¢ a
UNHAIMANI (INY) 20 13-21 (2529)

a ¢ s d. y 'Y a . v ¢
N1531A312HANRanU2312 ludnrusRanandaduLazadn
sznavuanananuaiNKaag 23 ﬂ'ﬂaﬂ

Generation Mean Analysis in Yield per Plant and
Yield Components of 23 Soybean Crosses
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Peerasak Srinives and Supapan Sutakom

ABSTRACT

Ten soybean cultivars were hybridized to obtain 23 crosses, each having 6 generations, namely
P,,P,,F;,B;,B, and F,- They were grown at Suwan Farm, Thailand in the late rainy season of 1983
to study the inheritance of yield per plant, seeds per plant and 100 seed weight. Genetic make-up of each
character was digested using the method of generation mean analysis.

It was found that seed yield per plant and yield components were controlled by quantitatively
inherited genes. Additive gene effect was responsible for most of the heredity of seed yield per plant
and yield components. Non additive gene effects, although were large in magnitude as compared to
mean and additive gene action, had large standard error of estimate that hindered their significance
in many crosses. Thus the plant breeder could use most selection methods being employedin self-
pollinated crops to select progenies derived from the crosses, since these schemes ultilize additive and
interaction of additive gene action very effectively.

UnAnato

)
MMInauiuiduraes 10 Wug 18 23 guawn udazguawlsznevdisds Py, P, F) BB, uaz

F, uﬂﬂﬂqnummweum‘}mmmimtnssmawnnﬁﬂﬂuﬂmaqﬂﬂu W.fl. 2526 ’luaﬂymwwawamawu
Snunsdaredu uazimin 100 wia udiiinnzimindovesdh meUsznanlfAioestuiiniuguinye
ainan Tuudazguan

Wi Swinavestuunauinidmdhdyigalumsmuqunistoneadnumsmail  dau

-

1 d Yy | 4 o 1 o aaa - |
ﬂgﬂsm‘umummu"lmﬂuwamn LllJ’J'l)J‘llu1ﬂ1Yi€gllleEJ‘Uﬂ"Ufnlﬂ'ﬂﬂltﬂwﬂgﬂitﬂ‘\l’tNUuLUJUNﬁ‘U’Jﬂ HANLY

4 4
UﬂWﬂi}jelulWUilllJﬂﬂNﬂH t,uminnmmﬂmmﬂaaummmu‘ummﬂnmmumgamn muu uﬂﬂi‘lﬂjiﬁ

o OA

wugwmammin“l%nmmmaanm q W Mdsuismaudaeslumsliulgagnraunguilld maedims

o A

dadonmaiildls: Tonfnnlfisewestunuumanin uazlfAzorszvihatunuurauindusauin 144
agudn

1 maindrlsu auzineas smInodunuasman’
Dept. of Agronomy, Faculty of Agriculture, Kasetsart Univ.
2 anuthdssuazineusumsineas Insnvainyasanha



¢ a agd o o
14 WUINHATIMAAT INY.) IJ"l 20 AUN 1

L o

AN
nmwnwawamnamaaﬂuﬁmmu A
uﬂumumsﬂsmlsawumwﬂﬁ"lﬂwawawqa way

d.
Mumulsanazunal wandadedubudnuuzmin
Ysulgaiugezdesiinsannaoayansdaiden
) Y o ¢ & o da ¢

sunNez lamonug mtﬂuaﬂum nieendsznou
mnuanymvmvnunmﬂtywaﬂ"lmm e
Aadu way wnmin 100 waa leproongratana
and Maneephong (1979) uay Nﬁquﬂ MRy

