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Griffing'?’ Fad& I 1k, 4047 T 4RTE 6 A~ MH 32 o= BRIk, HE — PR T AH
FHR TSR, AT A G RSB RI T 73, FTLA SR Griffing pOBREI8E
R R AR AR R B R & T R S R F R R

@i RGN, R, B 07 EER, BE AL A

VEdtE Porh Ze R L BRI A B RIB B P BEMSARN — AR E R, RTEW
T P e S ER 18 1 S0 W » 2 B SR 30 3 R R R e TR B 38 ek, 43 AT e — 1RAT SR AL,
HFBRMN YA Griffing” WEANBRERAY, HERAN—RESNTEAGNE
HEE o

Griffing A NEM R HAWRHEUS E54 (ANOVA) XN, MHEHESR
TR, RIS RS el RN BIRE. B el R o FE
BiE, T AR BLAOR B B R B IR R R AT Hik, MR —EER
W e htht, REEEBARARASNRABERNANBEEERAG T EDRN
B R(CRAMIERD, FHEK, RSSO EENER RN G % (7)) RERE T
R T 2 (V) RARAET E (V) BE of = (Vu+ Ve)/2, REERHK IR
BRERE R, LR RSN RERZERFNERRR. AT RRAMIHME
S IBIENTH B EENRIRE, RITEHREEKEER (Mixed Linear Model) )
EELRETHRREEE, §—-MEAENE, BEMESERZN (Additive, Domi-
nance model with Maternal effects), f&iFk ADM AU ;5 — AR A5 R B i
G (Additive, Dominancemodel), W%i#k AD B, AXMHTXHNFAIE
R T B GV AT 5 . PARIERRIE SR Je R i Bt i A BRI o BT ATRU
BRI ET 1981 4 6 Mbia S (1L %N 142, 2. hRET 7 5, 3. E2 5, 4. (%
15 2, 5. TR GL-5, 6. LEIRM HG-H-12) WRFIZRBY, BEHEL
PRI E SO, BLEIAEE ADM BAE AD MRS EDRAILEER A &
s ENENEG %, HS Griffing B& BRI TS RETHRIRE.
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BB AR E AT

ADM RAMBRERIER: (1) RAEESH/ELE:; Q) 25RSHME AR
BERHARN—NEENLREAR; 3) REEERN EREME; (4) REEERRMS R
HiFo MAIFIRZRBE r M RERRERZRTAHE (<n(n— DM Fr 4524
BV A, A 5K | RSEEES & MXADR RS RO AT LT &M

BT | -
Viig = p+ A;+ Aj + D;j + M; + by + e, (L
b o REEREEG A 8 4 REMAMBEREL, 4 R 4 ~ (0, 0%); D; BN
DY, D;i ~ (0, 0%); M, BRSO, M; ~ (0, 0}); by X H BN, by ~ (0,
08 )5 ey BIRIRL, eip ~ (0,02)0 FERXRMERT, BIKEHR # BEE®RA, HE

BB AP RBEVLBRL e WAV HAWEIRY 2 var(y;i) b,
o = 20% + o} + ok + o} + o?
HBETZSBTETRINEBEE, V= 20Y, Vo=10b, Vy =0k

S ADM BASITREREMR, HEEREEBEKN N, TRARGED K

AZHY AD AL '
Yiig = v+ A; + A; + Dj; + by + e (2)
HRIBG ZEFHEA 0} = 20% + o} + o} + o2,

KA Rao"® BHAR/NIH WML EEEE (Minimum Norm Quadratic Unbia-
sed Estimation, &% MINQUE %), WG4 M4 47 DA BB A M SE a8 BB A B e B
ESEIRE €1

