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ABSTRACT

Six basic populations including Py, P,, F;, F,, BC; and BC, developed from three crosses of azuki bean;
Hondawase x Akatsukidainagon (H x A), Hondawase x Erimo (H x E) and Akatsukidainagon x Erimo (A
x E) were planted for generation mean analysis study at Pangda Royal Agricultural Station in Chiang Mai
during August to December, 2006. Generation mean of these three azuki bean crosses were analysed by using
matrix algebra method. Results of study indicated that matrix algebra method was able to analyse generation
mean and obtained all six parameters of gene action; m, [d], [h], [i], [j] and [I] for seed yield per plant.
The values of matrix algebra method for analysing generation mean were convenient efficient and simply
applied to use with some softwares. It is anticipated that this matrix algebra method would be an effective
way to identify the gene action parameters which these parameters will provide important basic informations

for yield improvement in plants.
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2 alsznnidaenan Taun 1) (P)), WO (P,), gNW Wi 1 (F)), g w2 (Fy), gNW UNaY
Twud Bc)) nazgow wnau lwmie BC,) ﬂmé'”aazcgﬁ 34 1 Id1n Hondawase x Akatsukidainagon
(H x A), Hondawase x Erimo (H x E) lla¥ Akatsukidainagon x Erimo (A x E) Llé}’lﬂ@,ﬂﬂiz%”lﬂﬁ‘%”)@hﬂ@]
W 6 41 fulamanes mfinuasnatnhaay Sune 2l Saniadedlny sz haden amau-
FUNAN 2549 U52ezH1TTUINWDT 50 WUALAT 1AZTZTHINNGY 20 IFUAAT UIUNQUAz 1 A
Ugmitugvio-u (P, uaz P,) $1u2u 2 uan Ugn F,, BC, uay BC, 117U 1 uad nazilgn F, 91uau 3
uny  msgquasnui lsauaziua wazmslihh  1dUiReIng  wdewndudun Idifufemndu
vniadmanaaEadedy ihamanaamadoduitialdi wsuamsmas tazanuslu
Yossznnsudazdn Tavdsdnsey scaling test A1MITNI15YDS Mather and Jinks (1982) RTEAIRRELS
ANUINING WUDI Model 7192193051 A m a0 s2ns &9 scaling test 5 Mgl

A = 2BC,-P,-F Vo= 4V— +V_ + V_
BC, P, K,
B = 2BC,-P,-F Vo, = L Vo o+ V=
2 2 1 B 4VBcz VPz VF1
C = 4F, -2F, -P, -P Vo= 16V= + 4V= + V= —
2 1 1 2 C F, F 7 +VP2
tﬂ' g I 1 A @ 4 [
119 P, Lﬂummaﬂﬁumwumm

P, iludundsvosiugio
F, o flumundevesgon wind 1 )
F, ilumumdsvesgon wind 2 )
BC, Jusundevesgon undulhitugind Bc)
BC, lusundevosgan undulinniugie BC,)
v, flusmiSeudueaiugus
vp, flusmmiSeudueaiuge
VE, fummiSeuguesgon w1 (8
VE, JummiSeuguesgon uiai 2 8y
VBC, TummiSousuesgan unduliviiuginl Bc)
VBC, WlummiFouduesgan unduldvmiuivie BCy
NA BUANUIANANIINAUEVBIM A, B uaz C Tald rest illonudmna lishaningud ma 5a
mneaun Usznnsiuianumng uie3inneiiaeld additive-dominance model 1au33

a o = J as . a s = o &
LUNINALLDAIVIN ﬂiZQﬂ@]%Tﬂ’J‘ﬁﬂﬁ"UﬂQ Mather and Jinks (1982) UNUATIEHFINITYASIDYIAAIU
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M = [B, X BI'' x [B,” x C]
V =DxV,
SE = v