] H o o I 9 o s v
(2525) 18U UHUNIUAAADAUNANTUNUS

MavInFuiumdaneduy ualarduiuinay
fuvhviin 100 5A weN NG Brim and Cockerham
(1961), Wilcox et al. (1971), Kaw and Menon
(1981 azsaerqun mIne (2525) WU IHGEL
YoWUIVUKALIN (additive gene action) uag
U§A3u1v098unuuYN (dominance gene action)
funumaidglunisavgunistionendnyuy
nanandedu  Sudndedu -ﬁwmmluﬁﬂdaﬁu
ymin 100 wia HazAMNGIvERUUNER

d as
qﬂmmuamﬁms

Yhéamaea 10 Wuf A9 SJ 2,51 4,53 S
uaz Wakashima $aiilu P, waufurug Bossier,
clark 63, Davis, Jupiter, Calland uaz KS 473
mulunan P, 18anun 23 gua usazguay u
6 $29% P, P,, F,, B;, B, uaz F, m‘lﬂﬂqnw
amidogrssunnndie eahndes s.unsswdn
unazuasdesil 1 uad v1wEIar 5 AT STUY

THINNDD 50 IBUANAT TTUZTTHINAU 25 1FUR-
w3 1 Audevau wedandewn udeyalavdu
fUgait 2 unaz 5 Auddaou q fumuennd
Snuuzifudeya fe 1hminnandaredy Sy
Andedu smaumdadedu vmin 100 wia uay
anugevesd 1hdeyaildlfinnfimanuan
maszniedalasmssmamm LSD.0S udam

aaa :J A y o a '3
U§Asnvestuninuadestunandnnedu tazen

a Aada I's ! ell
Ysznouvewanadn 1asI5INs1sHANR Y0

(generation mean analysis) ﬁl’duaiﬂﬂ Mather
and Jink (1971) Wfiiszndhadeswamsiinszefly
SnyuznanARdeAY SIuIAAdedY LAy Ymin
100 Wi mniy

a d
HatazIv1It

wawamowuwmmmam 23 AHaY nmm
uanmasznedame q ey 14 gran (M 1)
umﬂaﬂﬂwaummi{uwmmﬁnmmuﬂnmanu“lu
yugnssuitmugudnuazil tar wuh lugndhil 2
vesdnvaurnandaneaulimegsznitavein 15
dwz{mm:qn%ﬁ: 1 inandaseauluuandaningn
9 2 lu 21 guawuazlidean P, lunnguen
LALANAIN P, Y 9 fHay 1 B, finandnde
Auegsznina F, fu P, 8 gueay inilaguauie
Davis x SJ 5 71 B, linandadedugeni F, uaz
P, @ B, dulngjiinandanedusyszning F,
fu P, (mmﬁ 1) mnwamsmami‘fﬁuﬁymmﬁ
anwavewwunuurauIMieg Sunumainglums
mummﬂymvwawamamu‘lumqﬂwan waziile
Finsizdnunde 6 42 (mswn 2) s g Buny
wowandumumd iy lumsaugudnuazi 18
fjwﬁu tusuudnglu 11 gean J§isnsenda
Bumaauma (epistasis) ummmﬂqﬂu 15 wam

Tumaam 3 mmumaﬂms\uumma 9
uﬂmﬁmﬂuag 15 qwfmmnmnuﬂ 23 qwau qn¥?
i 2 nmuwmaﬂmwuagrmnwmm 17 Qmm
wazllimndranindan 1 21 szm amnﬁ 1 9
mmumawmmuaqs vanew 6 ey wmaa
Tuianaann P, usiandann P, 10 gren 9 B,
fiswauudededusyszning Fy uaz Py 10 guay
uavﬂ'au‘lmxj"lﬁtmmhm1n F, uaz P, a2 B, {i
mmumaﬂﬂomuaqsumn Fjuaz P, oy 22 gwaw
Tumseh 4 wuh UAsswmuwaanianuaigy
17 guan tunvuvuiinnudinglu o guay uay
UgAsorsznistudsdumiadianuddgly 11
fHe éqaaﬂﬂﬁ’mﬁu%uﬂumsnﬁ 3



