330 2026 cuis 338-330 :(3) 13 duclil) Cipanlt &y pud) dlaall — 0p3]5 df

o)) 30 3l (Solanum melongena L.) Hlaiil) b L duegi (et (pagl) B9 il i)

4Asaaall

Toma slig 524088 Olus 5 ol s
Pl g pushol G e )3l dualall Cugadl Aalall digl) !
/)]AR g il L AADU daals cducly3ll duigl) 40< 2

(0994137992 :ils cashsn132@gmail.com : 35 FSIY) 2yl caul cpn 1AL jal*)

2025 /10 /8 :Jgalll i 2025 /5 /27 :pdiud) gl

ueald

Opassall Pla = dulaall Gigas dlma — (ughyl 8 Lac))il) Lalall Sl 3<5e & Cadl 2
B o dadll gal duadl deh3ll Gagyla gaca (2022 —2021) (2021 =2020) )3l
2 (Solanum melongena L.) a3 e {T1, T2, T3, T4, TS, T6} adlyy )b
Call Can .l e D 5 ALY Aflsdall leladl aresd Guli DA (e Apeadll Aol
Balall Ao ColSY LSl s el fAalill) clial Jo¥) dall b cungl) 858 bl du
cupl G L (2aef/aS IOl dayy Podilall 5 At Yodiagend Liws FoAIA Ll
Asine ks sy ) el L ma 15 Lo Jgemally il Caat gl LY clillias
Lgine Gna 58 S (T3x T5) ool hel degndd claall 5ol claegie o
Ligiea Ot 358 Aol (TIX TS) mbll gl el WS cclall/aala) decal (*#24.998)
o AHN Al Bl Awd) (TIx T4) Gl Gaglly ddSl clbySull Lol (*#23.655%)
Onelly (%*%9.942- ) Laseadl Lol (TIX T3) SEI gl Law (**9.414%) Lal
Ligina s 558 el el (TSX T6Y) ol W ((**15.237%) diladl sald) 4l (T3x TS)
DL 8 AL ds o dheal 20u/3S (**22.258)

A Chai cpa (gl 858 e del) (laidl rdpalidal) cilalsl

:darial
blally Solanales 45y Al DA Caa « odll Cldlie awd N Solanum melongena L. (a3l am
Shas )l palae o 50 daal lasilll Jing ¢ lasdlll L) Ghagall Gually gl i3 .Solanaceae &slasdld
deby sk by alB ) 2024 sl dujsed) Lol Aflanyl desenall i3 Gan (gl oyl il b
b L ol all (53) Laluls oy (13522) Al sl sae 31l in Gaeal) Aol gyl (aca lasdld)
55l Gyl Alidlas ellidy s e Gl (32) Aalibs (S8l (8903) Lneaall sl 230 (1S(2018) ale
Lagad) disall 233 o hacae olasdld) sz L 28DU) dailae lob cdeg)hall dalually Lali)) Gia o 4V
Byoanll dgilia A0104)) diad Jan Lee (B) clislidll degens dalss (Soresa ef al, 2020) clidbilly (sl
Glally (9Sul Gy dealidl Gilgd) Jin (bl 820 dadlaad ¢l Gl B lasill) aaiia) . (Kalloo,1993)
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331 2026 cuis 338-330 :(3) 13 duclil) Cipanlt &y pud) dlaall — 0p3]5 df

@nd dan b)) e aily 2 Jgals A it b ol chlae 585 ) ALaYL sl claadl
(C,A) oalidy cihams K %45 olae %0.3 503 %0.3 clll %1.3 coign %14 dshy %92.7 e ol
ool Aalgl &gl Dilany) Gyhll e Gleall cillawgio Lhi iy .( Lawande and chavan,1998) s
3 -(Dutta and Mehta, 2020) &<l &)l @3 Clacall a3 Jla¥l b Lganks sie daldy Sholl culall cilisa
Gin (Ol 558 salaa 5l (e Wil o) Jai Aaliily sl 558 3 bl o diuls (e Jadl gl 558 ellaias
il Al Cagylall e M8l Apalai®¥) sagd) i by i) Losliay cJanall b 5ol & Ll ey
Lihsl LSolad dald o ela) G0 2 Y Gl mabn (B Adhsd Skl Jaa) ddy Ll LpsSUll chdge ey
(2007 o) Ll daliily sam due s Claa b Ayl sale ) Jsuasll

