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Evaluation of Combining Ability of Sorghum Lines for
Improving Hybrid Cultivars
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Table. 1. Analysis of variance for two cuttings of sorghum in split plot

MS Sl o oL
EEHETST G gl amy Shdad S abgle 5 Shas agle s Shes
d.f. Plant height Tiller No. Green 25t
5.0.V. St e fodder Dry matter
Replication A5 2 1.74 0.01 54.20 0.63
Treatment {T'} e 33 12062.03** B.18** 692.19%* 50.39%#
Lrror 1 Uast 66 48.83 0.01 32.37 1.21
Cutting (C) e % et 1 2329.09%* 27977 * 7549.42%+ 118.86%*
TxC Vs 33 359.25%* 0.50%* 47.03%% 2.49%*
Error 2 68 19.34 0.08 22.38 0.90
CV. % 2.80 8.66 8.92 7.45
*#*: Significant at 1% level of probability. FAINPE S T ERE R

Caltiee i (51 085 g sl o oSl A lha Y J g

Table 2. Comparison of means of sorghum cuttings for different traits

, o e 05
Traits s Cutting Means  Groupping

. First Jab 160.53 a

Plant height (cm) G g gl
2 nd (2 153.77 b
2nd £ 438 a

Tiller No. amy shies
First Jah 2.04 h
. 20d g 59.11 a

Green fodder (tha™) S owbyle s Shas
First Jf 46.95 b

2 nd 13.50

Dry matter {(tha™) oSt e 3 Shes n 2 3.5 a
First Jsl 11.97 b

cias g QLT Yl e 315 st T glaey Sb s a0, -
The a and b show separately groups at 1% level of probability.
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Table 3. Analysis of variance for plant heigh, tiller number green fodder and dry matter yield of sorghum

L5l

MS Sl oS

= 7o

dos

e gy g

W ela )l domly 31ay Fade s Slas Sia abgle s Slas

e Plant height Tiller No Green fodder Dry matter

w257 Jal o P20 Lo e il er gl g Jst e P23 7 g Jeb e IR § e
S.0.V. Sl e d.f First cut 2nd cut Mean Firsteut  2ndout aeap  Firstcut Znd cut Total Firstcut  2nd cut Total
Replication RS 2 0.59 217 0.91 0.02 0.02 0.01 41.27 16.74 2714 031 0.83 0.32
Treatment S 33 &773.57** 5647 71%% 6030.69%* 3.50%* 3.10%* 4.12%* 324 88%*  414.40%* 346.12%* 26 51** 26.36%% 23.19%*
Parents {I") iy 9 2145 64%* 2112.58%% 2095.48** 6.31%* 12.15%= 8.90** 63.1G%%  269.82%* 123.09** 3.68%* 1§.58%* Q.90
Hybrid {H} o 23 3416.92*%* 5431 52%% 5255.13%% 2.62%* 2.5]** 2.43%% 184.41%*%  266.59%% 210.05%* 14.59** 16.02%* 14.32%*
PvsH Ao ph Bleess il 1 79627.99%%  41976.08%*  5028534%* 136%* 1.27%* 0.00™ 3865.82%%  31.1537%%  5483.06%*  48R.23**  33421** 407 48%*
Line {L) =Y 5 1132.35"™ 1432.34%* 1134.90 0.14™ 0.28™ 0.07" 164.78™ 281.08™ 197.94" 10.37" 1220 9.98™
Tester {T) 7 3 33339.55%% 38630 21%*%  3691045%*  18.21%% 16.91%*  1761%* 58897 1026.39%* TI2LI3** 37.12%% 69.57%* 61.66%*
LXT R RN 13 81392+ 151.51%* 297 47%* {.32%# 037* 0.18** 110.04%* 109.79** 101 56%* 7.48%* 6.38%%* 6.60%*
Error - 66 47.29 15.43 2339 003 17 0.06 19.03 36.28 16.18 095 117 06l
C.V.% 4128 2.87 308 800 G.44 7.68 629 10.19 7.38 813 8.03 6.12

ns, * and #* : Non significant, significant at 3% and 1% lcvels of probabilily, respectively. UV 310 Mazs e 53 Jla e ls gme b o g TR 4T g
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Table 4. Comparison of means of plant height (cm) of treatments
at 1% level of probability

