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Studies on combining ability and gene action for some quantitative and
morphological traits in intra and interspecific hybrids of cotton

<]

X
( )
(
Termezl4xTabladila
Termezl14 G.hirsutum Siokra324

Siokra324xTabladila

5ol Glaes, 5T 5 0T ogds 5 gy s sl
33,8 e Jla sl OT 51 55 o5l e 8
.(Zhang et al., 2000 ; Tomkines et al., 2001)
S5 4S  Ceul 455 0+ gll> Gossypiumsp. i
sGuhirsutum a3 bl 5 a58 g5 La0T s

s 3 gamen 55 hal ) st LaslE L skammn o G145 Olitasl & pgoms 3 ¢ olille O jus

G.barbadense G.hirsutum

( )

)
Siokra324xTabladila ,

Termez14xSiokra324

G.barbadense
Termezl4xTabladila

S 5 S5 el g DL I Sy

388 0o 8 Uslas el 53 45 555 0 sledi 4
B OLS 5 CiS 550 Ol ) 5aS skds S i o
i oSl edes Jgame 55 oy 5 OIS

VWAYIN/YE D5 el

O o8t Skl 5 LSl ool i 5 4§ oY oY

AAZAAVAR VAL GG T ‘c:)l.?
LJ‘AJ e@.}\AQUL.J C)’LA ady L;jigl a)}ALg}?ui.}\:_\
C;—Jﬁ)%):g;)ura,awyﬂjﬁ)gxb_o


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1382.5.2.3.3
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-380-en.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal .ir on 2026-02-23 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1382.5.2.3.3 ]

VWAY Olils €Y ok comy o <01l (8155 p sk alons”

el s B b 5 ety m s, s 55 Ll
.(Singh, 1998)

iy G165 m Sl s 53 05 s ¢S o
500 S S16 8 0355 Sk yoa b awslia o
oL 5 Ol el Llassls (g 53 55 1) sl
&l 53 Shas addlbs 5 (Aslam Khan et al., 2002)
03 s 3 Ses o8 dmils oMol wih T glaasy 5 Sas
D05 15 e e b W0 xS S ol s
JAS 53 05 Sdle ods sl Jae 4 s (5 p U
dzsls o )lal AT glaas 5 Shes glixl 5 3 Shes
i (Efe and Gencer, 1998; Subhan et al., 2002)
Sl s, G b 3l (Shakeel etal., 2001) ol LS
S Lals s SEIE w5 Ope S
o3l Jdo b oy 5590 Slioe 4 bgje slresls
05 Sl G daly 5 bl 35l Sl - Ll
daly 5 0558 S 5 3 e Oz Sliw J 257 s
Db gt o 058 055 )3 (e e

¢Sle! (Bowman et al., 1984) AL S 5 oy
ol 55 GO LAl 5 s LIl &S wzals
Spliols Ol g5 4 rer s 25
L 5 axdls oylsl Calee sladle b 55 od 35T,
230k S p slan¥ 05T Sos e gl ol 4 e g
L3S slgii |y Calsbes gladbe

33 - (Panchal et al., 1995) 0l,Ser 5 JLosily
o, Shes alls 51,05 Lol e s Ll fes
Solge g 534S Al e 035k 055 k0] sk 2l
S St 3 Nes (61,0 05 (Bl Jas
51355 «(Godoy & Palomo, 1999) ss Jb 5 3555
OLKea 5 Y 5L (Goudar et al., 1996) Ol )LSKes
L Sar I
33,8kes ;31505 ;! 31 (Dhanda et al., 1987)
5T 4S8 I 55 iles 7 575 a5 Shes ol
O 5 jalds 5 5 (Avtar et al., 1993) ol ,LSen

y il e S5 il ol (William et al., 1998)

;1> «(Chawla et al., 1996)

