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AL L gant) AN lySal) Fad) Fae sl Ll Gailad (med calud) daydy cdaldl)
3sas il iy (Ol Adla el 5ol dus A5 LY Adall Ssal cByleall
LS A genl) da ey dusg paal) leaall muaad L) 3ok Agiaall Adle cilids
Gy sl oS3 o Jy Lee cugied) e dalally daled) GBI )% cpls o
Lalally Laladl 0l ol Ay iy claall oda b lee S s SIED )
daalus o Sl il oS AV @iy @llyel) dealus o} GCA/SCA DY) e
LS Laalsll e ST culS Gun dugpaal cliall gues 8 S e B @ld clf)sal
D oysn 13y ccliall @lli (1) aalsll e JB IS sabad) Ay Jaes o &l e ]
el sda Cuyg B ST ) 3l ysall e plasy S

Aapn (olaidl ) Ao dalal) gyskal ey e Lalal) symad) cdalizal) clalsl)

2\:\.5;..4 z\.ﬂ:b) ‘Sdlzu.u]\

:daadall
alilaly Solanales gy «daldl lils cha ol Gldlie and J) Solanum melongena L. olaidlll aiy
A pa el £33 Bl (e 85 linn 24 = 2X =2 N o (g5t Litnall Lpall L5 .Solanaceae dnlaidll)
Sl Lasal) e 8RN paase 390 iy (el LLa s %47 ) Jes 5 H(7-6) (e oS Shl i

(1993 ,uen)

(2] Lagas) Zosdl Z3Y) ¢(B) clislidll desens daliy clinaliall saall ol (e Glaidlll s
bl & ol aasna) L (Kalloo, 1993) 85l 4l 4513a]) 4iad Jasy e ((Lawande and chavan, 1998)
“hlae il ) ALYl el bl Glally @Sl Gajes dealiall Clgll Jia gabal e dallaal ¢ ndl
L (gsud) fdadl) 3 el aadiey (Khan, 1979) glas) vie aally 2 Jg il s dass mndas b lasald)
L) oS ol sl o(Bshena of cLigdia o (Lie) Tighae US55 3 cdibias
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Ji ol Ll gl lass iglly cueall Wiy .(Anonymous, 2010) allall & Glasdlll et )l i) aig aa3
Om S el Gl Jiss g sV Cpihagiaal U8 e ALl WSl G cligygd (A coall Sl Gk oo
Baliyy (el G 2022 olal dujsudl dach)3l) Adlany) degenall i Cus (el coall Skl 8 jliadll Jaalas
Abdlae 3 (2022) ple Aol cigall dae al 2 (1) Jsaad) dseadd) Aol Cagyh e Glasdll) delyy sk
Lipall Gushyla dladlae cibial @llng Lk (37937) ambuly )ia (5829) il daluass iy (14314) (ushyh
AADU) Alsdlae gl Lz Y ls de gy dal) Aabiall Cum pe 1gY)

2022 ~2018 53l A Lygu — Gushah B A Ciga) (b laiill) J guana g ilg dabsa (1) Jaad)

32552 3827.5 8903 2018
33450 4411.4 10569 2019
40186 4941.2 14775 2020
35974 4751.6 13373 2021
37937 5829.0 14314 2022

Lo okl las) ve Taa Aalgd) Genlad) (e LoalY1 VDL ol Calicadd GO e dalal) 5y0kall anis dilee 2a3
Yool o Lgd @i Al Al QS CO) e dalall syaiall ddas of e .(Naumkina er al., 2005)
.(Venkateswarlu and Singh, 1982) Zulidl £LY) jloa) b Jaal Ui

Sl Shsl Jelil) ges ddgn e Shsl SV e oty IS dug padl) @liall (SCA) 5 (GCA) asf o ibal)
doalan ST cltypall S0 ) ouls o (1996) Sharma s Katheria ¢ -(Wang et al., 1990) @il den e
(Casilly Balandl) aSEUN lpgall i1 (s e A5laalls At Cagplall el

@Y Genes action <lijsall Jed daph yaa3 b lgde slae¥) oKa A &)l chdsal) sl e salad) dayy a0
o el OIS 138 ¢(GCA/SCA) ks g (saliills @llyy (Dobek er al., 1988) duhall A diall Cuygi 6 oSy
x Shsll) delal) 5 ol of sabad) e daclill A8 el LEH poads diall of ey @l (L dial (1)
S Wy SISV eDlelal (glaally pads daalls maaall aalgll (goled i) 13 dad culS 13y o )
b o SV L) 2 Mg ¢ ST Y1 I sl el pass g8 (1) e ST culS 1Y) L cclal
c bl Gamenilly 4 )

(Sofi et al., 2006) Lingia leiylaly sl zabs dacl Jal o Lyags el clicall Cuygs 4 moncall agill 35

