC treatment (Hütsch 
& Schubert, 2021). The plant growth regulator was applied once at an 
early growth stage (V5), and thereafter, differential NPK fertilization 
was introduced in order to obtain a nutrient supply according to the 
requirement of control plants (100% NPK), the requirement of PAC- 
treated plants (85% NPK) and a further slight decrease (78% NPK). 
Our investigations focused on the following hypotheses: Reduced 
NPK fertilizer supply according to the lower requirement of smaller, 
PAC- treated maize plants (a) prevents luxurious nutrient consumption 
by the plants, (b) has no negative impact on grain yield and its compo-
nents kernel number and kernel weight and (c) leads to improved N- , 
P-  and K- utilization efficiencies.

2  | MATERIAL S AND METHODS

2.1 | Plant cultivation, PAC application and 
measurements during growth

The experiment was conducted at the experimental station 
of the Institute of Plant Nutrition in Giessen (50°35´53.30´´N, 
8°40´1.56´´E) during the vegetation period of 2020. Maize plants 
(Zea mays L.) were cultivated according to Hütsch and Schubert 
(2018, 2021) using the container technique. One hundred and 
twenty litre plastic containers were filled with 145 kg of a Luvisol 
subsoil (loamy sand: 21.2% clay, 34.5% silt, 44.3% sand; CAL- P: 
8.9 mg P kg- 1, CAL- K: 58.3 mg K kg- 1; pH (CaCl2) 5.9 prior to liming). 
The air- dry soil was mixed with CaCO3 (2.5 g kg- 1 soil; pH (CaCl2) 
7.5 after liming) and filled into the containers in four layers: Three 
layers with 30 kg soil moistened with 3 L deionized water each, and 
a topsoil layer (approx. 0– 30 cm) which was fertilized with 40 g com-
pound fertilizer (‘Blaukorn’) per container, consisting of 4.8 g N, 2.1 g 
P, 5.6 g K, 0.5 g Mg, 2.4 g S, 0.004 g Zn and 0.008 g B. Additionally, 
0.32 g Zn, 0.16 g Cu and 0.08 g Mn were applied per container. The 
topsoil layer was moistened with 4.4 L deionized water.

On 13 May 2020, the maize cultivars Galactus and Fabregas 
were sown. Twelve days after sowing (DAS), the number of plants 
was reduced from nine to four per container, and water content was 
adjusted to 60% maximum water- holding capacity (WHC). During 
the whole vegetation period, water content was adjusted to this 
WHC by water applications at least twice daily, and water supply 
was recorded for each container. With this experimental setup, plant 
roots could exploit a rather large soil volume (120 L per container, 
soil depth 80 cm). The plants grew in a vegetation hall under natural 
light conditions. The average daily temperature during the vegeta-
tion period ranged from 12℃ to 29℃ with a mean of 21.7 ± 0.3℃. 
The containers were set up in a completely randomized design, and 
their position was changed at least once a week.

For each genotype, two treatments were set up (control and 
PAC application), which were subdivided into three fertilization re-
gimes: 100% NPK supply with additional fertilizer application (10 g 
‘Blaukorn’ per container) four times during the vegetation period, on 
June 12, June 25, July 6 and July 17. This application of in total 80 g 
‘Blaukorn’ per container is according to the requirement of maize 
plants grown under control conditions. In the two other fertilization 
regimes, this amount was reduced to 85% NPK and 78% NPK by low-
ering the supply of ‘Blaukorn’ to 6 g and 4 g, respectively, at the three 
last application dates. The macronutrients Mg and S, which are also 
contained in this compound fertilizer, were supplemented in order 
to achieve a supply similar to the 100% NPK treatment. The reduc-
tion in NPK supply to 85% and 78% was calculated as optimal and 
suboptimal dosage to the smaller PAC- treated plants according to 
our previous study (Hütsch & Schubert, 2021). The different fertil-
ization regimes were started after PAC application in order to avoid 
changes in synchronization in plant ontogenesis due to variation in 
NPK supply. As PAC is applied at a defined growth stage, the same 
application date for all maize plants is advantageous. Otherwise, 
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     |  887HÜTSCH and SCHUBERT

varying weather conditions (temperature, solar radiation) at differ-
ent dates can affect uptake and metabolism of PAC within the plants 
and impair results. With two maize cultivars, control and PAC treat-
ment, three fertilization regimes and four replicates, the experiment 
consisted of 48 containers in total.

On June 15 (33 days after sowing, DAS) between 10 and 11 a.m., 
the growth regulator PAC was applied at stage V5, when the collar 
of the 5th leaf was visible in all plants, and 4% had already reached 
V6. This early growth stage was chosen in order to achieve reduc-
tions in vegetative growth and minimize effects on generative de-
velopment. The cultivar- specific dosage of PAC was derived from 
a preliminary experiment, where five application rates (0.5, 1, 2, 3, 
4 mg active ingredient (a.i.) PAC per plant) were tested for each cul-
tivar. The lowest dosages which showed significant effects on veg-
etative plant growth were used for the container experiment, and 
which in our previous study proved to be successful with respect to 
increases in harvest index and WUEgrain (Hütsch & Schubert, 2021). 
These cultivar- specific PAC dosages per plant were 3 mg a.i. for 
Galactus and 2 mg a.i. for Fabregas. For the two dosages, 52.42 and 
34.94 mg PAC (22.9% w/w) were dissolved in 1 L of deionized water 

and poured onto the soil surface of each container, which resulted 
in the desired applications of 3.0 and 2.0 mg a.i. PAC per plant, re-
spectively. All solutions were prepared fresh in the morning of the 
application day. In order to ensure fast uptake of the chemicals by 
the plant roots, no water was applied to the containers on this day. 
The soil of the control treatment received 1 L deionized water only.

Growth stages were determined on the following dates: June 07, 10, 
14, 15, 22 and 29 (25, 28, 32, 33, 40 and 47 DAS, respectively). Plant 
height (measured from the shoot base to the tip of the longest leaf) was 
monitored on June 15, 22, 29 and July 06, 13 and 30 (33, 40, 47, 54, 61 
and 78 DAS, respectively). On 78 DAS (45 DAA, days after application of 
PAC), leaf areas were also determined by measuring length and maximal 
width of each leaf blade (leaf area = 0.5 × length × width). This date lay two 
weeks after the last differential fertilizer application and was chosen to 
indicate possible effects of NPK supply on leaf area in addition to effects 
of PAC treatment. For one week (41– 48 DAA), transpiration rates were 
calculated by dividing the consumed volume of water per plant and per 
day during this time span by the mean leaf area. The consumed water also 
included evaporative water losses, which in our previous study accounted 
for approximately 15% of total water demand (Hütsch & Schubert, 2021).

F I G U R E  1   Effect of the plant growth regulator paclobutrazol (PAC) on the development of maize cultivars Galactus and Fabregas with 
100% NPK fertilizer supply: (a) at 51 days after sowing (DAS) and 18 days after PAC application (DAA), (b) and (c) at 47 DAS (14 DAA); and at 
83 DAS (50 DAA) with 100%, 85% and 78% NPK supply to (d) Galactus and (e) Fabregas; PAC dosage per plant: Galactus 3 mg a.i., Fabregas 
2 mg a.i. [Colour figure can be viewed at wileyonlinelibrary.com]
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Starting with July 12, production of fresh pollen and start of silk-
ing was recorded for each plant daily in the morning until July 23. 
From these data, the duration of pollen production and the anthesis- 
silking interval ASI (start silking minus start pollen production) were 
determined. For better comparisons of grain yield per plant and of 
yield components, such as kernel weight and kernel number per cob, 

tillers had been removed immediately after appearance. Axillary 
branches were not produced. Additional cobs on the main culm were 
not removed, as the effect of PAC application on this trait was eval-
uated. Start of senescence (yellowing of older leaves, appearance of 
red- coloured culms) was also recorded. Pesticides against European 
corn borer and aphids were applied when required.

2.2 | Harvest and analyses of plant material

For each maize cultivar, treatment and fertilization rate four con-
tainers with four plants each were harvested at physiological 
maturity 138 and 139 DAS (September 28 and 29). Plant height, 
straw dry mass per container, cob dry mass per plant, cob length, 
maximal cob diameter (measured at cob base), number of kernel 
rows per cob, kernel dry mass (80℃ drying), kernel number per 
cob and individual kernel weight were determined after harvest. 
Barren cobs were added to the straw material, which also included 
the rachis. The dried straw and grain material were milled to fine 
powder and dry- ashed. Potassium concentrations were deter-
mined using atomic absorption spectrometry, and P concentrations 
were determined colorimetrically. Total N concentrations were 
measured using an elementar analyser (Unicube® trace, Elementar 
Analysensysteme GmbH, Langenselbold, Germany). Sample diges-
tion was carried out via catalytic combustion at a temperature 
of 950℃, with the nitrogen- containing components in the sam-
ple forming N2, which was measured with thermal conductivity 
detection.

