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Ba Ju das gl el 058 o oS &8sl 5kl Combining Ability ) e 50l il aill ()
5ol 1 pic sena N DIV e 50l cidia a5 L AT Gl pe e Ledie GBofie dasi z 1) e oLV B0k e mllaad)
558 &) «Specific combining Ability <Dy e 4all) 553lly «General combining Ability <adisy) e dalal)
Sprague and Tatum, ) Jd o 5 Jo¥ e (SCA) c¥) e dalall 5,0l (GCA) ) e dalall 5)adl)
(1942

Jé (e galy @lai e daxiie Kempthoren, (1957) alladl Jé (e 355l (line x tester ) joaa X aDlu daiyla s
dabiall Dig) VL laal s lually DY) e dalad) 5l e dgise Clblara ousSH Allall & bl iy
4 LY 230 By ael mens WY ehiall I e e vall J8 e Al o3 Caeddind By cpagdl) dlee S gllanY
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LAY ALK duga il Byhalls Al Sslall Al tie
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Cuys e APl Jysal) Jadll Slas il ekl 28y DIV e dalally dalad) 5,08)) Lyl ¢ e X DL Ak
g lo)) gl gl e %50 sk in AV 2ae B sl (e %50 seks s ALY dae) dugyaall cileall (S
Ayl oladnnl cEY) e syl Izhar and Chakraborty, (2013) ga2 WS (gl clall ey (ugiyl) ¢ Uyl cclall
Byl il cjelily (gl clysill (e %50 sk s ALY s ddiag (lglisas Akl daal (5%12) e X ADs
MglisSes Lpall Alal) dia B35 o AL 5 )sall Jedl)

Dt X ADLs Akl aladiuly Ginli) GiDl e ehiall 5301 e Wil 5Ly DL 145 Akula ef ak, (2016) oaa
of ) copelal M LgalisKay Apall Alal) dial (DY) e Aalally dolall 5,080 ol Lo lusa 290 153355 (5%12)
gl Al dia By & ALaDU yeall Jedl) lansy cleall sda dlyy 3 aale 8 LaPUy LR Guladll NS
cousally Ll g L)y JSAally cCuigall HlagY) o gas
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Ll @ilS G ccralh gall 2o Qugihall gl 2 A Ll )y bl gl gl lagy) cdaad)
esaall bl e sl GZGCA/GZSCA

iy shiwall B Jax Gus galall dalig Olgsally QL) 4dx5 b ehinall 5 Jsane daaal (o Gl Liaal Sl
Bsadll Cannily Joemnal) 138 e Gallal) al3)) jgus (8 alsall delia (ol pay cAiyps & Coalsall Aaskall Aidel) (e %75
oLl adgd diala (g Ly %25 s V) g ¥ kAl oY Z s dals) o
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YL D8 QIS (%95) bl S5l (e Adle Aoy caat g Lals sl ehicall B3 e Y jie cyaal
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201752016 ey Craamssal) (g8 Zeh) 3 Apalell Ergadl Aalall Aigll lill ZEDU Grgny pe a6 Gl 33
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pranl (35 ) Sa A (B o 25 lgmms o 28 gon (B ¢an70 daghdll G dilaally o 6 a3 JS sk chashs danf b
Lyiiy Bandy (B (e dedll Glle 4K i .Randomized Complete Block Design ddlsiall LK cile Uadll

cebpall A Jgeandd el)3l) #Sayls del)3 8l Glaag o 2y
g dlas A dandiiendd) 4 o) ) a1 Jgad)

A Sl
IL.200 P1
IL.136 P2
1L.322 P3
I1L.98 P4
IL.90 Ps
IL.155 Ps
IL. 358 P7
1L.341 Ps
IL.1 Pq
IL. 291 P1o
IL.21 T
IL.121 T,
IL.197 Ts
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didall Lalal) 5yl il g,
Y e dalall sl il .

