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* and ** - Significant at 5% and 1% levels of probability, respectively.
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Table 2. Regression coefficients of grain yield triats using stepwise method
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* and ** : Significant at 5% and 1% levels of prebability , respectively.
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Table 3. Regression coefficients of oil yield triats using stepwise method

Y. RG-S NVEM PP U e e
. o Regression Standard F . I
.. B 5)}"
Frait coefficients error N . n
R” — partial R™ - Model
-3057701 0.7054
Biomass rbess 0.182277 0.28193 6.465%% 75.966 75.966
No. capitula P REN 0.7868 0.301106 6.020%* 6.043 82.009
No.sub-branches PEIERNRR) 0.08275 0.30706 2. 749 0.867 82.876
P
No.seed/capitula 53 4l sldad 2.527089 1.0734 2.518% 0.071 83.947
o8

*and ** : Significant at 5% and 1% levels of probability , respectively.
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Fig.1. Path analysis based on genotypical correlations
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Table 4. Direct (under lined) and indirect path coefficient using genotypic correlation

e s o) oldai Fpelol s Sleet Siaes

Trait G ] .
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r (Yield)
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No.Sub-branches 0.278 0.177 0.179 0.635
U= (.267
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Table 5 . Direct (under lined) and indirect path coefficient of yield components using
genotypic correlation for oil yield
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