¢ =a d:‘ s 4
LNHAIMaAs ne.) UN 20 aun 1 15

4 ¥ o o
1NN 5 1 100 wia UFeha 9
v
uanAiuey 16 gaNNNNIMLA 23 Juan uaas
1
aﬂuﬂwau‘nnmma a wanaedniy - dveuld
uwuﬁnssuwﬂ’mﬂuumun 100 wfin wANAIITY
gniai 2 fhiwnin 100 widneyszniavon 10
ey uazhluandrenngan 1 Tunngran $a7 1
Y o
fmin 100 wanegsznawew 8 guay uazil
Y g
UMD 100 1UAAGINTI Py 5 grery ud luuanana
1n P, lunnguay Tu B, Suhwminegssnie F,
v ) ) ) a8 o o |
fu P, og 17 guay dauBiimin 100 waaly
J ! 2 1 o A
uanawnn F; Tugnguay uag lumaduP, luioy
] Y o ¥ o
nnguey nndeyalumsian e aguldi Buuwy
. o 4
waunanudidtly 15 guay wazilingemunvay
a a : o
vielionswalumeaavinamdmiues dawduuuy
o ]
Yulinnudwy 15 guan Tenswanalumaniuiay
< A jana o
annadn  Tuvaeml§isonseniadumedinmia
Uanuddylu 14 guan
agl
9
Y o
1M 1-6 ansoagldlan dnvas
a o < LY g
HAWAARDAU TIUILAARBALLIAXIIMIIN 100 AR
1
YoIunADY gRAILRNAITunay Taolfisen
)

. o K
YogunuuraLINLANudAYINAga UeNIINi
tunwriueljiznsznnstudmemumia innw
o @ o o 4
dinglumsaunuanyazdinarlungueay ¥

K . .
HaN15NARDIUADANADINUI109 1My Brim and
Cockerham (1961), Wilcox et al. (1971), Kaw

g
and Menon (1981) uaz Seaqud mIfe (2525)
2 o A ] : Yad o -
Vansoda@engnrauvaiilagldisdaaen

1
o o L4 o =3 J
dmdvnanauduedlaeni 9 T ma3imsmanis
Y |aaa aaa
ansaldfasorvestunuunanin tazdfisn
YogumMamuviIsznIwaunlddegudn

Y a
9NA1IDIIB

%qaqy?; MIAz. 2525, MIMoNoAdNYUL “an
U959 (hard seed) Tudauvdos. Inmuiinug
Bagnln.  wmineduinuasmans,
NTAUNNA.

Brim, C.A. and C.C. Cockerham. 1961. Inheri-
tance of quantitative characters in
soybeans. Crop Sci. 1:187-190.

Kaw, R.N. and P.M. Menon. 1981. Combining
ability in soybean. Indian J. of Gen.
Br. 40 (1):305-309.

Limproongratana, S. and C. Maneephong.

1979. Inheritance of quantitative cha-

racters in F| hybrid of six varieties of

soybean (Glycine max (L.) Merrill).

Kasetsart J. (Nat. Sci.) 13:34-40.

K. and J.L. Jink. 1971. Biometrical

Genetics. Cornell University Press,

Ithaca, New York. 382 p.

Wilcox, J.R., A.H. Probst, K.L. Athow and
F.A. Laviolette. 1971. Recovery of

recurrent parent phenotype during

Mather,

backcrossing in soybean. Crop Sci.
11 (4):502-507.



4 4 4 :
AN 1 HTAIRUNAE ANUAIANABUIIAIGIY 1T LSD ,, vesdnyzHandndeRuvesiIde q Tu 23 guay

Mean

91

?