ST TE TE

(Kempthoren, 1957) <l e dalall 5puill wiil S5
e US Aatlas Lot aatl 020, /0%, DY) e Alally dxlall 5080 Cigund) cplall (o Lo dpll Cansid
ey duagadl Cliaall By b Sy Sy J)sal) Jail
Abal) o3 By e SlaY) J)sa) Jeill Bl e olly Js%> 1
sl oda iy e ALADU sl el sl e ol Ja% <1
Al 2y b SLaDUly Sy Culedll SIS danlsa e il o ‘;% =1
(Mather, 1949) alslaal ls lgloa 5 @ 82ldl 2ny0 .4
a=.,Vp/Vy,
L ALEY) sl Jadll s 1V,
Ll ALl Jadll (s 2V
Babuadl dsya i@
:d8liallg )
() usisad) Jobm1
S Y o dpd Sl ds Al Lealil @ Gag gl Ga ST 20a] 1SSERY Alighall Guihall cld Asl) )kl duaal i
o Aall Al dha s dal e dligh Guibe @3 5k bl (1979) e (aah 38 gl Ggs pan o elld
. ehuall B Jpana
(0-81) galally «(0.09) AL=y) dadll (s ¢S5 ¢(0.06) aslsl) e S cilS 676ea/o7sca Al o (2) saad) ciw
dagil) o3 Xy (ugiall Jsh dba &)y e (Non—Additive geneaction) LaPUl Jysal) Jadll slass e Ji
over dominance sl saludl a5 daall g s o Uy Laa (3.00) anlsl) e ST cnl€ ) sabud) Ay Ao
Kanagarasu ef al., ) mit ae dagill o3 cidilss ciiall 63 el GlAIY)y Gl (goans daaal La )5 Sl
.(2010; Abrha et al., 2013; Sandesh et al., 2018
(Y3l (Prg) 1.311 I (Ps) 2.144= e (3 Jsaal)) Gusipadl Jsh daal (DY) e daladl 5ol cilyils cansl
53l Pros Py 5 Py 5 Py s Py el & clylil e cany a8y cclynsall (T) 0.311 ) (T3) 0.159- s
Ak Gulbe 3 gaa e Jgandl b lgta 83N (Sar g €Cpupipall sl Abeal NI e Baginag dinga dale
sl ge ST axe @y s
il sda ety Ty x Pg) 1.941 ) (T x Pg) 1.822- (e (4 Jsaall) DY) e dalall syaal) iyl casgl
G g Lginal) Aille s dunge SOV o diald 53k @sia (To X Prg) Ty X P7) (T X P3) cadd) gl e IS
I (oS5 X (aS5) g5l (pa L Aol Jalsall Jelin ol g dunge GCA Gl e dale )5 il dliva oL e
i g€l Lginall lle g dasill dinge SCA diald 5538 ild cul (Ty X Py) Ty X Po) Lok 8pdie Lind e gansa yiad
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S) gl G L Sl Jelilly Al GG e dale Baier AVl dinse Bl o dale 50ke Labas) i gl Co
X Ps) Ty X Pg) oagd) Wl Ldacall o3 @il aae by 26D Jlal) 8 3y clial oels Jainall Gag ((SI3Y X
Juan) by (aSEIXSIY)esill o (Shsl) Jelinlly dillu dale §)sias pticty LaadlS cpgl e s (T3 X Po) (T3
A JLaY) 8 giel) 5 shain) sid) e ey Al 28U Jlal) b Ay cl el el

Al dsyall agl) il ((%42.8) Lusiall Jsh dba (pli b daalise Do ST il DL 4 Jaadly (1) Sl o
(%20.3) s Jaly 2IEN 455l @l yasall cibisly (%36.9)

(ca) usiall Csiall aae-2

ougialls Caghuall 2xe dba )y Je (Non—-Additive geneaction) aLaPll Jijgall Jadll $las (I (2) Jgaall ada
G O G 8 (2.16) anlsll e LS il Baldl daps dads (0.07) aslsll e S8 6%6oa/0%scA daadl) IS G
Saleem ef al., ) zili aa (i 18y ¢« dagill o2 o aSES (0.14) (eobadl Jadll (o i 3 (0.03) AL=Y) Jadl
-(Amer et al., 2003) gt e ajlaing «(2002; Aly, 2013

(P10) 0.901 J(Ps) 0.877— e (3 dsaall) Cusipalls Cistall sae daal DIV e Laladl 5yl cilyil casglys
Lale 53 @ Pjos Pg g Py ¥l G culyslill sda iy sy cclyasall (To) 0.172 ) (Ty) 0.278= (e eVl
I3 b e Joeanll 8 S s3a (g 5] (Kay Nl casiyalls Caghiall sae dbal GOV o diginas dnse
csiall e S axe gl Gaile

bl s3a g (T3 % Py) 0.806 ) (T3 X Pg) 0.694= (e (4 Jsaall) DY) e dalad) 58l clyil cangls
g Ul e i g dugied) Alles dmge W) o dals o @i (To X Prg) Ty X Py) gagl e IS &
Ao gana i 1A (a3 X (aS15) gl cha g A5l Ualsal) delis ol JUlLs dnse GCA GG Lo dale 5)88 il
E sl o i Lei€ly Dgiaal) dlle s dail) Linge SCA Lals 88 @l il (T3 X Py) o(T) X Py) Laiw 8p8ua disna
(S X aS15) il (e lgd Shsl) delinlly Ll Gl e dale Ba2e 515 dimse 85 o dale 8)30a) Lanaa
Aball 038 i axe Mg D) Jlal) & Ly il sels dainall (e

