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Abstract: The experiments of sugarcane combination evaluation with 119 combinations from 2017 to 2018 crossing
season were conducted in Nanning, Chongzuo and Laibin of Guangxi province. The complex variance analysis and
evaluation of genetic parameters in brix weight were took into account as well as the combination stability was analyzed
by the regression analysis model and AMMI model. The results showed that differences of brix weight among
combinations, environments and interaction between environments and combinations were both highly significant
(P<0.01), and the broad-sense heritability of brix weight belonged to medium level or slightly lower in 3 sites. In both
Chongzuo and Laibin, variation coefficients of brix weight were large, but that in Nanning was small. The combinations,
643, 404, 575, 972, 636, 144, YC95, 1470, 755, 409, 701, 832, YC37 and 579 performed high yield, high genetic stability
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and stronger adaptability. The result of comprehensive analysis in both brix weight and selection rate of combination
showed that the combinations 449, YC127, 796, YC44, 533, 570, YC123, 391, 546, 403, YC90 and 252 performed high
brix weight and high selection rate of combination in Nanning. The combinations 643, 212, YC61, 432, 903, YC95,
YC44, 368, YC83, YC127, YC112, 701, 411, YC90 and YC123 demonstrated high brix weight and high selection rate of
combination in Chongzuo. The combinations, 643, 404, 449, 144, 403 and YC48 had high brix weight and high selection
rate of combination in Laibin.

Keywords: sugarcane; combination; brix weight; stability; adaptability
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Table 1 Combination number and parent information
2 HoCP00-961xYG22 397 GT06-1264xYZ05-51 758 YT91-976xGT05-1822

51 GT09-98xYG22 398 GT06-178xK84-69 768 YG39xGT10-3006

58 GT06-1215xQ127 403 GT06-3283xGT04-1001 796 TaiY15xGT91-116

94 GT07-229xGT04-1545 404 GT06-3283xPR83-1248 832 YT91-976xGT03-1403
142 GT06-1215xFR93-979 405 GT07-229xLC03-1137 838 GTO05-1141xYuanL8
143 GT07-229xGT04-2679 409 GT11-08xGC1-2003 841 GT05-1141xGT10-3006
144 GT08-10xGT04-2679 411 GT11-08xK84-69 903 GT08-212xGT94-10
147 GT06-1238xGT04-2679 412 HHR11-52xGT08-272 908 GT05-3217xLT07-95
149 GT04-112xGT00-122 414 ROC1xGT09-792 932 YT91-976xCP06-2422
169 CP09-4257xYZ05-51 427 CP94-1100xGT06-244 972 GT08-212xFR98-53
170 GT06-1215xYZ06-80 428 CP94-1100xYT93-373 1021 GT10-2055xGT08-13
174 GT04-112xL5-8 432 GT04-1560xCP84-1198 1027 K86-138xYT93-373
178 GT04-2645xYunY06-9 437 GTO05-ym3xYZ05-51 1074 GT06-1184xK84—-69
209 GT07-229xFR93-979 449 FR00-306xLT07-95 1467 GT06-1264xGT03-2309
212 GT06-1215xGT06-1238 451 GTO05-wm3xLC05-129 1470 YT91-976xLC0O3-1137
223 GT04-151xCP01-1178 455 GT11-80xGT06-244 1474 GTO05-wm3xCP94-1100
235 GT05-3235xCP01-1178 489 LC03-296xGT04-1023 1479 GT06-244xGT08-10
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1.2

