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Tablel. Number and geographical locations of collection of 40 Trigonella monantha

ecotypes
ol RO A
<5 053l s
Ecotype Temporary
No. number in
genebank of

Iran Origin elica
1 27893 Azna 1, Lorestan Y Gl ek
2 17594 Qom o
3 98 Khoramabad toward Bisheh, Lorestan Ay Ceaw 43367 0 5 5l Ol
4 25 Birjand, Bajestan toward Ferdows, Southern Khorasan 33 s 5 Otz (A ¢ g 52 Ol 5=
5 26 Two km Kashmar toward Rivash, Khorasan Razavi s Cea 00l o shS” 53 (6 35 Ol -
6 27 Kalateh Abdollah village, Kashmar toward Neishaboor, St sy )l Coos a8 (5 5085 Ol 5=
Khorasan Razavi dlde 4N
7 32 Latian dam, Jajrood, Tehran Ol s (gl 39 ol O 5
8 33 Chitgar, Tehran PR
9 35 Peikanshahr, Chitgar, Tehran A O K O
10 38 Atashgah toward Dorvan, Karaj, Alborz Ol y3 oo 0 o&5T o ST 50
11 40 Taleghan, Alborz RHIE
12 43 Sagzabad toward Rostamabad, Boeinzahra, Qazvin SUT ey om0 3UT K 5 o e 5
13 47 Abyek, Karaj toward Qazvin, Qazvin ST s St S s
14 49 Salafchegan, Markazi RSO PP g
15 50 Salafchegan toward Saveh, Markazi o3l Coas 4y Ol (g 5
16 53 Shiraz toward Sarvestan 1, Fars Y Ol 5 o St 45 o ¢ 50
17 55 Opposite of the Maharloo lake, Shiraz toward Sarvestan, Fars Slee a3 6555 Ol s o a5l )b
18 58 Maharloo village, Shiraz toward Sarvestan, Fars Slge Sl gy Ol s o a0 3l o)
19 59 Mianjangale, Fasa, Fars Sl L ¢ o )
20 69 Bamoo Park 1, Shiraz toward Marvdasht, Fars Y o OS5l (Cin g g Can s 3l ¢ o)
21 124 Jaroo, Karaj toward Eshtehard, Alborz ol elgadl S s 2 ST
22 75 Zarin Chagha village, Khoramabad toward Aleshtar, Lorestan Lo o35 Sl sy ¢ il Camns 45 50T 5 s
23 78 Kakareza, Khoramabad toward Aleshtar, Lorestan Lo, 88 il G 25 0LT o w0k
24 83 Kahman village, Aleshtar, Lorestan OlegS (Sl gy ¢ 22l (Ol )
25 94 Zagheh, Khoramabad toward Azna, Lorestan 4515 3l a4 3Ll o5 (Ol )
26 95 Hero, Zagheh, Khoramabad toward Azna, Lorestan A s Bl b3l G 4 LT o 5 0k
27 97 Azna 2, Lorestan AR PR
28 99 Bisheh, Lorestan 4 Ol )
29 102 15 km Brojerd, Khoramabad toward Brojerd, Lorestan 30 (S fe kS N 03 4 5UT p 5 (Ol
30 107 Tapeh Chogha, Brojerd, Lorestan g a3 03 g Ol )
31 61 Kharmankooh1, Fasa, Fars VosS oo gl b (o sl
32 61 Kharmankooh 2, Fasa, Fars Y oS oot sl b )b
33 48 Qom toward Salafchegan, Markazi RO WP PP g
34 67 Bamoo Park 2, Shiraz toward Marvdasht, Fars Y 05 OS5l 035 0 s 5 5, ¢ B
35 63 Sabzpooshan mountain, Shiraz, Fars O 5 0557 Gl i ¢ oy
36 29(1) Seven km Roodmajan toward Bayak 1, Kashmar, Khorasan Caad sy (6 pashS i adlS (5 55,5 Olul &
Razavi Ve«
37 29(2) Seven km Roodmajan toward Bayak 2, Kashmar, Khorasan Caad sy (6 pashS i adlS (5 55,5 Olul &
Razavi YeSSb o
38 30 Kashmar, Khorasan Razavi il (g Ol &
39 29(3) Seven km Roodmajan toward Bayak 3, Kashmar, Khorasan 4 ey (8 e S da wllS (5 s, Ol &
Razavi resSL
40 79 Kakareza, Khoramabad toward Aleshtar, Lorestan Lo,58 ¢ il S 4 0UT p 5 (O )
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Trigonella monantha s\s s 1 oS Slaw sl (wb)ls 4 o0 -V g
Table2. Analysis of variance for quantitive traits of Trigonella monantha ecotypes

4o MS Sl SLe

T g FP FR PHF  SBP  NLF NPL PL LL LW NNF INL FD DF
SO.V. e df,
Replication P 098 1580 0.17 644 053 0002  300.03 0.43 0.21 0.23 0.03 0.17 0.70 6.10
Ecotype WSS 39 21077 21980 22698 88.63"  36.597 06417 627246 073" 0387 054" 227" 178" 34117 58937
Error Ls 78 0.40 126 2.28 572 480 0516 674.23 0.12 0.08 0.11 0341 030 0.61 1.84
C.V. (%) S o 3 3.30 158 115 1855 2344 866 2490 2875 1751 18.40 1579 24.77 11.44 2.55

Table 2. Continued =Y Jods> aals
;’C MS Sl e ik

SOV, e dE CL COL  LLL  NFEN  100SW  POL PW NPP NPN NNP PLL LLW SL SW Sy
Replication S 2 00005 00003 003 023 00001 038 37560 68.40 090 006 00012 0.0015 049 00061  0.0101
Ecotype S 39 0.012" 0.027" 0.13™ 0.76™  0.004™ 0.137 0.13™ 681.04 0.90™ 1.10™ 0.018™ 0.018™ 0.25™ 0.0044™  0.2734™
Error s 78 0.003 0.003 0.03 0.33 0.0001 0.04 0.04 20.92 0.41 0.22 0.005 0.004 0.15 0.0027 0.0043
CV () Tt —ays ioys 164 1347 2273 2093 554 842 1842 1440 2793 1729 1489 9.980 717 520 715