Lalls gl il ((%61.5) Gugipall Cisiuall axe dbca cpli b dalie Do el YD) s Jaadls (2) Sl o
(%9.7) G Jal ZED 45 5al eyl calialg o(%28.8) Lkl

((An) chall qigaal) 33

AP Ssall Jedll Blass sy 1385 (0.003) aslsl e Jif cilS 6%6ea/0%sca Al G ani (2) Jsaad) e
(11.73) aslsll o 51 cul€ salud) dajs dady ccaalls sl e daa &)y e (Non-Additive geneaction)
2 pe by o(Aly, 2013) &8 ae 3 1305 ¢(6-88) (sabead) Jadl) e LIS B (0.05) ALY il culs OIS
.(Muraya et al., 2006)

(P1o) 2-120 (Ps) 2.902- (s (3 Jsaal) cralls gl e dbal GO e dalall syl il casgls
Pios Ps 5 P7 5 P35 Py ¥ & clyilill oda ey sy cchaidall (T5) 0.092 ) (Ty) 0-114- ey eyl
Jomandl & OV o3a e salian) (Sa Ml ccialls gl 2ae dial (DY) o diginag dunse dale 58
il Gl (e S 3o gl pahe G Gaa e
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iyl s3a catig Ty % Py) 4.019 ) (To x Pg) 5.337- (e (4 Jsaall) DY) e dalal) syl clyil cangls
5 Lsinall Ales dmge NI e dals 53k e (T3 % Py) (To X Pyg) o(To % P3) (T x Py) cagdl e IS G
X oaS1) gsill (e e As) Jalgal) Jelis ol Jally dinse GCA sl o dale 538 clyil albia oLl e s
Ps) «(T3 x Pyg) (T2 X Py) (T2 x Py) (Ty % Pg) «(Ty X P3) ¢(Ty X P2) iy 5pde diias e gena il A (oS3
Laaal widi sl (oo coati LgiSly dugieall didley Aol dinge SCA Lala 5)2 <l cuilS (T3 x Pg) «(T3 x Pg) «(T3 x
Om (S X S15) il (e led Jholl delilly Ll Gilsill e Al 5aher [V Lnse @85l e dale 5
oe a3 (Ty X Po) (T X Pg) (agl) Lt cdiall sda il pre Mallig daad JLa¥l 3 &y il oy Jaiadl)
@ Ay Bl eels Jlaal by (aSIEY X aSUY)gsil) o sl Jelially dlu dale tha aaai LadiS Cugd
AU JLa¥1 8 giel) 5 hain) sid) i ey Al A8 JlaY)

agpalls VL) il ((%65.9) caall gl 2xe diia cpls b dealue A ST agll IS 4 Laadls (3) JSal) (e
(%0.1) Gy Job Z2EN 45,00 @l yiaad) cibialy o(%34.0) 4

(S opk) dwal) Lal—4

6°aoA/07scA Al il Gua Laal) Al des 43, e (Non—Additive geneaction) AP Jysal) Jadll e
e J11(0.16) AL=Y) Jedl) culs oS gan 8 ((1.77) aalsll e ST cilS saland) da)s dadiy (0.16) anlsll e B
.(Akula ef al., 2016; Sandesh et al., 2018) miti ae Gl 1385 cdagill o3 e ASES (0.50) (sabanad) Jodl

