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Abstract

Five white kernel maize inbred lines with distinct genetic make-up were crossed in a 5 x 5 complete diallel fashion
during spring season 2011 at Cereal Crops Research Institute (CCRI), Pirsabak - Nowshera, Pakistan. The resulting 20 F1
hybrids, their five inbred lines and two checks hybrids (OPV 'Jalal' and 'Pioneer hybrid 30K08') were further evaluated
during subsequent summer season 2011 at four locations. Present research was designed to study the genetic mechanisms
controlling various earliness and yield traits through Hayman’s diallel approach. Genotypes, locations and genotype by
environment interactions (GEI) showed significant (p<0.01) differences for all the traits studied. Significant genotypic
differences for various traits justified to carryout the Hayman's genetic analysis. For adequacy, the additive-dominance
model was adequate / partially adequate for various traits at all the locations. According to genetic analysis, the key
components of genetic variances i.e., additive (D) and dominance components (H1, H2) and average degree of dominance
revealed that dominance components were predominant and overdominance type of gene action played an important role in
the inheritance of all the traits at different locations. Genetic analysis further revealed unequal proportion of positive (U) and
negative (V) alleles in the loci (H2<H1) with asymmetrical distribution of genes in the parental genotypes (H2/4H1 < 0.25)
for majority of the traits. Broad sense heritability values were higher for days to 50% tasseling (0.89 to 0.97), days to 50%
silking (0.91 to 0.97), ear length (0.86 to 0.99), 1000-grain weight (0.92 to 0.97) and grain yield (0.98 to 0.99), respectively
at all the locations. Narrow sense heritability for above traits was low to medium ranging from 0.12 to 0.23, 0.17 to 0.33,
0.13t0 0.36, 0.10 to 0.51 and 0.07 to 0.11, respectively at all the locations. Desirable high genetic gain values were observed
for yield traits while for earliness the values were moderate. Due to non-additive genes controlling various traits and high
broad sense heritability estimates, the promising F1 hybrids could be developed in future breeding programs for production

of early maturing and high yielding maize hybrids and cultivars through selection from later segregating generations.
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Introduction

Maize (Zea mays L.) is an important cereal crop of
the world grown in irrigated and rain-fed areas, and ranks
third after wheat and rice (Gerpacio & Pingali, 2007). It is
an annual short day plant and belongs to family poaceae
and tribe Maydeae. Maize utilizes solar radiations more
efficiently than other cereals. It is grown at an altitude of
3300 meters above sea level and from 50° N to 40°S
latitude in temperate, sub-tropical and tropical regions of
the world (Igbal, 2009; Sajjad et al., 2016). Maize plant is
monoecious and protandrous, and hot dry weather usually
accelerates pollen shedding (Poehlman, 1977). It can be
grown on all types of soils ranging from sandy loam to
clay loam. However, medium texture soil of pH 6.5t0 7.5
is the most suitable for its successful cultivation.

In Pakistan, maize is third important cereal crop after
wheat and rice (Hussain et al., 2011). Maize is cultivated
as multipurpose crop for food, feed and fodder by the
farming community, who largely lives in rural areas. The
use of maize in Pakistan as direct human food is
decreasing; however its industrial use is increasing at a
much faster rate. In Pakistan, maize was grown on an area
of 1.334 million hectares and total production was 6.13
million tones with average grain yield of 4.595 tons ha?
(PBS, 2016-17).

In Khyber Pakhtunkhwa province of Pakistan, after
wheat, the maize is the second important summer cereal
with an area of 0.448 million hectares and production of

0.849 million tons with average grain yield of 1.896 tons
ha! (BS-PDP, 2015-16). In Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, more
than 27% of the total cultivated area is occupied by
maize, with total cropped area of 42% (Igbal et al., 2010).
In the mountainous areas of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, maize
is utilized as an important staple food by the farming
community as well as source of green and dry fodder for
livestock (Igbal et al., 2010; Khan et al., 2011).
Production and evolution of high yielding and well-
adopted cultivars with desirable characters is a continuous
process and needs to understand in detail the genetic
mechanism controlling yield and yield contributing traits
(Saleem et al., 2002). Large numbers of breeding
procedures have been developed to increase the economic
yield of different maize populations and their hybrids. In
order to select the prominent specific cross combination as
hybrid, large number of selected inbred lines are crossed
(Unay et al., 2004). Before starting the breeding program
for the development of promising maize hybrids/cultivars,
it is of utmost importance to assess the germplasm for
earliness, morphological, and yield traits, and to study their
genetic architecture, because exploitation of genetic
variability in the germplasm of any crop species is
considered the key point for making further genetic
improvement in economically important traits. In maize,
greater magnitude of genetic variability has been reported
which indicates the potential for genetic improvement
(Wattoo et al., 2009). To tailor a plant genotype with
desirable combination of traits, comprehensive information
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regarding genetic mechanisms controlling various variables
as well as association of various traits with yield is
considered a pre-requisite to launch a well designed
breeding program.

Conventional breeding has sustainable base in the
present era of molecular breeding. It is well known fact that
application of molecular markers must be certified through
conventional breeding (Ali, 2015; Ali et al., 2017; Sajjad et
al., 2016). Transgressive segregation depends upon
categorizing the genotypes having potential of transmitting
desirable traits in specific genotypic combinations. Diallel
analysis and additive dominance models are the established
mechanisms of conventional breeding to utilize allelic and
non-allelic gene actions, nature and magnitude of genetic
variances in specific combinations. Gene action is
described in statistical terms as additive, dominant and
epistatic and their interactions with environmental factors
(Zia & Chaudhry, 1980; Ismail, 1996; Shabbir & Saleem,
2002; Wattoo et al., 2009).

Genetic analysis work is dependable and effective
technique for identification of superior genotypes, and the
gene action involved in management of various attributes
(Zia & Chaudhry, 1980). To introduce genetic variability,
diallel cross analysis and mutation have been widely
utilized by the plant breeders (Hayman, 1954a, b; Jinks,
1954; Saeed & Saleem, 2000; Ali et al., 2007).
Consequently, the use of genotypes with desirable
components of genetic variance is a continuous pre-
requisite for synthesis of physiologically efficient and
genetically superior genotypes showing promise for
increased production per unit area under a given set of
environments. All such endeavors need some genetic
information and knowledge about the type of gene action
involved in various agronomic and quality traits. Therefore,
in light of these considerations, the present research was
designed with the objectives to study the genetic
mechanism of various plant characters through Hayman’s
approach in 5 x 5 complete diallel crosses of maize.

Materials and Methods
Breeding material and procedure: Five white kernel maize

inbred lines with distinct genetic make-up were crossed in a
complete diallel fashion during spring crop season 2011 at
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Cereal Crops Research Institute (CCRI), Pirsabak -
Nowshera, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pakistan (Table 1). The
resulting 20 F1 hybrids, their five parental inbred lines and
two check hybrids (OPV ‘Jalal' and 'Pioneer hybrid 30K08")
were further evaluated during subsequent summer crop
season 2011. The field experiments were carried-out at four
different  locations  (environments will be  used
interchangeably) i.e., a) Cereal Crops Research Institute
(CCRI), Pirsabak - Nowshera, b) Agricultural Research
Institute (North) Mingora - Swat, c) Agricultural Research
Station, Baffa - Mansehra, and d) University of Haripur,
Haripur - Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pakistan. All the
experiments at four different locations were laid-out in a
randomized complete block design with three replications.
Experimental sub-plots comprised of four each rows for all
entries. Rows and plants spacing were kept 75 and 25 cm,
respectively with five meters length in all the experiments.
Recommended cultural practices and inputs were uniformly
applied to all the genotypes at all the locations.

