b1~ LY

#21% Hell % ¥ F & Vol. 21, No. 6
1995 £ 11 H ACTA AGRONOMICA SINICA Nov., 1995

3
ity bt 48 R TE IR B e Rz FN B R R

RIBEEsH " Sl o
‘ RE#  EEE 5 F  OHHE  F

(ML KRR, HMEEM, 310029)

A R & RH_HEERFrREERRERESTIE. ot TRHAEHR (Gos
T AHAEW F,., F, MERFME— (BC,. BC,. RBC, #1 RBC,} ft
FEHIM 4 TP FERMEERN. BN MHMRRN. 7HER%EH,

FH BRIV O E, M EERRERMERE D, SERHEENN 5 SEBMEVE |
EF, BOSHHAEMBERIMNZHEREFEAFYR. JREIRENFEIMIEELFHERGHE
Y E R EEEE MR, SRR N RS, ﬁ!ﬁﬁ:&@ﬂuﬁﬂﬁ&ﬁ—

Bk,
R B RTIER BT AR PR B i) mmrmmts A% 7

T ERMS RN RES R FHERER, LT THRBIEH

. APACET —SHE, —HEA N ’ ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁai (£ HEPRZEHF

B, 1991). BNl h, MoEHEREETR M Hl (Singh 2F. 1985 ZFA

EMAKE, 1988). Dani(1989a)H Kashalks 9RO B Fofth—Lb 2 R ER T S4H
NGl @Jﬁnﬁﬁuﬂﬁﬂzﬁf iz L2 HE#&EEREE A, FTHE
PR E E R SRR, ; & A] gE 6 32 Bl #F TR E AR R EE
IR, CF —HEHEEANNG ' . TH3E (Pleines A1 Fried, 1989) HI
ri ' Ay E@ﬁ?ﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁiﬂﬁiﬁﬁ
| Arsh e B EERABSERN AR, #m, X3
73‘ u Lﬁﬁﬁ'ﬁﬁﬁuﬁlﬁﬁ‘ﬁﬁﬁﬁ . BERY
a | 3 Weir (1994) #H4#8E G2t AY M, EtHT_IU.
[B] i 4 #hr i Fh = R E 75 k.
A ERHAT F"Wﬁ' Tﬁ BRI LA (RZE, 1992, Zhu #l Weir, 1994), LIRE
b AR SR B BRI F. Fa@ER Pl &Z—ft (BC,. BC,. RBC, #l RBC,) U A H,
%ﬁﬁﬂ:ﬁ‘?fﬁ*’ IR SN N FESBUEHES N SEBER VR ER
| EHIAER, M STUEMASNE, MMAREE TG AR F AR K

i | T Bt # #8 (Gossypium hirsstum L)S T RSB R: OPWKF 7 5.3

‘ﬁ%ﬁfﬁmmﬁ « + WIRBFEE S T HEHIR T,

§ 19940106, W STEH M. 19940818



660 £t ¥ £ 1#R 21 &

HG—12, LER SR, 3 PDOL1L; T PDO458; & GL-5, KRERR. Hho ~5:HKE
HitH., BT 1992 ﬁt%tﬁ:ﬁﬂkkﬁiﬁ%ﬁﬁu EAMF, VLKA TR, 2
FH., AXTEZEME&T, UEEMEF BHNGE, KiE F MEREZ
(BC,. BC,. RBC, #1 RBC,). HHiFmE 3 BC, 5 BC, ML F, A#ka&, LIFEA P, 2 PJ1E
A EEIAE RBC, 8 RBC, LFE 4 P, & P, fEft4, F, fF{F (Dani # |
1989), MEHHE (Q00RFTFE, BN g, MHLE (FCE/KHMTHTH).
(FhF&E / FFHEFKKER, B0 g/ m) Mg (REMBENZE)/(FEHA
1985) 4 ~HEAR.

