"y g Sl
IFAY Jbo o) ooleds ¢ ¥F wl>

S 5 4 i &y Sl (Zeamays L.) <yd slaepY 38 Calisee Olae S5 J gl v g
Genetic Control of Different Traits in Corn Lines (Zea mays L.)
Using Graphical Analysis

5 0ls g dams S Clan o Lo ydase ¢ O g o) ¢ (6 silanae Slslus

)

015 «Olidond 5 p sl domly Dl 313T o515 (UL ol (57575 (ol (5 2wl -
TS ok s a5 POl Dlidos dn g skl =Y

7S 0l oKails ab e 5 55 s p 3l ¥

TS 85238 (3 I5SS g Dl dnms go c3liul —F

015 «Olidond 5 pshe dol g Dl 31T o515 5l skl -0

YPAPIN 1YY 2 b s s IFAPIONY 18l 5o ga 36

° - K4

Sy ‘SLA&_iY 0 Cadides Slio ké:'f-')~ JJ_”..f Ir AYAY T ‘V—;E 9 A ‘Qlj}_kdv\_”m “If ‘l.:.».h@ ‘.t 4‘55.&?440 “) ‘erR
MVAYAYY 50 9 Sl . SIS« oo b 51 (Zea mays L.)

.u\_:ao.blé.’m'uaJl&O.:‘)'e.b)lggJJT@‘.:éW@}'Q)b}éMQW&jJ}W@)ﬁ‘S‘ﬁ
Ao 4t 330 33 1FAD Jlow 38 140 e b (B3lai ol5” (Sl gl 5 &0 50 BOTFL i 9 cpVlg
(120F) 5Suz 9 cpoud (99 4 LRo3ID .uiid 5 51,3 (2l 55 Sr90 T35 0 9 J& 4@ 9 Tile! Slasion
29 4918 3o (S L3y 30 4Id Slawd (W W1 gy ELWHI Olao 45 318 OUS s b ki 9 @ 2
(N Jgbo cails 8 ;los Dlio 9 Cudle $g3 1L BGS fawgi 415 Cugby weyd 9 418 we O3 (I
o Sl FIL O tawgd UM 50 418 039 9 MW ez oD (N 50 Aild La sy Sl (I a8
Sodio £33 410 Cugby Mo yd 9 I Daz Ao 0 ild e (939 Dlao oyl ¥ S BT . Nigd 0 J S
Oodie SLAGS o i § dlE GBS Cy3 sty (S1H10 &7 u T . Nidgs LI £ 5 Dlao ylo S5 9
ELEH1 A 91T ol (S pY g FWHANF 91T o)lad S Y 415 8 os Dlao Sl cud y 4 Ndy
20 418 3laxi AF g A oylod S p M ya8 & 9T oyl S pY I Job T 9 Y osled S p¥ SN
JYo 8 418 dlusi ) 9 1Y o lod (S s Yo s dild Ly luxd F g Y oslad (SyepY W ey
0339 A 91+ oxlomd L Y I ez woyd F 9A osled S Y 181+ 039 ) 9A o led Sl pY
Aoa 1Y 9 1Y oslods Sy pY 410 Cugby o 9T 91T oslod (Slycp¥ M 4o Lild

i3 (S ol sl (O3 1 PTs1s 4 o (Zeamays L.) &3 i Sauls” (saeilg

r_choukan@yah00.com :J giuo odiu g3

ARNY%



WAY Jlo ¢ ) ol FF A", 0 5 Jlgs

¢SS > (Baktash et al., 1980) of,Les
03 mY sl es jlesliul b PTisls - b
53, 8kes (gl O ol bl 51 aS WLals Olis
Lalj (il Bl S5 e 3 Ses (515!
(Joshi et al., 1998) O, 5ar 5 & 9> ol
s (s gl Y (6 A S 5 andlls s
I8 50 Al Bl 5 il B (S5 S
Lsls 5 ASTE 5 asls 5, Shee K55
OS5 S a5
3 o3l I (Kumar et al, 1998)

sjg

als slias Slae J 287 53 ) Ll 3l 8
Coaal b 5 655 s 5 I gy 0 )
231 Gl Bl 65 50,8 IS
Sy e I 53 aSls Cassy slies Cdo J 257
Ko g O3 sls ,l —su ST
3 <& 34 (Dhillon and Singh, 1976)
Sl S Gl ) (eSS Sy
A5 03,5 iyl 58 Soyd s adls 5, Shes
OLLSer s ablaa S 4 S JL > o
L slal) cweal (Giridharan et al., 1996)
3 8ee IS 5s ) (Gl Bld s Gl
el sl 1,5 0 STE 5, 5 )3 4l
Tl SN oy 52 (Ismail, 1996)
T elad) cmenl (s Y Caa
3 Shos K55 =8 3, ol
OLLSs 5 SN 55, .3 1S iyl S adils
4 ;> s (Perez-Velasquez et al., 1996)
o od e 8 Y i Pl la 3
IS 53 Bl Jme L sl lf el

