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QLY eSSy Al Jalsall ) AaLaYL A
iap il ((Aad el e Taldie)) Yiad diall alti
(0.97) caall & Csall 2o doa 8 ddle Cuyql)
+(23.3%) (ormd (g a8 e 488
e ddal el il 8 dnsiae gl culS

.

A paall A Sl 5)4) iy Ciuall B cigiad) aae g Gusindl B ighall 3o (4) Jgaa

Ciall B Ggall s wusipdl B Cighuall dac )
. o . . . o . . L)
aatl) Qulatl) | AN diud) S A reatl) Galatl) | AW Adud) | A6 A =
44.12° 43.9° 4433° 14.83° 14,33 1533® | A
41.22° 40.78° 41.66° 16.67° 16.33? 17 B
38.04° 37.4¢ 38.67¢ 14.5% 14.67° 14.33% | C
33.33¢ 32.33¢ 34.33¢ 14.22° 14.44% 1454 D
39.18 38.6 39.75 15.1 14.94 15.17 il gial)
0.86 1.14 1.33 1.82 1.29 2.84 Lsd5%
0.99 0.97 0.97 0.53 0.64 0.32 Cuysill Ay
21.91 23.3 19.62 9.07 8.75 7.56 o
o sys

11.77 12.79 10.74 6.5 5.84 6.8 GCV%
11.82 12.9 10.87 8.87 7.2 11.93 Ph CV%
L16Ghis *Glial  0.58 clsindl  0.82 Glad | 1.98yin *Gilial 0.99 il 1.4 Galuadl | Lsd5%
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Abial Ly (§ 7.17)Aasg 2l 5okl oy ATl )5 Al
ol L iy lgiia (¢ 24.66) LSY) 23l A il
Ghsll DY) Jalae il 2y Augadl k) ce
(50.48%) s redadll DY) Jalae &l Lt (50.24%)
il daall oda o Al Jalgall a6 A8 Y ki 1
o Aailjie (0.99) Aalgll () daa 8 Adle Cuygll day
Aapn ) Adall oda A LD (93.03%) (i Sy o
glSe Jullyy e s ad e cuiilp Adlall Gyl
Ds) (sl g Clasl) Gyl e ddall o3 (s
.(Akbar et al.,2008) Jusl

: Ear weight §/gusiad) ¢is

sina Gab 3sas oY) Al (B ((5) Jsaad) o
135 dugpaall ApSadl 53 5k Gn gl (s ddal
G dugrall GLSY) o Shsl) eldl e dy
OS5 (¢ 67.78) ) daall ol alall Laugiall Jiag
Gl Ol o pesiell By JN1 Dl
osiyll Y 5l A Canal) Gl Lay (¢ 43.03)
Lagpad) okl aes o Lsine ollyy B (¢ 85.66)
¢(30.39%) Jhsll CAY) Jalas &l 8 Adall o3gy
il ¢(30.54%) gredaal) DAY Jalea il Ly
43ilfie (0.99) Gusipll (s Ada (4 Alle Cyall da
Al L ny 1385 ¢(56.16%) s (S a2 oo
Akbar ) daall o3¢l sl cppueatll Jladll Ayl 6]l
(et al.,2008

Qs Adeal dygine Cligyp Loaf Apll) Al 8 Cipels
Gl LSy Aug el Sl 33 55k Gn sl
g e Gk 0Nl ) Al ge ol 33
il awse A Al Caglall El Gl by Ly
OS5 (¢ 67.2) S daall o3¢ alall Lo giall Jumy Cum
il Lk o Gesiell By U8 Dl
(& 97.8) SV aaedl A Canall elbial Laiy (¢ 44.83)
il s Al phll mes o bsiee Gy i
Jalee iy L ¢(35.3%) Jhsll lal) Jeles
Alle Cuygll dayy CulSy (35.6%) el DAY
et (Shyg a3 aa A8dlia (0.98) Lusiall ()5 dba A
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:Cob weight g/aalgal ¢y~