Firstcut  Jjl o Zndeout  eps oo Mean . a5 Loy
S il 55 S S 035 Ses oL 5
Treatment Mean Groupping  Treatment Mean Groupping  Treatment  Mean Groupping
Ly XT, 246.3 a Ly XT, 224.8 a Ly X1, 2326 a
L, XT, 239.9 ab Ly X T, 221.1 ab L XT, 2293 a
L, XT, 227.8 be L. XT, 218.8 ab Ly XT, 2204 ab
Ly xT, 223.7 cd L, xXT, 218.7 ab Ly xr, 2243 ab
Ly X1,y 2149 cde Ly XT, 215.8 abe Ly X T 215.2 be
Ly XT, 214.6 cde Ly XT, 2127 bed L, xT, 213.8 bed
L; X T, 2124 cde Ly XT, 207.6 cd Ly XT, 21010 cde
Ls X T, 2111 de L, XT, 204.9 de LeX T, 2304 det
Ly XT, 205.5 e Ly XT, 196.3 ef L, xT, 201.0 ef
L X T 202.0 € Ly XTy 190.2 [g Ls %, 199.4 ef
Ls X°T, 2013 e Ls XT, 187.6 lg Lo XT, 195.3 r
1g XT, 200.8 ¢ Ls XT, 185.0 gh Ls XT, 193.1 T
Ly X T, 198.0 c L, 176.4 h T, 170.8 g
T, 166.7 f I'; 163.8 i Ly X T, 167.5 2
T 165.1 g L, xT, 138.7 J T, le5.2 g
Ly X T, 130.3 gh Ly X7, 136.9 i Lo %, 137.4 h
Ly XT, 1417 hi Ly XT, 136.4 i Ly X1, 137.0 h
Lo X T 140.1 hi L, X T, 134.1 j Ly XT, 136.0 h
Ly XT, 136.7 hij [, XT, 133.9 i L, XT, 133.6 h
L, XxT, 136.2 hij Ly XT; 130.3 ik Lo X T, 131.3 hi
Lo X T 136.0 hij Ly XT, 123.7 kl L, XT; 1207 hi
L, XT, 1333 ijk Lo XTy 123.1 klm Lo XT, 129.2 hi
Lg X T, 1313 ijk L. xXT, 121.7 klm Ly xT, 128.2 hi}
le X T,y 129.8 ijk Ly X Ty 116.9 mn le X Ty 128.6 hij
L, X T, 128.9 ijk Ls 116.3 Imn Ls XT; 126 .4 hij
L, XT, 123.0 ikl Ts XT, 116.2 Imn Ly X'Ty 120.2 ijk
T, 1191 klm L4 115.0 Imn T, 116.2 jkl
Es 112.9 Imn I, i14.8 Imn i 114.6 kl
L, 107.9 Imn I, 113.1 lmn Ls 110.2 kl
L, 105.4 mno T 128 Imn [ 108.2 kl
T [04.0 mno s 112.4 mn T, 1084 |
L, 100.7 no L, H0.0 n L, 106.9 I
Is 99 .4 no L, X T, 1091 I b 1059 !
Ls 91.2 0 L, 88.9 0 L 90.0 m

L=Lies:L, =

AnLla=Ar L

(132

= A1, La=Acsar s Ls = Aycsss & Lo = Alcsuanos
T = Testers : T} = Rg . 'I‘EIRZ,T_}: RHZ& T4= RS
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Table 5. General combining ability of lines (L) and testers (T) for different traits of sorghum

oy gl doy Shutad s 5 Shes S ab e 3 Slas

e Plant height (cm) Tiller No. Green folder (tha™) Dry matter (tha™)