F, ZRFp i a2 30

BB IUHEE AN BERBEREEER Y. mER 23 nkmn 5
SBLE N (AD AL, MIF P RS R B AR
SR = (F, — MP)/MP
~ [Dij — (Dy; + Dii)[2)/ L + A; + A; + (D;; + D;;)/2]
ERD B A MR 4, M 4;, KRB RS H R R IER B e 1 500 5 B 3%
[Di; — (Dy; + Dij)/2)o AT BERSE S 0 35 50 BE B 2 Fh Ut 9589 36 BRI SR
ﬁﬁiﬂzi@ﬁt’%‘=(1ﬂ - MP)/.“ ~ [D;; — (Dii + D;,‘)/Z]/,u
BERAMTBERYI [D; — (D;; + D;j)/2] HR AR, 753k R A FH LA
B e ERETHE 2 (NI REFERARAGHERFEH) REgLRPHYRIATE
B
BRMBRBERREANE R ERZEE G X DI, MBFRA HHhE(BP)s
BESHEER I NREERN 0 = 2(4; — 4;) + (D;; — Djjdo NI H R 4:
#R{LYy = (F,— BP)/BP
~ [(4j — 4,) + (D;; — D;)1/(us + 24; + D;;)
- (F,— MP — 0/2)][(pe + 24; + Diu')
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BRERNBRBEEMBERN . BN MTGEREER o 8 0K, R AR KR
FRAUH, W AT DU d 1 BE B SR AR 3
BAERILYE = (F,— BP)/n
~(Fi— MP — w/2)|n
= BHPERE —wo/(2n)
AR AR SR LI RHERBMAMIGRIBEER o R, RAESREKXTR
RS, REERB T REAZHNBREZER,

FESEBR N AT R BE AR B p (O TR RAGTHE a2 (B R AERERMAGH E R
SEHBORMBEFE AL BN HMBEE RN Y. BHREZH RN F gkt (ADM &
), DAL &R R S F 18 1% 45 R RZ 40 78 AH 2 A R RRE o

RIERAIR 6 MERFRSI AR TR, HEAEBRB(REERAH ARERR
) BREEMFRORMABENIITE o FIFR RN AR £ TR B0 5 0
BRARHR NS, BRBABRSNERMBNBEERNEI RN TE, BRETRE
EREOERUBRMBAERILY ARENTREEFOERRBNEABEERS. H
TRAASE RS HEERMBERHNE B RRBHEFEUNERI, FEREESR
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Table 1 Heterosis of yield traits in upland cotton

BB BREG) K53 (%) iR (TR

Zufh R 3(%) Bolls per plant Boll size (g) Lint (%) Lint yield (kg)
Heterosis (%) i o FRER EitE PRUEIR AR RAER ERAR =S PRUEIR

Estim. SE Estim. SE Estim, SE Estim. SE

SEHIER 2 Hy 17.38 1.79 10.60 1.30 2.28 0.98 | 33.45 3.52
BEAEHIRI Hpy | 14.78 1.47 9.92 1.16 2.19 0.95 25.93 3.06
$EIEL I Hy 1.53 1.90 6.10 1.64 ~0.91 1.35 12.15 5.42
BAEEAY Hep | 1481 1.95 5.92 1.54 —1.12 1.40 10.55 5.04

BEGTESBNEE

A MINQUE EF[LITTiRibfh . ADE #AM AD BRBNB L H £ 45 &
MINQUE (1) #EE—M¥ AR MINQUE &, BiRrIERERENER 1, AR(1)A]
HERUEEERRRVESEREER

y=1up+ Uqe,+ Upep + Uyey + Use, + e,

+1

q 4
= 1lu+ 2 Ues+ Upnegn ~ (10, 302U UL 3

uwm] u=1

Hrh U, B2« TSN AR ERE, U, 2U, NEEEM e, REIHILZRYMA

B, BRHEVRHBARANR . 2EEN ol l; U, =1 BRRAERS, Bt

85 EZ5 BN ERCER R TS MINQUE(L) %X (v, v =1,2,---,9+ 1) ##5
[r(U,QU, U, QU6 = [y QU U, Qy] €D
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rr FL SRR , B AERE X A R TR B R

76 F) MINQUE(1) {55 ADM MRy Z4 B, MIAR DM HE L ZRE
3 g =4, MBEESH AD I, BSRUBEAEARCERFEINT Uvew, Hifi 4=
3, HEABMEHE R TTRUR Jackknife §77 YR RREK AT HEETIH B
My r AR ARG BB RS S RNEIHEN &, oy BB AIXANRE
fyfETHE , W) Jackknife f&HERIIMEETN 24

k=1

var(@)) = L0 (a1 — Stolr)
(6%)//var(67) EMMEA H BN (r — DI ¢ o
ST AR AT 22 R IR RO A PR AR, S BISRIE Griffing 7, ADM
MR AD U TR 5S4 BB EN 20 BFK RIER, REEERAT
%2, SMRMERLHERGRYEHREE, XERRERSRIEREEZHER
#2 f Griffing %%, ADM k& AD BEERNRESTASBREKIERR

