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R Type-S Block Designs for Control versus Test Inbred
Lines Comparisons for Diallel Crosses

Young Nam Sonl)

Abstract

In this paper, block designs for control versus test comparisons among the lines for
diallel crosses are proposed. These block designs are constructed by using balanced
incomplete block designs. Also, the efficiencies of the diallel crosses block designs
obtained through this method are tabulated for number of lines 23 or less.

Keywords : diallel crosses, general combining ability, control inbred line, test inbred line,
balanced incomplete block designs.

1. A&
o] w wul(diallel cross)Al 8& A& KENYoA ZXA F(inbred line)? FAZ E4E& 47
st=u o] &¥x= ®BA7) A (mating design)olth AR T2 FAHZFHA EAE e pTY 2
AENN A 2aAEY A 2AEY g (,)2 JEZ »E 243 o&HE

A ;
Mg g2 mujel g %W Griffing(1956)S n.o wet 471x] Feje] o] A vl (Complete
Diallel Cross: CDCO)AIE-& A <3t

CDC AgA pHe 2= ZaAEY Yutz3%5 2 (general combining ability: geca)& Hl 33}
7] 9% AFZE Gupta®t  Kageyama(1994)7} A" T8 E¢H] EZ(nested balanced
incomplete block)ﬂ]il—"“ ol g3te] HA ZE2AYL AASAL Deyst Mihda(1996)E 4% #
B33 Bgu|E22 AYEL o3 E=2A48 183 Das, Dey$t Dean(1998)& Dey %(1996)9] ¥
He g% °]“EJLBH74]Q% AMA B9k Choi®t Son(2001)2 ¥ E¢v] £ Z(Balanced
Incomplete Block : BIR)A 83 A&® 78 E¢u EZAYS oj4stq 85 CDC AJE 74
st WHE AASA

2F7kA o] B8 CDC A B A7 pHe ZE ZuATLY gea' vl A” A
o=z F :51174]%7},] geca B30 —E-— o] M2 FdsArt. et oW AP FHo] ¥
Al 23 A % (control inbred line) =¥ ®F 1A %(standard inbred line)# ¥l 1A F(test
inbred line)zte] gead W maEd YuhE AF7HA AAE BEF CDC AFeze vlu a7
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T gea ¥MlnRT A9} vln FRAFNY geaiHE A E(precision)7t EA HlZE 5
t}. HZo] Choi®t Gupta 283 Kageyama(2002)= H4 ZuAES vl ZuAE geai ™
€ HliLst7] #31AM Pearce(1960)9] BtSl- Sitype- SIAE S coldavjA g or &Rste] £y
EEAY S 743t BRI ESAEY 58498 AAEAT o2 F 2RAFTTY geaiH
Aolg FAst=d oA EE2AFY T84S A vlu AT E&A4H vlu 2uA
729 A&AdoE UFo AASAcU oE8 =5AE FolAM Series 2, Series 3 1
Series 4914 AAte] E&Ao] T2 E&4HY A Yehts F57t sdth

A 2uAZH Bl SuAFLY geaE W7 A BE CDC AgdA 489 F54
o] BE ZuAETY geaZ#He] vl Je Aol otz FAS vlu ZUATILEY gea WX
of ez Hu ZRAFLY EEHEUE A ¥ ZaAFLY &G0 Folof #4
et 2 AFdAE vl ZaAZTLY gee HIZE JF LEAEY FA9 Hlu ZuAEZT
¢} gea MIAE A EZAYY &40 I =A JEtve AF BHY- S (rectangular Type-
S; R Type-S) E& o|AuujA & ol A EEAS AATH o]& f3lA 2-HAAE R
Type- S E2A18S& Aslx BIB A¥S o]&% R Type- S £F ojdwujA o] FAAUY
T AT gead#te] HolRite Fx it 3-AAME 2-8MA HASEE R Type-S E£F
A 284S FE3l2 p<23¥9 W Raghavarao(1971)9] BIB #Alg S o]l &3 E2A8 5&
qe B2 AAG

