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ABSTRACT: A line x tester crossing technique was undertaken for the identification of best heterotic
crosses for seed cotton yield and its components traits in upland cotton (Gossypium hirsutum L.) using
thirteen parents (3 lines and 10 testers) and their thirty resultant crosses along with a check GN. Cot. Hy-
18 in a randomized block design with three replications during kharif 2020-21 at Main Cotton Research
Station, Navsari Agricultural University, Surat. The highest heterobeltiosis and standard heterosis found
in cross GSHV-01/1338 x ARBC-1351(81.45% ) and GJHV-566 x GSHV-213 (51.16%) for seed cotton yield
per plant respectively. Among the 30 hybrids, eight hybrids showed significantly positive heterobeltiosis
and four hybrids showed significant positive heterosis over standard check GN. Cot. Hy. 18 for seed cotton
yield per plant. Four crosses viz., GJHV-566 x GSHV-213, GSHV-01/1338 x ARBC-1351, GISV-323 x G.
Cot-16 and GISV-323 x ARBC-1351 recorded positive and significant heterobeltiosis and standard
heterosis for seed cotton yield per plant along with yields contributing characters like Plant height, bolls
per plant, sympodia per plant, boll weight, ginning outturn and seed index. Therefore, such cross
combinations may be recommended for commercial cultivation as hybrids or further production of more

desirable recombinants and superior varieties.

Keywords: Cotton, Line x Tester, Heterosis, Heterobeltiosis, standard heterosis.

INTRODUCTION

Cotton is a soft, fluffy staple fiber that grows in a boll
or protective capsule, around the seed of cotton plants
of the genus Gossypium. Cotton is known as “King of
fiber crop” and “White gold”. There are about 50
species of cotton in the world from which Gossypium
arboreum, Gossypium herbaceum, Gossypium hirsutum
and Gossypium barbadense are cultivated. India is
ranked 1% place in the world with estimated production
of 362.18 lakh bales (6.16 million MT) during cotton
season 2021- 22 i.e., 23% of world cotton production of
1555 lakh bales (26.44 million MT). India got 1% place
in the world in cotton acreage with 120.69 Lakh
Hectares area under cotton cultivation i.e., around 36%
of world area of 333 Lakh Hectares. Indiais also the 2™
largest consumer of cotton in the world with estimated
consumption of 338 lakh bales (5.75 million MT) i.e,
22% of world cotton consumption of 1507 lakh bales
(25.63 million MT). 3" largest exporter of cotton with
estimated export of 45 lakh bales (0.76 million MT)
i.e, 8% of world export of 597 lakh bales (10.15
million MT) in 2021-22 (Anonymous, 2022). Cotton is
often cross-pollinated crop, which is accessible to the
development of homozygous genotypes as varieties and
at the same time amenable to commercial exploitation
of heterosis by exploitation of additive as well as non-
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additive genetic variance. Heterosis, commonly referred
to as hybrid vigour, is the superiority of an F; over its
parentsin terms of any trait and the term given by Shull
(Richika et al., 2021). Hybrids have occupied nearly
90% of the area of cotton cultivated in India. Thereisa
continuous need to develop more potential hybrids and
adopt novel approaches for improving hybrid
performance.

MATERIALSAND METHODS

The experimental materials comprised of thirteen
diverse genotypes of cotton including three lines
(females) viz., GSHV-01/1338, GJHV-566, GISV-323
as well as ten testers (males) viz, ARBC-1351, Phule
Yamuna, GSHV 213, TCH-1716, H-1452, BS-27, H
401/2014, GISV-216, G. Cot-16, DELTA-15 of
Gossypium hirsutum L. and their thirty resultant crosses
aong with a check GN. Cot. Hy-18 were evaluated in a
randomized block design with three replications during
kharif 2021-22 at Main Cotton Research Station,
Navsari Agricultural University, Surat. The hybrid (Fy)
seeds were produced by Doak (1934) method and
parent seeds were obtained by selfing of parents.
Observations were recorded for 15 different characters
viz, plant height (cm), days to 50% flowering,
sympodia per plant, bolls per plant, boll weight (g),
seed cotton yield per plant (g), ginning outturn (%),
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seed index (@), fiber length (mm), fiber strength (g/tex),
fiber fineness (mv), oil content (%), gossypol content
(%), protein content (%) and phenol content (%). The
experimental plot wise mean values of five randomly
selected plants were used in each statistical analysis.
The mean performance of parents, as well as hybrids,
were subjected to statistical analysis for different
characters. Analysis of variance was carried out to test
the dignificance for each character as per the
methodol ogy suggested by Panse and Sukhatme (1985).
Heterobeltiosis (BH) was calculated using the method
given by Fonseca and Patterson (1968) and Standard
heterosis by Meredith and Bridge (1972).

