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ABSTRACT

The research was conducted to assess heterosis in bottle gourd concerning both earliness and growth trait
of bottle gourd on vegetable research farm Bihar Agricultural University Sabour. Six parent namely Narendra
Joyti (NJ), BRBG-23 (BG-23), BRBG-65 (BG-65), Pusa Naveen (PN), BRBG-21-2 (BG-21-2) and Round Bottle
Gourd (RBG) to developed 30 F, hybrids by 6 x 6 full diallel mating design. Three distinct sowing environments
used in experiment namely E1 (February, 2022), E2 (May, 2022) and E3 (September, 2022). The result recorded
for earliness traits found that the F, hybrids namely NJx BG-23 and NJx RBG (-15.44%) in E1, NJ X PN (-
17.61%) in E2 and NJ x PN (-20.26%) in E3 for days to first male flower opening, while for the trait days tofirst
female flower opening F, hybrids namely NJx RBG (-18.59%) in E1, RBG x NJ (-19.35%) in E2and NJ x PN (-
22.42%) in E3 whereas for the trait days to first harvest F, hybrid namely PN x NJ (-17.39) in E1, RBG x NJ (-
19.46%) in E2 and NJ x PN (-21.13%) in E3 showed maximum negative standard heterosis over check (Kashi
Ganag). However, for growth traits such astrait vine length F hybrid namely BG-65 x PN (22.94%) inE1, PN
X NJ (40.26%) in E2 and NJ x BG-21-2 (24.05%) in E3 while for the trait primary branches F, hybrid namely BG-
23 X RBG (25.46%) in E1, BG-23 X RBG (41.19%) in E2 and PN x BG-21-2 (34.57) in E3 exhibited maximum

positive standard heterosis over check (kashi Ganga).
Key words : Earliness, RBD, Full diallel, Heterosis.

Introduction

Bottle gourd [ Lagenaria siceraria (Mol.) Standl].,
is a tropical and subtropical vine belonging to the
Cucurbitaceae family. Bottle gourd commonly known as
calabash, opo squash, lauki (in Hindi), dudhi (in Gujarati).
This vegetable is widely cultivated for its edible fruit,
which is commonly used in various culinary preparations
across different cultures. The fruit of the bottle gourd is
usually elongated and cylindrical, resembling a bottle.
However, shapes may vary and some varieties produce
round or club-shaped fruits. The fruit’s skin colour ranges
from light green to white, depending on the variety and
maturity. The inner flesh of bottle gourd is white, firm,
and mildly sweet when young. As the fruit matures, the
flesh may become tougher and develop bitter notes. Bottle

gourd is a versatile vegetable used in various culinary
dishes. It is often added to soups, stews, curries, and stir-
fries also used for preparation of utensils, containers, and
decorative items. It contains essential nutrients such as
vitamins (especially vitamin C), minerals and dietary fibre
(Kumar et al., 2021). It is often included in low-calorie
diets and is believed to aid in weight management. It is
often included in low-calorie diets and is believed to aid
in weight management. The fibre content in bottle gourd
may contribute to digestive health. The demand of hybrid
bottle gourd is also increasing hence to fulfill the demand
of hybrid there is a need of superior parents having good
heterosis. Due to high remunerative prices in domestic
as well as in international market, commercial cultivation
of bottle gourd increases in India, which emphasizes the
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scope for crop improvement with the help of different
hybridization approaches and heterosis breeding one of
important breeding technique to crop improvement.
Exploiting the potential of bottle gourd for hybrid vigour
on a commercial scale holds significant promise for
enhancing productivity and overall production. To establish
an effective heterosis breeding program in bottle gourd,
it becomes imperative to elucidate the genetic nature and
magnitude of quantitative traits, as well as estimate the
pre-potency of parents in hybrid combinations. The
success of a bottle gourd heterosis breeding program
depends on a combination of meticulous trait analysis,
genetic understanding and careful selection of parent lines.
Through such efforts, researchers and breeders can
unlock the full potential of hybrid vigour in bottle gourd,
leading to sustainable increases in productivity and
commercial success on a larger scale.

Materials and Methods

Experiment was conducted at the Vegetable
Research Farm, Department of Horticulture (Vegetable
and Floriculture), Bihar Agricultural College, Bihar
Agricultural University, Sabour, Bhagalpur during 2022
in Summer (February, 2022), Rainy (May, 2022) and
winter (September 2022), E1, E2 and E3, respectively.Six
parent used in experiment namely, BRBG23 (BG-23),
BRBG65 (BG-65), BRBG 21-2 (BG-21-2), Round bottle
gourd (RBG), Narendra Joyti (NJ), Pusa Naveen (PN),
and check parent viz., Kashi Ganga, and their 30F,
hybrids obtained through 6 x 6 full diallel mating design
for the study of heterosis. However, data recorded on
earliness trait such as days to first male flower opening,
days to first female flower opening, Days to first harvest,
Number of nodes to first male flower appearance and
Number of nodes to first female flower appearance while
in case of growth traits such as vine length at the time of
final harvesting (m), Inter-nodal length (cm), Peduncle
length (cm) and Number of primary branches. The
analysis of variance for each character was carried out
for the randomized block design as suggested by Panse
and Sukhatme (1967). The unit plot size 4.0 mx3.0 m
and spacing of plant to plant and row to row keep on 3.0
m x 0.5 m with 8 number plant in each plot.

Results and Discussion
Earliness traits
Days to first male flower opening

Data presented in Table 1 indicated that under the
environment | (E1) 10 F, hybrids showed significant
negative mid-heterosis and 14 F, hybrids showed better
parents heterosis and ranged from -9.29% (RBG x BG-

65) t0-16.55% (PN x NJ) and -8.57% (BG-23 x BG-21-
2 and BG-21-2 x BG-23) to -17.14% (RBG x PN and
PN x NJ) respectively. However, F, hybrids NJ x BG-23
and NJ x RBG exhibited maximum (-15.44%) significant
standard heterosis over check (Kashi Ganga) followed
by PN x NJ (-14.71%) and RBG x PN (-14.71%). For
the environment 11, recorded that negatively significance
mid-parent heterosis that varied from -7.04% (BG-65 x
RBG) to -18.47% (NJ x PN). Eighteen crosses showed
significant negative better parent heterosis exhibiting
maximum ranged from (-18.75%) NJ x PN to 18.06%
(PN x NJ). However, F1 hybrids (NJ x PN) (-17.61%)
exhibited maximum significant standard heterosis over
check (Kashi Ganga) followed by PN x NJ (-16.90%)
and RBG x NJ (-16.20%). In environment 111, the highest
percentage of significant negative mid-parent heterosis
was found in the hybrid Narendra Joyti x Pusa Naveen
(-21.54%), followed by PN x NJ (-20.90%) and RBG x
PN (-18.00%). Out of thirty crosses, thirteen F, hybrids
showed significant to highly significant heterobeltiosis with
the maximum heterobeltiosis in NJ x PN (-21.79%),
followed by PN x NJ (-21.15%) and RBG x PN (-
20.65%). The highest percentage of significant negative
standard heterosis over checked was found in F, hybrid
NJ x PN (-20.26%), followed by PN x NJ (-19.61%)
and RBG x PN (-19.61%) result conformed by
Chandramouli et al. (2021) and Kumar et at. (2021)
presented in Table 1.

Days to first female flower opening

For environment I, recorded that the F, hybrid PN x
NJ (-19.24) recorded the maximum negative mid parent
heterosis over NJ x RBG (-16.17%) and RBG x PN (-
15.23%). While, in better parent heterosis, negatively
significant heterosis in the desirable direction showed
maximum in NJ x RBG (-20.13%) followed by PN x NJ
(-19.50%) and RBG x BG-65 (-19.25%). F, hybrids NJ
X RBG (-18.59%) exhibited the maximum significant
standard heterosis over check in the negative direction
followed by hybrids PN x NJ (-17.95%) and BG-23 x
RBG (-16.67%). In environment Il, F, hybrids RBG x
NJ recorded maximum significant negative heterosis over
both mid-parent heterosis (-19.87%) and better parent
heterosis (-20.38%) followed by NJ x PN (-19.75%) over
mid-parent and BG-21-2 x BG-23 (-20.12%) over better
parent. The highest percentage of significant negative
standard heterosis over check was found in the hybrids
RBG x NJ (-19.35%) followed by NJ x PN (-18.71%).
Out of thirty F, hybrids, nine hybrids were found to be
heterotic in a desirable direction over the standard
heterosis. In environment 111, the highest percentage of
significant negative relative heterosis (-26.65%) was
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found in the hybrids NJ x PN, followed by PN x NJ (-
25.50%) and BG-23 x RBG (-21.07%). Maximum
negative significant heterobeltiosis (-27.68%) was found
in the hybrids NJ x PN followed by PN x NJ (-26.55%)
and BG-23 x RBG (-23.12%). The highest percentage
of significant negative standard heterosis over check was
found in the hybrids NJ x PN (-22.42%) followed by PN
x NJ (-21.21%), BG-23 x RBG, and RBG x PN (-19.39%)
similar result was reported by Sanjivani et al. (2020) and
Rambabu et al. (2021) shown in Table 2.