A 3 a o PN s
515} M QUunTnAveImIsINNes
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@199 MUITNMIVDY Gamble (1962) Fadsreazideadail
M =B'xcC
V = ExV,
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I a o ar A a 4
B huunnaveslaerilideuvesmnsiimes
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E duwmSaduetenmds savedudazalummsng B
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SE 1flumanuaaianaouinaigiuesmnines
NaAN1INNao

MsunszHAunaeszv1n3lag additive-dominance model 351NN NFNOADU
@ 1 Y] a < 1 o a
AIDENANHUZHANAAINAAADAY YOINIDZYNHH N Akatsukidainagon X Erimo (A x E) 1lgn
d' ~ a a ] = Y Y d'
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M3 1 Aunds  WdeuuuaIgIe (SD) MUAUAY (N) M38UFUPUNAY (Variance of mean)

4 o a g o
uasm‘ummmﬂﬁaummgm (SE) ﬂmanymzwawammaﬂmaﬁu ‘ll@\i‘l]i%%?ﬂﬁ"ﬁ?ﬁ”lﬂﬁ] VB

11029N W ¥ Akatsukidainagon x Erimo (A x E) Ugnii atiinbasnadvieas qqilgn

1 .. 2549
Generation Mean SD N Variance of mean SE
P1 12.94 5.75 68 0.48701 0.70
P2 11.30 4.73 78 0.28638 0.54
Fl1 17.53 6.87 17 2.77812 1.67
F2 15.06 7.25 113 0.46521 0.68
BC1 16.85 6.48 14 2.99642 1.73
BC2 13.78 6.87 25 1.88744 1.37

< . o a S 19 < A Lo .
3190 2 Scaling test UDNANHUSHNANAAINAAADAU UYBIDIDEYNAN W Akatsukidainagon x Erimo (A x

E) dgnii atiinbasnadeieag qgilgn I we. 2549

Scaling test df Variance SE t-value Probability
A = 2BCl — Pl — FI = 3.2258 96 15.2508 3.9052 0.8260 0.41085
B = 2BC2 — P2 — FI = -1.2718 117 10.6142 3.2580 -0.3904 0.69695
C = 4F2 — 2F1 — P1 — P2 = 09226 273 19.3293 4.3965 0.2099 0.83390

1 E
WoNnsand A, B uaz C 90 scaling test t@muimig 3 mlisnngudlume 8@

a ' a I @ a <3
P > 0.05) ﬁ\ﬂ%} additive-dominance model 3Lﬂ51$ﬁlﬂ1ﬂ1ﬂl’t‘)\iw1§TJJL@]@'?G‘]NG] UDNANHUSHANAALNAR

'] ' e Yast a = A o 1 o A
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M
\

SE

0.5

-0.5

B,” x BI'! x [B,” x C]

D XV,

Jv

0.5
0.5

0.5

2.05

3.49

0.36

2.15

0.33

0.53

2.05

-3.49

0.00

0.00

0.17

-0.26

0.00

0.00

0.36

0.17

0.26

205 349 036 215 033 0.53
205 -349 0.00 0.00 0.17 -0.26
0.00 0.00 036 1.07 017 026
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205 349 036
B/xB = | 205 -349 0.0

