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Lol 55 5 ¢ LB el (sl Cus ¢palsall dadiall dadel) (40 %75 s dujp (b ehinall B3 IS5 (2016 <)yl
138 e ool z Yy Akl 23S o sl gLl ) 63 Les cdpmmndl 138 e llal) sLl ) calsal) deliag
Iyl

Al761 ale gl s o el e Jsf Koelreuter olSs dacaldl) (j5 5l 3 clalal) Heterosis cuagl) 548 salls cidl
Gt el cile WS (il Lo oagll (ol oS il el cpagll 538 Shull, (1952) ke .(Paterniani, 2001)
.(Budak, 2002) ¥l Lalall e Al HSY (ulSadl ag ¢l 5Lyl dugl) 4O e gl F1 J¥) el

Lst ye Lad chpall 53 (g0 B3 jd b Lass O L) Coaad (gl alasind sie Abd EL- Aty and Katta, (2002) 2
A3 G b 30 dhiay cugipall i) diay cLilin€as Alad) dha e IS Jeid) Y (sl dagial Lald (angl) 538
Jousgial Luld (uagll 5538l Lise ye a8 2929 ) Shafey ef al., (2003) i caald WS (gal sl e %50 seks s
L) sl 0 %50 seds (S Aely3l) e Al 2 Abag syl g Unls (LglisSay Al daal Juadl) Yl s
el LS L ehall 531 (e LA Blye WL LS G (oLl Caat Cpmgdl e Aaal Lajd lias 28 Lo Jaad) die ey
e O L Caat gl e Al Lot Tima 21 3 oY) QU LS (n 538 3925 5550 Ojo et al, (2007) i
Sultan et al., (2010) 3% Lad «usipall jliy Jolag cAial) Alal) dia (e JS1 Slldg cohaall 530 (pa Ll 5Lye YL
Oengl) ell 5 cehaall B3 (e Ad GV G g Aol Cial el e Aaal Lot sl Ladl uagll 548
Izhar and Chakraborty., s sl clall Ale daal JuadY) Uy (sl Jausgial Al gl 552l o el PyxPs
Al g Luld dall Alal) daal %84.60 N ciliag (pngl) 552l dinse Lad (2013)

Gng ¢do)lial Y 35 Lals slye ADL 15 o el oo A3l luna 45 3 (uagl) 358 Singh ef al., (2013)
e Bt Y ool langiad Lils %145.38 <%264.98 ) ciliag duall Al docal Zginall Llleg Zinsa (s 553
Sl

AV Y clis e ol sl Lo diae Al il JS 8slw awsial Lulie Potence ratio salud) ds s 3
Okl el 3 gan dugynal cleall aliee G e Cpnel) 552 Lsied) Alleg Aaitipall ol 5ai Cus (1991 cgpuss)
Khalil, 1999; Amer and Mosa, 2004; AL- ) Tija Gabu bl (g2 Al S ey cliinly cialund) 38 il il
Jsb claa gl e iyl 484 53wl o El-Hosary and Abdel-Sattar, (1998) aag ¢us ((Ahmad, 2004
ol e iyl 485al) 5alud) f Amer and Mosa, (2004) aas LS i 100 0jgy cralls cagial) dacg ¢ usiyall
DRI i A axe rciliea 8 AL o] e ljsall Sl Lainy ¢ Gugipalls Caghiall dae Clbiay daSatiall illgall
Ngilis€ag Aall daua SNy cclil) g Uil ¢ ugisall ¢ iyl gechuiall

Ay shiall B A% Cus Galgall dalig (plyally Gl 235 A shivall 5 Jymna sl o Sl daaal s
Boadll ol Jmandl) 138 e llall 21331 Lygus 8 calsal) deliva ol gy cAiysns 3 Oalsall adiall Aadell (g %75

bl o3gl aials pe Ly %25 Moa V) iy ¥ ladl) oY LYl dalall o
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abedl Ay Ps e cshpall B Jpeane 8 B saaaall laall el Shsll dlold) Al ) Aupall oda Ciags
leall a3 Gueatl Bl du il 4oyl 20a3 S1 Potence ratio saludl s 505 (Heterosis (gl 868 :aulll) 44))50
rakihayg diad) Jlga

