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Genetical Variance Components of Yield Component Characters in Tomato
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nsdszanuAtasflaznauaesnnunlslmunarA1dndouni s lmne ineiugnsst nud1ananaesEuiuL
Uanazax (D) Laz@ninaresduluuty (H, uaz H,) HisdiAtyieunnanm e Ll,mmfjﬁqﬂmuquﬁqﬂﬁuﬁ
WARINATLLILLANAzANLAZEWTNARULLTN aniiu dnenizsunuRensate S1uauaRedeuazAINEa
HA qﬂmuQuimﬂ%‘v@wmmﬁuuuumﬂmmmLﬁquu 8M99N1973 (H,/D) * 1eddnmuzauaunansete AN
smiifeunzauenamg Wusuuduanysnd anwuzanunsena wazauoudesdinigluna Wuuuuals
auysal luanisfidneus Snunasiede Suaunasefunazimiinsena Wyt BRIV UFNITHBEN
WAL TENAN WA 209B9ALIZNOLNANAANLIT AN A WUIT h°  HADE9E1919 0.40- 0.84 UATANERT)
WugnIsuatinanine n’, dA10gsene 0.94-0.99 desananinuanfenniauaniiandnaiisadiniies
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Abstract

To study gene effects control yield and yield components of tomato (Solanum lycopersicum L)
seven tomato varieties were crossed by using half diallel crossing design. Parental varieties and 21 (F,)
crosses were evaluated using randomized complete block design with four replications during December
2010 - May 2011 at Faculty of Natural Resources, Prince of Songkla University. Analysis of variance
showed highly significant difference among genotypes for most yield component characters. Additive
and dominance components of variance were significance for all traits. Average degree of dominance of
number of fruit set per inflorescence, number of fruits per plant and fruit weight exhibited overdominance.
Fruit width and number of locules showed partial dominance. The traits exhibited complete dominance
was number of flower per inflorescence, thickness of pericarp and fruit length. Narrow-sense heritabilities
estimated for all characters ranged from 0.40 - 0.84.Broad-sense heritabilities of traits ranged from 0.94-

0.99 due to small environmental effect on these traits.

Key words: Tomato, half diallel, genetic components of variance, gene action
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ﬁuﬁmnmﬁmmnmmmmﬁ@u (Standard error) mmmﬂa‘xmmfuj Ineldanin timﬂﬁaxﬁufumqmzﬁ
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Ko/Kx 9132 [(4DH,)"“+F)/ [(4DH,)"F] : Tugnsdauszninetutinsetufeaiaamiiiluiugneus)
hH, mmuﬂqmmﬂummuanwmumummﬂﬁﬁ?mLLumJu
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NzamARugrne] Niintgnnaaey uan1sanziaNktsdsau wudidedAtyEenieat

sendnealulngl T 11 Anwoizdall e1gpenuInLIu AuIuARNGete AMUIBKARETe BIMINFBNA AT

18 ANENINA ANNNTNNA Auutasd e luna Punuaesudanazaatin 1 uaraaugesiu dauanuou

HAFasiy A NuANAen et Reta g Aty waasisanauansnanisiugnasn udnsuzAinans luany

MnananAafiu uazAmNLLile WldadAnyn1saifseuinealulnil (Table 1)

Table 1 Mean squares from analysis of variance for 13 traits in 28 tomato genotypes

Traits Mean square

Block Genotypes Error CV (%)
No. of days to flowering(Day) 42.24° 36.40 4.16 4.16
No. of flowers / inflorescence 116 117 10.70 10.7
No. of fruit set/ inflorescence 091 0.82° 10.26 10.26
No. of fruits/plant 79.92" 204.32° 42.85 42.85
Fruit yield /plant(g) 268427.00° 137529.00™ 50.84 50.84
Fruit weight(g) 57.41 63.12" 13.80 13.8
Fruit firmness(kg./2mm°) 0.02" 0.03"™ 22.24 22.24
Thickness of pericarp(mm.) Reok 0.90" 10.53 10.53
Fruit Length(mm.) 22.32% 48.90 5.35 5.35
Fruit Width(mm.) 30.01" 121.93" 6.56 6.56
NO. of locules 0.08™ 0.92 11.25 11.25
Soluble Solids(°Brix) 0.21% 0.35 6.51 6.51
Plant height(cm.) 3303.68" 1809.66 16.53 16.53

" not significant, Significantly different at 0.05 and 0.01 probability levels, respectively