Measurement of traits: Ten plants were randomly
selected and used for recording of the data of each trait in
each treatment/replication/location, and data were
recorded on the following five variables. Data regarding
days to 50% tasseling and silking were recorded by
regular visits to the field and days were counted from
sowing to the day when 50% of the plants produced
tassels and silks in a genotype in each subplot (Hinze &
Lamkey, 2003; Khan et al., 2004). Average ear length
was measured. Random sample of 1000 grains were taken
from final produce of each entry and their weight was
recorded in grams using electric balance. Grain yield (kg
ha) of each genotype was calculated after harvesting and
adjusting fresh ear weight to 150 g kg grain moisture by
using following relationship (Carangal et al., 1971).

_ (100-MC)x FEW x Shelling coefficient x10,000
(100-15)x Plot area

Grain yield (kg ha'l)

where;

MC = Moisture content (%) in grains at harvest
FEW = Fresh ear weight (kg) at harvest

Shelling coefficient = Shelling percentage / 100

Table 1. Pedigree of maize parental inbred lines and their Fidiallel hybrids.

Parental inbred lines | Pedigree

FRHW-22(F2)-5
FRHW-22(F2)-4-7

Male parental single cross of Babar
Male parental single cross of Babar

FRHW-20-4 Female parental single cross of Babar

PSEV3-120-2-2-2 Derived from white maize population PSEV-3 (base population of commercial 'OPV Jalal')
SW-6-6-3-6 Derived from open pollinated long duration variety Sarhad White

F1 Crosses | F1 Crosses

FRHW-22 (F2)-5 x FRHW-22 (F2)-4-7
FRHW-22 (F2)-5 x FRHW-20-4
FRHW-22 (F2)-5 x PSEV3-120-2-2-2
FRHW-22 (F2)-5 x SW-6-6-3-6
FRHW-22 (F2)-4-7 x FRHW-22 (F2)-5
FRHW-22 (F2)-4-7 x FRHW-20-4
FRHW-22 (F2)-4-7 x PSEV3-120-2-2-2
FRHW-22 (F2)-4-7 x SW-6-6-3-6
FRHW-20-4 x FRHW-22 (F2)-5
FRHW-20-4 x FRHW-22 (F2)-4-7

FRHW-20-4 x PSEV3-120-2-2-2
FRHW-20-4 x SW-6-6-3-6
PSEV3-120-2-2-2 x FRHW-22 (F2)-5
PSEV3-120-2-2-2 x FRHW-22 (F2)-4-7
PSEV3-120-2-2-2 x FRHW-20-4
PSEV3-120-2-2-2 x SW-6-6-3-6
SW-6-6-3-6 x FRHW-22 (F2)-5
SW-6-6-3-6 x FRHW-22 (F2)-4-7
SW-6-6-3-6 x FRHW-20-4

SW-6-6-3-6 x PSEV/3-120-2-2-2
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Statistical analyses

Genotype by environment interaction analysis was
carried out according to Gomez &Gomez (1984).
Hayman’s diallel approach (1954a, b) and Mather’s
concept of D, H components of genetic variation for
additive and dominance variances, respectively (D is used
for additive variance instead of A, and H; and H; for
dominance components of genetic variance instead of D)
were used to study the genetic effects for various traits at
all the locations. Mather and Jinks (1982) have also made
the recent development about this technique and
components of genetic variation were estimated by
adopting that method of diallel analysis (Singh &
Chaudhary, 1985).Genetic gain from selection for a trait
in a cross under 10% selection intensity (1.755) and
genetic gain as a percent of the sample mean were
computed for each trait in F1 generation (Breese, 1972).

Results and Discussion

Success of maize breeding programme s
predominantly based on the choice and use of promising
parental inbred lines for hybridization, followed by
selection for favourable gene combinations in homozygous
lines under diverse environments. Therefore, information
regarding genetic variability and genetic analysis provides
dependable tools to the breeder for crop improvement.
Breeding programmes in various crops have categorically
established that the per se production performance of
genotypes do not provide dependable basis for their
productivity in cross combinations. Thus crossing in a
diallel fashion is an effective technique for identification of
superior genotypes. To achieve these objectives,
comprehensive studies of the genetic mechanism for the
control of various traits in hybrid populations under
different environmental conditions have been advocated in
various crop species (Hayman, 1954a, b; Mather & Jinks,
1982). In present study, genotypes, locations and genotype
by environment interactions (GEI) showed significant
(»<0.01) differences for all the traits (Table 2). Significant
genotypic differences for various traits justified to carryout
the genetic analysis.

Genetic Analysis

Adequacy of additive-dominance model: In order to test
the adequacy of the additive-dominance model and
validity of diallel assumptions underlying the genetic
model for data sets of various traits, were tested through
three scaling tests i.e., t> test, regression analysis and
arrays analysis of variance (Wr + Vr and Wr — Vr) (Table
3). According to Mather &Jinks (1982), the regression
coefficient is expected to be significantly different from
zero (b = 0) but not from unity (b = 1). Significant
differences between the arrays (Wr = Vr) and non-
significant differences within the arrays (Wr — Vr) show
the presence of dominance and absence of epistasis
(Mather & Jinks, 1982). Non-significant value of t? test
also confirms absence of non-allelic interaction and
therefore, the genes will be independent in their action for

1397

random association. If all the tests are found in favor of
assumptions, the genetic model is declared fully adequate,
while if at least one test fulfills the assumptions then it is
quoted as partially adequate. Failure of all the three tests
completely invalidates the additive-dominance model.
According to adequacy of additive-dominance model,
the model was partially adequate for days to 50%
tasseling and silking, 1000-grain weight, and grain yield,
while inadequate for ear length at CCRI (Table 3). At
Haripur, the additive dominance model was fully
adequate for 1000-grain weight while partially suitable
for other four traits. In Mansehra, the data sets of the traits
revealed full adequacy for days to 50% tasseling and
1000-grain weight and partial adequacy for other three
traits. At fourth location i.e., Swat, the additive
dominance model was fully adequate for all the traits
except ear length which showed partially adequacy.

Components of genetic variation for various traits:
Components of genetic variance for various traits in F1
generation are discussed here under.

Days to 50% tasseling: At CCRI, both additive and
dominance components were significant which indicated
importance of additive as well as dominant gene effects for
days to 50% tasseling in F1 generation (Table 4). However,
the values of Hy and H, were greater than D, indicating
non-additive type of gene action controlling the character
as also confirmed by average degree of dominance i.e.,
H,/DY? (1.53). Positive value of F showed that dominant
genes were more important than recessive. Significant
value of h? pointed out the dominant genes due to
heterozygous loci, which is also supported by the value of
4DH;” + F/ADH,Y? — F (2.10). Unequal values of H; and H;
components and the ratio of Hx/4H; (0.21) exhibited the
irregular distribution of positive and negative genes among
the parental inbred lines. Broad sense heritability (0.96)
was higher than narrow sense heritability (0.23) indicating
less contribution of additive genetic variation for days to
50% tasseling in F1 populations at CCRI. Genetic gain and
its value as percent of population mean were 4.15 days and
7.99%, respectively.