g 3o 2sns ) Al A (5) sl
Ja 13 A yndl 480 353 55k o Al @l )3 dial
deas daa dugpad) Gl gn Jhe eldll e
D casall (S5 (¢ 15.89) ) ddall o3g) alall Jawisial)
Lig (¢ 7.24) dwgad okl gu dalal by, J8Y)
e (§ 23.83) dalall LY il A Gl ekl
b 5 el gy Ausgpaall okl asen o Lsina Gl
Jalee ali Lan ¢(48.09%) (Jhsll <Dia¥) Jales
Al 5 claadlall bda (48.37%)gredad) DAY
3sas of A elal A Yasien, 2000) gt b lle
Y PR e cliall fpaadll ey Sl il
(0.98) Aslsll () dbm b Adle Cyysll dap culs,
2 i (Kars ¢(88.16%) (oo Sy pd e Aadljia
Ol ua palidsly S il a8 plinl dal
@ Wlad) Dlae il adlll Cuall dus oly o Sl
.(Kashiani et al.,2010) cgpall Jals onas

Qs Adual dygina il Loafd Agll) dad) 8 el
32l il Ll Ay paall ApSall 3 )k Aa gl
350 Layys Asina e (e oKLy (oY) Al e (luall
(il amse DA A Agall Cagylll Ll el
OS5 (¢ 15.42) ) daall odgd plall Janssiall iy Cam
bl e caall b dalal by O DGl
SV 2l A Gl dllie) Ly (3 7.1) dugyal
Ayl )l g e Lgine cllly B (5 25.48)
Jalae oy Lainy ¢(53.23%) (Sl CDEAY) Jalae iy
daall B ey (53.49%)gsedad) DY)
Ojo et ) &l Jalsall Zdlayl Adhll Jalsll
Al ()5 dba 8 Alle Cuyall da s cailSy ¢(al., 2006
A judyg (99.3%) i Sy p pe 43815 (0.99)
Mohammadia 4sall sda e ddly) Gliall 3k
.(etal., 2003)

Qs Al asendll Qa8 Lygiee gl il
Lsidl Jeas Gun g jadl 480l 5,3l 35k oy daldl)
s VI D canall ol ¢ 15.66) ) daall o3l alal
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Ay, ke (3 91.73) S sl A ol lbial Lei
COUAY) Jalae &l 385 Ausgpadll k) pen e sin
ERY) dale & L ((32.14%) s
Dwall A a6 3B e Jy b (32.2%) skl
Gl 3 Al il ge LY & WS ddaall o2 e
& Adle Euyall 4 ils ((Kashiani et al.,2008)
e (b p ae A8l (0.99) Lusiall )y Ada
oda o ALYl 4l Jalsall $ylas dai (59.2%)

.(Rafique et al., 2004) dsal

&b AaY) Ll Glaay )t eda i (65.2%)
s o e Jis Leadl gy 1oy cclicall o3a o et
SSars e bl cplall ) oimy oredaall colall e 88
Deadll Gl e claall s3] 4y 3gisall Clam) 2y o
- (Najeeb et al.,2009)sed24ll
(s Adal el Jdaill 8 dysima gl cuilS
das i gyl L8 5 5k g Gusipal
D casall GlS5 (¢ 67.49) Y ddall s3gd alall das sial)
((§ 43.93) dugpad) 3ol G Gusipal) ()5 daeal J8Y)

