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Table 1 Cultivar's types and varieties used in this study
Cultivated type N ane of varieties Cultivated type N ane of varieties
Kositomo (E) Katy
154 Nonglin154 American Star bonnet 99
®) BL-5 Jgponica M agbeue
Japanese
japonica BL -6 IRAT13
51 Zhongbu 51 ") IRA T 268
326 Ouyu 326 A frican IRA T 109
428 Jianong 428 japonica IRA T 114
. (IRAT)
®) 13  Geoxiong 13 IRA T 233
Tawan 17 Tainan 17 IRA T 265
Japonica 251 Jianong 251 101 Jinghua 101
257 Jianong 257 © 5 Jindao 5
377 Swwon 377 North 1187 Jindeo 1187
377 Suwon 377 _China 22 Jingdao 22
japonica
©) Huazhong 12 Zhonghua 12
Korean A nzhong 93 Zhongzuo 59
leponica 381 Suwon 381 ) ITA 182
358 Suwon 358 A frican ITA 303
55 Suwon 55 i Ig;l\iga ITA 165
A G39 ITA 184
©) lapar 9 Ningjing 9
Brazil R
japonica CNA 6187-3 12N ingjing 12
(n 216N ingdao 216
Northw estern
M CP231-4 j@onica 43Hua 43
(B Riw-1 23N ingjing 23
American -
japonica L agrue 16 N ingjing 16
Jackon
13 93 2%, - 21 8% 119 6%
ol : 36 : x Ccx
: A) , 36 3,
, 1 119 6%; X (Ix E),
, 34 3 g, 107 5%; x
BxA) 30¢g
1 3
2
21
211 , 10% 3
, 336 , x
10% 25 (CxA) x OxB) x
69 4% 21 2, (1xB) X (1x C) X
19% - 24 8% RAT (IxF) 10%
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, 10%
85 8%, 75 9%, 70% 213 2 :
69 4% 4 : 12 5%,
212 2 : :
, 52 1%, : 100
1 15%, : ,
Q 25%
x (CxB) x (CxA),
2

Table 2 Heterosisof the Fihybrids of different ecotype combinations

GV P PP FSP
Combiner Fi/g M P/% CK /% Fi M P/% CK /% F1 M P/% CK /%
Fivalue OPH OCH Fivalue OPH OCH Fivalue OPH OCH
Bx A 310 79 4 88 4 15 6 347 124 9 9a 2 24 2 - 106
Cx A 36 3 93 2 119 6 18 9 46 6 172 0 86 7 27 3 - 140
Dx A 12 9 - 248 - 218 14 2 42 8 104 9 46 2 - 315 - 542
Ex A 19 6 11 48 18 7 11 4 36 63 6 77 7 53 - 229
Fx A 195 130 18 3 11 8 14 9 70 3 63 4 - 146 - 371
Gx A 27 1 43 9 63 9 117 7 8 69 0 9 4 17. 6 - 44
Hx A 27 3 39 6 65 4 17 - 59 68 8 88 9 26 5 - 119
X A 21 7 Q4 313 80 - 21 14 4 107 6 84 67
CxB 25 2 518 52 5 219 75 9 215 6 61 3 -21 - 393
DxB 24 9 65 6 50 5 15 6 63 9 124 8 65 7 61 - 349
ExB 19 4 26 2 17 8 10 7 16 54 1 76 3 11 8 - 243
Fx B 18 6 228 125 95 - 32 37 3 6Q 7 - 93 - 399
Gx B 19 6 17. 9 18 8 11 6 11 32 67 4 80 4 52 - 203
Hx B 220 26 5 333 10 6 - 119 525 73 9 141 - 268
Ix B 231 19 0 39 9 81 - 172 16 3 102 3 92 15
Dx C 137 - 168 - 172 120 10 9 730 48 5 - 155 - 519
Ex C 16 2 - 36 -17 109 - 75 578 77. 8 221 - 228
Fx C 200 211 21 3 100 - 102 44 4 82 4 320 - 183
Gx C 24 8 371 50 0 11 4 -29 64 3 9 8 26 3 - 99
Hx C 16 8 - 108 17 11 8 - 112 70 3 63 6 56 - 369
Ix C 237 121 43 5 97 - 124 395 94 8 52 - 60
Ex D 14 5 - 47 - 120 80 - 102 15 2 69 5 10 2 -311
FxD 13 9 - 69 - 157 6 3 - 229 - 87 72 4 17. 2 - 282
Gx D 14 0 - 149 - 151 91 26 30 2 79 9 12 0 - 208
Hx D 13 6 -213 -17.8 6 2 - 407 - 113 73 2 228 - 275
IX D 24 0 24 8 45 5 83 16 18 9 109 7 23 8 88
Fx E 159 37 - 35 78 - 156 12 3 711 45 - 295
Gx E 16 5 -21 -Q1 96 -24 381 82 2 60 - 185
Hx E 16 9 - 45 21 84 - 267 20 3 74 1 125 - 265
Ix E 34 3 74 4 107. 5 10 4 14 8 49 6 128 2 350 27 1
Gx F 22 8 37 7 38 2 10 3 12 8 48 6 92 5 213 -83
Hx F 21 3 22 7 28 9 81 - 245 16 6 84 6 310 - 161
Ix F 231 19 5 40 2 6 8 - 198 - 24 107. 5 14 8 6 6
Hx G 20 9 10 6 26 4 91 -197 307 97 2 312 - 36
X G 21 2 18 28 7 74 - 188 58 111 3 79 10 3
Ix H 23 2 72 40 5 73 - 312 53 116 4 27 3 15 4
M ean 211 18 7 27. 8 10 6 Q25 521 83 5 12 5 - 172
value
Me&{;/o 19 0 115 13 03