RESULTSAND DISCUSSION

The analysis of variance showed highly significant
differences among the genotypes for all the traits except
for sympodia per plant and revealed that a considerable
amount of variability was observed among
experimental material. Analysis of variance depicting
the mean sum of squares for fifteen quantitative traitsis
presented in Table 1. The genotypic variance was
further partitioned into parents, hybrids, and parents vs
hybrids. The differences among parents were highly
significant for all characters under investigation except
for sympodia per plant, bolls per plant, seed cotton
yield per plant (g) and protein content (%). Hybrids
were also found highly significant for all characters
except sympodia per plant. Differences due to parents
vs hybrids were also found significant for al the traits
under study except for sympodia per plant, fiber
strength (g/tex), fiber fineness (mv) and phenol content
(%).

For days to 50% flowering, the parent which took
minimum days was considered to be a better parent. For
fiber fineness and gossypol content, the parent with
minimal value was considered to be a better parent and
accordingly heterosis were calculated. For these
characters heterotic effects in the negative direction
were desirable. The heterotic effects were desirablein a
positive direction for all the remaining characters
except mentioned above.

Plant Height. According to better parent heterosis,
none of the hybrids showed significant and positive
heterobeltiosis. While, as per the standard heterosis,
best performing positively significant hybrids were
GISV-323 x ARBC-1351 (19.16%), GJHV-566 x
GSHV-213 (18.64%) and GJHV-566 x H 401/2014
(16.17%). Similar findings have aso been reported by
Ashokkumar and Ravikesavan (2013); Chhavikant et
al. (2017); Gonhil et al. (2017); Vavdiya et al. (2019);
Richikaet al. (2021) for standard heterosis only.

Days to 50% Flowering. The best performing
negatively significant hybrids for days to 50%
flowering as per better parent heterosis were GISV-323
x H-1452 (-8.80%), GISV-323 x GISV-216 (-8.00%)
and GISV-323 x ARBC-1351 (-7.11%). Out of 30
hybrids, the best performing negatively significant
hybrids for standard heterosis were GISV-323 x H
401/2014 (-12.44%), GISV-323 x GISV-216 (-11.33%)
and GISV-323 x H-1452 (-10.78%). Similar findings
have also been reported by Gohil et al. (2017).
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Sympodia per Plant. For this trait, none of the hybrids
showed significant positive heterosis over the better
parent and only one hybrid GSHV-01/1338 x ARBC-
1351 (28.35%) showed positively significant standard
heterosis. It shows similarity for standard heterosis with
the results of Ashokkumar and Ravikesavan (2013);
Chhavikant et al. (2017); Gohil et al. (2017); Khokhar
et al. (2018); Vavdiyaet al. (2019).

Balls per Plant. GJHV-566 x GSHV-213 (71.11%)
had significant heterobeltiosis among 30 cross
combinations, followed by GISV-323 x ARBC-1351
(67.88%) and GSHV-01/1338 x ARBC-1351 (59.44%)
while for standard heterosis only two hybrids viz .,
GSHV-01/1338 x ARBC-1351 (51.19%) and GJHV-
566 x GSHV-213 (42.50%) exhibited significant
heterosis for this trait. The present findings are in
fidelity with the reports of Ashokkumar and
Ravikesavan (2013); Chhavikant et al. (2017); Khokhar
et al. (2018); Vavdiya et al. (2019); Richika et al.
(2021).

Boll Weight (g). Hybrid GSHV-01/1338 x Phule
Yamuna (21.51%) and GISV-323 x BS-27 (10.06%)
exhibited significant heterobeltiosis. GISV-323 x BS-
27 (28.52%), GISV-323 x GISV-216 (18.46%) and
GISV-323 x H 401/2014 (16.95%) were the top three
hybrids with positive and significant standard heterosis.
Similar results also reported by Ashokkumar and
Ravikesavan (2013); Chhavikant et al. (2017); Khokhar
et al. (2018); Richikaet al. (2021).