A sduse 58 45 5 (2n=52) G.barbadense

Az 1y (2n=26) G.arboreum s G.herbaceum
5 Olgr oS mlaw 517.A0 1 2 Gohirsutum ke
;P@\)uxl,;@?wcmj\u,:% 3
.(Chaudhry 2001)uas s eolezs
05 Jmlsl 53 G158 o (B G b 51 3!
ST atl Ul glaasy 5 kT glaasy S L s d&

sl OLS 5 pleld g mite a S Couled s
Cwlodd dod oL oliw U sla oy
@leld Gl e ) ol ) .(Singh, 1998)
3 Shas 058 05 ol (lie & 155 5 by,
5 S el (S I b ST a5 (s
0 b 5 (g len 9 SBT) 0 sla i & o glis
Db ol wl A 53 (o,b s b,y Sis)
.(Zhang et al., 2000)

ot 255 3 iy Sk S 0, Sles 255l
sla,sS6 Sl ool sl SU Cmi a8 Aes
0502 SLA SN 52 43,8 oo 515 a5 S5
23 50555 O3 5 3M il T slaay glao S
S I PSP R N U - P gy PR
Naik and Patel ) coul ol 555 5, Slae
4 S .(Singh 1998 Baloch, et al., 2002.1982
G A sk Glaay 53 amds
.(Bhatad and.Rajeshwar 1994) &l oli

b o G.hirsutum x G.barbadense S s
Jol s T s o lly S VL5 Shes
S s sGlhirsutum Wby 51 S 05 98 O slyls
e o bawl i (2Ul &aS™ 5 G.barbadense Wi
SR VG s G165 o S I 5 i en
o310l (gl o e s 5g 08 0058 Sl 5 3 Shes
Sl— Crab s jg (g Ay 5055
ols iyl F O AS Slasgast plo 5 LS do s
o9 4 .(Amalraj, 1989; Varghese et al., 1995) !
et ls dob ol 655 0 Dlaw Sl (&5 A


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1382.5.2.3.3
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-380-en.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal .ir on 2026-02-23 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1382.5.2.3.3 ]

e 2005 S s G a S 5 )

=S T4, € (Debra and Frederik,1999)
CiS 5y g0 lmasy 5l (63L 5 sy Glhirsutum
o=l pleze Slolazsl . Eoulosls LS 1) Sl
S ($3154 i 5 G.barbadense 48 L 48
5 SSES Fa5 oI5 bl (S5 OLS 5 sl
{(Chaudhry, 2001) Cel Canl Gl oy ponpls )l sl
AT (AlE (oS o Sliw Uizl s
Aoy oYU Cenl 5l Slis &yl 55 5 S
eI 05 o §55 5 S pdpaaS 5 e ol
Sallols 5 (S5 RS 0 o st )3 ols
uﬁ:)‘) u‘._>=‘b| ca.\_ilj BE) \_AJ_”- o__:bbﬁ o
e 5 35k oo @l 3 OT S go Ol e 5 (Mo
G o U155 020l 7 (5 p S 5 kB
sl Ol ol 5 4 sl Silis Jist 5 Wl
B) CJL':'L\.: CM‘ 55 esleul (VLS J,\J\) u.iJS'WLA
e ) 5| sa (Singh, 1998) 35 s sl 5
0953 Sl yop 5305 Jos ¢ 5 (S pdS 5 s
s g s oy Gl 5wk 6 S o
MLQS" s_,.w\...e Lg\.ad?))a

L

Y S N P
Barbadense 1518 sLapLs 4 G.barbadense(2n=52)
4_,}5 Ol @bl 5 65 4w 9 Giza s Termezl4
5 Siokra324 (B557 (slapls 4 Ghirsutum (2n=52)
Tabladila
S L bl b oSG ST T (65 &5 4
Oldee g jobteay id S osls 5
VYexor coals Jool b g sle cpllls e, 8¢S 55
SFaSla ArxY s Lol b odinses § il 5 et
i Sl ) D)o a5 (SN slaeS T o
Ve Slele gyl iy dius cis
SLacSLL ey Ol b g o 5 ] 0

e 95 2 s LI Jsb 50) 58 sl o Shes gl 5
552 053l b Sl Bl = 5 Al B WLl
s S I
s+ »> (Green and Culp, 1990) JLS 5 -» S
Sl Gl inn Sleasy (AS 5 oS Dlio (K55
5 2SS Slas 3548 33 (GCA) srses s pdyS 5
Sl 4w ls 0Ly 5 38 21 Ol Shes
SIGCA lads s 3 4 5, Shes gl 55, Shas
(SCA) (50 505 S plysS 5 4 Sl (6 2y Toroa]
GCA Ol 31 55 Sl O Hls gne Sl I3 55
&S 3,0 opl SIS (Calises sladlow (sl SCA
Calstes glalases 51 i 55 b w LS 5 L)
Sl (S92
e sl cay 5o el Cio
0313 Ol i 31 il g 4 o (6 iy St
.(Mehla and Mor. 1995 (Nagrajan et al., 1994) & .|
Lo milsls i Les 55 b il 8 5 s o
I FCOV-EU N  t - I-W - e 3
Chawla et al., 1996; Avtar et al., 1993) .l od_&
L~ .(Xu et al., 1995;