Cilial s (8 Jas Baas Ul e Jpeanll iy cdel3l sans Jualas e copall 8 Adhsl aliadl dual 5w
Ll Jhsll cpeatll Jlae 8 Galelall @liglol aal e 8 <l L (Khojah, 1993) Tl 3gasall Ll Jraladl)
Jaall sty ¢ Aol il dilee 8 48 Al 5ol lgie dano Lan Ausill el arn Lgllaaly ddsitie Baa Cilical
(1993 ccpen) F1 dingl) Hohll z ) b Lgaladind oSa 3 Ly 4l ¥l Lol b Lgalaiia oLl

z s YL Ll 8 due )l vie daldg ¢ liadll sl cpanil) maly (b Ll Aaadl CaliaY alasial oSa
Jeadll) Al Galial) L) 8 Lol GlaY) ae Ghaally Shsll baels Plitu) oSa WS dimgll 50
sl WguSsld Jald i elaly (Adhsll 5kall Mai) 8 483 5y e (2007) ¢ s ST LS (2003 ¢opdlas
Adle by sus D Sliaa ) Al ol ) Jyeasl cpngl) ey B L3l i

(o galin (gl ladl Gulad) Jas s ) bl lulall a5 sne o culad (S8 bl et aly aial
el gl (3531 Ladlally ciladl Al Cag lal) ae dalilial dac silly (Aaelll Lgilia b de giia Cilival Jalitial il
Claall e o Tolde) L) W Jladl ) dal) 13 Gisy a8 M Al Jlaw 3 Odaldl asead L) T
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Aoy paad (Y] e dalally daladl Gipadall BIS dalas (Gaagal] &8s 80l Aully (Shsll Lealay Hlall doe gl
LBalucd)

radihhy Gal) dlge

A dpanal Aoyl sl lasdld) e ((T6 , TS5, T4, T3, T2, T1) ddlys b diw duh & :4alal) sald) —
(A Lbadl) Jolall Coas cungil e A3l Guas 15 3 ALY dac) 1 Dnalad) Cisadl dalall disgl) (e Lgile Jsaanl)

oY) T1 T2 T3 T4 TS T6
T1

T2 3 -

T3 A + -

T4 + + + -

T5 + + + + -

T6 + + + + + -

lgale J sl i A Lol caua gl e 1(A) Dabaial

teh Omel)) (pewse DA Ganll 1 5 s duaal) 3k -
(15) lge o Gua Aol Caad gina e Jgeanll haglad (i dus) 5kl delyy o5 1(2021 =2020) assse =
@l e By ¢Adlsdall ALl e Uadll araca s WALl ae (F1 Jo¥) daall 5sd i)y (2022 =2021) puse —
Lghd ¢ Sadb cw i (Fr, P oPr) oY) diad) ey o) e il sydie g3 Cun g paall cilydgall sl
Gy D) due)y 3 dadl) cldee paen Caad L aafll bdll b s 60 L G Ailially caos 80 lgudans (e a5 B3jke
Sl &aldg) dpmally dupdial)l U ASESA cillee Casals (2006 codats Lasy) ae Aablgially ddel3l) 85 Sluass
llyy clidad s2e ey leli Jpanall pen cllee Cadi L Aaslially 8gidl) lanad) sasialy @by cdalall b (Ladle
Ol el ds )y s
el dae))3ll Gigall dalall Ll plae (3 Gagyaall (Ahll Shlall Aliadll LN disel () Shasll dilaill cha) &
e Ll Slaa) peall dlaye PUs ((1995) alal (ALO.A.C) duecs)l Cailaasl) Gulladll Lueas 42yl Ty
P 5 Cus (Galladll

ilgd diyla Cuun Bulaad) 1 %AASN LKl Lus @

casgeall Slsle Splad) 1% Byplaall AL Lingesl) dos @

.(Refractometer) jiasSha)ll jlea aladinl :%(TSS) sl LK Lball slgall s @

LCsl Aylay 1% Adlal) ald) Lui

Sles platiuls s Cus (Gl mal) (Ol il daje 335 1(Paff) Alall Ay e

[Doro meter (mod FT 327)] il (ulid

Alany) Jalatl) —
ey (SPSS) 5 (GenStat-12) Slasy) Jiaill aaliyg (Excel galin) cgwlall aladiuly Slasy) diaill dis o
236y gal) Ablan) sl

-Variance ¢ptall (1
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ceadlall Ty (L.S.R.) (i 520 Jif dinpha alasials chugynall (ailaally clicall gaes Clangio djae (2
.(Waller and Duncan, 1969)
(Specific Combining Ability SCA) Lalally ((General Combining Ability GCA ) dalall (jliysadl (3
Alall st e () 2 3gaill) S 7 3gailly — Aulill Ayl (385 GO e Lcalally dalall 508l cacyd LDV e
Shh S (saaliall) aasalall ddangial) will @i (Say 4dl i 3 «(Method 11 Fixed-Model) (Griffing, 1956)
Pl LiSe ladie s ¢ Sy
Comd) Adee 3 AL ALBU Llal) e dalall spaiall Ul (ST YY) (gl Shbs S el Y1 -1
DY) e i) arall (o coma S 8 deldl) e il Y1 -2
;300 Aacalyl) Alabealls @l e el (Sass
Xj-u+gt+g+sij+1/bclXeju - '