S.0.V. Firstcut  2nd cut Mean Firstcut 2nd cut  Mean Firstcut  2nd cut Total First cut  2nd cut Total
Lines
1.1 f41™ 11.58%% 6.51%* 0.03™ 0.01™ -0.01™ -1.28% 2.08"™ 0.40™ -0.16™ 0.56™ 0.20%
1.2 2.92% 9.98*%* 6.46%* -0.09" 0.13™ 0.03™ 6.77%% B.1O*= 7.48%* 1.46%* 1.63%* 1,554+
L3 16.40#* 7.13%% 11.78** 0.12%* -0,23"® -0.03" -1.23% -1.44™ -1.33™ -0.74%* -1.04%> -(.89%*
L4 -0.86™ -4 38%* 22,72 -0.13%% -0.06™ 011" 1.50™ -2.66™ -0.58™ 0.82%* -0.22" 0.30™
L3 -§.83+%% -12.52%% -10.69** -0.01" 0.20™ 0.12% -2.26™ -0.12™ -1.19™ -0.60* -0.06™ -0.27"
L6 -11.04%* -11.59%# -i1.34%% 0.13%% -0.06™ 0.01™ -3.51%* -6.04%% -4, 78%* -0.78%* -0.69+* -0.88%*
S.E. (gi) 1.98 1.27 .40 0.03 0.12 0.07 1.26 1.74 1.16 0.28 031 0.23
Testers
T1 39.34%% 38.40%* 38.87%* 0.86%* 0.86%* 0.85%* 4.74%% 6.32%* 5.53%% 1.16%* 1.50%* 1.33%%
T2 36.93%* 41.82%% 39.37%* 0.88** 0.8]1%* 0.86%* 3.16%% 6.04%* 5.60%* 1.84%% 1.87%% 1.86%*
T3 -435.34%% -40.69%* -43.01%* -0.89%* -0.69%%  -0.79%* -4.86%* -3.16% -4,01%* -1.87%#* -1.37%* -1.62%%
T4 -30.93%* -39, 33%+ -35.23%% -0.85%~ -0.97%%  0.92** -5.0%= S920%x T 12%% -1, 14%% -2.00%* -1.57%%
S. E. (gi) 1.63 1.04 1.14 0.04 0.10 6.06 1.03 1.41 0.95 0.23 0.26 0.18
Ns. * and ** : Non significant, significant at 3% and 1% levels of probability, respectively. I 70 St prdae 53 Sl gae s Sls g b s e ** % s

Vio
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Table 5. Specific combining ability of lines (L) and testers (T) for different traits of sorghum *

-

IWAY Sl oF o)l 08 it )0 4 I Sliden o

% 5 5| oy sl Foaade s Sle 2t abale s Slas ,

Y ps Plant height (cm) Tiller No. Green folder (tha™) Dry matter (tha™) |
Line X Tester First cut 2nd cut Mean Firstcut 2ndcut  Mean Firstcut  2nd cut Total Firstcut  2nd cut Total

L xT 20.62%* 1.85™ 11.25%# -0.34%%* -D21m -0.28% -0.70™ -1.49" -1.10™ 0.64™ 0.37"% 0.61™

Ly X T, 6.79™ 4.53" 5.64% 0.27%# -0.02% 0.14™ 0.18"™ =291 -1.36™ 0.78" 0.32™ (.53"

[, X T, -11.67*% -1.33" -6.531% 0.10™ 0.08™ 0.09% 6.04%* 5.61™ 3.82% -0.19% -0.33™ -0.36™

I, X -15.74%% -3.03™ -[0.39%* -(129%* 0.16™ 0.03™ -3.52%% -1.21™ -3.36™ -1.23% -0.36™ -0.80™

L. X 25.48%# 3.36™ 14.33%% 0.43** -0.39" 0.02% -1.43™ 0.14™ -0.66™ -0.41™ 0.32™ 0.14™ m

L. x T, =381 -2.90% -3.37" -0.70%* 0.33™ -0.19™ 1.07% 1.10™ 1.08™ -1.54%%* -L10™ -1.08*

Ly X Ty -7.28% -2.09™ -4.69™ 0.14"™ 0.06™ 0.09™ 4.54™ 319™ 3.87™ 2.07%* 1.69** 1.88**