**: Significant at the 1% probability level.

o3 G Jlez| Cl:.u 23 I3 e FH

5 s e LW 8 1 Uy b LS s Jpb PL LS )38 sliad NPL (S 0351 5 &8 sluta NLF ¢ o b aila slotas SBP ¢ sl 0+ 3 olS plis 1 PHF t 5 (S by 0555 Jsb FR ¢ 230 0 0533 S b FP (05 G 0595 J b ‘GP
(¢l 5o PW (s J b POL cadls V o+ 035 :100SW 0,8 12 53 |57 slied NFN ey J o b LLL ¢ J5 plor J b ‘COL ¢ 8 anlS™ J b CL ¢ a5 555 515 DF ¢ al 0555 J5b FD 0 SKibe Jgb INL ¢ J8 151 5 6 £ sl NNF
65 0S5 5 Shae SY cails o0 SW cails Jgb SL canS 1 2,6 LLW e 05 Jgb PLL ol (o5 60 8 51405 NNP w0 & s 3 pls slta INPN 6ol s ol sl NPP

GP: Growth Period, FP: Fruiting Period, FR: Fruiting Ripening, PHF: Plant Height at 50% Flowering, SBP: Secondary Branches per Plant, NLF: Number of Leaves to the First Flower,
NPL: Number of Leaves per Plant, PL: Petiole Length, LL: Leaf Length, LW: Leaf Width, NNF: Number of Nodes to for First Flower, INL: Internode Length, FD: Flowering Duration, DF:
Days to Flowering, CL: Calyx Length, COL: Corolla Length, LLL: Leaflet Length, NFN: Number of Flower per Node, 100SW: 100 Seed Weight, POL: Pod Length, PW: Pod Weigth, NPP:
Number of Pod per Plant, NPN: Number of Pods per Node, NNP: Number of Nods to the First Pode, PLL: Petiolol Length, LLW: Leaflet Width, SL: Seed Length, SW: Seed Width, SY:

Seed Yeild

YV



AA JLo oY o jles FO-) Al " 5 § Jlg (81 5y dloxe”

Trigonella monantha g\» 5 S1 ¢S54 55 5 g0 Slio jlame Ol il (S T 5 51i>-) aiels ¢L;,_.§3l:.a -V Jgde
Table 3. Means, range (max. and min.), standard deviation of morphological traits of Trigonella monantha ecotypes

Trait

v o)
GP FP FR PHF SBP NLF NPL PL L W NNF INL FD DF cL
Minimum F= 1567 4833 106.67 417 433 3.67 34.67 0.40 0.93 0.97 1.00 0.57 133 0267 027
Maximum Sl 2233 97.67 156.00 2333 2.67 29.67 224.00 2.10 227 257 533 3.63 14.33 5867 0.57
Range w666 49.34 49.33 19.16 18.34 26.00 189.33 1.70 1.34 1.60 433 3.06 13.00 1600 030
Mean IS 1920 70.72 132.03 12.89 9.35 9.22 105.09 1.20 1.60 1.81 3.70 221 6.80 53.08 046
Std. Deviation Sl 2,65 8.56 8.70 544 3.49 441 45.94 0.49 036 0.42 0.87 0.77 337 443 007
Table 3. Continued =Y J gl aalsl
Trait [
GOL LLL NFN 100SW POL PW NPP NPN NNP PLL LW SL SW SY
Minimum F= 020 0.43 2.00 0.07 207 097 6.00 1.00 2.00 038 0.50 1.73 0.90 042
Maximum S 0.60 127 4.00 0.23 697 1.80 71.67 333 433 0.68 0.77 2.83 1.10 171
Range w040 0.84 2.00 0.16 4.90 0.83 65.67 233 233 030 027 1.1 020 129
Mean JS & 046 0.73 278 0.16 504 113 31.76 230 272 0.50 0.65 223 0.99 092
Std. Deviation bl 0.0 021 0.53 0.04 0.87 021 15.07 0.55 0.61 0.08 0.08 0.29 0.04 030

Jsb PL LS 138 1 slaws NPL (JE 51 5 68 slias NLF (o 3 Sl slaxs SBP ((esil) sl 70¢ ):al:fCL&:)lPHF G3) o gm0 S towy 0555 Jobo FR (53, gm0 g0 0335 Jgb FP «(55,) 5 5w 053 Jsbo ‘GP
Jsb :COL () J5 aulS Uyl CL (Gy0 208 U 55, 5lans : DFu(5,) (8 0555 J sl FD ((asle) o Sibio Jsb INL ¢ 8 51 6 0 5 sliws NNF ((agslor oy 50 LW (Grail) o b iLL (railn) 65 s
331G 0,5 sl NNP 0,8 o 5 oL sl INPN oS 3 6l shiced INPP (k) pls 8 PW cesil) o o PPOL o(p 8) il Ve v 035:100SWeo 8 o s 8 slutas INFN (asils) 458”3 Jsb LLL ((racke) S ol
(65 6565 5 Shae SY adke) @13 558 SW e zacke) 43 Jsb SLe(zale) 8 1 5,6 LLW ((atil) 45 505 J b PLLeplS

GP: Growth Period (day), FP: Fruiting Period (day), FR: Fruiting Ripening (day), PHF: Plant Height at 50% Flowering (centimeter), SBP: Secondary Branches per Plant, NLF: Number of Leaves to the