RV | ,Jﬁ{zﬁﬁ%:ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬁ& (MINQUE({Q / Di) (RE,
Weir, 1994) fEE &SRO EENETE (V). HEBHITE :
(Vo). BHEIMEFE (Vi) SERBHETE (Vp,). MEMTE (C4.
(Cp.po)s HEBAHEAR M £ 55 0 7 24 &, IE BB R R IhE
FHR% 7o e i :  (Adjust Unbiased Prediction, fiifk AUP k) (R%, *
B (HEMHERY A, HERHRN D; X Dy BHENERNY Am, 2 :
Dm; & Dm,), #—HMAFEAM F, H&EITHEES . ackkni Eaﬁﬁﬂ#ﬁﬁﬁfﬁ
BAGEHMTRAENRESR (Miller, 197} RFE N9 Weir, 1994), XZH
B ERME. FESENEEEFAESRKAEIBM |

) ERESHH \
2.1 BFHERNAEMDAES RS

W% 1 TR, SRR EST V) KEBEHESR (VatVp) EX,

w1 o MRERBFIERENESD PB4 0T AR5 15 L R SR
Table 1 Estimates of variaace components~or j %ﬁ«{ﬁﬂ‘@ﬁ ﬂi:hﬂ ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁgﬁ
@J*E&E%ﬂﬂ: MBI B

hBHTESBEDIEEKT. EiHE
SE'U“EI“JT’EEHJ P Z DA SHE B

£ ¥ k5 B0 FECIQON\ W o
Parameier S Ker%e SD 19

Y e B, T AR P
vi [l:{]ﬂ D:m hE. iﬁ#{A%ﬁﬁiﬁﬁfﬁﬁ%@jﬁg
Vim 23077 35177 DAY MR, SRR M EE
Yo 001 ;;j ALY, 7 T A 47 52 0 4 B PR
*, :*: 7 Bl F R s F 805 0.01 Eﬁi@-ﬁfﬂﬁl TH. HEEIEH. %ﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁ
x . * *: Significantat 0.05\and 0.0] Jevel, respectively. @Jﬁﬁ%}]{ii, ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%M#ﬁﬁ
SI= Seed index {g). = eNpercentage, SD = Seed densi- Wtttk A IR B R, Howf{ 3%

b T . RIS AR 00 LK
L A A3 B Rk, BT A REAE FE AR RO M H RN I T E (R%F,

Weir, 71994). i B3R FIERAEON B Hh 7 22 4 B A RH 3=, AR B I
EHp FE AR BE, X, & 4 AR AR B RO 5 BRSO B A

1992; Zh




6 B LEPRE. R HE R TR E BN B IR 1E 4 B 661

2.2 FHEREBYE LK
hEEN T ROBEXREBITE (W% 2) T8, F-FHEIREMERENTE

HARBE, BRACESARNEEEERAEARBEAT], KSR ERENEED

HAERHARE, X5F | KNFESTNERE—EM. AR 30R &M EAE T

PLRHE BRI B EAT. HISRAE. By ESECRESHSEMEAME,

B EH—029" " FHI—034" ", MR AZEMEFESENERESHE

v, BT ERFITH A B B R AR L R B RB B B E K., EHRAERF,

HArH A 040° "HI 03177, BMEATIA,
TEWMERNER, EfEAPEEFNEER (EHEDN) g
SopLig L L S

®2 ST ENEENESREE RN
Estimates of penetic effect correlations for four seed traits in Upla

Table 2
HitEM{ % Hif&FE

Z # Framys M{&NFE HEMT BHESMD
Parameler ST&Ker SI&SD S1&Qil% /Rﬂm\g) % &0il% SD%&O0il%
HEmEEX, .00 0.00 0. 0.00 0.00 0.00 -
H#ERHHEX I, 0.00 (.00 Q 0.00 . 0.00 0.00
| i AR 5 1 0.00 0.00 0.0 ) 0.00 0.40°°
BEEE M H X rypy 0.21°° —0.29° " —h3g ™3 : 0.08 031"
Bk B X 0.12 u.un 0.00 0.00
RS R 0.16" 7 )1 iNY .01 —{.03 0.06

23 EfEREEER

A 8% 7 22 4 AR £ R AN
Xt 2 2 R 58 £ 2R B B0 (A R A
(A,) FItEREHERY (D)

B THEROEWE A AR, Hik, A6&E
A H BB (D). BEMERRN
FFHREEBHERE (0.25D,;#0.25D 4+

B HbIR 4 RS TR A M R B R Ok Y AV AU HUM A
Table 3 Predic natersal gepetic effects for four seed traits in Upland cotton
oy o5 ¥ %m) (%) FEE/m) (=107 W5t %

