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Abstract

Flag leaves play an important role in synthesis and translocation of photo-
assimilates in the pearl millet plant, affecting grain yield; similarly it was
believed to be a major source of remobilizing micronutrients (Fe and Zn) for
the seeds. At the same time, the seed’s sink strength plays an important
role in dry matter accumulation. To investigate the relative contribution of
pearl millet flag leaves to protein, micronutrient (Fe and Zn) and phytate
accumulation, a field experiment was conducted to evaluate the effect of flag
leaf removal on grain test weight (1000 grain weight), protein, micronutrients
(Fe and Zn) and Phytate deposition in developing grains of two pearl millet
cultivars viz. HC 20 and WHC 901-445. Flag leaf was removed on anthesis.
Major effect of flag leaf removal was observed on test weight and protein
content. A reduction of 10-12% in test weight and 4-6% in protein content was
recorded in flag leaf removed plants than that of control plants. No significant
reduction was observed in both the micronutrients (Fe and Zn), while phytate
content behaved cultivar specific, a significant reduction was observed in HC
20 while it was unaffected in WHC 901-445. Perusal, a significant reduction
was observed in all the nutrients in respect of test weight basis. From this
investigation it is concluded that flag leaf plays vital role in grain maturation
i.e. in supply of carbohydrate and protein fractions that might have limited
role in micronutrient remobilization and transportation to developing grains
in pearl millet.
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Introduction

In cereals, grain yield is mainly dependent on photosynthetic
source-sink relationship dictating changes in carbohydrate synthesis,
accumulation and partitioning. Flag leaves play a major role in
synthesis and translocation of photo-assimilates to the cereal seeds,
affecting grain yield. The top two leaves are considered the primary
source while the developing grains are the primary sink [1]. In rice,
the top three leaves including the flag leaf export assimilates to the
panicle [2]. Mae [3] reported that 60-90% of total carbon in the
panicles at harvest is derived from photosynthesis after heading, while
80% or more of nitrogen (N) in the panicles at harvest is absorbed
before heading and remobilized from vegetative organs. Abou-
Khalifa et al. [4] reported that flag leaf contributed to 45% of rice grain
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yield and, when removed, was the major component for yield loss.
In wheat, defoliation of the flag leaf blade increased the contribution
of assimilates to grain from the stem and the chaff under normal
conditions [5]. Overall, removal of flag leaf adversely affected grain
yield under normal or water limiting conditions in cereals such as rice
[6-9], wheat [10,11] and barley [12]. In wheat, up to 34.5% grain yield
reduction was reported after flag leaf removal at the heading stage
[13], while Birsin [14] showed that flag leaf removal resulted in 13,
34 and 24% reduction in grain per spike, grain weight per spike and
1000-grain weight, respectively, and 2.8% increase in grain protein
contents. Leaf senescence during reproductive and ripening stages is
directly related to biomass production and grain yield of rice crop
[15-17]. The top three leaves not only assimilate majority of carbon
for grain filling during ripening phase, but provide large proportion of
remobilized-nitrogen for grain development during their senescence
[3]. Similarly, rice flag leaves are also believed to be a major source
of remobilized minerals for the seeds, and recent reports tried to
correlate gene expression levels on flag leaves with concentration of
mineral nutrients in rice seeds [18,19]. Sperotto et al. [20] reported
that flag leaf is not necessary for metal remobilization to the seeds and
that of seed sink strength. However, in pearl millet, no single report
is there on this aspect as well as not a single report has pointed role
of flag leaf in phytate deposition to the developing seeds in any crop.
Keeping these views in mind the present investigation was carried
out to investigate the relative contribution of pearl millet flag leaves
to protein, micronutrient (Fe and Zn) and phytate accumulation in
developing grains.

Material and Method

Two pear]l millet cultivars (HC 20 and WHC 901-445) were
grown at CCS Haryana Agricultural University, Hisar research Farm
(Genetics and Plant Breeding area) with recommended agronomic
package and practices during kharif-2014. Almost 100 similar looking
plants from each cultivar were tagged before anthesis and just after
anthesis flag leaf was removed from 50 plants of each cultivar. The
ear head of 10 plants along with 10 control plants from each cultivar
were collected at 16, 24 and 32 days after anthesis. Dried them at room
temperature and grains were collected separately. These grains were
used for investigation and each investigation was carried out in three
replications.