S g 9 P
ol do o, ,— > (Jagtap and Mehetre, 1996)
sl el sl e s i T glaasy ool
Glsasr s (pLis )| Oy Sliw J =8 0305
J5S 5 2l coj 58 53 iy sldas by glaasla oLl
Llazils o ylal o) 8 S dewy 5058 o

53,8das 48515 OLE Ol 1 53 0k plonil Sliions
iy S5 e Slas Sl S e 5 0T Gl
D505 Ll e s Al sla by ST o
pin Slaay 5 olidle FVO G315 ) LS s
QYA

L oo (Stmmn el 0LalE oSCsf ¢ 4
b 3 15 0llE oyl LOT Gl i SasT,
e el ol Dglate Ll b 5y i adle
Ol 53 Las ol 5l S o, g aS Lus


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1382.5.2.3.3
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-380-en.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal .ir on 2026-02-23 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1382.5.2.3.3 ]

VWAY Olils €Y ok comy o <01l (8155 p sk alons”

Wl 405 Sy g ko pl S50 8 (S o

2l slles 5o Calises Sl 580ke 4 lie
5o oSils slaials dm 0peT sy 4 4y e
dn kol 5 ol ol o 0sls DL Y J g
> Shes ails 51 G.barbadense 4,8 31 gl o s
sl s 55 5 S s pfjx,frw G Yod-
Fers b ¥re s Slee awls I Gohirsutum &8
b osde 4 Llosy lsy 55, HLSs 3 p S LS
IS 85 53 o 53 S5 5 oS Do L
sl 5 Jsb o) slus 5 059 &S sl Ol S
gli,l 5 <t Gohirsutum 65 43 Ly, claastls
=5 ol <l Gobarbadense €55 51 S 0T &
gHT beg & 48 5 Slola=l
5 & l; 5 (Singh, 1998) ¢& .o ((Amalraj, 1989)
odss, 8 5,15 (Zhang etal., 2000) Ol ,L—San
Syls Casllas

$1658 0305 r sl o Sibe anlie 5o
s 5 Skes péo L Siokra324 x Tabladila
I A o8 s (e (’ijl—{ EEVY)
SIS o G OT Gl e s 85
9 Termezld x Siokra324 5 Termez14 x Tabladila
FVAO g3, Shes b 5 5 4 Termez14 x B557
Gotas slaog S s, s CJ?,L; Fov1 5 ¥IAY
db dax 5l Slio Sy p b S 1
Sl aes OT & Wi Ledeie Ly 5 Ul chasls
L bl b by glerls Jsb lhls 57 (ol
(Termez14 , Tabladila Siokra324 -, iy i) L
S Llosls Ol 55V 3 Shes KK L 3%
S5 5o (Singh, 1998) Ko o 5 (glamst i
el 0

2 ey Slie @S 5 Wbl e ml
PR (IS UW U RRCIN PR T Y S P
Sl wojse Oy by 3 Shes Slio gl GCA

lijj4>'-L$J}J¢¢li))4>’-u:\.\_a5m§}_gt@)|wj}b

VWEA Slele o da jay 55 godd dlgpl ¢S5 5 S
J.al:-u\im.b\o.u\ibfa_?u'\ﬁaebjfwcy
cb 6 55 Gles 1) Lo pame) W5 T Lol e
oKl 53 5 S5 a3 slas JalS glaeS oL
w)jb)ﬁ)@fc(au)g)dgjf%Q%J
LS s, Sl Jolb S s 8
S fetlaAxY s CoslS 6 e SIL 5 (6 e Coia
Gk 5 Jseme Gillae Slils 5 bl (LS ol e
oLl oS IS 4y Sl oKl (sla Jandl 200
S35 S Slie LT (b s s
:\.\_’dccj)_'oa\.\_dcoj)_&«ojj‘u;)%&wﬁﬁi
sl s oy slasla dsb Ly 5Ly, gasls
.,L;:;Jf,\,;u_.ﬂ,ﬁ;)j_wdﬁfo,-\.\_;mﬁtu:,\
I3 byl 4 350 SiulasT 5l ol (slaesls
Slaals dom iy b sl 580 aglie 5 a3
e IT g3 w0 Lol 51 5.5 5, plan] oSSl
Ol Laosls 0350 dls 5 g La uslyly o5 585
OgasT sbabsy 3 sk ol sl a5 4 S Jol
030wl N-SCOTE 5 9 55 prawsl = (25,8 oIS (il
Jows 54205 5 05 Jop 5 S dieS 5 e b S
S $Y i Y e el ul Ly S
Sy (1908) 1 S = oa 53,5 (V40T
03 81,5 o el 4 ol (gl .28y
Minitab SAS (s 3 3ol S sLal 3l i 5l clad s