0.00 0.00 0.36

0.18
B,"xBlI'=| 005
-031
12.94
11.30
c= | 1753
15.06
16.85
13.78
205 349
B/xC = 205 -349
0.00  0.00

M=[B,"xBI" x[B, xC] =

Thai

12.94
11.30
17.53
15.06

16.85
13.78

117.52

-13.63

28.87
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0.18 005 -0.31 205 349 036 215 033 053
B,/ xBl'xB, = [ 005 019 007 | x | 205 -349 000 000 017 -026
2031 -0.07 141 0.00 000 036 107 017 026
047 045 -0.05 006 002 0.00
=049 -049 -001 003 004 -0.04
078 -0.84 040 084 013 022
02223 02058  0.0022 0.0031  0.0002  0.0000
D= | 02421 02387  0.0001 00011 0.0014 0.0017
0.6068 0.7016  0.1568 0.7093  0.0158  0.0486
0.48701
0.28638
v, = | 277812
0.46521
2.99642
1.88744
02223 02058  0.0022  0.0031  0.0002  0.0000 0.48701 0.18
V=DxV,= | 02421 02387 00001 00011 00014 00017 | x | 028638 | = | 0.19
0.6068 07016  0.1568 07093  0.0158  0.0486 277812 1.40
0.46521
2.99642
1.88744
Mh 8 mamsineimmansznniTaeld  additive-dominance model YBIANHALHANAAIER
Aodu veaiIezyign N Akatsukidainagon x Erimo (A x E) 1gnfi miflinuaswarthane
9aign A w.er. 2549
Parameters Variance SE t-value Probability
m 12.16 (12.16) 0.18 (0.18) 0.43 (0.43) 29.03 0.00000
[d] 0.91 (0.91) 0.19 (0.19) 0.43 (0.43) 2.06 0.04083
[h] 5.67 (5.66) 1.40 (1.41) 1.19 (1.19) 4.79 0.00000

o < = PR aa
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Mather and Jinks (1982)
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o o a 40 a o a
MSUMITAATIZHANRAYTZNTAIWATNTUOS Mather and Jinks (1982) vedand¥UsHaANAN

4
(=1

< Y 1 dyd
WaARDAUVIINN wiuaai

M3197 4 Scaling test Y9I0IDLENGH 1 Akatsukidainagon x Erimo (A x E) 1/gnil sfiinmasnadaig
a L4 A,
az 9agn T w.a. 2549 11A312¥ 1As 1933 M3UDI Mather and Jinks (1982)

Generation Weight m [d] [h] Observed Expected

generation  generation

Mean mean
Pl 2.0533 1 1 0 = 12.94 13.07
BC1 0.3337 1 0.5 0.5 = 16.85 15.45
F1 0.3600 1 0 1 = 17.53 17.82
F2 2.1496 1 0 0.5 = 15.06 14.99
BC2 0.5298 1 0.5 0.5 = 13.78 14.54
P2 3.4919 1 -1 0 = 11.30 11.25
m [d] [h]
2.0533 + 2.0533 = 26.5703
0.3337 + 0.1669 + 0.1669 = 5.6234
0.3600 + 0.3600 = 6.3100
2.1496 + 1.0748 = 32.3725
0.5298 - 0.2649 + 0.2649 = 7.3009
3.4919 - 3.4919 = 39.4581
8.9183 - 1.5366 1.8665 = 117.6351
89183  -1.5366  1.8665 m 117.6351
-1.5366 57611  -0.0490 X [d] = -13.7265
1.8665  -0.0490  1.1132 [h] 28.9584
J M S
-1
M=J"S
m 0.1845 0.0466  -0.3072 117.6351
[d] = 0.0466 0.1854  -0.0699 | x | -13.7265

[h] -03072  -0.0699  1.4103 28.9584
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MINATIEHAUR AL HINTAINITNTUD Mather and Jinks (1982) TdWasail
m = (0.1845)(117.6351) — (0.0466)(13.7265) — (0.3072)(28.9584) = 12.1622

SE of m = +/0.1845 = * 0.4295

[d] = (0.0466)(17.6351) — (0.1854)(13.7265) — (0.0699)(28.9584) = 0.9094

SE of [d] = Vv0.1854 = + 0.4306

[h] = (-0.3072)(117.6351) + (0.0699)(13.7265) + (1.4103)(28.9584) = 5.6610

SE of [h] = 41.4103 1.4103 = + 1.1876
Expected generation mean
Pl = m + [d] = 12.1622 + 0.9094 = 13.0716
BCl =m + 0.5 [d] + 0.5 [h] = 12.1622 + (0.5)( 0.9194) + (0.5)(5.6610) = 15.4474
Fl = m + [h] = 12.1622 + 5.6610 = 17.8232
F2 =m + 0.5 [h] = 12.1622 + (0.5)(5.6610) = 14.9927
BC2 =m — 0.5 [d] + 0.5 [h] = 12.1622 — (0.5)(0.9094) + (0.5)(5.6610) = 14.5380
P2 =m — [d] = 12.1622 — 0.9094 = 11.2528