For estimation of 1000 grain weight, grains were counted
manually as well with the help of seed counter and weighed them
on weighing balance (Mettler Toledo, ML204/Ao1). Total Protein in
grains was estimated by Micro-Kjeldahl method [21]. Phytic acid was
determined by employing the method of Haug and Lantgsch. Finely
ground sample (500 mg) was extracted with 25 ml of 0.2 N HCI for 3
hours with continuous shaking on orbital shaker. After proper shaking
it was filtered through Whatman No. 1 filter paper. The filtrate was
used for Phytate estimation. An aliquot (0.5) of above sample extract
was taken in a test tubes and 0.9 ml distilled water was added. To all
the tubes 1 ml 0.02% ferric ammonium sulphate solution (prepared in
0.2N HCI) was added and then placed in a boiling water bath for 30
minute. One ml of supernatant was transferred to another test tube
and 1.5 ml 1% bipyridine solution was added. The absorbance was
measured UV-Vis spectrophotometer (Thermo Scientific, Evolution
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201) at 519 nm against distilled water blank. Phytate was calculated
by using standard curve of sodium Phytate (200 pg/ml). Fe and Zn
were estimated by Energy Dispersive X-rays fluorescence (EDXRE), at
ICRISAT Patancheru, Hyderabad, method described by [22].

Results

To evaluate the relative importance of flag leaves as sources of
photosynthates, nitrogen, remobilized micronutrients (Fe and Zn)
and Phytate to pearl millet grains, we analyzed the effects of flag leaf
removal. Under this experiment two pearl millet genotypes were
included i.e. HC 20 and WHC 901-445 and flag leaf was removed
just after anthesis. Randomly ten ear heads each from flag leaf
removed and control plants were collected at 16DAA, 24DAA and
32DAA, dried them at room temperature and analyzed for their
protein, phytate, iron and zinc content along with control plant.
The mean values of test weight, protein, phytate, Fe and Zn contents
as well as their deposition (test weight basis) are given in tables. A
Significant reduction (10-12%) in test weight was recorded at every
grain developmental stage irrespective of the composite. Test weight
recorded in control vs. flag leaf removed plants at different grain
maturity stages was 7.11 vs. 6.19, 9.75 vs. 8.92 and 11.28 vs. 10.37g in
HC 20 while 7.86 vs. 7.76, 11.96 vs. 9.71 and 12.89 vs. 11.23g in WHC
901-445 respectively, at 16, 24 and 32DAA (Table 1 and Figure 1).
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In HC 20 higher reduction in test weight was observed at early grain
developmental stage (16DAA) compared to harvest mature grains,
while in WHC 901-445 reverse trend was observed.

Like test weight, protein content was gradually decreased in both
the cultivars but to a lower extent (4 - 6%) at harvest mature grains
in flag leaf removed plants as compared to control plants. The protein
content recorded in control vs. flag leaf removed plants at different
grain maturity stages was 12.03 vs. 9.43, 11.74 vs. 10.88 and 11.94 vs.
11.44% in HC 20 while 14.15 vs. 10.68, 13.76 vs. 11.86 and 13.44 vs.
12.65% in WHC 901-445 genotype (Table 1). The reduction in protein
content was observed at all the grain developmental stages (Figure 2)
but a drastic reduction in protein content was observed at early grain
maturity stage (16 DAA) i.e. 21.61% in HC 20 and 24.52% in WHC 901-
445, but it recovered up to 7.33% and 13.81% level at 24 DAA and to 4.27
and 5.88% in harvest mature grains at 32 DAA, in HC 20 and WHC 901-
445, respectively. In respect of per grain basis (Test weight), the reduction
in protein content was recorded at higher extent i.e. 13.45 and 18% at
harvest mature grains in HC 20 and WHC 901-445, respectively.

