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ABSTRACT

For the purpose of examination of the degree of dominance, heterosis and heritability of the
nicotine in tobacco cross hybrids, the populations P, P,, F, and F, crosses of ten featuring local and
introduced varieties of Burley tobacco were studied. As a result of the analysis a positive heterosis
of economic value was established in most of the crosses tested. It was most expressed in Hybrid
1457 and Hybrid 1462. The inheritance of the nicotine is incompletely dominant or additive. The
direction of inheritance varies both in direction of the parent with the lower and the parent with higher
levels of nicotine. In the most of the studied hybrid combinations, a relatively high coefficient of
heritability is set. So the selection with good quality of the seven genotypes will be more effective
in earlier hybrid generations (F, — F,). Low values of heritability coefficient where found in hybrids
1466, 1472 and 1478. Selection of nicotine will be effective in the later hybrid generations (F, - F).
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HACJIEAYBAIbE HA HUKOTUHOT KAJ KPCTOCKH O/l TUIIOT BEPJIEJ

3a npoydyBame Ha CTEIICHOT Ha IOMUHAHTHOCT, XeTEPO3HUCOT U XepUTAOMITHOCTA HA HUKOTHHOT
Kaj TyTYHCKU XuOpuau, ucnutysanu ce [, I1,, @, u O, KpCTOCKUTE 071 IECET TOMALIHU ¥ CTPAHCKH
COPTHU TYTYyH of TUIOT Oepiej. Kako pesynrar ox aHanu3ara, Kaj IOroJeMHOT A€ O HCIIUTYBaHUTE
KPCTOCKH 3a0eJekaH € TIO3UTHBEH XeTePO3HC CO eKOHOMCKO 3Hadewme. T0j € Haju3pas3eH kaj Xuopua
1457 u Xubun 1462. HauynmHOT Ha HacienyBamke HA HUKOTHHOT € HEIEJOCHO AOMWHAHTEH WIIH
aanTuBeH. [IpaBenoT Ha HaciieAyBamke Bapupa U KOH POIUTEIIOT CO MOHUCKA BPEAHOCT HA HUKOTHH
Y KOH OHOj co moBucoka. Kaj Hajronem nen on XuOpuIHITe KOMOMHAIINY TIOCTOH PEIATHBHO BUCOK
KOe()UIMEHT Ha XepUTAOUIHOCT. 3aT0a, CeJeKIMjaTa Of CeIyMTe F'€HOTUIIOBH CO BUCOK KBAJIUTET
ke Oune noepekTnBHA BO MopanuTe renepanuu Ha xubpumu (O, — @,). Ilonncku BperHOCTH Ha
KOE(HUIIMEHTOT Ha XepUTAOMITHOCT ce YTBP/IeHH Kaj xuopuaute 1466, 1472 u 1478. Cenekuujara Ha
HUKOTHHOT Ke Ouzie e(heKTHBHA BO MOJOIHUTE TeHEePAIlH Ha XUOPUIH (CI)5 — CDG).

Kayunu 360poBu: OepiejcKu TyTyH, HHKOTHH, XePUTaOMITHOCT, XETEPO3HC
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INTRODUCTION

The chemical composition is essential
for tobacco quality (Gyuzelev, 1983; Korubin-
Aaleksosska, 2001). In Burley tobacco, the
most important indicators shaping its use-value
are nicotine, total nitrogen, sugars, ashes and
ammonia, chlorine and proteins (Drachev, 1996;
2001; Tso, 1988). Of these, undoubtedly the most
important role has the nicotine (Manolov, 1979;
Stoilova, 2008). The use of genetic analysis
on these indicators will help to improve the
efficiency of the selection process (Dagnon
and Dimanov, 2007).

Studies of some authors suggest that

inheritance of nicotine is the most negative
overdominant and intermediate with a negative
sign. Overdominantly positive inheritance
was observed less frequently (Nicolic et al.,
1995). The literature refers to additive inheritance
of nicotine (Bing-Guang, et al.,2005). In Bulgaria,
there is little data with respect to Burley tobacco
for such studies (Dyulgerski, 2011).

The purpose of this work is to establish
heterosis events and the nature of inheritance of
nicotine in order to pick out prospective forms
high in nicotine.

MATERIAL AND METHODS

The experimental work was carried out
in the experimental field of ITTI - Markovo
village. Populations were investigated to P,
P,, F, and F, crosses of ten local and introduced
varieties of Burley tobacco: Hybrid 1435 (L 1334
x Tn 86), Hybrid 1457 (1317 B x B 21); Hybrid
1462 (L 1322 x Ky 907), Hybrid 1463 (B 1344 x
L 1330), Hybrid 1465 (L 1390 x Ky 908), Hybrid
1466 (B 1317 x Ky 8959), Hybrid 1471 (B1344 x

B 1317), Hybrid 1472 (B 1344 x Tn 90); Hybrid
1475 (B 1317 x Ky 908) and Hybrid 1478 (B
1317 x Tn 90).