HAM AT alsznT Taslsa T3 ndLeaIuT 1Az U0e Mather and Jinks (1982)
Tael95Emstszmaaunaovelszanns$aeee ¥eq Hayman (1958) 1du aa13lu ars1aft 3 Fany
Trannmsiagi et 0edsmalii m uag [d] sAuARNANMIIAY 12.16 taz 0.91 ASuADAY
AMAIEY azdanuBnte m uag [d] fnmamnulslsu (variance) LAZAMAMUAAAAADL
1ATTIY (SE) MIMIIATIEHIDY 9a3Bmamiudnde  “wmsua [h] wuhiimilndifesiu Ao
5129 Tae lHuns naead VI LAY 5.67 N5 IUITNIVEY Mather and Jinks (1982) UAuMIfi
5.66 SUADAL

NIHAMI AT RSN BN NAve B LY (dominance, [h]) NBNFTWANIAANUUUNAVIN
(additive, [d]) MIUAVANHULHAHAANAARDAUVDIGH 1 A x E Lﬁaﬂgﬂﬁ atinyasrala ez 1udl
2549 nafl 147l eandesiummasueszannsdame @i 1 Famudgon W . F,, BC, liag BC,
aalimumanii mmﬁwﬁmﬁwmw’a-uﬂ (P, Lag P,)

msnneraunagszsnslagly non-allelic interaction model

ANILHINNTIN0ITH 6 M Ao m. [dl. [h]. [i]. i1 waz (11 1935mmIndueaius fed1aves
Snuaznananmaadedy voeiI0zgign 1 Hondawase x Erimo (H x E) Ugnii miilinsasnaihans
9. @3 258311 ggilgn U 2549 @13199 5-7)
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4 ' { ' { o s {
M39N 5 AUNAY  WLEAVUNIATIIU (SD) TTUAIUAY (N) MEOUFUDUNAY (Variance of mean) 11AZ

4 o a & o Y
mwmmﬂmﬁaummgm (SE) mmaﬂymzwawamuaﬂmﬁu ﬂlﬂﬁﬂi&’%?ﬂi“ﬂ?ﬂ%ﬁ VBN

9zyNAN N Hondawase x Erimo (H x E) Ygnil sfiinmasrainhuas qgilgn 1 w.a. 2549

Generation Mean SD N Variance of mean SE
Pl 8.81 3.67 70 0.19191 0.44
P2 9.28 4.41 73 0.26595 0.52
F1 17.71 4.47 22 0.90637 0.95
F2 11.51 5.24 103 0.26691 0.52
BC1 18.06 4.73 20 1.11728 1.06
BC2 13.02 491 18 1.34091 1.16

. o a I 1 M an
M319h 6 Scaling test mmanymzwawamuaﬂﬁaé’u VNDIBEYNAN N Hondawase x Erimo (H x E) ‘]JQﬂ

dl = =
1 minvasraiees gadgn U we. 2549

Scaling test df Variance SE t-value Probability
A = 2BCl — P1 — FI = 9.6041 109 5.5674 2.3595 4.0704 0.00009
B = 2BC2 — P2 — Fl = -0.9497 110 6.5360 2.5566 -0.3715 0.71098
C = 4F2 — 2F1 — Pl — P2 = -7.4694 265 8.3538 2.8903 -2.5843 0.01029

§ A v J g v o W aa
lﬁﬂWﬂ1iﬂﬂ scaling test WUIIAT A g C @]Nﬁﬂﬂﬁuﬂﬂfﬂﬂﬁuﬂ 1AYNNW 96 (P < 0.05 Lm“’/’ﬁ?ﬂ