Seed Cotton Yield per Plant. For Seed cotton yield
per plant, eight hybrids exhibited positive and
significant heterobeltiosis. The hybrid GSHV-01/1338
x ARBC-1351 has the highest heterobeltiosis (81.45%),
followed by GSHV-01/1338 x H 401/2014 (51.08%)
and GJHV-566 x GSHV-213 (50.75%). Four cross
combinations exhibited significant and positive
standard heterosis viz, GJHV-566 x GSHV-213
(51.16%), GSHV-01/1338 x ARBC-1351 (48.11%),
GISV-323 x G. Cot-16 (39.07%) and GISV-323 x
ARBC-1351 (36.26%). Similar results also reported by
Ashokkumar and Ravikesavan (2013); Chhavikant et
al. (2017); Gohil et al. (2017); Khokhar et al. (2018);
Pavitra et al. (2019); Rani et al. (2020); Richika et al.
(2021).

The per se performance of the top five crosses along
with standard heterosis and better parent heterosis for
seed cotton yield and the yield attributing traits that
registered significant and desirable standard heterosis
for the particular crossis summarized in Table 5.
Ginning Outturn (%). Five crosses, GISV-323 x
GISV-216 (11.41%), GISV-323 x G. Cot-16 (11.19%),
GISV-323 x H 401/2014 (10.28%), GISV-323 x Phule
Yamuna (8.98%) and GISV-323 x GSHV-213 (5.56%),
showed considerable and positive heterobeltiosis. Out
of 30 cross combinations, GSHV-01/1338 x G. Cot-16
(17.72%) exhibited the highest desirable heterosis
followed by GISV-323 x GISV-216 (17.38%) and
GISV-323 x G. Cot-16 (17.06%). Similar results were
also reported by Richikaet al. (2021).

Seed Index (g). The GISV-323 x GSHV- 213 cross had
the largest heterosis over the better parent (21.68%),
followed by GJHV-566 x GISV-216 (14.78%) and
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GISV-323 x BS-27 (12.93%). The top three hybrids,
GISV-323 x GSHV-213 (16.30%), GISV-323 x BS-27
(9.85%) and GJHV-566 x GISV-216 (7.75%), showed
considerable and positive standard heterosis in the
desired direction among the 30 hybrids. Chhavikant et
al. (2017); Gonhil et al. (2017); Pavitra et al. (2019);
reported similar results.

Fiber Length (mm). Only one cross (GSHV-01/1338 x
BS-27) outperformed both the superior parent and the
standard check in terms of heterosis. Ashokkumar and
Ravikesavan (2013); Lingaraja et al. (2017); Khokhar
et al. (2018); Pavitra et al. (2019) also recorded similar
results.

Fiber Strength (g/tex). Among 30 hybrids, significant
heterobeltiosis was observed only in one cross GSHV -
01/1338 x GSHV-213 (4.14%). None of the hybrids
showed significant and positive standard heterosis for
thistrait. Lingargja et al. (2017); Khokhar et al. (2018);
also recorded similar results.

Fiber Fineness (mv). GIJHV-566 x BS-27 (-9.49%)
revealed significant and negative heterosis over the
better parent out of 30 hybrids. None of the hybrids
possesses significant and negative value for fiber
fineness as per standard heterosis. Similar results have
been reported by Ashokkumar and Ravikesavan (2013);
Lingargjaet al. (2017).

Oil Content (%). Eleven crosses out of 30 exhibited
positive and significant heterosis over the superior
parent. Among them, the top three were GSHV-
01/1338 x H-1452 (29.71%), GSHV-01/1338 x GISV-
216 (28.48%) and GIJHV-566 x ARBC-1351 (23.97%).
Nineteen hybrids out of the thirty exhibited positive and
significant value for this trait. Among them, the top
three were GISV-323 x Phule Yamuna (44.56%),
GJHV-566 x ARBC-1351 (44.54%) and GSHV-

01/1338 x Phule Yamuna (44.14%). Ashokkumar and
Ravikesavan (2013); Vekariya et al. (2017) dso
recorded similar results.

Gossypol Content (%). Nine crosses showed
significant and negative heterosis for both over better
parent and standard check for gossypol content. Out of
30 hybrids, top three hybrids for heterobeltiosis were
GISV-323 x ARBC-1351 (-19.05%), GISV-323 x H-
1452 (-11.94%) and GISV-323 x GSHV-213 (-8.59%).
The cross GISV-323 x H 401/2014 (-5.77%) had the
greatest desirable standard heterosis, followed by cross
GSHV-01/1338 x GSHV-213 (-5.16%) and GSHV-
01/1338 x DELTA-15 (-5.00%). Ramani et al. (2017);
Vekariyaet al. (2017) also recorded similar results.
Protein Content (% ). Out of the thirty crosses, eleven
were significant and positive for heterobeltiosis, while
ten were significant and positive for standard heterosis
for thistrait. Top three hybrids, viz., GISV-323 x TCH-
1716 (29.04%), GSHV-01/1338 x H 401/2014
(28.13%) and GJHV-566 x H 401/2014 (24.51%)
recorded positive and significant heterobeltioss.
Hybrids GSHV-01/1338 x H 401/2014 (24.64%)
followed by GISV-323 x TCH-1716 (22.93%) and
GJHV-566 x H 401/2014 (21.11%) exhibited positive
standard heterosis. Ashokkumar and Ravikesavan
(2013); Vekariya et al. (2017) aso recorded similar
results.