Components of genetic variance showed significant
additive and dominance values, while F, h? and E were
non-significant for days to 50% tasseling in F1 generation
at Haripur (Table 4). These results revealed that the said
trait was advocated by both additive and dominance gene
effects. However, the magnitude of dominance variation
was greater than additive which is also authenticated by
the ratio of Hy/DY? (1.53) and 4DH;* + F/4DH;? — F
(2.43). Positive value of F indicated that dominant genes
were more frequent than recessive. The value of H; was
greater than H, indicating that the positive and negative
genes were unequally distributed between parental
genotypes which also supported by the ratio of Hy/4H;
(0.20). Broad sense heritability (0.97) was greater than
narrow sense (0.25) revealing greater contribution of non-
additive inheritance for days to 50% tasseling in Fq
populations at Haripur. Genetic gain and its value as
percent of population mean were 4.19 days and 8.08%,
respectively for days to 50% tasseling.
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Table 2. Mean squares for various traits in 5 x 5 F1 diallel cross of maize evaluated at four locations.

Variables Locations Relps W.'th n Genotypes GxL Error CV (%)
ocation

Days to 50% tasseling 693.765** 1.475%* 18.205** 7.289** 0.469 1.32

Days to 50% silking 621.789** 2.917** 17.983** 7.806** 0.458 1.19

Ear length 222.264** 3.740** 59.879** 3.455** 0.496 4.29

1000-grain weight 0.20166** 0.00155* 0.03745** 0.00328** 0.00071 8.57

Grain yield 2.303E+08** 329509 " 5.750E£07** 3591133** 179730 4.68

Table 3. Adequacy of additive-dominance model for various traits in 5 x 5 F; diallel cross of maize at four locations.

. 5 Regression analysis | ANOVA of arrays .
Traits t° test by | bs [ WreVr | Wr-vr Conclusions
CCRI
Days to 50% tasseling 0.02 ns 0.07 ns 1.53" 6.44™ 41.79™ Partially adequate
Days to 50% silking 0.39 ns 1.19 ns 1.63" 6.76 ™ 14.8™  Partially adequate
Ear length 48.46™ 17.25™ 8.39™ 1615.65™  32.51" Inadequate
1000-grain weight 1.19m 4.82" 1.51" 25.54™ 4.41"  Partially adequate
Grain yield 1.83" 1.36"™ 2.58™ 26.22" 13.87""  Partially adequate
Haripur
Days to 50% tasseling 0.004 " 2.21"m 0.54" 141.18™ 23.21™  Partially Adequate
Days to 50% silking 0.004 " 2.19m 0.67" 34.49™ 15.71"  Partially Adequate
Ear length 1.29m 5.09" 1.54" 6.27" 4.89"  Partially adequate
1000-grain weight 0.09™ 3.58" 0.11m 7.217 1.88™  Adequate
Grain yield 1.65" 11.75™ 1.48" 299.46™ 21.85™ Partially adequate
Mansehra
Days to 50% tasseling 0.01m 4.83" 0.4™ 22.26™ 1.59™  Adequate
Days to 50% silking 0.17m 2.88m 0.2m 112.32™ 13.19™  Partially adequate
Ear length 2.47m 9.52 ™ 11.86™ 7.95™ 2.78 ns  Partially adequate
1000-grain weight 4.03m 14.74™ 2.24™ 15.03 ™ 0.67ns  Adequate
Grain yield 1.47" 1.08 251" 29.13™ 17.73™  Partially adequate
Swat
Days to 50% tasseling 0.01m 4.83" 0.4™ 22.26™ 1.59™  Adequate
Days to 50% silking 0.18"™ 453" 0.76™ 15.99™ 1.37™  Adequate
Ear length 1.06" 493" 1.43" 11.28™ 6.47 ™  Partially Adequate
1000-grain weight 0.95™ 8.12™ 1.22m 777 0.73ns  Adequate
Grain yield 1.33m™ 7.80™ 1.43m 21.76™ 2.01™  Adequate

Genetic components of variance revealed that
additive (D), dominance (H1, Hz, h?) and covariance of
additive and dominance effects (F) were significant for
days to 50% tasseling in F; generation at Mansehra
(Table 4). Environmental variation (E) was non-
significant and having no influence in the inheritance
of said trait. Both additive and dominant type of gene
actions were involved in inheritance of said trait.
However, dominance components (H1, Hz) were greater
than D and the average degree of dominance (1.51) was
more than unity, confirming a high level of dominance
affecting this trait. Significance of F revealed that
dominant genes were in excess than recessive and that
is also verified by the ratio of 4DH;Y? + F/4DH,*?> — F
(2.05), and h? confirmed the unidirectional dominance.
The dominance component H; was greater than Ho,
indicating asymmetrical distribution of positive and
negative genes in parental genotypes as confirmed by
the ratio of Hy/4H; (0.23) which was deviated from
0.25. Broad sense (0.89) heritability was high than
narrow sense (0.12) heritability, indicating that most of
the genetic variation was contributed by non-additive
genes for days to 50% tasseling in Fi generation at

Mansehra. Genetic gain was 3.85 days while its value
as percent of population mean was 7.41%.

In Swat, components of genetic variance such as D
(4.21), H1 (9.58), H (8.76), F (4.38) and h? (7.51) were
significant indicating presence of both additive and
dominant type of gene actions for days to 50% tasseling
in F1 hybrids (Table 4). However, magnitude of
dominant gene effects was greater than additive as
revealed by average degree of dominance i.e., Hy/D?
(1.51). The value of dominance component Hi was
greater thanH;, and the ratio of H./4H; (0.23) was less
than 0.25 showing unequal frequencies of positive and
negative genes. Significant value of F showed dominant
alleles in the parental genotypes is also supported by the
ratio of 4DH;Y? + F/4DH;*? — F (2.43), and dominance
was unidirectional as verified by significant value of h2,
High broad (0.90) and low narrow sense (0.12)
heritabilities were observed for said trait which revealed
that most of the genetic variation was contributed by
dominant genes for days to 50% tasseling at Swat.
Genetic gain and its value as percent of population mean
were 4.02 days and 7.74%, respectively for days to 50%
tasseling in F1 generation at Swat.
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Table 4. Components of genetic variance for days to 50% tasseling and silking in 5 x 5 F1 diallel cross of maize.

Components of Days to 50% tasseling

Days to 50% silking

genetic variance CCRI | Haripur | Mansehra | Swat | CCRI | Haripur | Mansehra | Swat
D 5.88 4.79 421 3.82 7.23 3.58 3.56 4.23
+168* +1.3*1 +0.67* +0.78* +1.68* +0.77* +1.27* +0.57*
H,y 13.70 941 9.58 11.84 12.29 8.02 12.62 8.93
+453* +353* +1.82* +2.09* +£4.55* +2.07* +3.42* + 1.55*
H, 11.48 7.36 8.76 9.06 10.83 7.34 10.03 7.96
+411* +3.20* + 1.65* +190* +£4.12* +1.88* +3.10* + 1.40*
F 6.36 5.60 4.38 5.61 6.71 241 4.55 4.29
+4.19 +3.26 +1.68* +194* +421 +191 +3.16 +1.43*
h2 10.85 0.09 7.51 7.70 10.47 -0.05 5.34 7.54
+2.78* +2.16 +1.11* +128* +£2.78* +127 +2.10* +0.95*
E 0.14 0.07 0.29 0.22 0.19 0.08 0.25 0.24
+0.69 +0.53 +0.27 +0.32 +0.69 +0.31 +0.52 +0.23
(H1/D)¥2 153 1.40 151 1.76 1.30 1.50 1.88 1.45
Ha/4H; 0.21 0.20 0.23 0.19 0.22 0.23 0.20 0.22
KD /KR 2.10 243 2.05 2.43 211 1.58 2.03 2.07
h2/H, 0.94 0.01 0.86 0.85 0.97 -0.01 0.53 0.95
Heritability (ns) 0.23 0.25 0.12 0.17 0.25 0.33 0.23 0.17
Heritability (bs) 0.96 0.97 0.89 0.93 0.95 0.97 0.93 0.91
Genetic gain 4.15 4.19 3.85 4.02 4.08 4.17 4.00 3.91
Genetic gain (%) 7.99 8.08 7.41 7.74 7.16 7.31 7.01 6.86