P<001)ﬂ1mﬁﬂﬂi°"’])'1ﬂ§"l]f]\iﬁﬂ‘klﬂl WﬁWﬁﬂLNﬂﬂﬂﬂﬁuﬂl@ﬂﬂN uum"lumm“ 3J‘Vli] Gl,"b'addltlve dommance

model i]\WI']ﬂ']i’«]!ﬂﬂ“’WIﬂEﬂ‘]f non-allelic interaction model Lm“’i‘iﬂ’)’ﬁmﬂiﬂ@]LL@ﬂﬂUS’WIW@luT‘Uu @N‘Ll

M = B'xC
V. = ExV,
SE = 4V

1 1 -0.5 1 -1 0.25 0 0
1 -1 -0.5 1 1 0.25 0 0
B = 1 0 0.5 0 0 0.25 ; B' = -0.5  -05
1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0.5 0 0.25 0 0 -0.5 0.5
1 -0.5 0 0.25 0 0 1 1
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8.81
9.28
C= 17.71
11.51
18.06
13.02
0
0
M=B"'xC= | -0.5
0
-0.5
1
0.19191
0.26595
vV, = 0.90637
0.26691
1.11728
1.34091
0 0
0 0
E= | 025 025
0 0
025 025
1 1

16

16

16

16

9.28

17.71

11.51

18.06

13.02

Pe) )

3

@ o ES

us fuud uazawe

11.51
5.04

24.79
16.12
5.28

-24.78
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0 0 0 1 0 0 0.19191 0.27
0 0 0 0 1 1 0.26595 2.46
V=ExV, = 025 0.25 1 16 4 4 X 0.90637 = 15.12
0 0 0 16 4 4 0.26691 14.10
025 0.25 0 0 1 1 1.11728 2.57
1 1 4 16 16 16 1.34091 47.68

y a 71 { ] L. . o a o
M3 7 HamsaAzAuRdlszns Taely non-allelic interaction model VYDIANHUTHANDSUUAA

vy o a . {
AAY V4tI02gNE M 1 Hondawase x Erimo (H x E) Ugnil s1tiinmasrainheaz ggign

A WA 2549

Parameters Variance SE t-value Probability
m 11.51 0.27 0.52 22.273 0.00000
[d] 5.04 2.46 1.57 3.216 0.00155
[h] 24.79 15.12 3.89 6.373 0.00000
[i] 16.12 14.10 3.76 4.293 0.00003
[j1 5.28 2.57 1.60 3.290 0.00127
(1] -24.78 47.68 6.91 -3.588 0.00044

madnsziainaolszng Iaold non-allelic interaction model MU &1 lsineRTBaUNANS
S Tasdmsvesmminduoaiusunden  aennmananesi1d1955msdszinasunisves
s2n5HIA19 U89 Gamble (1962) Tﬂﬂ‘lﬁvmmﬂmma%Uﬁ vougW N H x E ﬂaﬂmaam il
inbasvantwae il 2549 mewnmmmmwm (m, [d], [h], [il, [j] 4@z [1]) mmmwmﬁuﬂ
GEANYIT °wﬁnum‘lumq 83 P < 0.01) 5197 7) Fau AINNAMTIADT AN ATYHUA

definsanannimesusazm  wumanaamdaseduvetiezyign Wil gnAIuAN Ay
Snswavestuuun i unauin (mon-additive) e 14uA uLLYY ([h]) uazuuVININg (i) vag (1) J
answannuuuiumaIn (d))

msInsizrnunagszy1nslagls non-allelic interaction model

FFmstm Taedamsiiines i1 waz [ #elidaw fesn AATTHIRWIZMTNNDT
m, [d], [h] uaz [j] 1AeITWNIALeaIVIN AIeE1veIdn M HaNAAmAARDY maaﬁaaxﬂyﬁfjw u
Hondawase x Akatsukidainagon (H x A) Ugnfi sifhnuasnasaheas 0. zils .50l gqugn 3 2549
(@319 811
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Mm39f 8 Aunde  wileaunINAsgIu (SD) MUIUAY (N) NiFeuFUpunae (Variance of mean) LAz
4 o A 3 o o
ANUAMANADUNIATTIU (SE) YosanbuzNanaamanaody 1e3lizmnnidiaigg 1ena