AITEN
Ol 8yaall daugiall dall @ X
caladl Lgiall @

cJed cpedd CDENY) e ddlall skl : gj ¢ g
Cpmgll G e dalall syl s
(DY) daall g cpsl) (o slatia il ol oY Jagd ) Adaacl) L) Jalsalls palall il 2 EX e
P Bl 8y Y] e Aialally dalall gohall 5lall iy Alad) Taegiall o (Sasg
u=[2/pp+)]X..,

g=1/(p+2) [Xi +xi-2/pX.],
sy=xij-1/(p+2) [ Xi+xi+ X +x; ] +2/[(p+]) (p+2)] X ..,

tsigdaadl cplil)
Ve =vg+V%
Pl
._.45%L—EAJ/ cptal vZp
L Shsl el £ vig
Ll cplal) 2 ovE
:(Fisher, 1918) allell Gy (golow sl o) of Lale
Vo =27 +V7
Pl
Cilypall S Y a5 VA= 27 ¢ s oY) e dalall gpakal) cpli z v
clysall Sl e ) ey VD VR dua oY) e LAl sakal opls : v
DY) e Laldll sl (ol /G e dalall 5y00all cpls das (4
.(Dobek et al., 1988) I Tay <l 406 Aslaally % Degree of Dominance sabdl day Jiee (5
a=v V2o Vs

HEGITEN

Babuall Ay Jaea i g

Cllygall aSIE EYI ks vy
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sl SKAN e SN cls s vPp

: slially it

LSl L) Lug ) cliall (2 Jsoall) Aibasy) AN Adle Tisine (35 Ssa cpd iopbdll Jas I
Jae ‘lua_i)d.d\ ‘)‘).LJ\ e db.nj O (LM\ da g cdalad) zalall daaig <Al bl salall daaig <<ty

1.8 5.6 4.2 *0.097 *2.98 T3
5.5 7.9 ‘4.4 0.095 b2.51 T4
5.4 6.1 4.8 ?0.091 42.09 TS
4.8 8.4 5.2 *0.094 2.28 T6
0.720 0.691 0.459 N.S 0.458 LSD (0.05)

() o Aaldlly dalal) opipaiall LI
dpesl) Claall ¢ Aol ot Lt yde dusadd dalally sl VL cad Lalall BT e skl WS cauy
viag yaall desadl)
(%) L b A Sl Lo -1
(T3) ) 1ol 3D a Ailany) AN Al Lyla) DY) e dale 530 gl el a9 (3) Jsaad) sy
Bote cllicy cpan Al 35 Jeaall cpw WS .(0.042+) (T5) peeladd V15 ¢(0.025+) (T4) allls ¢ (0.073+)
LS st dalal) B0l e 3l Lganyss Say edilian) ANV (DY e dulay) dald
Alasl dale 8yse 4l LaadIS Cpgl G ol e Olatl ciiliaa] AV G o dula) Aald By0ie Lagd (lisna —
-(0.339+) (T5 XT4) cneglls ¢(0.235+) (TS5 XT3) cngll tlaag .cdwY) e
Lale 5pie Laaaa] clley . cpsd Gn Cpagdl) e 453l Adlan] AN V) e dulay) Ll 505 gl (jan Lol —
Pt Abe Tl e Aale 50 4l A Aylag) DY) e
T4 xT2) aells <(0.018+) (T3 XT2) gusells <(0.389+) (TS5 XT1) el (0.379+) (T4 XT1) (ungd
(0.136+) (T6 XT3) el Luals « (0.111+)
Gosd Gm gl e @l dilian) ANy GO e dulay) Aald 5y 4l ((0.059+) (T2 XT1) asly und -
LDEY) e Al dale 5050 Legia (K

(%) i) (b ) il Sl pnad Al DI Ao Lualilly Aalal) Bpa2al) 1(3) Jgand

il Jacgial SCA  GCA(P2) | GCA(P)  plall busia gl £LS)
3.030 -0.059 4.189 T 1
2.856 20234 4.189 ™ 2
13141 0352 4.189 T3 3
+3.093 0.021 4.189 T4 4
13110 0.042 4.189 TS 5
2.968 20.122 4.189 T6 6

442,855 0.059 20234 - 0.059 4.189 T2 xT1 2X 1
2.689 -0.414 0.352 - 0.059 4.189 T3 xT1 3IX1
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+++3.412 0.379 0.021 - 0.059 4.189 T4 xTI 4X1
+++3.439 0.389 0.042 -0.059 4.189 T5 xTI 5X1
2.840 -0.089 -0.122 -0.059 4.189 T6 xTI 6X1
+++2.925 0.018 0.352 -0.234 4.189 T3 xT2 3X2
+++2.970 0.111 0.021 -0.234 4.189 T4 xT2 4X2
2.535 -0.363 0.042 -0.234 4.189 T5 xT2 5X2
2.528 -0.228 -0.122 -0.234 4.189 T6 xT2 6X2
3.084 -0.082 0.021 0.352 4.189 T4 xT3 4X3
++3.396 0.235 0.042 0.352 4.189 T5 xT3 5X3
+++3.155 0.136 -0.122 0.352 4.189 T6 xT3 6X3
++3.451 0.339 0.042 0.021 4.189 T5 xT4 5X4
2.622 -0.371 -0.122 0.021 4.189 T6 xT4 6X4
2.717 -0.293 -0.122 0.042 4.189 T6 xTS 6X5