1, X T, -14.30%# 1.42% -6.47% 0.14% 0.01™ 0.08™ -4.16" -4.42% -4.29" -{,98™ (.92 -0.94%

L, X T, -21.94%* -4.76™ -13.36%* 0.28%* 0.16™ 0.23" -2.46% 3.34% 2.90™ ~(.30" -0.08™ -0.19™

Ly X T- -4.13™ 5.31* 0.60™ 0.08" -0.08™ -5.02™ -0.41* -TA41¢ -6.91%* 031" -0.14" 0.09™

Ly X T; -7.93™ 2.98™ -5.48% -0.11™ -0 -0.10" -0.56™ 3.30™ 1.37™ -0.60™ 0.22% -0.19™

Ly x T, 34.00%% 243" 18.24%% -0.25%* 0.03" -0.11™ 4.51™ 077" 2.64™ 0.60™ -0.00™ 0.30™

1y X T, -11.50%* -4 15™ -7.83%% -.33%% 0.36™ -0.02™ -2.29% -4,29" -3.29m -0.92% -1.42% -1.17#

by X T 0.30m 8.56%% 4.44™ 0.20% 0,19 001%™ -0.09™ 5.64™ 277 0.47" 1.83*+ 1.15%

Ly X Ty 7.70™ -3.36* 1.19"% 0.01"™ -0.42™ 521 -5.43% =7.70%* -0.57*+ -1.92% ¥ -2.23%* ~2.07%*

Ly X T, 3.50" 0.95™ 2.20™ 0.14™ 0.26™ 0.22" 7.81%* 6.33% 7.08%* 2.38%% F.8I%* 2.10%*

Ls X T, -1 -7.74%* -7.76%* -(.32%% -0.47% -0.38%% -6.62%* -3.70™ -5.16%* S2.02%+ -1.33% -1.67*

L:i X T, 447" -B.57*%* -2.06™ 0.35% 0.35™ 0.35* 10.73%# 9.69%* 10.21%* 1.19% 0.53" 0.86™
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Table 6. Continued 1 J g aslal
S il axy ohdas b gle s Slos eSra ddle s Sl
Y% s Plant height (cm) Tiller No. Green folder (tha™) Dry matter (tha)
Line x Tester First cut  2ndcut  Mean Firstcut 2ndcut  Mean Firstcut  2ndcut  Total Firstcut 2ndcut  Total
Ly X Ty 3,37 9.41%* 7.42%* -0.01m™ (.35" 0.17" -2.10" -0.32™ -1.21% 1.13™ 1.81** 1.46%*
Ls X T, -2.07" 6.89** 2.40™ -0.01™ -0.24™ -0.14™ -2.01™ -5.67" -3.84™ -0.30"™ -L.o™ -0.65™
L, X T, -4.89™ 11.23%+  3.16™ 0.30%* 0.56% 0.43%* 8.50+% 6.00™ 7.30%* 2.65%* 1.94% 2.30%>
Le X Ty -3.62% -6.93*%*  -3235™ -0.19* -0.39™ -(.28* -5.48* -6.10™ -5.79% -1.69%* -1.45*% -1.57+
Le X T, 13.81+% 2.35% 8.07%* -0.12% 0.04™ -0.06™ -2.49™ -4.08"™ -3.28™ -0.49" -0.97% -0.73%
Le X Ty -5.29" 6.64*%  -508*% 0.01™ -0.21™ -0.10% -0.63" 418" 1.78"™ -0.47% 0.48™ 0.00"
S. E. (Sij) 357 2.55 2.79 0.09 0.24 0.14 2.52 3.438 232 0.36 0.63 0.43
5 it il
F=1 ol by 2347 27.5% 252.3" on® 0.10™ 011" 4.10™ 851" 5.90% 0.37™ 0.49" 041"
F= e oy 253.5%% 44.0% 91.4%= 0.10%* 0.07" 0.04™ 30.34% 24.30% 28.46% 2.18*% 1.80* 2.00%*
Py e
Contribution of lincs % 4.63 57 4.69 1.16 2.44 0.61 19.43 22.92 20.49 15.43 16.55 14.95
Tl s e
Contribution of testers % 83.38 92.48 91.61 90.81 88.05 94.48 41.66 50.22 47.98 51.08 36.65 55.41
Lo x oY
Contribution of 1. X T% 9.80 1.81 3.69 3.03 9.5] 4.91 3892 26.86 3133 33.46 26.80 29.64
ns. * and ** : Non significant. significant at 5% and 1% levels of probability, respectively. : ** o f s