Phenol Content (%). The cross GISV-323 xG. Cot-16
(36.57%), followed by GJHV-566 x H-1452 (33.99%)
and GISV-323 x Phule Yamuna(16.66%) had
significant heterobeltiosis. The cross GISV-323 x G.
Cot-16 had the highest standard heterosis (33.14%),
followed by GJHV-566 x H-1452 (32.84%) and
GSHV-01/1338 x H-1452 (31.71%). Balakrishnan
(2006) reported similar findings.
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Fig. 1. Heterobeltiosis and standard heterosis of top five crosses for seed cotton yield per plant.
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Fig 2. Heterobeltiosis and standard heterosis of al hybrids for seed cotton yield per plant.
Table 1: Analysisof variance for experimental design for different traitsin cotton.
Seed .
Plant Daysto - Ginning
Sour ce of variation df height 50% Sympodia Bolls per Boll weight (g) cotton outturn
(cm) flowering per plant plant yield per %)
plant (g)
Replications 2 85.90 8.85 26.44* 32354 0.46** 1689.65 2.74
Treatments 42 | 956.36** 13.43** 11.30 683.73** 0.72** 8724.60** | 9.86**
( Parents 12 | 1726.66** 10.92* 1211 232,01 0.96** 3211.23 13.39**
i Females 2 243.69 4.46 31.70* 98.36 1.98** 1086.19 7.65*
i Males 9 | 1252.36** | 13.12** 8.31 213.70 0.82** 2749.01 14.19+*
i Fe‘;/l‘;";"s 8961.23** | 403 711 664.12* 013 1162136 | 17.66**
%
ParentsvsCrosses | 1 | 612453+ | 11801+ 7.13 15680.96+* 235+ 191987.27* | g9 10w+
Crosses 29 | 459.41** 10.83** 1111 353.19%* 0.56** 4686.60** | 5.32**
Error 84 18351 455 8.40 124.98 0.07 2021.66 137
Seed Fiber Fiber Fiber Qil Gossypol Protein Phenol
Sour ce of variation df index (g) length strength finenes | content content content content
9 (mm) (g/tex) s (mv) (%) (%) (%) (%)
Replications 2 0.03 7.65* 38.85** 1.81%* 0.06 0.00** 11.27** 0.01**
Treatments 42 3.07** 1.64** 1.31%* 0.3** 17.46** 0.00** 16.05* 0.02**
@ Parents 12 1.48** 1.44* 2.16** 053** | 10.08** 0.01** 2.93 0.00**
i Females 2 1.02+* 155 5.62%* 0.58** 9.02** 0.02** 5.73 0.03**
ii Males 9 1.54** 148 1.62* 058** | 11.33** 0.01** 0.60 0.00**
ii Fe',\;l‘:z"s 1 1.86%* 081 011 0.00 0.94 0.01+* 1821%* | 0.00**
Parents vs Crasses 1 1.81** 6.26** 0.13 0.04 20.32** 0.03** 30.97+* 0.00
Crosses 29 377+ 157** 1.00%* 0.21** | 20.41** 0.00** 20.97** 0.03**
Error 84 0.06 0.76 0.42 0.07 0.55 0.00 1.86 0.00
* and ** indicates significance at 5% and 1% levels of probability, respectively.

Table 2: Estimation of heter obeltiosis (HB) and standard heterosis (SH) for plant height (cm), daysto
50% flowering, sympodia per plant, bolls per plant and boll weight (g) in cotton.