The nutrient concentrations are given as mg nutrient g- 1 dry mat-
ter. For the determination of the nutrient content per plant, which 
reflects net nutrient uptake of the above- ground biomass, the con-
centrations were multiplied by the corresponding plant dry weights.

2.3 | Calculation of efficiency parameters and 
statistical analysis

Harvest index (HI), water- use efficiency of grain (WUEgrain), nutrient- 
utilization efficiency of grain (nutrient UtEgrain) and nutrient- harvest 

index (nutrient- HI) were calculated according to the following 
equations:

Means ±standard errors (SE) were calculated from four replicates 
per growth regulator treatment, fertilizer supply and maize cultivar. 
After two- way ANOVA (factors: growth regulator treatment and 
fertilizer supply) using Rstudio, multiple comparisons of means were 
conducted following adjustment with the Tukey test. Statistically 
significant differences are indicated with different letters (p ≤ 5%). 
Differences between the two cultivars were not statistically eval-
uated, as they had received different amounts of the plant growth 
regulator.

3  | RESULTS

For each cultivar, firstly, the effects of PAC treatment in comparison 
with the untreated control are described, and secondly, differences 
due to reduced fertilizer supply are evaluated for control and PAC 
treatment, respectively. Individual effects of fertilization rates on 
control or PAC- treated plants of one cultivar are named as follows: 
for example Galactus- PAC- 100%NPK, which means the 100% NPK 
supply to PAC treatment of cultivar Galactus. Occasionally observed 
significant differences between control and PAC treatment with dif-
ferent fertilizer rates are not explicitly mentioned in the text.

3.1 | Vegetative plant growth and development, and 
time of flowering

Culm elongation growth of the two maize cultivars was consider-
ably decreased at 18 days after application (18 DAA) of PAC with 
stronger effects on Galactus than on Fabregas, mainly resulting from 
the higher PAC dosage to Galactus (Figure 1a). At 14 DAA, plant de-
velopment was significantly retarded due to PAC treatment, which 
can be demonstrated with the lower growth stage and reduced plant 
height in comparison with the control plants (Table 1). The different 
intensity of growth retardation of the two cultivars can also be seen 
in Figure 1b and 1c: Galactus showed a stronger decrease in inter-
node length between the 5th and 7th leaf (V5 and V7) in compari-
son with Fabregas, and in Galactus the collar of the 8th leaf was not 
yet visible, whereas this growth stage had already been reached by 

(1)
HI = Grainyield∕Total above − groundbiomassatphysiologicalmaturity

(2)WUEgrain = Graindrymatter∕Totalwaterconsumption

(3)WUEgrainduringsilking = Graindrymatter∕waterconsumptionduring4weeks around silking (silking ± 2weeks)

(4)NutrientUtEgrain = Graindrymatter∕Nutrient contentof total above − ground biomass at physiologicalmaturity

(5)Nutrient − HI = Grainnutrient content∕Nutrient cotentof total above − ground biomass at physiological maturity.

 1439037x, 2021, 5, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/jac.12521 by C

ochrane G
erm

any, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [21/11/2022]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense



     |  889HÜTSCH and SCHUBERT

TA
B

LE
 1

 
Pl

an
t g

ro
w

th
 s

ta
ge

 a
t 1

4 
D

A
A

 (d
ay

s 
af

te
r a

pp
lic

at
io

n 
of

 th
e 

pl
an

t g
ro

w
th

 re
gu

la
to

r p
ac

lo
bu

tr
az

ol
, P

AC
), 

pl
an

t h
ei

gh
t a

t 1
4,

 2
1,

 2
8 

an
d 

45
 D

A
A

, l
ea

f a
re

a 
at

 4
5 

D
A

A
, a

nd
 

tr
an

sp
ira

tio
n 

ra
te

 (c
al

cu
la

te
d 

fo
r t

he
 ti

m
es

pa
n 

41
 to

 4
8 

D
A

A
) o

f t
w

o 
m

ai
ze

 c
ul

tiv
ar

s 
un

de
r c

on
tr

ol
 c

on
di

tio
ns

 a
nd

 a
ft

er
 a

pp
lic

at
io

n 
of

 P
AC

, w
ith

 d
ec

re
as

in
g 

fe
rt

ili
ze

r s
up

pl
y

M
ai

ze
 c

ul
tiv

ar
Fe

rt
ili

ze
r s

up
pl

y
Tr

ea
tm

en
t

G
ro

w
th

 s
ta

ge
 

(V
- s

ta
ge

)
Pl

an
t h

ei
gh

t (
cm

)
Le

af
 a

re
a 

(c
m

2  
pl

an
t−1

)
Tr

an
sp

ira
tio

n 
ra

te
 

(m
L 

cm
- 2

 d
−1

)

14
 D

A
A

14
 D

A
A

21
 D

A
A

28
 D

A
A

45
 D

A
A

45
 D

A
A

41
 to

 4
8 

D
A

A

G
al

ac
tu

s
10

0%
 N

PK
C

on
tr

ol
8.

6 
±

 0
.2

 a
17

6 
±

 3
 a

22
0 

±
 4

 a
25

7 
±

 5
 a

29
6 

±
 2

 a
4,

03
9 

±
 1

24
 a

0.
21

9 
±

 0
.0

06
 a

PA
C

7.
3 

±
 0

.2
 c

13
8 

±
 2

 b
15

1 
±

 3
 b

17
4 

±
 5

 b
22

3 
±

 5
 b

4,
27

2 
±

 7
8 

a
0.

14
9 

±
 0

.0
08

 c

85
%

 N
PK

C
on

tr
ol

8.
5 

±
 0

.2
 a

17
9 

±
 5

 a
22

1 
±

 6
 a

25
9 

±
 7

 a
29

5 
±

 3
 a

3,
98

5 
±

 3
3 

a
0.

20
3 

±
 0

.0
11

 a

PA
C

7.
5 

±
 0

.2
 b

c
13

9 
±

 2
 b

15
2 

±
 3

 b
17

7 
±

 5
 b

22
3 

±
 4

 b
4,

04
3 

±
 1

52
 a

0.
15

9 
±

 0
.0

04
 b

c

78
%

 N
PK

C
on

tr
ol

8.
4 

±
 0

.1
 a

b
17

7 
±

 6
 a

21
7 

±
 4

 a
25

4 
±

 3
 a

30
0 

±
 2

 a
3,

88
0 

±
 1

21
 a

0.
19

2 
±

 0
.0

12
 a

b

PA
C

7.
2 

±
 0

.3
 c

13
4 

±
 3

 b
14

5 
±

 3
 b

16
6 

±
 5

 b
21

2 
±

 5
 b

4,
06

6 
±

 1
23

 a
0.

15
9 

±
 0

.0
08

 b
c

Fa
br

eg
as

10
0%

 N
PK

C
on

tr
ol

8.
3 

±
 0

.0
 A

BC
17

3 
±

 1
 A

21
6 

±
 5

 A
26

4 
±

 3
 A

30
4 

±
 4

 A
3,

36
4 

±
 9

0 
A

0.
21

7 
±

 0
.0

04
 

A
BC

PA
C

8.
0 

±
 0

.1
 B

C
14

8 
±

 1
 B

18
5 

±
 2

 B
22

1 
±

 2
 B

27
3 

±
 5

 B
3,

70
2 

±
 1

60
 A

0.
19

6 
±

 0
.0

07
 B

C

85
%

 N
PK

C
on

tr
ol

8.
6 

±
 0

.3
 A

17
8 

±
 2

 A
22

8 
±

 4
 A

27
0 

±
 4

 A
31

3 
±

 6
 A

3,
67

1 
±

 5
4 

A
0.

22
9 

±
 0

.0
13

 A

PA
C

7.
9 

±
 0

.1
 C

15
1 

±
 4

 B
18

6 
±

 5
 B

22
4 

±
 7

 B
26

9 
±

 8
 B

3,
62

8 
±

 6
4 

A
0.

18
8 

±
 0

.0
03

 C

78
%

 N
PK

C
on

tr
ol

8.
5 

±
 0

.1
 A

B
18

5 
±

 4
 A

23
2 

±
 2

 A
27

1 
±

 4
 A

31
0 

±
 3

 A
3,

67
1 

±
 4

4 
A

0.
22

4 
±

 0
.0

05
 A

B

PA
C

7.
9 

±
 0

.1
 C

14
5 

±
 3

 B
18

3 
±

 3
 B

22
5 

±
 4

 B
27

3 
±

 4
 B

3,
67

0 
±

 7
1 

A
0.

20
5 

±
 0

.0
07

 
A

BC

N
ot

e:
 D

at
a 

sh
ow

 m
ea

ns
 o

f f
ou

r r
ep

lic
at

es
 ±

SE
; s

ig
ni

fic
an

t d
iff

er
en

ce
s 

(p
 ≤

 5
%

) w
ith

in
 e

ac
h 

cu
lti

va
r a

re
 in

di
ca

te
d 

by
 s

m
al

l (
G

al
ac

tu
s)

 o
r c

ap
ita

l l
et

te
rs

 (F
ab

re
ga

s)
. P

AC
 d

os
ag

e 
pe

r p
la

nt
: G

al
ac

tu
s 

3 
m

g 
a.

i.;
 

Fa
br

eg
as

 2
 m

g 
a.

i.