Aangaal) 4y Sl 5,300 Cilia¥ () usially Aadgil ¢35 (5) Joa

sl 0 glaadsdl ¢y ‘
. . . . iy
Aeal) Jalail) A5 Aaud) AR )| apaadl Judanl | AGEY D) | ) Adud)
91.73° 97.8° 85.66" 24.66" 25.48" 23.83" | A
55.51° 52.36° 58.66° 19.43° 18.37° 2048" | B
78.86" 73.56 84.16" 11.36° 10.71° 12.01° | C
43.93¢ 44.83¢ 43.03¢ 7.17° 7.1¢ 724 | D
67.49 67.2 67.78 15.66 15.42 15.89 | lausiall
2.6 5.8 4.1 1.54 1.63 0.63 | Lsd5%
0.99 0.98 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.98 | Cuysll day
59.2 65.2 56.16 93.03 99.3 88.16 | % sl axiil
32.14 35.3 30.39 50.24 53.23 48.09 | GCV%
322 35.6 30.54 50.48 53.49 4837 | PhCV%
4.5 *Glial 228 clpall 322 Glia | .36k *Gilial 0.68 <ilsiall 0.96 Ciliad | Lsd5%

(Devi et al.,2001; El-Shouny et al., casall (0
.2005; Mohan et al., 2002)

Lsine (3538 dsay SV Al 3 ((6) dsaad) G

LSl B0 5ok o sl 3 sl e dinal
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Number of grains (usiall A qeall se-
:per ear

el GlisSa o amy pesipall (4 sl e ()

) Gl dala o 8l $yem i Gl degd)
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@hy aali ae A3l (0.86) Lusipll (A sl 2
Ahsl Jaleally daall 5l ey 13ag (28.34%) s
.(E1-Shouny et al., 2005) sl Jalsall (s S

Grain weight per §/gugiall A qgal) &3y
sine 3308 dsas V) Ll 3 (16) Jsanll ear
Al Bl Sk g pasiall (B sl s ddal
Gl gn Shl el e Jy 13y A jad)
50.1) ) daall o3¢ alall Janssiall Joms Cum syl
G ol B ipall By I D Gl GlSs o
sl C Canall @lbial Loy (¢ 35.48) dugpaall )kl
Ligina Gy lgiia (5 70.82) Lusipall 3 apnll 5V
Jaelea s d5 Aaall sdgr Augyall o)l aaen e
CAY) Jalee il Lain ¢(20.8%) S5l <aduay)
daa b ddle Cuygll dap culSy ((23.07%)ekaall
hy pali ae A3le (0.91) Gusipll (A sl 0
Slo Al Al Jalsall 56 dag (50.8%) (oo
.(Yasien, 2000) déall o34

Qs Adeal Aygine liy i Apl) Al 3 Gl L
e Al Al B Gk i el (A sl
A3 3gm Layys Aagina 2 3ok Y Al co L)
daall o3¢l alall Javsgiall Jums Cum cdinll Cagplall il
& sl by GV B Gl (IS5 «(§ 47.16) L
dial Ly (£37.3 ) Al okl gu Gusipal
(¢ 68.84) Lusiall & Casall LY (gl A Canall
Ay Al hll ces e gt ol g
Jalee gl Ly ¢(31.09%) Shsll <BEAY) Jalaa
Al Euall da )y cilky (31.47%) g redaall DALY
Al ae 43850 (0.97) Gesipall (A sl (s dia 4
) Gkl il A Gl a5 (57.9%) s s

daall o3 e AglaY) Aghsdl Jelsdl syl
-(Yasien, 2000)

(s Adal capendll il 8 Apsiaa il 8l Culs

G g yaall LSl 530 5ok G Gusipall (B paal)
OS5« 48.63) U diall o3¢l slad) Lavsidll Jeaj
(£36.64) Gugndl ORI Gu by B D Gl
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LY G Sh aeldll o Jy 1y Al
S diall o3yl Al bugidl Jeay Cus gl
Gesiall b saall Tae JAYI D Gaaall (85 (606.1)
B ciiall ¢l lay (480.67)  dugynadl okl o
Al Gsiie (709.33) Gusiall & asall HSY) aaall
A sy sl ol dugndl R aea o Lgies
Jalee il L ¢(16.5%) (sl DEaY) Jales
daall 5b ) i ag (19.75%)@sedaall cadiay!
Aoy @ilSy bl dalsall ALYl 4l Jalsadl
(0.7) usipnll (& cgall 2o dia & Al Cu)4il
oo Uil 38555 . (26.72%) st Sy ad pe 485
(Ojo et al.,2006; Jlaall 134 8 A5Lall & gad) Rl
Akbar et al.,2008; Najeeb et al.,2009; Kashiani