radlaaly Gadll )y

Clialses et 483 Y o Jpanl dalally ¢ canal) Jlaidlll dilaid) Glasy) 538 DA e Gl daal G
Clialsar (e dganll ¢ Aol Guuaill malyd AU dpaaal) Aol Ganadall Glaidll) (e Bam dacgis Al
Loy Clialsa Jaai (ab Lo Jyaand) gl ¢ ladll e samie Gilial o el allal) 5al) cibass alaly -5haee
(3 dgn e LSy AU V) S s e e cusolall DA Gudlil dake dala o ddle Aaluly San
IV ) b Al gl 558 5yl (uld ) add) 1 g a8 Gl LA e aulges Bl HLEN s AslSy) GLS,

g adl dig ) YL (Fi)

radfhg Gl e
& el Aol sl Gasdldl o (T6 , TS , T4, T3, T2, T1) &y pb &iw duhs & rdilidd dulel —
O L) Coad gl (e T3l L Sdie dusd ) ALaYL Lo dualall Cugnall Aalal) disg) (e lgile Jpeanl
(1) Jsd Lahsh 35kl o8

lgle Jpantl o3 A Adalal) il cagl) (1) Jssad

&) T1 T2 T3 T4 T5 T6
T1 -

T2 + -

T3 + + -

T4 + + + -

TS5 + + + + -

T6 + + 1 h 1 -

Dt & G~ Aulad) Gy e — pushiyh 8 dueh))l) dslall Gagnnl) 350 8 Gl dii 5 fae) diyb -
G 3m  ab Aibesl Qllail) sie b del alge Al dis sha) 8 LeS lines phadl S5aS) cal)
(2) A dsxd — diseS Cany G Ana— (ushyh
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332 2026 cuis 338-330 :(3) 13 duclil) Cipanlt &y pud) dlaall — 0p3]5 df

do )31 ghsa cibfiany Ayl sl Tasl) Sl 5(2) dssad

38.4 :Johll s % 22 Jay ppm 8.53 : (P) Lgiusé pail s gailia 0.84: EC
35.25 ipap haa % 12 il % 0.112 : (N) <) % 2.19 dygiaal) alall
220 gl ) % 66 (b % 2.25 Jd i< %13.35 agsmadlsl) ciligys

‘_‘Mj
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) Ll Jyeas diey Jagha (raca il s A8l 5kl dely) awsel) Vi DA 3 :(2021 —2020) awse
A0 Al clblee ) 38LaYL L (15) o dsaanlly Lt il Ciad gl clilee elha] & 53Y) by
gl dbje ) dingally Agieadl L Jsuay ey cchupmll ey bl Glill dssub WY Je Gub oo
N s gall 8 Lgiel)3l Ledain g Lghstats Lgie andl lamily A #latul & (LI mad) (aslsnidl
KD &lsdal) leladl aeat 385 (P2, P1) WiLT ae (F1) ds¥) dad) o2 ey £(2022 —2021) puge —
Cllee g el Loafgll Bl (3 s 60 SGLall (n dleadly cane 80 Lgumny (o 20 83500 Jaghad 3. ) S DU
Gl il clilee cualy (2006 ¢ysxaTs isy) ge Adlsially Aol 8y Cluass (38g AU Auely3l daail)
e ) L Jyeay vy Aulially Sigiall cilaal) alsidaly @llly dalall les (Ladle o 4l65) dudayally duyaal
A bl i da s e Gllyy b sae o lels Jpaandl g chilee i (Gl pend) Slgin) gail
Clyina 3 cpagynall Shell Shbl ded) Ll diel (Slgia¥) paall daye P gl Shas) dhil o))
el (ALO.A.C) Fusce)ll (ppilaash cplladll Lpmen diylal Gy clldg 48D Gagay 330 — Daehy3) Gagall dalall digl
P & cas . (1995)

bl ZaliY) bugia @

g Al Cun Bulad) 1 %AK) LSl dus @

casgall Slela 8lad) 1% 8uladl A Lngall s @
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333 2026 cuis 338-330 :(3) 13 duclil) Cipanlt &y pud) dlaall — 0p3]5 df

Oadlall Gy (L.S.D.) sine Gy S8 ik alaiiuly cdugyadl (ailadlly Glaall auea @llawgio d3)lie (1
.(Waller and Duncan, 1969)
Aplall el A cpanla Laypads & 1l 568 5ala (2
(Martin and Hallaur, 1976) s ¢(ps¥) Jous gial Luld Zigie L€ cpmgll 858 s >
H (MP) = [(F1 — MP)/MP] x 100
ol an
- b siall Luld (mgll 558 :H (MP)
A dad) bausia :F 1
(PI+P2)/2 &l ¢332 plaal) Jausgid) :MP
:s4LS (Sinha and Khanna, 1975) cues elldy oY) (DU Lls (gl 58 s >
H (HP) = [(FI-HP)/HP] x 100