First Flower, NPL: Number of Leaves per Plant, PL: Petiole Length (centimeter), LL: Leaf Length

centimeter), LW: Leaf Width (centimeter), NNF: Number of Nodes to the First Flower, INL: Internode

Length (centimeter), FD: Flowering Duration %iay), DF: Days to Flowering (day), CL: Calyx Length (milimeter), COL: Corolla Length (millimeter), LLL: Leaflet Length (centimeter), NFN: Number of
2),

Flower per Node, 100SW: 100 Seed Weight (

POL: Pod Length (centimeter), PW: Pod Weigth (millimeter), NPP: Number of Pod per Plant, NPN: Number of Pod:
the First Pode, PLL: Petiolol Length (centimeter), LLW: Leaflet Width (centimeter), SL: Seed Length (millimeter), SW: Seed Width (millimeter),SYZ Seed Yeil

d

er node, NNP: Number of Nods to

YA
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Table 4. Mean comparison of quantitave traits of Trigonella monantha ecotypes

e S5 (S5 658 gl

)

Trais i
S Teles

Ecotype No. GP Fp FR PHF SBP NLF NPL PL LL Lw NNF INL FD DF
1 21.33 62.33 126.00 2133 22.66 8.33 211.33 1.23 1.80 2.03 433 3.06 3.66 57.00
2 21.00 68.33 133.00 5.00 533 3.67 71.00 1.50 227 1.43 333 1.30 10.66 50.00
3 22.00 62.33 125.00 11.16 11.33 17.33 102.00 0.60 1.23 1.50 3.66 2.26 733 58.66
4 21.33 66.33 124.66 22.66 8.33 533 110.67 0.63 1.66 2.06 333 2.66 333 55.00
5 22.00 66.00 125.00 2033 6.66 5.00 97.67 0.73 1.56 1.80 333 3.63 333 54.66
6 15.66 63.00 124.33 15.26 15.66 14.00 199.33 0.96 2.20 2.56 4.00 1.33 1.33 56.00
7 21.00 63.00 125.66 9.33 9.66 11.67 69.33 0.63 1.76 1.86 3.66 2.73 5.00 58.00
8 21.33 66.66 129.33 12.00 9.00 9.00 90.33 1.10 1.63 1.90 4.00 2.03 7.33 5433
9 21.00 69.00 131.33 2033 8.66 8.67 224.00 0.63 1.90 2.20 333 3.56 8.00 54.00
10 16.33 66.66 126.33 1133 12.00 10.67 112.00 1.93 1.43 1.83 433 3.46 7.33 50.00
11 16.33 72.00 132.00 18.66 12.33 9.33 126.67 1.06 2.26 2.53 3.66 3.20 2.00 55.33
12 20.66 72.66 131.66 14.00 8.00 12.67 119.00 1.20 1.66 1.96 4.00 2.60 233 53.33
13 21.00 67.00 130.00 19.66 10.00 7.33 121.00 1.16 1.86 243 4.00 243 533 58.66
14 16.00 73.00 138.00 12.93 8.66 11.33 125.00 1.93 1.70 233 4.00 2.13 7.33 58.33
15 16.00 65.00 130.00 17.16 11.66 12.00 220.33 1.73 2.06 2.53 4.33 3.43 7.00 57.00
16 16.33 79.66 131.66 4.16 12.33 533 90.33 1.00 1.00 1.16 4.00 1.46 4.33 46.66
17 16.33 80.00 132.00 1333 8.33 6.33 90.33 0.60 1.70 2.06 333 2.46 4.33 46.33
18 16.33 81.00 132.00 8.56 5.66 9.67 45.67 0.73 1.40 1.63 4.33 1.96 4.66 4533
19 16.00 73.33 132.33 8.00 11.33 10.67 89.67 1.63 1.23 1.26 533 2.16 12.00 46.66
20 16.00 68.00 132.33 12.33 8.00 9.67 120.33 0.86 1.33 1.50 3.00 2.20 7.00 54.33
21 16.33 73.00 133.00 12.83 8.66 7.67 81.33 2.10 1.53 1.83 4.66 2.16 3.00 55.66
22 20.66 73.00 139.00 23.00 8.00 8.33 109.67 1.00 1.93 2.26 4.33 3.03 8.00 58.00
23 16.33 74.66 131.66 15.16 9.33 8.00 100.33 1.83 1.86 1.93 3.66 2.96 233 54.66
24 16.33 67.00 132.33 1043 9.66 7.00 65.67 0.56 1.56 1.96 3.66 3.23 9.00 57.00
25 21.00 55.00 121.00 9.00 8.66 8.67 136.00 0.60 1.36 1.56 333 1.10 5.66 56.33
26 21.66 70.00 134.00 8.66 7.33 9.33 64.33 1.56 1.43 1.53 5.00 2.06 11.66 52.33
27 21.33 71.00 132.66 16.16 8.66 8.00 99.67 1.83 1.60 2.06 333 223 7.66 54.00
28 16.33 69.33 135.00 6.10 9.33 9.67 98.33 1.86 1.43 1.70 4.00 1.36 14.33 50.66
29 16.33 74.00 134.00 7.66 17.33 13.33 119.33 1.33 1.10 1.23 5.00 220 9.66 47.66
30 16.00 75.66 133.66 6.43 11.33 8.33 96.00 1.36 1.16 1.20 4.33 1.13 6.33 52.00
31 22.00 74.00 133.00 7.66 6.66 9.67 34.67 0.40 0.93 0.96 4.33 0.56 333 54.66
32 21.33 75.00 132.66 9.50 7.66 5.00 64.33 0.53 2.00 2.06 2.00 1.06 3.66 54.66
33 21.66 66.66 131.66 13.00 12.00 11.67 82.33 1.43 1.96 1.56 4.00 2.00 7.33 57.00
34 16.33 48.33 106.66 20.66 8.33 6.33 108.33 1.40 1.63 1.56 4.33 0.96 7.00 51.33
35 20.66 62.00 132.00 15.00 8.00 6.67 138.00 1.63 1.26 1.86 3.66 2.20 7.00 50.33
36 21.66 97.66 156.00 2333 7.33 29.67 57.00 1.66 1.10 1.00 1.00 1.83 9.33 48.66
37 22.33 90.00 156.00 8.50 4.33 8.67 129.00 1.83 1.86 1.93 333 1.86 10.33 55.33
38 21.00 79.66 155.66 7.50 5.00 4.67 56.00 1.43 1.16 1.53 2.00 1.93 13.00 42.66
39 2233 78.00 126.33 8.00 4.66 4.67 50.00 1.26 1.30 1.50 2.00 246 14.33 42.66
40 22.33 68.66 132.00 9.33 6.00 533 44.00 0.56 2.10 2.40 2.66 2.10 533 57.66
LSD 5% 1.03 1.83 2.46 3.89 3.56 6.09 3922 0.56 0.46 0.54 0.95 0.89 1.27 221