il Eyyal) clags o i et al.,2008)
cousiall (B Q) e ddal dle

22e dial Lygine il Load 40l Ll 3 el
Augradl Sl I Gk g pusiall (B sl
Jas Cun o IV Aad) oo Aygina e 3ok Sl
D cuiall S5 ((476.4) Y daall o3¢ aladl Jasidl)
(472) dgynall 5ol G Gasipall 8 Cagaall aae JAYI
sosipll g gall SV aall B canall bl Ly
Al Rl aes e Gsie dlly Gsite (665.5)
Jalae iy Lt (15.4%) sl DY) Jalee iy S
Alle Gyl dapn @il (15.9%) @ pedadl DAY
P e A8dyia (0.94) Casiall A sl 2e Rda 8
Gluall sl cudll o6& 5 (28.07%) oo s
-(Najeeb et al.,2009) deall o2 e dilay)

e ddal el Jdsill 8 dnsiae gl culS
Cua e gydall Sl 3 5k (g el G sl
OS5 ¢(541.25) ) daall o] lall Lagiall Jiay
iy o(472)3msnall 3oh0 o Tae JN) D Canall
Lsine cllyy Wsiie (687.4)12c $SYI B Canall dlbial
DAY Jelae il 3y LAugaall Gkl ges e
@AY debe Al Law ((16.2%) s
daa & Ale Cuygll Ay il o(17.48%) g sedadl)
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(Rafique et bl splue il Lailing (21.6%) s
glle culS gl clag of ) el A al, 2004)
Sle by b sy gusiall (A Gsll gl

- s Ll e dasiie A

Ay Bgie (£57.76) Ly SV C Gl IS Ly
LAY Jalae &y 385 Augpadll Okl pen e ising
LAYl delae il Wiy (54.6%) sl
dia B Adle il dap cuilss ((55.66%) s edadl
@hs a5 e e (0.95) Gusipadl (A sl s

A paall A Sl 3,4 CiliaY (usial) (B qisal) G399 sl axe (6) Jeaa

Elousind) b s 0139 usial) b gl axe .
) Jaladll | ASEN Ll | A A | aeadl Judadll | AN Al | A6 A m—
57.46% 68.84° 46.08™ 654.6" 629.19® 680 A
42.615¢ 37.3% 47.93 687.4° 665.5° 709.33* | B
57.76° 44.7° 70.82° 551¢ 547.7° 554.33%¢ | C
36.64° 37.8° 35.48¢ 472¢ 463.3¢ 480.67°° | D
48.63 47.16 50.1 541.25 476.4 606.1 il sl
4.61 4.55 6.3 76.1 44.23 129.9 Lsd5%
0.95 0.97 0.91 0.86 0.94 0.7 Eaygill Ay
21.6 57.9 50.8 28.34 28.07 26.72 | % sl Al
54.6 31.09 20.8 16.2 15.4 16.5 GCV%
21.66 31.47 23.07 17.48 15.9 19.75 Ph CV%
4.9y *dlinal 248 Clsiall 3.5 Gluad | g8 4o *Galial 44.2 Clgndl 62.5 GilusSl Lsd5%