Cross @ “ 5D Oil%
1534 HE £ i)l

m ﬂ Am D,_ D, A_ A

—0.9@ 03¢ —0.83 —0.37 0.96 1.29 1.24

—0.52 " 0.30 —0.20 —0.57° —1.27 0.94 0.30
—0.33 —-1.28 0.18 —084°"' =353  —-0.21 —0.72°

0.87" 0.17 1.51 0.09 -1.31 337" 1.37
0.34 —0.86 —0.67 —0.60" 2.49" —5.38" —2.19°

—0.48" —0.72 —0.32 0.74" -1.29" " 0.54 0.26
1.04 0.76 0.34 —0.48 —0.48 2.33° _1.31°

0.32 ~{1.03 —0.0i 0.08 0.36 0.36 —0.21

0.44" —0.82 0.66 1.04" —0.25 215" (.34
0.42 0.48 " —0.24 0.87° 1.2 —2.79" " ~1.45"

0.56 —0.01 0.42 0.04 —0.66 — .00 —0.4]




662 e B ¥ # 21 &

- GSDNJ) REEMPE RN (ALtA,) FEERBHHEY (D) HWBENSERATE 3.

% 3 A[E, A S (GL-5) AEMHEAMERNAERL (A, =284""), &
1 (F7) REMNFEMESNYEAEEDN QA =-216"7). Ak, 5%4 1 BHNES
B INAE S Y B — ., TSR S RERINA S EmES N BB - BRBEX. ¥
EX2MELABFTER KB ERWE D, HHEEZHAT 0, BEF, XKSHHAGHIE
BWEX., XI—4RERFREFFTFEFYHEY F, ﬂﬁﬁﬂiﬁﬁ‘fa’kﬁﬁuﬁ %
(PDO111) FhSEHEMMER K, FA& | FESR S SEMER B, i
miEs R B EYE, REEA 1. ¥4 2. %¢3ﬁ%¢sﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁi#=
HE (1x3). (2x4) M (3x5) FHARSBHBNIEAR, REX A4
A BT 2 Fh RS, EA 1. XX 3SR S HEELES B HS A :
3) 1 (3x5) F, RS {EKRA, BEAXRIEE F, ROCREEMESEX. @ T4
x5) F, NSNS EBHIVHEIFLER, Bie F, NEERMEMRK. K
AIEBTHBEASBHENEAD (D, =-3.537), FE SHEEHKS Y B K
(D5 =2497), 5FE 3 RHNAE Fzﬁ‘-ﬁﬁt?&ﬁﬁﬂ A 4 FERE MRS
gk (2L, =3.37""), SEF4RWNFHITAT 2 x 4) BRI Y B
sk, WiEd S FHEMEREN 24, =-538° %zlssw”fhé}ﬁ-ﬁmﬂ#;
RO AR, A R AR A A Ze b BRI 1 i

®:4  FOMHEMEZRRNESAHERRNERX
Predictors of cytoplasmic effects of seed

AR ) 5 B 1

?FEFEF'%)'C ‘fﬁﬁﬁgﬂiﬁﬁ
tEiR  Traits AR BEE DN E&B‘tﬁﬁﬂ{ﬁ%

HE SD(x10%) 064 047 010 1697 6K A, Tjﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ‘]‘%ﬁﬁﬂ
M Oil% 074 0.60 —0.27 1.57 "

40 RO AR MR —E

Yeng, B, HF X B A R SRR DAL B EA 4 KT I 8B
mEEkAk (C,=1.69"), S EWA RS RN (C;=-269"). & 5
A8 RN B, RA ARk, BlIbsER, BRAERES. X —SREX

PR O BT R B BB A L — 9. BT, DA 4 AR,
SRS R BT IRk, MR S BRARBNAS, JAMERETERL
T b .