Days to first harvest

In environment I, recorded that the results of heterosis
for this trait revealed that the F, hybrids PN x NJ exhibited
maximum significant negative heterosis over mid parent
(-21.24%), (-22.45%) over better parent and (-17.39%)
over check (Kashi Gamga) followed by NJ x RBG (-
17.77%), NJ x PN (-17.65%) over mid parent and NJ x
RBG (-20.92%) and RBG x BG-65 (-20.51%) over better
parent heterosis, while F, hybrid PN x NJ (-17.39)
followed by BG-23 x RBG and RBG x PN (-16.85%)
exhibited significant negative heterosis over check (Kashi
Ganag). In environment Il, observed that the F, hybrid
NJ x PN (-18.92% -19.35%) had maximum negative
heterosis in both mid and better parent, followed by RBG
X NJ (-18.58%, -19.02%) and PN x NJ (-18.38%, -
18.82%) in mid-parent and better parent heterosis
respectively, while among thirteen F, hybrid, RBG x NJ
(-19.46%) showed maximum negative heterosis over
check followed by NJ x PN (-18.92%) and PN x NJ (-
18.38%). In environment I11, found that the F, hybrid NJ
X PN (-25.55%, -26.79%, -21.13%) exhibited maximum
negative heterosis in mid, better and standard heterosis
respectively followed by PN x NJ (-24.57%, -25.84%
and -20.10%) and RBG x PN (-21.43%, -23.76% and -
20.62%) in mid, better and standard heterosis over the
check (Kashi Gamga) respectively similar result
conformed by Adarsh et al. (2017) and Rambabu et al.
(2021) shown in Table 3.

Number of nodes to first male flower appearance

Estimates of average heterosis among the crosses
for the number of nodes to first male flower appearance,
in environment 1, recorded that the twenty-six crosses
were negatively significant over the mid-parent with the
maximum values in F, hybrid namely NJ x PN (-40.00%)
followed by BG-65 x BG-21-2 and BG-21-2 x BG-65
(-35.14%). In the case of heterobeltiosis, most of the
crosses were negatively significant except NJ x BG-23,
BG-21-2 x BG-23, BG-21-2 x NJ, BG-21-2 x RBG (-
10.53%), BG-65 x NJ (-5.26%) and BG-65 x RBG (-
5.56%), while, maximum negative significant

heterobeltiosis was observed in F, hybrid NJ x PN
(-42.86%). In standard heterosis the maximum negatively
significant standard heterosis was observed in five F,
hybrid namely NJ x PN, BG-23 x RBG, BG-65 x BG-21-
2, BG-21-2 x BG-65, RBG x BG-23 (-33.33%) over the
check (Kashi Ganga). Estimates of relative heterosis in
environment 11, observed that out of thirty crosses, 21
crosses had negatively significant over mid-parent
heterosis, and maximum mid- parent heterosis was
observed in F, hybrid namely NJ x BG-23 (-29.87%)
followed by PN x BG-21-2 (-27.03%), and PN x BG-23
(-26.03%). In the case of better parent heterosis it was
observed that F, hybrid NJ x BG-23 (-32.50%) followed
by RBG x NJ (-30.00%) and PN x BG-21-2 (-28.95%)
showed maximum better parent heterosis however in
standard heterosis it ranged from -15.63% (NJ x BG-23,
PN x BG-23, PN x BG-21-2, RBG x PN) to 31.25% (NJ
x RBG). In environment 111, recoded that the relative
heterosis indicated-maximum negative mid- parent
heterosis in F, hybrid namely BG-65 x BG-21-2 (-
34.78%), followed by PN x BG-21-2 (-31.91), BG-21-2
X PN (-23.40%), NJ x PN, BG-23 x BG-65, BG-65 x
BG-23 and PN x RBG (-22.73%), whereas, in
heterobeltiosis, most of the crosses showed significant
differences except NJ x RBG (-9.52%), BG-23 x BG-
21-2, BG-21-2 x BG-65 (-4.17%), BG-23 x RBG (-
9.09%), PN x BG-65 (-8.70%), RBG x NJ (-4.76%) and
RBG x BG-23 (-4.55%) which did not show non-
significant. F, hybrid namely BG-65 x BG-21-2 (-37.50%)
had maximum negative better parent heterosis. However,
in standard heterosis, sixteen crosses recorded negative
significant standard heterosis, with the maximum negative
standard heterosis in F, hybrid namely BG-65 x BG-21-
2 (-28.57%) and PN x BG-21-2 (-23.81%) similar results
by Adarsh et al. (2017) and Chandramouli et al. (2021)
presented in Table 4.

Number of nodes to first female flower appearance

Estimates of average heterosis and heterobeltiosis
among the crosses for number of nodes to first female
flower appearance in environment I, observed that the
F, hybrids namely BG-23 x BG-21-2, BG-65 x RBG (-
28.77%) had maximum negatively significant mid-parent
heterosis and BG-65 x RBG (-31.58%) in better parent
heterosis, followed by BG-23 x BG-21-2 (-29.73%) and
BG-65 x BG-23 (-28.95%), however, in standard heterosis
most of the crosses showed negatively significant except
NJ x BG-65, BG-23 x NJ, BG-65 x BG-21-2 and RBG x
BG-65 (-8.57%) with maximum negatively significant
standard heterosis in BG-23 x BG-21-2 and BG-65 x
RBG (-25.71%) over the check (Kashi Ganga). Estimates
of relative heterosis in environment |1, recorded that the
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twenty-six crosses had significantly negative heterosis
over mid-parent and ranged from -30.36% (BG-23 x BG-
65) to 12.50% (BG-65 x BG-23) with maximum negative
relative heterosis in BG-23 x BG-65 (-30.36%), PN x
BG-21-2 (-29.52%) and PN x RBG (-26.21%). Whereas
in heterobeltiosis twenty-six crosses displayed negative
heterosis over the better parent that ranged from -31.58%
(BG-23 x BG-65) to 10.53% (BG-65 x BG-23) and with
maximum in BG-23 x BG-65 (-31.58%), PN x BG-21-2
(-30.19%), and PN x RBG (-26.92%). However standard
heterosis ranged from -27.45% (PN x BG-21-2) to
23.53% (BG-65 x BG-23) with maximum negative
significant standard heterosis over check (Kashi Ganga)
in BG-21-2 x PN, RBG x BG-21-2 (-17.65%), PN X RBG
(-25.49%) and BG-23 x BG-65 (-23.53%). In environment
11, observed that the F, hybrid namely BG-65 x BG-21-
2 (-31.65%), RBG x BG-65 (-27.03%) and RBG x BG-
23 (-23.94%) had maximum negative significant mid-
parent heterosis, whereas in heterobeltiosis it ranged from
-32.50% (BG-65 x BG-21-2) to 8.33% (BG-23 x PN)
with maximum in F, hybrid namely BG-65 x BG-21-2 (-
32.50%), RBG x BG-65 (-30.77%) and PN x BG-65 (-
27.50%). However, in standard heterosis, F, hybrid
namely BG-65 x BG-21-2, RBG x BG-23, RBG x BG-65
(-20.59%), followed by NJ x BG-23 and PN x BG-21-2
(-14.71%) indicated maximum negative significant
standard heterosis over the check (Kashi Ganga) result
conformed with Chandramouli et al. (2021) presented in
Table 5.