*%22.69 GCA

*%4.24 SCA

5.35 GCA/SCA 4w

Laaaal ool alliai (e 4236 dimge SCA =+++ . dinge= GCA logie JSU (sl (illai e 4530 dinge SCA= ++ . dianse GCA= +
Al GCA Lagie 09 sl il (e a3l dumse SCA=++++ . 4dlu GCA 52 AY)s Lase GCA b
-(PO.01) disinn (s5icnn (Ao diluan) Ao = ** -(P0.05) disine (ggian o dilian) Ao = *

1(%) S A Bplaall ALY Adagant) duus -2

(T3) &0& Y i chblany) AN Dl dulay) DY) o dale Boba Ciats oLl Aol 35n9 (4) Jsand) i
Gl ad Arpa ey WS L(0.031+) (T6) Y15 ¢(0.053+) (T5) Lslalls ¢(0.074+) (T4) &bl ¢(0.065+)
s alell 5poaall Ty b LS Lgaiea (S eiilomn] ANy DY) e dylay] Lals 500
Llay) dale 8yde clliey LaadIS ool G Cpagdl) e 320U (lilan) AN (Y e dulsy] Lals 5000 gl (an —
1oae DG 4y Al e
.(0.018+) (T5 XT4) cuaglls «(0.019+) (T5 XT3) (s «(0.068+) (T4 XT3) (pagl
dalasl dale 83 4 Lavasl sl o cpmngl 0o a3l (Ailian) ANV CDUY) o dulad) Rl §ties Chal a0 —
xT2) oeadlls (0.147+) (T6 XT1) cuanells (0.093+) (T5 XT1) Gunell toma 5 ay Aule &V Ll e
.(0.139+) (T6
ol O gl (e Aail Aglian) ANy GO e duladl dald 50k caay (0.092+) (T2 XT1) aals cpna —
il e dnle dale 3yt Lagd

S b Aagantl Lo ddal LB (Ao Lualilly dalal) Bjaiall 1(4) Jsaad)
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+4.581 0.053 5.649 T5 5
+4.559 0.031 5.649 T6 6

++++4.515 0.092 -0.152 -0.071 5.649 T2 xT1 2X1
4.220 -0.322 0.065 -0.071 5.649 T3 xT1 3X1
4.396 -0.155 0.074 -0.071 5.649 T4 xTl1 4X1
+++4.611 0.093 0.053 -0.071 5.649 T5 xTl1 5X1
+++4.633 0.147 0.031 -0.071 5.649 T6 xT1 6X1
4,543 -0.018 0.065 -0.152 5.649 T3 xT2 3X2
4516 -0.059 0.074 -0.152 5.649 T4 xT2 4X?2
4478 -0.071 0.053 -0.152 5.649 T5 xT2 5X2
+++4.645 0.139 0.031 -0.152 5.649 T6 xT2 6X2
++4.733 0.068 0.074 0.065 5.649 T4 xT3 4X3
++4.653 0.019 0.053 0.065 5.649 T5 XT3 5X3
4,583 -0.041 0.031 0.065 5.649 T6 xT3 6X3
++4.651 0.018 0.053 0.074 5.649 T5 xT4 5X4
4.603 -0.029 0.031 0.074 5.649 T6 xT4 6X4
4.591 -0.021 0.031 0.053 5.649 T6 xT5 6X5

*7.36 GCA

*3.82 SCA

1.93 GCA/ SCA s

Laaaal cpgl st (e 423l dimge SCA =+++ . dingem GCA logia JSU (sl (illai e 4530 dinge SCA= ++ . dinse GCA= +
Adle GCA legio S (o il e 4236 dnse SCA=H+++ . 4l GCA 52 AVl dmse GCA 5
A(P0.01) Ligine (gimsa (e dilas) ANa = % A(P0.05) Ligine (s5iusa e dilas) AN = *
(%) Sl (b L At Ll Sgal) dsesi -3
35ng Jsaall cpn WS (5 Jsaal)) dslasy) ANAD ddle dulsy) CDEY) e ddle 830 (0.046+) (T4) Shkll ekl
Aalall G 53k Les Lehieat (S cond L g cAilian] AN GO o Aulay) Lald Bydiey o (e
tsk LS g
Ao e Leaaal aiaty Gusd Om ool oo Aa3l (Ailias) AN (Y] Lo dulay] Lals yhie Legl Glisa -
-(0.199+) (TS5 XT4) Ganells «(0.123+) (T4 XT1) congl) :latg Ak aVlg Lalall e dulay)
Al el 83 Logia S0 (gl (o Cngdl) G Aail cdilian) ANy GO e duladd dali 53 Ll ad day) —
135 ¢(0.295+) (T5 XT3) cunglls ¢(0.228+) (T5 XT2) crmglls ¢(0.599+) (T6 XT1) cmell 1 o0 DY) e
(0.017+) (T6 XT3) ragl
(%) ) (b Ll A} ddeal) gal) A Al ) (Ao Aualilly Aalall Byakal) 2(5) Jsaad

il Jacgial SCA  GCA(P2) | GCA(PI)  plall busia caglly sL¥)
4.508 -0.173 5.781 T 1
4457 20224 5.781 ™ 2
4.609 20072 5.781 i 3
+4.705 0.714 5.781 T4 4
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4.592 - 0.089 5.781 TS 5
4.525 -0.156 5.781 T6 6
3.896 - 0.488 -0.224 -0.173 5.781 T2 xTl1 2X1
4415 -0.043 -0.072 -0.173 5.781 T3 xTI1 3X1