YL EDE ISy ((%95) Al 5l (ra Alle Ay Cran g WAl el ehacall B (e CYNL jde ynal
By (1 Jsaadl) Lipsas cdoeh 3l dnalall Cigall dalall diagll 3)2) Cagmn and (8 Sl i) (o L)l o Jgeanll &5 8505
201652015 gl Coasall 3 Al Apalell pall Aalad) Aisgll Al DU Eigns S50 Jon 8 Canll 35
sl e Jgeanll elldg aY) Ly 40,LaaY) Sl cp cpngdl) ehal 35 «2015/5/15 oyl <V g ey
Shh IS g5 Cun leant dal (10 2016 ause (b YN G SIS F1 Cganll 038 ey jg clah T (DA dimgl
pranai (385 i) Ko D coms 25 lgiam e 208 9 (b ¢anT0 Jashaall (o dilaally 0 6 Jod S s cagh dayf b
2l apdiy dendy (3o (e deadl) Cillee 48K cend .Randomized Complete Block Design duilsiall LK) cule Unl)

cehiall $Al Jgeanal el ~SaYly dely )l 8y Slaag e
ol Llae (B Laadiioial) 4631 L) andd 1 Jgandl

Al el
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IL.90 Ps
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Singh and Chaudhary, (1977) Gis Jaid¥l Y5 e aussial Luld Guagll 58 s
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F, — BP
HBP = ——x 100
BP
Lt ) U Lls g 358 :HBP
Jo¥) Jual) Janigia tFq
) N bssie :BP
Gy sl dnpy Cunang JWynne ef al, (1970) @iy T— Test jladl aladnnly (uagll 858 Ligina pas & Mg
: 49 Smith,(1952)
F,—MP
P= —
0.5 x (P, —Py)
s e basgia tMP . 1Y) V) Ladigic Py L V) O batigie tPy L J3Y) daall lasgie iFq

doled (e N el i P =0
.(Complete dominance) axull salbwd) ) lld i :P = -1 P = +1
.(Partial dominance) aijal) saled) J) @lld pi:—1 < P < +1
-(Over dominance) 4&lll sabwd) J) &l i :—=1> P > +1
: dalially gl

(e bl g iy 1
S (T1xPs) %12.50 e gl bl ¢yl a8 (2 dsaall) Cungl) 898l g yag Diginall dlle Lad ciagl) cupelil
e HBP Juadl (g HMP (451 awsgial Luls (T)xP3) %56.36 ) (TixPy) %0.26 (s .(T1%Ps) %71.08
0555 Al A Abeal) dpall (333 Bhad) a5y B oyl Aistye il Akl Gludl Sl Gl L Cam (i
2 X LS «(Daynard et al., 1969; Hume and Campbell, 1972) alall 52b) 3 aalog 1dag g Sull (o Aoy 850
b gyl 8l s e e Gathal ) i (s slatls Gl 8 dsaal s Sl of (1998) dad s sl
Lo Jags ) oeiloal) e il oda cginly ¢ ehuall 53 UL Al saasal) alsall (e dlsall 038 iiads o(halga) Auslic
lysall ol G (TyxP3) 70.75 A (TixPy) 1.02 e (2 Jsaall) saleadl 40 a8 cansliig LAbou—deif, (2007)
-Amer and Mosa, (2004) x5t ae (3é5 dagiill sy ¢ agll aread donge 486 salsw