LW (Grasl) &8, Jgb LL (resle) &5 s Jsb PL olS 45 o, slaws NPL ng;,_J;l\: &, slaws NLF s 8l sluss SBP ‘(,-..,-su)_;..\f'/.w 3 a\:fiu.?)l PHF (33,) o 5 L:.L__u)a),: Jsb FR «(G5)) (230 5mm 0555 s FP ((G5,) 04 5o 0555 I b GP
(G3) AUE G 555 31t DFe(G5,) (a S o83 Jgb FD o asile) 0 Sobe b ANL ¢ 8 3516 0 8 slins NNF (el o5, 5 0
GP: Growth Period(day), FP: Fruiting Period (day), FR: Fruiting Ripening (day), PHF: Plant Height at 50% Flowering (centimeter), SBP: Secondary Branches per Plant, NLF: Number of Leaves to the First Flower, NPL:

Number of Leaves per Plant, PL: Petiole Length (centimeter), LL: Leaf Length (centimeter), LW: Leaf Width (centimeter), NNF: Number of Nodes to the First Flower, INL: Internode Length (centimeter), FD: Flowering
Duration (day), DF: Days to Flowering (day)
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Table 4. Continued =¥ Jgd> aals

A JLo oY oyl D) il " 53 9 Jlg (8 5 Aloxe”

STl Trait Cio

Ecotype No. CL COL LIL NFN 100SW POL PW NPP NPN NNP PLL LLW SL SwW SY
1 0.50 0.50 0.60 3.33 0.23 5.33 1.00 20.33 1.66 2.00 0.68 0.76 2.66 1.00 1.71
2 0.26 0.33 0.86 3.66 0.16 5.06 1.16 18.66 3.00 2.66 0.56 0.66 2.30 1.00 1.00
3 0.46 0.40 0.50 3.00 0.19 443 1.00 20.33 2.66 2.66 0.50 0.56 2.30 0.93 1.00
4 0.43 0.46 0.80 2.66 0.21 5.00 1.00 25.66 2.66 3.33 0.46 0.70 2.60 0.96 091
5 0.46 0.36 0.83 2.66 0.21 493 1.80 24.33 1.00 2.66 0.50 0.66 2.36 1.00 0.85
6 0.53 0.40 1.26 3.66 0.17 4.40 1.00 22.66 3.00 2.00 0.50 0.66 2.16 1.00 0.68
7 0.50 0.56 0.83 2.66 0.07 5.16 1.03 20.33 2.66 3.33 0.40 0.63 1.93 0.96 0.47
8 0.50 0.56 0.70 4.00 0.13 5.23 1.23 9.66 2.66 433 0.43 0.63 1.96 0.90 0.58
9 0.46 0.53 1.00 333 0.14 6.00 1.00 55.33 2.66 2.66 0.46 0.68 2.33 1.00 1.05
10 0.50 043 0.70 3.00 0.14 543 1.46 3.00 2.66 2.33 0.51 0.53 2.00 1.00 0.70
11 0.50 0.60 1.03 2.33 0.15 5.03 1.33 39.66 2.66 2.66 0.61 0.53 243 1.00 0.73
12 0.53 0.60 0.86 2.33 0.17 5.00 1.33 35.66 2.33 3.66 0.48 0.76 2.23 1.00 0.62
13 0.46 0.50 1.03 2.66 0.15 5.13 1.43 26.66 2.33 3.66 0.46 0.68 2.00 1.00 0.68
14 0.50 0.53 1.00 3.33 0.13 5.53 1.00 27.33 3.00 3.00 0.53 0.70 2.06 0.96 0.77
15 0.50 0.56 1.06 2.66 0.13 6.76 1.00 50.66 2.66 2.66 0.66 0.76 1.83 1.00 1.33
16 0.36 0.36 0.43 2.66 0.17 5.46 1.00 47.00 2.33 3.00 0.55 0.70 1.80 0.96 0.70
17 0.50 0.36 0.70 2.33 0.13 6.93 1.80 17.33 1.66 2.66 0.53 0.73 2.00 1.00 0.85
18 0.53 0.56 0.70 2.33 0.16 5.33 1.03 47.33 1.33 2.00 0.45 0.70 1.76 1.00 0.81
19 0.46 0.30 0.86 2.00 0.16 5.80 1.06 4433 2.33 3.66 0.55 0.66 1.96 1.03 091
20 0.43 043 0.53 2.33 0.13 5.26 1.00 17.00 2.33 2.33 0.41 0.75 2.30 0.93 0.61
21 0.53 0.50 0.53 3.00 0.13 6.36 1.00 18.33 2.66 2.00 0.45 0.73 2.36 1.00 0.63
22 0.53 0.46 0.96 2.66 0.23 4.90 1.26 24.00 2.33 3.33 0.60 0.66 2.60 1.00 1.56
23 0.46 0.50 0.73 2.33 0.17 4.63 1.00 44.00 2.66 2.00 0.48 0.63 2.50 1.00 1.20
24 0.43 0.50 0.63 2.33 0.15 496 1.26 26.00 2.66 2.33 0.51 0.63 2.26 1.00 1.01
25 0.46 0.46 0.56 2.33 0.14 3.00 1.00 58.33 2.66 3.33 0.40 0.53 1.73 1.00 1.23
26 0.43 0.36 0.56 2.66 0.19 5.10 1.00 43.00 2.66 2.00 0.43 0.53 2.13 1.03 1.14
27 0.50 0.53 0.53 3.00 0.17 543 1.06 71.66 2.66 2.33 0.60 0.63 2.66 1.03 1.49
28 0.33 0.40 0.70 2.33 0.19 5.50 1.00 26.66 1.66 2.00 0.55 0.56 2.33 1.00 1.09
29 0.43 0.33 0.53 333 0.22 5.36 1.20 41.00 1.66 2.33 0.63 0.70 2.70 1.10 1.35
30 0.40 0.30 0.50 2.33 0.18 5.30 1.06 4433 1.33 2.66 0.56 0.76 2.16 1.03 1.29
31 0.46 0.60 0.50 2.33 0.07 5.30 1.00 14.33 2.33 2.00 043 0.63 1.86 1.00 0.42
32 0.40 0.53 1.06 2.66 0.13 5.06 1.00 16.33 2.00 2.66 0.55 0.56 2.13 1.00 0.57
33 0.50 0.53 0.63 4.00 0.14 6.10 1.06 45.00 3.33 2.00 0.55 0.56 2.43 0.90 0.83
34 0.56 0.50 0.56 2.33 0.12 5.73 1.00 31.33 2.33 2.66 0.40 0.50 1.83 1.00 0.89
35 0.46 0.50 0.53 2.33 0.17 5.60 1.06 17.33 2.66 3.66 0.49 0.66 2.23 1.00 0.61
36 0.30 0.20 0.46 2.33 0.12 473 1.00 29.00 2.00 2.66 0.40 0.53 1.86 0.96 0.89
37 0.50 0.53 0.53 2.66 0.21 473 1.16 16.33 1.33 2.00 0.40 0.56 2.50 1.03 0.82
38 0.50 043 0.73 2.66 0.14 6.96 1.10 54.66 1.66 3.00 0.43 0.56 2.46 1.00 0.72
39 0.46 0.36 0.76 2.33 0.13 5.56 1.40 33.33 2.00 3.33 0.55 0.76 2.40 1.00 0.98
40 0.36 043 0.73 2.33 0.13 2.06 0.96 6.00 1.66 3.00 0.38 0.60 2.83 0.90 0.95
LSD 5% 0.09 0.10 0.27 0.89 0.01 091 0.34 7.44 1.04 0.76 0.12 0.11 0.62 0.08 0.11