ouihall Y aall B o A gl S Ly (1)
R g o Lsime clly s (2) ol e
Ghsll Y] Jelee gl Ny Al sder duss )yl
((34.6%) srekadl) CDUAY) Jalea iy Lty ¢(29.6%)
Slo Guilall e daa 4 Alle Guyygll dag culsy
(48.5%) s by adh ae ddilie (0.73) clal
ALY daall sda o ddlysll Jalgall a0 Gl ghays
- (Yasien, 2000) 4dul) Jalsadl )
e Adal dggiee e Gl G ) A Gyl
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Number of ears per <!l Jo Guadlal) 2ae—
:plant
ey els 3ueS A clal) e Guihel) 230 ()
A Jalgny gl Al gAY Ll claall g ola
el dygina (355 25n AsY) Al G (7) saal Gy
Lugyaad) A<l 3,30 Gyl o alall e Gailal) aae
Cun g ynall G Ga Shsl aelill e Jay g
canall (5 ¢(1.58) ) daall o3¢ alal) Jausgiall Juay
Lagaal ol o el e Gulall lae J8&) D
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-(El-Shouny et al., 2005)

e Adal aeatll Jiladll 8 dygiea DlE ) cuilS
Cun g prall Sl 53 ok o Ll e Gl
Canall iS5 ¢(1.58) Y ddall o3gd alal) Laussidll Jua
dugyndl Lkl g bl Je Gailall e 381 D
Slo palall e YA Guall GlS Ly «(1.16)
okl asen o (spine o IS8 @l s (2) wlal
i ¢(17.9%) bl CDEAY) Jales gy 885 305504l
dap ilky ¢(22.8%)edaall CDUAY) dalaa &l
(0.61) @il Jte puihall sxe dia 4 dlle Euygill
Salgall il lldg (23.41%) o S5 a2 pe 4ddyia
.(Yasien, 2000) 4aall s2a e diinlly 44,5l

o Al A<l 3 il e clal) e uilal)
daall o3a Aad b glaiis sl V) L) e claal
amse DA b 3l Jalgadl 301 Gl agmy Lays
(1.5) GV diall o3gd alall Lagiddl Juas G daad
Gl e Guilall Taae D 5 C 5 B caall oS
aall A Caiall el Ly (1.33) dwgynall okl
o e S @l gt (2)lil) o Gutlall LY
sl GV Jalas s 85 Ausgpal Gl pes e
(21.9%)gpedadll DAY dalee &l Laiy (18.9%)
clall e Guihal) 23 dia 8 ddle Cuygll day culS
oo b @llyy (49.8%) s (s adi an 48l (0.75)
dacall o o dvid) Jalsall dLeaYU 4l Jalall 3)ban

A paall A Sl 3,4 diliaY cldl) Jo uilad) a3e (7) Jsia

abdl) Jo Gudlall ae .
— — IR
ranl) Jalatl) | AN Lwd) | Y0 Asad)
2° 2° 2 A
1.66™ 1.33%® 2 B
1.33% 1.33% 133" |C
1.16"¢ 1.33%® 1° D
1.58 1.5 1.58 3l siall
0.47 0.74 0.57 Lsd5%
0.61 0.75 0.73 Euygill day
23.41 49.8 48.5 %o sl pil
17.9 18.9 296 | GCV%
22.8 21.9 346 | PhCV%
0.71 s *ilial 0.35 Gl 0.5 Gl : Lsd5%

-1001-



‘_,,JS; slia callad (BU dass

L ADAy sl )

£= 316 Losipll b ) diey 1= 369 sipnll s
cr =285 il e uihall s pe chma aladly ¢
G ol s on cuma ey L) da o LS
Sl 1= -103 Lugipll B cagiall dey Luginl
P e pusiall A gl () ddal Q) (Ko
@ el e hugiey (egiall )y Adal i)
(Rafiq o pe (3 105 agin (ol D)) ) Gugipal)
sy gl Juala oo b)) dla of e et al.,2008)

sl Sl (3 Gl aae g dall )55 usiadl gl

: Correlation coefficient bli N Jalaa

e (m daplidl AL e ple s Loyl
Gliall o A8 paas & sl (Gepts, 2002)
.(Kashiani,et al.,2008) V) ile a5 of Jé
Al lany) Aol aaad Loy Jelae e aliiags
gyl 450 3Lkl clial