Plant height Daysto 50% mpodia per Boll weight
ﬁ:)' Crosses (cm) fI¥7wering > glant i Bollsper plant (@)
) HB SH HB SH HB SH HB SH HB SH
1. GSHV-01/1338 x ARBC-1351 | -10.23 6.69 -452 | -6.93* 266 | 2835% | 59.44** | 51.19** 0.00 -1.34
2. GSHV-01/1338 x GSHV-213 -8.06 9.27 568 | -858* | -1252 | 937 20.59 14.35 | -12.84* 201
3. GSHV-01/1338 x H-1452 -10.83 5.97 -2.26 -4.73 765 | 1546 31.66 24.85 -3.02 -13.76*
4. GSHV-01/1338 x DELTA-15 | -11.96* 4.63 -1.13 -362 | -1844 | 197 30.43 23.68 7.59 -14.43*
5. GSHV-01/1338 x TCH-1716 -6.67 10.92 -173 | -638 | -17.23 | 348 29.79 23.07 1.24 -4.19
6. GSHV-01/1338 x GISV-216  |-15.68** | 021 571 | -913** |-19.33 | 085 34.01* 2708 | -12.12¢ -12.42*
7. | GSHV-01/1338 x Phule Yamuna | -5.98 11.74 179 -5.83* 915 | 1358 23.39 17.01 | 21.51** -8.05
8. GSHV-01/1338 x BS-27 -25.04** | -1092 | -621* | -858* | -20.30*| -0.35 9.13 3.48 -2.16 14.26*
9. GSHV-01/1338 x H 401/2014 -5.63 12.15 059 | -693 | -1687 | 394 35.65* 28.63 301 252
10. GSHV-01/1338 x G. Cot-16 -10.40 6.49 -452 | -693 | -1713 | 361 2151 15.22 -6.40 -17.79**
1. GJHV-566 x ARBC-1351 -4.21 3.19 117 | -6.93* 2.33 9.35 48.31* 2351 -7.63 -4.53
12. GHV-566 x GSHV-213 8.88 18.64* 7.60¢ 1.33 533 | -073 | 71.11** | 4250** | -418 7.72
Vanapariya etal., Biological Forum — An International Journal  14(4): 1141-1147(2022) 1144




13. GJHV-566 x H-1452 -2.29 525 4.68 -1.42 0.65 10.83 49.02** 24.10 -7.63 -4.53
14. GJHV-566 x DELTA-15 -841 -1.34 4.68 -1.42 -1.77 -5.07 11.60 -7.06 3.08 6.54
15. GJHV-566 x TCH-1716 -1.72 5.87 2.92 -3.07 -1.73 -5.03 14.90 -4.31 1.30 4.70
16. GJIHV-566 x GISV-216 -5.07 227 351 -2.52 -6.47 -9.61 41.12* 17.53 8.77 12.42*
17. GJHV-566 x Phule Yamuna -5.83 144 0.00 -7.48* -7.43 5.89 19.05 8.22 -6.01 -2.85
18. GJHV-566 x BS-27 -10.42 -3.50 0.58 -5.28 -3.77 -7.00 21.71 1.36 -0.57 16.11**
19. GJHV-566 x H 401/2014 7.84 16.17* -1.18 -7.48** 3.03 5.47 40.02* 16.61 211 5.54
20. GJHV-566 x G. Cot-16 1.05 8.86 -1.17 -6.93* 712 352 41.09% 22.88 -6.98 -3.86
21. GISV-323 x ARBC-1351 471 19.16** -7.11* -9.13** 8.36 15.74 67.88** 26.11 -5.95 8.72
22. GISV-323 x GSHV-213 0.18 14.01* 0.57 -2.52 15.13 20.72 34.78 7.43 -0.73 14.77**
23. GISV-323 x H-1452 -5.16 7.93 -8.80** | -10.78** | -16.42 -7.96 44.94% 8.88 -6.53 8.05
24, GISV-323 x DELTA-15 -2.26 11.23 -3.17 -5.28 1.84 -3.45 39.91 5.10 -8.85 5.37
25. GISV-323 x TCH-1716 -13.48* -1.54 -1.73 -6.38* -4.03 -9.14 7.26 -19.43 -7.69 6.71
26. GISV-323 x GISV-216 -18.82** -7.62 -8.00** | -11.33** -0.28 -5.59 -23.69 -42.68** 247 18.46**
27. GISV-323 x Phule Yamuna -11.31 0.93 4.76 -3.07 -23.17* -12.12 25.35 13.95 -15.09** -1.85
28. GISV-323 x BS-27 -19.10** -7.93 -1.48 -3.62 7.30 1.58 10.18 -17.23 10.06* 28.52**
29. GISV-323 x H 401/2014 -8.78 3.81 -6.47 | -12.44** 15.07 17.80 35.44 1.74 1.16 16.95*
30. GISV-323 x G. Cot-16 0.90 14.83* -4.30 -6.38* 21.63 15.94 48.52** 29.35 -7.11 7.38
SEd + 11.33 1.72 2.36 9.09 0.22
CD @ 5% 22.52 3.42 4.69 18.07 0.44
CD@1% 29.84 454 6.21 23.94 0.59
Range Minimum -25.4 -10.92 -8.80 -12.44 -23.17 -12.12 -23.69 -42.68 -15.09 -17.79
Maximum 8.88 19.16 7.60 133 21.63 28.35 7111 51.19 21.51 28.52
Signi. crosses 06 05 06 18 03 01 12 00 05 11
Positive 00 05 01 00 00 01 12 02 02 07
Negative 06 00 05 18 03 00 00 01 03 04

Table 3: Estimation of heterobeltiosis (HB) and standard heterosis (SH) for seed cotton yield per plant
(9), ginning outturn (%), seed index (g), fiber length (mm), fiber strength (g/tex) in cotton.