 1439037x, 2021, 5, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/jac.12521 by C

ochrane G
erm

any, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [21/11/2022]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense



890  |     HÜTSCH and SCHUBERT

Fabregas at 14 DAA (Figure 1b and 1c). Fertilizer supply had no sig-
nificant effect on growth stage and plant height (Table 1; Figure 1d 
and 1e). The strongest reduction in plant height was obtained at 14 
DAA for Fabregas (17% on average), and one week later at 21 DAA 
for Galactus (32% on average). Shortly after flowering, at 45 DAA, 
the final plant height was reached, and the growth reduction due to 
PAC application in comparison with the control had become smaller 
(12% and 26% on average for Fabregas and Galactus, respectively), 
pointing to an alleviated inhibition by PAC (Table 1). In addition, 
the height of cob insertion was also significantly affected by PAC 
treatment with average reductions of 23% and 53% for Fabregas 
and Galactus, respectively (not shown), and was thus stronger than 
maximal decreases in plant height.

At 45 DAA, no effect of PAC treatment or fertilizer supply on 
total leaf area was observed (Table 1). In all treatments, Galactus had 
higher leaf areas than Fabregas. Shortly after flowering, during ker-
nel setting (41– 48 DAA), the transpiration rates were significantly 
reduced due to PAC treatment, namely for Galactus with 100% and 
85% NPK supply, and for Fabregas with 85% NPK supply (Table 1). 
These smaller transpiration rates were solely caused by significant 
reductions in water consumption of the PAC- treated plants, which 
ranged between 19% and 28% during the considered time period 
(not shown). The different fertilizer supply showed no significant ef-
fects on transpiration rates (Table 1).

Tillers were only produced by three plants of cultivar Galactus. 
They occurred prior to PAC treatment at 25 DAS and were immedi-
ately removed after detection.

For both maize cultivars, pollen production started between 63 
and 64 DAS and was unaffected by PAC treatment and fertilizer sup-
ply (Table 2). The duration of pollen production ranged between 5 

and 7 days and also showed no significant differences. Start of silk-
ing was delayed by only 1– 2 days (anthesis- silking interval, ASI) with 
no significant effects of PAC application and fertilizer supply. The 
ASI values were calculated with the four replicates, then means and 
SE were determined; thus, in some instances, these values slightly 
deviate from the differences between the means of start of silking 
and pollen production, respectively (Table 2).

3.2 | Senescence, yield determinants and 
harvest index

Two weeks after anthesis, in both cultivars, older leaves of the con-
trol treatment with 78% NPK supply showed chloroses and start-
ing necroses, and the culm basis of Galactus began to turn red (83 
DAS, Figure 1d and 1e). Similar but less pronounced effects were 
observed in the control plants with 85% NPK supply. The first symp-
toms of senescence on PAC- treated plants were observed about one 
week later. At harvest (physiological maturity), a few PAC- treated 
Galactus plants still showed some greenish colour of the youngest 
leaves, yet the cobs had already reached maturity.

At maturity, almost all plants had produced only one kernel- 
carrying cob (Figure 2). An exception occurred in the PAC treat-
ment of Galactus- 85%NPK, where one plant had developed seven 
cobs at one node, and apart from one barren cob, they were in-
fested by corn smut and had to be removed six weeks before har-
vest. Multiple cobs at one node were also produced on a plant of 
Galactus- PAC- 100%NPK (three with cob smut) and of Fabregas- 
Control- 100%NPK (no cob smut), respectively, although only one 
cob each set kernels. These two cobs were not included in further 

TA B L E  2   Start and duration of pollen production, start of silking and anthesis- silking interval (ASI; start silking minus start pollen 
production) of two maize cultivars under control conditions and after application of the plant growth regulator paclobutrazol (PAC), with 
decreasing fertilizer supply; DAS = days after sowing

Maize cultivar Fertilizer supply Treatment

Pollen production Silking
Anthesis- Silking 
Interval

Start (DAS) Duration (d) Start (DAS) ASI (d)

Galactus 100% NPK Control 63.0 ± 0.2 a 5.8 ± 0.4 a 64.3 ± 0.2 a 1.3 ± 0.2 a

PAC 63.0 ± 0.6 a 6.3 ± 0.3 a 64.0 ± 0.6 a 1.0 ± 0.2 a

85% NPK Control 63.3 ± 0.4 a 5.5 ± 0.3 a 64.3 ± 0.3 a 1.0 ± 0.2 a

PAC 63.0 ± 0.5 a 6.7 ± 0.4 a 64.0 ± 0.5 a 0.9 ± 0.2 a

78% NPK Control 63.8 ± 0.8 a 5.3 ± 0.4 a 65.1 ± 0.5 a 1.4 ± 0.5 a

PAC 62.6 ± 0.8 a 6.5 ± 0.3 a 63.7 ± 0.9 a 1.1 ± 0.3 a

Fabregas 100% NPK Control 63.2 ± 0.4 A 6.1 ± 0.4 A 63.9 ± 0.4 A 0.7 ± 0.1 A

PAC 63.3 ± 0.5 A 5.4 ± 0.4 A 64.9 ± 0.5 A 1.6 ± 0.4 A

85% NPK Control 63.5 ± 0.6 A 5.4 ± 0.2 A 63.9 ± 0.6 A 0.4 ± 0.2 A

PAC 63.3 ± 0.4 A 6.2 ± 0.4 A 64.4 ± 0.1 A 1.1 ± 0.4 A

78% NPK Control 63.4 ± 0.8 A 5.7 ± 0.6 A 64.5 ± 0.8 A 1.1 ± 0.2 A

PAC 64.2 ± 0.1 A 5.3 ± 0.4 A 65.0 ± 0.3 A 0.8 ± 0.2 A

Note: Data show means of four replicates ±SE; significant differences (p ≤ 5%) within each cultivar are indicated by small (Galactus) or capital letters 
(Fabregas). PAC dosage per plant: Galactus 3 mg a.i.; Fabregas 2 mg a.i.
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analyses, as their grain yield lay well below the other three treat-
ment replicates. Galactus control plants with 100% NPK generally 
showed good kernel development over the entire cob (Figure 2). 
With reduced fertilizer supply, however, kernel abortion in the 
apical part of the cobs occurred more frequently. In the PAC 
treatment, the cobs were shorter and distinct kernel abortion was 
observed with 78% NPK supply. In Fabregas, the best cob devel-
opment obviously occurred in the control plants with 85% NPK, 
whereas the cobs with 100% and 78% NPK supply showed ker-
nel abortion at their tips. In the PAC treatment, reduction in cob 
length was only visible with 85% NPK, whereas apical kernel abor-
tion was more pronounced in all fertilization rates in comparison 
with control plants (Figure 2).

The grain yield of cultivar Galactus was significantly decreased 
due to PAC application with reductions between 13% and 20% in 
comparison with the control (Figure 3a). In addition, gradual grain 
yield decreases in Galactus in control and PAC- treated plants were 
caused by stepwise reduction in NPK supply. For cultivar Fabregas, 
the picture is different: PAC treatment showed no effect on grain 
yield, and significant reductions due to less NPK supply were only 
observed between 100% NPK and 78% NPK of PAC- treated plants 
(Figure 3a). The straw yield of Galactus was significantly reduced 
by 27– 32% in the PAC treatment, whereas fertilizer supply showed 
no effect on straw yield (Figure 3b). For Fabregas, a significant re-
duction in straw yield by 20% was observed due to PAC treatment 
only with 85% NPK application, and the different fertilization had 

also no effect on straw yield (Figure 3b). The harvest index could 
be improved due to PAC treatment in all NPK rates of both culti-
vars, although the difference to the control was only significant 
for Galactus- 85%NPK, where an increase of 10% was obtained 
(Figure 3c). In addition, with t test for each fertilizer step separately, 
significant increases in harvest index by PAC application were also 
obtained in Galactus- 100%NPK and Fabregas- 85%NPK. Different 
fertilizer supply had no impact on the harvest index (Figure 3c).