+++4.655 0.123 0.714 -0.173 5.781 T4 xT1 4X1
4276 -0.165 -0.089 -0.173 5.781 TS xT1 5X 1
++++4.951 0.599 -0.156 -0.173 5.781 T6 xT1 6X1
4.250 -0.157 -0.072 -0.224 5.781 T3 xT2 3X2
4.135 -0.368 0.714 -0.224 5.781 T4 xT2 4X2
++++4.596 0.228 -0.089 -0.224 5.781 TS xT2 5X2
3.791 -0.532 -0.156 -0.224 5.781 T6 xT2 6X2
4.540 -0.115 0.714 -0.072 5.781 T4 xT3 4X3
+++4.815 0.295 -0.089 -0.072 5.781 TS5 xT3 5X3
+++4.470 0.017 -0.156 -0.072 5.781 T6 xT3 6X3
+++4.815 0.199 -0.089 0.714 5.781 TS xT4 5X4
4.160 -0.051 -0.156 0.714 5.781 T6 xT4 6X4
4.1260 -0.332 -0.156 - 0.089 5.781 T6 XT5 6X5

%4313 GCA

#%6.12 SCA

7.04 GCA/SCA s

Laaaal cpgl st (e 423l dimge SCA =+++ . dingem GCA logia JSU (sl (illai e 4530 dinge SCA= ++ . dinse GCA= +
Adle GCA legie JS (sl s e da3li dunge SCA=++++ . &llu GCA 53 AVl dnse GCA 5
A(PO.0T) Liginn (g (o Ailaa) A3 = #%(P0.05) dusine (sriune o Ablias] ANs = *
1(%) Sl B ddlad) salal) das —4
(T1)} ¥ ) s p ciilan) AN dlle dulay) DY) Lo dale Btba caats el A6 35a9 (6) Jsaall ekl
Lald sie ellic aa Liw dgag ou WS {(0.198+) (T6)} wealedl Y5 {(0.376+) (T2)} St {(0.359+)
fk WS Lo dalall paial) o el lgdiat oSy cdilian] AN Y1 e dulay)
Lale 5o iy LaadlS cpod n congdll e 4330 ilaa] ANy GO e dulay) dals 5he Ll (lusa -
{(0.135+) T6 XT1} cungl) {(0.083+) T2 XT1} (el 1 ca5 Y1 o duls)
Lale 8yie 4l Ladaal cpod G cagll e Aa3l cAdlaas) AN COEY) e dulay) Al 5k Chal Gaa -
{(0.071+) TS5 XT2} cunglls {(0.114+) TS5 XT1} Crmgdl :latg dadee VI DY) e Lnlad
dle e el LadlS cpgd o el oo a3l ddlaa] AN Y o dula) Aals Baie Legd Qlissa -
{(0.928) T5 XT3} tuaglls f(0.263+) T4 XT3} cungd) 1 s Y e dula

(%) Sl (b Al Balal) A Al DI Ao Aualilly dalal) 5024l 2(6) s

il Jacgial SCA  GCA(P2) | GCA(P)  plall busia gl £LS)
+5.356 0.359 6.815 TI 1
5339 0.376 6.815 T2 2
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5.420 - 0.296 6.815 T3 3
5.557 - 0.158 6.815 T4 4
5.590 - 0.479 6.815 T5 5
+5.507 0.198 6.815 T6 6
++++5.063 0.083 0.376 0.359 6.815 T2 xT1 2X1
4.923 -0.159 -0.296 0.359 6.815 T3 xT1 3X1
5.180 -0.039 -0.158 0.359 6.815 T4 xT1 4X1
++++5.345 0.114 -0.479 0.359 6.815 T5 xT1 5X1
++++5.283 0.135 0.198 0.359 6.815 T6 xT1 6X1
4.583 -0.463 -0.296 0.376 6.815 T3 xT2 3X2
4.837 -0.366 -0.158 0.376 6.815 T4 xT2 4X2
++++5.285 0.071 -0.479 0.376 6.815 T5 xT2 5X2
4.880 -0.273 0.198 0.376 6.815 T6 xT2 6X2
++++5.525 0.263 -0.158 -0.296 6.815 T4 xT3 4X3
++++6.225 0.928 -0.479 -0.296 6.815 T5 xT3 5X3
5.008 -0.226 0.198 -0.296 6.815 T6 xT3 6X3
5.402 -0.052 -0.479 -0.158 6.815 T5 xT4 5X4
5.172 -0.199 0.198 -0.158 6.815 T6 xT4 6X4
5.100 -0.294 0.198 -0.479 6.815 T6 xT5 6X5
**14.55 GCA
**7.64 SCA
1.9 GCA/SCA dws