Seed cotton yield per Ginning outturn . . Fiber strength
Sr. plant(g) (%) Seed index (g) Fiber length (mm) (gltex)
No. Crosses
HB SH HB SH HB SH HB SH HB sH
L GSHV'Ol’llggf XARBC- | giases | 4g11r | -053 | 1343+ 191 -1321%* 143 015 240 | -184
2 GSHV-0U/ 1231958 x GSHV- 7.16 745 234 | 14400 | -651%* -13.04¢% 119 273 414 | -150
3 GSHV-0/1338 x H-1452 | 3059 6.50 020 | 1601%* | -11.50%* 25,02+ 205 357 012 230
GSHV-01/1338 x ] " ] I ] ] ]

4, Yo 2266 0.12 039 | 1358 264 16.4 281 410 282 334
5, GSHV'Olﬁzs XTCH- | 4400 17.70 055 | 1495+ | -10.61% -15.04+* -1.96 -3.49 073 | -415
6. GSHV'OUSSB * GISV- 36.28 1123 145 | 1568+ 887+ 7,755 242 -3.94 061 | -449%
7. GSHV-01/1338 x Phule 27.00 3.66 304 | 1056+ 039 -14.94%+ 493 263 162 | -196

Yamuna
8. GSHV-01/1338 x BS27 |  46.60¢ 1066 | -751* | 547 021 253 774 | 6.06* 248 | Lo

GSHV-01/1338 x H <k < x - %k R ok R _ * . ok =

9. A 51.08 2332 176 | 1603 9.24 21.92 3.60 5.19 4.88 334
10. GSHV-0/ 113§'8 * G. Cot- 6.15 6.29 323 | 1772+ | 1278 24,654+ 119 -0.39 061 | g,
11. | GHV-566xARBC1351 | 2080 17.70 135 | 1227 237 835 3.80 086 060 | 357
1. GHV-566 x GSHV-213 | 50.75+* | 5L16* 040 | 11.20% -358 -0.48+* 335 114 049 | 4o
13. GIHV-566 x H-1452 20.80 17.70 043 | 1036** | -7.73* 1337+ 147 | 589 000 | 242
14, GHV-566 x DELTA-15 063 317 111 | 1207+ 312 -0.05++ 089 -045 185 |
15, GIHV-566 x TCH-1716 3.38 073 | -1149 | 119 -4.76* -0.48++ 094 203 230 | L.
16. GHV-566 x GISV-216 | 33.46* 30.04 271 | 783 14.78%* 7,754 212 -156 206 | 4o
17. GJIHV-566 x Phule 158 103 282 | 771 | 2280 27544 126 1.14 08l | -115

Yamuna
18. | GIHV-566x BS27 1890 585 230 | 829 2.86" 2.00 201 090 024 | 276
10. GHV-566 x H401/2014 | 27.94 24.66 343 | 1464 319 0.12+* 041 416 | 533+ | -380*
20. GIHV-566 x G. Cot-16 2306 19.90 215 | 84stx | 1127+ -16.70%* 304 074 012 | g
21 GISV-323x ARBC-1351 | 4456* | 36.26* 000 | 1381%* | -3164% -34,66+* 355 302 | 624 | 4o,
2. GISV-323 x GSHV-213 202 2234 | 556* | 1099 | 2168 16.30°* 103 048 | 568" | -4.26¢
2. GISV-323 x H-1452 2552 1832 012 | 849+ 059 499 297 244 261 | -115
2. GISV-323 x DELTA-15 1865 1184 0.94 5.46 12155 16,03+ 0.93 149 363 | -219
25. GISV-323 x TCH-1716 758 1288 | 271 | 1123+ 7.66%* 2.89 047 008 | 477 | 334
26. GISV-323 x GISV-216 2733 | -3150* | 1141 | 17.38 501 921+ 047 0.08 136 | o1
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GISV-323 x Phule
27. yamuna 17.72 10.96 8.98** 13.85%* 4.94* 0.30 -0.92 1.49 0.68 2.19
28. GISV-323 x BS-27 12.05 5.62 4.25 8.91** 12.93** 9.85%* 0.47 1.02 -3.29 -1.84
29. GISV-323 x H 401/2014 27.46 20.15 10.28** 16.45%* -0.97 -5.36* -0.12 0.43 -5.78** -4.26*
30. GISV-323 x G. Cot-16 47.54%* 39.07* 11.19** 17.06** -7.45%* -11.54** 117 172 -5.90%* -4.49*
SEd + 36.42 0.95 0.22 0.72 0.53
CD @ 5% 7241 1.90 0.43 143 1.05
CD@1% 95.95 2.52 0.57 1.89 1.40
Minimum -27.33 -31.50 -11.49 1.19 -31.64 -34.66 -4.93 -5.89 -6.24 -7.03
Range Maximum 81.45 51.16 1141 17.72 21.68 16.30 7.74 6.06 414 219
Signi. crosses 09 05 07 27 20 26 02 03 09 14
Positive 08 04 05 27 07 00 01 01 01 00
Negative 01 01 02 00 13 23 01 02 08 14