Oas Nl (Prg) 1.949 ) (Ps) 2.227- o (3 Jsaall) dual) Al daal Cdl) e dalell )l culyils can gl
Lle 538 @l Pigy Pos Py s Py 5 Py WOl G clyilil sda cuiy a5 cchyaaall (T,) 0.397 ) (T4) 0.001-
AV Adle cpa e Joeanll 3 VL 038 (e Bali) Ky Ml cAgal) Al daal (DY) o Ligiens dinse
el sda ety Ty % Pg) 1.163 ) (T2 % Pg) 1.541= (e (4 Jsaall) <day) e dalad) syl culyil el
e Lals 5 i (Ts x Py) Ty x Pg) (Ta x P3) Ty x Py) o(Ty % Po) ((Ty x Pg) cagll e S &
e Aol 5 @i (T3 X Pg) o(To X Pg) o(To X P3) oagll of LS cdpall 4la) Zaal dsginal) Ale s dinge DY)
Jalgal) Jelis g8 Julls Lnge GCA Gilsl) o dale 58 cydl clhic oLl e a5 diginal Dilley dinge DY)
X Pg) «(T3 X Ps) (T2 x P1) ¢(T) X Pog) iy Bpdae dind degana piad W (aS15 X oS5) goill (e gad )50
Lage Gilsl o dale Bpher Laasal aia sl e cins LeiSly dugieall dle s daidll Linge SCA duals 5,08 il S (T3
& Ay Wyl eels Jaind) ey ((RSHY X aS13) gaill (e b Sl Jelailly Al il e dale 8080 JaY);
delally 4dls ale 8)3ke aiaty LaadlS cusd e g (T1 X Pg) oumgd) iy cdiall o3 <l pae s 2aadU) JlaY)
Dhay) 2l e ey 4B AU Jlal) 8 Al Vel seds Jlaa) by (oS X aSEY)esll e Sl
Aa Jla) S 4l

Ll dsyadl gagd) il ((%77.9) duall AL dia cpls A dealie A S L OIS YL o 2Dl (4) JSall o
(%35.5) Lo Jal EED 4 yal) @lyaiall cabialg ((%16.6)

ralaliingy)
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G b sy 8l o Le Jelially cdand) A dia By Ao ALDPU) gl dadll 8)lass 6%6cA/07s0A Al 23S
O 8ol Au gl Gl e b Gileall 038 Ganad Olg (A el Gilaall Eu)s
G lealatin) (Sag duall Al dia B DY) o sam dale 538 (IL.322) ¢(IL.358) ¢(IL.291) ¥l ekl
Adle dps e DD e kil ehiall B Ay al
(IL.121xIL.200)  ¢(IL.21xIL.1)  ((IL.21XIL.155) (gl s
cLal) Al daal (DY) e dals 558 el (IL.197 xIL.98)
Lgind) dlley dinge DY) e dald 58 (IL.197xIL.341) ((IL.121xIL.291) ((IL.121%IL.322) oagll catia—
agsl) dalgal) delis ol by dsinag Ange GCA Gl e dale )58 il g ol g cunii 35 ) Alal) dial
AL 5ol Bpdiee Aina Aegena il 1A A8 JLa¥) b Al ded ol adgidll (g (oS5 X aS15) gsill (e Lgad
ALEaY) Jsaally Y] sl cylas (A Lol dasill (Sais Al
il Lty ¢Gugipalls Caginall 2y Cugiall Jshag dual) dlall dia Ga JS 0ol (A Aaalus Las ST YL -
ccaalls sl aie dia (a8 Al L el g

Apal) Alad) g Cually G gaad) 332 9 ¢ gl ally i ghual) 238 5 gl ) Jgb ddual Gl ciligSa 2 Jgaad)

¢(IL.121xI1L.291)  ¢(IL.121xIL.322)

(JHSA/AS) Apal) A | dhualy gl s | Gugiall dighaal) axe | (aw) ougiad) Jsb Ol il g%
0.08 0.02 0.01 0.05 Otca
0.50 6.88 0.14 0.81 o2ca
0.16 0.003 0.07 0.06 02ca/0%ca
0.16 0.05 0.03 0.09 Additive
0.50 6.88 0.14 0.81 Dominance
1.77 11.73 2.16 3.00 a

st e DI e Laldl) s Ll 3,8 ) 5 :SCA «GCA
sial < '\/(VD/VA) @S ) g Balaad) 3.9;)4 S s a
gaal) a3 5 ¢ s pally G ghaal) aas g ¢ syl J b ddal 4y o) Ml GCA AN Ao Lalad) 508 el 13053 J gand)

dgall A 5 cciually

-1.790** -1.636** -0.743** -1.433** P1
-0.601** 0.476** -0.199 0.622** P>
1.057** 1.009** 0.057 1.033** Ps
0.210 -0.024 0.023 0.567** P4
-2.227** -2.902** -0.877** -2.144** Ps
-0.262* -1.047** 0.112 -0.044 Pe
1.097** 0.931** 0.334* 0.133 P7
0.313* 1.687** -0.043 0.444** Ps
0.255* -0.613** 0.434** -0.489** P9
1.949** 2.120** 0.901** 1.311** P1o
0.104 0.287 0.134 0.122 SE[g@] lines
0.147 0.405 0.189 0.172 SE[g)-9¢)] lines
-0.001 -0.114 -0.278 -0.152 T:
0.397* 0.092 0.172 0.311* T
0.396* 0.022 0.106 -0.159 Ts
0.057 0.157 0.073 0.067 SE[ga] testers
0.080 0.222 0.104 0.094 SE[g@-0q)] testers