VYA

dockio
OLals 5l S (Zea mays L.) o3
25 g & 25500 sl 4 0Lyl e (2105
il 5l Sdd 4 @S s b ol cis
G YoN) o U 358 o Sy iy v
35 o 33 01l 53 OT St o5 mla
¢S JITls (Choukan et al. 2006 )
Gt oS Sl N plad Jals T e
S m (S5 b ol el p s ) 35
Slr gt aallls 5 S5 655 ()
ST 5loss e el oS Slaw S5 L
Gyl S Doy g d Slas ST S
«Xiang — Yang and Yang, 2006) 4.l
Sl JHTsls sl 350 51 ol s

}uﬁﬁw&gcuﬁﬁm J>'\.> Slew 3 g

5,1 A b o

oy —

2 e gl
;Viana and Cardoso, 1999)
slaonY (S g5 5,51 2 (Yates, 1947
S8 ol LS g5l 3sslan &y
oS ol palls gla oY s S e
L b S e sl (malis Sl o

ool b—

Cel

Olej Sote alS ol 51 (SG s e 5!
C.;_w‘C))J)}-\_iJmAJ_A}:d—ALJJ
(Betran et al., 2003)
| Pl S sl 4 (60 5 ladss
Sl casls 3, Shee Sl oyl 45 s
Oldlas BE) d)\_’ 9 4_7‘2 CLO.?)‘ cd)k_s BE) FHE
Vasal et al., 1992) (les S o ,Lal 5 o
5 #LSS .(Mungoma and Pollak, 1988



................ Sy 5 Calises Slio S5 28 )

é:bjdf:.{oww)jﬁ@)béuuiy
Fao s PTls 4z 5 b 5 Calbes Slis
> (Hayman, 1954) e 31 S

b3y 3 Slge
s Sl K55 S 0 aallan 5 i o
ols F  slamY s aracly Sliw & g
035 lgr ¢ K5 Calses slaos 8 51 D)5
MOL7 (1 o5le) (slapl 4 o3 alls Y
(F o lez) K18 (¥ o lai) BT73 (Y o lad)
(8 o )le2) KI66B (8 o les) K19/1
A o la—i) K3615/2 (V o ,L—5) ABT9
(Ve o,ylzi) K3653/2 (4 o ,L—i) K3640/5
(VY o,let) (K3547/5 (1Y o, let) K3651/1
o,lad) s K3545/6 (\Y o le_s) K3544/1
L oS sla 536 plas 53 K3493/1 (VF
=Y en,ler opl s esls 3 K uK
53 LaOT 5% 31 ol du s ) Lol s
5 ol Dl s o 4555 3 1WA U
GlacS sl = b CIB s = STk 5 g 4
N3 Ll 3y SIS an b olas fulS
A 8
el Jmane b Cils 5 ST Dlkes
22 oS b5l sy Gl 55 adsT s
SIS o i G ot &, 7 S
dols 5 2e Sle YO LaaS Aol il wils
S s s Ol e Sl VO laca s,
gz@éﬁb Ol yo 5 b adls” Hd Hlexr

Syl g S Slol glaas g ol

ARR

sV Casy e s il sl S
) 3l ST (6l S B oenl
A g 534l 05s 9 I a3 aJls
eLasl 5 U Slallas s e S o sl
0T 51 S (Pal and Prodham, 1994)
Ol sl casls 5 Shae Slio gl &5 ol
03 sl 1IN b5 ISk s 3
3 5hose Ll Sl 55 5 (6 ey Sl
L (Morello et al. 2002) 01, Sen
Sl S5 Candy s Sl S 5
50l gLl D 53 wls 05 kil 3 Sas
OLicdl 03,8 35T Cma 03 53 I gLis)
Sl alS (¢l s a S usls Ol &yl
B Lol s e s p S S S
I P VTGN [ PO PNy
slaallks s (Melani and Carena, 2003)
Sl S Sy oledles § 3T Cumes 03 S5,
sy 5, s Sliws J,28 348 s S
La03 (a3l 51 Cdls p a go als o)
5 O s ol LT (i3, 3151 5o
(Choukan amd Mosavat, 2006) <fslus
Calidee Sl 0 Jos 0520 iy S
SLa B Sl ealinl U &oyd o sla Y
Slaw &yl g J,u8 50 a8 Lsls ol PTls
03 adls sy sl o g g5l el s Shes
il L o IO s als slaws 5 I
s dsb Sl L)l5 o 5 ol B e s
AL elad Lais IN Casy s «ls sl