Table 2 Genetic variance components and standard errors estimated by Griffing’s
model, ADM model and AD model

R R HBE x 4 BHeR
B W Bolls per plant Boll size Lint(%) Lint yield
Parameter mike | R | ETE | BB | @itE | ER | fitE | ER
Estim. SE Estim. SE Estim. SE Estim. SE
Griffing R
ot 2.73 1.87 0.04 0.03 0.63 0.47 37,89 27,29
o? 1.14 0.57 0.05 0.03 0.62 0.29 32.23 13.5%
a2 —0.01 0.13 —0.01 0.01 +0.02 0.04 0.20 1.65
a? 2.79 0.39 0.23 0.03 1.08 0.13 32.50 4.49
bi% 58.20 — 21.55 - 42.96 — 53.86 —
ADM %
oy 2.48 0.67 0.03 0.01 0.57 0.14 36.58 3.32.
o} 1.63 0.46 0.08 0.02 0.78 0.25 43.68 6.24
6%, —0.10 0.01 —0,01 0.01 —0.08 0.04 —0.14 2.67
a? 2.83 0.22 0.23 0.05 1.07 0.16 32,16 | 6.42
KL% 54.12 6.61 15.91 5.26 39.73 1.49 49.09 2.63
AD
0 2.55 0.38 0.03 0.01 0.57 0.04 32,12 6.90
o} 1.62 0.46 0.08 0.02 0.78 | o0.24 43.77 .| 6.3z .
o2 2.80 | o0.21 0.22 0.05 1.03 | 0.15 32.04 7.44
K% 53,73 4.21 16.32 8.22 38.39 " 4.43 46.25 7.04
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Eetilo AR AD BRA, RBHERDONOSH, TERESEERNETE. RA
Griffing B&IHM, FiGBN—BRES DT ERRERER, BRSREHEE
RIS AT % S, B Griffing BT 35 VR T B B BE A5 BB SR A5 AU FRAEIR

ADM HRURT AD BUMBTG BI85 2 5 BRI SUi 5 R R B, (ER— b fh
TENRERR T ER, NS BEENRNERRR—5, ADM MR RS
B, SERRVEUNRGIIINEED 2. BTN DT 2RI B E REIAT 5% BB K
Mo FIEAD BME ST RE, BERRBRIRS NS £ K3 1% 0k 8 2 k
e, MEASEAIED ERBCSURERIR BE, M= ERI BE Y 2150 BER
BB, BRI AR = B A0 B SR 15 AR B3

2 KRR 4T

ROBRERI R e R B rh AR — AR EAN, 462 E Griffing W&
R B R AR AL H AN SRR E, 7 ADM BT AD Bt Fra g
TRIRL B BEHLIR o R FHIE & SRR A7 05 32, T DA 2 15 % 00 180 445 28 2 0 0 02
INREHBET ESBNEE, TULAH Henderson™ R H B, REBBERMET T
P (Best Linear Unbiased Prediction, f§# BLUP), HMEFESBENVEETEEEE R
Rg TS EY, HixehR AR RES BLUP, mERB LS ESBOMHTE
REATIRN, T BRSUAY % 5 B R BRI M. RAMT AR TR ESRYE: L
M (Linear Unbiased Prediction, &%k LUP),
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HEPHMBMREERNBTUERARE 1Kk B4 £ BT . TEER
EETHR-ARIEEGTHEICER M BE T Hebl P B kR e 5 5 5 80n R e
1, AT DU By A S 4 258 A TR SR 0. iy F
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N HAYE XN
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ARG DR EMEERCERRMITE), A>0; a8 ¥V % B0 i m
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R Griffing BIUF AD B HT T 6 MER A BRI —BE A . 5 2k
REDEITHERIMERRL, DX TNERTE 30 E PR B R ST 5 SRR T —
BT, (B Griffing BIAE & N FHERFRAREN B 142 (FLFh DFIH R 7
SOk DMREEARRRRA, EEIIERM F, P08 SR, R 142
R RERSNRABMEEA RS, TR 7 S E2E6EE b, WA E, mR
E—B R F RS, WA R AT 7 SR8, B a7 SH B
HBLEHE Dy B/, £ F, TRAERTENE R, PR B A5 1735920 B R