Unlike the test weight and protein content, no significant
variation was observed in micronutrients (Fe and Zn) content in
grains recovered from control vs. flag leaf removed plants at any grain
filling stage irrespective of the composites (Table 2). Perusal, the data
presented in table showed a significant reduction from 13 to 16% in

Table 1: Impact of Flag leaf removal on Test weight and Protein deposition in developing grains of pearl millet. *FLR- Flag leaf removed, wt-weight, DAA- Days after

anthesis.
Test Weight (g/1000 o L. Protein o L. Protein o L.
Growth grains) % Reduction in (g/100 g) % Refluctlon in (gltest wt.) % Refiuctlon in
stages test wt. protein protein
Control ‘ FLR Control ‘ FLR Control ‘ FLR
HC 20
31.76
16 DAA 7.1 6.19 129 12.03 9.43 21.61 0.86 0.58 15.21461
13.44528
24 DAA 9.75 8.92 8.5 11.74 10.88 7.33 1.14 0.97 15.22
32 DAA 11.37 10.28 9.6 11.95 11.44 4.27 1.36 1.18 13.45
WHC 901-445
16 DAA 7.86 7.26 7.6 14.15 10.68 24.52 1.11 0.78 30.28
24 DAA 11.96 10.71 10.45 13.76 11.86 13.81 1.65 1.27 22.82
32 DAA 12.89 11.23 129 13.44 12.65 5.88 1.73 1.42 18.00
CD 0.46 0.40
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Figure 1: Impact of Flag leaf removal on Test weight in developing grains of pearl millet.
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Figure 2: Impact of Flag leaf removal on Protein deposition in developing grains of pearl millet. “FLR- Flag leaf removed, DAA- Days after anthesis.

Table 2: Impact of Flag leaf removal on micronutrient (Fe and Zn) deposition in developing grains of pearl millet. *FLR- Flag leaf removed, wt-weight, DAA- Days after

anthesis.

Growth Fe (mg/kg) Fe (mg/test wt) % Reduction in  Zn (mg/kg) Zn (mg/test wt) % Reduction in

stages Control FLR Control FLR Fe (test wt basis)  Control FLR Control FLR Zn (test wt basis
HC 20

16 DAA 78 76 0.555 0.470 15.17 39 44 0.277 272 1.78

24 DAA 69 70 0.673 0.624 7.19 39 41 0.380 0.366 3.82

32 DAA 72 69 0.819 0.709 13.35 45 43 0.512 0.442 13.61

WHC 901-445

16 DAA 74 65 0.582 0.472 18.87 55 55 0.432 0.399 7.63

24 DAA 77 76 0.921 0.814 11.61 57 53 0.682 0.568 16.74

32 DAA 76 73 0.980 0.820 16.32 56 57 0.722 0.640 11.32

CcD 3.86 3.60 3.04 3.14

Table 3: Impact of Flag leaf removal on phytate deposition in developing grains of pearl millet. *FLR- Flag leaf removed, wt-weight, DAA- Days after anthesis.

Growth stages Phytate (mg/g) % Reduction in Phytate (mg/test wt) % Reduction in Phytate
Control [FLR Phytate Control [FLR (test wt basis)

HC 20

16 DAA 6.30 5.53 12.22 0.045 0.034 23.58

24 DAA 6.30 5.23 16.98 0.061 0.047 24.05

32 DAA 6.50 5.44 16.31 0.074 0.056 24.33

WHC 901-445

16 DAA 6.79 6.70 1.33 0.053 0.049 8.86

24 DAA 6.60 6.42 273 0.079 0.069 12.89

32 DAA 6.60 6.74 212 0.085 0.076 11.03

cD 0.15 0.18

iron and 11 to 13% in Zn content in respect of test weight basis at
harvest mature grains. On 32 DAA, HC 20 contained 0.798 vs. 0.699
mg/test weight Fe and 0.508 vs. 0.446 mg/test weight Zn while WHC
901-445 contained 0.978 vs. 0.819 mg/test weight Fe and 0.719 vs.
0.640 mg/test weight Zn in grains produced by control vs. flag leaf
removed plants, respectively.

Perusal, the data presented in Table 3 showed that both the
composites (HC 20 and WHC 901-445) behaved differently in respect
of flag leaf removal effect on phytate content. A significant reduction
(16.31%) was recorded in phytate content in the grains produced
by flag leaf removed plants of HC 20, while no significant effect was
observed in if phytate content of grains produced by control vs. flag
leaf removed plants of WHC 901-445 (Table 3). In respect of per grain
basis phytate deposition, a significant reduction in phytate deposition
(24.33% in HC 20 and 11.03% in WHC 901-445) was recorded. It is

interesting to note that grains that are produced by flag leaf removed
plants of both the composites showed a slight reduction in phytate
content at 24 DAA than that of I6DAA and then again recovered to
its almost initial level at 32 DAA. It was observed that it decreased
from 5.53 (16 DAA) to 5.23 mg/g (24 DAA) and recovered to 5.44
mg/g (32 DAA) in HC 20 and from 6.70 (16 DAA) to 6.42 mg/g (24
DAA) and recovered to 6.74 mg/g (32 DAA) in WHC 901-445.