Overall, the components of genetic variance revealed
that both additive and dominance type of gene actions
were responsible for days to 50% tasseling in Fi
generation at CCRI, Haripur, Mansehra, and Swat.
However, dominance effects were more important than
additive and these F1 hybrids could be better used in
development of commercial hybrids, and the selection
could also be delayed to segregating populations. In
maize populations, dominant type of gene action was
reported for days to 50% tasseling and other earliness
traits (Sharma & Bhalla, 1990; Irshad-ul-haq et al., 2010;
Moradi, 2014). Saleem et al., (2002) also concluded that
days to 50% tasseling were controlled by over dominant
type of gene action in different maize hybrids. For days
50% tasseling in maize, partial type of dominant gene
effects were observed by Satyanarayana (1995). However,
Tabassum et al. (2007) and Saeed and Saleem (2000)
demonstrated that additive type of gene action controlled
the inheritance for days to 50% tasseling in maize.
Contradictions among present and past findings might be
due to diverse genetic make-up of the maize breeding
material and the environmental conditions where the
material was studied.

Days to 50% silking: Estimation of genetic components
at CCRI revealed that additive, dominance and h? were
significant, while F and E were nonsignificant for days to
50% silking in Fi generation (Table 4). Components
showed that inheritance was inclined to nonadditive type
of gene action for said trait. The F value was positive
showing the abundance of dominant genes, and the same
was supported by ratio of Hy/D¥? = 1.30. The ratio of
4DH;Y? + F/4DH;Y? — F (2.11) also indicated greater
proportion of dominant genes. Unequal values of H; and

H, and ratio of Hi/4H; (0.22) exhibited asymmetrical
distribution of positive and negative genes. Significant
value of h? revealed that dominance was unidirectional.
High estimates of broad sense heritability (95%) indicated
the role of dominance type of gene action for days 50%
silking in F1 generation at CCRI. Genetic gain while its
value as percent of population mean were 8.08 days and
7.16%, respectively.

Under the environmental conditions of Haripur, the
inheritance for days to 50% silking was appeared to be
under the control of both additive and dominance type of
gene actions due to significance of D, Hi, and H; (Table
4). Dominance components were predominant due to their
greater values than additive. The covariance of additive
and dominance effects (F) was positive and showing
abundance of dominant genes. The ratio of dominant and
recessive genes (1.58) was also greater than unity which
revealed greater proportion of dominant genes and the
same was also confirmed by average degree of dominance
(1.50). Unequal values of H; and H; and ratio of Hx/4H;
(0.23) pointed out asymmetrical distribution of positive
and negative genes. Heritability in broad sense was high
(0.97) and low in narrow sense (0.33) exhibiting
dominance variance for days to 50% silking in F
generation at Haripur. Genetic gain and its value as
percent of population mean were 4.17 days and 7.31%,
respectively for days to 50% silking at Haripur.

Additive, dominance, F and h? components were
significant, while E was nonsignificant for days to 50%
silking in F1 generation at Mansehra (Table 4). However,
magnitude of dominance components was larger than
additive and indicated importance of dominant gene
action for days to 50% silking. Significant positive value
of F revealed that dominant genes were more important
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than recessive in parental genotypes, and the same was
also narrated by ratio of dominant and recessive genes
i.e., 4DH;*?> + F/4DH;*> — F (2.03) showing greater
proportion of the dominant genes. Significant value of h?
(5.34) confirmed that dominance was unidirectional as
supported by average degree of dominance (1.88). The
ratio of Hy/4H, (0.20) and unequal values of H; and H,
indicated that positive and negative genes were not in
equal proportion. Broad and narrow sense heritabilities
narrated that inherited genetic variation was mainly
controlled by broad (93%) and less by narrow sense
heritability (23%) for days to 50% silking in F;
generation. Genetic gain while its value as percent of
population mean were 4.00 days and 7.01%, respectively
for days to 50% silking at Mansehra.

Components of genetic variation exhibited significant
additive as well as dominance variation for days to 50%
silking in Fi1 generation at Swat; however, dominance
components were greater than additive (Table 4).
Significant positive value of F and ratio of dominant to
recessive genes i.e., 4DH:? + F/ 4DH;*?> — F (2.07)
indicated over-dominance. The dominance effects of h?
were also supported by the ratio of average degree of
dominance Hi/DY? (1.45). Unequal values of H; and H,
showed asymmetrical distribution of positive and negative
genes in the parental inbred lines and the same was also
supported by the ratio of H,/4H; (0.22). Broad and narrow
heritability values were 0.91 and 0.17 respectively for
days to 50% silking in F1 generation. Genetic gain and its
value as percent of population mean were 3.91 days and
6.86%, respectively for days to 50% silking at Swat.

In four locations (CCRI, Haripur, Mansehra and
Swat), both additive and dominant type of gene actions
were observed for controlling the inheritance in days to
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50% silking in F1 generation. However, dominant gene
action was more important than additive, therefore, the
said breeding material can be used for earliness in hybrid
maize. Past studies revealed non-additive type of gene
action for days to 50% silking and other earliness traits in
various maize populations (Saleem et al., 2002; Wattoo et
al., 2009; Irshad-ul-Hag, 2010; Mousa, 2014). Guzman
and Salazar (1992), Zia and Chaudhry (1980) and Kumar
et al. (2012) also observed dominant type of gene action
for days to 50% silking in maize. Contradiction in
findings may be due varied genotypes and genotype by
environment interactions.

Ear length: For ear length at Haripur, all the genetic
components of variance were significant except
environmental component in F; generation (Table 5).
However, dominance components were found greater
than additive, and nonadditive gene action controlled the
inheritance for said trait. Average degree of dominance
(1.21) and the ratio of 4DH;'? + F/4DH;Y? — F (1.94)
were greater than unity, revealed that dominant genes
were in excess than recessive and displaying dominance
genetic control for ear length, and the same also
confirmed by positive values of F and h2 Dominance
components Hi and H; values were unequal as supported
by the ratio of positive and negative genes i.e., Ho/4H;
(0.26) which was deviated from 0.25 in parental
genotypes. Broad and narrow sense heritability estimates
were observed to be 86 and 13%, respectively which
revealed that majority of the genetic variation was
controlled by dominant gene action for ear length in F;
generation. Genetic gain while its values as percent of
population mean were 6.74 cm and 41.05%, respectively
for ear length at Haripur.

Table 5. Components of genetic variance for ear length and 1000-grain weight in 5 x 5 F1 diallel cross of maize.