heterosis
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2 Continued Table 2
TGN PL SS
Combina- F1/g M P/% CK /% F1/an M P/% CK /% F1/% M P/% CK /%
Fivalue OPH OCH Fivalue OPH OCH Fivalue OPH OCH
Bx A 22 0 31 - 157 200 14 1 18 6 73 0 - 13 - 243
Cx A 21 8 22 - 16 3 19 4 54 14 9 77 2 95 - 193
DxA 19 0 - 194 - 272 210 49 24 4 350 - 47 2 - 629
ExX A 20 1 -40 - 227 205 50 211 56 9 - 99 - 405
FxA 25 8 30 - Q9 200 67 18 4 55 0 - 222 - 426
GX A 23 2 85 - 110 191 17 131 81l 6 93 - 147
HxA 255 7 6 - 20 21 2 77 25 3 77 85 - 250
X A 25 6 12 0 - 19 19 8 6 6 17 3 8l 4 36 - 149
CxB 19 3 - 112 - 259 19 5 12 7 15 5 52 9 - 216 - 47
Dx B 24 7 32 - 52 20 6 89 22 0 747 16 8 - 218
Ex B 24 1 12 7 - 75 20 0 8 8 18 4 720 20 5 - 243
Fx B 311 221 19 3 19 0 78 12 6 61 4 - 92 - 358
Gx B 22 4 30 - 140 19 6 10 7 15 8 73 6 28 - 230
Hx B 26 4 94 13 19 8 75 17 4 787 24 8 - 177
Ix B 279 201 70 191 91 12 9 89 2 18 0 - 67
Dx C 19 9 - 16 8 - 234 20 8 49 22 9 40 0 - 344 - 581
Ex C 19 8 - 76 - 240 21 2 10 0 25 4 56 3 - 17 - 41 2
Fx C 251 - 15 - 36 20 5 10 9 21 5 60 2 - 71 - 371
Gx C 23 8 85 -85 191 29 130 80 4 16 8 - 160
Hx C 227 - 60 - 128 21 0 84 24 5 517 - 141 - 459
Ix C 25 8 - 10 - 68 18 6 10 2 15 85 6 - 106 Q2
EXD 255 78 - 22 217 38 28 2 53 9 Q2 - 436
FxD 30 3 93 16 2 19 6 - 24 16 2 8L 7 334 - 146
Gx D 19 6 - 185 - 249 20 8 35 23 4 57 4 - 121 - 400
Hx D 29 9 13 7 151 20 5 - 22 215 811 42 9 - 152
IXx D 26 7 47 23 20 0 Q3 18 4 80 8 16 6 - 155
Fx E 28 4 13 2 92 18 6 -50 101 65 8 14 6 - 312
GX E 21 4 - Q3 - 180 21 6 10 2 280 55 5 - 98 - 420
Hx E 26 6 11 8 22 21 4 44 26 6 61 9 170 - 353
Ix E 250 91 - 41 21 8 12 2 29 0 712 89 - 256
Gx F 23 9 - 63 - 82 20 9 10 8 237 64 5 - 66 - 326
HX F 314 12 6 20 5 20 7 47 22 3 831 377 - 131
IX F 3B1 300 34 6 19 2 28 137 91 2 251 - 47
Hx G 24 6 17 - 55 18 8 - 48 11 3 69 4 77 - 275
Ix G 259 11 2 - Q6 19 5 41 15 4 8l 4 7 - 150
Ix H 281 97 80 20 3 35 19 9 92 0 341 - 41
M ean 250 4 4 - 44 201 59 19 0 69 4 46 - 271
value
Mea/;:”’ 52 53 52
heterosis

(Note): GV P. grain weight per plant; PP. panicles per plant; FSP. filled sikelets per panicle OPH. over parent heterosis OCH.