For growth traits
Vine length at the time of final harvesting (m)

In environment |, recoded that the twenty-seven F,
hybrids had maximum positive heterosis over mid-parent,
twenty-two F_ hybrids were over better parent and twelve
F, hybrids were over standard check (Kashi Ganga). F,
hybrids BG-65 x PN (28.39%), followed by RBG x PN
and BG-23 x BG-21-2 (27.55%, 26.92%) showed
maximum positive significant mid-heterosis Hybrids BG-
65 x RBG (25.07%) followed by BG-65 x PN (24.51%)
and BG-23 x BG-21-2 (24.41%) recorded the maximum
significant positive heterosis over better parent. However,
in standard heterosis F, hybrid namely BG-65 x PN
(22.94%), followed by RBG x PN (20.70%) and NJ x
PN, BG-23 x BG-21-2 (17.19%) showed maximum
standard heterosis over check (Kashi Ganga). In
environment I1, recorded that among the thirty F, hybrids,
fourteen hybrids over mid parent, ten hybrids over better
parent and only twelve hybrids over check expressed
significant positive heterosis. Hybrids PN x NJ (49.82%
and 45.77%) followed by PN x BG-65 and BG-21-2 x

NJ over mid parent (46.53%, 37.81%) and better parent
(42.19%, 31.63%), respectively. Whereas, in standard
heterosis F1 hybrid namely, PN x NJ (40.26%) followed
by PN x BG-65 (36.81%) and BG-21-2 x NJ (31.61%)
showed the highest significant positive heterosis over the
standard check (Kashi Ganga). Among the thirty F,
hybrids, fifteen hybrids over mid parent, seven hybrids
over better parent and only eleven hybrids over check
expressed significant positive heterosis for these traits in
environment 111, F, hybrids RBG x BG-23 (26.06%),
followed by BG-23 x NJ and BG-23 x RBG (25.22%,
24.69%) recorded maximum significant positive heterosis
over mid parent. F, hybrids, BG-23 x NJ (24.64%), RBG
X BG-23 (24.04%) and NJ x BG-23 (24.03%) showed
maximum positive significant heterosis over the better
parent. However, in standard heterosis F, hybrid namely
NJ x BG-21-2 (24.05%), followed by RBG x BG-23
(21.49%) and BG-21-2 x BG-23 (21.46%) showed
maximum positive significant over standard check (Kashi
Ganga) Similar result conformed with Khot et al. (2018),
Sanjivani et al. (2020) presented in Table 6.

Inter-nodal length (cm)

In environment |, observed that none of the crosses
recorded maximum positive significant over mid parent.
Whereas F, hybrid namely RBG x BG-65 (-30.68),
followed by PN x BG-65 and BG-65 x PN (-24.77%, -
24.37%) indicated maximum negative significant
heterosis over mid parent. In case of better parent
heterosis none of the hybrid recorded the maximum
positive significant heterosis over the better parent,
whereas, F, hybrid namely RBG x BG-65 (-32.94)
followed by PN x BG-65 and BG-65 x PN (-30.20%, -
29.84%) showed maximum negative heterosis over better
parent. In standard heterosis F, hybrid namely BG-65 x
NJ recorded the highest inter-nodal length (27.82%) over
standard check (Kashi Ganga). In environment I,
recorded that the none of the F, hybrids had positively
significant over mid and better parent heterosis. F, hybrid
namely BG-21-2 x BG-65 (-39.17, -41.24) followed by
BG-65 x BG-21-2 and BG-21-2 x PN (-34.64%, -36.86
and -27.70%, -30.69) over mid and better parent
respectively indicated the maximum negative significant
heterosis. Among the F, hybrid namely BG-65 x PN and
RBG x BG-21-2 (28.21%) had the highest inter-nodal
length over standard check (Kashi Ganga). In
environment 111, revealed that the one hybrids NJ x BG-
23 (12.56%) recorded maximum significant positive
heterosis over mid parent whereas F, hybrid namely BG-
21-2 x BG-65 (-35.86%) and BG-65 x BG-21-2 (-34.91)
showed negatively significant heterosis. However, in
better parent heterosis none of the F1 hybrid recorded
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Table 1 : Days to first male flower opening.

Heterosis (%) (Days to first male flower opening)
El B2 B3

F1 Cross MP BP SH MP BP SH MP BP SH
1*2 NJx BG-23 -16.06** | -16.67** | -15.44** | -14.69** | -15.28** | -14.08** | -17.15** | -17.95** | -16.34**
1*3 NJx BG-65 1.46 0.72 221 -8.33** | -8.33* -7.04 0.95 0.00 392
1*4 NJIx PN -15.11%* | -15.71%* | -13.24** | -18.47** | -18.75** | -17.61** | -21.54** | -21.79**| -20.26**
1*5 NJIxBG-21-2 216 143 441 -7.69* | -8.33* -7.04 6.11 641 -458
1*6 NJx RBG -15.13** | -16.67** | -15.44** | -352 -4.86 -352 -7.64* | -10.90**| -9.15*
2*1 BG-23x NJ 1.46 0.72 221 210 2.78 -141 -356 -4.49 -2.61
2*3 BG-23xBG-65 -147 -147 -147 | -14.69%* | -15.28** | -14.08** | -10.26** | -11.95**| -8.50*
2*%4 BG-23xPN 145 0.00 2.9 -7.37% | -71.69* -7.04 325 258 392
2*5 BG-23xBG-21-2 -1.25 -8.57* 5.88 -7.75% | -1.75% | -1.75* 325 387 -2.61
2*6 BG-23xRBG -12.27%% | -13.24%* | -13.24%* | -14.18** | -14.79%* | -14.79%* | -14.77** | -16.99** | -16.99**
3*1 BG-65x NJ -1.46 217 074 | -9.03** | -9.03* | -7.75* | -7.94* -8.81* 5.23
3*2 BG-65x BG-23 294 294 294 -4.20 -4.86 -352 321 1.26 523
3*4 BG-65x PN -1.45 -2.86 0.00 -8.71** | -9.03* | -7.75* -7.01 -8.18* -458
3*5 BG-65x BG-21-2 145 0.00 294 -4.90 -5.56 -4.23 127 0.00 392
3*6 BG-65xRBG -112 221 221 -7.04* | -8.33* -7.04 -3.29 -7.55 -3.92
4*1 PN x NJ -16.55%* | -17.14** | -14.71** | -17.77** | -18.06** | -16.90** | -20.90** | -21.15**| -19.61**
4% PN xBG-23 -3.62 -5.00 221 -6.67* 6.99 6.34 -1.95 -2.58 -1.31
4*3 PN x BG-65 145 0.00 294 -1.74 2.08 0.70 -7.64* -8.81* 5.23
4*5 PN xBG-21-2 -14.29%* | -14.29**| -11.76**| -8.07* | -8.39* | -7.75* | -8.39* -8.39* -7.19
4*6 PNxRBG 183 0.71 221 -7.42*% | -839* | -7.75* 333 645 5.23
5*1 BG-21-2x NJ 647 -7.14 441 -5.59 6.25 -4.93 2.25 -2.56 -0.65
5*%2 BG-21-2xBG-23 -1.25 -8.57* 588 | -14.79%* | -14.79** | -14.79** |  0.00 -0.65 0.65
5*3 BG-21-2xBG-65 5.80 -7.14 441 -4.90 -5.56 -4.23 5.73 6.92 327
5*%4 BG-21-2xPN | -12.86** | -12.86**| -10.29* -4.56 -4.90 -4.23 -387 -387 2.61
5*6 BG-21-2xRBG -6.96 -9.29* 6.62 2.84 -352 -352 -2.67 581 -458
6*1 RBGxNJ -12.92%* | -14.49%* | -13.24** | -16.20** | -17.36** | -16.20** | -9.63** | -12.82**| -11.11**
6*2 RBGxBG-23 -3.35 441 441 5.67 6.34 6.34 134 -1.31 -1.31
6*3 RBGxBG-65 -9.29** | -10.29* | -10.29* | -7.75* | -9.03* | -7.75* 124 | -11.32%*| 784
6*4 RBGxPN -15.02%* | -17.14** | -14.71** | -459 -5.59 -493 | -18.00*%* | -20.65** | -19.61**
6*5 RBGxBG-21-2 -6.96 -9.29* 662 | -13.48** | -14.08** | -14.08** | 2.67 -0.65 0.65

S.Ed () 156 180 180 1.46 168 168 175 2.02 2.02

CD5% 34 3.86 3.86 313 361 361 375 433 433

the maximum positive significant heterosis, whereas two
F, hybrids namely BG-21-2 x BG-65 (-37.92%) and BG-
65 x BG-21-2 (-37.00%) had maximum negatively
significant for this trait. Among the F, crosses, BG-65 x
NJ was the highest in inter-node length (28.14%) followed
by RBG x BG-21-2 (24.29) over standard check result
conformed by Sanjivani et al. (2020) presented in Table
7.