: j [GITN
eV U Wl gl 568 :H (HP)
A dadl bgie :F1
.Y N L g :HP

:4E8lal) g )
Ligine 3908 39 (i (L.S.D.) sine (38 il diyla o) DA (e rdaugital) Cléeall cilbugiol dijléa .1
Lot ol Aa i) Jaw gia) Augyaall claall (3 Jsaadl) Lis) Lhsd 5kl ddlaay) AN ddle
(ALl day0 Bugie dilall sald st i gan) Do A Aabeal Balal) duwa (SN il Sl

gl L) lhiall oLY) puli 2(3) Jgaal)

Jukl
%ddlal) saladl  %ddall Bala)  %hdlgasd) | %AdS) clySudl  clall/as daliy)

: L) 5
€6.1 °4.8 438 20.094 ©1.67 410.34 T1
*7.5 4555 26 20.093 ©2.24 °11.59 T2
27.8 454 ©4.2 20.097 23.98 ©13.47 T3
45.5 ®7.9 °4.4 20.095 ®2.51 214.94 T4
154 °6.1 ©4.8 20.091 42.09 ©9.20 T5
©4.8 28.4 25.8 20.094 ©2.28 ©9.77 T6

LSD
A 4 2 N. .14 1.02
0 0 0 S 0 0 (0.05)

e cos) Jeadls dgn e (5] Dogiall Ll cuils e cimgll 858 50l i3y Al & copag) dgd Ga Ll
t LS i B e g lina e daaal ¢(gal dga

(ks [4S) Laliy) dia -1
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334 2026 fsjs 338-330 :(3) 13 dehil) dipanll Ly gl dasll — (g )iy suad
o Load ngl G (591 das il Ll B giadl 2lle Anla) cpnd 853 Aald (g Bydic oDl (4) Jsaall (i
Lulaa eaa 598 dald (aa B can LS {(%**24.998) TS XT3} cuaedl 5 {(%**15.829) T3 XTI} (uagd
e i) 038 st {(%*#24.872) T6 XT1} cpagd) Ladlel dass 531 Juady Ll Lgindl Alle dilian) ANy
(Valicek and Obeidat, 1987) il

(%) S b Al clgad -2
@l AL oY) Laugiall e cigin dnlasyl AN dlle dulan) cpna 58 gl caa A agmg (4) Jandl el
Daskalov and &lad so Gilg Adle Lgiee AV 1Y) ) pe Al dulayl 286 sl caa ded
Kumar and Yadav,) 3l aaball e g A dalgdl claall (0 Sl jias éus ( Kostantinova,1981)
(2023

(%) Sl b Aagasl) -3
Lo @yl WS V) bugiall leld Liginad) e dube Gea 558 5als CSlia) (as dued dsng dieall oda o els)
(4 Jsnd) daadi) (Y re A3lae Lsieall Ao Al Gt 558 Cpglil Cam AEL B2l cpa

(A gand) cnliySdl) Aaliiyl) clial Haup o) Jadls Houp) @) dasiall Luld cpagl) 558 :(4) Jgandl

Hwup Houpyo Hwup Hoipyo Hwupy Houpyo
*%4.334 - 2.169 *%4.127 **8.447 *%23.694 **21.711 | T2 xT1
*%13.323 - | **9.942 - 18.926 - 9.417 - 3.788 - *%15.829 | T3 xT1
8.966 6.586 *£11.113 *%18.882 4.671 - 5.818 - T4 xT1
0.929 2.399 **16.936 *%23.655 8.565 - 6.979 - T5 xT1
2.744 3.392 9.834 - 2.257 - *%24.872 *%14.377 | T6 *T1
*%7.678- *%2.236- 11.692 - 3.998 - 8.344 - #£19.278 | T3 xT2
8.897 2.425 5.949 - 0.171 - 8.355 - 9.435 - T4 xT2
4.991 0.315 19.296 - 12.844 - 7.389 - 11.519 - | TS5 *T2
0.765 5.767 18.959 - 14.215 - *%24.568 *%17.928 | T6 xT2
*%3.879 - *%).431- 5.944 - 3.261 - 3.455 - 7.896 — T4 xT3
*%4.549 - | **0.912 - *%3.191 **8.959 **14.211 *%24.998 | T5 xT3
5.795 2.673 6.978 - *%0.321 *%16.791 #%19.373 | T6 *T3
3.529 0.165 *%0 524 *%14.786 0.425 - **24.814 | T5 xT4
*%4.499 - | *%0.579 - 19.739 - 15.391 - 2.213 - *%18.682 | T6 *xT4
0.543 2.522 14.836- 9.535 - ** 14.756 *%24.189 | T6 xT5
A e lgats Aol Adlall gl 58 I3 gl Cng Al e 5abad) e Laulle B Aail e B8 Cagd)
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335 2026 cuis 338-330 :(3) 13 duclil) Cipanlt &y pud) dlaall — 0p3]5 df