.,\igjf eslizw! Word 4 Excel

5 oS Slie il wges Sl el ol

2B bl Sl s B Sk 3 655405 0
)sb Oy co)sk ol iy 5 Shes Sliv calol>
3l mhaw 53 L) el sl 5 ¢l
OO 10 ezl el 53 L1 5 by slaasls Jsb
Lol w5 bl (glaast s sl .sls OLES Lls gme

34 S Gy cpl ) Al Ol Hls sae SobeT o


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1382.5.2.3.3
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-380-en.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal .ir on 2026-02-23 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1382.5.2.3.3 ]

e 2005 S s G a S 5 )

05 Jos andlas o> (Bowman etal., 2001) ol ,Sen
S als 5o O dmils Sl 4y o
Lad Ol o Slio ¢l e gadoSS
el bl S el 2l
D Ll g
O o sas S plieS 5 Ol a b e s
5 Siokra324xTabladila (gla5 & O5,5 do yen 457 3l
Termez14xTabladila 514 58 - (slacs s OT 51 e
ok gd S 5 oy e o 5 4 Termez14xB557 4
(0 dsdar) Ao g g 3 o Slas L 5l oo s s
oS S g S 5 O S o S el
0355 SLa W 55 &5 db (6,8 amt i ady o
3 6,6 s i ,ua Glhirsutum L;lc\_}jf
0935 Gl AW 5.l Ll 5 ol JJ_<L..9
Ol 51 lls «olS 5 LIl G.barbadens 14 S
AST e o a3 Sas 6 Cte g S 5
5 Shes 5l Sls L4

Qlé\jlj_;jL;\JLY.:H.\_;AIJS-)‘AJ}_S-j_fL;J:ﬁ

2L 5o bl Son
1y el > —5 .(Kadapa and Prajapat, 1990)
2 sas 53 G.barbadense (glas S 05,5 la 5
.x;;ui)l}?éé:)\)ajj}— sl ¢ gy 05 Shas
It S o po e S S S s 0

8 51 Termezld ully S us Lasis glas &
s b g b g ua LS 5 Glbarbadens
L en 5 Aol e A 5 Glhirsutum o558 Ca i

s & ol 5 L; | GizaxSiokra324

)& 039 b 3l Barbadense1518xSiokra324 .4, ,.a
Termez14xGiza 3 B557xSiokra324 sl ad .

T3S GO ) WY [ P S 2 ¥ W -V |

Js—b L jIGizaxB557 s Termezl4xSiokra324
o ez SrekishS 5 n F el Ll el
L S 5 ,> G.barbadens 4,5 ;IGiza Wiy .43 5
G.hirsutum 458 iy slacs 45 51 &S

Qs i p Ll 6l m 2V o s s pdi S 5

S s ls gan 1) Il o 3 Llj 4l b
JAS 50 05 Gl Bl Jos S6 5 28 Kb ol ol
&1 SCA Slay o 5 Kke il o Slins 1 azs oyl
570l pebaw 55 L15 slaasls Jgb s 5 Shes
Tl 53 65 gLl 50558 059 o) 55 S S
Joe 25 Kl ol opl 8 s 8 s gme 7Y Jlas|
Ok 33 Sl S de Dlae J ST 55 0 sl e
Jsb 5 slaw Sliw (51, SCA Slay e Kl dlal
3 (.xpwksals,uﬁs,\;@” Loy slaasls
b odib o Slis opl I, 53 05 bl e ol
o SCA 5 GCA Wlyly 4 mli 4 ey
sl o3, Shas Sldos gl S 358 o bzl
S5 4l dob 5 6 gyl cojsb 05 00 5
53l Sl gl 5 a0 il bl 8 5 il
Ayls S s 05 a5l Sl T e Ly y 4 ls b