£) LWBLBLUVRUTE

[ CRUg

F

)

¢ %ﬂﬂ.& 0z W

Crosses LSD g5
F, Fy B, B, P, P,

Davis x SJ 2 180 £ 80 29.1 ¥ 11.4 26.4 £ 10.3 19.4 T 6.7 237 % 86 141 % 52 10.7
Clark 63 x SJ 2 24.6 £ 10.8 31.9 £ 12,6 22.6 ¥ 13.1 151 & 7.3 23.5 ¥ 11.3 10.0 £ 43 NS
Bossier x SJ 2 208 * 8.9 215 6.9 259 86 154 * 6.9 24T 8.1 145 % 42 9.4
SJ 2 x Jupiter 137 7.1 275 9.0 243 £ 11.6 200 & 9.1 256 ¥ 9.0 13.5 45 8.9
Calland x SJ 2 185 9.3 247 % 9.2 26.6 £ 11.0 191 £ 79 181 7.5 151 % 7.7 13.3
SJ 2 x KS 473 18.6 £ 8.4 260 & 8.4 19.7 £ 10.5 207 90 219% 9.7 11.4% 34 7.2
Davis x SJ 4 155 & 7.1 18.5 ¢ 49 18.4 £ 3.0 153 % 4.4 16.3 £ 6.0 102 £ 33 10.4
Clark 63 x SJ 4 173 59 219% 79 203 % 83 209 99 204 % 76 157 £ 5.6 NS
Bossier x SJ 4 133 6.4 21,7 £ 84 188 £ 7.4 123 £ 47 155 ¥ 6.0 104 £ 35 8.7
SJ 4 x Jupiter 147+ 7.1 192 ¥ 6.2 207 % 9.4 19.0 ¥ 12.1 124 35 153 + 46 NS
Calland x SJ 4 153 F 6.1 209 £ 9.7 145 % 6.9 197 % 7.4 175 £ 4.1 143 % 7.7 NS
SJ 4 x KS 473 201 F 7.4 282 % 84 171+ 717 188 F 7.0 129 54 143 % 35 10.1
Davis x SJ 5 157 £ 6.0 152+ 79 201 £ 7.0 157 £ 5.3 79 37 8.8 49 3.6
Clark 63 x SJ 5 18.3 £ 8.9 26.0 F 7.6 211 7.0 245% 96 19.1 % 59 17.0 ¥ 6.5 12.7
Bossier x SJ 5 155 69 203 % 96 167 49 151 73 177 £ 6.4 93 % 35 8.9
SJ 5 x Jupiter 185 7.0 19.7 + 955 188 £ 8.0 175 % 6.9 170 £ 5.0 13.7 £ 10.0 NS
Calland x SJ 5 231 % 90 259 8.2 257 9.1 207 * 7.0 212 & 6.2 109 £ 42 NS
SI 5 x KS 473 23.1 £ 11.0 33.7 £ 10.5 245 * 11.1 24.4 * 10.1 2.7 % 84 162 57 12.4
Davis x Wakashima 21,1 97 30.4 T 11.7 24.5 £e12.1 28% 76 206 99 151 6.4 15.0
Clark 63 x Wakashima 21.9 ¥ 10.1 27.9 * 10.1 33.3 £ 10.0 313 7.8 283 % 96 160+ 5.3 NS
Bossier x Wakashima 19.1 £ 9.7 254 % 84 193 96 193 8.6 233 £ 9.0 104 £ 29 NS
Wakashima x Jupiter 181t 76  28.0 ¥ 10.1 24t 55 17.1 £ 5.4 118 63 152 5.9 NS
Calland x Wakashima 202 % 95 24.5 * 10.1 284 87 203 % 6.5 24.5 £ 10.1 134 % 56 12.9
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Genetic effects