ool adlas ol 1 Coda L ls 2 il



WAY Jlo ¢ ) ol FF A", 0 5 Jlgs

o g @b

23 et SRy a Laesls il slg 4 ol
a Jyd> o=l g3l el esls GLES Y J sl
AL 03 Sl A6 (S5 g5 edins 0L
) (B (S5 e edims Ol D 5 3
S osb ol e ST glad
SpdoaS 55l s b sa glao,leT
S H5b Olas dien posa s 5 o gas
Sl &S sy )l 53 ol 355 g sl
302 DL gl a5 D o )leT g Hls sime
3 Ladly o awlie DL ¢ s ¢SS5 b3
Ol e ml Sos sle 45 B B
= s ol el g e L gie oS
b2 . ;= .bﬁ)‘b@#&b(\—sj & —
Oy g o L Las e ol e g 0
Q—l‘ By Ol s 5> Oi‘ Hhd )‘JLS:M AR (o0
2 osdie 5 I gls T Slsl 3 &S ol
IS 6l oy eT ol ol Soglie o
I gLl g adls 5, Ses o 40 Sliw
Gl Cdle s i o 22 D3 5 o 55 Hls sme
2 Py S S § e dobaa
S Gl s ) el Sk ST
() Jgdr) 555 ol snn Slio

O ls 5 (st s S Sl Sla0 S
Y Jsdsr) i 5,47 % bl y 5l eslizl b
FLis )l sy ¢ Ll il 5 Shee Slio (s
350t /0 4 35 Cad DL I b 5 I
oIl sl T (gsls Slsl 3 odiasiplis &S

'Y

i A4S 8 o
gLl GLSa s a5 Sas Sliw
Jsb (e SLa) I p i)l (e Slo)a
e (Bl Gloe a8 (e Sl
0o sl Cassy sldas oI Cassy o ails sluws
L(D_?)a_slg Ao 359 N s 4l sluws (I
3 (0N 3 s 035 (e o Ao
A e G 55 Gl ails Cusb, Ao s
Sl Sl skt ol gl s (5,8 051l
e S e 9 L osla il Lacas sy s Is
033 54515 o 05 0, Sas (Zush s do s
e 41> L sb, INE bl I s 4l
by 05 3T Lmosls ams o 51 Jd 2
03 5 e oy 5 (5 - (Bartlett's test)
o5 53T 55 5 ok s 5 Lol bl
e ol Ll p 5 L Laesls 035
Laoals uils sl 4 o ol gl (Mini-Tab)
s 3 SAS (g,LT 5l o 3l eslizal b
APl pp b g S 5 on iy JTisls
WI 0 g S5 s i .28 8 oLl Dial98
¢<i>u\%uﬁﬁus,|w‘5|ﬂww,
Codim 1 dm 457 Cils ls iae oM
drly o oY 5 F el sl Y
Sl g 355 S ade U Ll ae Slis
Cio Syl pad 4. 3L G e
Slm A 5% oyl sl Y UM s 4l sl
VY 90 oyled sla Y wls w0y Cie
oslei Lo p N W O g Ao s o 6l 5

s Cade Y 8 Y



St 9y a3 ol pNY el Sl JST&\: Sl SN byl 4 —) Jgd
Tablel. Variance analysis of diallel crosses of fourteen maize inbred lines using Hayman method