) sl glay) 2
) (ToxPg) %14.31 Go conshs 38 (2 Jsal) Comell 558 At pa ssinal) ille Lo usipall 56 Ao b gl Ciin
e HBP (a1 1 HMP (o) Lo il Ll (T3xPg) %82.94 I (ToxPg) %7.48~ a5 (T3%Pg) %115.16
S gl 8 B Gusiyall aly ) gl 235 (AbOU—deif, (2007) Ll dias Al sl gl sl sdag ¢ sl
LY laall galiag 3B Lgtaslia s Lisese L) (e
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A 5ol lyeal) cad G (T3xP) 274.20 ) (T2xPg) 0.61 (e daall o3gd (2 Jsaall) salaad) daja ad gl
AL-Ahmad, (2004) 7 ae i dagll sdag (diya sabadl culs (TxPg) cungll 8 lae Lo (gl araad dinga

H(p) ugisd) Job .3
%60.85 S (T1%Ps) %15.03 (o caglys 3 (3 Jsoal)) dnstiod) Gag) aaen 3 Lsiedl Glle uagd 858 il
iy ¢ sl e HBP o) C¥1g HMP 059 Jasssial Wil (T1xPg) %57.71 ) (T1xPs) %7.47 a5 (T1%Py)
Alshall Guilall @ld &ihgll 5kl dueal milll 038 (e g Oj ef al, (2007) L diag Al i) ae bl o3
sl 8 gl Gigs aaa Ao dlld S35 Y o Jpd Sl A DAY Lgali) B e cagal) (e ST aaal L)
cehinall A Jgeana 8 dnad) A dia st dal e dligh Gaihe @3 5k Lliiul (1979) e
O ddall 03¢l (3 paall) sabiad) s wf Cingli Can Gugipall Jola ddeal dinge A28 Bl (agl) maen (3 llysall cnd
Oe HALA Jaball b ddels ST (6 daal) o3gd il of @lld e s (TyxPg) 2159.00 ) (TixPs) 2.14
(1991 o) st Aligha usihe 3y Alual A Sl o Jpanll Cings sl maliyy

tall gaal) 2 4
%93.17 ) (T1xP4) %46.41 Ga cngli un (3 dsanll) Gngll 558l Aiginall Adles Limge Lad gl paen el
(sl e HBP il (g HMP (01 davssial Ll (T1xPg) %88.76 I (T1xPs) %34.60 ses (T1%Pg)
.Abdel-Moneam ef al., (2009) x5 ae il sda cugiling
L ge A2l 5alaas llypall i G (TyxP3) 63.50 ) (T1%P4) 5.29 (s daaall s3gd (3 Jsaall) 5alauad) da s a canglys
Joanll ety (gpan ST dusil malin cre Halill &Y JLal) 8 ddcall s2gl CASY) ey G cig paal) (gl asen]
AL-Ahmad, (2004); Abdel-Moneam ef zili ae (35 daiill s3ag ccalls cugandl 23e Baaie Alnal 4y asli e
.al., (2009)

2(8) A LM 0y .5
S (T3xP2) %1.67 (o aidl) 028 Cingliig (4 Joaall) dam Ll O35 dha 8 dsinas Lulad) (b 368 (gl alaes
e HBP Ul (1 HMP (061 Jassgial Ll (T xPg) %32.13 I (T3xPy) %=6.67 (a5 (T2xPg) %34.86
Oe Aball o3g] (4 Jsaall) salaud) Ay o Cunliig Abou—deif, (2007) Lo diag Al okl cil w3t sday ¢ sl
Otingl) e Lo dugpaall agl) wend dunsall ZEW 82l aie cillyedll cSle G (TyxPy) 65.33 I (T3xP,) 0.19
. AL-Ahmad, (2004) g5 ae (35 damill s3as cdun Al (39 daal Adja salus Delal A (T3%P) 5 ¢(ToxP,)

(USa/ k) dgall A .6
%161.71 ) (T3%P1) %76.50 (e gl us (4 Jsaall) Gangl 59t diginal) dlleg dmse Lad agl) poen el
(sl e HBP Jadll (15 HMP (01 Tl Wil (T1%Pg) %144.94 ) (ToxPs) %61.35 s (T1%Po)