Laaaal cpgl callai (e 423l dinge SCA =+++ . dinse= GCA logie JU cpsl (illal (e 4530 dinge SCA= ++ . dnse GCA= +
Adle GCA Lgie U0 s allia (e 4836 dinge SCA=++++ . &dls GCA 53 AV)s dase GCA 3
(P0.01) sinn (g5ise Ao dbdlan) Ay = *%* -(P0.05) disine (gginn o dilian) a2 = *

(*pufg) Sl ADlall da0 -5
(T1) ds¥) Y s p Ligien AN Aylagl DY) Lo dale §pohay ol ol DG 9a (7) Jsaall e oy
Aulay) dals Bohe Chal e dsag meag WS L(4.869+) (T3) il N1y ¢(2.689+) (T2) Sy (1.892+)
b LS Leaa el DIV 50l Ty Lganyss (S - o A o9 ediflma] AN (DY) e
o Auladd dale 53ke Lagd Cpsl G mnal) o Aa3l A cdgine AN GO o dula) Lald Bdher ChaT (ab -
((8.154+) (T3 xT2) il caglly ¢(1.872+) (T3 XT1) crmelly ¢(3.279+) (T2 XT1) Comel) 1nd A 2y Ll
Cosd O gl e Aaals g cigias AN dulag) COEY) Lo Al Biie chaty (1.491+) (T4 XT1) aaly cuas —
ol BIAN e ddle gytia AT cdulanl GO e dale 3ydie Laoa] Caany
o dale B Oliay sl On Osngdl) o a3l g clugies ANV Ayl DY) o dals Bier ChaT aa -
+(3.718+) (T6 XT5) cunells «(1.646+) (T6 XT4) Cunells «(1.341+) (T5 XT4) Cunell :oma A ay cdulu Lalal)

Sl A Adlall das ddal BN e daldlly dalall Bakal) 1(7) Jgaad)

+11.107 1.892 11.427 TI 1
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+11.894 2.689 11.427 T2 2

+14.074 4.869 11.427 T3 3

9.419 -1.998 11.427 T4 4

8.372 -3.955 11.427 Ts 5

8.277 -3.497 11.427 T6 6
++14.853 3.279 2.689 1.892 11.427 T2 xT1 2X 1
++15.626 1.872 4.869 1.892 11.427 T3 Tl 3X 1
+++10.590 1.491 -1.998 1.892 11.427 T4 xTI 4X1
7.866 -2.398 -3.955 1.892 11.427 T5 xT1 5X 1
7.700 -2.479 -3.497 1.892 11.427 T6 Tl 6X 1
+422.695 8.154 4.869 2.689 11.427 T3 xT2 3X2
7.950 -4.158 -1.998 2.689 11.427 T4 xT2 4X2
8.525 -2.536 -3.955 2.689 11.427 T5 xT2 5X2
9.682 -1.284 -3.497 2.689 11.427 T6 xT2 6X2
6.948 -7.339 -1.998 4.869 11.427 T4 xT3 4X3
6.883 - 6.358 -3.955 4.869 11.427 T5 xT3 5X3
6.935 -6.211 -3.497 4.869 11.427 T6 xT3 6X3
+4+++7.705 1.341 -3.955 -1.998 11.427 T5 xT4 5X4
++4+47.915 1.646 -3.497 -1.998 11.427 T6 xT4 6X 4
++++8.940 3.718 -3.497 -3.955 11.427 T6 XTS5 6X5

#%38 93 GCA
%1456 SCA
2.67 GCA/SCA 4w

Laaaal cpgl st (e 4236 dimge SCA =+++ . dingem GCA logia JSU (sl (illai e 4530 inge SCA= ++ . dinse GCA= +

Adle GCA gt 08 (sl st (0 A3l dunge SCA=H++4 . &lu GCA 52 3V)s &nsa GCA 53

A(PO.01) Lgiee (s5isa o Adlaas) ANa = ** L (P0.05) Lisiea (grien o Ablean) ANs = *

o dalall lgipnie ilaty Aabal lgebimd) e 3 Y coungilly Ll el (& AN Ag) Aahgl Sl las) xe
¢(1978) Singh 5 Singh Ll L& &ahell sslall JLaaY) Gaglie saa 3 &80 chasd) ol e LY ()
-(2005) opda)s Naumkina ¢(1998) eidla)s Jiang
lelags Lae cclaall aed dglaayl AN ddle GBIV o dde Boher copud LY G o) dahall ol ey
fHEl sl e Badia (e (9855 Glaall Gl Sl Gaeatl) maly (8 Jsaal
Ll b Al Sl Ll ,(T5) «(T4) (T3) 2ol -
W b L geall das dial (T6) (T5) (T4) ¢(T3) el -
Okl 8 A8 Ailal) el Ll (T4) Y~
bl Akl days daal (T3) ¢(T2) ¢(T1) el -
& lal g el o Adle 5elisy cAug) 5kl adg Afilaasy) AN 40l AulagY) <OV e dalad) 50kl Jags
Gubil lelasi LS cipanall dely3ll Cigpl it SO i eaptlaall Aol (mg tlow (ongll z &Y Al gl
Jua¥l e Cuygill A8 g8 GlIN (1960) Falconer (e by -ghaaie &5 < Y dyasl) dal e lamy)
Lalad) gytiall al pa gl DY) e daldll Badall a8 4)lie e 3y (o -(1964) Hashiguehi sAkmine
t o &bl clelill (e Lol 26 padlatial LU Llall e