2. R Type-S EEZA489 FAUY
ple ZRAFTE e oAl FA 2RAEES0, N2 2X2AES 1,2,..,p—12 Y

!
SR oldamn Age] o8t T % & nold ¥ W =¥ (Singh# Hinkelmann, 1995)
& obefst 2o] Hog

v

Y=ypl,+4d,g+ 48+ ¢ 2.1)

714 Ye nx]1 #F g HEoln pe MAARLE, 1,& EE 8471 1 #x]1 HHE Ued
o B, g=(80,81,82,.,85-1)F B=(B1,B2,....B:) T A% gca EHAEHY EEFHY
HE Yetls 4,45 242 p7le gead b9 EEe] ul&dts AFPFHolL ex HTOI
0, 4ol *Q nx1 248 e ok,

2y QDAA gea EFHHE gE FAY] AT ARYPE Ct e 2ol AJEHGupta
9} Kageyama,1994).

rr

C=(c;)=G—% NN’ 2.2)

A714 5, & #i=0,1,2,...,p— DA ZZAFY 5 F, 5, K7=0,1,...,p—1& 29 (4,))
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g g £ @& W G=(g)E WIVIARA g;=s5,,8;=s; °I I'=ddE pxb
L=

A ZaAFH Bl ZEAF geaETHE ¥wdy] A R Type- S &5 oldHuv] AYE
AASH7] fdlA WA Pearce(1960)2] Type- S EE2A o 3t A 99 Hedayat, Jacroux 23 3L
Majumdar(1988)8] R-type BTIB(balanced treatment incomplete block)X ¢]oll A} A}&d R-type/ll
dE& ol R Type- S EZAFE olellg} 2ol Astat. ol & H#hA Al 71 p olm &
ol 7 b EF AVIVL kY ESAYES d ez A" 9 j(ij=0,1,...,p— D7 %
E59 Al vdetde & A;, FAHE 00 [(/=1,2,..,008x EF Jetve= 3
£ ngolet 33

4 e

Ao 1. AF dadA A8 nyol ordigt Zow EEAF 4= R Type- S E2A4 8o,
D Ag=Ag ==Ap=4A"%12 A;=2",4i(iKH=1,2,..,p—1
2) my =np == ny=n

714 A% Al amlam e A4E Yehd,

A 2RATH v ZIZAFTY geaE HAE7] AT olHRuA AN A 19 R Type- S
E5A8E T8t AHE Anrd ot 2o WA o #E E4E ZE BB Age
Dol a4,

Ulzﬁ_l,bl,kl,ﬂ,/{l

A Dol 7 ESd BA 2uA% 08 TN 9L, 4 B2 n—ary AYE HL3d
k(R +1)/2719 mulE FAsA 23)7 & ZE+E ZE R Type- S £F ojdwulAy D
7t A"

po=b, k=k(k +1)/2, re=r,ri=4 , A =n B, A =2E ng=k (2.3)

A7 v v 2 2w (0,5) (G=1,2...,p— D (G,7) ((G=1,2...,p—1)8 #EFoIT,
R Type- S £& olHuiAY DX F ZAAFTY gead#o xpo]EAHE oteigh 2ol A
o] &z}
6%= Varp( gy — §,~)=cooz, =12,...,p—1,
o =Varp( g:— g)=c16%, i<j=1,2,....p—1.

a9 $elE 2348 DY PAYHeRRY g o (gh<a)el otelst 25e & F A
A2 1. BB AgL o8& R Type- S 5 o|dzulAY DN g3 o & olefst 2t
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020=c()02= wo+w1(1)—2) 62, O'%=C102= 2{w0+w1(p—1)}02

24
wE + wyw (p—1) w + wo wy (p—1) 24)
Al (=D +p=3}+r (1— k) AU —4)
A7)A wy = BTl o1 wl————kl+l o|t}.
9. A8 D9 (22)9 ARYPH ColA G NN 3L otaiel zr},
So 7’11;—1 l (p—Dn 7’11:0—1 ]
G= = ’
| 7’11p-—1 (51 "'/11)11,_1 +/11]p-1 7’111,—-1 {(P—3)/11 +7’1 }Ip—l +A1]ﬂ_1
[ #bby A1, kb, A1,
A%, (A=A, + AV, Al A=A+ A4,
Ky by Firil-y ]
Kl K(n — A o AT .
Aol G NN EE o839 (22)9 ARYPHF L YehudA
Uy ull;)-l
C= , (2.5)
uly—y Wy
Wy—1 = wy L1 + w1 Jpy
(p— Dy (kg +1)— 2k b r(1—Fk)
olth, A7IM uy = 1k11+1 L 1°]51 u1=—1T1+—11— o]t}
(25)NA |W,_11#0 o]22 Co Iutg 988 C & ot 2SS 4A ¢ F Utk
) 0 0,
C =(c))= 1 (2.6)
0,1 W,y
421