3 ¢l sliai :NPN wlE s el ols NPP (ks ol 5, PW ((ezile) ol b (POL c(¢f> 413V 055:100SWee & a 55 J8 shaws NFN ((resils) 4 s J5b LLL o ades) & el Jsb COL ( zeks) JE auls Jub CL
(05 6.5 &S5 5 Shae Y ((racke) ails 2,0 SW cecka) i1 Jsb SSLel il 4581 6,0 LLW (il 408 o3 Jgb PLLepLS o5l G0 8 slins NNP o & a
CL: Calyx Length (millimeter), COL: Corolla Length (millimeter), LLL: Leaflet Length (centimeter), NFN: Number of Flower per Node, 100SW: 100 Seed Weight (g), POL: Pod Length (centimeter), PW: Pod

width (millimeter), NPP: Number of Pod per Plant, NPN: Number of Pods per Node, NNP: Number of Nods to the First Pode, PLL: Petiolol Length (centimeter), LLW: Leaflet Width (centimeter), SL: Seed
Length (millimeter), SW: Seed Width (millimeter), SY: Seed Yeild (g)
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Trigonella monantha s\ 1 oS Slaw 6(;@ N R W PRES
Table 5. Coefficient of correlation between quantitative traits of Trigonella monantha ecotypes

—le

Trait GP FP FR PHF SBP NLF NPL PL LL LW NNF INL FD
GP 1

FP 0.037 1

FR 0.168 .825™ 1

PHF 0.132 -0.174 -0.150 1

SBP -0.330* -0.326" -0.302 0.122 1

NLF -0.029 0.289 0.284 0.225 0.123 1

NPL -0.179 -0.361" -0.216 0.477™ 0.589"™ 0.085 1

PL -0.261 0.196 0.309 -0.017 0.064 0.162 0.139 1

LL 0.055 -0.243 -0.145 0.347" 0.110 -0.211 0.362° -0.031 1

Lw -0.054 0.265 -0.143 0.469" 0.168 -0.213 0.515™ -0.046 0.789" 1

NNF -0.440™ -0.371" -0.371" -0.105 0.518" -0.091 0.243 0.204 -0.037 0.012 1

INL -0.019 -0.061 -0.038 0.495™ 0.190 -0.008 0.367" 0.020 0.287 0.492" 0.059 1

FD 0.122 0.202 0.369* -0.360* -0.265 0.036 -0.214 0.378" -0.303 -0.368™ -0.121 -0.095 1

DF 0.182 -0.438" -0.220 0.377" 0.247 0.088 0.347" -0.177 -0.514™ 0.535™ 0.171 0.198 -0.4517
CL -0.132 -0.288 -0.277 0.314° 0.212 -0.092 0.314° 0.019 0.139 0.390° 0.375° 0.288 -0.318"
CcoL 0.039 -0.283 -0.218 0.242 0.095 -0.287 0.302 -0.116 0.447" 0.564™ 0.132 0.287 -0.337
LIL -0.088 -0.141 -0.106 0.285 0.050 -0.116 0.352 -0.118 0.699" 0.711%" -0.022 0.300 -0.199
NFN 0.112 -0.337" -0.242 0.215 0.331" 0.104 0.351%* 0.198 0.335 0.129 0.197 -0.073 -0.051
100SW 0.034 0.012 0.075 0.182 0.384° -0.103 0.318" 0.164 0.041 0.091 0.268 0.247 0.069
POL -0.306 0.153 0.134 0.042 0.065 -0.090 0.122 0.342° -0.157 -0.094 0.178 0.160 0.212
PW 0.026 0.102 -0.048 0.148 -0.094 -0.218 -0.093 -0.122 0.084 0.163 -0.050 0.435 -0.052
NPP -0.181 0.034 0.019 -0.028 0.080 0.039 0.225 0.251 -0.179 -0.119 0.115 0.116 0.180
NPN -0.050 -0.413™ -0.277 0.125 0.100 0.122 0.210 0.130 0.292 0.214 0.182 0.053 -0.110
NNP 0.258 -0.143 -0.110 0.100 -0.216 -0.116 -0.047 -0.174 -0.048 0.107 -0.127 0.088 0.058
PLL -0.272 -0.029 -0.079 0.082 0.586"™ -0.088 0.391° 0.211 0.191 0.187 0.287 0.292 0.030
LW -0.219 0.090 -0.087 0.037 0.207 -0.190 0.274 -0.047 -0.029 0.112 0.196 0.245 -0.203
SL 0.263 0.046 0.195 0.162 0.160 -0.237 0.098 0.093 0.283 0.263 -0.125 0.313" 0.086
SW -0.253 0.164 0.106 -0.093 0.182 -0.092 0.182 0.279 -0.179 -0.119 0.308 0.001 0.179