2. MsasznasAlsznavaainnnulsdsiuniesiugnssy

NN33ATNTIBNALTENELITB9AINILILIIUN NN UGN ITNTBIAN HEUEITUIUABNFRTE ANUIUNARETE

LAZANNENINA WUFIAY D, H,, H, Hiltid1Anyianieadisl dousn h? wudn il Anmeads doudnsonsy
ANHNANNA A1UIUTe9919N8 TUHA WUFIAN D JANgIN9n A H,, H, 1az h’ H1id1AtyEaneadis (Table 2)
wanedngnArLANTABENENATENE BLLLLINAZAN dBRAAKRINLTIEUIAY ANANIUE (2548) LAz aIIuiil

(2546) wudﬁnwmzﬁmqumﬂﬁi@ﬂi@qﬂmu@mﬁqaﬁmmumnmm ANANEDL (2551) AUTNT (2549)UATana
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NNUG (2548) Wudqﬁﬂwm“ﬁﬁuaum@ﬁi@ﬁummmuﬁqaﬁmmumna”mu Farnatuiseeulag Dordevié
UATANLE (2010) LATEUATT (2544) Wmmmmmumwﬁw@1umfrmumu@ﬂﬂmvmmummmu nanaaasil
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wuLile qﬂmumé’qaﬂuﬁmemaﬁmuumﬂmmuLL@ﬁzﬁuﬁmemeju 1UNATRIBIAUTZNALAIN
wilsisaumaiugnesiissessafiiunalnd AesiuwRandiou D fu H,) sesedesiuinanulaasufian
(2549) ANEUZANUIUNAF DFIL Laztinvinsens wudna D, H,, H, uaz h’ ﬁﬁmﬁﬁﬁmﬁqmmaﬁ wamaaile
zﬁ“ﬂwmx'ﬁ'qnmuQuéﬁfmﬁu‘ﬁ'LL@mmaﬁmnumﬂmmmmﬁuﬁLmemejuLﬁuLﬁmﬁuﬁmmmeﬂ Hazra uay
Ansary (2008) uaz aUAs (2544) ﬁwud’]@‘ﬂmamwdwﬁuuﬂmmm:ﬂq1 x AAANE 2 WUAIN1INNUBRS
ﬂmmum@mﬂLL@:LL‘UMN&?EW%Waiuﬂqiﬂquauﬁﬂwmxifﬁuﬁﬂﬂm lusnigii Dordevic et al. (2010) W
dnunshuiindens gnAsuANInsBuLULLANATANLNENaENgAEn (Table 2)

Tunnadnmesdlsznaumnuulsdsaunaewiugnass FrprsLlsimuiiisannananaresduiauuy
UINAYAN WaZULLTH anafitudndyied sienuinavsnatesiuRessiadaa it Any Eravswazeddu
mmmumummmmm ﬂ@vwma?mwm@iﬂqmmﬁwmﬂwmumlmmmmmmmmmm lumsiliudgeiug
eriudnrusAinisanieengesuulLang agfpsinisdmdananeiugausiidaadsesinmousd
Aeaenisliulegennld doudnsusfiinisuasseenesdiuildiduuian mm:ﬂiuﬂgqmmwumnwmm:
Aniilesanannljieniiusuiilduiudnmiilafessiaesnmiuiu azuntesuanseiidll skl
zﬁ'qummm&ﬁmﬁan@wﬁuﬁﬂaLLniﬁi%qnuﬂ%ﬂ@aﬁ’uﬁ miﬁmL?}fanmﬂﬁuﬁvﬁ@l,mﬁﬁmmLmeﬂ'NﬁnN
fugnITAUNINT AnaInALA AT e et s nantatuuda HlifReaudsuwmiteneusly
gnHExN
3. AMAARIUNITINLADININUENTTH

HAAINANGAAIUNITIHADTNINNUGNIIN %qﬁmqmmnﬂ"mﬁﬂam@ummLLﬂiﬂmumqﬁuﬁmm
W AneALaeISAIINSt (H,/D)" VRNANEUTATUIUNSsaTe Suaunaseuiaziingers Hpngandn
(T NN REL P GIR @nwmvmuqumfanmm@ AU LAZANAE IR fnnstausngaysal lnariads
104873MN1994 (H,/D) * HA InAtheariy 1 dauanmmizaniuniaawa wazanuaudednanieluns dAndiasndd
1 winNN9 0 uanstanI e lianysol (Table 2)

AN8MINEIU H,/4H, %ﬁm@”mﬂmummé’@ﬁﬂﬁLmmN@Tuﬁmwmmﬂﬁifafé”@a@mmmmiuﬁmmm‘u
VBN NANEUTWLII Tumﬁﬂﬂiquﬁq 0.02-0.23 mmmmmmmmmmvammuimmﬂu Hrpufiand
SaaauInuaziannauindifeeiu Ashsdauilaciian 0.25 feasifnduisleranutaefaiaiaassiagien