.Ojo et al., (2007) @l ae okl s2a Cranusily
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A 5ol llysall ciad G (TyxPg) 119.02 ) (T1%P3) 6.16 (e daall s3] (4 Jsaall) saludl dajy ol gl
aeliy gsin ST Al malin e Babiall Ala¥) Jlal) 3 ddall dg) ClAmY) say UM dug paall Cngll pnant dinga
O Lgiysi Ann JB (3l dball dlalally Lamiall Lse sall LA of 3] cduad) Al hacia Alsal 485 uSIi o Juanll
s3a5 (1991 (pua) AT dilee eha) U8 A0l ALY ) Jsash (o 2 i) Cagplally Lol oy LS ¢ AY dia
Wannows ef al., (2010) zils ae cagalis dal)
ralalinay)
aelall ) i 1aag HBP Q) (1 HMP (51 Jasssial Luld Liginall Adle (pna 5k cagll alaae cipuas .1
Ll o3gl 35Sl s ) YL (s SIS Ayl ) G (Sl
Aal) A dacal fuagll 868 8 Jumi) (IL.21XIL. 1) 5 ¢(IL.21XIL.358) 5 ¢(IL.21XIL.155) cagl sims .2
(Canally gl ae g ¢yl Jsh geclall gl Clea 8 Angisd) (agll apes sl o A8 aland) Ciplans .3
gl ahaes ole o AR B2l Copla 3 dan Bl Ggs pusipal) gl Sha 8 W cdal) A diay
gl pan dslu e diiall saldly
An) ALY dbe el Al el (8 55 Baaal (IL.1) 5 ¢(IL.358) 5 ¢(IL.21) dusl) <) el .4
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Gusioadly bl g5 ) (hual (HBP) Jua¥) ol (HMP) 01 Jau il Lo g 5585 (PR) ) A 3 o 2 2

(p)
(p) pusind gL ) (paw) el L) el
HBP HMP PR HBP HMP PR ’

24.06** 49.00%* 2.44 0.26 14.88** 1.02 T1xPy
36.61** 56.22%* 3.92 48.08** 56.12%* 10.33 T1xP;
37.85%* 38.68** 64.33 56.36** 57.64** 70.75 T1xP3
35.58** 37.22%* 30.77 41.32%* 42.77** 41.91 T1xPy
3.75 20.56%* 1.27 3.07 12.50** 1.37 T1%Ps
38.65** 82.20** 2.62 48.44%* 71.08** 4.66 T1xPs
21.00** 54.55%* 1.97 48.48** 63.52%* 6.27 7T1XP
41.51** 67.94%* 3.64 52.57** 63.29%* 9.01 sT1xP
36.49** 62.76%* 3.26 52.85%* 68.51** 6.69 o T1xP
15.14** 20.17** 4.62 42.99%* 47.61** 14.73 10T1xP
15.32** 44.09%* 1.77 32.81** 56.60** 3.16 ToxPy
6.51* 27.08** 1.40 29.04** 40.43** 4.58 T2xP,
18.09** 24.83%* 4.35 31.00** 36.54** 8.64 T2xP3
24.32%* 32.16** 5.10 32.43** 38.31** 8.64 T2xPy
20.68** 46.19%* 2.19 10.22** 24.03** 1.92 T2%Ps
14.57** 55.75%* 1.55 34.43%* 59.40** 3.20 T2%Ps
31.40** 73.95%* 2.28 45,88** 65.57** 4.86 7T2xP
-7.48* 14.31** 0.61 9.58** 21.00** 2.02 sT2xP
12.73** 39.91** 1.66 22.15%* 38.78** 2.85 o T2xP
21.91%** 33.43** 3.54 24,83%* 33.12** 4.99 10T2xP
51.60** 60.17** 10.65 6.45% 22.60** 1.49 T3xPy
72.65%* 73.12%* 274.20 37.56%* 45.86** 7.60 T3xP,
39.67** 59.26** 4.23 41.28** 43.28** 30.54 T3xP3
47 42%* 67.22%* 5.01 45.97** 48.34** 29.79 T3xPy
65.99** 68.70** 42.13 6.83** 17.24** 1.77 T3xPs
82.94** 115.16** 6.54 47.37** 70.71** 4.46 T3%Ps
47.86** 68.09** 4.98 33.69** 48.02** 4.48 7T3xP
58.18** 64.79%* 15.51 34.11** 44.34%* 5.81 §T3xP
74.92%* 83.25%* 17.48 47.03** 62.96%* 5.81 o T3xP
49.82** 65.28** 6.33 48.40%* 54,09%* 14.11 10T3xP