Crosses
m d h i 1] 1
Davis x SJ 2 08 T 74 48* + 07 451 *198 197 F 74 44 T 59 .153 T30
Clark 63 x SJ 2 39.6%* £ 11.4  6.7** + 1.4 524 T304 -229% % 114 1.7 92 447 £19.7
Bos sier x SJ 2 19.1** 56 39**+ 09 42 T 139 06 * 55 131 T39 -1.8 * 87
SJ 2 x Jupiter 1143 T 73 6.0**+ 08 70.0**% 207 33.8*%f 73 -35 67 -282% 1338
Calland x SJ 2 05 T 59 1.5 + 1.5 15.0%t 149 17.2%% 57 12.0* £47 25.7*% 94
SJ 2 x KS 473 104 * 88 52¢*+x 12 174 *235 63 * 87 -125 *72 1.8 T 151
Davis x SJ 4 74 * 45 30**+04 211 109 58 * 46 03 T 28 -100 * 68
Clark 63 x SJ 4 47 T 55 23* + 1.1 330+ £152 133** 54 59 *50 -159 *100
Bossier x SJ 4 41 T 43 25%+ 06 193 T 115 89 £ 42 7.8 ¥ 35 1.7 * 78
SJ 4 x Jupiter 67 * 87 -14 =09 599* £238 206* f 86 65 T 74 -33.9% 157
Calland x SJ 4 88 * 55 16 10 139 *154 71 * 55 -138=fs50 -1.8 T 101
SJ 4 x KS 473 3.9 60 07 05 -35.8% 162 -183*** 59 01 49 32.1* £ 108
Davis x SJ 5 06 * 54 04 =08 492**%f 136 89 T 53 9.8* ¥ 40 -33.4%% 9]
Clark 63 x SI 5 02 T 45 1.0 0.7 46.5*T (1.1 17.9*% 44 88T 31 209%F 73
Bossier x SJ 5 120* £ 59 0.2**+ 05 59 *160 15 * 59 51 *49 24 T 106
SJ 5 x Jupiter 16.7*x* 5.1 1.6 +1.8 42 *134 13 * 47 06 *50 -12 * 89
Calland x SJ 5 158 * 90 s.a**+08 193 *201 03 * 89 01 *42 91 *Tile
SJ 5 x KS 473 13.9* £ 63 33 t06 169 *161 56 T 63 -63 *as5 29 *103
Davis x Wakashima 123 * 86 7.3 +08 171 237 100 * 85 -11.2 74 09 T 158
Clark 63 x Wakashima -192* £ 95 6.2% + 1.2 117.5**% 245 414%% 95 85 T 67 -70.5%* 168
Bossier x Wakashima 159 % 94  6.5*>*% 1.1 30 t243 09 f 93 129 T71 64 T 157
Wakashima x Jupiter 67 * 65 1.7 +1.6 240 T 187 68 T 63 140* T63 2.7 T 154
Calland x Wakashima 34 * 71 5.6%*+ 1.0 47.0* T 184 1560* £ 73 51 55 8* *11.8
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Crosses Mean LSD g5
F, Fy B, B, Py P,
Davis x SJ 2 153 73 225 T g4 217 £ 90 151 £ 54 226 T 82 110 T 41 84
Clark 63 x SJ 2 185 £ 72 233 + 87 172 £ 84 100 * 47 227 £ 99 75 £ 29 NS
Bossier x SJ 2 165 * 66 150 * 46 216 £ 66 121 ¥ 60 213 £ 79 101 £ 30 65
SJ 2 x Jupiter 126 * 61 241 * 68 215 £ 109 176 * 67 215 £ 81 11s £ 30 86
Calland x SJ 2 150 ¥ 80 201 * 72 231 95 150 * 58 176 £ 69 146 * 87 114
SJ 2 x KS 473 137 £ 65 187 ¥ 53 160 £ 73 145 £ 63 236 T 101 80 * 20 65
Davis x SJ 4 122 £ 53 165 * 41 154 £ 45 117 £ 35 139 £ 50 83 + 25 67
Clark 63 x SJ 4 127 * 44 1711+ 62 159 & 60 151 £ 67 177 £ 67 122+ 43 72
Bossier x SJ 4 104 £ 44 170 * 55 158 £ 53 87 * 39 134 £ 45 86 * 26 74
SJ 4 x Jupiter 124 * 55 173 * 49 163 + s6 155 + 74 116 £ 31 125 * 28 NS
Calland x SJ 4 123 * 44 170 * 68 123 £ 55 147 58 158 £ 60 118 * 64 NS
SJ 4 x KS 473 152 £ 55 187 * 54 138 £ 52 124 * 44 112+ 44 87 ¥ 18 70
Davis x SJ 5 132 £ 43 130 * 60 168 £ 53 127 * 48 70 £ 28 89 + 41 54
Clark 63 x SJ 5 132 * 64 181 * 56 163 £ 50 170 * 68 145 £ 46 119 + 39 NS
Bossier x SJ § 110 * 49 135 * 56 129 £ 33 105 * 51 147 T 49 72 23 59
SJ 5 x Jupiter 147 * 54 173 £ 72 154 £ 63 139 * 5] 139 £ 38 108 * 76 NS
Calland x SJ § 167 * 54 187 £ 57 197 £ 68 156 £ 55 161 T 48 79 * 34 NS
SJ 5 x KS 473 150 * 68 208 * 86 175 £ 74 149 * 64 172 £ 58 100 + 32 72
Davis x Wakashima 138 * 64 213 £ 77 161 £ 77 144 T 50 185 £ 61 116 * 45 68
Clark 63 x Wakashima 150 = 73 178 £ 60 220 £ 69 214 + 45 195 + 64 110 + 33 NS
Bossier x Wakashima 123 * 65 168 * 51 139 £ 66 142 £ 73 167 £ 60 74 £ 18 72
Wakashima x Jupiter 135 £ 55 221 * 78 176 £ 47 128 * 46 89 = 45 122 £ 38 NS
Calland x Wakashima 141 T 64 167 * 68 193 £ 52 138 £ 43 165 * 62 96 * 37 83