SY 0.001 -0.092 -0.036 0.216 0.357" 0.005 0.370" 0.188 0.084 0.060 0.173 0.230 0.238

YYf

ail) & a3 J b PPL ol 3 68, slaws NPL ;Jf&_l}lb‘afﬁ slaxs NLF ¢ e 3 6l slaw SBP ((ale) palS 700 55 olE [ac3) PHF ((55,) 0500 Sty 055 Jsb FR ((G55) (830308 0533 dsb FP ((5,) 0ds w055 J5b GP
G2) 2 o553 Jsb FD ((rassle) o 55ka I b INL 8 051 b 0 8 slts NNF resler o5y 50 LW ((asl) 8, J b LL
GP: Growth Period (day), FP: Fruiting Period (day), FR: Fruiting Ripening (day), PHF: Plant Height at 50% Flowering (centimeter), SBP: Secondary Branches per Plant, NLF: Number of Leaves

to the First Flower, NPL: Number of Leaves per Plant, PL: Petiole Length (centimeter), LL: Leaf Length (centimeter), LW: Leaf Width (centimeter), NNF: Number of Nodes to the First Flower,
INL: Internode Length (centimeter), FD: Flowering Duration (day)
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Table 5. Continued =0 J gl aalsl

—eo

Trait DF CL COL LLL NFN 100SW POL PW NPP NPN NNP PLL LLW SL SW
DF 1

CL 0.186 1

COL 0.469™ 0.513" 1

LLL 0.251 0.197 0.328" 1

NFN 0.269 0.140 0.056 0.055 1

100SW 0.038 -0.014 -0.246 -0.067 0.087 1

POL -0.402" 0.286 0.166 0.029 0.085 -0.122 1

PW -0.186 0.171 0.122 0.176 -0.120 0.134 0.181 1

NPP -0.288 0.143 -0.161 -0.041 -0.156 0.099 0.238 -0.130 1

NPN 0.380" 0.124 0.333" 0.219 0.419™ -0.285 0.034 -0.300 0.110 1

NNP -0.047 0.034 0.191 0.224 -0.081 -0.133 -0.088 0.203 -0.096 0.116 1

PLL -0.027 -0.009 0.090 0.237 0.111 0.412" 0.335" 0.163 0.244 0.025 -0.125 1

LIW -0.073 0.103 0.116 0.140 -0.091 0.143 0.297 0.148 -0.062 -0.143 0.146 0379" 1

SL 0.168 -0.050 0.061 0.005 0.069 0.537"  -0.169 0.030 -0.094 -0.139 0.190- 0.270 0.097 1

SW -0.330° 0.077 -0.174 0.014 -0.205 0.349" 0.240 0.157 0.377" -0.298 -0.239 0.344"  0.123 0.049 1
SY 0.080 -0.074 -0.183 -0.111 0.028 0.585"  -0.088 -0.100 0.395" -0.144 -0.214 0.547"  0.134 0.403™ 0.356"

weallad oy e ST 55 (S5 e 8 b))

ko) ol 5 PW (il oli Jsb POL (o ) wls 1o+ 335 100SWeo 3 5 55 JE sltai NFN ¢ jzesili) 8 Jgb LLL k) Sl Ik :COL e rocka) 8 aalS” I3k CL e(55,) (a6 35, 5145 DF
(6.8 65 &S5 5 oo SY ((rakea) als 2,6 SW e eckie) 15 J b SSLel il a8y (2,0 LW (el a8 o3 Jgb PLLepLS o316 0 8 sltd NNP o & 1o 3 63 31 NPN 6ol s 6L sl NPP
DF: Days to Flowering (day), CL: Calyx Length (millimeter), COL: Corolla Length (millimeter), LLL: Leaflet Length (centimeter), NFN: Number of Flower per Node, 100SW: 100 Seed Weight

g), POL: Pod Length (centimeter), PW: Pod Width (millimeter), NPP: Number of Pod per Plant, NPN: Number of Pods per node, NNP: Number of Nods to the First Pode, PLL: Petiolol Length
centimeter), LLW: Leaflet Width (centimeter), SL: Seed Length (millimeter), SW: Seed Width (millimeter), SY: Seed Yeild (g)
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S 1 akks wils 5, Shee 1 (S35
AL Senr 5 Sl Gdos j5.d s S
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Trigonella monantha s\ss S| S5 8,50 Slio (gl ele 4 —F J g
Table 6. Factor analysis for quantitive traits of Trigonella monantha ecotypes