I - Coefficient of Inbreeding
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Table 7. Comparison of means of tiller No. of treatments
at 1% level of probability (DMRT)

Firstcut  Jgl o 2nd cut 33 Mean o 52 ey
sl ol o35 et ol s S b 55
‘I'reatinent Mean Groupping  Freaiment Mean Groupping  Treatment  Mean Groupping
T, 4.733 a T, 9.000 T, 6.733 a
T, 4.467 a Ty 7.333 Ta 6.133 b
L, XT, 3.400 s XT, 5.667 C Lg X'T, 4.533 C
Ly XT, 3.367 b Ly XT, 5.667 c Ls X T, 4.500 ¢
Ls X T4 3.333 b Ly X T, 5.567 ¢ L; XT, 4.233 cd
1, X', 3.300 be Ly XT, 5.467 ¢ L, XT, 4.167 ed
L, XT, 3.233 be Ly XT, 5.100 cd L, xT, 4.100 cd
Iy X Ts 3.200 he L, XT, 5.100 ed L, XT, 4000 od
[.4 X T, 3.067 be L, XT, 4.967 cde Ly XT, 3.983 cd
b X T, 2.933 cd L, XT, 4.900 cde Ly XTs 31967 ed
L: XT, 2.633 de Ly XT, 4.900 cde L, XT, 3.883 d
L X1, 2.600 de L, XT, 4.867 cde Ly XT, 3.800 d
Ly XT, 2.500 ef Ly XTs 4.800 cdef Ly XT, 3.783 d
| 2.200 f Lo X T, 4.667 cdefg [s XT 3.767 d
Lo X Ty 1.400 g L; XT; 4.101 defgh Ls XT; 2.683 ¢
Ly XT; 1.300 i L, 4.133 defghi T, 2.667 e
b, XT, 1.300 g T, 4.033 efghi 1o 2.617 ¢
T, 1.300 2 7 3.833 fghi Ly ¥, 2.333 ¢
I, 1.300 g L, XT; 3.800 fghi L, T, 2.500 ¢
L, 1.267 g L, xT, 3.700 ghi Ls 2.500 c
L, X T4 1.267 g L, X5 3.600 hi Ly X T 2.417 ¢
1. XT, 1.267 g2 Ly XT, 3.533 hi Ly XT, 2.400 ¢
Lo X T, 1.233 g L, xT, 3.500 hi T, 2.400 e
1, XT, 1.233 2 Ty 3.500 hi L, XT, 2.383 e
L XT, 1.233 g Ls X T, 3.467 hi L, XT, 2.350 v
Ly XTs 1.200 g Ig 3.467 hi L 2.333 e
L, XT, 1.200 ol L 3.467 hi L, 2317 €
[ 1.167 g L, 3.400 hi L: X T, 2.267 e
1, 1.167 £ L: %I, 3.300 hi Ly 2.267 e
Ly X T, 1.133 il I XT, 3.267 hi Ly XTs 2.250 e
Ly X1 1.100 g Ls 3.133 hi L X T, 2233 &
1., 1.100 g Ly %XT, 3.133 hi Ly XTy 2.133 e
L. 1.067 g L XT, 3.133 hi Ly, XT; 2117 e
I.s 1.000 g Ly X T4 3.067 I Ls 2.067 e