For cultivar Galactus, PAC treatment caused significant de-
creases in kernel number, which lay in the range of 16– 21% 
(Figure 4a). A significant smaller kernel number due to less fertil-
izer supply was only observed between 100% NPK and 78% NPK 
of the Galactus control treatment. For cultivar Fabregas, only for 
85% NPK a significant decrease in kernel number was observed due 
to PAC treatment, whereas reduced fertilizer supply had no effect 
(Figure 4a). Kernel weight of Galactus was affected neither by PAC 
treatment nor by different fertilizer supply, which was also true for 
Fabregas with one exception (significant decrease in kernel weight 
between 100% NPK and 78% NPK of the PAC treatment; Figure 4b). 
The cobs of the Galactus control plants with 100% NPK were char-
acterized by a higher kernel number and rather small kernels as com-
pared to Fabregas (Figure 4a and 4b). Effects of PAC treatment and 
fertilizer supply on cob length were closely related to variations in 
kernel number (Figure 4c versus Figure 4a). For Galactus, cobs were 
significantly shorter due to PAC treatment and due to the reduction 
in fertilizer supply to 78% NPK (Figure 4c). For Fabregas, a significant 

F I G U R E  2   Effect of the plant growth regulator paclobutrazol (PAC) and differential fertilizer supply (100%, 85%, 78% NPK) on cob 
development of maize cultivars Galactus and Fabregas at maturity (at 138/139 days after sowing (DAS) and 105/106 days after PAC 
application (DAA); PAC dosage per plant: Galactus 3 mg a.i., Fabregas 2 mg a.i. [Colour figure can be viewed at wileyonlinelibrary.com]
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difference in cob length was only observed after PAC treatment 
combined with 85% NPK supply (Figure 4c). Galactus showed sig-
nificant decreases also in cob diameter, which were caused by PAC 
treatment and fertilizer supply, whereas no effects on cob diameter 
were observed for Fabregas (Figure 4d). In both cultivars, the num-
ber of kernel rows per cob was 15.9 ± 0.1 (SE) on average and unaf-
fected by PAC treatment and fertilizer supply (not shown).

3.3 | Water consumption and water- use 
efficiency (WUE)

For cultivar Galactus, PAC treatment significantly reduced total 
water consumption by 15% to 17% in comparison with the control 

plants (Table 3). In addition, maize plants with 78% NPK supply con-
sumed significantly less water than with 100% NPK. A significant 
decrease in water consumption of PAC- treated Fabregas plants was 
only observed with 85% NPK supply. The reduced fertilizer applica-
tion did not affect total water consumption of Fabregas (Table 3).

When WUEgrain was calculated with the total amount of con-
sumed water, no significant changes were observed after PAC ap-
plication to Galactus and Fabregas (Table 3). In contrast, WUEgrain 
decreased significantly with reduced fertilizer supply to both cul-
tivars. If the grain yield was related to water consumption during 
four weeks around silking, positive effects of PAC were observed 
in both cultivars with significant increases of 16% in the two 
highest fertilization rates of Galactus (100% and 85% NPK). For 
Galactus- PAC, WUEgrain during silking was significantly decreased 

F I G U R E  3   Grain dry matter yield (a), 
straw dry matter yield (b) and harvest 
index (c) of two maize cultivars under 
control conditions and after application of 
the plant growth regulator paclobutrazol 
(PAC), with decreasing fertilizer supply; 
data show means of four replicates ±SE; 
significant differences (p ≤ 5%) within 
each cultivar are indicated by small 
(Galactus) or capital letters (Fabregas). 
PAC dosage per plant: Galactus 3 mg a.i.; 
Fabregas 2 mg a.i.
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in 78% NPK in comparison to 100% NPK, and in Fabregas, this was 
true for control and PAC treatment (Table 3).

3.4 | Nutrient concentrations, contents and 
utilization efficiencies

In the present growth regulator experiment, the maize plants were 
supplied with various amounts of NPK fertilizer. In Figure 5, the N, 
P and K concentrations in grain and straw dry matter are combined 
for cultivars Galactus and Fabregas, grown under control conditions 
or after PAC treatment with three fertilization rates each. PAC appli-
cation to Galactus caused significant increases in N concentrations 
of grain and straw with stronger effects in straw than in grain (on 

average 24% increase in grain and 47% in straw; Figure 5a and 5b). 
In Galactus, effects of fertilizer supply were only observed on grain 
N concentrations in the PAC treatment with a significant decrease in 
85% NPK in comparison to 100% NPK (Figure 5a). The grain N con-
centrations of Fabregas were unaffected by PAC treatment, whereas 
in straw a significant increase in 85% NPK was observed. Reduced 
fertilizer supply to Fabregas plants caused significant decreases in 
N concentrations of grain and straw in control and PAC treatment 
(Figure 5a and 5b).

The P concentrations in grain and straw of cultivar Galactus 
were unaffected by PAC treatment with one exception (increase in 
straw with 100% NPK; Figure 5c and 5d). Fertilizer supply did not 
affect P concentrations in grain and straw of Galactus. In Fabregas, 
growth regulator application showed differential effects on grain P 

F I G U R E  4   Kernel number (a), single 
kernel weight (b), cob length (c) and cob 
diameter (d) of two maize cultivars under 
control conditions and after application of 
the plant growth regulator paclobutrazol 
(PAC), with decreasing fertilizer supply; 
data show means of four replicates ±SE; 
significant differences (p ≤ 5%) within 
each cultivar are indicated by small 
(Galactus) or capital letters (Fabregas). 
PAC dosage per plant: Galactus 3 mg a.i.; 
Fabregas 2 mg a.i.
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concentrations, depending on NPK supply: In 100% NPK, a signifi-
cant decrease was observed; in 85% NPK, no change occurred; and in 
78% NPK, grain P concentrations increased significantly due to PAC 
treatment (Figure 5c). P concentrations in straw of Fabregas plants 
were unaffected by PAC application (Figure 5d). In the control plants 
of Fabregas, P concentrations in grain and straw decreased signifi-
cantly from the highest to the lowest fertilization rate, whereas in 
grain and straw of PAC- treated plants, fertilizer supply had no effect 
on P concentrations (Figure 5c and 5d).

For Galactus and Fabregas, PAC application and fertilizer supply 
caused only small changes in K concentrations of grain, yet in straw, 
they were strongly increased by 21% to 61% due to growth regu-
lator treatment (Figure 5e and 5f). With reduced fertilizer supply, 
the straw K concentration significantly decreased in the control of 
Fabregas and in the PAC treatment of both cultivars (Figure 5f).

Overall, increases in N, P and K concentrations caused by PAC 
application were much more pronounced in straw than in grain. In 
Fabregas, in most cases, a clear trend of decreasing nutrient con-
centrations with declining fertilizer supply was observed, whereas in 
Galactus, this was rarely true (Figure 5).

The N, P and K contents per total above- ground biomass of 
one plant are shown in Table 4 for both maize cultivars. The con-
tents of all three nutrients were mostly unaffected by application 
of PAC. Only, Galactus- 85%NPK and Fabregas- 100%NPK showed 
a significant decrease in P content after PAC treatment. However, 
the total nutrient contents were strongly related to fertilizer supply 
with mostly significant decreases due to reductions in NPK applica-
tion. Particularly, the total N content in control and PAC treatment 
of both cultivars mirrored the stepwise declining N fertilization rate 
very well (Table 4). Because in Galactus the N concentrations in grain 

and straw were mostly unaffected by fertilizer rate (Figure 5a and 
5b), decreases in N content are caused by declining grain and straw 
yields (Figure 3a and 3b). Yield reductions in the PAC treatment re-
sulted in higher N concentrations, leading to similar N contents and 
thus N uptake of the shoot in comparison with the control plants 
(Table 4). In Fabregas, decreasing shoot N uptake due to reduced 
fertilizer supply relies on both, decreasing N concentrations in grain 
and straw (Figure 5a and 5b) and decreasing grain yields (Figure 3a).

The N- , P-  and K- utilization efficiencies of grain of both culti-
vars were not improved by PAC application (one exception: PUtEgrain, 
Fabregas- 100%NPK; Figure 6a, 6c, 6e). Instead, Galactus showed signif-
icant reductions in NUtEgrain and KUtEgrain and no effect in PUtEgrain due 
to PAC treatment, and effects of reduced fertilizer supply on nutrient- 
utilization efficiencies were rarely observed. In contrast, PAC applica-
tion to Fabregas had no effect on N- , P-  and K- utilization efficiencies 
in most cases, whereas with reduced fertilization rate, an increase in 
NUtEgrain and PUtEgrain of control plants and in NUtEgrain of PAC- treated 
plants was obtained (Figure 6a and 6c). In Fabregas, KUtEgrain was unaf-
fected by PAC treatment and fertilizer supply (Figure 6e).

The nutrient- harvest indices, which give the percentage of nu-
trient content in grain to total nutrient content of the above- ground 
biomass, are shown in Figure 6 as well. In Galactus and Fabregas, NHI 
and PHI were unaffected by PAC treatment and fertilizer supply (one 
exception: PHI, Fabregas- 78%NPK; Figure 6b and 6d). KHI was sig-
nificantly decreased due to PAC application, namely in all fertilization 
rates of Galactus and in Fabregas- 100%NPK (Figure 6f). Thus, as the 
total K content was similar in control and PAC- treated plants (Table 4), 
at maturity less K had been retained in grain after PAC application in 
comparison with the control. In both cultivars, the fertilizer rate itself 
showed no significant effect on KHI (Figure 6f).