Factor L=

Trait Cho oSl Ol 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
Growth Period O G095 d b 0.71 -0.12 -0.39 045 033 -0.07 0.22 0.36 0.20 -0.06
Fruiting Period A esmoysd b 0.88 -0.57%* 020 046 0.16 035 -0.31 -0.23 0.06 0.02
Fruiting Ripening Jpzmen (Sl 0555 dsb 0.83 -0.48 0.17 050+ -0.04 050+ -0.12 -0.21 0.08 -0.07
Plant Height at 50% Flowering AHET 53 olE i) 0.77 0.57% -0.06 028  -0.08 0.23 -0.32 0.44+ 0.05 -0.04
Secondary Branches per Plant 5 Bl sl 0.78 0.54x* 0.47  -0.30 -0.22  -0.16 -0.24 -0.09 0.14 0.16
Number of Leaves to the First Flower B st &, sl 0.85 -0.17 003 -0.12  -0.33 0.52%«  -0.60 0.23 0.004 0.18
Number of Leaves per Plant NGt JUNRR 0.73 0.72% 032  -0.06  -0.11 0.18 -0.12 0.13 -0.09 0.14
Petiole Length & s b 0.70 -0.06 0.50 -0.11 -0.07 0.56%  0.23 -0.09 0.18 -0.14
Leaf Length Eadb 0.87 0.70% -0.24 030 -0.10  0.19 0.21 -0.35 -0.15 0.02
Leaf Width gy 0.89 0.80% -0.18  0.34 0.11 0.16 0.05 -0.17 -0.18 -0.07
Number of Nodes to the First Flower B odslbe 8 sl 0.70 0.36 040 -0.56 0.07  -0.21 0.005  -0.10 -0.13 -0.16
Internode Length o Sole Jsb 0.67 0.52 0.19 043 0.23 0.10 -0.11 0.31 0.05 -0.04
Flowering Duration A ey d b 0.76 -0.49 032 0.11 -0.09 023 0.56%  0.16 0.06 0.08
Days to Flowering A 5, sl 0.77 0.64% -0.37  0.01 -042  0.002 -0.16 -0.09 -0.002  -0.12
Calyx Length IS auls J b 0.79 0.52% 0.008  -0.20 038  0.07 -0.11 0.22 0.12 -0.52%
Corolla Length Kol dsb 0.68 0.61% -0.32 0.008 033 0.1 0.12 -0.09 -0.12 -0.24

ol s s oyl b g Lsd o 45 8 N5 55 Iy gme—+ /D 1 S S 5 00 31 55 ele L Ll

Loading coefficient greater than 0.5 and less than -0.5 are considered to be significant and are presented with astrix.
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Table 6. Continued

% J g 4l

Factor L

Trait Cho SRl 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
Leaflet Length oSy db 0.80 0.57* -0.17 0.25 0.29 0.23 0.12 0.21 -0.35 0.26
Number of Flower per Node o8 2 S5 slaws 0.74 0.39 -0.04 -0.28 -0.39 0.24 0.2 0.006 0.50% 0.12
100 Seed Weight Gl Ve Oy 0.76 0.21 0.61% 0.34 -0.33 -0.31 -0.004  0.08 0.12 -0.06
Pod Length bdb 0.80 0.01 0.40 0.18 0.58x 0.38 0.12 0.02 0.33 -0.01
Pod Weigth Ry 0.60 0.11 0.06 0.41 0.55% 0.21 -0.02 0.18 0.22 -0.05
Number of Pod per Plant oS 55 b sl 0.78 -0.04  0.50% 0.18 0.07 0.22 0.15 0.36 -0.53«  -0.12
Number of Pods per node oS A plislas 0.72 0.39 -0.28 -0.44 -0.16 0.42 0.28 0.06 -0.02 -0.14
Number of Nods to the First Pod 5 sl b F sl 0.70 0.05 -0.35 0.12 0.31 -0.08 0.24 0.46%* 0.3 043
Petiolol Length xS a3 b 0.77 0.40 0.67x* 0.08 0.06 -0.03 0.11 0.14 0.03 0.35
Leaflet Width oS e 0.66 0.24 0.30 0.09 0.41 -0.23 -0.19 0.12 0.22 0.43
Seed Length §ls Jsb 0.77 0.23 0.25 0.59% -0.36 -0.15 0.21 0.15 0.21 -0.19
Seed Width als o, 0.65 0.06 0.70% 0.004 0.19 -0.09 0.20 -0.05 -0.26 -0.21
Seed Yeild G 0SS 5 Shes 0.81 0.22 0.66% 0.20 -0.42 -0.15 0.11 0.21 -0.20 0.04
Proportional Variance (%) o Ly Aoy 19.16  13.59 9.38 8.43 6.80 5.13 4.81 430 4.07
Cumulative Proportional Variance (%) JUETX SR P PR W 19.16  32.74 42.13 50.56 57.35 62.48 67.29 71.59 75.66
Eigen Value o9 polie 5.56 3.94 2.72 245 1.97 1.49 1.40 1.25 1.18

ol s s oyl b g Wsd o 45 8 N5 55 Iy gme—r /D 1 S S 5 00 31 55 ele 5L Ll
Loading coefficient greater than 0.5 and less than -0.5 are considered to be significant and are presented with astrix.
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Trigonella monantha ecotypes