VAL

MS oley o o Sile
ale PR s Shes gl gl Jsb s 55 &l sldes G, ol 55 &l sl do O3 G Aoy 55 4ls 0js doys
Ol o 3T &ls Fo IN I™N N N s, I s &l N ols % N Casby
S.0.V. df. Yield PHT EHT EL (cm) ED (cm) K/ER R/E K no./E 100 KW CP KWIE (g) MP
(tha™) (cm) (cm) (9)
&S b 2 158.20” 41197 33.197 19.24™ 9.827 170.80 3.80" 63216.12" 7.427 7.627 22722.80” 172"
a 13 25.13" 6.28" 420" 59.84™ 13.44” 172.417 114.29™ 109650.50™ 16.48" 751" 7.60" 214.24™
b 91 7.69" 1.85™ 1.98” 8.97™ 1.62™ 81.52™ 538" 36056.48™ 137" 1.78™ 1.85™ 23.22™
bl 1 158.33" 87.70" 80.23" 100.38™ 14.68" 142473 106.67" 969992.80™ 7.85" 24.09 30.14™ 31.68"
b2 13 3.49™ 0.60" 0.69™ 2.69" 1.46™ 57.71" 400" 26648.29" 1.86™ 1.40" 1.82" 28.41™
b3 77 6.44™ 0.94 1.18™ 8.84™ 1.48™ 68.10™ 430" 25515.84™ 1.20" 1.56™ 1.48™ 22.23™

o )ys &S g doys s il s 53l e s gme o 5 5 4 i 5 % NS
ns, * and **: Not significant, significant at 5% and 1% levels, respectively.
PHT: Plant Height; EHT: Ear Height; EL: Ear Length; ED: Ear Diameter; K/ER: Kernel/Ear Row; R/E: Row/Ear; K no./E: Kernel number/Ear; 100KW: 100 Kernel Weight;
CP: Cob Percent; KW/E: Kernel Weight / Ear; MP: Moisture Percent
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Table 2. Estimation of statistical indices and genetics parameters for different traits in fourteen maize inbred lines diallel crosses

(MS) Sl o KiLe

5 Shes ) 3 Jsb i S alsslas sy slis s sl o 035 G oy a0y Loy
Parameters s z2al )l 4l e I I N IO sy I s 4l B 5 <l I Y Cagbs
Yield PHT EHT EL ED (cm) K/ER R/E K no./E 100 KW cP KWI/E MP

(tha™) (cm) (cm) (cm) ©) ©)
D Sl s 241 0.13 0.07 3.97 0.94 13.06 4.74 4441.48 0.79 0.59 110 11.04
H, cdl Labyl,  2.06 1.14 1.14 3.41 0.72 58.38 3.62  27587.02 0.97 0.36 090 16.74
H, el b,y 3.69 1.05 1.07 5.05 0.75 45.67 2.81  21206.89 0.58 0.75 084 1071
Foo il s Sl 3 b 51 169 0-07  -0.03 1.56 0.50 18.22 0.16 5817.57 0.42 0.37 0.82 7.25
h? 55 SO pls s i 51 13,82 7.73 7.06 8.75 1.26  124.88 9.33  85417.62 0.65 2.07 2.61 2.19
E o byls 0.72 0.09 0.13 0.47 0.17 4.36 0.39 1422.44 0.16 0.22 0.20 2.40
HoldH;  eisls yonisisboss o sy 0.23 0.23 0.23 0.23 0.18 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.15 0.19 0.18 0.15
(Hy/D)*2 cdlb ey ke 092 3.00 4.12 0.93 0.87 2.11 0.87 2.50 1.11 0.78 0.90 1.23

e 5 A D) o w58

[4DH,)Y2+F]/[4DH;) 2-F] 1.74 0.83 0.90 1.40 1.74 1.98 1.04 1.71 0.55 1.74 2.46 1.73
R(Y,W+V)) cdb e -0.29 -0.72 -047  -085  -0.61 -0.81 -0.73 -0.73 0.42 0.44 -0.30 0.55

PHT: Plant Height; EHT: Ear Height; EL: Ear Length; ED: Ear Diameter; K/ER: Kernel/Ear Row; R/E: Row/Ear; K no./E: Kernel number/Ear; 100KW: 100 Kernel Weight;

CP: Cob Percent; KW/E: Kernel Weight / Ear; MP: Moisture Percent
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Fig.1. Graphical analysis of different traits for maize diallel crosses

1: MO17; 2: B73; 3: K18; 4: K19/1; 5: K166B ; 6: A679; 7: K3615/2; 8: K3640/5; 9: K3653/2;
10: K3651/1; 11: K3547/5; 12: K3544/1; 13: K3545/6; 14: K3493/1.
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1: MO17; 2: B73; 3: K18; 4: K19/1; 5: K166B ; 6: A679; 7: K3615/2; 8: K3640/5; 9: K3653/2;
10: K3651/1; 11: K3547/5; 12: K3544/1; 13: K3545/6; 14: K3493/1.
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