%3 M Griffing AWENARFH AD HUEL T 00 3 8 2 R O 2% 3 4 ik
Table 3 Genetic effect estimates and standard errors estimated by Griffing’s model,
or predicted by AD model

HERER R 5 H®E ® & R
B ¥ Bolls per plant Boll size Lint (%) Lint yield
Porameter | i | RER | WM | KRR | @IE | RER | GHE | GER
Estim. SE Estim. SE Estim. SE Estim. SE
Griffing BRY
P 2.22 0.05 ~0.06 0.01 1.02 0.02 6.64 0.56
£ —0.98 0.05 0.18 0.01 0.38 0.02 5.93 0.56
g -0.20 0.05 —0.21 0.01 —0.20 0.02 —2.08 0.56
g, 0.60 0.05 —0.09 0.01 0.49 0.02 2.48 0.56
g5 ~2.70 0.05 0.37 0.01 —1.47 0.02 | —11.03 0.56
['# 1.07 0.05 —-0.19 0.01 —-0.22 0.02 —-1.96 0.56
8y, —2,92 0.25 —0.49 0.02 0.74 0.10 —7.18 2.93
85 —0.82 0.25 —0.79 0.02 ~1.80 0.10 | —16.37 2.93
33 —0.84 0.25 —0.19 0.02 —0.63 0.10 —5.98 2.93
Ser —1.29 0.25 —0.61 0.02 —0.90 0.10 | —11.35 2.93
S5 —-2.55 0.25 —0.33 0.02 0.89 0.10 —4.78 2.93
S¢s —2.31 0.25 —0.25 0.02 —1.78 0.10 —7.62 2.93
AD mm
A, 1.85 0.21 —0.05 0.07 1.05 0.17 6.08 0.56
A, —0.77 0.40 0.15 0.09 0.21 0.16 4.46 1.72
A, —0.08 0.30 —0.16 0.02 —0.18 0.19 —-1.51 0.69
A, 0.58 0.10 —0.09 0.02 0.40 0.16 1.94 0.19
Ay —2.48 0.18 0.31 0.06 -1.15 0.05 —-9.36 0.65
A 0.90 0.31 . —0.15 0.04 —0.33 0.10 —1.61 0.65
D,, —1.84 0.24 | —0.41 | 0.1 0.74 0.41 ~4.56 0.89
D,, —0.96 0.39 —0.58 0.08 ' -1.31 0.15 —11.65 2.03
Dy, —0.80 0.20 —0.22 0.15 —0.56 0.14 —~5.58 1.29
D,, —~0.97 0.46 —0.50 0.17 -—0.61 0.30 —8.63 1.12
D,, —2.64 0.63 —0.20 0.04 0.30 0.25 —6.65 0.87
D,s . —1.63 0.34 —-0.27 0.06 —1.43 0.20 —6.80 0.61
a 2.81 0.20 3.07 0.55 1.32 . 0.39 2.71 0.09
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BENEE, XRPFAMYRATHENEHERERER EEMEER, SEm2ER
S ERPRFIES. FTERAZRBTEROMAABHRNE D; BREBEIR BEFHR
B, R B2 AT 7= B S M 5 TR0 D0 M 5% TE Al

FeF e B R BE R T

WFIF AR B REERARN F R BRSO, TRAUR A L5, RBe
T3 B B AR R R (B TR Tl e 2 A Fy ¥R BB Griffing H9MF 232 47
REEE F, A, BAEHEEDIW T EWMMF, EH. (HEH ADM B4 AD
FET BT TR A0 358 1% N (E , T AR B TR F, B9 R R Bl B HFERERBRIN, 8K i 5
AR RZAAER F, EAOSESE AT RUFRUF A X i

F,= p+ 4; + 4+ 0.25D; + 0.5D;; + 0.25D;; + M, (6)
TR AL AR, T
F,= p~+ A, + A4; + 0.25D,, + 0.5D,; + 0.25D;; )