Lehines: 1, =A . L;=A;. 14
T=Testers : Ty=R;, Ta =Ry . Ty =Ry & T4=Ry

V¢4

=Ay, Ly=Acsi» Ls = Aesma & Ly = Ajcssseos
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Table 8. Comparison of means of green foddcr (tha"y of treatments

at 1% level of probability (DMRT}

First cut  Jyl o 2ndeut s Mean o 52 b e
S oS o5 5 Sest oL 055 s pram i
_Treatment Mean Groupping  Treatment Mean Groupping ' realment Mean Groupping

Ve XT- 6348 a Le X5 79.29 a Ls X1, 144.8 A
1o X1, 64.84 H L, X T, 79.01 a Lo %I 143.9 i
- xT, 61.90 ab 1. XT, 78.33 ah 1. %7, 140.2 a
I 61.49 ab Ly XT, T2.70 abc L, XT, 131.6 ab
1, X T 5844 abe Ly XT, 7190 abe Ly X1 131.1 aby
1. X Ty 58.29 abc 1y, X1, 71.90 abe P 130.2 aboe
1., XT, 57.82 abe L ®x 70.60 abed Ly T, 129.7 abe
1, XT, 56.11 abed Le X1 69.96 abede L, XT, 125.2 abed
Iy X Ts 5591 abced Ly X1, 68.89 abedef L, X1, 1248 abed
Ly X1, 3379 abed L, XT; 68.21 abedef LoXT, 1204 bede
1, xT, 34.60 abed Ls X1 6619 abedefp 1., X1, 118.9 hede
Ly xT, 51.75 bude r 63.49 bedefgh 1, X1, 1143 bedef
Ly XTy 50.08 cdet’ 1o XT, 63.06 cdefgh Ly X1, 113.9 bedef
ba X0y, 48.40 cdely Ly XTIy 6238 cdefgh {4 XTn H10.2 cdefy
1y XT, 48.37 cdelg 1, XT;, 6(.87 cdefgh 1. %1, 107.7 defg
o X714 48.02 cdefy Ls X T, 60.08 cdefgh Ly X1, 147.6 defg
L X1 4770 cdele L, XT, 58.25 cdefphi T, 106.4 defgh
by X1, 43.20 delgh Ly X T, 5817 cdefghi e XT- 105.6 delghi
Ly T, 43.06 ctphi iy X1 37.58 cdelghi Ly XT, 1039 elghij
T 42.86 efghi 1. 3563 delghi Ly X1 (027 clghij
[ 42.06 clighi L, X1, 33.36 defehi Ly X1, 93.36 lzhij
R I 42.62 clehi La 34.6( ¢lghi L, X1, 9328 {ghij
Ls X T, 4252 elehi Ly X7, 53.81 I'ghij L, XT ©93.22 ehij
Iy 41.75 clghi Las 224.53.01 lghi} (8 v9.26 ghijk
L, X1, 40.99 elghij Lo X Ty 52.62 ehij Lo ¥ T4 91.39 ehijk
1, X1, 40.00 fehij T, 50.63 hij le X1, 91.22 ghijk
1. 38.65 ghijk Ly X Ty 50.40 hij [ 90.44 ghijk
[ 3583 hijk L, X T 50.16 i [ 86.11 hijkl
L, 35.52 hijk L, 49.60 hij T 85.44 ikl
I, 33.89 ijk L, XT, 48.09 hij L, 85.41 jki
T, 3369 ijk 1y 43.69 ik T, 84.33 Jkl
1., 30.87 Jk I, 38.97 ik T, 72.86 kim
. 30.48 ik L 38.65 ik L, 69.52 Im
I, 28.45 K L 3254 K 1. 601.99 0