. _ 1 ., oy
A A W;ll—%]p—l_ W2+ wy w0, (p—1) I-1 9122 g =c " =(cf +c) —2c7)d

G=1,2,.,0=1DF d=c,=(c+c -2 (i¢j=1,2,....p—1)& (249 2}
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Aoy — &)
k+1

g DAA 5<d} o) HRHBT

QAANM wy+w, p= >0 ol=2 BIB A&E& o] &% R Type- S £F oUW

3.

e

ZA89 584 2 oA

24 2RAEH vZ ZIAZY g vlnsr] 93 &4 3E 3 (completely randomized) Al
g D g u AryAB C.= ot 2 (Gupta, 1995).

—lss' (3.1)

n
A7V s=(sg,S;,82 or Spm1) == D7, (p—2DA, + 7, (p—2)A, + 7y, ..., (p—2)4 + 7 ]
0]—'17— n=b1k1(k1 +1)/2°]E}'

C.=G-

1, ay  aily
(3.1 A =

]°1-‘1i C.= oldligt Zo] EdHAT
aily-1 axlp—r

S0~ ap (n1 —a1)lpy 39

(1 —a )l Fy
Foor=[(0=3 +nll,_, +(A —ay)],-

~ 2{(p—1) )2 200D n{(p—2)A + 7} o _ 2 (p—=2)4 +7 )
A = e 1) T biky (ky +1) R AR

oty WA ES 2EAY DA F FRAFR geakT Fo|BAL A7 AA (32)
o Qs AR T oflst 2ok

0 05

0 0y
= (3.3)
0,01 Fl

CZ=(C?)=l
Op—l fOIﬁ—l _fl.’p—l

_ 1 . (4 —ap)
0:17]/\1 f()_ (p_3)/11 +rl ’fl - {(ﬁ—B);{l +7’1 }{(p—3)Al +7’1 +(/1] _a2)(17‘_1)}

dAeE3 AFY Dol td R Type-S EF oduulAE Do Z&AHEL ¢,e01% s

o)},
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(24 B3ILZHE ¢, ot Zol & F UM

0260 wg+w0 wl(p—l) 0%1 w3+w0 Wl(p_l)

- (fo —AHwy+w (p—2)}° ‘1= o - 2fo{lwy +w, (p— 1)}

e = & = (3.4)

A71N AT 4 AY DA zZtZ BAY wRITTAEDY gead Tl BT HEIR
A7 E geamoatel #ahe vehdth GANM  fo(wy + wy p) + A {wy + w (p—2)}<00]

— _fl _ (kl +1){1}1+k%(1)1 _2)} Ul_kl
B oeet BESEE 7 = 202, +1) >+ k-2

ZAAFR] B4 ()2 v ZuAFHY BEA ()BT 34 A €t

olmz FA% W

qxﬂ 2471 Ul=9,b1=12, 7’1=4,k1=3,/11=1?l BIB A ¥ Dl% 01%3]-04 R Type—S =4
g odauAY DE THsA AY De EBHh p=10,b=12,k=6,7.=4,7r,=1,
A’=36,4'=9,ny =309 oleig} 2L BEL FETh