TA B L E  3   Total water consumption, water- use efficiency WUEgrain calculated with total water consumed, WUEgrain calculated with water 
consumed during silking (± 2 weeks) of two maize cultivars under control conditions and after application of the plant growth regulator 
paclobutrazol (PAC), with decreasing fertilizer supply

Maize cultivar
Fertilizer 
supply Treatment

Total water consumption 
(L plant−1)

WUEgrain (g L- 1) (Grain- DM/
Total water consumption)

WUEgrain (g L- 1) (Grain- DM/
Water consumption silking)

Galactus 100% NPK Control 46.4 ± 0.5 a 2.81 ± 0.01 a 7.24 ± 0.13 bc

PAC 39.7 ± 0.8 cd 2.78 ± 0.04 ab 8.41 ± 0.18 a

85% NPK Control 44.1 ± 0.3 ab 2.58 ± 0.06 bcd 6.61 ± 0.30 c

PAC 37.4 ± 1.0 de 2.66 ± 0.05 abc 7.69 ± 0.21 ab

78% NPK Control 42.4 ± 0.8 bc 2.51 ± 0.06 cd 6.41 ± 0.17 c

PAC 35.2 ± 0.7 e 2.40 ± 0.03 d 6.84 ± 0.09 bc

Fabregas 100% NPK Control 42.8 ± 0.9 AB 2.78 ± 0.11 AB 7.57 ± 0.43 AB

PAC 43.3 ± 0.9 AB 2.80 ± 0.05 A 7.84 ± 0.25 A

85% NPK Control 46.0 ± 0.5 A 2.48 ± 0.05 BC 6.39 ± 0.17 BC

PAC 42.2 ± 0.7 B 2.55 ± 0.05 ABC 7.11 ± 0.34 ABC

78% NPK Control 44.7 ± 0.8 AB 2.40 ± 0.01 C 5.79 ± 0.17 C

PAC 42.1 ± 0.4 B 2.47 ± 0.09 C 6.26 ± 0.38 BC

Note: Data show means of four replicates ±SE; significant differences (p ≤ 5%) within each cultivar are indicated by small (Galactus) or capital letters 
(Fabregas). PAC dosage per plant: Galactus 3 mg a.i.; Fabregas 2 mg a.i.
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     |  895HÜTSCH and SCHUBERT

4  | DISCUSSION

Although in the present study, which was conducted in 2020, 
Galactus and Fabregas received the same PAC dosages as in 2019 
(3 mg a.i. and 2 mg a.i. PAC, respectively; Hütsch & Schubert, 2021), 
Galactus showed stronger and Fabregas weaker PAC effects than in 
2019. Thus, for several parameters, the effects of PAC and in some 
cases also of fertilizer supply have to be discussed separately for the 
two maize cultivars.

4.1 | Reduced fertilizer supply did not prevent 
luxurious nutrient consumption of PAC- treated 
Galactus plants resulting in increased concentrations 
in straw and grain

For both cultivars, the N, P and K contents and thus uptake of the 
total above- ground biomass were in most cases similar in control and 

PAC- treated plants and decreased stepwise with reduced fertilizer 
supply (Table 4). In Galactus, this resulted in significant increases in 
grain N concentrations and in N and K concentrations of straw, which 
were mainly caused by PAC application and not by fertilizer supply 
(Figure 5a, 5b, 5f). Even, reduction to 78% NPK did not affect nutri-
tional status of Galactus plants at maturity. Thus, the PAC- treated 
plants showed again luxurious nutrient consumption resulting in a 
nutritional status above the control plants. The increases in N and K 
concentrations of straw mirror very well the reduced straw yield after 
PAC treatment (Figure 3b), where the same amount of nutrients is 
allocated to a smaller biomass. In addition, for Galactus also the grain 
yield decreased significantly due to PAC application in comparison 
with the control (Figure 3a), leading to significantly increased grain N 
concentrations (Figure 5a). The grain yield reductions in PAC- treated 
Galactus plants were solely due to significant decreases in kernel 
number, whereas kernel weight was unaffected (Figure 4a and 4b).

According to Jacobs & Pearson (1991), maize kernel number is a 
function of (1) rate and duration of differentiation of spikelets with 

F I G U R E  5   Nitrogen (N) concentrations in grain (a) and straw (b), phosphorus (P) concentrations in grain (c) and straw (d) and potassium 
(K) concentrations in grain (e) and straw (f) of two maize cultivars under control conditions and after application of the plant growth regulator 
paclobutrazol (PAC), with decreasing fertilizer supply; data show means of four replicates ±SE; significant differences (p ≤ 5%) within each 
cultivar are indicated by small (Galactus) or capital letters (Fabregas). PAC dosage per plant: Galactus 3 mg a.i.; Fabregas 2 mg a.i.
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florets, (2) fertilization of the florets, which requires synchroniza-
tion of pollen shed and silking, and (3) kernel abortion after floret 
fertilization. Spikelet primordia (potential kernels) are formed fol-
lowing floral initiation. The number of spikelets formed on an ear is 
the primary determinant of potential yield as it sets the upper limit 
for the number of kernels per plant (Jacobs & Pearson, 1992). Floret 
initiations start at the 9- leaf stage (approximately V5), during early 
vegetative growth, and last for about 5– 10 days (Zhao et al., 2021). 
Thus, start of floret initiation coincided with the time of PAC appli-
cation in our study. According to Zhao et al. (2021), after application 
of plant growth retardants, frequently observed reductions in cob 
size and kernel number and thus grain yield, are related to applica-
tion time. In their investigations, ethephon applied at the floret ini-
tiation period suppressed floret development and reduced cob size 
and potential kernel number. With delayed application time, floret 
initiation was protected and grain yield increased compared with 
the untreated control, mainly due to an increased kernel number 
per cob (Zhao et al., 2021). Because PAC and ethylene, the active 
ingredient of ethephon, both hamper culm elongation growth, ef-
fects of ethylene on maize plants are possibly applicable to PAC. 
However, in order to prove this assumption, further investigations 
are necessary.

In both maize cultivars, PAC treatment did not diminish syn-
chronization of pollen shed and appearance of silks and, therefore, 
showed no difference in ASI (anthesis- silking interval) in all NPK 
dosages (Table 2). Also in our previous study, ASI was not extended 
by PAC and proper pollination and floret fertilization were assumed 
(Hütsch & Schubert, 2021). Thus, impeded fertilization of develop-
ing kernels as second reason for decreased kernel number can be 
excluded. Thirdly, after pollination and fertilization enhanced kernel 
abortion was frequently observed, particularly in the apical part of 
the maize cob in response to stress factors such as water deficits and 

salinity (Hütsch et al., 2015; Jung et al., 2017; Mueller et al., 2019; 
Oury et al., 2016; Schubert et al., 2009; Setter & Parra, 2010; Turc 
& Tardieu, 2018). Even under optimal growth conditions, only ap-
proximately 80% of initiated florets finally develop into kernels at 
maturity (Jacobs & Pearson, 1991). PAC treatment favoured kernel 
abortion at the cob tip of Fabregas, and for Galactus, this was ob-
served with 78% NPK (Figure 2). Therefore, the main reason for the 
significantly reduced grain yield of Galactus after PAC application 
was presumably a diminished floret initiation resulting in smaller 
numbers of potential kernels.

In contrast to Galactus, for Fabregas, no significant effect of PAC 
on grain N concentrations was observed in comparison with the con-
trol (Figure 5a). Similarly, no significant differences in grain yield and 
kernel number (one exception: 85% NPK) occurred between control 
and PAC treatment (Figures 3a, 4a). Thus, similar N uptake (Table 4) 
combined with no changes in grain yield resulted in similar grain 
N concentrations and no luxurious nutrient consumption in PAC- 
treated Fabregas plants.