Table 7. Shannon index and Shannon relative index (%) for qualitative traits for

Ol asla O5Ls (i oz Lo
Trait e Shanon Index Shanon Relative Index (%)
Leaf Color S 0.79 0.57
Leaf Margin Color & 4l oK) 0.86 0.61
Leaf Hairiness &S S 0.12 0.16
Stem Color Sl K, 0.38 0.34
Flower Color Jf &, 0.31 0.28
Plant Growth Type Gy dh) o 0.32 0.46
Pod Dispersion els ST, S 1.01 0.91
Pod Shape el S 1.53 0.94
Leaf Shape &, S 1.17 0.84
Leaf Tip o sy S 0.89 0.81
Leaf Margin o el IS 0.31 0.28
Seed Ornaments ok e Dl 5 1.47 0.91
Pod Color £l &5, 0.77 0.70
Seed Color s K 2.05 0.93

Trigonella monantha a5 1 oS Slio sl p6 4 08 0o 55 4 i -A I3
Table 8. Stepwise regression analysis for quantitative traits for Trigonella monantha ecotypes

Regression parameters

b oo SlT
Statistics Collinearity

S Sy sl il

Sy

S, 8kl g ol g ke

Variable . Ordinary coefficient ~ Standardized coefficient ~ Variance inflation factor
Intercept I 31 20 -0.081 - -

100 Seed Weight GlsVer Ojs 2.899 0.353 1.329

Number of Pod per Plant oS 55 el sl 0.006 0.322 1.098

Petiolol Length xS a5 Jsb 1.593 0.411 1.497

Pod Length fl sk -0.090 -0.260 1.281

o355 Yo SLol s (Moradi, 2008) 83l
a ol eslinal Uy LgT (e 5 5 aldos
ajjfu).suw}?‘\f;;&)lf&‘ﬁf
soia N c ey, S a8 I3
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Fig. 1. Dendrogram of data of quantitative morphological traits (number on dendrogram represent ecotype's number

of Trigonella monanantha)
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Fig. 2. Dendrogram of data of qualitative morphological traits of Trigonella monantha
ecotypes
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Table 9. Mean of quantitative traits of cluster dendrogram groups of Trigonella monantha ecotypes

Trait i
055 ojlad
GP FP FR PHF SBP NLF NPL PL LL LW NNF INL FD DF CL
Cluster No.
1 21.66 97.66 156.00 23.33 733 29.67 57.00 166 1.10 1.00 1.00 1.83 933 48.66 0.30
2 18.69 76.27 136.69 7.14 8.54 8.00 82.70 1.41 139 146 388 181 10.12 4836 042
3 19.59 65.90 12890 11.80 8.73 9.07 90.12 1002 157 177 3.64 191 6.09 5559 047
Table 9. Continued —4 g aalsl
Trait Cida
o5 R o el
Cluster No COL LLL NFN 100SW POL PW NPP NPN NNP PLL LLW SL SW SY
1 0.20 046 233 0.12 4.73 1.00 29.00 2.00 2.66 040 053 186 096 0.89
2 0.39 0.65 2.63 0.17 5.47 1.11  37.88 1.94 2.60 0.52 0.65 223 1.02 098
3 0.50 0.66 2.78 0.13 498 1.04 2340 2.54 2.80 0.46 0.62 2.16 0.96 0.75
4 0.48 0.83 2.77 0.17 5.36 1.23 33.86 2.35 2.73 0.54 0.67 2.28 1.00 1.01

NLF ¢ ¢ 5 6l slun SBP (esils) o€ 70 )aaLfCLA:)l:PHF (G3) o3 Sty 0353 Jsb FR «(53,) (p305m0 0333 Jsb FP ((55,) 0 5w 055 J ok :GP
Jsb INL ¢ & sl b o 8 slaws NNF ((resilor 5, 5,0 LW (Grasile) 68, Jgb LL «(ails) 68 a5 Jsb PL ol 55 o5 slaws NPL ¢ & 35l b o5, shows

NFN ((al) 0 1 b ILLL ¢Giodia) JE ol Jgb :COL (rackea) JS aulS” U b iCL e(55,) (a6 555 514 DF ¢(535) (S 053 Jgbo FD (ol o Koo

66,5 31 INNP 6 5 55 ol sldad NPN wolS 3 ol shtad NPP (( ecke) s 2,0 PW ((eili) s I3k POL (o 8) il Yo+ 055 100SWeo & a5 K sl
(65 65 &5 5 Shae Y ((acke) als 50 SW e ckn) 3 Jsb SLeCratilo) 4551 (5 50 ILLW (eili) 458 03 I b PLLepLS ol

GP: Growth Period(day), FP: Fruitinfg Period (day), FR: Fruiting Ripening (day), PHF: Plant Height at 50% Flowerinl% (centimeterg, SBP: Seconda
Branches per Plant, NLF: Number of Leaves to the First Flower, NPL: Number of Leaves per Plant, PL: Petiole Length (centimeter), LL: Leaf Lengtl
(centimeter), LW: Leaf Width (centimeter), NNF: Number of Nodes to the First Flower, INL: Internode Length (centimeter), FD: Flowering Duration
(day), DF: Days to Flowering (day), CL: Calyx Length (millimeter), COL: Corolla Length (millimeter), LLL: Leaflet Length (centimeter), NFN:
Number of Flower per Node, 100SW: 100 Seed Weight (g), POL: Pod Length (centimeter), PW: Pod width (millimeter), NPP: Number of Pod per
Plant, NPN: Number of Pods per Node, NNP: Number of Nods to the First Pode, PLL: Petiolol Length (centimeter), LLW: Leaflet Width
(centimeter), SL: Seed Length (millimeter), SW: Seed Width (millimeter), SY: Seed Yeild (g)
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