WiNAw WY 0.5 (Table 2)
AN K /K, 138 [(4DH,)"“+F]/ [(4DH,)""-F] Lﬂuﬁmﬂmuimdwﬁuﬂum@@u’rﬁ@m PUINANBULANUIU

AANGATE ANUIUNAFDTA ANUILHAFAD A muuﬂm@mmm WJ’]N'MLHL‘H@ Adnsdauszudneduatinguil

1/2 12
) ),

mﬂﬂdwumummﬂuﬁuﬁ;ﬂmLﬂuw'mui HNAUANHUZAYINENINA AINNNIINNA UATAIUIUTEIT19NE TUNE
oo | A Ay A A A o ooy @ |
ndgndaussndInEutinfesiuinndngutiintnluugnliidunewd (Table 2)

APAIUANNANATYTTNTNENTNATBIRUGNITHUAZAN N LIARENENRDT UL AL A RTINUGNITN
ARINNUGNITHOLNUALIVBSANHIUTANUIUABNGIDTD ATUIUHARDTE ALINUUILUD AINENIUA AINNIIHA
wazAanuautedeneluna HAwinil 0.57, 0.58, 0.64, 0.71, 0.84 uaz 0.84 ANaNAL LuadRIRlgNITN
atauAURAALENNEY LAAIINANHUTINATT QNALANFANL IUTILAAINALLILILAN
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AzaNNINNANEUNLAAINALLLTN ANnsnAnRanieFulseinglideg dufudneazausunasesiulas
wninslana A19RIIRUGNITNEENLALNANLN WA HAYINGL 0.48 WAz 0.40 ANERINLENITNALNINGN
2RI NANHULHANGS ITHBIANENINUIAFENTUANTENUABANHIIZFN] 20989AUIENAUNANRANITDINA
= < v

iWeaLantael (Table 2)

Table 2 Estimates of genetic components of variation, ratios of genetic components and heritability

estimates for 8 traits from a 7 x 7 diallel of tomato

Traits
i No. of No. of fruit No. of Fruit Thickness Fruit Fruit
Genetic Components NO. of
X flowers set fruits/ weight of pericarp Length Width
of Variance locules
finflorescence inflorescence plant (9) (mm.) (mm.) (mm.)
D (additive effect) 0.5411" 0.2989" 55.1665 ~ 26.3143" 0.4541" 18.8756  51.2351  0.3238
H (dominance effect)
H, 0.5687" 04202°  133.1472° 429600  0.3907" 16.1793° 224378 0.1970
H, 0.5262" 03746 1187793 358038 0.3150 165.4812° 05833 0.1624"
h 0.0435"™ 0.0184"  69.8469  18.5998" 0.3848" 0.0917" 207875  0.1282"
- ns ns ns + ns _1 0945 -
F Gene distribution 0.2265 0.0793 11.3081 20.0837 0.2353 -0.2998 . -0.0779
E EnVIronmental ns ns ns ns ns ns ns ns
0.0026 0.0021 0.7667 0.9706 0.0014 0.0326 0.0459 0.0006
effect
Genetic parameter
(H/D)”* 1.0252 1.1857 1.5536 1.2777 0.9276 0.9258 0.6618 0.7800
H,/4H, 0.2313 0.2229 0.2230 0.2084 0.2016 0.2392 0.2182 0.2060
Ky/Kq 1.5129 1.2520 11413 1.8517 1.7753 0.9830 0.9682 0.7329
h’ 0.5710 0.5807 0.4887 0.4029 0.6476 0.7180 0.8481 0.8413
h’ 0.9917 0.9909 0.9871 0.9416 0.9940 0.9977 0.9986 0.9978

™ not significant, "~ Significantly different at 0.05 and 0.01 probability levels, respectively

d51lna
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S G NUTCIN L‘IE‘EIUW]EI‘LI DriuH,) @ﬂwmvumimamummmmmLmﬂ@vmmﬁ ANBOUTNANLIN
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MnpavENATeERLLLINE AN AN AT, w1 lunisyFudseiugaasanituntsnamiuiug
QNNAN qu?jwﬁmLﬁ'uﬁﬂwmzmwLﬂuﬁﬁuimwmj‘lﬁﬁu g flagianisfulgedian Tedniluiamn
Wugnssnespdidumiulumagunlg L‘W'@mmniumm@u%mwdwﬁuﬁ:
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