Slio J 18 55 b0j il pl b 5 il &l i
50558 3l o558 05 00, Shoe o ay (ks
«(Panchal et al., 1995) 0l )5 5 Jlly Lo 5ip s |
5 sl (Chawla et al., 1996) Ol,L_Saa 5 Yol >
s oM ge (Avtaretal., 1993) o, Sea
o5 (sl -3 51 e ea 5 (Mehla and Mor, 1995)
P Lo U5 5 Ls) slaasls Jsb 5 sl s,
sdi 5,15 S5 Qagtap et al., 1996) of,LSKas
R

Slio gl ey bl (o see S 5 LS
SLCS8) o 53 &S (£ Jods) das o OLid Calises
S 3l Siokra324 Wiy G.hirsutum 4,8 oWl
3304 (sl 2l gLl o pb Sl o Shes
b mls pses SadieS 5 L gbetla dsb
G.barbadense 48 vy laa—s 55 o 43 5,03
sl o 58 O35 5 Shas L 51 Termez 14 d iy 7
L glaasls b 5 slimi 28 by, slaasls
Gl 4 s ik psee plS S
3 e bl pl s sls gLis Barbadense 1518 4 Giza


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1382.5.2.3.3
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-380-en.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal .ir on 2026-02-23 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1382.5.2.3.3 ]

VWAY Olils €Y ok comy o <01l (8155 p sk alons”

S Wbl S e (S5 Wbl
5 Shes) Slio sl gl D) Lo ol Bl &l j
Jsb 5 olus iy g5l cojs8 ol 5 O35 (b
5 Sl Jlagme 5 ke (Ll asls Jsb 5 Ly, ala
WS B s Gl I il S oSl
,;\.w‘Cw,\cgﬂwoﬁ@u,pélﬁ(muq;,
2 SIS Iy cess Slsgme 4 S Ly, wls b
osde 4y . dyls ully 53 Coglre e T i Sl 3
O il Sl I B bl sl
sk 3 5 O35 3, Shes (5l (H2 5 HI) (&)
Sl s B Jazl mlaw 53 Ll els b 5 plisl
Wloks 13 sine 70 Jlazm! elaw 55 Lgy eils Jsb
33 05 Sl e Jes U s i, <IN S
5> @l 4 ey b gl sl Slie Gl S
5 il SIS i Olg e eds aL el
x5 05y SN Slio J 285 55 05 Ll l b
Ll ala dsb 5 Ly, ali slue iy o5l o) 58
S by atls Jgb Cde gl s Ll Slles
sl Pl G milsly 4 Cond (A1) la il
Lol ol e e (Gkeg! 5 o)
«(Panchal et al., 1995) 0l ,Kes 5 Jlwil, sla i, &
5 e 3 (Jagtap and Mehetre 1996 ) gs s uL.<>-

3,15 Cdslas (Bowman et al., 2001) o1, 1SKen

Ll e Ay e Sl 4 a5 b oS Sl 03l
oo s Jpame s Sles 53 g1 I3l s)
Sl Sdeo ol padad 51 LS 56 8 ople ol
g hal i cenlie 5287 Lk bl
«G.hirsutum L;l«;,f 0953 Sl e o
5 >, Skee L I L Siokra324xTabladila & .a
s 4 Ol ple L 51 B557xTabladila & s
LAV gosar s ndiS 5 fILG el b
L;\AJ; 09> S pun o O Lsls Ol
S 5l Termezl4XGiza & ,.» ;5 G.barbadense
dsb 4 &S50 Slosas plo 53 Sles
b Griomle o oo 5 Ly, &l
&L e ‘6‘45}5 O L;LA.L_:J?.:A EYEBL Bly olas
P s> (S .S 5 Termez 14 x Tabladila
Sl Sy s 3 Skes Gl L il
s Termezld x B557 .S 5 5 sl Ol
b S |5 (cuas slaas e 5 Termez14x Siokra324
035 Gobo (T 62 gy 4 (S5 2525 5) S8
A6 5 Ogn5T lie sla gy G b Sl ead sl Sl b
Sliw sl WP H2 HL F D gla bl s S
R —oeen W1 o3 s ) Gk Sl il
030zl L ) 5 (6l byl g 3 b dewlone (1408)
S5 o 5 LOT el 5 e WOT )