Peduncle length (cm)

In environment I, observed that the hybrids NJ x BG-
21-2 (27.68%, 20.94%) followed by PN x BG-21-2
(26.08%) over mid-parent, RBG x NJ (13.03%) over

better parent and RBG x NJ (73.82%) followed by NJ x
BG-21-2 (63.60%) over standard check (Kashi Ganga)
had maximum positive heterosis. In environment 11,
recorded that the F, hybrids BG-23 x PN (24.83%)
followed by BG-65 x RBG (24.07%) and BG-65 x BG-
23 (19.31%) exhibited maximum positive significant
heterosis over mid-parent, BG-23 x PN (21.65%)
followed by NJ x PN (17.29%) and PN x BG-23 (16.10%)
over better parent and BG-65 x RBG (42.10%) followed
by BG-65 x BG-23 (39.59%) and BG-65 x BG-21-2
(36.06%) over check (Kashi Ganga). In environment IlI,
observed that eleven hybrids over mid-parent, eight hybrids
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Table 2 : Estimation of heterosis for days to first female flower opening.
Heterosis (%) (Days to first female flower opening)
El B2 B3

F1 Cross MP BP SH MP BP SH MP BP SH
1*2 NJx BG-23 -7.99* -9.43* 769 | -16.93** | -17.20%* | -16.13** | -17.71** | -18.64**| -12.73**
1*3 NJx BG-65 -8.75** | -9.32* 641 6.96 -7.55 5.16 112 0.00 9.70*
1*4 NJIx PN -7.26* -7.55 B.77 | -19.75%* | -19.75%* | -18.71** | -26.65** | -27.68** | -22.42**
1*5 NJIxBG-21-2 540 6.29 -4.49 -841* | -10.37* | 516 -7.08 -1.34 0.61
1*6 NJx RBG -16.17** | -20.13** | -18.59** | -321 -3.82 -2.58 -8.50* | -11.86**| -545
2*1 BG-23x NJ 6.71 -8.18* 641 -351 -3.82 258 | -1029** | -11.30**| -4.85
2*3 BG-23xBG-65 540 745 449 | -16.83** | -17.61** | -15.48** | -12.99** | -14.92**| -6.67
2*%4 BG-23xPN -4.49 5.70 -4.49 -8.63* -8.92 -1.74 0.87 0.58 5.45
2*5 BG-23xBG-21-2 | -7.10* -7.69 -7.69 6.88 -9.15* 387 315 -3.98 242
2*6 BG-23xRBG -12.75%* | -1558** | -16.67** | -15.11** | -15.38** | -14.84** | -21.07** | -23.12**| -19.39**
3*1 BG-65x NJ -8.75** | -9.32* 641 -6.96 -7.55 5.16 -8.38* -9.39* 0.61
3*2 BG-65x BG-23 -7.30* -9.32* 641 6.03 6.92 -452 -0.56 2.76 6.67
3*4 BG-65x PN -0.72%* | -10.56** | -769 | -13.29** | -13.84** | -11.61** | -11.61** | -13.81**| 545
3*5 BG-65x BG-21-2 221 373 0.64 5.26 6.71 -1.29 -4.76 6.08 3.03
3*6 BG-65xRBG 557 | -10.56**| -7.69 5.73 6.92 -452 725 | -11.60**| -3.03
4*1 PN x NJ -19.24** | -19.50** | -17.95%* | -19.11** | -19.11**| -18.06** | -25.50** | -26.55** | -21.21**
4% PN xBG-23 -1.28 253 -1.28 -351 -3.82 -2.58 -1.25 751 -3.03
4*3 PN x BG-65 -0.09** | -9.94** | -705 -3.80 -440 -194 | -11.05%* | -13.26**| -4.85
4*5 PN xBG-21-2 -14.65%* | -15.19** | -14.10** | -11.53** | -13.41**| 839 | -9.77** | -10.80* -4.85
4*6 PNxRBG -4.64 -8.86* -7.69 -7.05 -7.64 6.45 -4.76 6.98 -3.03
5*1 BG-21-2x NJ -11.75%* | -12.58** | -10.90** | -9.66** | -11.59** | 645 -7.08 -1.34 0.61
5*%2 BG-21-2xBG-23 | -14.84** | -15.38** | -15.38** | -18.13** | -20.12** | -15.48** | -143 227 4.24
5*3 BG-21-2xBG-65 | -14.20** | -1553**| -12.82** | -5.88 -1.32 -1.94 532 6.63 242
5*%4 BG-21-2xPN -8.28* -8.86* -7.69 -841* | -10.37* | 516 -4.02 511 121
5*6 BG-21-2xRBG -4.67 -8.33* | -833* 6.58 -9.15* 387 2.35 -5.68 0.61
6*1 RBGxNJ -12.21%* | -16.35%* | -14.74** | -19.87** | -20.38** | -19.35** | -16.72** | -19.77**| -13.94**
6*2 RBGxBG-23 201 519 641 -8.68* 897 -8.39 2.67 5.20 0.61
6*3 RBGxBG-65 -14.75%* | -19.25** | 16.67** | -7.64 881 645 | -10.72%* | -14.92**|  -6.67
6*4 RBGxPN -15.23** | -18.99** | 17.95** | -256 318 -1.94 | -20.83** | -22.67** | -19.39**
6*5 RBGxBG-21-2 -2.67 641 641 | -17.24** | -1951** | -14.84** | -353 6.82 0.61

S.Ed () 171 197 197 1.89 218 218 214 247 247

CD5% 3.66 4.23 4.23 4.05 4.67 4.67 459 530 530

over better parent and sixteen hybrids over standard check
expressed positive significant heterosis with the maximum
in BG-23 x PN (31.67%) followed by NJ x PN (27.30%)
and BG-23 x BG-21-2 (23.83%) over mid-parent, BG-
23 x PN (26.67%) followed by NJ x PN (23.35%) over
better parent and BG-23 x PN (36.71%) followed by
BG-65 x RBG (33.85%) over check (Kashi Ganag) were
found by Sanjavani et al. (2020) presented in Table 8.

Number of primary branches per plant

Estimates of relative heterosis among the crosses
for the number of primary branches per plant under
environment I, it was observed that the mid-parent

heterosis ranged from -22.43% (NJ x RBG) to 32.56%
(BG-65 x BG-21-2) with maximum in BG-65 x BG-21-2
(32.56%), BG-23 x BG-21-2 (31.03%) and BG-23x RBG
(30.93%) over relative heterosis. Heterobeltiosis ranged
from -26.11% (NJ x RBG) to 27.58% (BG-23 x RBG)
with maximum in BG-23 x RBG (27.58%), BG-65 x BG-
21-2 (25.56%) and BG-23 x BG-21-2 (25.34%)).. Standard
heterosis ranged from -19.73 (NJ x RBG) to 25.46%
(BG-23 x RBG) with the maximum in BG-23 x RBG
(25.46%), NJ x PN (25.01%) and PN x NJ (22.01%). In
environment 11, recorded that the mid parent heterosis
ranged from -17.95% (NJ x BG-65) to 38.66% (BG-23
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Table 3 : Estimation of heterosis for days to first harvest.
Heterosis (%) (Days to first Harvesting)
El B2 B3