pzyNgN N Hondawase x Akatsukidainagon (H x A) Ygnil m1titnmasrainheas gqign 1

N.A. 2549
Generation Mean SD N Variance of mean SE
P1 10.92 5.18 68 0.39519 0.63
P2 12.75 4.96 66 0.37237 0.61
Fl1 20.23 5.67 22 1.46136 1.21
F2 12.88 7.17 111 0.46286 0.68
BC1 10.19 5.51 21 1.44798 1.20
BC2 17.24 7.03 11 4.49797 2.12

y . o a : 1y o A L.
9190 9 Scaling test VONANHUTHANAANAANDAU UYBIDIDEYNAN N Hondawase x Akatsukidainagon

H x A) Ugn milnvasralneez gailgn 1 w.er. 2549

Scaling test df Variance SE t-value Probability
A = 2BCl — P1 — FI = -10.7618 108 7.6485 2.7656 -3.8913 0.00017
B = 2BC2 — P2 — FI = 1.4918 96 19.8256 4.4526 0.3350 0.73836
C = 4F2 — 2F1 —P1 — P2 = -12.6050 264 14.0188 3.7442 -3.3666 0.00087

{ a ) ] S 1 v o o A aa
WNMTA scaling test WUNAT A 1Az C ANVINGUIDE NI AT DA (P < 0.01)
a P A o a 3 1y ' 2 = ' A ] ..
MAATIERARAeYszINTVRIAN YUz HaNARNAARDAUYEIRH Vil Ve lumunz wNez1d  additive-
. =2 a o 9 .. . ya a o = @ dy
dominance model 333tA312% 1aa 1% non-allelic interaction model Haz 1HITNMITIUNTNALDAIVIIAIL
M =B!'xcC

V. = ExYV,

SE = AV

1 1 -0.5 1 -1 0.25 0 0 0 1 0 0
1 -1 -0.5 1 1 0.25 0 0 0 0 1 -1
B = 1 0 0.5 0 0 0.25 ;B'=1-05 -05 1 -4 2 2
1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -4 2 2
1 0.5 0 0.25 0 0 -0.5 0.5 0 0 1 -1
1 -0.5 0 0.25 0 0 1 1 2 4 -4 -4
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10.92
12.75
C = 20.23
12.88
10.19

17.24

0 0 0 1 0 0 10.92 12.88
0 0 0 0 1 -1 12.75 -7.04
M=B'xC= | -05 -05 1 -4 2 2 X 20.23 = 11.73
0 0 0 -4 2 2 12.88 333

-0.5 0.5 0 0 1 -1 10.19 -6.13

1 1 2 4 -4 -4 17.24 5.94

0.39519
0.37237
Vv, = 1.46136
0.46286
1.44798

4.49797

E = 0.25 0.25 1 16 4 4

0.25 0.25 0 0 1 1
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0 0 0 1 0 0 0.39519 0.46

0 0 0 0 1 1 0.37237 5.95

V=ExV, = 025 025 1 16 4 4 X 1.46136 = 32.84
0 0 0 16 4 4 0.46286 31.19

025 0.25 0 0 1 1 1.44798 6.14
1 1 4 16 16 16 4.49797 109.15

d' a EoAl a 2 . . @ a =]
M5190 10 wamsunszramas1szans laely non-allelic interaction model YBIANHULHANAALNAN

a

ADAUVDINIDZYNAW 1 Hondawase x Akatsukidainagon (H x A) Ugnil mifiinbasnan

LYY

aaz q9ilgn I w.e. 2549

a

Parameters Variance SE t-value Probability
m 12.88 0.46 0.68 18.933 0.00000
[d] -7.04 5.95 2.44 -2.889 0.00439
[h] 11.73 32.84 5.73 2.046 0.04247
[i] 3.33 31.19 5.58 0.597 0.55134
[51 -6.13 6.14 2.48 -2.473 0.01467
1] 5.94 109.15 10.45 0.568 0.57087

