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Table 1 The mating design of 9 9 halfdiallel cross
ﬁ&
3 P P Py Py Ps B Py Ps Py
(L) (1s) (1s) ( §3s) (Mx) (ko) (Yir) (Gs7) ( Lxs)
P, 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
P2 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
P 16 17 18 19 20 21
Py 22 23 24 25 26
Ps 27 28 29 30
Pg 31 32 33
P, 34 35
Pg 36
Py
()
2 HERGH0
2.1
211 W& 36 7.13 m, ki (6.5m) 9. % ; ck2(5.9 m)
20. . cki5 0o~ 30.% 23 . 63. %% ;36 cka,
3%~ 43T . 29 : 8 48 m; 3 , 6.17 m,
ck23. Y.
21.2 M%7z 36 10. 5 em, cki (9.8 cm) 7 1%, ck2 (8.5 cm)
23 Fo. cki 9 (506~ 28.6k) 20 . 55.66 ;36
cke, 7%~ 48 2% . 29 , 12 6 cm; 3 , 9 1cm
21.3 #HHMR 36 3.7% 10 °m'( 2), cki(2.9% 10 *m’)
25 4 ; ck (2 0% 10 *m’) 80. 3. cki 5. 0% (5.0~ 105 0% ) 25
. 69. 4% ; 36 cke, 18. 8% ~ 194 %o . 29 , 613
X 10 ’m’; 3 , 2 4% 10 *m)
2.2
(3 . :
, 29,36,14,20,34, 11, 13,21, 16 12 10
ke .29 cki : 29,16, 34,36,20, 11,13, 12,
10,21,26,14,22 25 14 cke ,29,16 34 cki
:29,34,36,16,11,20,12 14 8 cke ,29
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Table 2 Comparative analysis between different cross combinations and two checks

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20

5 7 8 3 2 3 2 2 3 2 4 2 3 2 3 4 6 6 5 4
X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
8 8 9 4 5 8 6 8 9 7 5 4 5 9 6 9 9 8 6 8
29 34 3 16 11 20 12 14 21 13 22 10 17 15 18 26 33 32 27 25
/m3 6.135.335215.105.094.924.594.594.424.334.114.094.023.953. 853.843.613.553.543.53
>ckif 1050783 74.2 70.6 70.2 64.5 52.5 52.5 47.8 44.8 37.5 36.7 34.4 32.1 28.8 28.4 20.7 18.7 18.4 18. 1

> cka fo 194 7 156 3 150.5 145.2 144.7 136.5 1207 120 7 112 5108.2 97.6 957 923 89.9 851 84.6 73.6 707 702 697
LSDyos= 1.25
LSDg o= 1.65
2
21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 33 34 35 36 37 38
6 4 3 5 1 2 4 1 1 5 7 1 1 1 1 1
X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
7 6 7 9 6 3 7 5 8 7 9 9 7 2 3 4

31 23 19 30 5 9 24 ck 4 7 28 35 8 6 1 2 3 cko
fm3 3,46 3.293.243.163.163.082 992 992 972 942 922 882 802 71 2 63 2.60 2.47 2.08 3.75
> cky fo 157100 84 57 57 30 0 0 -07 1.7 =23 -3.7-64-9.4-120- 130- 17 4- 304 254
> cko o 66.3 58 255 851.951.948 143843 842.841.340.438534630.326425018.8 0 80.3

LSDy. s = 1.25

LSDy o = 1. 65

X 10- 2m3, 6. 13 m3 6. 13X 10 2m3, ;
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Table 3 Variance analysis of increment of Chinese fir

F F
35 253 5.41 1.95* 5. 8K 10-2 1.88 *
6 8. 77 3.58 1. 26 2 8% 10-2 8. 98¥s
218 1. 42 2.78 31K 1072
( 1)
Table 4 Variance analysis of combining ability(modell )
- - Fo.os  Foor
GCA 8 0.97 485* 011 2,05 1002 466* 025K 10 198 260
SCA 27  0.187 0 94 0 0.4K 1002 LON 009X 10 153 182
210 0.20 0. 20 0.4% 102 0. 42 K 10
1000 ;
95. % ; 88. %o
11. 6% ,
, .
5 8,2 5
, 1.5 ;1 s .
6
s 6
, ( 52. 8%. . 3
, X 4,58 K 8 3,
o 1% . , 2 .
5 7 s , 8 2
) ,2 )
H s
> X 8K 8 8 9
3, s K 8
. . 2 s .
>
2.4
8 )
s 100% ,97. %  93. Y% ,

0,2. % 6. bo.
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5 GCA

Table 5 The test on GCA differences of various parents

) L SDo.o5 L SDo o1 ) LSDy. s L SDo.01 ) LS Do, o5 LSDy. o1
& _ o4 - o047 & _ 066 = 0.87 & _ 07 =09
8 060 8 084 8 088
2 03 30020 2 033
5 012 2 017 5027
9 012 4 017 30017
3008 5 016 9 -~ 002
6 002 9 — 004 4 -009
4 -0.30 7 - 013 6 -0 14
7 -0.30 6 -0 14 7 -031
I -0.66 1 -122 -1
g 1002, 0.3% 102
6

