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Table 1. Analysis of variance (Mean- square) of chickpea seed lots on germination characteristics in
standard germination test.
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Table 2. Mean comparisons of chickpea seed lots in terms of germination characteristics in standard germination test.
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Table 3. Analysis of variance (Mean—Squares) of traits in 13 chickpea seed lots under field condition.
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ns: Not significant, * and ** significant at 5 and 1% level of probability, respectively.
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Table 4. Mean comparisons of chickpea seed lots for traits in field conditions
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In each column, means with at least one similar letter are no different at 5% level.
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Table 5. Correlation coefficients between selected traits in standard germination test for chickpea seed lots under
conditions laboratory and field.
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ns: Not significant, * and ** significant at 5 and 1% level of probability, respectively.
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