1= 1 1 n'/ 4 a o o w
NS = IhllJﬂ'ﬂll!lﬁﬂﬁNi:‘H’J'Nﬁi’)‘ﬂtﬂQNHU?ﬂﬂiu

81

?

£) LUDPLBEVRUTE

13 ('nuw

F

T une oz



A o oa 4 o e
M 4 HTAIBNEWAVEIBUIVLAN q Amuguansazsnoudaneny Tu 23 guay

Genetic effects

Crosses
m d h i j 1
Davis x SJ 2 44 Tl sgx* I ¢ 255 T 163 125* % 61 15 T 49 74 T
Clark 63 x SJ 2 347%* * 75 77 * 12 -533*+ £ 197 196* t 74 -10 %61 418+ + 128
Bossier x SJ 2 140%* * 44 se** ¥ g 89 *i12 17 4 77* * 34 79 £ 70
SJ 2 x Jupiter 96 T 64 68** T 7 S51** £ 182 279** * 64 57 ts9 214 * 120
Calland x SJ 2 A1 %50 15 %15 401** £ 127 162** T 48 132%* £ 43 199« * g0
SJ2x KS 473 94 * 64 78+ £ 1] 78 ¥ 169 64 * 63 126* * 53 15 * 108
Davis x SJ 4 55 * 36 28% * 3 156 * 90 56 * 36 16 * 24 46 157
Clark 63 x SJ 4 36 * 39 28+ 9 228* * 108 114** % 38 40 % 36 93 7
Bossier x SJ 4 35 133 24+ = 5 142 * g9 75* £ 32 93+ + 28 7 60
SJ 4 x Jupiter 20 57 S 383 152 141* * 57 23 *Tas 90 100
Calland x SJ 4 89 * 44 19 10 55 %123 49 * 43 -88* * 43 25 % 81
SJ 4 x KS 473 183** £ 40 12« * 4 -129 * 105 -84* * 39 2 %3 133** = 69
Davis x SJ 5 15 41 10 6 352+ £ 110 64 T 41 100+ £33 237%x £ 74
Clark 63 x SJ 5 6 *32 13% £ 5 366** = 80  138** * 32 40 T 22 79x+ 51
Bossier x SJ 5 83* * 41 38ext 4 58 110 27 t 4 27 %33 6 T 72
SJ 5 x Jupiter 127%+ £ 39 15 *16 35 *103 3 36 -1 *38 1 * 68
Calland x SJ § 83 * 64 a6 234 * 163 37 *63 0 *T46 -129 * 85
SJ 5 x KS 473 91* * 40 36* £ 4 121 %103 45 =39 20 %29 -4 T 66
Davis x Wakashima 89 * 56 4%+ £ 5 70 %155 61 %56 35 * 48 53 %103
Clark 63 x Wakashima -118* T 64 44 = g 777%* £ 159 269** t 64 77 143 481 * 106
Bossier x Wakashima 49 T 67 46* * g 177 %176 71 66 98 + 52 58 * 113
Wakashima x Jupiter 35 %53 ‘17 1 221 * 156 70 *52 131+ 1 51 26 T 113
Calland x Wakashima 32 * 46 4%+ = 7 300* * 115 98* T 45 40 *33 -166* T 73