iy 1055 5 0933 Glads i 53 S50 5 oS Slio il sl 4 52 ;L’ -\ Jyd
e

Table 1. Analysis of variance for quantitative and morphological traits in cotton interspecific hybrids
gl e s Shes 3559 Sl ¢, sl als sl s Jgb s Jgb
Sl @337 jsk jsk S bs) Ll bs) Ll
df Yield Boll Boll Plant Monopod Sympod Monopod  Sympod
S.0.V (9) weight No. height no. no. length length
(9) (cm) (cm) (cm)
Replication kS 2 4816.00™ 1.64™ 0.138™ 164.75™ 0.069™ 19.00" 539.19™ 130.30™
Genotypes s 20 366491.197 53497 272" 384787 0727 9.50™  584.70" 56.17"
Error olzzl 40 63098.80 7.91 0.248 60.96 0.20 4.90 182.94 16.25

Ao ;3 ) 50 bt mlan 53 s dme s e b o 5 4 K 5 F NS

ns, * and ** : Non significant, significant at the 5 and 1% levels of probability, respectively.


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1382.5.2.3.3
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-380-en.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2026-02-23 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1382.5.2.3.3 ]

Table 2. Comparison of quantitative and morphological traits means in parents and cotton hybrids
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<S5 3 Sles o558 053 0558 3l g i) Ly alo sl Ll5 4 Li sldes Ly, els Jsb Ll aela Job
Genotypes Yield Boll weight Boll no. Plant height Monopod no. Sympod no. Monopod Sympod length
(kg/ha) (9) (cm) length (cm)
(cm)

Barbadense 1518 1590.2 h 3.13 ef 15.7 e-g 134.7 a-f 047¢c 15.3 b-d 22.3¢e 18.3e-g
Barbadense1518 x Termez14 2388.9 c-h 3.79 d-f 17.3d-g 146.0 ab 0.57 be 183 a-d 20.0e 21.3¢cg
Barbadense1518 x Giza 2020.8 f-h 3.02f 18.1¢c-g 135.0 a-f 0.33c 16.3 b-d 217e 206 d-g
Barbadense1518 x B557 2166.7 e-h 3.87 d-f 22.1 b-e 134.3 a-f 0.38¢c 16.0 b-d 193¢ 24.7 a-f
Barbadense1518 xSiokra324 3000.0 b-g 4.96 a-d 26.0 ab 132.7 a-f 1.33a-c 18.0 a-d 51.0 a-c 22.3 b-f
Barbadense1518 x Tabladila 2638.9 b-h 3.85 d-f 22.3 b-e 122.0cg 0.52 bc 17.7 a-d 27.0c-e 23.0 b-f
Termez 14 1895.8 Gh 3.20 ef 14.7 fg 134.0 a-f 0.76 bc 16.0 b-d 23.0 de 21.7 b-g
. 3006.8 b- 3.74 d-f 17.0d-g 144.7 ab 0.86 bc 19.3 ab 32.0 b-e 21.3c-g
E:mgij i CB;:; 3576.4 a-g 4.17 e-f 22.0 b-e 141.0 ad 0.24c 18.3 a-d 21.3e 26.0 a-e

Termez14 x Siokra324 3680.6 a-C 4.96 a-d 24.0 a-d 138.7 a-e 0.62 bc 18.0 a-d 29.0 c-e 32.3a
. 2284.8 Ab 4.40 b-e 22.3 b-e 132.2 a-f 0.86 bc 18.7 a-c 49.0 a-d 29.6 ab

;?;r:ez“ x Tabladila 2444 4 d-h 3.49 of 137¢g 1343 af 0.52 be 14.0d 213e 146
. 3270.8 b-h 3.36 ef 20.0 b-g 149.0a 0.81 bc 16.3 b-d 28.3 c-e 26.0 a-e
GizaxBS57 3138.9 a-f 353 ef 30.0a 152.3a 0.62 be 19.3ab 36.3 b-e 233 b-f
Gizax Siokra324 3381.9 b-g 3.29 ef 24.7 ac 142.0 a<c 0.86 be 17.7 a-d 437 ae 24.0 b-f