3 g <

SRR BE R ENERY R EERBT B EEROMS . HIt, MR
a2 f S ULER T EE R B TR EA G A EEARERERRAFERE, FEefEaEE
Ty AT = 1992; Zhu 1 Weir, 1994), FT-H— 545 BE ¥ A A

"% CH, RFHENSRMBERNTREREEREHRTE R
. 1994). EHT R TR BRGNS, MATERGENT N
:%a%mm&ﬁﬁ&ﬁuﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ¥ﬁﬁmawﬁrﬂaﬁﬁ




6 HA RW AR REHAR B TR AR B R R R (R Y BB 15 T AT 663

BEFETRMSTISEREH, 4 MHRFEROSEEUEEZRY B E, ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁr,
HED., SEROEERN SHERNRTFFEARE. Bk, EFHEFLRD, i
ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁi&ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁuM$Hh%%%ﬂqu§ﬁ,ﬂﬂ(§¥€*
77, 1988; Dani, 1989a; Kashalkar %, 1989; Singh 3%, 1985) Ff [k #4873
PEAR MEMEA R R BTN ERSE,. ERRSRTAE —ENSEHE.
PR 1] BB S HI 2 AT R T RAT TR E e R R, ET
R XRES R, #FEREREINEHCER, BESMAXRERRB A B
SRR AR A, AT DUE X R T S R TR R A, B, s
Ve, ABRED SRS (A0S HE 5% R UM B A A O A Ok R SR
bR S AW Ukt - It VN 0L L iﬁ%ﬁ@mfﬁﬁé}mﬁzfgmm ;
y. N

SEREMAEFRAER), X505 NSOy 1R R {E A — B GL %iﬁﬁ%
M SR, HEHEMBESNER A ERTRER, HECEEEEMHEY ?ﬁ@ﬁ R {H #E A A
EANEIE /. MoRRCRERMNREHCREHARE, BHiE, X PEARB o B A
o BT .

BARV K BEE TR TREFAN —EBENIE
RN R ER A, M Ag S SHESUY HB/DRMH
R ATAGLL A, BN, LAMFIS KM GL-5 A, HIRR)
W¥EE, HEHEAHEERA. :

Aurgs, #iREENETERIE P B EAF, (HE HHH
RN HMEBRASE. HEERRNG B MINQUE(C/ DEEFETRIRE
t, AN TESBMGEAZER 0. ML, SEHA ) fe EHE MIEHAEEH FZ TR BIR
iR/, AWML EEE, [SHE S EATTRE R R & Y, T Uy T s (e W
R,

AR H T EINE R EH oA . Dani(1989b) % i T M T R FEE
PR 7 53R R FLPE. ﬁﬁﬁr%avwﬂ%mmﬁﬂ WMEIE— TR ER VAR RIRE

AT ——

AN |

Fry#EEHE, FXEHE IR A
Daik
EHES, 1985, e KF . ), 257—262.
FiEHE, FA. 1988, fEFEH. 1400,

FEEN, FEEE, Q9. ERER. (2
G (Y 1—11.
g, 8{1), 32—44,

AT \Genet., 49(1), 47—51.

- W oo - 2 Ln o e o

J—

. R N |
" on, B A, Al
12 Wler, K 74, Biomeirika 61, 1-—15.
. and W, Friedt, 1989. Theor. Appl. Genet., 78, 793—7597.



664 f B % R | 21 &

i4 Singh, M., et al., 1985, Theor. Appl. Genet., 71, 126128,
15 Zhu Jun and B.S. Weir, 1994, Analysis of cytoplasmic and maternal effects. 1. A genetic model for diploid plant seed
and animals. Theor. Appl. Genet., 89, 160—166.

Genetic Analysis on Direct and Maternal Effects of
Seed Traits in Upland Cotton (Gossypium hirsutum

Wu Jixiang Wang Guojian ZhuJun Xu Fuhua JiDaof:
{Agronomy Department, Zhejiang Agricultural University, Hangzhou, 310029)

Abstract Five cotton (Gessypium hirsutum L.) parents and their F;s, Es, BC,, BG,,
RBC, and RBC, were analyzed by genetic model for diploid plant see ‘
appmaches The estimates of genetic variance components indicated that maternalge
were more important than direct effects for cotton seed index, kernel percentage, eed density and

seed oil percentage, respectively. Direct dominance variance component wa;,éifmﬁcant for kernel
‘ - een direct and ma-

tances were detected for

ternal effects were small and not significant. Higt
cytoplasmic effects of seed density and seed—oil
for these seed traits by direct SElﬂCtlﬂn based on

- Seed traits; Genetic variance and covariance
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