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3. Visual assessment by observations on a number of
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Table 1. Analysis of variance (mean square)) of quantitative traits
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Table 3. Number of distinctness paired varities by each trait (alpha=1%)
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Table 4. Number of paired varities by omiting overlaped traits (alpha=1%)
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Table 5. Number of paired varities by traits indepently (alpha=5%)
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Table 6. Number of paired varities by omiting of overlaped traits (alpha=5%)
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Figure 1- Clustring dendrogram of 8 varities using UPGMA algoritm and Dice coefficient obtained from
shoot length
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Figure 2- Clusting denrogram of 8 varities obtained from awn length
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Figure 3- Clustering dendrogram of 8 varities obtained from ear length
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Figure 4-Clustering dendrogram of 8 varities obtained from ear density
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Figure 5- Clustering dendrogram of 8 varities obtained from stem cross section
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