(Kanno (sl g <l miliil) o3a cdniipall dia gandl dayn o Liaitial) Ao gend) 4oy B3l ) jad 38 Las Lnsal
G eV Y Yl e Al e saball LD 8 e gead) Lo dda aads LS .and Kamimura, 1981)
-(Kerketta et al., 2023) cng) (an:

(%) Sl B Adg) dlal) dgad -4
oy lina ol LS (501 Lo giall Ll &sindl) Aulle dulag] (it 58 Bally C3add (i Ak 355 () Jsaad) it
Lt D a3 {(%**4.897) T4 XT1} Gngdl s Al dugine dilaas) AV eI U Tald 206 dulay) 53l
.(Waiba et al., 2021) zls go Gl Aol e saboull HLAN 3 2313 dolall sl

(%) Jladl B Ablad Bald -5
ANy sV Dagiall o Lgine g 23l ol Lo deal Anla) i 558 Byalla iai ad & o bl el
Llle Ligiee AV Y1 U Lals 486 dulayl 8ol {(%**9.244) TS XT3} omell gl LS .adle dblas)
deadl ) oy (o) Lawsiall o Age Al e Bl gl DL 8 Bilal) 5ol Lt Aha sl () s
Balal) Lo alisil of Lo cpsl) il e 3o 585 (Monma and Kamimura, 1982) zi ae Lalsws) cpsl)
.(Petrescu et al., 1987) sl ae 33l5 ¥ o sial Ll L) 3 2l
ASlall dayag cdilad) Balally cAalial) Balal) cilial Hp Gl Jeaills Hovpy 55) Jaeasiall Lulid cangl) 368 :(5) Jgaad)

Hmry% Hovpy Haapy, Howpy Haipy, Howpy
**0.591 **%12.461 4.229 - **4.6491 18.899 - 12.137- T2 xT1
44.311 - 23.181 - 5.229 - **3.525 5.494 - *#%2.964 T3 xT1
23.85 11- 14.591 - 8.617 — **3.147 **4.897 **90414 T4 xT1
38.521 - 25.22'1 - 8.323 - **4.699 11.899 - 4.177- T5 xT1
39.251 - 21.671 - 13.471 - 0.273 - 3.994 - *%7.392 T6 xT1
18.38 1 - **9.161 15.945 - 11.889 - 14.995 - 11.157- T3 xT2
41.52 1 - 37.38 1 - 14.489 - 11.696 - 11.898 - 8.997- T4 xT2
35991 - 21.521 - 9.992 - 4.954 - 7.229 - 4.929- T5 xT2
37.411 - 4.67 1 - 19.998 - 14.171 - 24.741- 22.913 - T6 xT2
76.171 0 - 66.24 1- 0.977 - **4.812 5.691 - 4.455- T4 xT3
76.38 1 - 62.54 1- *%09.244 **15.237 4.281 - **2.889 TS5 xT3
76.45 1 - 61.69 1- 17.674 - 9.987 - 12.799 - 7.6 11 - T6 xT3
34.979 - 22.862 - 9.773 - 6.127 - 3.757 - *%2.249 T5 xT4
32.311 - 15.91 - 17.529 - 12.345 - 11.698 - 7.624- T6 xT4
**17.658 *%22.258 16.289 - 14.313 - 16.556 - 15.774 - T6 xT5
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336 2026 cuis 338-330 :(3) 13 duclil) Cipanlt &y pud) dlaall — 0p3]5 df
1}l &) ADhucd) Ao Jausia -6

5as lima sl LS s Jacegial Tl dle Ligina AN (gl 568 5alal can AU &Dlial (5) Jsall mias)

T6 XTS5} cmells {(%**0.591) T2 XT1} gmed) tlea ddle Ligies ANy eV () pe Ljlae dylay) dald

-(Sairam et al., 2024) m& xa Lels A(%**17.658)