*
]

Significant at 5 % level of probability
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Significant at 1 % level of probability
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Crosses Mean LSD g
F, Fy B, B, P, P,
Davis x SJ 2 11.7 £ 2.0 129 ¥ 16 124 %19 13.0 T 1.4 105 T 1.1 12819 2.4
Clark 63 x SJ 2 132+ 1.8 135 % 1.4 126 1.8 15.0 £ 2.1 102+ 1.2 13.3 £ 1.7 2.2
Bossier x SJ 2 12.6 £ 1.6 146 £ 1.6 119 * 1.2 13.0 £ 1.7 10.5 £ 0.9 145 123 1.3
SJ 2 x Jupiter 108 ¥ 1.9 113 % 1.3 1.5+ 1.8 112 %20 10.1 £ 1.2 11.7 1.5 1.8
Calland x SJ 2 125 £ 1.9 123+ 1.3 11.6 ¥ 1.3 126 £ 1.8 103 £ 1.0 11.0 £ 23 2.0
SJ 2 x KS 473 14.0 £ 2.1 13.8 £ 1.7 11.9 £ 1.7 143 £ 1.1 93+ 1.0 142+ 1.9 3.5
Davis x SJ 4 126 £ 1.6 112+13 119 1.5 13.3 £ 0.9 117 £ 1.3 121 ¥ 1.0 NS
Clark 63 x SJ 4 13.8 £ 2.2 129 £ 1.3 127 £ 1.0 134 13 1.6 * 1.1 129 £ 1.3 1.9
Bossier x SJ 4 129 £ 2.2 127 £ 2.0 12.0 £ 2.0 147 £ 32 11.4 £ 1.0 120 * 1.4 2.1
SJ 4 x Jupiter 11.5 * 2.1 11.0 £ 0.7 125 £ 2.5 11.6 £ 2.6 11.6 ¥ 1.0 120 £ 1.5 NS
Calland x SJ 4 123 £ 1.7 12213 114 %138 13.5 £ 2.1 11.5 ¥ 1.5 122+ 1.3 2.0
SJ 4 x KS 473 14.7°% 2.0 152+ 1.9 124 £ 1.9 143 £ 2.0 115+ 1.3 16.3 £ 2.1 4.5
Davis x SJ 5 11.8 £ 1.6 1.5 £ 1.1 119 * 1.1 124 %11 11.0 £ 1.5 95 %15 NS
Clark 63 x SJ § 14.1 £ 2.1 145 %19 13.0 £ 1.5 146 £ 23 13.2 £ 0.5 141 % 1.6 2.4
Bossier x SJ 5 140 £ 2.6 149 * 2.1 1290 + 2.4 146 £ 2.7 11.8 £ 1.0 129 + 2.2 2.9
SJ1 5 x Jupiter 12.6 ¥ 1.7 1.1 £ 1.7 121 £ 1.5 125 £ 1.8 122 £ 1.1 120+ 1.5 1.4
Calland x SJ 5 13.6 £ 0.6 13.8 £ 1.3 13.4 £ 09 135 ¥ 1.8 132 £ 1.0 141 122 NS
SJ 5 x KS 473 148 £ 1.9 16.3 * 2.1 13.8 £ 1.7 16.4 £ 1.6 13.4 £ 1.2 158+ 1.5 4.2
Davis x Wakashima 155 £ 2.5 142 £ 2.0 151 £ 1.2 16.0 £ 2.2 16.0 £ 1.5 13.1 ¥ 2.1 2.5
Clark 63 x Wakashima 147 £ 238 156 £ 1.1 15.1 £ 1.0 14.5 £ 3.7 147 ¥ 1.4 146 ¥ 25 NS
Bossier x Wakashima 157 ¥ 3.0 150 ¥ 1.3 141 £ 1.1 14.0 £ 2.0 14.1 £ 2.7 14.1 £ 2.1 NS
Wakashima x Jupiter 13.7 £ 1.9 126 £ 0.4 128 ¥ 1.6 13.7 £ 22 13.2 £ 2.0 122 1.4 NS
Calland x Wakashima 146 £ 1.7 146 £ 1.7 147 £ 1.9 146 £ 1.5 147 £ 1.8 140 ¥ 1.8 NS