4 ' A ' ' A o 1
ena a‘umwmmﬂmwmqus‘fsumwmuma{mm WUMINNDT m, [d], [h] AL [j] A191N
d A v o w aa K ya o a o’d'd ccudy ld' Y .
gudpdaiivis dyme 9@ 391dunszimnimesniiany dgyiilvid ielilimsna ey Chi-square
2 . . Sld! o Y a a S 1 ) d?’ ~ o =
test (X2) U perfect fit estimate 1@ #9991 1 mM3Usziiivmndmesanuului vy (Mszdng, 2525) Tag
Y
1N ndeadusIngil
M (B’ X B)! x (B" x )
V = FXV,

W

SE

A IS a J¢ a 4
\Iq] M umunInavesnsumes
IS a o ar A a J
B WummsnaveslaeiFeuvesnimes
| a 4 { o o
C L‘llulll'ﬂﬁﬂﬁﬂlf‘)\?ﬂ%ﬂaﬂﬂl@\?ﬂig%Wﬂiﬂﬁ 6 12
< a o = 7 a 4
v WUNNT NATOINITIUFVDINTADT
I a ¢ ~ s o <
\Z WUNNT nAveINGoUFYRIUTLHINTIT 6 T2
IS a o 1 1 a o
F dummindvessnmas osveausazmluunsng [(BY x B)! x (BY)]
IS ' 4 a
SE Lﬂummmﬂmmﬂﬁaummgmmmmimma%{



a ¢ )
IATNUD DULNT LagANS

1 1
B=| 1 -1
1 0
1 0
1 0.5
1 0.5
6.00
B'xB = | 0.00
-0.50
0.00
0.18
B xBl'= | 0.00
0.12
0.00
84.21
B'xC= | -536
-1.72
1.83
B'xB]'xB' =
0.01
F = 0.00
0.35
0.25

0.00

2.50

0.00

-2.00

0.00

2.00

0.00

2.00

0.12

0.00

-0.59

-0.50

0.01
0.00
0.35

0.25

-0.50

0.00

0.75

0.00

0.12

0.00

1.41

0.00

0.12

0.00

-0.59

0.50

0.06
0.00
0.68

0.00

0.00

-2.00

0.24

0.00

0.82

0.00

0.03

0.00

0.01

0.00

0.00

2.00

0.00

2.00

0.00

2.50

0.18

0.00

0.12

0.00

1.0

1.0

-1.0

0.03

1.00

0.01

1.00
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1.0

-1.0

1.0

0.18

1.00

0.12

1.00

0.03
1.00
0.01

1.00

1.0

0.0

0.5

0.0

0.18

-1.00

0.12

-1.00

1.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

1.0

0.5

0.0

0.0

1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.0
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0.29 0.54
A 5.95 ; SE = 2.44
1.35 1.16
6.14 2.48

. a P { o PN P
M3A 11 wamsuaszraunaslszanslasld non-allelic interaction model HAZAAWIIINNDT [i]
o a g M Al
uaz [I] 90N VOIANHUZNANAANAAADAY V9I0IDLYNYN W Hondawase x Akatsukidainagon
d' = =
H x A) Ugn milinpasralneas gadgn I wer. 2549

Parameters Variance SE t-value Probability
m 14.66 0.29 0.54 27.17 0.00000
[d] -7.05 5.95 2.44 -2.89 0.00438
[h] 7.48 1.35 1.16 6.45 0.00000
[51 -6.14 6.14 2.48 -2.48 0.01440

a < cs' 1 d' = =)
MNMIAATIZHANRABY529NTVRIH U H x A Ugnnaaesn antinbasrala)wag il 2549
v L. . o a o a 7 o o Y
Tl non-allelic interaction model MMIAATIZHMIIZWITWAOTNIANY Ay 1AUA m, [d], [h] uag
. Ya 1 d’ c;; 1 as 9 a 4 =)
i1 15smstsznanunasuealscmnnidinigg 1aed5ues Gamble (1962) taglHuninateadus i
a I'd 1 a o 1 { 1 4 ] @ o w aa
WATIEN NUNIITWNOT m, [d], [h] wag [j] UMALaNAINgUdadally 1ayn1e aa (P < 0.05 uag/
%350 P < 0.01) tazdanudnnoniwavesduuuuyn ((h]) NONTWaNINAILUDHALIN ([d]) Lazny
a a ] 9 1 . .. . a A 1 [ a
INFTUAVDIWBUUVVINIWAUVY [j] (additive x dominance) NONTWAADNITL AIDDNVDIANHULHANTN