Discussion

In cereals, grain yield is mainly dependent on photosynthetic
source-sink relationship dictating changes in carbohydrate synthesis,
accumulation and partitioning. The top two leaves are considered the
primary source while the developing grains are the primary sink [1].
In the present investigation, on flag leaf removal a drastic reduction
(10-12%) in grain test weight (1000 grain weight) was recorded in

e Page 3 0of5e



Volume 31 « Issue 1 + 1000370

Citation: Berwal MK, Goyal P, Chugh LK, Kumar R (2017) Impact of Flag Leaf Removal on Grain Development and Nutrients Deposition in Pearl Millet

Developing Grains. Vegetos 31:1.

pearl millet. No such reports are available in pearl millet or other
millets. But similar results were also reported by earlier researched in
wheat, barley and rice. Overall, removal of flag leaf adversely affected
grain yield under normal or water limiting conditions in cereals such
asrice [6-9], wheat [10,11] and barley [12]. In wheat, up to 34.5% grain
yield reduction was reported after flag leaf removal at the heading
stage [13], while Birsin [14] reported a reduction of approximately 34
and 24% in grain weight per spike and 1000-grain weight respectively
on flag leaf removal. In the present investigation, like test weight,
protein content was also decreased in both the cultivars but to a lower
extent (4 - 6%) at harvest mature grains in flag leaf removed plants as
compared to control plants. But these results were not matching the
previous reports in other cereals like wheat. Birsin [14], reported 2.8%
increase in grain protein content of flag leaf removed plants than that
of control plant in wheat. It is reported in literature that top three
leaves not only assimilate majority of carbon for grain filling during
ripening phase, but provide large proportion of remobilized-nitrogen
for grain development during their senescence [3,16]. On flag leaf
removal a sudden drastic reduction in protein content at early grain
filling stage (16 DAA) is recovered at later grain filling stages might
be due to make shift arrangements made by plant to supply nitrogen/
protein to the developing grains from other plant part like stem and
lower leaves in the absence of flag leaf. Similarly, rice flag leaves are
also believed to be a major source of remobilized minerals for the
seeds, and recent reports tried to correlate gene expression levels
on flag leaves with concentration of mineral nutrients in rice seeds
[18,19]. No such reports are available in literature in millets as well
as these type of information are scanty in other cereals also. The
research findings of this present investigation showed that there are
no significant effect of flag leaf removal on micronutrient deposition
in developing grains of pearl millet. These results are completely
matching with the earlier reports in other cereals like rice. Sperotto
et al. [19] did not observed any effect of flag leaf removal on Fe and
Zn content in rice grains and concluded that flag leaf is not necessary
for metal remobilization to the seeds and that of seed sink strength.
These authors removed the second upper leaf and found similar
results. Several other studies also emphasized the importance of
remobilization of reserves to supply rice seeds with minerals [23-25],
but the factual role of stored minerals to total seed micronutrient
content is uncertain. Our data show that remobilization from flag
leaves in pearl millet is not absolutely required for seeds to acquire
minerals in plants growing in field conditions. There is a possibility
that flag leaves might be preferential but not essential as a source of
micronutrients (Fe and Zn) and flag leaf removal can probably be
compensated by other plant parts viz. other leaves and stem/sheath
remobilization and/or continuous uptake by roots. Leaf Senescence
in cereals is regulated at the individual leaf level by mobilizing
nutrients from older leaves to younger leaves and finally to the flag
leaf [26,27]. Therefore, it is possible that in the absence of flag leaves,
as during senescence a plant without flag leaves could remobilize
nutrient pools from other sources directly to the grains and would
yield similar Fe and Zn concentrations. As the results showed that
there is genotypic dependent impact of flag leaf removal on phytate
deposition in developing grains in pearl millet. But at the earlier
grain developmental stage a slight reduction was observed during
the phytate deposition. It indicates that flag leaf removal reduces the
phytate deposition in developing grains but at maturity stage it might
be synthesized and/or transported to the developing grains from the
other plant parts like stems/sheath or other leaves. No such reports
are available in the about phytate deposition in developing grains as
well as the effect of flag leaf removal on

doi:10.4172/2229-4473.1000370

Conclusion

From this investigation it has been concluded that flag leaf plays
an important role in synthesis and translocation of photo-assimilates
and nitrogen supply for storage protein synthesis to the pearl millet
seeds, affecting grain yield (test weight) and protein content, while it
might have very low significance in respect of Fe and Zn contents of
pearl millet grains while for making any conclusions on effect of flag
leaf on phytate content of pearl millet grains, a fair number of lines/
genotypes to be studied.