Gizax Tabladila 3534.7 a-e 550 ab 16.3e-g 120.0 e-g 133a< 14.6 cd 39.0 a-e 17.4 g
B557 3410.0 a-d 5.33 a-c 21.0 b-f 126.6 b-g 1.67 ab 215a 56.3 ab 28.7 a-c
B557 x Siokra324 3409.6 a-e 5.83a 21.0 b-f 116.3 fg 1.00 a-¢ 17.3 a-d 42.0 a-¢ 27.3ad
B557 x Tabladila 3430.6 a-e 5.17 a-C 26.3ab 121.1d-g 1.67 ab 18.3 a-d 50.6 a-C 29.6 ab
Siokra324 4472.2 a 5.60 ab 23.7 a-d 124.0 c-g 2.00a 17.0 b-d 65.0a 25.0 a-f
Siokra324 x Tabladila 3014.2 b-g 5.58 ab 19.1b-g 109.0¢g 1.33a-c 15.7 b-d 50.3 a-c 24.3 b-f

Tabladila

Il e e SOl (o atals i 50 5T el s (0 Jle| gmlas 53 (Gulas Sk s 5 ) Ju:’léa.ﬂ).sdj\wcg@\)gﬁ)\))wan)l;&éwﬁco,;ﬂfﬁgw@,?pﬁp
Means with similar letters in each column are not significantly different at the 1% level for the first five traits and three last ones according to Duncan Multiple Range Test.
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Table 3. Analysis of variance for combining ability on guantitative and morphological traits in cotton interspecific cross

ar > 3 Slas SEISY ST 4y g Ly ald sl Ly ele b Ll asls d b
S.0vV Sl e ssl3T Yield Boll weight Boll no. Plant height Monopod no. Monopod length Sympod length
df (9) _ (9) _ _ (cm) _ _ (cm) _ (cm)**
GCA s Sk oS 5 5 342696.00 35.71 2.84 301.97 0.61 577.16 39.34
SCA ozt SphoS ;15 48652.39" 11.877 0.26™ 7036 0.12"™ 67.48" 11.85"
Error oLzt 40 21032.93 2.63 0.08 20.32 0.07 60.98 5.41
ns, * and **: Non significant, significant at the 5 and 1% levels of probability, respectively. o3 ) 50 el b 53 )l e 1> gme b S 4 ***ons
aiy 81655 o SN 53 0ilS S8 2 plly e ses S 2 S 5 DS U
Table 4. General combining ability effects of parents contributed in cotton interspecific cross
Parents o >J_§L&p 056 Sl a;}b;;)'_} 4;,{&&.:_)1 gy a-la sl Ly als Jsb Ll asla Jsb
o Yield Boll no. Boll weight Plant height Monopod no. Monopod length Sympod length
(9) (9) (cm) (cm) (cm)
Barbadense 1518 -318.89 -1.09 -0.52 117 -0.27 -8.25 -2.32
Termezl14 -28.89 -1.72 -0.31 5.25 -0.19 -6.50 0.85
Giza -135.56 -1.09 -0.75 7.75 -0.21 -5.58 -2.82
B557 71.11 -0.84 0.46 -2.83 0.06 -0.54 0.01
Siokra324 246.53 3.94 0.60 -1.95 041 11.17 2.97
Tabladila 165.69 0.82 0.53 -9.37 0.20 9.71 131
Ve §
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Table 5. Specific combining ability effects for quantitative and morphological traits in different cotton hybrids

L on > Shes o) sl 0555 05 <y il Ly i sl Loy arli dob Ll als Jsb

Hybrids Yield Boll no. Boll weight Plant height Monopod no. Monopod length Sympod

©) () (cm) (cm) length

(cm)
Barbadense1518 x Termez14 74.29 -0.67 0.35 6.73 0.15 -0.92 -1.08
Barbadense1518 x Giza 4.29 -0.63 0.02 -6.77 -0.08 -0.17 1.92
Barbadense1518 x B557 -132.38 3.12 -0.34 3.14 -0.31 -7.54 3.08
Barbadense1518 x Siokra324 92.20 2.33 0.61 0.60 0.30 12.42 -2.21
Barbadense1518 x Tabladila -0.297 1.79 -0.43 -2.65 -0.31 -10.12 0.13
Termez14 x Giza 187.62 -1.00 0.52 -1.19 0.38 8.75 -0.58
Termez14 x B557 254.29 3.74 -0.25 5.73 -0.52 -7.29 1.25
Termez14 x Siokra324 128.87 0.95 0.40 2.52 -0.49 -11.33 4.63
Termez14x Tabladila 259.70 2.41 -0.09 3.60 -0.04 10.13 3.63
Giza x B557 -182.38 1.12 -0.62 11.23 0.07 -1.21 4.92
Giza x Siokra324 38.87 6.32 -0.60 13.69 -0.47 -4.92 -0.71
Giza x Tabladila 56.37 4.12 -0.76 11.10 -0.03 3.88 1.63
B557 x Siokra324 -41.13 -2.92 0.01 -1.40 0.29 10.04 1.79
B557 x Tabladila -20.29 0.53 0.58 -4.32 -0.16 -2.83 2.13
Siokra324 x Tabladila 314.28 -1.92 0.20 2.48 0.48 8.46 -3.17