F1 Cross MP BP SH MP BP SH MP BP SH
1*2 NJx BG-23 -10.76%* | -13.27**|  -7.61 | -14.05%* | -14.52%* | -14.05** | -18.43** | -20.57** | -14.43**
1*3 NJx BG-65 -17.65%* | -17.86** | -12.50** | -7.57* -8.06 -1.57 0.96 0.48 825
1*4 NJIx PN -10.36** | -11.73**| 598 | -18.92** | -19.35%* | -18.92** | -25.55** | -26.79** | -21.13**
1*5 NJIxBG-21-2 -7.09 -9.69* -3.80 -0.92%* | -11.11**| -9.19* 6.57 813 -1.03
1*6 NJx RBG -17.77%* | -20.92**| -15.76** | 0.00 054 -1.08 6.27 -10.53* 361
2*1 BG-23x NJ -8.66* | -11.22**| 543 -1.08 -161 -1.08 -7.62 -10.05* -3.09
2*3 BG-23xBG-65 -4.74 -7.18 -163 | -1559** | -1559** | -15.14** | -10.62** | -12.56**| -6.70
2%4 BG-23xPN 6.67 -7.89 -4.89 -8.06* -8.06 -1.57 150 0.50 4.64
2*5 BG-23xBG-21-2 541 541 -4.89 -1.20 -71.94 5.95 250 149 5.67
2*6 BG-23xRBG -16.39** | -17.30** | -16.85** | -15.22** | -16.13** | -15.68** | -18.04** | -19.70**| -18.04**
3*1 BG-65x NJ -11.00%* | -11.22**| 543 -7.57* -8.06 -757 |-10.10** | -10.53* 361
3*2 BG-65x BG-23 S9.47** | -11.79%* |  -6.52 5.38 5.38 -4.86 173 048 6.19
3*4 BG-65x PN -11.69%* | -12.82%* | -7.61 | -13.44** | -13.44** | -12.97** | -12.47** | -1353**| -7.73
3*5 BG-65x BG-21-2 5.26 -7.69 217 187 1.06 324 -2.69 -3.86 258
3*6 BG-65xRBG -8.51* | -11.79**| 652 543 645 5.95 831 | -12.08**| -6.19
4*1 PN x NJ -21.24%* | -22.45%* | -17.39** | -18.38** | -18.82** | -18.38** | -24.57** | -25.84**| -20.10**
4% PN xBG-23 347 -4.74 -1.63 0.00 0.00 0.54 -6.00 6.93 -3.09
4*3 PN x BG-65 -8.57* -9.74* -4.35 -1.08 -1.08 054 -8.56* -9.66* 361
4*5 PN xBG-21-2 -15.20*%* | -16.32** | -13.59** | -10.40** | -11.11**| -9.19* | -10.40** | -10.40* 6.70
4*6 PNxRBG 9.43* | -1158**| -8.70 -8.15* 9.14* | -8.65* 6.12 891 515
5*1 BG-21-2x NJ -14.44%* | -16.84** | -11.41**| -6.70 -71.94 5.95 -71.54 9.09 -2.06
5*%2 BG-21-2xBG-23 | -14.59** | -1459**| -14.13** | -16.80** | -17.46** | -15.68** | 2.00 0.99 515
5*3 BG-21-2xBG-65 | -16.32** | -18.46** | -13.59** | 187 1.06 324 -4.16 531 1.03
5*%4 BG-21-2xPN -1.33 -2.63 0.54 6.67 7141 541 297 297 1.03
5*6 BG-21-2xRBG -1.64 2.70 217 512 6.88 -4.86 -2.55 545 -1.55
6*1 RBGxNJ -10.34** | -13.78**| 815 | -18.58** | -19.02**| -19.46** | -18.30** | -22.01**| -15.98**
6*2 RBGxBG-23 -4.37 541 -4.89 -8.70* 9.68* | -9.19* 361 -5.56 361
6*3 RBGxBG-65 -17.55%* | -20.51** | -15.76** | -5.98 6.99 6.49 -9.32% | -13.04**| -7.22
6*4 RBGxPN -17.52*%* | -19.47**| -16.85** | -2.17 323 270 | -21.43** | -23.76** | -20.62**
6*5 RBGxBG-21-2 -1.64 2.70 217 | -16.98** | -18.52** | -16.76** | -4.08 6.93 -3.09

S.Ed () 222 2.56 2.56 215 248 248 2.62 3.03 3.03

CD5% 4.75 5.49 5.49 4.60 531 531 5.63 6.50 6.50

Table 4 : Estimation of heterosis for number of nodes to first male flower appearance.
Heterosis (%0) (No.of nodes to first male flower appearance )
El B2 B3

F1 Cross MP BP SH MP BP SH MP BP SH
1*2 NJx BG-23 -10.53* | -1053 556 | -29.87** | -32.50** | -15.63** | -11.63* | -13.64**| -9.52
1*3 NJx BG-65 -1351%* | -15.79*%*| -1111 | -1538** | -17.50**| 312 |-16.28** | -18.18**| -14.29**
1*4 NJIx PN -40.00%* | -42.86** | -33.33** | -21.05** | -25.00** | -6.25 |-22.73** | -26.09**| -19.05**
1*5 NJIxBG-21-2 -21.05%* | -21.05**| -16.67** | -15.38** | -17.50** | 312 |-20.00** | -25.00**| -14.29**
1*6 NJx RBG -14.29*%* | -21.05**| -16.67** | 13.51** 5.00 31.25*%* | -952 952 952
2*1 BG-23x NJ -26.32%* | -26.32%* | -22.22** | -22.08** | -25.00**| -625 | -11.63* | -13.64**| -952
2*3 BG-23xBG-65 | -18.92** | -21.05%*| -16.67** | -25.33** | -26.32** | -12.50* | -22.73** | -22.73** | -19.05**

Table 4 continued...
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Table 4 continued...
2%4 BG-23xPN -20.00*%* | -23.81**| -1111 | -20.55** | -21.62**| 938 | -11.11* | -13.04**| -4.76
2*5 BG-23xBG-21-2 | -21.05** | -21.05**| -16.67** | 4.00 2.63 21.88** | 0.00 417 9.52
2*6 BG-23xRBG -31.43** | -36.84** | -33.33** | -15.49** | -18.92** | 625 6.98 9.09 -4.76
3*1 BG-65x NJ 2.70 5.26 0.00 0.00 250 | 21.88** | -16.28** | -18.18**| -14.29**
3*2 BG-65xBG-23 | -18.92** | -21.05**| -16.67** | -4.00 5.26 12.50* | -22.73** | -22.73**| -19.05**
3*4 BG-65x PN 769 | -14.29**| 000 |-10.81**| -13.16**| 312 -11.11* | -13.04** |  -4.76
3*5 BG-65xBG-21-2 | -35.14** | -36.84** | -33.33** | -23.68** | -23.68** | 938 | -34.78** | -37.50**| -28.57**
3*6 BG-65xRBG 0.00 -5.56 -5.56 2.78 -7.89 938 |-16.28** | -18.18** | -14.29**
4*1 PN x NJ -20.00%* | -23.81**| -1111 | -21.05**| -25.00**| -6.25 909 | -13.04**| -476
4% PN xBG-23 -30.00%* | -33.33** | -22.22** | -26.03** | -27.03** | -15.63** | -15.56** | -17.39**| 952
4*3 PN x BG-65 -33.33** | -38.10**| -27.78**| 0.00 263 | 15.62** | -6.67 8.70 0.00
4*5 PN xBG-21-2 -15.00*%* | -19.05**| 556 | -27.03** | -28.95** | -15.63** | -31.91** | -33.33**| -23.81**
4*6 PNxRBG -13.51%* | -23.81**| -1111 | -14.29** | -16.67**| 625 |-22.73** | -26.09**| -19.05**
5*1 BG-21-2x NJ -10.53* | -10.53 -5.56 513 -750 | 15.62** | -20.00*%* | -25.00**| -14.29**
5*%2 BG-21-2xBG-23 | -10.53* | -10.53 556 | -20.00*%* | -21.05**| -6.25 |-21.74** | -25.00**| -14.29**
5*3 BG-21-2xBG-65 | -35.14** | -36.84** | -33.33** | -23.68** | -23.68** | -9.38 0.00 417 9.52
5*%4 BG-21-2xPN -15.00*%* | -19.05**| 556 | -18.92**| -21.05**| 625 |-23.40** | -25.00**| -14.29**
5*6 BG-21-2xRBG -2.86 -10.53 -5.56 833 | -13.16**| 312 |-20.00** | -25.00** | -14.29**
6*1 RBGxNJ -14.29%* | -21.05%* | -16.67** | -24.32** | -30.00** | -12.50* | -4.76 -4.76 -4.76
6*2 RBGxBG-23 -31.43** | -36.84** | -33.33** | -4.23 811 6.25 233 -4.55 0.00
6*3 RBGxBG-65 -11.76* | -16.67**| -16.67** | -556 -10.53* 6.25 | -20.93** | -22.73**| -19.05**
6*4 RBGxPN -24.32%* | -33.33%* | -22.22** | -22.86** | -25.00** | -15.63** | -18.18** | -21.74**| -14.29**
6*5 RBGxBG-21-2 | -14.29** | -21.05**| -16.67** | -16.67** | -21.05**| -625 | -11.11* | -16.67**| -4.76

S.Ed () 0.30 0.34 0.34 0.48 0.56 0.56 0.33 0.38 0.38
CD5% 0.63 0.73 0.73 1.03 119 119 0.70 0.81 0.81
Table 5 : Estimation of heterosis for number of nodes to first female flower appearance.
Heterosis (%) (No. of nodes to first female flower appearance)
El B2 B3