< "9 J ;9}
HAanADAUVDIN UUAIY

a J
I3 Eﬂwﬁﬂ1ﬁﬂﬂﬁ®\1
a J A yas a 4 = 1 a a a
NNMIVATHALRAeVe5E1ns laglEISwunsnaueadust Wy wsadsziiuansinaves
Y 1Y a s v 9 o a q’/l 1 Y 1 L.
NUFNTTY AIUANANHUSHANAANAANDAUVIIDIBSYNNN 3 AW U ”lmm Hondawase x Akatsukidainagon

(H x A), Hondawase x Erimo (H x E) ila¢ Akatsukidainagon x Erimo (A x E) Tﬂmwiazfjw w4

v
=< '

a P 1 @ @ % 1 1 {

Tumalumsinsiziiuanaeny Juegiunaved scaling test FINUNGH ¥ A x E BANUANE uh
a 7 Pl . X A 4

2 1A5121 11y additive-dominance model MWATNTVOS Hayman (1958) uaziilo/Seuieunans
a 4 1 = o a < T Y 1 dy Ya a o =
IR AURdeszyInTvedan BTN aNaANaAARAUYRIgN W A x E HlagleinmumIndueaiu,
v ad . a’z’ 1 V1A Y 2 @ 19 A an a J¢ = A
AUATNIVDY Mather and Jinks (1982) Hununlimnlndifesiuinn uadedvedsmnsnatealusne
= ] 1 a o 4! Y A A 1 as a . d'cs
Iy zadnuazdeaemMs Nz s lanlseunsen1annitunaves Mather and Jinks (1982) 0%
Anugeon lagmmzlumsauoua SE uBn eagu wAe H x A waz H x E limmng uileg
a s 9 .. . 1 [N a, . $ 1
WA3121i 1ael¥ additive-dominance model 51231 1M IUMIATIV 0VTABIT scaling test UL AN
@ a S v 9 o ' Yaa A { ..
ANHAUZHANAANANADAUUDING B3N Uil HENTHAYDBUNL AIDONUDNMITIONNIUDNALIN (additive)

[l . 4 a a A ' ' ' o ] . . <3| Y o
HAZIUVUY (dominance) FIDIVAAIININTNAVOIGUANGNHTOAWAMNUL (epistasis) ITUAY T3N3
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a Ls Y . . . yas a = ' a a a
WA5124 1ael% non-allelic interaction model laaldIBunsnAueadus1T WuN WIsaUssuenINa
' a Py o a ¢ g
VDINWITINAD TN Taanua M3UAI12Y non-allelic interaction model 3 Mather and Jinks (1982)
nm Yy a =y ad a YR (=) [ a o 1 dy
1o 1eazidenveddsmsdnszy 1394 luldednamsdnszyi iy il
a oAl = Y a o = = Y ya ¢ A
NNMIINTIEHANRAsUeIszNg TagldunSnaueaius 39 U181 wnsoldmaziive
Usziliuaninavedunuuaieg aednyuzmalsinanisuauguuateg ldedegndes uiudr  zan
[ o 1% o 1 [ 1 1
vazda wnso lhlsegnaldiuTdsunsy "u5e310d19q 19U Microsoft Excel ldpdnsdtaTagly
Ao uaeselumsmuIndndie

19N 1391999

o

o a L4 o J 1a y @
Wsgdnd At 2525, Wugm asUTmanldlumsdfulgaiug

A
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