4.2 | Reduced fertilizer supply negatively affected 
grain yield of both, control and PAC- treated 
maize plants

Decreases in grain yield of control plants due to NPK supply below 
the optimal dosage, namely with 85% and 78% NPK, were observed 
for both cultivars and had to be expected (Figure 3a). In Galactus 
control plants, cob length, cob diameter and kernel number were sig-
nificantly decreased with 78% NPK in comparison to 100% and 85% 
NPK supply, whereas kernel weight was unchanged (Figure 4a– 4d). 
N deficiency during the production of spikelet primordia or during 
kernel setting could have contributed to the reduced kernel number 

TA B L E  4   Nitrogen (N), phosphorus (P) and potassium (K) contents in grain plus straw of two maize cultivars under control conditions and 
after application of the plant growth regulator paclobutrazol (PAC), with decreasing fertilizer supply

Maize cultivar Fertilizer supply Treatment

Total nutrient content (grain +straw) (mg plant−1)

N P K

Galactus 100% NPK Control 1,914 ± 18 a 304.2 ± 9.3 a 2,168 ± 23 ab

PAC 2,027 ± 57 a 280.0 ± 9.5 ab 2,236 ± 53 a

85% NPK Control 1,618 ± 22 b 274.0 ± 5.4 ab 1,999 ± 9 bc

PAC 1,633 ± 18 b 232.4 ± 11.0 c 1,879 ± 59 cd

78% NPK Control 1,456 ± 23 c 244.5 ± 5.5 bc 1,864 ± 40 cd

PAC 1,512 ± 16 bc 209.3 ± 5.9 c 1,758 ± 41 d

Fabregas 100% NPK Control 2,035 ± 34 A 346.5 ± 13.1 A 2,085 ± 73 A

PAC 1,988 ± 31 A 279.5 ± 5.2 B 2,097 ± 65 A

85% NPK Control 1,684 ± 18 B 289.9 ± 10.4 B 1,973 ± 18 AB

PAC 1,657 ± 9 B 253.4 ± 10.3 BC 1,988 ± 58 AB

78% NPK Control 1,516 ± 24 C 220.0 ± 12.9 C 1,834 ± 33 B

PAC 1,493 ± 53 C 261.4 ± 5.2 BC 1,942 ± 42 AB

Note: Data show means of four replicates ±SE; significant differences (p ≤ 5%) within each cultivar are indicated by small (Galactus) or capital letters 
(Fabregas). PAC dosage per plant: Galactus 3 mg a.i.; Fabregas 2 mg a.i.
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per plant with the lowest fertilizer application rate. Aborted kernels 
at the cob tips occurred more frequently with 78% NPK than with the 
two higher fertilizer dosages (Figure 2). These results are in agree-
ment with studies of Jacobs & Pearson (1991, 1992), who found that 
an increase in grain yield per plant with increased N fertilizer was 
mainly due to a rise in kernel number with no change in individual 
kernel weight. In contrast to Galactus, the control plants of Fabregas 
showed only small reductions in grain yield due to decreased NPK 
supply (Figure 3a).

However, also in the PAC treatment, a stepwise decrease in 
grain yield occurred with reduced fertilizer supply, which was par-
ticularly pronounced for Galactus (Figure 3a). This fertilizer effect 
on grain yield was not related to kernel number or kernel weight, 
as in Galactus- PAC both yield components were unaffected by 
NPK supply (Figure 4a and 4b). However, between 100% and 78% 
NPK, cob length and cob diameter of Galactus decreased signifi-
cantly (Figure 4c and 4d). Like potential kernel number, cob length is 

also determined during early vegetative growth (Zhao et al., 2021). 
Considering the grain nutrient concentrations at maturity, partic-
ularly not only N deficiency but also P deficiency of PAC- treated 
Galactus plants seem to be unlikely. However, it has to be considered 
that decreases in total NPK supply by 15% and 22% were brought 
about by reductions in NPK application by 40% and 60%, respec-
tively, in the three last dosages during vegetation, starting with dif-
ferential NPK supply 10 days after PAC application. At this growth 
stage, competition between the exponentially- growing young 
leaves, which are large sinks for carbon and nitrogen assimilates, and 
the developing ears could temporarily occur. This is different to the 
time around flowering, when almost all leaves have reached their 
maximum size and function as assimilate sources, resulting in no 
source limitation, even under stress conditions (Hütsch et al., 2015; 
Jung et al., 2017).

In the PAC treatment of Fabregas, a significant decrease in 
grain yield was observed between 100% and 78% NPK (Figure 3a), 

F I G U R E  6   Nitrogen- utilization efficiency NUtEgrain (a), nitrogen- harvest index NHI (b), phosphorus- utilization efficiency PUtEgrain (c), 
phosphorus- harvest index PHI (d), potassium- utilization efficiency KUtEgrain (e) and potassium- harvest index KHI (f) of two maize cultivars 
under control conditions and after application of the plant growth regulator paclobutrazol (PAC), with decreasing fertilizer supply; data 
show means of four replicates ±SE; significant differences (p ≤ 5%) within each cultivar are indicated by small (Galactus) or capital letters 
(Fabregas). PAC dosage per plant: Galactus 3 mg a.i.; Fabregas 2 mg a.i.
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which was accompanied by a significant decrease in kernel weight 
and no effect on kernel number (Figure 4a and 4b). A lack of N can 
limit starch deposition in the endosperm of maize kernels, primarily 
through an influence on the synthesis of metabolic enzymes needed 
for starch production followed by decreased activities (Singletary & 
Below, 1990; Singletary et al., 1990). Mueller et al. (2019) also found 
a strong impact of N treatment on kernel growth and thus on final 
kernel weight.

Apart from these possibilities of N limitation of assimilation 
during early cob development and grain filling, N also functions as 
a signal, triggering widespread modifications in gene expression, 
enzyme activities and metabolite contents (Sakakibara et al., 2006). 
One signalling route depends on nitrate itself and one uses cytokinin 
as a messenger. The nitrate- specific signal regulates a wide variety 
of metabolic processes including cytokinin biosynthesis. Among all 
plant nutrients, N has the most prominent influence on the produc-
tion of cytokinins in roots and export to the shoots. The synthesis 
and export of cytokinins are also affected by P and K supply, although 
this effect is somewhat less prominent than in the case of N (Horgan 
& Wareing, 1980; Salama & Wareing, 1979). Cytokinins primarily en-
hance cell division and cell expansion, both are prerequisites for ear 
development and floral initiation early in plant ontogenesis. Levels of 
gibberellins can also be modulated by N nutrition, whereby the ef-
fects of N are presumably indirect. Main sites of GA synthesis are the 
shoot apex and the expanding leaves. N supply favours growth rate of 
shoots and thus indirectly also GA synthesis (Marschner, 1995). Low 
N conditions suppressed the production of gibberellins as compared 
to sufficient N (Wang et al., 2020). Thus, in the PAC treatment, the 
inhibition of GA biosynthesis could have been strengthened with re-
duced N application in the 85% and 78% NPK supply.

4.3 | With reduced fertilizer supply, the N- , P-  and 
K- utilization efficiencies of PAC- treated maize plants 
could not be improved

After PAC treatment, nutrient- utilization efficiencies were either 
unchanged or significantly decreased in comparison with control 
plants (one exception: increase in PUtEgrain of Fabregas- 100% 
NPK). As the total nutrient contents of control and PAC- treated 
plants were similar in most cases (Table 4), the significant reduc-
tions in NUtEgrain and KUtEgrain of Galactus (Figure 6a and 6e) re-
sulted only from the significantly decreased grain yields after PAC 
application (Figure 3a). Because for Fabregas, PAC had no impact 
on both, grain yield and nutrient content (Figure 3a, Table 4), this 
resulted in similar nutrient- utilization efficiencies of control and 
PAC treatment (Figure 6a, 6c, 6e). This is in contrast to the effect 
of reduced fertilizer supply to Fabregas, which caused significant 
enhancements of NUtEgrain in control and PAC treatment and of 
PUtEgrain in control plants (Figure 6a and 6c). In these cases, the 
decreases in grain yield were less strong than the decreases in 
total nutrient content due to reduced fertilizer supply (Figure 3a, 
Table 4). In contrast, the unchanged PUtEgrain of Fabregas- PAC 

plants and of KUtEgrain of all Fabregas plants (Figure 6c and 6e) 
were accompanied by similar total P and K contents in all fertilizer 
dosages (Table 4).

5  | CONCLUSIONS AND PERSPEC TIVES

With reduced fertilizer supply, luxurious nutrient consumption was 
not prevented in PAC- treated plants resulting in increased concentra-
tions in straw and grain. As control and PAC- treated plants took up 
similar amounts of nutrients, the concentrations were enhanced due 
to the allocation to a smaller straw and grain biomass. The main con-
straint for improvement of nutrient- utilization efficiencies were grain 
yield decreases, caused by PAC treatment and further strengthened 
by reduced fertilizer supply. Thus, further research should focus on 
the avoidance of grain yield depressions after PAC treatment, fre-
quently observed in no- stress environments. In this regard, not only 
the optimum PAC application rate for individual maize cultivars is de-
cisive, but also the application time has profound impacts on potential 
kernel numbers and thus grain yield at maturity. Delayed application 
time (e.g., V7 instead of V5), when floret initiation has almost termi-
nated, could probably avoid damage of florets and increase potential 
kernel number per cob, eventually increasing kernel number at ma-
turity. However, PAC application at a later growth stage could cause 
negative impacts on flowering such as later silking due to reduced 
silk elongation rates leading to higher values of ASI, which could de-
crease the rate of successful fertilization of developing kernels. In 
order to evaluate these possible impacts, further studies are needed. 
Avoidance of reduction in kernel number after PAC treatment is the 
key to minimize grain yield decreases and to provide the opportunity 
for improvement of nutrient- utilization efficiencies and further en-
hancement of water- use efficiency, which also relies on grain yields.