Table 6 SCA effects of various cross combinarions

s P P P4 Ps P P7 Ps P9
H DV H DV H DV H D 7V H D V H D V H D V H DV

P -0 14-022- 0.35-0.09- 025 0.22-0.04 0.22- 0.09 - 0.08- 0.21 0.04  0.270.690. 6 0.430.380.38 - 0.24-0.39-0.59 0.16 0.290.17
P - 0.64- 1.04 1.18  0.010.090. 09 0.310710.7 0110510, 64 0.640.590.55 - 0.01- 0.68- 0.38 - 0.28 0.0~ 0. 11
P 0.721.261.26 -0.15 0.12-0.18 -0.060.180.07 - 0.41- 0.43- 0.3 0.17 0.090. 11 0.42 028052
P 0.510.010.17 —-011- 0.39-0.2%4- 0.32- 0.31-0.37- 0.81- 0.6~ 1.02 0.3 0.310.19
B 005 028 0.35- 0.67- 0.9-0.80 0.6 114122 - 0.52-0.63- 084
153 0.140.110.15 - 0.53-0.8-0.95 0.230.02002
P 051092101 - 0.330.®- 054
B 0.28 0.440.60

H,LSDy.s= 1.04 LSDoo1= 1.37,D,LSDg.s = 1. 48,LSDoo1= 1.95 V,LSDgos= 1.56,LSDy o1 = 2 06

7 2

Table 7 Effect comparision among two combining ability of varons parents

Qgj C2gi Qgj C2gj Qgj €2

0.33 2 0. 01
0. 06 4.5 0. 093
0. 06 4.5 0. 072

0. 66 2 0.29 1 07X 10-2 0. 4% 10-2
- 0.03 7.5 0.05 5.5 00K 102 0. 05 102

002 55 0.09 3.5 00X 102 0. 1K 10-2

0. 01 35 0. 14 2 -0.0% 102 0. 16< 1072
- 002 55 0.09 3.5 00X 102 0. 0¥ 10-2

- 0.02 8 - 0. 041
0.08 3 - 0.003

N W L A9

2
4
- 001 3.5 0.05 5.5 00X 102 8 0 0% 10-2
5
6
3

AW [0 K o =

1
2
3
- 0.01 6.5 0. 065 4
5
6
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7
Qgj C2gi Qgj i Qg C2gi
9 - 001 6.5 -0.037 7 - 005 9 - 010 8 0.06< 1002 9 -0.0% 102 8
6 - 003 9 - 0.085 8 -003 75 -005 7 00X 102 7 -005 102 7
1 0. 41 1 - 0.096 9 0. 99 1 - 015 9 - L1K1002 1 -01XK 102 9
, o
° N ” °
. 48. 690 ~ 54. 440 ; 12 5% ~ 14 6P%0.
8
Table 8 Genetic variations and heritabilities or growth traits of Chinese fir
() 0. 22 0. 468 0.451 4< 1072
(9 - 0.01 0.010 0.029 5< 10-2
(2 0. 22 0.478 0.480 9< 1072
(2 1. 63 3.258 3.590 9< 10-4
(h?) 53. 49 54. 44 51. 94
(ht) 14. 10 14. 67 13. 37
/ (h3) 52. 38 51.19 48. 69
% (h?) 13. 50 14.36 12 53
25
2 ) (Ck])
, 26 %% |, 9 ,
25%. , — 17.4 105 O .
cki , . X 8K 8 ¥& 9,X 5K 82X 8
X 6 8 2 2 . ,
3 &5tk
) . 1974
2 2
[2.3]
o N )
[4.5]
, o
2 ,
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X 9
10.5 ) ’
R . 100% , 95. %o
88. 4o 100 ,97. %  93. %% ,
, , ‘l
. , 36
(cki)25. %o , (ck2) 80%. cki ck243. 8. 36
29 (5 8) k1 105% | ck2194. 7 |
1 , 1988, 376~ 426
2 L1981, (3): I~ 21
3 . ,1982,(2): I~ 18
4 . , 1986, (1): 7~ 20
5 . , 1988, 1(6): 614 623
6 GCA  SCA . L1996, 9(5): 498 503
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Abstract The growth difference, combining ability effect, genetic variation, heritability and
heterosis were studied and analyzed by use of 10. 5 years old Chinese fir progeny crossed X

9 half-diallel. The results proved further that GCA played a leading role and SCA a secendary
role in genetic effect of growth traits of Chinese fir- During the different stages of Chinese fir
genetic improvement, the various parents with different GCA and SC A should be selected as

genetic materials of breeding orchard and productive seed orchard.

Key words Cunninghamia lanceolata ( Chinese fir); half-diallel cross; combining ability; se—

lection breeding