EE

as | D D,
1 | 123 | (0.0.0.2.03)(1.2.(1.3).23)
2 | 456 | (04).005).00.6).(45).(46).(5.6)
3 | 789 | (0.7),008),009).(78).(7.9).(89)
4| 147 | (0.D.04).0.7.0.4) (17,47
5 | 258 | (02).(05).(08).(25).(2.8).58)
6 | 369 | (03).006).009).036).(39.6.9
7 | 168 | (01.006).008).(16).(18).6.8)
8 | 249 | (0.2).00.4).009).2.4).(2.9).(4.9)
9 | 357 | (03).005).00.0.(35).3.1.5.7
10 | 159 | (0.1.005).009).(15).(19).(59
11 | 267 | 02).008).0.7).26).2.7.6.7)
12 | 348 | (0.3),00.4),008).(34).(38).(438)

of EE2A YN F ZuAFTY gea EHHY HolEAE FEHA w;=6.5, w, =—0.5°12=
05 =0.192¢°, ¢ =0.308%°ltt. APl 5L f,=0.091, f; =—0.045°122 ¢; =0.709
o3 e =0.591°]¢},

olgfo] [¥ 3.1]%2 Raghavarao(1971)¢] BIB A& & o] &3l p<23 ola »<443 A LA &
g7 Y £ Ye B2A8 Do ols A LA L Astd AA G Holth
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[¥ 31] R Type-S E&418 D9 584

Dy D

w b nn ok Al p b kR ore o 0 A m g e
4 6 3 2 1 5 6 3 3 3 12 4 2 0.7 0.467
4 4 3 3 2 5 4 6 3 3 27 18 3 0.904 0.786
5 10 4 2 1 6 10 3 4 4 16 4 2 0.634 0429
6 15 5 2 1 7 15 3 5 5 20 4 2 0588 0.407
6 10 5 3 2 7 10 6 5 5 45 18 3 0794 0.654
6 15 10 4 6 7 15 10 10 10 160 96 4 0902 0812
7 7 3 3 1 8 7 6 3 3 27 9 3 0.759 0625
7 7 4 4 2 8 7 10 4 4 64 32 4 0869 0771
7 21 6 2 1 8 21 3 6 6 24 4 2 0.555 0.394
7 21 15 5 10 8 21 15 15 15 375 250 5 0934 0872
8 14 7 4 3 9 14 10 7 7 112 48 4 0.843 0.744
9 12 4 3 1 10 12 6 4 4 36 9 3 0.709 0591
9 18 8 4 3 10 18 10 8 8 128 48 4 0822 0.724
9 12 8 6 5 10 12 21 8 8 2838 180 6 0935 0.88
9 18 10 5 5 10 18 15 10 10 250 125 5 0.89 0815
10 15 6 4 2 11 15 10 6 6 9% 32 4 0.804 0.709
10 18 9 5 4 11 18 15 9 9 225 100 5 0.873 0.797
10 15 9 6 5 11 15 21 9 9 324 180 6 0919 0.86
11 11 5 5 2 12 11 15 5 5 125 50 5 0.859 0.783
11 11 6 6 3 12 11 21 6 6 216 108 6 0906 03844
12 33 11 4 3 13 33 10 11 11 176 48 4 0775 0688
12 22 11 6 5 13 22 21 11 11 39 180 6 0.894 0.831
13 13 4 4 1 14 13 10 4 4 64 16 4 0.764 0.68
13 26 6 3 1 14 26 6 6 6 54 9 3 0.651 0.559
13 26 12 6 5 14 26 21 12 12 432 180 6 0.883 0.821
14 26 13 7 6 15 26 28 13 13 637 294 7 0.908 0.856
15 35 7 3 1 16 35 6 7 7 63 9 3 0633 055
15 15 7 7 3 16 15 28 7 7 343 147 7 0901 0.848
15 35 14 6 5 16 3 21 14 14 504 180 6 0.866 0.805
16 20 5 4 1 17 20 10 5 5 80 16 4 0.737 0.663
16 16 6 6 2 17 16 21 6 6 216 72 6 0.858 0.798
16 24 9 6 3 17 24 21 9 9 324 108 6 0.858 0.798
16 30 15 8 7 17 30 36 15 15 960 448 8 092 0874
21 21 5 5 1 22 21 15 5 5 125 25 5 078 0.722
21 30 10 7 3 22 30 28 10 10 490 147 7 0.866 0.817
21 42 12 6 3 22 42 21 12 12 432 108 6 0.83 0.776
22 44 14 7 4 23 4 928 14 14 68 196 7 0862 0814
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