Aa On g (ol Bl a5 (8) Jsaall e Laadls
(r = ol & Cusiall Qs sl (A sl 0
Caall & gl e ga Jaussia syl U5 9527)
r = 445 Lugiall Jshs =456 Aal@ll 0350=.586

Ly paal) 4 Sl 5,400 Cilial Adlidal) ciliall ¢ Bl Y1 Jalas (8) Jgan

. ouilad) 23
. . s |dsdall s | qgal) s qugal) e OJs ST ST N BT
dug il cliall . T B s T U A T
o] Gugindl | ugipd) A | iuall B | puglad) B salgl §/Aal Al | £/ usindl | Gusindl 4
s siall Jsha| 8467 389 9157 | 8037 579" 9177 | 568 445
o pusipal) Lad - 6637 | 7757 | 8547 580" 7637 | 406 369
el e -
ot st - 419 | 807 396 422 | -100- | -.103-
Syl
ot il e - 874 711 965" | 716 586
Caal)
8 (@] ‘ *k sk
o ] e = 6697 | 8547 | 404 | 316
Sl
- 772 4 2
R 77 67 85
£ JAsl@l s - 6317 456
§ o) s - 952"
%1 (gsiue dic dygimall** %5 (s die 4 gimall®
sl b sl iy sl (s Al (g b gilly ity

e cuilS Gyl dapn of Jaadl Gandll Jslas (e
Glsgyaall Glaal) abies die e Ay 22 ae 488l
< oSy Jhsll e el goedaall DAY Jalaas

-

-1002-

sie Ligine sl S a1 ) ol Jas Ll

Jsb gbal Lgee oS clsiadl il ccliall goen
Jels W o) ousiadl (B gl Gyes (a)msin)
Gesipall ki lial lgina S st aa Sl S5l
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oAl (B al) g5 Al dlle dygine ails (Ol)
D e el G sl (3 S S
& el e haugiag gusiall )y ddal Glaay)

caein (ola) Bl gagl Gusiyall

o L) a5 (2005) e gl 5 sy
Joaladl ad iiale ALy, . pfdall §i clings

Kol By Shstia dueh3ll Al flasyl desend)
2010 « el Z3ayls

o bl Lyt lialedl (1991 ). aniall e deal (ua
Al gisilly 5l Apell
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Variation, Heritability and Interrelationships of Ear Yield and Its Components in
Four Inbred Lines of Sweet Corn (Zea Mays L. Saccharat)

Mohammad Nael Khattab*®, E. Safaa Al

ABSTRACT

Four genotypes of Zea mays L. saccharat were used in this study, these are: (Taj (Taiwan), Merritt (US),
Kenuz (US), obtained from the Agricultural Research Center in Damascus in addition to a local genotype
(Faihaa) which was used as the control, The objective is to study the genetic behavior through the analysis
of the following traits: ear length and ear diameter, number of rows per ear, number of kernel per row, ear
grain weight, cob weight, ear weight, weight of grain in ear, and ears per plant, inorder- to find out
genotypes characterized by good qualities and high productivity of this important crop for fresh
consumption and for export in the coastal zone of Syria. The randomized complete block design was used
with three replicates. The experiment was conducted in the city of Latakia, Syria, Dmsrkho area in two
seasons 2013 and 2014. Analysis of variance indicated that the genotypes differ significantly for all studied
characters, moreover, years effect varied significantly for ear length (cm) and grain weight of ear (g),
genotype by years interaction was significant for ear diameter, cob weight, ear weight, grain weight.
Heritability values were high and associated with high genetic advance for all traits, and phenotypic
coefficient of variation was slightly higher than genetic coefficient of variation. Kenuz was found to be an
excellence type with significantly high values for the traits:(ear length, cob weight, ear weight, number of
kernel per row, and ear grain weight). Merritt was found to be excellent type with significant high values
for (ear diameter and number of rows per ear). Taj was found to be superior for ear grain weight .
Selection for higher era grain weight could be possible through the selection for ear weight as they are

positively correlated.
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