FESCBRIL A DA 20 SR B SR B S8 B0 £ THELAD 18 15 200 A0 TR BRI B 5
e F, P RMERTRA R RBGE 4), RRASF, RERERRS &M B9
BREEARBENMEXE, BRSNS SF REROERARBILEHREL W
B, B ZERMARXI BE KR, BERBERUBMERMSES F mREEROBRE
BAE, BABENRRERNBMERLES FRRERERARE, MHRIARRK
3% R 8 (RN ) SR SE E ML SR E AR wT T F, (7= B dkfRe T Bk BRI B A 7=
BHRERNBRER, XN EROBSR SR &R ERM F, 07 &0 R

#4 MERHF =RAURE - LT RBXE

Table 4 Correlations between F, yield rraits of cotton and some variables

=R 503 B HE K4 B~ B
ag = Bolls per plant Boll size Lint(%) Lint yield
Variable fEirE | BERM |[AE] BEXE |[&HE| ZERME (dn BERE
Estim.| 959%C.1. |[Estim.| 959%C.I. [Estim.| 959%C.l. {Estim.| 959C.l.
R R
Heterosis
SEHRH Hy 0.17 |—0.14—0.45 0.67 0.46—0.81 0.61 | 0.38 —0.77 0.41 | 0.11—0.63
BRERR B Hyp 0.50 | 0.23—0.70| 0.73] 0.55-—0.85 0.62 | 0.39—0.78 0.76 | 0.59—0.87
FIRi Hp 0.85 0.74—0.92| 0,22 |—0.10-—0.49[ 0.36 , 0.06—0.60 0.69 | 0.48—0.82
PR FE L Hyp 0.85 ! 0.74—0.92| 0.25 |—0.06 —0.52] 0.34 | 0.04—0.59 | 0.72 | 0.54—0.84
Phenotype value
SR SEHEH MP 0.86 | 0.74—0.92 0.62 | 0.39—0.78 0.50 | 0.23—0.70 0.84 | 0.73—0.91
R3g BP 0.76 | 0.59—0.86 [ 0.62 | 0.39—0.78 | 0.39 | 0.10-—0.63 | 0.52 | 0.25—0.71
HEBTAE
Genetype predication
WESEHE MP 0.86 | 0.75—0.92 0.63 1 0.41—0.79 0.51 | 0.25—0.71 0.85 | 0.73—0.92
{R3EfH BP 0.76 | 0.59—0.86 0.63{0.40—0.79 0.40 | 0.10—0.63 0.53 | 0.26—0.72
F, 0.96 | 0.93—0.98 | 0.92 ) 0.86—0.96| 0.97 | 0.94—0.98 | 0.97 | 0.95—0.9%
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5 WERHF, "RERANES LT RIELEHE

Table 5 Correlations between predicted F, yield traits of cotton and some variables

5 = Bolls per plant Boll size Lint(%) Lint yield
Variable WOTE | BASCCA | I | B | A | SRR | S | S
Estim.| 959%C.I. | Estim. | 959 C.I. | Estim. | 9535 C.1. | Estim. 959 C.I.
FI R
Phenotype value
WEEWH MP 0.97 10.92--0.99] 0.89 [0.73—0.95] 0.85 {0.65—0.94 0.95 0.88—0.98
{£35{& BP 0.76 10.47—0.90| 0.88 [0.71—0.95| 0.76 0.47—0.90; 0.65 [0.3G—0.85
F, 0.94 0.89—0.97 0.87 [0.76—0.93] 0.86 [0.75—0.92 0.95 (0.91—0.97

2 T A

Genetype predication

TREHE MP 0.97 10.92—0.99{ 0.89 [0.75—0.96/ 0.86 [0.67—0.94| 0.96 0.89—0.98
{L3{E BP 0.76 10.47—0.90| 0.88 [0.72—0.95| 0.76 [0.48—0.90| 0.66 0.30—0.85

AL B PR BN B AT 00 B E 3 4L A0 15 2 0 0T o 0 R 700 38 L2 A T A
Fllero Fu PEMERAGAEFE S HBUME A RER ARG > 0.9), SN AP R 7
Fy PRV RO 2 300 B B TR U 2 B3R 9,