(A e 201 (%5 s sial) o 4 giaall ) el xxox
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38 g (au) Qusiadl Jsh al (HBP) Jad) ol g (HMP) Crgsd) Jas sial Luld aagl) 3 68 g (PR) ksl 43 43 a3 J gaa)

hally o gad)
cially G gall 2 () usiadl sk el
HBP HMP PR HBP HMP PR
48.29** 52.15** 20.05 25.45** 26.90** 23.40 T1xPy
81.27** 83.66** 63.50 43.72** 48.88** 13.63 T1xPs
51.47** 66.91** 6.56 21.99** 33.89** 3.47 T.1xP3
34.60** 46.41** 5.29 19.61** 30.37** 3.38 T1XPs
61.39** 65.16** 28.06 7.47%* 15.03** 2.14 T1xPs
88.76** 93.17** 40.12 57.71** 60.85** 30.18 T1%Pg
75.03** 17.79** 49.33 30.77** 36.30** 8.58 7T1xP
78.85** 82.47** 40.68 50.23** 50.23** 2159.00 g 1xP
79.01** 86.77** 20.10 44 .45** 47.33** 23.47 9T 1xP
47.60*%* 64.06** 574 25.38** 37.26** 3.93 10T1XP
67.02** 712.25** 23.08 31.14** 34.88** 12.15 T2xPy
63.10** 70.29** 15.93 38.23** 38.79** 90.00 T2xP;
50.49** 57.25** 12.75 32.31** 39.94** 6.93 T2xP3
56.22** 60.99** 19.94 29.32** 35.78** 7.16 ToxPy
47.14** 58.97** 7.34 15.96** 19.46** 6.45 To%xPs
35.71** 46.62** 5.80 24.28** 31.74** 5.26 To%xPs
59.17** 65.78** 15.84 39.74** 40.04** 187.00 7T2xP
62.86** 68.89** 18.60 38.44** 43.97** 10.94 s12xP
49.64** 64.64** 6.45 26.64** 34.24** 5.68 9 I2xP
52.19** 60.50** 11.08 33.65** 40.97** 7.48 1012xP
56.47** 58.45** 46.70 29.14** 31.02** 21.31 T3xPy
56.35** 60.33** 23.80 35.28** 36.61** 37.22 T3xP;
41.68** 50.69** 7.96 22.37** 31.15** 434 TsxPs
55.32** 62.98** 12.76 25.44** 33.47** 5.23 T3xPy
58.20** 67.98** 11.02 16.77** 21.94** 4,95 TsxPs
65.37** 75.59** 12.26 35.98** 42.26** 9.15 T3%Pg
70.56** 74.46** 32.72 33.12** 35.29** 21.67 T3xP
69.94** 73.06** 40.03 38.19** 41.79** 16.04 s T3xP
64.75** 78.21** 9.59 37.31*%* 43.65** 9.45 o 3xP
46.00** 56.70** 7.73 24.62** 33.20** 4.82 10 3P

Yol ¢ simal) o 4y ginal) ) judi **
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Ay (§) A Ll ¢y 9 Silual (HBP) J2i) o1 9 (HMP) ¢ass¥) Janu giad Luld (uag) 3 5 (PR) 33bsead) 42 3 o 4 J g3l