Certainly the content of nicotine:
arithmetic mean (x), the average error (Sx%),
degree of dominance (d/a) by the formula of
Mather (1949), heterosis effect in terms of better
parental form (HP) in Omarov (1975) coefficient
of the trait heritability (H?) by Sobolev (1976).

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The data in Table 1 show that there is a
positive heterosis effect on the economic value in
six of the ten crosses. It was most pronounced in
Hybrid 1457 - about 15% and Hybrid 1462 - over
12%. It can be concluded that heterosis, although
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in small amounts, has an economic significance
in terms of research indicator. The economic
heterosis effect is influenced positively by far
off parents used for hybridization.
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Table 1 Data on the content and inheritance of nicotine

Parents / P, P, F, F, 2

Crosses/Indexes d/a HP H
x+Sx% x+Sx% X£Sx% X+£Sx%
Hybrid 1435
(L 1334 x Tu 86) 2.94+0.34 2.06+0.03 2.26+0.04 2.29+0.17 0.55 76.9 0.31
Hybrid 1457
(B 1317 x B 21) 2.41+0.10 2.13+£0.30 2.76+0.23 2.61+0.18 1.75 114.5 0.54
Hybrid 1462
(L 1322 x Ky 907) 2.56+0.31 2.61+£0.21 2.93+0.15 2.73+0.22 0.30 112.3 0.57
Hybrid 1463
(B 1344 x L 1330) 3.07+0.07 2.27+0.19 2.824+0.24 2.584+0.13 -1.1 91.9 0.43
Hybrid 1465
(L 1390 x Ky 908) 2.61£0.16 3.35+£0.16 2.37+0.07 2.46%0.15 -0.98 70.7 0.35
Hybrid 1466
(B 1317 x Ky 2.41+0.30 2.28+0.29 2.59+0.26 2.44+0.14 1.88 107.5 0.16
8959)
Hybrid 1471A
(B 1344 x B 1317) 3.07+0.07 2.41+0.30 2.5+£0.32 2.54+0.11 -0.73 81.4 0.43
Hybrid 1472
(B1344 x Tn 90) 3.07+0.07 2.61+0.31 3.27+0.09 2.77+0.16 1.87 106.5 0.19
Hybrid 1475
(B 1317 x Ky 908) 2.41+0.30 3.35+0.16 3.67£0.02 3.04+0.19 0 109.6 0.63
Hybrid 1478
2.41+0.30 2.61+0.31 2.81+0.06 2.83+0.11 0.20 107.7 0.12

(B 1317 xTn 90)

Inheritance of nicotine content is
overdominant for Hybrids 1457, 1462, 1466
and 1472, incompletely dominant for Hybrids
1435, 1462, 1465, 1471 and 1478 and additive
in Hybrid 1475. When the heterosis effect is
observed, of the order 0of 9.6% it can be seen that
it has a considerably high rate of traits heritability
(63). The inheritance varies in direction of the
parent with higher or lower values, depending
on the crossing.

The value of the coefficient of heritability
is quite diverse and varies depending on the
crossing. High coefficients of heritability -up to
50%, were detected in Hybrid 1457, Hybrid 1462
and especially in Hybrid 1475. In combinations
Ne 1471, 1435, 1465 relatively high coefficients

of heritability of nicotine content (0.43, 0.31,
and 0.35) are also found. If the three crosses
are removed, the coefficient of heritability is
low - less than 20%. Prevailing values of the
coefficients of heritability of the tested hybrids
showed that the genetic expression of interest in
these signs is low.

Most of the surveyed crosses showed
relatively high degree of heritability. For this
reason, the selection of genotypes with good
quality will be more effective in earlier hybrid
generations (F,—F,). In hybrids 1466, 1472 and
1478 the selection of nicotine will be effective
in the later hybrid generations (F—F ).
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CONCLUSION

1. In most of the investigated
crosses, positive heterosis of economic value
was determined. It was pronounced most
highly in Hybrid 1457 and Hybrid 1462.

2. The inheritance of nicotine content
is overdominant, incompletely dominant or
additive. The inheritance varies in direction of
the parent with higher or lower nicotine content.

3. A relatively high coefficient of
heritability of the nicotine content is set for
most hybrid combinations. For this reason, the
selection of genotypes with good quality will
be more effective in earlier hybrid generations
(F,—F,). In Hybrids 1466, 1472 and 1478 nicotine
content breeding will be effective in the later
hybrid generations (F, - F).
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