F1 Cross MP BP SH MP BP SH MP BP SH
1*2 NJx BG-23 -23.94** | -25.00%* | -22.86** | -19.27** | -20.00** | -13.73** | -17.14** | -19.44**| -14.71**
1*3 NJx BG-65 -12.33** | -15.79**| 857 | -17.12**| -19.30**| 980 |-12.33**| -17.95**| -588
1*4 NJIx PN -18.31%* | -19.44%* | -17.14** | -18.87** | -20.37** | -15.69** | -11.43** | -13.89**| -8.82
1*5 NJIxBG-21-2 -13.89** | -16.22**| -11.43** | -15.89** | -16.67**| -11.76* | -10.81** | -17.50**| -2.94
1*6 NJx RBG -11.43%* | -11.43**| -11.43** | 857* 5.56 11.76* | -13.04** | -14.29**| -11.76*
2*1 BG-23x NJ -0.86** | -11.11**| 857 | -11.93**| -12.73**| -5.88 5.71 833 294
2*3 BG-23xBG-65 |-18.92** | -21.05%* | -14.29** | -30.36** | -31.58** | -23.53** | -20.00** | -23.08** | -11.76*
2*%4 BG-23xPN -19.44%* | -19.44%* | -17.14** | -19.63** | -21.82** | -15.69** | 8.33 833 14.71**
2*5 BG-23xBG-21-2 | -28.77** | -29.73** | -25.71** | 741 5.45 13.73** | -789 | -1250**| 294
2*6 BG-23xRBG -23.94** | -25.00%* | -22.86** | -11.32** | -1455** | -7.84 -7.04 833 294
3*1 BG-65x NJ -23.29*%* | -26.32**| -20.00** | -13.51** | -15.79**| -5.88 -1.37 -7.69 5.88
3*2 BG-65xBG-23 | -27.03** | -28.95%* | -22.86** | 12.50** | 1053* | 23.53** | -4.00 -7.69 5.88
3*4 BG-65x PN -24.32%* | -26.32**| -20.00** | -15.60** | -19.30**| -9.80 6.67 -10.26* 2.9
3*5 BG-65xBG-21-2 | -14.67** | -15.79**| -857 | -10.91**| -14.04**| -392 |-31.65** | -32.50**| -20.59**
3*6 BG-65xRBG -28.77*%* | -31.58**| -25.71** | 11.11** 5.26 17.65** | 541 -10.26* 2.9
4*1 PN x NJ -12.68** | -13.89**| -11.43** | -16.98** | -18.52** | -13.73** | -571 833 294
4% PN xBG-23 -19.44%* | -19.44%* | -17.14%* | -17.76** | -20.00** | -13.73** | -11.11** | -11.11* 5.88

Table 5 continued...
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4*3 PN x BG-65 -24.32%* | -26.32**| -20.00** | -11.93** | -15.79**| -588 |-12.00** | -15.38**| -2.94
4*5 PNxBG-21-2 | -20.55** | -21.62** | -17.14** | -29.52** | -30.19** | -27.45** | -23.68** | -27.50** | -14.71**
4*6 PNxRBG -23.94%* | -25.00%* | -22.86™* | -26.21** | -26.92** | -25.49** | -7.04 833 294
5*1 BG-21-2x NJ -25.00%* | -27.03**| -22.86** | -19.63** | -20.37** | -15.69** |  0.00 -7.50 8.82
5*%2 BG-21-2xBG-23 | -23.29** | -24.32**| -20.00** | -12.96** | -14.55** | -7.84 |-13.16** | -17.50**| -2.94
5*3 BG-21-2xBG-65 | -22.67** | -23.68**| -17.14** | -18.18** | -21.05** | -11.76* | -8.86* | -10.00* 5.88
5%4 BG-21-2xPN | -15.07** | -16.22**| -11.43** | -20.00** | -20.75** | -17.65** | -2.63 -7.50 8.82
5*6 BG-21-2xRBG | -25.00** | -27.03**| -22.86** | -15.38** | -16.98** | -13.73** | -12.00** | -17.50**| -2.94
6*1 RBGxNJ -11.43%* | -11.43**| -11.43** | -18.10** | -20.37** | -15.69** | -7.25 857 5.88
6*2 RBGxBG-23 -21.13%* | -22.22%*| -20.00%* | -11.32** | -1455**| -7.84 | -23.94** | -25.00**| -20.59**
6*3 RBGxBG-65 -12.33%* | -15.79*%*| 857 | -18.52** | -22.81** | -13.73** | -27.03** | -30.77**| -20.59**
6*4 RBGxPN -23.94*%* | -25.00%* | -22.86** | -16.50** | -17.31** | -15.69** | -7.04 833 294
6*5 RBGxBG-21-2 | -19.44** | -21.62**| -17.14** | -19.23** | -20.75** | -17.65** | -12.00** | -17.50**| -2.94

S.Ed () 042 0.49 0.49 0.68 0.79 0.79 0.50 0.58 0.58

CD5% 0.90 104 104 1.46 1.69 1.69 107 124 124

Table 6 : Estimation of heterosis for vine length at the time final harvesting (m).
Heterosis (%) (Vine length at the time of final harvesting (m))
El B2 E3

F1 Cross MP BP SH MP BP SH MP BP SH
1*2 NJx BG-23 10.48 10.17 378 8.64 339 417 | 24.61** | 24.03** | 18.69**
1*3 NJx BG-65 10.53 9.99 3.03 35.21%* | 34.85%* | 22.73** | 7.19 0.11 10.38
1*4 NJIx PN 21.81** | 18.69** | 17.19** 722 4.32 0.37 7.76 7.25 361
1*5 NJIxBG-21-2 16.18** | 14.20* 6.97 34.88** | 28.83** | 28.81** | 24.37** | 19.51** | 24.05**
1*6 NJx RBG 19.04** | 17.05** | 9.63 2321** | 18.87* | 16.38* | 15.05* 13.72 11.39
2*1 BG-23x NJ 11.50* 11.19 4.74 16.35* 10.72 1156 | 25.22%* | 24.64** | 19.27**
2*3 BG-23xBG-65 | 15.80** | 14.92* 825 3.08 215 -142 | 16.94** 8.75 19.90**
2%4 BG-23xPN 17.51** | 14.80* | 13.36* 8.67 6.22 7.02 910 8.09 4.42
2*5 BG-23xBG-21-2 | 26.92** | 24.41** | 17.19** | 12.39 11.96 12.80 7.07 244 6.33
2*6 BG-23xRBG 15.39** | 13.15* 6.58 047 -1.88 -114 | 24.69%* | 22.69** | 20.18**
3*1 BG-65x NJ 23.84** | 23.24** | 1543** | 1349 1319 3.02 8.42 1.26 11.65
3*2 BG-65xBG-23 | 17.34** | 16.44** | 9.69 14.69* 8.87 9.69 -1.85 8.73 0.63
3*4 BG-65x PN 28.39%* | 2451** | 22.94** | 32.24** | 28.33** | 23.47** | 16.74** 951 20.74**
3*5 BG-65xBG-21-2 | 20.24** | 18.76** | 10.16 1375 837 8.36 5.26 218 12.66
3*6 BG-65xRBG 26.60** | 25.07** | 16.02** | 34.36** | 29.29** | 26.59** | 3.36 241 7.59
4*1 PN x NJ 21.70*%* | 18.58** | 17.08** | 49.82** | 45.77** | 40.26** | 7.95 7.45 380
4% PN xBG-23 12.75* 10.16 877 10.02 755 8.36 16.39* 15.31* 11.39
4*3 PN x BG-65 21.72*%* | 18.04** | 16.55** | 46.53** | 42.19** | 36.81** | 15.99** 8.81 19.96**
4*5 PN xBG-21-2 12.23* 753 6.17 140 051 053 4.85 122 5.06
4*6 PNxRBG 23.50** | 18.36** | 16.87** | 10.26 931 7.02 8.00 7.26 5.06
5*1 BG-21-2x NJ 26.01** | 23.86** | 16.02** | 37.81** | 31.63** | 31.61** | 14.21* 9.76 13.92
5*%2 BG-21-2xBG-23 | 26.80** | 24.29** | 17.08** 9.73 931 1013 | 22.31** | 17.02* | 21.46**
5*3 BG-21-2xBG-65 | 15.60** | 14.17* 591 7.66 257 255 12.95* 9.64 20.89**
5%4 BG-21-2xPN 8.44 390 259 11.82 9.71 9.69 13.70* 9.76 13.92
5*6 BG-21-2xRBG | 19.38** | 19.34** | 804 4.12 34 3.02 1043 7.32 11.39
6*1 RBGxNJ 11.82* 994 298 6.25 251 0.37 10.47 9.20 6.96
6*2 RBGxBG-23 14.09** 11.86 538 18.04** | 16.37* | 17.25* | 26.06** | 24.04** | 21.49**
6*3 RBGxBG-65 18.47** | 17.04** | 857 19.73** | 1521 1280 | 16.12** 9.64 20.89**
6*4 RBGxPN 27.55%* | 22.24** | 20.70** | 21.71** | 20.66** | 18.14* 540 4.68 253
6*5 RBGxBG-21-2 13.79* 13.76* 298 14.90* 1371 13.69 -149 -4.27 0.63

S.Ed () 0.30 0.35 0.35 0.47 0.54 0.54 0.31 0.36 0.36

CD5% 0.65 0.75 0.75 1.01 117 117 0.67 0.78 0.78
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Table 7 : Estimation of heterosis for inter-nodal length (cm).