Components of Ear length 1000-grain weight
genetic variance Haripur | Mansehra Swat CCRI Haripur Mansehra Swat
D 7.42 10.40 7.26 0.001 0.0023 0.003 0.005
+0.82* +0.84* +137* +0.0003* +0.0006* +0.0003*  +0.0003*
H, 10.79 19.75 24.80 0.006 0.026 0.01 0.006
+2.23* +2.27* +3.71* +£0.001* +0.0016* +0.1119 +0.0008*
H, 11.43 18.84 24.76 0.006 0.0269 0.012 0.006
+2.02* +2.06* +3.37* +£0.001* +0.0014* +0.0008*  +0.0007*
F 5.73 5.99 3.36 0.001 -0.0005 0.0009 0.0008
+2.06* +2.10* +3.43 +0.001 +0.0014 +0.0008 +0.0007
he 21.48 51.26 70.11 0.02 0.08 0.03 0.02
+1.36% +1.39*% +227* +£0.001*  +0.001* +0.0005*  +0.0005*
£ 0.53 0.11 0.19 0.0001 0.0002 0.0003 0.0002
+0.34 +0.34 +056  +0.0001  +0.0002 +0.0001*  +0.0001*
(H/D)¥2 1.21 1.38 1.85 2.56 3.38 2.00 1.07
Ha/4H; 0.26 0.24 0.25 0.24 0.26 0.27 0.28
KD /KR 1.94 1.53 1.29 1.23 0.93 1.18 1.16
h2/H, 1.88 2.72 2.83 2.56 2.99 2.48 2.68
Heritability (ns) 0.13 0.36 0.24 0.16 0.13 0.10 0.51
Heritability (bs) 0.86 0.98 0.97 0.94 0.97 0.92 0.95
Genetic gain 6.74 7.68 7.61 0.18 0.19 0.18 0.19
Genetic gain (%) 41.05 46.77 46.30 59.25 61.14 57.99 59.88




GENETIC ANALYSIS IN MAIZE

Components of genetic variance showed significance
of additive, dominance as well as F for ear length in F
generation at Mansehra (Table 5). However, dominance
components were greater in magnitude and non-additive
gene action control the inheritance of ear length. Average
degree of dominance (1.38), positive value of F and the
ratio of 4DH,” + F/4DH,"? — F (1.53) also supported that
excess of dominant genes in parental inbred lines.
Significance h? confirms that dominance was
unidirectional. H; and H; values were unequal and ratio of
H2/4H1 (0.24) was deviated from 0.25, displaying unequal
distribution of positive and negative genes in the parental
genotypes. Broad sense heritability (98%) was higher than
narrow sense heritability (36%) and revealed that majority
of the genetic variation was controlled by dominant
genes. Genetic gain while its value as percent of
population mean were 7.68 cm and 46.77%, respectively
for ear length in F1 generation at Mansehra.

At Swat, the additive and dominance components of
genetic variance were significant, while F and E were
non-significant for ear length in F1 generation (Table 5).
However, the dominance components were greater than
additive and the inheritance of said trait was managed by
nonadditive gene action. Positive F values, and average
degree of dominance H./DY? (1.85) also revealed
overdominance for ear length, and the same was also
confirmed by ratio of dominant and recessive genes i.e.,
4DH;Y? + F/4ADH;Y? — F (1.29) in parental genotypes, and
dominance was unidirectional due to significant h?. Equal
values of H; and H, components and ratio of H./4H;
(0.25) indicated symmetrical distribution of positive and
negative genes. High broad sense heritability estimates
showed that more than 97% genetic variation was of
dominance nature for ear length in F1 generation. Genetic
gain while its value as percent of population mean were
7.61 cm and 46.30%, respectively for ear length in F1
generation at Swat.

For all the locations, the magnitude of dominance gene
action was predominant and hence revealed that ear length
could be deemed a vital character in selecting inbred lines
for selection of superior hybrid in maize. Present results
were in concurrence with findings of Hallauer and Miranda
(1988) as they concluded that ear length in maize was
under the control of dominance gene action. Over dominant
type of gene action for genetic control of ear length in
maize hybrids was also reported (Debnath & Sarkar, 1990;
Chaudhary et al., 2000; Hadji, 2004; Ojo et al., 2007).
However, additive genetic effects were found to be helpful
in improvement of ear length in maize populations (Devi &
Prodhan, 2004; Tabassum, 2004; Bujak et al., 2006; Asefa
et al., 2008; Haq et al., 2009, 2010; Dawod et al., 2012 and
Ali et al., 2014). Contradiction in findings might be due to
diverse genetic make-up of the maize genotypes and the
environments where studied.

1000-grain weight: Additive and dominance components
of genetic variance were significant while F and E were
non-significant for 1000-grain weight in F; generation at
CCRI (Table 5). However, dominance variations were
predominant, as also confirmed by average degree of
dominance (2.56), F positive value, and the ratio of
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4DH,Y? + F/ADH;? — F (1.23) which revealed that
dominant genes were in excess than recessive. The
component h? revealed dominance gene effects due to
heterozygous loci, and the said dominance was
unidirectional. H; and H, were equal and suggesting
similar distribution of dominant and recessive genes, and
the same was also supported by the ratio of genes with
positive and negative effects i.e., Hz/4H;1 (0.24) which
was close to 0.25. Broad sense (0.94) and narrow sense
heritability (0.16) revealed that most of the genetic
variation in 1000-grain weight was controlled by
nonadditive genes in Fy generation. Genetic gain and its
value as percent of population mean were 0.18 kg and
59.25%, respectively for 1000-grain weight at CCRI.

Components of genetic variation showed significant
values of D, Hj, Hz and h?, and due to greater values of
dominance components, nonadditive gene action played
major role in inheritance of 1000-grain weight in F;
generation at Haripur (Table 5). Average degree of
dominance i.e., Hi/DY? = 3.38 was greater than unity
which revealed greater proportion of dominant genes than
recessive in parental inbred lines. The h? was significant
revealing greater role of dominant genes, and the
dominance was unidirectional. Equal values of H1 and H;
revealed that both dominant and recessive genes were
equal among the parental genotypes as confirmed by ratio
of Ho/4H; (0.26) which was close to 0.25, revealed same
proportion of positive and negative genes. However,
negative value of F and ratio of the 4DH;¥? + F/4DH,'? —
F (0.93) revealed greater proportion of recessive genes as
compared to dominant. High estimates of broad sense
heritability (0.97) and low value of narrow sense
heritability (0.13) authenticated an important role of
dominance gene effects for 1000-grain weight in Fi
generation. Genetic gain while its value as percent of
population mean were 0.19 kg and 61.14%, respectively
for 1000-grain weight in F. generation at Haripur.
Contradiction in genetic components might be due to
residual heterozygosity appeared in the parental inbred
lines (Ali, 2015; Ali et al., 2017).

All the components of genetic variance were
significant except F, however, the dominance components
were greater than additive and the inheritance of 1000-
grain weight was controlled by nonadditive gene action in
F1 population at Mansehra (Table 5). Significant E
component also revealed some influence of environment
in gene action. Average degree of dominance (2.00), F
positive value and ratio of dominance to recessive genes
i.e., 4DH;Y? + F/4DH,¥? — F (1.18) indicating greater
proportion of dominant genes than recessive, and
dominance was unidirectional owing to significant value
of h?. Varied distribution of dominant and recessive genes
was recorded through unequal values of Hi and H; and it
was confirmed by ratio of unequal frequency of positive
and negative i.e., Hz/4H; (0.27) which was deviated from
expected value (0.25) in parental genotypes. Broad sense
heritability (0.92) estimates were high as compared to
narrow sense heritability (0.10) for 1000-grain weight.
Genetic gain and its value as percent of population mean
were 0.18 kg and 57.99%, respectively for 1000-grain
weight in F1 generation at Mansehra.
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For Swat, all the genetic components were significant
except F and E, and genes with additive and dominant
effects were involved in inheritance of 1000-grain weight
in F1 generation at Swat (Table 5). However, dominant
components were greater than additive and nonadditive
gene action controlled the inheritance of this trait.
Average degree of dominance i.e., Hi/DY? (1.07), F
positive value and ratio of dominance to recessive genes
i.e.,, 4DH;? + F/4DH;Y? — F (1.16) revealed excess of
dominant genes than recessive, and the dominance was
unidirectional. Varied values of Hi and H, showing
asymmetrical distribution of positive and negative genes
in the parental inbred lines, as supported by ratio of
Ho/4H; (0.28) which was deviated from expected value
(0.25). Broad sense heritability was high (0.95) while
narrow sense heritability was moderate (0.51), which
revealed that both dominant and additive genes were
involved in inheritance of 1000-grain weight. Genetic
gain and its value as percent of population mean were
0.19 kg and 59.88%, respectively for 1000-grain weight
in F1 generation at Swat.