Yo
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Table 6. Parameter and genetic components for quantitative and morphological traits in cotton interspecific cross

ALl 3 Sles 0358 055 0558 3l Gy il Ly ald sl Loyl b L el d b
Parameter Yield Boll weight Boll no. Plant height Monopod no. Monopod length Sympod length
@ @ (cm) (cm) (cm)

122157.40 133" 18.99 ™ 93.79 ™ 018 130.55 ™ 2224

F -13009.19 ™ 0.14™ 2.66™ -49.46 ™ -0.14™ -182.16™ 10.63 ™

H1 148306.41 1.01" 31.837 189.42 " 029" 109.86 25.16 "

H2 91602.81 072" 31.99 ™ 168.33 ™ 030" 116.22 " 20377

h? 150612.11 ™ -0.02™ 54.84 ™ 286.96 0.05™ -28.88 ™ 41.42™
H1-H2 56703.59 0.28 -0.15 21.09 -0.01 -6.36 478
JH1I/D 1.10 0.87 1.29 1.42 1.27 0.92 1.06
H2/4H1 0.15 0.18 0.25 0.22 0.26 0.26 0.20
K™ 0.91 1.13 1.11 0.69 0.54 0.14 1.58
h?/H2 1.64 -0.03 1.71 1.70 0.15 -0.25 2.03
F(wrsvrx) -0.29 0.77 -0.61 -0.83 0.85 0.64 -0.04
h%s 0.85 0.91 0.86 0.84 0.77 0.73 0.64
h%.s 0.69 0.73 0.43 0.56 0.52 0.61 0.39

ns, *and ** : Non significant, significant at the 5 and 1% levels of probability, respectively.

** *

.-La)A\jodhblck.u);)b@»g)\;@»rb%th 9

ns
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Fig. 1. Graphical analysis for seed cotton yield in cotton interspecific hybridization
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Studies on combining ability and gene action for some quantitative and
morphological traits in intra and interspecific hybrids of cotton

O. Alishah', P. Ahmadian Tehrani’, M.R. Ghannadha®, M. Omidi*, M. Mesbah®

Abstract

In order to study combining ability and gene action for quantitative traits in intra and interspecific hybrids,
three genotypes of G.hirsutum with three genotypes of G.barbadense were intercrossed in a half-diallel pattern.
Fifteen hybrids with six parents (21 genotypes) were studied in a randomized complete block design (RCBD)
with three replications at Gorgan(Karkandeh) Cotton Research Station. Some quantitative and morphological
traits (yield, boll weight, boll number, plant height, monopod and sympod length, monopod and sympod
number) were measured and recorded in hybrids and parents. Results showed significant differences among
genetypes for all traits, except for sympod number. Based on mean yield Siokra 324xTabladila (intraspecific
hybrid) and Termez14xSiokra324 (interspecific hybrid) were superior, in comparison to the other hybrids.
Combining ability analysis showed that additive and non-additive variances were effective on cotton yield, boll
number, boll weight, plant height, and sympod length, however, additive gene action may be important for the
monopod number and monopod length. The siokra324 (G.hirsutum) and Termez14(G.barbadense) were
identified as best parents for GCA. Siokr324xTabladila (intraspecific hybrid) and Termezl4x Tabladila
(interspecific hybrid) had best specific combining ability. Estimates of the genetic parameters according to
Hyman and Jinks method supported the results. Average degree of dominance at each locus and graphical
analysis indicated partial dominance for boll weight and monopod length, and over dominance effects for other
traits. Dominant genes had positive and increasing effects on the yield, boll number, plant height and sympod
length.

Key words: Intra-Specific hybrid, Inter-Specific hybrid, Cotton, Diallel, Combining ability, Gene action.
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