ACKNOWLEDG EMENTS
Technical assistance by Corinna Alles- Becker, Anita Langer, 
Edeltraud Rödiger, Claudia Weimer and Lutz Wilming is highly ap-
preciated. Many thanks are due to Christina Plachta for support in 
the laboratory, to Dr. Katrin Keipp for help with the container ex-
periments at any time and for valuable discussions, and to Dr. Feng 
Yan, Department of Agronomy and Plant Breeding of the Justus 
Liebig University Giessen, for conducting the N analyses. Financial 
support to BWH by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, 
German Research Foundation, Grant number: HU554/5- 1) is grate-
fully acknowledged. Open Access funding enabled and organized 
by Projekt DEAL. WOA Institution: JUSTUS LIEBIG UNIVERSITAET 
GIESSENBlended DEAL: Projekt DEAL.

ORCID
Birgit W. Hütsch  https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2771-5359 

R E FE R E N C E S
Barbieri, P. A., Echeverría, H. E., Saínz Rozas, H. R., & Andrade, F. H. 

(2008). Nitrogen use efficiency in maize as affected by nitrogen 

 1439037x, 2021, 5, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/jac.12521 by C

ochrane G
erm

any, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [21/11/2022]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2771-5359
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2771-5359


     |  899HÜTSCH and SCHUBERT

availability and row spacing. Agronomy Journal, 100, 1094– 1100. 
https://doi.org/10.2134/agron j2006.0057

Below, F. E., Cazetta, J. O., & Seebauer, J. R. (2000). Carbon/nitrogen 
interactions during ear and kernel development of maize, In: M. 
Westgate, & K. Boote (Eds.), Physiology and Modeling Kernel Set 
in Maize (vol, 29; pp. 15- 24). Madison, Wisconsin: CSSA Special 
Publications.

Bortiri, E., & Hake, S. (2007). Flowering and determinacy in maize. Journal 
of Experimental Botany, 28, 909– 916. https://doi.org/10.1093/jxb/
erm015

Ciampitti, I. A., & Vyn, T. J. (2012). Physiological perspectives of changes 
over time in maize yield dependency on nitrogen uptake and associ-
ated nitrogen efficiencies: A review. Field Crops Research, 133, 48– 67. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fcr.2012.03.008

Ciampitti, I. A., & Vyn, T. J. (2014). Understanding global and histori-
cal nutrient use efficiencies for closing maize yield gaps. Agronomy 
Journal, 106, 2107– 2117. https://doi.org/10.2134/agron j14.0025

Davies, W. J., Zhang, J., Yang, J., & Dodd, I. C. (2011). Novel crop sci-
ence to improve yield and resource use efficiency in water- limited 
agriculture. Journal of Agricultural Science (Cambridge), 149, 123– 131. 
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0021 85961 0001115

Fujioka, S., Yamane, H., Spray, C. R., Gaskin, P., MacMillan, J., Phinney, B. 
O., & Takahashi, N. (1988). Qualitative and quantitative analyses of 
gibberellins in vegetative shoots of normal, dwarf1, dwarf2, dwarf3, 
and dwarf5 seedlings of Zea mays L. Plant Physiology, 88, 1367– 1372.

Gao, S., & Chu, C. (2020). Gibberellin metabolism and signaling: Targets 
for improving agronomic performance of crops. Plant Cell Physiology, 
61, 1902– 1911. https://doi.org/10.1093/pcp/pcaa104

Haegele, J. W., Cook, K. A., Nichols, D. M., & Below, F. E. (2013). Changes 
in nitrogen use traits associated with genetic improvement for grain 
yield of maize hybrids released in different decades. Crop Science, 53, 
1256– 1268. https://doi.org/10.2135/crops ci2012.07.0429

Harberd, N. P., & Freeling, M. (1989). Genetics of dominant gibberellin- 
insensitive dwarfism in maize. Genetics, 121, 827– 838. https://doi.
org/10.1093/genet ics/121.4.827

Hay, R. K. M. (1995). Harvest index: A review of its use in plant breeding 
and crop physiology. Annals of Applied Biology, 126, 197– 216. https://
doi.org/10.1111/j.1744- 7348.1995.tb050 15.x

Hedden, P. (2020). The current status of research on gibberellin biosyn-
thesis. Plant Cell Physiology, 61, 1832– 1849. https://doi.org/10.1093/
pcp/pcaa092

Hedden, P., & Thomas, S. G. (2012). Gibberellin biosynthesis and its reg-
ulation. Biochemical Journal, 444, 11– 25. https://doi.org/10.1042/
BJ201 20245

Horgan, J. M., & Wareing, P. F. (1980). Cytokinins and the growth re-
sponse of seedlings of Betula pendula Roth. and Acer pseudoplatanus 
L. to nitrogen and phosphorus deficiency. Journal of Experimental 
Botany, 31, 525– 532.

Hütsch, B. W., Jung, S., & Schubert, S. (2015). Comparison of salt and 
drought- stress effects on maize growth and yield formation with 
regard to acid invertase activity in kernels. Journal of Agronomy and 
Crop Science, 201, 353– 367.

Hütsch, B. W., & Schubert, S. (2017). Harvest index of maize (Zea mays 
L.): Are there possibilities for improvement? Advances in Agronomy, 
146, 37– 82.

Hütsch, B. W., & Schubert, S. (2018). Maize harvest index and water use 
efficiency can be improved by inhibition of gibberellin biosynthesis. 
Journal of Agronomy and Crop Science, 204, 209– 218. https://doi.
org/10.1111/jac.12250

Hütsch, B. W., & Schubert, S. (2021). Water- use efficiency of maize may be in-
creased by the plant growth regulator paclobutrazol. Journal of Agronomy 
and Crop Science, 207, 521– 534. https://doi.org/10.1111/jac.12456

Iremiren, G. O., Adewumi, P. O., Aduloju, S. O., & Ibitoye, A. A. (1997). 
Effects of paclobutrazol and nitrogen fertilizer on the growth and 
yield of maize. The Journal of Agricultural Science, 128, 425– 430.

Irish, E. E. (1996). Regulation of sex determination in maize. BioEssays, 18, 
363– 369. https://doi.org/10.1002/bies.95018 0506

Jacobs, B. C., & Pearson, C. J. (1991). Potential yield of maize, determined 
by rates of growth and development of ears. Field Crops Research, 27, 
281– 298. https://doi.org/10.1016/0378- 4290(91)90067 - 6

Jacobs, B. C., & Pearson, C. J. (1992). Pre- flowering growth and devel-
opment of the inflorescences of maize. I. Primordia production and 
apical dome volume. Journal of Experimental Botany, 43, 557– 563. 
https://doi.org/10.1093/jxb/43.4.557

Jung, S., Hütsch, B. W., & Schubert, S. (2017). Salt stress reduces ker-
nel number of corn by inhibiting plasma membrane H+- ATPase ac-
tivity. Plant Physiology and Biochemistry, 113, 198– 207. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.plaphy.2017.02.009

Kamran, M., Cui, W., Ahmad, I., Meng, X., Zhang, X., Su, W., Chen, J., 
Ahmad, S., Fahad, S., Han, Q., & Liu, T. (2018). Effect of paclobutra-
zol, a potential growth regulator on stalk mechanical strength, lig-
nin accumulation and its relation with lodging resistance of maize. 
Plant Growth Regulation, 84, 317– 332. https://doi.org/10.1007/s1072 
5- 017- 0342- 8

Lemcoff, J. H., & Loomis, R. S. (1986). Nitrogen influences on yield deter-
mination in maize. Crop Science, 26, 1017– 1022.

Lemcoff, J. H., & Loomis, R. S. (1994). Nitrogen and density influences on 
silk emergence, endosperm development, and grain yield in maize. 
Field Crops Research, 38, 63– 72.

Liao, C., Peng, Y., Ma, W., Liu, R., Li, C., & Li, X. (2012). Proteomic anal-
ysis revealed nitrogen- mediated metabolic, developmental, and 
hormonal regulation of maize (Zea mays L.) ear growth. Journal of 
Experimental Botany, 63, 5275– 5288. https://doi.org/10.1093/jxb/
ers187

Marschner, H. (1995). Mineral Nutrition of Higher Plants, 2nd ed. Academic 
Press Limited.

Moll, R. H., Kamprath, E. J., & Jackson, W. A. (1982). Analysis and inter-
pretation of factors which contribute to efficiency of nitrogen utili-
zation. Agronomy Journal, 74, 562– 564.