control heterosis TGN. 1 000-grain w eight; PL. panicle length; SS seed set
214 2 , )

4 4%, ,
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Table 3 The count of combinations surpass check by 10% and its rate
Ecotype B C F G H
A 20(95) 20(100) 17(41 8) 21(47. 6) 13(92 3) 6(83 3) 7(71 4)
B 5(80) 6(66 7) 5(60) 7(42 9) 8(62 5) 5(100)
C 8(50 0) 9(66 7) 9(88 9) 9(44 4) 7(100)
D 11(36 4) 6(16 7) 5(0) 3(0) 10(8a 0)
E 16(31 3) 14(35 7) 8(37 5) 5(80 0)
[= 10(7Q 0) 8(75 0) 7(100)
G 6(83 3) 7(71 4)
H 12(83 3)
10% (%)
Note Rate of the combinations surpass check by 10% of grainweight per plant
22
A)
4 4 ®B) ; RAT (F) ITA
H) :
; ©)
, (1
Table 4 Comparison of main agronom ic characters of combination w ith sane ecotype parent
/9 /an /%
Parents GNP PP FSP TON PL SS
A 24 44 12 92 82 20 22 86 20 12 66 48
B 26 53 14 10 82 49 23 54 19 85 72 25
C 26 45 18 44 71 39 20 81 19 66 61 35
D 17 66 12 85 59 26 22 43 20 71 56 04
E 18 14 10 02 77. 76 23 75 20 83 60 47
F 18 40 8 99 73 13 31 08 19 67 66 78
G 20 84 10 28 89 48 22 78 20 03 69 76
H 20 23 Q15 83 98 26 91 20 46 73 67
I 24 29 8 23 109 73 2748 19 78 84 06
23 ITA
5 9 36
: 6 : :
9 13 ,14 17 )
, A) ®) Q2269 Q 2219,
(n ; ©) ©)
RAT  (F) ; , 9
ITA H) 1 2 )
(1) 236¢; (©) ITA
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Table 5 A gronomic traits and combined morphological trait index (CM T index) of ecotypes
/g /g /am
amT Plant
Ecotypes index GNP PP FSP TGN height
A 221 19 5 12 0 78 2 20 9 101 0
B 22 3 15 2 11 2 67 1 217 100 7
C 155 180 13 8 58 1 218 89 3
D 14 0 14 8 79 56 8 26 2 116 8
E 12 3 157 99 69 4 211 95 7
F 14 8 151 86 66 7 29 2 106 8
G 19 4 181 Q7 85 8 218 101 6
H 10 0 19 6 12 9 62 4 26 6 102 7
I 20 6 23 6 84 120 5 24 7 102 7
50% ,
1 8 1 L
50% ) )
8 L
X (Ix E),
6
Table 6 Differencesof indica-jgponica differentiation of the parentsfor the combination typew ith strong heterosis
/g /%
Combination types GNP Competitive heterosis DPCM T
Cx A 36 3 119 6 6 6
Ix E 34 3 107 5 83
Bx A 310 88 4 Q2
Hx A 273 65 4 11 3
Gx A 271 63 9 27
CxB 25 2 52 5 6 8
Dx B 24 9 50 5 83
Dx C 24 8 50 0 15
(Note): DPCM T. Different of parentsin QM T index
L 9 1
1 L Fl 1
ITA
, , X X
X

, ; RAT
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Studies on heterotic ecotypes and heterotic patters of jgponica rice

L IUWei"? SHIYan-1i',L | Zi-chao’,
M A Hong-wen’,WANG Jian*, ZHANG Hong-liang’
(1 TheCrop Research Institute o N ingxiaA cadeny o A gricultural and Forestry Sciences, Yongning,N ingx ia 750105 China;
2College d A gronany and B iotechnology, ChinaA gricultural U niversity,B eijing 100094, China)

Abstract: The heterotic ecotypesw ere studies by analysing of heterosis of the Fihybrids,w hich were
created in a diallel set of cross betw een 9 ecological types T he heterotic patterns of japonica ricew ere alo
established The result indicated that Jgponica ecotype of Northw est China, T aw an, Jgpanese and Korea
w ere considered as heterotic ecotypes in this study. T he best heterotic patterns in this study w ere Jgponica
ecotype of Koreax Japanese Japonica ecotype, Japonica ecotype of Northw estx American rice and T aw an
japonica ricex Japonica varieties of Japanese It suggested that N orthw est Japonica varieties have heterotic
genes in number of grains, Taw an, Japanese and Korean japonica varieties in number of panicle, RAT
varieties in grain weight, and there were not significant differences of correlation coefficient betw een
heterosis and the divergence of parents in morphological traits

Key words rice; heterosis heterotic ecotypes pattern