PREIR
bl [Aalwy) clawal (T2 XT1) ool B b dugyadl cliall (na 58 )¢k dnlall Al DA e cpi
Gnd o elal (T3 XT1) crmgl) WLl b diagend) Al lpSull cdilad) salal) 20 SIS duss dDlal) da s
¢ (T4 XT1) lmel ekl GBS . LAl a8 28 ddeall dsdlly cdilall salel) 10pe S Lty el fAn i) Clieal
XT1) Gmed) coal ety LN (8 258031 Ll Ssally ASH b ySual) cdilad) salal) 2 cpe DS Gasll (i 358 (TS XT3)
Gna 88 el (T6 XT1) cunglly Lall b daganlly (A< b ySull cdilad) 5ald) 0se SIS duil g 368 (TS
Tody el [AaliY) bl Gma 55 (T3 XT2) gl (i - W 3 Lcaganlly (A313) Alial) Slsal) (50 DS de
Ondl Gul WS LA G Lasald) Lud e 88 Lelil (T6 XT2) ¢ (TS XT2) glisg) Wl . Ll & 4Dl
(Sl e S dadl gma 368 (TS5 XT4) oaell sy Ll 3 S GloSull wl cpaa 358 (T6 XT3)
Ly Adlall da) dial (e 58 (T6 XTS5) conedl ekl oo 8 LN 6 &3 ddeal) lgally cdagand)
(gseall @l il lia cpaat e alee 3 (2014 i) 5 pe Al Ladl smants L LA (8 dia el
oad e 4l (Khojah, 1993) @il aas ¢ maedl Jlaiilll Clia guuaidl dlee 3 (2013 c2aV) 505 aas

.59l

ralaliiiay)

Gliall go IS A sl slat¥ly dlle dulag) ards aagll 858 oehs Ladde Jguandl o3 Al bl DA (e G
8 Al Aoy T sieg Al Aabeall 5ol s Al Sl L edlad) bl Aaass el fAa i) :A 0
oy o Amiid) dongeall da o ol e Js Aulle LA A penl) Fansd Abeal Lol (angd) 858 cuilS L 5L
O BlaY Al duge e daa iia LS cdadial) i ganl

tCla yidal)

A8Ds) ASehad Al b aalas gl 485 i se Auhd lgle Jgeandl 5 0 A8hs) sall) o (gl Jonl) Anilia

Lol dala Clial cagll sla L) salely lgle Juanidl gl
HE Ul

Gl ukiy dualby) LA 53 paeld) Gaidlll Ciia g 2(2013) du des 0 fdee b )
Aehl A Gl dasls . yfienle dagyll LR (grad) Calall g dimgig g0l
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337 2026 cuis 338-330 :(3) 13 duclil) Cipanlt &y pud) dlaall — 0p3]5 df

Ciieall ge dimging ol Y] Guliy (5250) @) Paiill) Ciia (ppad (2014) teall ] 2 (IR
) dadls el LIS ¢ piivale dagll L3l (gpeadl

Mg = eb3l Z3UaYly el Bl ysdia ,(2024) duelyl dilasy! desendl

BIS (3hed dndls Cisiie (@Bl gl ¢ umal) Jralae £ (2006) aed) saluly 5 sl sy s3kie cubysy
o= 466.4<))3)

Lycopersicon-esculentum 8,31l (e dae g Gaca cad (585 dadaall 4816l JguaY) auii ((2007) celie Cpun
com 150 ¢ies dadls el RIS ¢ huale Al Lduc il sam Y1 Alle
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Abstract

This research was carried out at Tartous Agricultural Scientific Research Center
in Al-Jamasa Research Station, during two seasons (2020, 2021) and (2021 2022),
under protected cultivation. By using randomized complete block design (RCBD)
in three replications. Six genetic types of eggplant used as parents (T1, T2, T3,
T4, TS5, T6). The objective was to determine the effect of heterosis in first filial
generation F1 of some fruit quality parameters (Yield/pl, total sugar%, soluble
solids material%, acid percentage%, dry material%, and degree hardness kg/cm2
of fruit). Hybridization was conducted by half-diallel crossing scheme to obtain
(15) hybrids for all crosses. The results showed highly significant differences
between the parental types for all the studied traits. The hybrid (T3 T5) had the
highest significant value of heterosis (24.998**) for yield/pl. The fourth hybrid
(T1x T5) gave significantly the highest value of heterosis for total sugar
percentage (%23.655**). The third hybrid (T1x T4) showed the highest value for
soluble solids material percentage (9.414**%), also the second hybrid (T1x T3)
for acid percentage (%- 9.942**). The hybrid (T3x T5) for dry material
(%15.237**), and hybrid (T5x T6) showed the highest significant value of
heterosis for degree hardness of fruit (22.258%%*) kg/cm?.
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