Acknowledgement

We thank Coordinator Harvest Pulse Programme at ICRISAT, Hyderabad
for providing the micronutrient analysis facility and thanks to the farm staff of
Bajra section, CCS Haryana Agricultural University HISAR for their man power
support during the experiment.

References

1. Sicher RC (1993) Assimilate partitioning within leaves of small grain cereals.
Photosynthesis Photoreactions to Plant Productivity. Dordrecht, Netherlands:
Kluwer Academic Publishers, 351-360.

2. Yoshida S (1972) Physiological aspects of grain yield. Ann Review Plant
Physiol 23: 437-464.

3. Mae T (1997) Physiological nitrogen efficiency in rice: nitrogen utilization,
photosynthesis, and yield potential. Plant Soil 196: 201-210.

4. Abou-Khalifa AAB, Misra AN, Salem AEAKM (2008) Effect of leaf cutting on
physiological traits and yield of two rice cultivars. Afr J Plant Sci 2: 147-150.

5. Alvaro F, Royo C, Garcia del, Moral LF, Villegas D (2008) Grain filling and
dry matter translocation responses to source-sink modifications in a historical
series of durum wheat. Crop Sci 48: 1523.

6. Hirano M, Hosaka Y, Sugiyama M, Kuroda E, Murata T (1998) Effect of
nitrogen application and leaf removal on the metabolism of carbohydrate in
leaves and stems of rice (oryza sativa) plants at ripening stage. Jpn J Crop
Sci 67: 94-100.

7. Nakano H, Makino A, Mae T (1995) Effects of panicle removal on the
photosynthetic characteristics of the flag leaf of rice plants during the ripening
stage. Plant Cell Physiol 36: 653-659.

8. Saitoh K, Yonetani K, Murota T, Kuroda T (2002) Effects of flag leaves and
panicles on light interception and canopy photosynthesis in high-yielding rice
cultivars. Plant Prod Sci 5: 275-280.

9. Singh T, Ghosh AK (1981) Effect of flag leaf on grain yield of transplanted
rice. International Rice Research Institute 6: 5.

10. Ali M, Hussain M, Khan M, Ali Z, Zulkiffal M, et al. (2010) Source sink relationship
between photosynthetic organs and grain yield attributes during grain filling stage
in spring wheat (triticum aestivum). Int J Agric Biol 12: 509-515.

11. Cruz-Aguado J, Reyes F, Rodes R, Perez, Dorado M (1999) Effect of source-
to-sink ratio on partitioning of dry matter and “C-photoassimilates in wheat
during grain filling. Ann Bot 83: 655-665.

12. Jebbouj R, Yousfi B (2009) Barley yield losses due to defoliation of upper
three leaves either healthy or infected at boot stage by Pyrenophora teres f
teres. Eur J Plant Pathol 125: 303-315.

13. Mahmood N, Chowdhry MA (1997) Removal of green photosynthetic
structures and their effect on some yield parameters in bread wheat. Wheat
Info Ser 85: 14-20.

14. Birsin MA (2005) Effects of removal of some photosynthetic structures on
some yield components in wheat. J Agric Sci 11: 364-367.

15. Misra AN (1995) Assimilate partitioning in pearl millet (pennisetum glaucum
LRBr). Acta Physiol Plant 17: 41-46.

16. Misra M, Misra AN (1991) Physiological responses of pearl millet to
agroclimatic conditions. Environmental Contamination and Hygien, Jagmandir
Books, New Delhi, India, 165-175.