Results revealed the involvement of genes with
additive and dominance properties; however, dominance
gene effects were predominant for 1000-grain weight at
all the locations. Perez-Velasquez et al., (1996) reported
dominant gene effects as major contributors to 1000-grain
weight in maize populations. Additive and dominant type
of gene actions were observed for inheritance of 1000-
grain weight in various maize populations (Saleem et al.,
2002; Hadji, 2004; Tabassum, 2004; Kumar et al., 2005;
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Tabassum et al., 2007; Hussain et al., 2009; Wattoo et al.,
2009). However, additive type of gene action was found
to be a major contributor in the inheritance of 1000-grain
weight in maize populations (Ameret al., 2002; Amer,
2004; Sofi et al., 2006; Srdic et al., 2007; Moradi, 2014).
Contradictions in present and previous findings might be
due to diverse genetic makeup of the genotypes and the
environmental effects.

Grain vyield: Nonadditive gene action played an
important role in expression of grain yield, as dominance
components excelled the additive component for grain
yield in Fy generation at CCRI (Table 6). Overdominance
for said trait was also confirmed by average degree of
dominance (5.73), proportion of dominant and recessive
genes in the parents i.e., 4DH;*? + F/4DH;'? — F (1.04)
which were greater than unity, and F positive value
exhibiting larger proportion of dominant genes than
recessive in parental genotypes. Significant h? also
confirmed that dominance was unidirectional. Values of
H; and H, were not equal in magnitude and denoted
unequal distribution of positive and negative genes, and
the same was also supported by deviated value of Ha/4H,
(0.24) from expected (0.25). Broad sense heritability was
extremely high (0.99) while narrow sense was very low
(0.10), which exhibited that majority of the genetic
variation was caused by dominance genes for grain yield.
Estimate of genetic gain for grain yield was 7606.51 kg
ha, while its value as percent of population mean was
84.02% grain yield in F; generation at CCRI.

Table 6. Components of genetic variance for grain yield in 5 x 5 F1 diallel cross of maize.

Components of genetic Grain yield
variance CCRI Haripur Mansehra Swat
5 361446.66 2308504.60 838927.41 1996575.73
+ 489126.47 + 382130.26* +2023070.52 + 420907.86*
Hy 11883582.98 19580254.57 32035014.49 28112020.82
+1320943.37* +1031987.57* + 5463539.07* +1136711.01*
H, 11636444.67 19540715.08 30533199.18 28526075.16
+1198110.28* + 936024.16* + 4955490.48* +1031009.49*
F 83914.78 1207332.77 611497.06 477111.73
+1221837.54 + 954561.09 +5053628.54 +1051427.50
h 32333400.32 57461356.99 85944237.98 84402712.10
+ 808899.45* + 631953.04* + 3345679.95* + 696082.01*
£ 30981.86 44527.32 80948.60 113954.39
+ 199685.05 + 156004.03 + 825915.08 +171834.91
(H./D)Y? 5.73 2.91 6.18 3.75
Ha/4H; 0.24 0.25 0.24 0.25
KD /KR 1.04 1.20 1.13 1.07
h?/H, 2.78 2.94 2.81 2.96
Heritability (ns) 0.10 0.11 0.10 0.07
Heritability (bs) 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.98
Genetic gain 7606.51 7606.51 7606.51 7529.68
Genetic gain (%) 84.02 84.02 84.02 83.18




GENETIC ANALYSIS IN MAIZE

Additive and dominance components (D, Hi, Hz, h?)
were found to be significant and both additive and
nonadditive components were involved in inheritance of
grain yield in F; generation at Haripur (Table 6).
Dominance genetic variances played an important role in
expression of above trait due to their higher values.
Average degree of dominance i.e., Hi/D¥? (2.91) and
proportion of dominant and recessive genes in the parents
(1.20) were greater than unity, and positive F value,
revealed greater proportion of dominant genes than
recessive in the parental inbred lines. The component h?
was significant, showing the presence of dominance gene
effects due to heterozygosity at many loci. Comparable
values of H: and H, showed symmetrical proportion of
positive and negative genes frequencies, and the same
was also authenticated by ratio of Hx/4H; (0.25). High
estimates of broad (0.99) and low narrow (0.11) sense
heritabilities were observed which indicated major role of
dominant gene action for grain yield. Estimate of genetic
gain was 7606.51 kg ha, while its value as percent of
population mean was 84.02% in F1 generation at Haripur.

Components of dominant genetic variance (Hi, Ho,
h?) were important in expression of grain yield, because
dominance components excelled the additive component
in F1 generation at Mansehra (Table 6). Positive value of
F exhibited that dominant genes prevailed over recessive
genes as substantiated by the ratio of dominant to
recessive genes i.e., 4DH;*? + F/4DH;*? — F (1.13) and
mean degree of dominance i.e., Hi/D¥? (6.18) which
were greater than unity and revealed overdominance.
Varied values of H; and H. revealed the presence of
unequal frequencies of positive and negative genes
which also confirmed by the ratio of H./4H1 (0.24) on its
deviation from the expected value (0.25). Heritability in
narrow sense (0.10) was least while broad sense
heritability (0.99) was higher for grain yield. Heritability
revealed that greater portion of inherited genetic
variation was of dominance nature. For grain yield,
genetic gain was 7606.51 kg ha, while its value as
percent of population mean was 84.02% for grain yield
in F1 generation at Mansehra.

Components of genetic variance revealed that
additive and dominance components (Hi, Hz, h?) were
significant and both were involved in inheritance of grain
yield in F1 generation at Swat (Table 6). Dominance
genetic variances played an important role in expression
of said trait due to their higher values. Average degree of
dominance (3.75) and ratio of 4DH;*? + F/4DH,"? — F
(1.07) in the parental genotypes were greater than unity,
and positive value of F also exhibited greater proportion
of dominant genes than recessive in the parental inbred
lines. The dominance was unidirectional due to significant
h?, revealing dominance effects due to heterozygosity at
loci. Comparable values of H; and H, showed
symmetrical distribution of positive and negative genes as
confirmed by non-deviated ratio of Hz/4H; (0.25). High
estimates of broad sense heritability (0.98) indicated
major role of dominant gene action for inheritance of
grain yield. Estimation of genetic gain was 7529.68 kg ha-
1 while its value as percent of population mean was
83.18% for grain yield in F; populations at Swat.
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At Haripur and Swat both dominance and additive
components while at CCRI and Mansehra only
nonadditive gene effects were involved in expression of
grain yield in F; generation. Overall, nonadditive gene
action was found responsible for genetic variation and
inheritance of grain yield at all the locations. In past
studies, dominant gene effects were found to be
responsible for inheritance of grain yield in various maize
populations (Unay et al., 2004; Wardyn et al., 2007;
Dawod et al., 2012; Kumar et al., 2012; Agrawal et al.,
2014; Moradi, 2014; Soni & Khanorkar, 2014). Present
results were also in corroboration with findings of Srdic et
al. (2007), Wattoo et al. (2009), Zare et al. (20114, b) and
Hussain et al. (2014) as they observed overdominance
type of gene action for grain yield in different maize
hybrids. However, additive type of gene action was
observed in some earlier studies for inheritance of grain
yield in maize populations (Ojo et al., 2007; Hussain et
al., 2009; Chohan et al., 2012; Mousa, 2014). Important
role of both additive and nonadditive gene effects in
inheritance of maize grain vyield was recorded by
Giridharan et al. (1996), Zehui et al. (2002) and Kumar et
al. (2006). Contradiction in present and past findings
might be due to varied genetic makeup of maize
populations and genotype by environment interaction.