1.3

4
& 18
240 FR93-257xFN98-10 500 YZ99-596xCP94-1100 1480 GT93-102xGT06-244
241 FR93-257xGT04-1001 505 GT11-639xGT03-2309 YCI110 YT94-128xROC25
252 GTO05-1212xYZ05-51 506 GT03-2309xCP00-1630 YC112 YT99-66xROC22
253 YZ99-596xCP01-1178 511 GTO08-13xFR93-439 YC119 Z7Z41xR0OC22
265 GT05-1141xGT08-1235 517 GT06-178xFN0335 YCI123 Z749xROC25
269 GT10-2018xYC07-71 523 GT04-1512xVMC96-7 YC127 Z750xROC22
274 YC90-33xGT03-2039 533 GTO05-wm3xGT96-211 YC17 ROC25xGT73-167
290 FR93-257xGT06-244 546 GT05-ym3xGT10-2018 YC21 ROC25xYT00-318
291 FR93-257xGT07-229 561 GT06-244xGT10-3006 YC27 ROC28xYT00-236
302 GTO03-591xYC90-33 570 GT02-1247xGT11-639 YC33 FN02-6427xZT12-01
315 GT06-178xYC90-33 575 YZ99-596xYT00-236 YC37 GT00-122xROC26
316 GT06-3283xCP01-1178 579 YT00-236xCP01-2390 YC44 GT02-761xROC22
318 GT10-2055%YunY96-454 600 Col1001xGT06-244 YC47 GT02-901xYT96-86
321 ROC1xGT04-1001 626 GT07-229xYunY07-70 YC48 GT02-901xYZ89-7
333 YZ99-596xGT08-1235 636 GT06-244xCP84-1198 YC50 GTO03-8xYT00-319
344 GT04-151xHHR11-52 643 YT00-236xPR83-1248 YC57 GT06-1721xYT03-373
368 CP94-1100xGT08-1497 644 YN91-600xYT00-236 YC61 GT94-119xROC22
370 FR00-301xGT07-625 651 FN1110xGT08-336 YC79 LC05-136xYC07-71
373 FR93-257xCo01001 652 FN1110xCP94-1100 YC8 ROC22xGT03-3005
375 FR93-257xGT10-3006 673 GT09-1743xYC89-7 YC83 LCO05-136xYT93-159
378 FR93-257xSP80-3280 701 YuanL7xYT00-236 YC90 LC12-292xROC22
379 GT03-591xCP84-1198 719 YG24xLT07-95 YC95 YT00-236xROC22
391 GT05-ym3xCP94-1100 755 YG42xGT94-10
X3 A (E2)
3 (E3)
2
(ED)
F2 AR RERER
Table 2 The basic information about 3 experiment locations
/mm /'C Agkg™) pH
El 107°59'10" 23°6'39" 1301.0 21.8 26.3 5.12
E2 107°56'7" 22°4'9" 1280.0 222 242 3.97
E3 109°6'10” 23°46'12" 13529 21.0 18.3 5.27
LA LA [14]
Rt
3
2018 3 9 4
14—20 119
3
3
1 7 m 1.2 m 23
1.4 Fitoh
2019 1 2325 2019 LSD [15]
1—3 2019 14—17
DPS 17.10 3

AMMI (16]
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Table 3 The performance and genetic analysis of brix weight per stool at 3 locations
/kg
o’ 1% 1% F P

El 0.439 0.203~0.633 0.004 13.6 22.8 2.614%* 0.000 0.352

E2 0.410 0.236~0.601 0.003 14.3 24.8 2.502%* 0.000 0.334

E3 0.368 0.186~0.573 0.003 16.0 23.8 3.466** 0.000 0.452

“rE2 0,01

22 HAAEEMEKSAES . BEASHE AMMI

FES (P<0.01)

4 8.1%

x4 HABEENKSHESN. REASAF AMMIREE T ESTER

Table 4 The results of multi—point conjoint analysis, regression analysis and AMMI analysis of brix weight per stool of sugarcane combination

DF SS MS F =] 1%
1070 11.029 4 0.0103
6 0.165 4 0.027 6 4.672 6 0.000 1 1.5
2 0.898 4 0.449 2 76.152 8** 0 8.1
118 4.004 3 0.0339 5.752 6** 0 36.3
x 236 1.784 9 0.007 6 1.282 1%** 0.008 2 16.2
708 4.176 5 0.0059 37.9
1070 11.029 4 0.0103
356 6.687 6 0.018 8 3.089 2 0
118 4.004 3 0.0339 5.580 4 0
2 0.898 4 0.449 2 73.8729 0
236 1.784 9 0.007 6 1.243 7* 0.017 6
1 0.0214 0.021 4 3.516 8 0.061 2 1.2
117 0.883 4 0.007 6 1.2416 0.054 1 49.5
1 0.000 9 0.000 9 0.148 6 0.7 0.5
117 0.879 2 0.007 5 1.2357 0.058 1
714 43419 0.006 1
AMMI 1070 11.029 4 0.010 3
356 6.687 6 0.018 8 3.089 2 0
118 4.004 3 0.0339 5.580 4 0
2 0.898 4 0.449 2 73.8729 0
236 1.784 9 0.007 6 1.243 7* 0.017 6
IPCA1 119 1.033 6 0.008 7 1.428 4% 0.003 6 57.9
117 0.7512 0.006 4
714 43419 0.006 1

w“n (.05 w0 0]
AMMI
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36.3% X 16.2% 240 972 636 144 YC95 1470 755 409 701
X 832 YC37 579 316
bi 1
3
P=0.054 1
49.5% AMMI AMMI D,