JIL.1 ¢1L.341 ¢1L.358 ¢IL.155 «IL.90 <IL.98 <IL.322¢ 1L.136 <1L.200) <¥3hudl A 1288 P1o<PocPg <P7 <Pg <Ps «Ps «P3 « P2¢P

Al e (IL.197 <1121 ¢IL.21) <l pidal) Y &3 T3 (T2 Ty el e (1L.291
(sl e 061 065 (5 sina Ay ginall ) pudd wx o
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Chially i gaadl 2ae 5 ¢ s ally i ghual) 335 9 (g adl J sh Adual gl SCA DI Ao daldd) 5 jal) <) il 4 Jgand)

(JLiSR/4S) Al Al21) cally i giald) sue il dighaall e () usiadl Jsba o)
-0.680** -3.541** -0.067 -0.870** T1xPy
0.360 1.814** -0.678** 0.808** T1xP2
-0.650** 1.214** -0.100 -0.470* T1xP3
-0.708** -4.086** 0.167 -0.737** T1xP4
-0.216 -0.974** 0.133 -0.826** T1xPs
1.163** 4.003** 0.178 1.941** T1xPs
0.005 -0.008 -0.211 -0.437* TixP7
0.279 0.637** 0.067 0.386* T1xPs
0.531** 1.137** 0.722** 0.486* T1xPg
-0.084 -0.197 -0.211 -0.281 T1xP1o
0.571** 4.019** -0.217 0.633** T2xP1
-0.242 0.808** -0.128 -0.322 T2xP2
0.819** 0.708** 0.083 0.867** T2xPs
0.197 2.141** -0.483* 0.467* T2xP4
-0.246 -0.281 0.117 0.111 T2xPs
-1.541** -5.337** -0.039 -1.822** T2xPs
0.305 -0.748** 0.506** 0.500** T2xP7
-0.686** -0.470* -0.217 -0.111 T2xPs
0.231 -1.870** -0.028 -1.011** T2xPg
0.593** 1.030** 0.406* 0.689** T2xP1o
0.109 -0.478* 0.283 0.237 TsxP1
-0.119 -2.622** 0.806** -0.486* T3xP2
-0.169 -1.922** 0.017 -0.397* TsxPs
0.511** 1.944** 0.317 0.270 T3xP4
0.462* 1.256** -0.250 0.714** TsxPs
0.379* 1.333** -0.139 -0.119 T3xPs
-0.310 0.756** -0.294 -0.063 TsxP7
0.408* -0.167 0.150 -0.274 TsxPs
-0.761** 0.733** -0.694** 0.526** TsxPg
-0.509** -0.833** -0.194 -0.408* TsxP1o
0.179 0.497 0.231 0.211 SE[sp]
0.254 0.702 0.327 0.299 SE[S(ij)-S h]
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Abstract

The present research was conducted at Lattakia Research Center, General
Commission for Scientific Agricultural Research, Syria, to study combining
ability and gene action of ear length (cm), number of rows per ear, number of
kernels per row, and grain yield (ton/ha). Thirty crosses produced using Line x
Tester method (10 x 3) in 2016 season which were evaluated during 2017
season. The experiment was conducted using randomized complete block
design (RCBD) with three replications. Results indicated that non-additive gene
action was more important than additive gene action in controlling all traits.
The ratios c%cca/c’sca Was less than one for all traits. General Combining
Ability (GCA) effects showed that the lines (IL.291), (IL.358), and (IL.322)
had good general combiners for grain yield. Specific Combining Ability (SCA)
effects showed that the crosses (IL.21xIL.155), (IL.21xIL.1), (IL.121x1L.200),
(IL.121x1L.322), (IL.121xIL.291) and (IL.197xIL.98) were the best F1 cross
combination for grain yield. The Lines showed the highest contribution ratios in
variation of grain yield (77.9%), ear length (42.8%) and number of rows per ear
(61.8%), while the crosses showed the highest contribution ratios for number of
kernels per row (65.9%).

Key words: Maize, Grain yield, Combining ability, Line x tester.
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