Heterosis (%0) (Inter-nodal Length (cm))

El B2 E3

F1 Cross MP BP SH MP BP SH MP BP SH
12 NJx BG-23 -9.46* | -14.96**| 927 -2.10 -11.03* | 17.71** | 12.56** 5.36 22.86**
1*3 NJx BG-65 -748 | -15.67*%*| 15.68** | -20.82** | -22.73** | 742 | -19.18** | -24.83** 192
1*4 NJx PN 0.26 -164 | 1541%* | -23.75** | -27.62** | 424 |-20.67** | -21.51**| -847
15 NJxBG-21-2 -12.38** | -12.86* | -1.63 922 -1016 | 18.87** | -1.60 -5.59 19.80**
16 NJx RBG -14.23** | -19.35**| 339 | -24.34**| -26.03**| -214 |-19.90** | -20.25**| -7.01
2*1 BG-23xNJ -5.66 -11.39* | 13.86* -1.84 -10.80* | 18.02** 7.01 0.17 16.81**
2*3 BG-23xBG-65 | -13.96** | -16.68**| 14.29* | -13.25** | -22.89**| 721 |-13.33**| -24.17** 2.82
2*4 BG-23xPN -14.87** | -1857**| 464 | -13.80**| -17.68**| -215 |-13.82** | -1851**| -7.01

2*5 BG-23xBG-21-2 | -23.61** | -28.61**| -8.27 981 | -17.26**| 721 -8.95% | -17.99** 407

2*6 BG-23xRBG -18.57** | -18.67**| 451 | -25.23**| -30.62**| -12.32 |-25.74** | -30.21** | -19.32**

3*1 BG-65x NJ 2.24 682 | 27.82** | 550 -1.78 | 28.21** 161 -5.50 28.14**
3*2 BG-65xBG-23 | -14.15** | -16.86**| 14.04* | -20.79**| -29.59** | -211 |-20.76** | -30.67**| -5.99
3*4 BG-65x PN -24.37%* | -20.84**| -3.76 0.57 -1.78 | 28.21** 145 -6.58 26.67**

3*5 BG-65xBG-21-2 | -18.21** | -25.82**| 175 | -34.64**| -36.86** | -1222 |-34.91** | -37.00**| -14.58**

3*6 BG-65xRBG -22.08** | -24.63**| 3.38 -10.90* | -14.95**| 18.24** | -498 | -11.99**| 19.33**

4*1 PNXxNJ 0.72 -2.61 14.29* | -22.14**| -26.09** | -221 |-20.67** | -21.51**| -847
4*2 PNxBG-23 -16.30** | -19.93**| 288 0.74 -3.80 14.35* 220 -3.37 10.28
4*3 PN x BG-65 -24.77%* | -30.20%*| -4.26 871 | -15.33** | 17.71** | -3.62 | -11.25**| 20.34**
4*5 PNxBG-21-2 -9.38* | -11.58* 376 | -17.33**| -20.75**| 270 |-19.64** | -23.69**| -3.16
4*6 PNxRBG -4.97 899 | 16.67** | -290 579 | 19.07** 0.64 0.00 15.59**
5*1 BG-21-2x NJ -16.84** | -17.30**| -6.64 | -24.94**| -2571**| -172 |-22.60** | -25.73**| 576
5*2 BG-21-2xBG-23 | -15.26** | -20.81**| 175 0.18 -810 | 19.08** 4.95 547 19.95**

5*3 BG-21-2xBG-65 | -22.95** | -30.11**| 414 | -39.17**| -41.24** | -18.31** | -35.86** | -37.92**| -15.82**

5*4 BG-21-2xPN -11.13* | -13.28**| 175 | -27.70**| -30.69**| -10.19 -6.24 -10.95* | 12.99*

5*6 BG-21-2xRBG | -19.85** | -25.02**| -3.88 -7.61 875 | 18.24** | 055 -4.98 20.57**

6*1 RBGxNJ -14.65%* | -19.75**| 288 | -18.82**| -20.63**| 501 |-27.49** | -27.81**| -15.82**
6*2 RBGxBG-23 -11.64** | -11.75**| 13.40* 858 | -15.17**| 721 4.00 -2.25 12.99*
6*3 RBGxBG-65 -30.68** | -32.94**| -8.02 -10.27* | -14.35**| 19.08** | -715 | -14.00**| 16.61**
6*4 RBGxPN 177 254 | 24.94** | -22.88** | -25.18** | 544 | -24.74** | -25.22**| -13.56*
6*5 RBGxBG-21-2 | -12.85** | -18.48**| 451 0.18 -105 | 28.21** 2.52 -2.05 24.29%*
SEd(#) 0.39 0.45 0.45 054 0.62 0.62 041 0.48 0.48
CD5% 0.83 0.96 0.96 115 133 133 0.88 102 102

Table 8 : Estimation of heterosis for peduncle length (cm).

Heterosis (%) (Peduncle length (cm))

El B2 E3

F1 Cross MP BP SH MP BP SH MP BP SH
12 NJx BG-23 -3.81 426 | 29.52** | 1053 7.35 16.19* 6.04 5.25 13.60*
1*3 NJx BG-65 6.95 3.33 39.78** | 693 | -1582**| 6.15 -5.50 -8.96 444
1*4 NJx PN 18.27** 0.78 36.33** | 17.69** | 17.29** | 20.47** | 27.30** | 23.35** | 31.15**
15 NJxBG-21-2 27.68** | 20.94** | 63.60** | -1065 | -15.02* -3.92 3.25 0.46 6.81
16 NJx RBG 6.12 027 | 53.37*%* | -18.97*%* | -19.35** | -16.96* | -13.34** | -17.95**| -2.37
2*1 BG-23x NJ 13.91** | 13.38** | 53.37** 8.30 5.19 1385 | 13.85** | 13.01* | 21.97**
2*3 BG-23 xBG-65 -8.28 -10.99* | 19.29** 104 -6.12 | 18.39** | 16.78** | 13.33* | 30.01**