Assad et al — Syrian Journal of Agricultural Research — SJAR 12(6): 478-492 December 2025



488 2025 e/ J3¥ G 5S 492478 :(6) 12 el i) Ciganlt 4y gt Aaadl — (9 A 5 Sl

o et ke i U oagl) 8 ek s bl delal s i( oSl X oS1g) Tl e Sl deliall ~1
Laail) 138 dag . oS5 I3 llyoe Jany LaadIS (g LAinge Tl e dale Bk Lgasd S Saaiy cAalag) Y
tsd Oongll gl sl ST Y SlaeY) G Y ae el A el A Y]

L 8 A byl duns dial (TS XT4) 5 (TS % T3) :oluag) -

Wl (8 dageal) Zous daial (TS XT4) 5 (TS5 XT3) 5 (T4 X T3) :0nell -

kall AUl da )y daal (T3 XT2) 5 (T3 XT1) 5¢(T2 X T1) el -
Patterson s Ohm ¢(1973) lebsock s Winder ¢(1972) Pickett 5 Collins ¢ S ad) Ll L oo s Gilgy
-(1983) Borikar s Bhale ¢(1973)

) Jsasl in Al Ada) Jla¥) B QW) e gl deal dalie b cagll b e olae¥l oS
LA Lgla g Ale duegig duali) culivay Wayuad elliy LA cYMLL)

e ol e il ) agll b el s Shal delil) sag (S Y X aSl) Laad) e Sl delal) 2
oPays Gite iy s Al JAYYs dmse LIl e dalall diyiie Laaas] gl calliad (e i dulag) DY)
Bpate D cad (psS Jal e lals Thage an ) e 0ol aaY dlle (DI e dale 8530 3585 of (1997)
Ll e Shall deliall e Aailll damgdd) CBEYV] o dalall Huiall @l caell b L Ladle DY) e dals
LS Ay paall lenall Gan g ((S15 Y X aS15)

bl b Al b ySul) Ll (T6 XT3) 5 (T4 XT2) 5 (TS XT1) 5 (T4 x T1) :oned)l -

W b dageall daws dial (T6 XT2) 5 ¢(T6 XT1) 5 (TS5 x T1) :omedl -

Ll A8 Adal) slsall Zad (TS XT4) 5 (T4 X T1) :olusgdl -

ADlall day daal (T4 XT1) 1ol —

Lald 5o cShial ) Cagd) 8 ek ) bl delil) g i( oS Y X ST Y) Laadl) e Sl delal) =3
Ao GO e e y3ke Wgll Sl g 3 e DY) e
G Laily DY) e dalal) Bpaiall o ol Jadi oLV laal e alae¥) 2 Y ¢ Ahsl) et maly A cansy
G ao <y 385 g 8 LY oda Wi ) Al ST (Y] e dalad) 50kl SLae Y] cpe 32Y) Lad
.(1982) Singh 3 Venkateswarlu il
P Ao daldl) Badall Gl [ CDEY) Ao Aalad) Badall (b
fhagaall Cileall puend Ligieall ddle il GOV e dalally daladl (o) Clasye Jawsie of (8) Jsaad) G
Ol [ DY) e Aalad) 508 il el o LS casg paal claall (oSO aSI) cop) OIS Bpaal s Las
DB e ST YTl S ygall gay Baaal ASY) 80 G e Las (1) e ST DY) e dalall 5kl
il Jxi (1995) o2k)s Suresh 3 (1983) o33y Faridi ¢ A< 2 ae Iy 385 L WS A1l sl
G 8S Ay Lalgaly Lsesall Cllyall LeSDaY @y ¢ lall cpunt b el dumdl (e 8ol sl e Al
.(Goutam, 2003 ) zilii xe il claall 238 i
&5 Ly (dagyaall Aadviall &yl Culludy Gihh e Taldiel (o 2 dia sels e Aggesal) 48]0 aBlsall 2183 Crnemy
SS3 LISV dall e Teay gl 3 LS liall 4850 AS5Lall Ayl Adidag Saree dpnlyy bl 73l o)l
3 tlasay bl ddaill @l ST e o3 Diallel analysis Joball Qi) &3,k of ((1985) Jinks s Mather
Shsll o) e oyl Gl ¢us L (Diallel crosses) bl cpnell ge @ JsY) diall Gl o aai
S il () (672G) (sl kel lisSe B33 P e &Ll bl e i clgingg oL 3 claall
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LliyYls (8) saloaad) A Janag (Gaeally pulsll apina (h?) oyl dalaag «(671) Bsiilly (6°D) gabaudly (6°A)
dadle SSY) Al dayle vaas by cclaal) @l oSam ) gl A jes dus ¢4 0l claall Correlation
abud) daja Jaa LTI