1 1 ! ull 1 a o o w
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Genetic effects

Crosses
m d h i
Davis x SJ 2 77** T 16  -11** T 02 107** T a1 40t T 16 1.0 T12 56 T26
Clark 63 x SJ 2 9.3%* £ 19  _1.5% 03 11.3* £ 5.1 24 T19 16 Tl 270 £33
Bossier x SJ 2 129+ £ 1.0 -1.9% * 0.1 3.0 27 -04 Ta 1.7+ £ 0.8 47 *138
SJ 2 x Jupiter 8.7 X 1.5 .08* L 0.2 59 42 22 %15 21 fi13 32 *27
Calland x SJ 2 124 £ 11 04 T03 0.5 *s55 18 T11 -13 *09 06 T 1.7
SJ 2 x KS 473 154 £ 12 25+ *03 39 T 40 36 T17 0.1 T 1. 23 %25
Davis x SJ 4 121 £ 1.1 -02* £ 0.1 29 *26 02 Fi11 2407 3.7 1.7
Clark 63 x SJ 4 15.3** £ 13 07=* %02 34 %29 3013 -01 07 1.1 *17
Bossier x SJ 4 98 21  .03* T o1 94 *59 1.9 *21 46 19 65 *39
SJ 4 x Jupiter 9.9+ £23 02 *03 54 *61 19 *23 22 19 43 39
Calland x SJ 4 1n.s5***15 03 *03 26 *41 04 T 15 34 T 13 2.0 *27
SJ 4 x KS 473 19.3** £ 1.6 24 £ 02 -143* 44 54% L 16 1.1 1.4 101** E29
Davis x SI 5 8.9** £ 13  0.7** ¥ 0.3 89** 30 1.3 T 13 25 09 -64* T 19
Clark 63 x SJ 5 15.1* £ 0.8 -0.4** * 0.1 34 F63 15 1.0 2.3 07 28 * 1.7
Bossier x SJ 5 13.2¢#* £ 32 05% * 0.2 14 *83 08 %32 24 *T24 03 *53
SJ 5 x Jupiter 133*»*+12 o1 *o03 09 *31 12 *T1i1 09 *Ti10 -5 20
Calland x SJ 5 14.3** £ 1 05** *o02 23 33 07 *i11 0.8 T 1.1 1.8 *22
SJ 5 x KS 473 13.5% £ 1.0 -1.4% £ 0.1 25 *26 09 T 10 24 E 07 03 *17
Davis x Wakashima 14.0** £ 1.9 1.5 £ 0.2 56 Ts2 05 f19 48*fie 55 T34
Clark 63 x Wakashima 143** £ 18 01 *03 06 T 47 04 T 17 1.1 *14 0.8 T 31
Bossier x Wakashima 20.8** £ 23 00 *04 -145+*Ft54 67F 23 0.1 *14 8.6%* £ 32
Wakashima x Jupiter 13.7%* 19 05 *o04 03 *56 -10 *T19 28 19 14 *37
Calland x Wakashima 13.5** £ 1.1 04 02 24 T26 08 11 06 *o8 a3 Ta

1l

Significant at 5 % level of probability
Significant at 1 % level of probability
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