Table 8 continued...
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2%4 BG-23xPN 7.03 844 | 22.70** | 24.83** | 21.65** | 31.67** | 3L.67** | 26.67** | 36.71**
2*5 BG-23xBG-21-2 | 12.27** 6.82 | 43.15** 6.30 4.03 17.62* | 23.83** | 19.62** | 29.11**
2*6 BG-23xRBG 052 691 | 43.15** | 15.02** | 1222 | 21.46**| 649 154 20.82**
3*1 BG-65x NJ 8.72 -11.82* | 19.29** 437 560 | 19.03** | -456 -8.05 5.48
3*2 BG-65x BG-23 -8.28 -10.99* | 19.29** | 19.31** | 1086 | 39.79** | 12.72** 9.38 25.48**
3*4 BG-65x PN 762 | -18.92**| 225 16.09** 533 32.82%* | 17.03** 9.38 25.48**
3*5 BG-65xBG-21-2 | -15.75** | -17.46**| 4.09 13.78** 7.90 36.06** | 20.44** | 13.02* | 29.65**
3*6 BG-65xRBG -20.37*%* | -35.73**|  -116 | 24.07** | 12.69* | 42.10** | 14.55** | 12.49* | 33.85**
4*1 PN x NJ 15.32** 174 | 32.92%* | 1121 10.83 13.84 344 0.23 6.57
4% PN xBG-23 4.06 -10.99* | 19.29** | 19.14** | 16.10* | 25.66** | 4.40 0.43 8.39
4*3 PN x BG-65 162 -10.81* | 1247 473 498 | 19.81**| -783 | -13.85**| -117
4*5 PN xBG-21-2 26.08** | 12.68* | 36.33** | -3.89 -8.29 3.69 315 357 -3.00
4*6 PNxRBG -15.15%* | -31.29**| 566 4.95 4.82 7.93 631 | -13.90**| 245
5*1 BG-21-2x NJ -25.52*%* | -29.45**| -A57 | -14.30**| -1850**| -7.85 |-17.83** | -20.05**| -14.99*
5*%2 BG-21-2xBG-23 | -19.81** | -23.70**| 225 955 -11.48 0.08 -11.01* | -14.04* -1.22
5*3 BG-21-2xBG-65 -0.69 270 | 22.70** | -12.01* | -16.56**| 521 7.30 0.69 15.51*
5*%4 BG-21-2xPN 2.29 -12.68* 5.66 -13.82* | -17.77%*| -7.03 311 267 327
5*6 BG-21-2xRBG | -28.06** | -35.73**| -1.16 6.68 -10.85 080 |-12.71** | -19.46**| -417
6*1 RBGxNJ 20.27*%* | 13.03** | 73.82** | 16.03** | 15.49* | 18.91** | -340 854 8.83
6*2 RBGxBG-23 052 691 | 43.15** | 18.76** | 15.87* | 2541** | 731 232 21.75%*
6*3 RBGxBG-65 0.15 9.13* | 39.74** | 14.03** 357 30.60** |  6.20 4.29 24.09**
6*4 RBGxPN 4,01 -15.78**| 29.52** | 15.65** | 1551* | 18.94** | 20.75** | 10.98* | 32.05**
6*5 RBGxBG-21-2 4.19 691 | 43.15** | 18.01** | 12.74* | 27.47** | 16.38** 7.38 271.77%*

S.Ed () 0.54 0.62 0.62 0.70 0.81 0.81 0.62 0.72 0.72

CD5% 115 133 133 150 174 174 134 155 155

Table 9 : Estimation of heterosis for number of primary branches.
Heterosis (%) (Number of primary branches per plant)
El B2 B3
F1 Cross MP BP SH MP BP SH MP BP SH

1*2 NJx BG-23 -2.68 955 -1.74 -1.59 -11.04 6.51 6.89 6.10 6.10
1*3 NJx BG-65 -18.05%* | -23.10** | -16.46** | -17.95** | -24.96**| -10.15 4.82 330 176
1*4 NJIx PN 20.46** | 15.08** | 25.01** | 27.99** | 17.44** | 40.61** | 26.25** | 25.70** | 23.83**
1*5 NJIxBG-21-2 124 9.68 -1.88 4.98 2.08 17.24* 7.59 349 10.35
1*6 NJx RBG -2243%* | -26.11**| -19.73** | -13.53* | -16.64**| -0.19 049 087 234
2*1 BG-23x NJ 16.40** 819 17.53** 7.96 240 16.86* 1157 10.74 10.74
2*3 BG-23xBG-65 -8.68 961 | -13.90* 183 0.53 019 | 23.99** | 21.29** | 21.29**
2%4 BG-23xPN 26.63** | 23.04** | 21.71** | 38.66** | 36.40** | 36.40** | 20.95** | 19.53** | 19.53**
2*5 BG-23xBG-21-2 | 31.03** | 25.34** | 16.95** | 17.03** | 1314 17.24* 7.19 3.86 10.74
2*6 BG-23xRBG 30.93** | 27.58** | 2546** | 35.85*%* | 27.07** | 41.19** | 22.66** | 21.29** | 21.29**
3*1 BG-65x NJ -11.95* | -17.38**| -10.25 8.64 064 | 1897** | 18.10** | 16.38* 14.65
3*2 BG-65x BG-23 -8.52 945 | -13.75* 222 0.92 0.19 1541* 12.89 12.89
3*4 BG-65x PN 13.29** 11.19 9.99 21.89** | 21.46** | 21.46** | 751 6.40 391
3*5 BG-65xBG-21-2 | 32.56** | 25.56** | 19.59** | 28.40** | 25.71** | 30.27** | -3.83 -8.78 2.73
3*6 BG-65xRBG -3.60 512 -6.69 13.82* 7.76 19.73** | 25.83** | 24.47** | 21.68**
4*1 PN x NJ 17.57** | 12.31* | 22.01** | 2450** | 14.24* | 36.78** | 17.29** | 16.78* 15.04
4% PN xBG-23 -11.36* | -13.87* | -14.81** | 399 230 230 119 0.00 0.00

Table 9 continued...
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Table 9 continued...

4*3 PN x BG-65 0.17 -2.03 -3.09 19.78** | 19.35** | 19.35** | 27.72** | 26.40** | 23.44**
4*5 PNxBG-21-2 19.80** 1149 1029 | 34.16** | 31.82** | 36.59** | 31.75** | 26.20** | 34.57**
4*6 PNxRBG -15.30** | -15.54** | -16.46** | 12.70* 7.07 18.97** | 1334 13.28 10.74
5*1 BG-21-2x NJ 341 -1.75 0.22 533 -1.76 17.62* | 14.25* 9.90 17.19*
5*2 BG-21-2xBG-23 | 30.69** | 25.01** | 16.65** | 23.72** | 19.61** | 23.95** | 19.85** | 16.13* | 23.83**
5*3 BG-21-2xBG-65 | 12.92* 6.96 187 9.52 7.23 1111 100 -4.20 2.15
5*4 BG-21-2xPN 348 -3.70 474 6.69 482 8.62 -8.60 -12.45 -6.64
5*6 BG-21-2xRBG 12.16* 4.66 292 4.74 121 12.45 8.36 3.86 10.74
6*1 RBGxNJ 8.17 3.04 11.94* 7.39 3.52 23.95*%* 5.88 548 3.91
6*2 RBGxBG-23 -7.64 -10.00 -11.50 -3.59 -9.83 0.19 9.43 8.20 8.20
6*3 RBGxBG-65 2143** | 19.52** | 17.53** | 15.46** 9.31 21.46%* | 27.65*%* | 26.27** | 23.44**
6*4 RBGxPN 11.82* 1149 10.29 12.70* 7.07 18.97** | -11.05 -11.09 -13.09
6*5 RBGxBG-21-2 0.12 -6.80 -8.35 242 -1.03 996 | -17.05** | -20.51**| -15.23
SEd() 0.31 0.36 0.36 0.31 0.36 0.36 0.32 0.37 0.37
CD5% 0.66 0.77 0.77 0.67 0.77 0.77 0.68 0.79 0.79

x PN), with the maximum in BG-23 x PN (38.66%), BG-
23 x RBG (35.85%) and PN x BG-21-2 (34.16%). F,
hybrid BG-23 x PN (36.40%), PN x BG-21-2 (31.82%)
and BG-23 x RBG (27.07%) showed maximum positive
heterobeltiosis, while F, hybrids BG-23 x RBG (41.19%)
followed by NJ x PN (40.61%) recorded the maximum
positive significant heterosis over the standard check
(Kashi Ganga). In environment 111 recorded that the mid
parent heterosis ranged from -17.05% (RBG x BG-21-
2) t0 31.75% (PN x BG-21-2), with the maximum in PN
x BG-21-2 (31.75%), PN x BG-65 (27.27%) and NJ x
PN (26.25%) over mid parent and heterobeltiosis ranged
from -17.05% (RBG x BG-21-2) to 26.40% (PN x BG-
65) with maximum in PN x BG-65 (26.40%), RBG x
BG-65 (26.27%) and PN x BG-21-2 (26.20%), however
standard heterosis ranged from -15.22% (RBG x BG-
21-2) to 34.57 (PN x BG-21-2) with maximum in PN x
BG-21-2 (34.57%), BG-21-2 x BG-23 and NJ x PN
(23.83%) showed over check (Kashi Ganga) results
conformed with Singh et al. (2012), Gaykawad et al.
(2016) presented in Table 9.

Conclusion

Finally concluded that, on the basis of standard
heterosis for earliness trait, the F, hybrids viz.,NJ x PN,
PN x NJ, BG-23 x RBG and RBG x PN exhibited
significant and better standard heterosis over check
(Kashi Ganga). For growth traits F, hybrids NJ x PN for
vine length and primary branches and BG-65 x RBG for
peduncle length showed significant and better standard
heterosis over check (Kashi Ganga).
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