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Table 1- Variance analysis of effect planting date and cultivar on measured traits
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** & * explain a significant difference (p<0.01 and p<0.05) respectively
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Table 2- Simple correlation between traits of leaf area index, head diameter, head seed
number, thousand seeds weight, oil seed percent, seed yield and oil seed yield
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** & * explain a significant difference (p<0.01 and p<0.05) respectively
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