I=lLines 1 1., - Ay,
T="Testers : [, = R,

|

.Th

T P

Ry k-

AL Ly = Ajesn
RH'_‘ & T,=Rq
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Tabte 8. Comparison of means of dry matter (tha™") of treatments
at 1% level of probability (DMRT)

Firstcut ! oo Indcut s o Mean o 42 daa
S OSles 05 Mz oS o1 o oSt )4
Treatment Mean Groupping  Treatment Mean Groupping  Treatment Mean Groupping
La XTy 16.52 a Ly XT, 18.14 a Ly XT, 34605 a
L, x'1, 16.41 a [, XT, 18.11 a Ly X°T, 34.07 a
L, XT, 15.96 a [, XT, 17.40 ab Lo XT, 33.53 ab
Ly, X1, 15.84 ab Ly xT, 17.28 ab L, XT, 33.24 abc
Ls XT, 15.82 ab Ls XT; 17.12 abc [s XT, 32.94 abc
L, XT, 15.62 ab Lg XT, 17.11 abc [, XTy 32.69 abc
L4y XT, 15.44 ab L, XT, 17.07 abc L, XT, 32.29 abed
L, X7, 15.05 abc L, XT; 16.62 abcd L, X T, 31.66 abede
L, XT, 15.02 abhc L; XT, 1537 bede I, XT, 30.15 bedef
Ly XT, 14.79 ahc L: XT, 15.17 bedef Ly XT, 29.68 cdefy
Ly XT, 14.44 abc Ly XT, 15.04 bedef Ly XT, 28.95 defg
Ly XT, 13.50 bed Ls XT, 14.90 bedety by XT, 28.53 elg
Lo XT, 12.76 ede Iy XT, 14.52 cdefg Ls XT; 27.20 fgh
L, X Ty 12.73 cde Ly XT, 14.26 defgh Le X1, 26.84 lght
Ly XT, 12.10 def L, XT, t4.10 defghi Ls XT, 26.82 fghi
Ls %XT; 12.04 def L4 13.60 ctighij L, XxT, 26.10 ghij
Ls XT, 11.92 defg L, XT, 13.37 cfghij Ls 24.51 hijk
Ls X T, 11.34 defgh L, XT; 13.33 efghij L, XT, 2448 hijk
L, X T, 11.17 defgh Ls 13.21 efghij Ly XTy 23.72 hijk
Ly X Ty 11.00 efgh T, 13.20 efghij L, XT, 23.71 hijk
L, 10.93 efgh L, 13.15 cfghij T, 23.15 ijkl
L, XT, 10.86 efgh L; XT, 12.86 cfehij L, X T, 23.15 ijki
Ls X T 10.40 efghi L XT, 12.48 fghij Lo XT, 23.06 ijki
L, X'l 10.25 fghi Ly X T, 12.15 ghijk L, 22.67 k1
L, XT; 10,17 fihi Ls XT, 11.72 hijk Ly XT, 22.65 jkl
T 9.96 {ghij [, XT, 11.63 hijk Lo X T, 21.59 kim
L, 9.52 ghijk Ly XT; i1.35 ijki Ls 21.35 kim
T, 9.30 hijk T, 11.31 jki Ly X T 21.23 klm
T 8.42 ijkl La XT; 10.85 jklm T, 19.74 lmn
Ty 8.19 ikl L, 9.68 kim T, 18.19 mno
Ls 8.14 ijkl T, 8.90 Imn L 17.37 no
L 7.70 jkl T, 8.356 mn T, 16.75 no
L, 745 kl Iz 8.38 N L 15.83 op
L, 6.17 | Le 6.92 n Lo 13.08 P

L=Lines: L, =A,, La=A:, Ly = A3, Ly = Ajcgst» Ls = Acsas & L = Ajcsasons

T=Testers: T) =R, T,=Ra, T3 =R, & Ty, =Ry
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