Table 4: Estimation of heterobeltiosis (HB) and standard heterosis (SH) for fiber fineness (mv), Oil
content (%), Gossypol content (%), Protein content (%) and Phenol content (%) in cotton.

Sr. Flbezr:]l\rlweness oil E:;Dn)tmt Gossypol content (%) Protein content (%) Phenol content (%)
No. Crosses HB SH HB SH HB SH HB SH HB SH
1. GSHV-01/1338 x ARBC-1351 6.06 -1.41 13.40** 12.96** -5.85** -3.43* -17.77%* -18.77%* -28.00** -15.62**
2. GSHV-01/1338 x GSHV-213 6.06 -1.41 -23.75** -0.32 -7.54** -5.16** -22.03** -21.87%* -27.98** -15.60**
3. GSHV-01/1338 x H-1452 -0.76 -7.75 29.71** 43.73** -5.71*%* -3.29* -11.78* -13.15* 12.39** 31.71**
4. GSHV-01/1338 x DELTA-15 15.45** 0.00 -11.25%* 14.04** -7.38** -5.00** -13.85* -12.03* -31.31** -19.50**
5. GSHV-01/1338 x TCH-1716 10.61* 2.82 22.84** 21.37** -0.04 -4.11** 18.17** 12.57* -24.37** -11.38**
6. GSHV-01/1338 x GISV-216 21.21** 12.68** 28.48** 40.79** 3.89** -1.10 -20.71** -21.92%* -30.86** -18.97**
7. G%V-gl;#s::ax Phule 10.32 -211 19.22** 44.14** 2.78* 2.10 19.86** 18.04** -22.50** -9.18**
8. GSHV-01/1338 x BS-27 9.09 141 -13.17*%* 12.57** 2.29* -1.75 -11.80 -14.86* -29.01** -16.81**
9. GSHV-01/1338 x H 401/2014 12.12% 4.23 -5.54 16.96** 0.55 -0.85 28.13** 24.64** -12.51** 253
10. GSHV-01/1338 x G. Cot-16 4.55 -2.82 -1.45 -2.63 11.70** 10.45** -13.37* -10.86 -31.36** -19.57**
11. GJHV-566 x ARBC-1351 6.77 0.00 23.97** 44.54** 0.56 0.27 -3.20 -4.38 -16.53** -17.25%*
12. GJIHV-566 x GSHV-213 -2.63 4.23 7.78* 40.89** -1.26 -1.55 -6.00 -5.80 -8.17* -8.96**
13. GJIHV-566 x H-1452 -5.26 141 -13.77** 0.53 2.63* 2.33** -5.87 -7.33 33.99** 32.84**
14. GJHV-566 x DELTA-15 30.08** 12.68** | -18.84** 4.30 -0.09 -0.38 -9.01 -7.09 -12.98** -8.55%*
15. GJIHV-566 x TCH-1716 3.45 5.63 17.30** 36.75** 1.83 -2.32* 5.16 2.18 -31.50** -32.08**
16. GJIHV-566 x GISV-216 -0.63 10.56* -12.74** 1.73 1.95 -2.95* 9.51 7.84 -11.90** -12.66
17. GJHV-566 x Phule Y amuna 7.94 -4.23 6.69 28.99** 0.08 -0.58 9.35 7.68 -22.81** -23.47
18. GJHV-566 x BS-27 -9.49% 0.70 5.35 36.57%* 4.46** 0.34 24.50%* 20.97** -3.70 -3.86
19. GJHV-566 x H 401/2014 15.94** 12.68** -17.52** 213 0.90 -0.51 24.51** 21.11** -6.16 -6.97*
20. GJIHV-566 x G. Cot-16 -5.48 -2.82 -16.25%* -2.36 -2.00 -3.09* -5.38 -2.64 3.98 3.08
21. GISV-323 x ARBC-1351 3.01 -3.52 -3.82 17.05** -19.05** -1.51 14.44* 13.05* 11.02** -0.83
22. GISV-323 x GSHV-213 9.93* 9.15 9.33** 42.92** -8.59** -2.03 16.36** 16.61** 11.79** 7.85*
23. GISV-323 x H-1452 9.22 8.45 6.83 30.01** -11.94** -0.65 3.69 2.08 -4.74 -15.81**
24. GISV-323 x DELTA-15 6.50 -7.75 -23.58** -1.80 -2.59* 0.67 511 7.33 -15.96** -11.68**
25. GISV-323 x TCH-1716 -2.13 -2.82 -16.12%* 2.08 2.55* -1.62 29.04** 22.93** -8.54* -16.68**
26. GISV-323 x GISV-216 0.00 -0.70 -14.14** 4.48 3.26* -1.71 15.59** 13.83** 7.67* 0.32
27. GISV-323 x Phule Y amuna 13.49% 0.70 18.79** 44.56** -0.87 -1.53 4.86 3.27 16.66** 8.07*
28. GISV-323 x BS-27 213 141 9.82** 42.37** 11.57** 717+ 12.52* 8.61 -2.23 -2.39
29. GISV-323 x H 401/2014 5.80 2.82 6.31 31.62** -4.43** -5.77+* 17.52** 14.32* 11.14** 255
30. GISV-323 x G. Cot-16 3.55 2.82 -19.06** -1.50 -0.07 -1.18 -4.84 -2.08 36.57** 33.14**
SEd + 0.23 0.63 0.01 111 0.02
CD @ 5% 0.45 1.26 0.02 221 0.05
CD@1% 0.59 1.67 0.03 2.93 0.06
Range I Minimum -9.49 -7.75 -23.75 -2.63 -19.05 -5.77 -22.03 -21.92 -31.50 -32.08
| Maximum 30.08 12.68 29.71 44.56 11.70 10.45 29.04 24.64 36.57 33.14
Signi. cross 09 04 23 19 18 04 17 16 25 23
Positive 08 04 11 19 09 04 11 10 08 05
Negative 01 00 12 00 09 00 06 06 17 18