17.Ray S, Mondal WA, Choudhuri MA (1983) Regulation of leaf senescence,
grain-filling and yield of rice by kinetin and abscisic acid. Physiol Plant 59:
343-346.

e Page 4 of 5


https://link.springer.com/article/10.1023/A:1004293706242
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1023/A:1004293706242
http://www.academicjournals.org/article/article1380019052_Abou-khalifa et al.pdf
http://www.academicjournals.org/article/article1380019052_Abou-khalifa et al.pdf
https://dl.sciencesocieties.org/publications/cs/abstracts/48/4/1523
https://dl.sciencesocieties.org/publications/cs/abstracts/48/4/1523
https://dl.sciencesocieties.org/publications/cs/abstracts/48/4/1523
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=JP1998005934
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=JP1998005934
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=JP1998005934
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=JP1998005934
https://academic.oup.com/pcp/article-abstract/36/4/653/1869902
https://academic.oup.com/pcp/article-abstract/36/4/653/1869902
https://academic.oup.com/pcp/article-abstract/36/4/653/1869902
https://www.jstage.jst.go.jp/article/pps1998/5/4/5_4_275/_article/-char/ja/
https://www.jstage.jst.go.jp/article/pps1998/5/4/5_4_275/_article/-char/ja/
https://www.jstage.jst.go.jp/article/pps1998/5/4/5_4_275/_article/-char/ja/
https://eurekamag.com/research/000/866/000866483.php
https://eurekamag.com/research/000/866/000866483.php
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Muhammad_Amjad_Ali/publication/275207154_Source-Sink_Relationship_between_Photosynthetic_Organs_and_Grain_Yield_Attributes_during_Grain_Filling_Stage_in_Spring_Wheat_Triticum_aestivum/links/5534bb8b0cf20ea0a076c7df/Source-Sink-Relationship-between-Photosynthetic-Organs-and-Grain-Yield-Attributes-during-Grain-Filling-Stage-in-Spring-Wheat-Triticum-aestivum.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Muhammad_Amjad_Ali/publication/275207154_Source-Sink_Relationship_between_Photosynthetic_Organs_and_Grain_Yield_Attributes_during_Grain_Filling_Stage_in_Spring_Wheat_Triticum_aestivum/links/5534bb8b0cf20ea0a076c7df/Source-Sink-Relationship-between-Photosynthetic-Organs-and-Grain-Yield-Attributes-during-Grain-Filling-Stage-in-Spring-Wheat-Triticum-aestivum.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Muhammad_Amjad_Ali/publication/275207154_Source-Sink_Relationship_between_Photosynthetic_Organs_and_Grain_Yield_Attributes_during_Grain_Filling_Stage_in_Spring_Wheat_Triticum_aestivum/links/5534bb8b0cf20ea0a076c7df/Source-Sink-Relationship-between-Photosynthetic-Organs-and-Grain-Yield-Attributes-during-Grain-Filling-Stage-in-Spring-Wheat-Triticum-aestivum.pdf
https://academic.oup.com/aob/article/83/6/655/2588007
https://academic.oup.com/aob/article/83/6/655/2588007
https://academic.oup.com/aob/article/83/6/655/2588007
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10658-009-9483-6
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10658-009-9483-6
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10658-009-9483-6
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Naeem_Mahmood/publication/256542831_Removal_of_green_photosynthetic_structures_and_their_effect_on_some_yield_parameters_in_bread_wheat/links/0deec52340a58301bb000000.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Naeem_Mahmood/publication/256542831_Removal_of_green_photosynthetic_structures_and_their_effect_on_some_yield_parameters_in_bread_wheat/links/0deec52340a58301bb000000.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Naeem_Mahmood/publication/256542831_Removal_of_green_photosynthetic_structures_and_their_effect_on_some_yield_parameters_in_bread_wheat/links/0deec52340a58301bb000000.pdf
http://tarimbilimleri.agri.ankara.edu.tr/2005/111_4/makale5.pdf
http://tarimbilimleri.agri.ankara.edu.tr/2005/111_4/makale5.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Amarendra_Narayan_Misra/publication/235922288_Assimilate_partitioning_in_pearl_millet_Pennisetum_glaucum_LRBr/links/0deec52d7bb0d1f4bc000000.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Amarendra_Narayan_Misra/publication/235922288_Assimilate_partitioning_in_pearl_millet_Pennisetum_glaucum_LRBr/links/0deec52d7bb0d1f4bc000000.pdf
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1399-3054.1983.tb04212.x/full
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1399-3054.1983.tb04212.x/full
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1399-3054.1983.tb04212.x/full

Volume 31 « Issue 1 + 1000370

Citation: Berwal MK, Goyal P, Chugh LK, Kumar R (2017) Impact of Flag Leaf Removal on Grain Development and Nutrients Deposition in Pearl Millet

Developing Grains. Vegetos 31:1.

