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Table 1. Analysis of variance (mean square) for traits of seed yield and yield components in genotypes studied.
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c
Block 5L 2 1.11™ 7.00™ 62.18" 4803152"™ 1466850"™ 1895395°  81.95™
S 10 13737 37.33"  756.92” 276985082 113577141 3320273  99.18"
Genotyp
Voanlis * ns b o o ns ns
_ 1 100.15 0.21 851.21 337778639 279950230 415291 149.44
Comparison 1
Y L2e ok o .
- 1 23.94" 104537 4083.337  24420148™  30967680™  4413445" 357,62
Comparison 2
Y oanslis * ns ox ox o ns -
: 1 66.73 11.52" 2151117 261461777 3106699871~ 1496830 294.58
Comparison 3
£ alis o ns ns S *x ns ns
_ 1 120.8 6.29 90.00 361869086 207733382 111.11 39.0
Comparison 4
Error Uas 20 13.19 6.15 25.54 23745256 13196438 447051 40.90
ol FRE RGN
(s s3) - 2.22 10.69 3.97 11.41 15.22 13.25 11.43
CV (%)
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ns, *, **: Non significant and significant at the 5% and 1% levels of probability, respectively.
Compare 1: Control genotype blessed with all genotypes were compared. Compare 2: genotypes with Tannin
compared with genotypes zero tannin. Compare 3: zero tannin genotypes compared with the control genotype
(Barakat). Compare 4: genotypes with tannin compared with the control genotype (Barakat).
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Table 2. Compare the average plant hight, number of pod per plant, weight of 100 seed, Biological yield and harvest

index in different genotypes Faba bean.

43)...8.[5)\ POMe sl Wl Vs O3y egcew s See Clilb el
S bodsl sl s (5] Sn 53 0.5 5k) (4 y3)
Trait 9enotypes  piant hight ~ Number of 100-seed  Biological yield  Harvest index
(cm) pod per plant  weight (gr) (kg ha™) (%)
GF-249 168.36™ 20.53% 102.09 42667% 52.03%
U osk glacsss GF-247 163.83%° 27.73° 113.33" 57333% 52.89"
Genotypes GF-100 16553 26.0" 118.0 52200% 51.89°
taniniess GF-256 16283 26.80" 121.33% 31667° 49.10°
GF-98 157.76° 24,307 115.3 29000° 52.99"
O,.i'.l...a
T 163.66 24.98 113.99 42573 51.76
Mean
GF-21 162.66™ 16.60" 158.33° 45747 61.07%
SUebls slacs s GF-331 164.66™ 23,73 133.66° 50333%° 58.04%°
Genotypes of GF-22 145.66° 25.80"° 139.0° 36178% 53.75%
tanins GF-333 169.66° 18.40° 124.33% 36787% 52.66"
ab cde cd de a
GF-332 166.73 22.20 131.3 34800 67.90
ool
161.87 21.34 137.32 40769 58.68
Mean
dald 55 ab bed b b ab
~ GF-20 168.83 22.93 1433 52800 62.63
Control genotype
LSD 6.18 4.22 8.6 8299.5 10.88

Ao gy Jlexl s 53 LSD O3] polal s e golel sl Bl dizes S ie G K 3 S e Sl Ot s o

I

Means in a common letter are lacking in each group significant difference (LSD) test based on the level of five

percent.
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Figure 1. Green pods yield in different genotypes faba bean.
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Figure 2. Seed yield in different genotypes Faba bean.
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Table 3. The linear correlation coefficients between traits.
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