(LLsa/ k) dad)
(JLSa/cyhk) dal) Al (8) s 4 &) gl
HBP HMP PR HBP HMP PR i

76.84** 80.05%* 44.21 26.19** 26.70%* 65.33 T1xP;
05.47** 108.75%* 15.84 4.70%* 16.35%* 1.47 T1xP;
70.91%* 098.30** 6.16 14.58%* 22.32%* 3.30 T1xP3
78.20%* 96.75** 9.36 13.95%* 20.28%* 3.65 TPy
83.81** 89.78** 27.95 15.75%* 19.58%* 5.92 T1xPs
144.94%* 159.22%* 27.49 32.13%* 33.15%* 43.32 T1xPs
139.42%* 143.97** 75.71 27.36%* 33.42%* 7.03 7T1xP
133.73** 136.63** 119.02 26.59%* 28.72%* 17.08 sT1xP
142.82%* 161.71%* 20.89 26.93** 29.52%* 14.59 o T1xP
93.82** 123.14%* 8.18 24.82%* 32.43%* 5.32 10T1xP
80.75** 92.51** 14.18 13.77%* 16.83** 6.22 ToxP;
86.58** 89.28** 60.70 -0.98 6.97** 0.87 ToxP;
95.64** 110.90** 14.32 27.00%* 31.64** 8.66 ToxPs3
97.67** 101.71%* 50.18 22.64%* 25.64** 10.49 ToxPy
61.35%* 79.88** 6.94 12.42%* 12.64%* 65.67 ToxPs
71.71%* 95.80** 6.82 24.05%* 28.84%* 7.45 ToxPs
121.32%* 135.51** 21.06 26.99%* 29.08** 17.69 7ToxP
93.85** 107.74%* 14.99 20.32%* 22.03%* 15.36 s ToxP
107.14%* 140.15%* 8.78 28.29%* 34.86%* 6.79 o ToxP
108.34** 122.67** 18.03 26.88** 30.67** 10.25 10T2xP
69.73%* 76.50%* 19.23 8.49%* 10.46%* 4.81 T3xP;
81.54** 83.39%* 76.87 -6.67 1.67 0.19 T3xP;
72.06%* 89.84** 8.74 18.76%* 24.17** 5.30 T3xPs
90.53** 99.30** 21.68 11.02** 14.74** 4.40 T3xPy
68.37** 83.50** 9.30 13.57** 14.82%* 13.47 T3xPs
99.01** 121.99%* 10.57 24.07** 27.76%* 9.36 T3xPs
109.92** 118.10** 30.39 17.16%* 20.15%* 7.90 7T3xP
108.85** 118.56%* 25.56 21.71%* 22.37%* 42.50 sT3xP
88.85%* 114.30** 8.49 14.25%* 19.10%* 452 o T3xP
82.76** 99.97** 10.70 16.83** 21.38%* 5.48 10T3xP
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Abstract

The present research was conducted at the Agriculture Scientific Research Center
in Latakia to estimate heterosis and potence ratio for plant height, ear height, ear
length, number of rows per ear, 100 seeds weight, and grain yield. Thirty hybrids
produced using Line x Tester method (10 x 3) in 2015 season which were
evaluated during 2016 season. Results indicated that most of hybrids revealed
desirable heterosis values compared with mid and better parents for all of studied
traits. The hybrids (IL.21x1L.155), (IL.21x 1L.358) and (IL.21x IL.1) showed
highly significant and positive heterosis values relative to mid and better parent
in grain yield. Results of potence ratio indicated that inheritance of grain yield,
plant height, ear length and number of rows per ear, were controlled by over
dominance for all of hybrids, while inheritance of ear height and 100 seeds
weight were controlled by over dominance for most of hybrids and partial
dominance for some of hybrid’s behavior.

Key words: Maize, Heterosis, Potence ratio, Grain yield.
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