Mueller, S. M., Messina, C. D., & Vyn, T. J. (2019). The role of the expo-
nential and linear phases of maize (Zea mays L.) ear growth for de-
termination of kernel number and kernel weight. European Journal of 
Agronomy, 111, 125939. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eja.2019.125939

O’Neill, P. M., Shanahan, J. F., Schepers, J. S., & Caldwell, B. (2004). 
Agronomic responses of corn hybrids from different eras to deficit 
and adequate levels of water and nitrogen. Agronomy Journal, 96, 
1660– 1667. https://doi.org/10.2134/agron j2004.1660

Ort, D. R., & Long, S. P. (2014). Limits on yields in the Corn Belt. Science, 
344, 484– 485. https://doi.org/10.1126/scien ce.1253884

Oury, V., Caldeira, C. F., Prodhomme, D., Pichon, J.- P., Gibon, Y., Tardieu, 
F., & Turc, O. (2016). Is change in ovary carbon status a cause or a con-
sequence of maize ovary abortion in water deficit during flowering? 
Plant Physiology, 171, 997– 1008. https://doi.org/10.1104/pp.15.01130

Raun, W. R., & Johnson, G. V. (1999). Improving nitrogen use efficiency 
for cereal production. Agronomy Journal, 91, 357– 363. https://doi.
org/10.2134/agron j1999.00021 96200 91000 30001x

Rood, S. B., Pharis, R. P., & Major, D. J. (1980). Changes in endogenous 
gibberellin- like substances with sex reversal in the apical inflores-
cence of corn (Zea mays L.). Plant Physiology, 66, 793– 796.

Russell, W. A. (1991). Genetic improvement of maize yields. Advances in 
Agronony, 46, 245– 298.

Sakakibara, H., Takei, K., & Hirose, N. (2006). Interactions between nitro-
gen and cytokinin in the regulation of metabolism and development. 
Trends in Plant Science, 11, 440– 448. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tplan 
ts.2006.07.004

Salama, A.- D.-  A. & Wareing, P. F. (1979). Effects of mineral nutrition on 
endogenous cytokinins in plants of sunflower (Helianthus annuus L.). 
Journal of Experimental Botany, 30, 971– 981.

Schluttenhofer, C. M., Massa, G. D., & Mitchell, C. A. (2011). Use of 
uniconazole to control plant height for an industrial/pharmaceutical 

 1439037x, 2021, 5, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/jac.12521 by C

ochrane G
erm

any, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [21/11/2022]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://doi.org/10.2134/agronj2006.0057
https://doi.org/10.1093/jxb/erm015
https://doi.org/10.1093/jxb/erm015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fcr.2012.03.008
https://doi.org/10.2134/agronj14.0025
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0021859610001115
https://doi.org/10.1093/pcp/pcaa104
https://doi.org/10.2135/cropsci2012.07.0429
https://doi.org/10.1093/genetics/121.4.827
https://doi.org/10.1093/genetics/121.4.827
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1744-7348.1995.tb05015.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1744-7348.1995.tb05015.x
https://doi.org/10.1093/pcp/pcaa092
https://doi.org/10.1093/pcp/pcaa092
https://doi.org/10.1042/BJ20120245
https://doi.org/10.1042/BJ20120245
https://doi.org/10.1111/jac.12250
https://doi.org/10.1111/jac.12250
https://doi.org/10.1111/jac.12456
https://doi.org/10.1002/bies.950180506
https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-4290(91)90067-6
https://doi.org/10.1093/jxb/43.4.557
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.plaphy.2017.02.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.plaphy.2017.02.009
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10725-017-0342-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10725-017-0342-8
https://doi.org/10.1093/jxb/ers187
https://doi.org/10.1093/jxb/ers187
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eja.2019.125939
https://doi.org/10.2134/agronj2004.1660
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1253884
https://doi.org/10.1104/pp.15.01130
https://doi.org/10.2134/agronj1999.00021962009100030001x
https://doi.org/10.2134/agronj1999.00021962009100030001x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tplants.2006.07.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tplants.2006.07.004


900  |     HÜTSCH and SCHUBERT

maize platform. Industrial Crops and Products, 33, 720– 726. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.indcr op.2011.01.009

Schubert, S., Neubert, A., Schierholt, A., Sümer, A., & Zörb, C. (2009). 
Development of salt- resistant maize hybrids: The combination 
of physiological strategies using conventional breeding meth-
ods. Plant Science, 177, 196– 202. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.plant 
sci.2009.05.011

Setiyono, T. D., Walters, D. T., Cassman, K. G., Witt, C., & Dobermann, A. 
(2010). Estimating maize nutrient uptake requirements. Field Crops 
Research, 118, 158– 168. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fcr.2010.05.006

Setter, T. L., & Parra, R. (2010). Relationship of carbohydrate and ab-
scisic acid levels to kernel set in maize under postpollination water 
deficit. Crop Science, 50, 980– 988. https://doi.org/10.2135/crops 
ci2009.07.0391

Sinclair, T. R. (1998). Historical changes in harvest index and crop nitrogen 
accumulation. Crop Science, 38, 638– 643. https://doi.org/10.2135/
crops ci1998.00111 83X00 38000 30002x

Sinclair, T. R., & Horie, T. (1989). Leaf nitrogen, photosynthesis, and crop 
radiation use efficiency: A review. Crop Science, 29, 90– 98. https://
doi.org/10.2135/crops ci1989.00111 83X00 29000 10023x

Singletary, G. W., & Below, F. E. (1990). Nitrogen- induced changes in the 
growth and metabolism of developing maize kernels in Vitro. Plant 
Physiology, 92, 160– 167.

Singletary, G. W., Doehlert, D. C., Wilson, C. M., Muhitch, M. J., & Below, 
F. E. (1990). Response of enzymes and storage proteins of maize en-
dosperm to nitrogen supply. Plant Physiology, 94, 858– 864. https://
doi.org/10.1104/pp.94.3.858

Sponsel, V. M. (1995). The biosynthesis and metabolism of gibberellins in 
higher plants. In J. Davies (Ed.), Plant Hormones (pp. 66– 97). Springer.

Turc, O., & Tardieu, F. (2018). Drought effects abortion of reproductive 
organs by exacerbating developmentally driven processes via ex-
pansive growth and hydraulics. Journal of Experimental Botany, 69, 
3245– 3254.

Uhart, S. A., & Andrade, F. H. (1995a). Nitrogen deficiency in maize: I. 
Effects on crop growth, development, dry matter partitioning, and 
kernel set. Crop Science, 35, 1376– 1383.

Uhart, S. A., & Andrade, F. H. (1995b). Nitrogen deficiency in maize: II. 
Carbon- nitrogen interaction effects on kernel number and grain 
yield. Crop Science, 35, 1284– 1389. https://doi.org/10.2135/crops 
ci1995.00111 83X00 35000 50021x

Wang, Y., Yao, Q., Zhang, Y., Zhang, Y., Xing, J., Yang, B., Mi, G., Li, Z., & 
Zhang, M. (2020). The role of gibberellins in regulation of nitrogen 
uptake and physiological traits in maize responding to nitrogen avail-
ability. International Journal of Molecular Sciences, 21, 1824. https://
doi.org/10.3390/ijms2 1051824

Wolfe, D. W., Henderson, D. W., Hsiao, T. C., & Alvino, A. (1988). Interactive 
water and nitrogen effects on senescence of maize. I. Leaf area dura-
tion, nitrogen distribution, and yield. Agronomy Journal, 80, 859– 864. 
https://doi.org/10.2134/agron j1988.00021 96200 80000 60004x

Xu, N., York, K., Miller, P., & Cheikh, N. (2004). Co- regulation of ear 
growth and internode elongation in corn. Plant Growth Regulation, 44, 
231– 241. https://doi.org/10.1007/s1072 5- 004- 5935- 3

Zhao, Y., Lv, Y., Zhang, S., Ning, F., Cao, Y., Liao, S., Wang, P., & Huang, S. 
(2021). Shortening internodes near ear: An alternative to raise maize 
yield. Journal of Plant Growth Regulation, https://doi.org/10.1007/
s0034 4- 021- 10326 - 1

How to cite this article: Hütsch, B.W., & Schubert, S. (2021). 
Can nutrient- utilization efficiency be improved by reduced 
fertilizer supply to maize plants treated with the plant growth 
regulator paclobutrazol? Journal of Agronomy and Crop 
Science, 207, 884– 900. https://doi.org/10.1111/jac.12521

 1439037x, 2021, 5, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/jac.12521 by C

ochrane G
erm

any, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [21/11/2022]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.indcrop.2011.01.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.indcrop.2011.01.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.plantsci.2009.05.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.plantsci.2009.05.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fcr.2010.05.006
https://doi.org/10.2135/cropsci2009.07.0391
https://doi.org/10.2135/cropsci2009.07.0391
https://doi.org/10.2135/cropsci1998.0011183X003800030002x
https://doi.org/10.2135/cropsci1998.0011183X003800030002x
https://doi.org/10.2135/cropsci1989.0011183X002900010023x
https://doi.org/10.2135/cropsci1989.0011183X002900010023x
https://doi.org/10.1104/pp.94.3.858
https://doi.org/10.1104/pp.94.3.858
https://doi.org/10.2135/cropsci1995.0011183X003500050021x
https://doi.org/10.2135/cropsci1995.0011183X003500050021x
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms21051824
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms21051824
https://doi.org/10.2134/agronj1988.00021962008000060004x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10725-004-5935-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00344-021-10326-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00344-021-10326-1
https://doi.org/10.1111/jac.12521