* and ** indicates significance at 5% and 1% levels of probability, respectively.

Table5: Best heterotic crosses and their performance for seed cotton yield and related parametersin

cotton.
Best crosses Mean Better parent Standard Significant standard heterosis of other yield
(P1x Py) yield/plant (g) heterosis (%) heterosis (%) attributing traitsin desired direction
GIHV-566 x GSHV-213 34389 50.75¢* 51.16%* Plant height, Bolls per plant, Ginning outturn, Oil
i i i content
> - -
GSHV-01/1338 x ARBC-1351 336.94 8145+ 48117 Daysto 50% flowering, Sympodia per plant, Bolls per
plant, Ginning outturn, Oil content, Gossypol content
- > - —
GISV-323 x G. Cot-16 316.39 47 5ax+ 39,07+ Plant height, Days to 50% flowering, Ginning outturn,
Phenol content
- > - —
GISV-323 x ARBC-1351 310.00 24,56+ 36.26* Plant height, D_ays to 50% flovv_en ng, Ginning outturn,
Oil content, Protein content
GJIHV-566 x GISV-216 295.83 33.46% 30.04 Boll weight, Ginning (’Ofrtg:t Seed index, Gossypol

* and ** indicates significance at 5% and 1% levels of probability, respectively
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CONCLUSIONS

The current analysis revealed significant amounts of
both desired heterobeltiosis and standard heterosis for
various traits. These imply the potential for cotton
improvement through heterosis breeding. Top-ranking
crosses based on per se performance and standard
heterosis were nearly identical, although heterobeltiosis
resulted in a dlight difference. Since better parent
heterosis is less reliable, ranking based on standard
heterosisis morereliable.

FUTURE SCOPE

Out of 30 crosses, four crosses viz., GJHV-566 x
GSHV-213, GSHV-01/1338 x ARBC-1351, GISV-323
x G. Cot-16 and GISV-323 x ARBC-1351 recorded
positive and significant standard heterosis for seed
cotton vyield per plant. Therefore, such cross
combinations may be recommended for commercial
cultivation as hybrids or further production of more
desirable recombinants and superior varieties.
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