G skl g5 ol sall S dade 3aa DA (e oS ) Al gl pal e Tasls 83ball dagd sl 3
pen b (1) oo 8 OIS Balaud) Ay Jana o (8) Jsandl el (2004 cCiug) Canil) goinse dhall 3l oZaw
adde Slae¥) (Ka ) LY L clacall sda Guygs b aSany s clyeall SHE B ey Lee fhsgpadl claal
Lalall 5pa0all ol il re Babacad) dapy Jame il Gl QLAY Gol e Gilaall sda Guead AalSa) (8
5 Singh 4d) deass Lo o 30 03 (381555 A28 (Bl e Lag) Malliy (DY) e dalad) 502l /Ll e
) 5ol e L) (ggine ddeal agiad) 3 (1988) o3deis Conti 4d) HLal Lo sy ¢(2001) Ram

sl iiay)
s e JSY Y e dale Bydha duag el s Adhgl) 5l cojua o
2liy @llyg (((aShp X aS5 ) daaill (ga sl Jelill e dadl GO e Linge deald 5080 gl Cajglil o
gyl cleall e
1305 L olaidll & Al a8 LA claalsad agl) silie Gn Digied) Glle s dgag il coell 4
Aoyl iy Jseanall Gren Of Cun eBjdio lina slheY lelhgy Aariioad) s ) &30 5k G DY)
LY adine (8 3gasall Gl oalall e A5V
bl culiilly b gall aSLEl EY) Culily Laguailiy LAY e dualally Aalald) cpipaiall (ulid Cilasye Jauigia 3(8) Jgaad)
Ao g jaal) Cildall Salud) daja Janag

a co’D o’ A 6’GCA/c*SCA o’ SCA o’ GCA
0.31 4.24 43.18 5.35 **4.24 *%22.69 4lel) gl dwd
0.49 3.82 15.62 1.93 3.82% **7.36 Byleall ALLAY dudaganl) duuss
0.27 6.12 84.04 7.04 **6.12 **43.13 Au)Al) Al dulal) a\gall
0.53 7.64 26.88 1.9 7.64%* **14.55 ddlal) salal) A
0.43 14.56 79.84 2.67 **14.56 **38.93 Jlaill Adlall daja
0.05 igine (gimn o dflas) AN = * 0.01 dusine (gyine o ddlias] Ao = **
Y Ao daldll aadl ol = 62 SCA Y e dalal) 5084 (pli =62 GCA
) e Lalall saaal) [ DY) e dalall 5y0d) i = 62GCA/6?SC
bl dapy Jae = 2 sabdl s = 62D Cllygall S Y cpli = 0% A

rcla, yidal)
%0 AN LSl dasiy Yodiagen) Do Jheal (TS XT4) cunglly (TS XT3) cunell Jlas) —1
LN Al Ay daal (T3 XT2) (T3 XT1) (T2 x T1) el sl -2
DL 8 A8 bl Sgal) Al daal (T4 XT1) conell las) =3
Ll dpe ) clial) Gent & Adlady Joliiad) ) Sl AT Byl aladsal —4

Assad et al — Syrian Journal of Agricultural Research — SJAR 12(6): 478-492 December 2025




490 2025 e/ J3¥ G 5S 492478 :(6) 12 el i) Ciganlt 4y gt Aaadl — (9 A 5 Sl

Capgi o o(B3 Jads cgolandly ¢ oaSI) b ysal) o A pead cdanlill A8050 Saldll e (gpoll Jand) dnslia =5
c9a s ol Ciliia
el
c =3 23haYly dely3l 8y whysdia ((2022) duel)3l) Lilasy) de ganall
daala gl dgSUlly Hliadll Ell Gpeaill (2003) - Baaly ¢ Slen LS5 f ) i danas falla caenll
720 0a Asly ) LK (s

.= 466.32) 3 ai<

352 1 G yean sl aysilly sl Aaped) Al ¢ el Jualas du5 L (1993) Lazid) e daal (ua

Lycopersicon-esculentum 833l (1o dae s paa ad (06S5s ddadd) 385l JoaY) anis .(2007) . sl s
cua 150 (Bdad s ‘3.;\))5\ < ¢ yiuaala S\Jb.n) ca,).‘:j.\!\ LREEN Ctu:}“ e

el astall Lhall Alaall L jdl) 3 Olady) 3 JlaY) clulal sl Qs L (2004) - esil Cund oy
-94-89:(4)5
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Abstract

The research was carried out at Al-Jammasa Research Station during (2020-
2021, 2021-2022) seasons; to study the genetics behavior of some important
specifications of eggplant fruits, based on appropriate genetic indicators. Six
parents of protected cultivation types of eggplant were evaluated and their
fifteen individual hybrids were hybridized by half-diallel reciprocal
crossing., using a Randomized Complete Blocks Design (RCBD) with three
replications, to study general and specific ability effects and dominance
degree for some fruits quality (total sugars%, titratable acidity, total soluble
solids, dry matter and firmness). The results showed highly significant
differences between the parental types for all the studied traits except the
acidity percentage%. The variances due to GCA and SCA were highly
significant, which indicates that both additive and non-additive genes effects
control these traits. But however, the ratio of GCA/SCA variance was
greater than one (1) for all studied traits; This indicates that the contribution
of additive effect genes was greater than of the non-additive effect genes.
The average degree of dominance was less than one (1) in those traits. This
also confirms the predominance of additive effect genes when these traits
are inherited.

Keywords: Additive effect, Dominance, Eggplant, General ability,
Protected cultivation, Specific ability.
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