18. Narayanan NN, Vasconcelos MW, Grusak MA (2007) Expression profiling of
oryza sativa metal homeostasis genes in different rice cultivars using a cDNA
macroarray. Plant Physiol Biochem 45: 277-286.

19. Sperotto RA, Ricachenevsky FK, Duarte GL, Boff T, Lopes KL, et al. (2009)
Identification of up-regulated genes in flag leaves during rice grain filling and
characterization of OsNAC5, a new ABA-dependent transcription factor.
Planta 230: 985-1002.

2

o

. Sperotto RA, Ricachenevsky FK, Waldow VDA, Muller ALH, Dressler VL, et
al. (2013) Rice grain Fe, Mn and Zn accumulation: How important are flag
leaves and seed number? Plant Soil Environ 59: 262-266.

2

=

. AOAC (1990) Official Methods of Analysis. Association of Official Analytical
Chemists, Washington DC, USA.

22. Paltridge NG, Milham PJ, Ortiz-Monasterio JI, Velu G, Yasmin Z, et al. (2012)
Energy-dispersive X-ray fluorescence spectrometry as a tool for zinc, iron and
selenium analysis in whole grain wheat. Plant Soil 361: 261-269.

doi:10.4172/2229-4473.1000370

23.Fang Y, Wang L, Xin Z, Zhao L, An X, et al. (2008) Effect of foliar application
of zinc, selenium, and iron fertilizers on nutrients concentration and yield of
rice grain in China. J Agric Food Chem 56: 2079-2084.

24. Jiang W, Struik PC, Van Keulen H, Zhao M, Jin LN, et al. (2008) Does
increased Zn uptake enhance grain Zn mass concentration in rice? Ann Appl
Biol 153: 135-147.

25. Yoneyama T, Gosho T, Kato M, Goto S, Hayashi H (2010) Xylem and phloem
transport of Cd, Zn and Fe into the grains of rice plants (oryza sativa L) grown
in continuously flooded Cd-contaminated soil. Soil Sci Plant Nutri 56: 445-
453.

26. Gregersen PL, Holm PB, Krupinska K (2008) Leaf senescence and nutrient
remobilisation in barley and wheat. Plant Biol 10: 37-49.

27.Haug W, Lentzsch HJ (1983) Sensitive method for the rapid determination
of phytate in cereals and cereal products. J Sci Food Agric 34: 1423-1426.

Author Affiliations Top

'Department of Chemistry and Biochemistry, CCS Haryana Agricultural
University Hisar, Haryana India-125001

?Bajra Section, Department of Genetics and Plant Breeding, CCS Haryana
Agricultural University Hisar, Haryana India-125001

( )
Submit your next manuscript and get advantages of SciTechnol
submissions

<+ 80 Journals

% 21 Day rapid review process

3000 Editorial team

5 Million readers

% More than 5000

% Quality and quick review processing through Editorial Manager System

Submit your next manuscript at @ www.scitechnol.

/ [ PP
COMmM7suomrsston

e Page 50f5 e


http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0981942807000678
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0981942807000678
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0981942807000678
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00425-009-1000-9
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00425-009-1000-9
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00425-009-1000-9
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00425-009-1000-9
http://www.agriculturejournals.cz/publicFiles/98742.pdf
http://www.agriculturejournals.cz/publicFiles/98742.pdf
http://www.agriculturejournals.cz/publicFiles/98742.pdf
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11104-012-1423-0
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11104-012-1423-0
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11104-012-1423-0
http://pubs.acs.org/doi/abs/10.1021/jf800150z
http://pubs.acs.org/doi/abs/10.1021/jf800150z
http://pubs.acs.org/doi/abs/10.1021/jf800150z
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1747-0765.2010.00481.x/full
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1747-0765.2010.00481.x/full
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1747-0765.2010.00481.x/full
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1747-0765.2010.00481.x/full
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1438-8677.2008.00114.x/full
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1438-8677.2008.00114.x/full
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/jsfa.2740341217/full
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/jsfa.2740341217/full

	Title
	Corresponding author
	Abstract
	Keywords
	Abbreviations
	Introduction
	Material and Method 
	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgement 
	Figure 1
	Figure 2
	Table 1
	Table 2
	Table 3
	References 