TRAERF I RN — DA R M BAEAE P LV — S R F 9%, o AD 1& i
TRUEY F, 7= Rebk R R 5 3 F, FIEMMGRE IR, &R eI e 1R 0
AESRME (05 LSRRI A M 900 3 48 Ak 7= - R BT B0 Y T BeE, LWERF,H
REZA B0 R A9 7 B R 3% B,

2] i

IR 2 3~ WS F 3 M ISHE 47 3 F 2047 1, MAHERE T HRASS e
HARED, B BB U R LRI ik, fH Griffing WP 4705 %, W—H i %
PR BRI R Ll BT M E R, A T— R 8 Griffing BYMF 5347 5 & 51
&, M Hayman® WO SHTT7 TR G Rt 05 255 BRI 53, BT X ERAK
R R AR TR RS0 5 0, S — SR T A 5 3 T R R — 5, KA MINQUE(1) fy
GV TT N ADM M AD sy, VT AZE (25 1 05 26 R % R 1R IR R i
BE{EL , M BT St 56 20 1A 5 100 3 1 28 B8 7 0

TR —25 7= R AR W F7AE 22 N S 3R B fe = R BAEY I 2% BE R B 57
if, ADM #EF AD BRI AT LA — 25 (4 25 T S0 7 5 BR800 B 4%, AT &446
B W R I F 2RI 407, 1985 FRIGAESREGPRRT 72, 2R 15 2,
TBRIKR) GL-5 LB HG-H-12) RTINS (% 3, BE =), 1985
FRIBIES 1981 ERIBRHAIET , BT AR 2 48 1) i S BUIR A EIEE RS
AD ﬁﬂﬁﬁ%%ﬁfﬁ,K%H’Jﬁi'f&%{ﬁ'—%ﬁifﬁﬁ{’ﬁﬁ%i&ﬁ&é@%’?ﬂ(?&,{EJJIJ‘IEB&E\Z%
FHEEFERBE, HE BRI R R B R 5 SR A0 B R

Griffing FYNL A 7 i 1% BORY 6 48 U335 B ity 0L B 5 222 RAEFE1RYE 2(FE
REHEIA S ER MM fTLAE MBI 85 ADM BUMAD AD BIRHEST 4
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#ro FNEBRZAGHVNARZHLATLUH ADM RS REMN, A ADM AR
AD RABE AT ARSI BRRH R E TR, RO RE (B —HRAER
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150 Fo EREEERUN BEARGER (DN ETS K LR X H xR & &
JL\AZO

TEM SR EMWRANFEB RN, AT AT RA AD MBS, —SfhFR4 dk
RITRE AR, R A ADM BREISIT, EXREMRATROBRT, ThR
M ADM RREL, WiRETiE BRI BAMR T 2R BE, WA HHH AD B EFH . —
L RIMERFEERERRN, R ADM A FRT UL R E & T 258,

KA Griffing MEADIFHETUGERS B RGE & DB F 2. B H
MINQUECL) #:t87] LUFE f i B s xR0 1R 105 243 B, AT RE— 3 1t 8 8- T ot
AR AR BRI HEIR a FIVELR b OV RE R >34 ¥, ﬂl Yoo R HESR 0,57
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A Genetic Approach for Analyzing Intra-cultivar
Heterosis in Crops

Zhu Jun  Ji Daofan Xu Fuhua

(Agronomy Depariment, Zhcjiang Agriculiural University, Hangzhou 310029)

ABsTRACT

Two genetic models are proposed for analyzing experimental data from diallel crosses. The
first model includes maternal effects as well as additive and dominance effects. The second
one is a reduced model without maternal effects. Statistic methods are introduced for analyzing
heterosis, estimating genetic variance compenents, and predicting genetic effects. A diallel cross
with six parents are analyzed for yield traits in cotton by the methods for these two models and
by the method for Griffing’s combining ability analysis. The analysis. results are compared
for these different methods. By applying the models and methods proposed in this paper, hetero-
sis and genetic effects for quantitative traits can be better analyzed than by using Griffing’s
model and method for combining ability analysis.

Key words Genetic models, Heterosis, Estimation of genetic variance, Predication of
genetic effect
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