Conclusion

Additive-dominance model was adequate/partially
adequate for various traits at all the locations. Dominance
components were predominant and overdominance type
of gene action played an important role in inheritance of
earliness and yield traits in maize at all the locations.
Broad sense heritability values were high while narrow
sense heritability values were low to moderate. Due to
nonadditive genes control of various traits and high broad
sense heritability, the promising F1 hybrids can be used in
future breeding programs for production of early
maturing/high yielding maize hybrids, and cultivars
through later segregating generations.

References

Agrawal, V.K., R.M. Singh, J.P. Shahi and R.K. Agrawal. 2014.
Genetics of ear traits and grain yield in quality protein maize
(Z. mays L.). Electr. J. Plant Breed., 5(3): 428-434.

Ali, A., H. Rahman, L. Shah, K.A. Shah and S. Rehman. 2014.
Heterosis for grain yield and its attributing components in
maize variety Azam using line x tester analysis method.
Acad. J. Agric. Res., 2(11): 225-230.

Ali, G., A.C. Rather, A. Ishfaq, S.A. Dar, S.A. Wani and M.N.
Khan. 2007. Gene action for grain yield and its attributes in
maize (Z. mays L.). Int. J. Agric. Sci., 3(2): 278-281.

Ali, S. 2015. Genetic analysis and genotype by environment
studies in maize. Ph.D Dissertation, The University of
Agriculture, Peshawar, Pakistan.

Ali, S., N.U. Khan, I.H. Khalil, M. Igbal, S. GuL, S. Ahmed, N.
Ali, M. Sajjad, K. Afridi, I. Ali and S.M. Khan. 2017.
Environment effects for earliness and grain yield traits in
Fidiallel populations of maize (Zea mays L.). J. Sci. Food
Agric., 97: 4408-4418.

Amer, E.A. 2004. Combining ability of new white inbred lines
of maize with three testers tested over two locations. Ann.
Agric. Sci. Moshtohor, 42(2): 461-474.


http://ejplantbreeding.com/index.php?journal=EJPB&page=issue&op=view&path%5B%5D=9

1404

Amer, E.A., A.A. EI-Shenawy and H.E. Mosa. 2002. Evaluation
of some new inbred lines of maize for combining ability.
Ann. Agric. Sci. Moshtohor, 40(2): 791-802.

Asefa, B., H. Mohammad and H. Zelleke. 2008. Assessment of
water stress tolerance in different maize accessions at
germination and early growth stage. Pak. J. Bot., 38: 1571-
1579.

Breese, E.L. 1972. Biometrical genetics and its application.

Eucarpia Congr. Cambridge. pp. 135-146.

BS-PDP. 2015-16. Bureau of Statistics,
Development Department (BS-PDP),
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pakistan.

Bujak, H., S. Jedynski, J. Karczmarek, C. Karwowska, Z.
Kurczych and A. Damczyk. 2006. Evaluation of breeding
value of inbred lines of maize on the basis of multi trait
analysis. Biuletyn Instytutu Hodowli-i-Aklimatyzacji Roslin,
(240-241): 211-2186.

Carangal, V.R., S.M. Ali, AF. Koble, E.H. Rinke and J.C.
Sentz. 1971. Comparison of Si with testcross evaluation for
recurrent selection in maize. Crop Sci., 11: 658-661.

Chaudhary, A.K., L.B. Chaudhary and K.C. Sharnia. 2000.
Combining ability estimates of early generation inbred
lines derived from two maize populations. Indian J. Genet.,
60: 55-61.

Chohan, M.S.M., M. Saleem, M. Ahsan and M. Asghar. 2012.
Genetic analysis of water stress tolerance and various
morpho-physiological traits in Z. mays L. using graphical
approach. Pak. J. Nutr., 11(5): 489-500.

Dawod, K.M., M.A.H. Al-Falahy and A.S.A. Mohammad. 2012.
Genetic variations and gene effect controlling grain yield
and some of its components in maize. J. Agric. Sci.
Technol., 2(7): 814-823.

Debnath, S.C. and K.R. Sarkar. 1990. Combining ability
analysis of grain yield and some of its attributes in maize.
Indian J. Genet. Plant Breed., 50: 57-61.

Devi, T.R. and H.S. Prodhan. 2004. Combining ability and
heterosis studies in high oil maize (Z. mays L.) genotypes.
Indian J. Genet. Plant Breed., 64(4): 323-324.

Gerpacio V.R. and P.L. Pingali. 2007. Tropical and Sub-tropical
Maize in Asia: Production System, Constraints and
Research Priorities, CIMMYT, Mexico, ISBN: 978-970-
648-155- 9, pp. 93.

Giridharan, S., M.N. Prasad and S.R. Rangaswamy. 1996.
Diallel, triallel and quadriallel analysis for grain yield in
maize. Madras Agric. J., 83: 230-236.

Gomez, K.A. and A.A. Gomez. 1984. Statistical procedures for
agricultural research. John Wiley and Sons Inc., 2" (ed.)
New York, USA.

Guzman, P.S. and A.M. Salazar. 1992. Estimation of genetic
effects in six native maize varieties. Phil. J. Crop Sci.,
17(2): 95-103.

Hadji, T.H. 2004. Combining ability analysis for yield and
yield-related traits in quality protein maize (QPM) inbred
lines. M.Sc. Thesis, School of Graduate Studies, Alemaya
Univ., Ethiopia.

Hallauer, A.R. and J.B. Miranda. 1988. Quantitative genetics in
maize breeding. 2™ ed. lowa State Univ. Press. Ames. IA,
USA.

Hag, M.1., S.U. Ajmal, H.N. Malik and M. Munir. 2009. Genetic
analysis of grain yield and components in maize. Sarhad J.
Agric., 25(2): 187-195.

Hag, M.1., S.U. Ajmal, M. Munir and G. Muhammad. 2010.
Gene action studies of different quantitative traits in maize.
Pak. J. Bot., 42(2): 1021-1030.

Hayman, B.l. 1954a. The theory and analysis of diallel crosses.
Genet., 39: 789-809.

Hayman, B.l. 1954b. The analysis of variance of a diallel table.
Biomet., 10: 235-244.

Planning and
Government of

SARDAR ALI ETAL.,

Hinze, L.L. and K.R. Lamkey. 2003. Absence of epistasis for
grain yield in elite maize hybrids. Crop Sci., 43: 46-56.
Hussain, 1., M. Ahsan, M. Saleem and A. Ahmed. 2009. Gene
action studies for agronomic traits in maize under normal and

water stress conditions. Pak. J. Agric. Sci., 46: 108-112.

Hussain, M., K.N. Shah, A. Ghafoor, T.T. Kiani and T.
Mahmood. 2014. Genetic analysis for grain yield and
various morphological traits in maize (Z. mays L.) under
normal and water stress environments. The J. Anim. &
Plant Sci., 24(4): 1230-1240.