1 (IPCA1) AMMI

IPCA1 643 404 575 449 972

57.9% 636 YCI27 144 YC95 1470 373 YCI112

23 EAEERRETEIESH 755 533 838 253 409 411 701 51 570

YC123 832 1074 291 600 YC37 579
( 5 D,
) ( ) AMMI
b . 643 404 575 972 636 144
b ' . YC95 1470 755 409 701 832 YC37 579
i
174 643 404 575
*5 HEEEMREEINER
Table 5 The result of stability analysis of brix weight per stool of sugarcane combination
/kg b D,

174 0.582 0.176 0.759 E1,E2,E3 0.065 80
643 0.579 0.173 0.255 E1,E2,E3 0.011 20
404 0.561 0.155 0.753 E1,E2,E3 0.005 6
575 0.533 0.128 0.989 E1,E2,E3 0.038 53
240 0.511 0.105 0.062 E1,E2,E3 0.076 84
449 0.511 0.105 1.966 El 0.021 34
302 0.509 0.103 1.749 E2 0.090 93
432 0.504 0.099 2.023 El 0.045 61
972 0.500 0.094 0.952 E1,E2,E3 0.036 49
636 0.493 0.088 0.504 E1,E2,E3 0.042 58
149 0.492 0.086 2.029 E2 0.102 99
YC127 0.490 0.084 1.773 El 0.008 13
903 0.478 0.072 3.722 El 0.144 114
144 0.472 0.066 0.647 E1,E2,E3 0.014 23
YC44 0.472 0.066 2.178 E1,E2 0.076 86
212 0.470 0.064 1.625 E2, 0.127 112
505 0.466 0.060 1.450 E1,E2 0.052 69
375 0.464 0.059 2.639 E1,E2 0.112 108
YC95 0.460 0.054 0.859 E1,E2,E3 0.032 44
1470 0.460 0.054 0.934 E1,E2,E3 0.008 12
373 0.460 0.054 2.184 El 0.024 36

YC112 0.457 0.051 1.512 E1,E2 0.006 9
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% 5(4)
/kg by D,
908 0.456 0.050 2.309 E2 0.096 94
755 0.456 0.050 0.629 E1,E2,E3 0.031 42
758 0.456 0.050 2.048 El 0.056 72
143 0.454 0.049 -1.562 E3 0.160 116
1474 0.454 0.049 2.228 E2 0.116 110
533 0.452 0.046 1.413 E1,E2 0.018 29
838 0.450 0.044 1.307 E1,E2 0.008 14
253 0.450 0.044 1.176 E1,E2 0.030 41
409 0.442 0.036 0.703 E1,E2,E3 0.035 46
411 0.440 0.034 1.139 E1,E2 0.010 18
701 0.440 0.034 0.093 E1,E2,E3 0.044 60
379 0.439 0.033 1.730 E2 0.082 89
51 0.433 0.028 0.168 E2 0.006 8
YC61 0.432 0.026 0.013 E2 0.048 64
370 0.432 0.026 3.298 El 0.052 68
570 0.428 0.022 1.817 El 0.029 40
652 0.426 0.020 -0.361 E3 0.059 75
290 0.426 0.020 0.180 E3 0.097 96
1027 0.426 0.020 1.544 E2 0.074 83
YCI123 0.426 0.020 1.562 E1,E2 0.010 17
719 0.422 0.016 -0.604 E3 0.182 118
832 0.421 0.015 0.660 E1,E2,E3 0.037 51
391 0.421 0.015 2.340 E2 0.110 107
673 0.420 0.014 —0.747 E3 0.081 88
1074 0.418 0.012 0.156 E3 0.036 47
YC57 0.417 0.011 2.054 El 0.059 74
291 0.414 0.009 1.313 E1,E2 0.029 38
398 0.414 0.009 1.985 E1,E2 0.065 81
600 0.413 0.008 0.093 E3 0.044 59
YCS83 0.412 0.006 1.077 E1,E2 0.054 71
YC37 0.412 0.006 0.834 E1,E2,E3 0.003 3
579 0.408 0.002 0.567 E1,E2,E3 0.015 25
316 0.408 0.002 0.734 E1,E2,E3 0.076 85
500 0.406 0.000 0.349 E2,E3 0.007 10
24 BFRERESHEERASNERSHN
3 ( 62 643 212
YC61 432 903 YC95 YC44 368 YC83 YCI27
) YCI12 701 411 YC90 YCI23
6 57 59
449 YCI27 796 YC44 643 404 449 144

533 570 YCI23 391 546 403 YC90 252 403 YC48
10%
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Table 6 The brix weight and selection rate of combinations

