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Table 1. List of studied Lentil genotypes
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Table 2. Analysis of variance for different traitsin lentil genotypes
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Continue table 2. Analysis of variance for different traitsin lentil genotypes
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Table 3. Mean comparison for morphological traits of Lentil genotypes
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Table 4. Eigen vectors of important principal components and coefficients of determination for characteristicsin
lentil genotypes

adlge .

o
o Pl Py P9 Jol
-I\v¥ <A - /Yy, —IVAS <Yy Sy elis)|
—-\Y¥ AN LS RAMAS o/ adgl a3l dluss
AR —l-0% AR NANAS —/-0 a gl a3Ls slus
—hav —/¥av —IvsY RN oJ-A¥ ol 815 )3 0,8 slass
NAANS <I¥YVA o[\A AN AR FURWE
DAY —/5- <[+ <IYAD +/YAA S S olass
—IYA SRING RAn\i —/\Y¥ <IyYE P> BME S ol
AN VAN A 4 <I¥AY At Gl S5 M S slaws
+/¥VY +[-ay AR DALE QAT S'gp BN dlaws
o[-0y <Yy oY ofevY RAR gy b &l 59
BAra —\# HARE —/-AY <IYYA Alogy ()9
of-08 —leVe <[+¥) </YYA - 9,k GME Blas
=/ <Ay EARTY Al +/YAA (8l + S p) 039
YALRS SR —IYSA —/Nay AL S5edgm 3 Slas
Al —/+¥a —+[+20 EIAR RARSY &l 5 )Sles
/ey AR -hav /<A SAR FERS
A -lo-y -a -1ay DA G cuilyy aslis
A2 —I¥y. -/¥a¥ AN AT als caslyy jasls
AN —/-va AR — [y RALYS Sl 3l e e
of+aa — vy /YEA A\ AR o)l dx )
—N\s- — /¥ —/\vy <[+ -[-AY Ly olass
VYEE VAYAA ISPV /NS ASYaY SFPIEA
-[-50 RN Iy BAN AN b lgas >
“IAYY -IvYYY N2 -[00A /EVY x5 by Juoy>

T~

P r——
] .

e o 29
§ 1 £3
g a
g o * g
= [ 4 10
'y
(%] 12
24 hd
_3—
6
4 /
—5‘.0 -2.5 0.0 2{5 5.‘0

Fir st Component

Cho V) ol ois glacais) sy S —) JSS
Figure 1. Grouping of Lentil genotypes based on 21 traits
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Abstract

Lentil (Lens culinaris), with its ability for nitrogen fixation, maintaining soil moisture and
limiting soil erosion helps in increasing soil fertility. In order to compare and classify of 14
lentil genotypes, an experiment was carried out in the randomized complete block design with
three replications during the cropping year of 2011-2012. Analysis of variance indicated
remarkable diversities anong genotypes under study and significant differences were obtained
for seed yield, biological yield, 100-grain weight, number of the pod with couple seed and rain
efficiency. Mean comparisons also showed the genotype G10 was the best genotypes for seed
yield, biological yield, the pod with couple seed and rain efficiency, so this genotype is
advisable for culture by farmers. As the per principal component anaysis, first five principal
components expressed 83% of total variation in which PC I, PC II, PC III, PC IV & PC V
accounted for 41%, 14%, 12%, 8% and 6% of tota variation, respectively. Cluster anayss,
based on the traits studied, using euclidean distance following Ward’s method with euclidean
distance divided the genotypes into three groups and the maximum distance was between cluster
| and I1l. Thus the genetically diverged genotypes of the clusters could be used as the parent in
hybridization program to get desirable genotypes. It can be concluded that there is remarkable
genetic variability among studied lentil genotypes, which could be utilized in the screening of
desirable parents and genotypes for lentil breeding programs.
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