Hussain, N., M.Y. Khan and M.S. Baloch. 2011. Screening of
maize varieties for grain yield at Dera Ismail Khan. The J.
Anim. & Plant Sci., 21(3): 626-628.

Igbal, M. 2009. Genetic analysis of maturity and yield attributes
in subtropical maize. Ph.D. Thesis, Deptt. Plant Breed. &
Genet. Univ. Agric. Peshawar, Pakistan.

Igbal, M., K. Khan, H. Rahman, I.H. Khalil, H. Sher and J.
Bakht. 2010. Heterosis for morphological traits in
subtropical maize (Z. mays L.). Maydica, 55: 41-48.

Irshad-ul-hag, M., S.U. Aajmal, M. Munir and M. Gulfaraz.
2010. Gene action studies of different quantitative traits in
maize. Pak. J. Bot., 42(2): 1021-1030.

Ismail, A.A. 1996. Gene action and combining ability for
flowering and yield in maize under two different dates.
Assiut J. Agric. Sci., 27: 91-105.

Jinks, J.L. 1954. The analysis of continuous variation in diallel
crosses of Nicotianarustica varieties. Genet., 39: 767-788.

Khan, K., F. Karim, M. Igbal, H. Sher and B. Ahmad. 2004.
Response of maize varieties to environments in two agro-
ecological zones of NWFP: Effects on morphological traits.
Sarhad J. Agric., 20 (3): 395-399.

Khan, K., H. Sher and M. Igbal and F. Al-Qurainy. 2011.
Development and release of indigenous maize hybrids to
enhance maize yield in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa province of
Pakistan. Afr. J. Agric. Res., 6(16): 3789-3792.

Kumar, R., M. Singh, M.S. Narwal and S. Sharma. 2005. Gene
effects for grain yield and its attributes in maize (Z. mays
L.). Nati. J. Plant Imp., 7(2): 105-107.

Kumar, T.S., D.M. Reddy, V.S. Naik, S.I. Parveen and P.V.
Subbaiah. 2012. Gene action for yield and morpho-
physiological traits in maize (Z. mays L.) inbred lines. J.
Agric. Sci., 4(5): 13-16.

Kumar, V., R.D. Singh, M.K. Rana and D. Datta. 2006.
Combining ability studies for yield and its components over
environments in maize (Z. mays L.). Res. on Crops, 7(1):
167-170.

Mather, K. and J.L. Jinks. 1982. Introduction to Biometrical
Genetics. Chapman and Hill Ltd. London.

Moradi, M. 2014. Genetic analysis to determine the nature and
magnitude of genetic variances and heritability estimates in
maize (Z. mays L.). Int. J. Agron. & Agric. Res., 5(5): 183-18.

Mousa, S.T.M. 2014. Diallel analysis for physiological traits and
grain yield of seven white maize inbred lines. Alex. J.
Agric. Res., 59(1): 9-17.

Ojo, G.0.S., D.K. Adedzwa and L.L. Bello. 2007. Combining
ability estimates and heterosis for grain yield and yield
components in maize (Z. mays L.). J. Sust. Dev. Agric.
Environ., 3: 49-57.

PBS 2016-17. Year Book. Pakistan Bureau of Statistics (PBS).
Govt. of Pakistan, Islamabad, Pakistan.

Perez-Velasquez, J.C., H. Cellalos, S. Pandey and C.D. Amaris.
1996. A diallel cross analysis of some quantitative
characters in maize. Crop Sci., 36: 572-578.

Poehlman, J.M. 1977. Breeding Field Crops. 2™. The AVI
Publish. Co. Inc. Westport, CT, USA.

Saeed, M.T. and M. Saleem. 2000. Estimate of gene effects for
some important qualitative plant traits in maize diallel
crosses. J. Biol. Sci., 3(7): 1138-1140.



GENETIC ANALYSIS IN MAIZE

Sajjad, M., N.U. Khan, H. Rahman, K. Khan, G. Hassan, S. Gul,
S. Ali, K. Afridi, I. Ali and S.M. Khan. 2016. Response of
a maize composite to selfed progeny recurrent selection for
earliness and yield traits. Maydica, 61(3): 1-8.

Saleem, M., K. Shahzad, M. Javed and A. Ahmed. 2002.
Genetic analysis for various quantitative traits in maize (Z.
mays L.) inbred lines. Int. J. Agric. Biol., 4(3): 379-382.

Satyanarayana, E. 1995. Genetic analysis of flowering period in
rabi maize (Z. mays L.). Himachal. J. Agric. Res., 29(3):
213-218.

Shabbir, G. and M. Saleem. 2002. Gene action for protein
content of maize grain in diallel cross. Pak. J. Seed
Technol., 1: 53-56.

Sharma, J.K. and S.K. Bhalla. 1990. Combining ability for
drought tolerant traits in maize. Crop Imp., 1792: 144-149.

Singh, R.K. and B.D. Chaudhary. 1985. Biometrical methods in
Quantitative Genetic Analysis.; Kalyani Pub. Ludhiana,
New Delhi, Revised Ed. pp. 102-118.

Sofi, P., A.G. Rather and S. Venkatesh. 2006. Detection of
epistasis by generation means analysis in maize hybrids.
Pak. J. Biol. Sci., 9(10): 1983-1986.

Soni, N.V and S.M. Khanorkar. 2014. Genetic architecture of
yield traits and popping quality in popcorn (Z. mays Var.
everta) inbred lines. Electr. J. Plant Breed., 5(1): 11-16.

Srdic, J., Z. Pajic and S. Drinic-Mladenovic, 2007. Inheritance
of maize grain yield components. Maydica, 52: 261-264.

Tabassum, M.1. 2004. Genetics of physio-morphological traits in
Z. mays L. under normal and water stress conditions. Ph.D.

1405

Thesis, Deptt. Plant Breed. & Genet. Uni.
Faisalabad, Pakistan.

Tabassum, M.l., M. Saleem, M. Akbar, M.Y. Ashraf and N.
Mehmood. 2007. Combining ability studies in maize under
normal and drought conditions. J. Agric. Res., 45: 261-268.

Unay, A., H. Basal and C. Knonak. 2004. Inheritance of grain
yield in a half-diallel maize population. Turk. J. Agric.
For., 28: 239-244.

Wardyn, B.M., JW. Edwards and K.R. Lamkey. 2007. The
genetic structure of a maize population: The role of
dominance. Crop Sci., 47: 467-474.

Wattoo, F.M., M. Saleem, M. Ahsan, M. Sajjad and W. Ali.
2009. Genetic analysis for yield potential and quality traits
in maize (Z. mays L.). Am. Eur. J. Agric. Environ. Sci.,
6(6): 723-729.

Zare, M., R. Choukan, E.M. Heravan, M.R. Bihamta and K.
Ordookhani. 2011b. Gene action of some agronomic traits
in maize (Z. mays L.) using diallel cross analysis. Afr. J.
Agric. Res., 6(3): 693-703.

Zare, M., R. Choukan, M.R. Bihamta, E.M. Heravan and M.M.
Kamelmanesh 2011a. Gene action for some agronomic
traits in maize (Z. mays L.). Crop Breed. J., 1(2): 133-141.

Zehui, C., A.L. Carpena, A.M. Salazar and Z.H. Chen. 2002.
Genetic analysis of tolerance of low nitrogen in tropical
maize in germplasm. Agri. Sci. China, 1(9): 954-959.

Zia, M.K. and A.R. Chaudhry. 1980. Gene action for yield and
its components in maize. Pak. J. Agric. Sci., 17(2): 87-92.

Agric.

(Received for publication: 04 September 2017)