/kg 1% /kg 1% /kg 1%
1 174 0.633 29 643 0.601 13.0 174 0.573 0.0
2 449 0.591 17.4 404 0.581 2.9 643 0.558 14.5
3 903 0.589 72 212 0.567 13.0 143 0.529 72
4 575 0.586 72 302 0.564 0.0 404 0.527 174
5 404 0.575 43 636 0.556 0.0 240 0.520 1.4
6 432 0.575 7.2 149 0.548 43 575 0.510 72
7 643 0.575 5.8 174 0.536 1.4 489 0.496 58
8 370 0.574 43 YC61 0.519 14.5 719 0.483 2.9
9 YCI127 0572 11.6 1474 0.514 43 972 0.475 72
10 972 0.551 7.2 432 0510 10.1 636 0.450 43
1 373 0.550 1.4 903 0.507 10.1 449 0.448 13.0
12 302 0.536 1.4 375 0.506 0.0 673 0.447 72
13 796 0.536 11.6 575 0.506 43 YCI27 0442 8.7
14 375 0.535 14 144 0.502 8.7 144 0.440 10.1
15 YC44  0.533 174 YC95 0.502 10.9 290 0.439 1.4
16 240 0.531 29 YC44 0.501 11.6 755 0.437 2.9
17 149 0.530 7.2 449 0.499 22 652 0.435 72
18 274 0.524 14 908 0.499 43 701 0.434 5.8
19 758 0.521 8.7 505 0.498 14 432 0.433 538
20 YCl12 0513 8.7 379 0.491 0.0 1470 0.426 0.0
21 253 0.510 43 240 0.485 0.0 409 0.423 43
2 908 0.509 29 368 0.483 10.9 302 0.423 58
23 838 0.500 8.7 51 0.477 8.7 253 0.417 2.9
24 533 0.498 10.1 1027 0.475 22 265 0.416 1.4
25 505 0.498 7.2 832 0.474 0.0 YC95 0415 72
26 1474 0497 5.8 972 0473 72 600 0411 72
27 570 0.494 10.1 391 0472 14 51 0411 0.0
28 1470 0.492 43 758 0471 14 1074 0.408 538
29 YCI23 0487 13.0 932 0.463 0.0 YCI12  0.407 29
30 411 0.486 5.8 1480 0.462 1.4 768 0.404 29
31 755 0.483 7.2 YC83 0.461 13.0 316 0.403 2.9
32 YC57 0.479 29 1470 0.461 4.3 411 0.401 0.0
33 178 0.479 43 YCI27  0.459 13.0 505 0.401 8.7
34 409 0.478 2.9 533 0.456 14 838 0.401 5.8
35 144 0.478 5.8 209 0.453 43 241 0.400 43
36 YC79 0477 5.8 838 0.452 8.7 269 0.400 0.0
37 391 0.473 13.0 YCI12 0446 152 533 0.399 1.4
38 546 0.473 10.1 579 0.445 0.0 YC61  0.399 43
39 636 0.471 7.2 755 0.445 58 170 0.397 8.7

40 212 0.470 7.2 455 0.444 6.5 149 0.393 1.4

41 379 0.470 0.0 223 0.444 14 378 0393 43

4 316 0.467 43 373 0.443 0.0 373 0.390 0.0

43 398 0.467 29 701 0.441 10.1 403 0.390 203

44 YC95  0.466 8.7 398 0.439 14 YC79  0.386 1.4

45 290 0.462 29 291 0.434 0.0 500 0.384 1.4

46 719 0.460 29 YC57 0.432 8.7 YC44 0384 43

47 1021 0.456 8.7 411 0.430 10.1 YC110 0382 29

48 403 0.450 203 500 0.430 58 841 0.381 1.4

49 YC90  0.450 13.0 652 0.430 2.9 YC27 0376 43
50 291 0.449 43 409 0.426 0.0 758 0.376 2.9




400 ( ) http://xb.hunau.edu.cn 2020 8

* 6(4)
/kg /% /kg /% /kg /%

51 1027 0.449 29 YC37 0.425 72 YC37  0.375 29
52 YC17 0.449 1.4 570 0.425 0.0 333 0.375 0.0
53 265 0.445 1.4 1074 0.421 1.4 832 0.374 0.0
54 142 0.445 29 YC8 0.419 72 YC123 0374 72
55 701 0.443 5.8 YC90 0.419 18.8 YC48  0.373 10.1
56 841 0.440 29 253 0.419 0.0 212 0.371 72
57 252 0.439 10.1 673 0.418 2.9 579 0.371 1.4
58 - - - YC123 0.416 11.6 YC17  0.370 29
59 - - - 241 0.415 1.4 561 0.369 5.8
60 - - - YC48 0.413 7.2 - - -

61 - - - 143 0.413 0.0 - - -

62 - - - 600 0.412 0.0 - - -

643 212 YC61 432 903 YC95 YC44 368
YC83 YC127 YCI112 701 411 YC90 YC123

643 404 449 144 403 YC48
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