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Table 1. Combined analysis of variance for different traits of Foxtail Millet in different sowing dates

(MS) ey o iLs

als I3 0 413 5 Shae s le s Shee e s Sles o5 5 Sles Bl b IS5k Jsb S gl & sl PRETNRR,
35T a5 S
i 1000 grain Grain Dry forage Fresh forage Hay Stem Panicle Plant Leaf Tiller
S.0.V. s o weight yield yield yield yield diameter length height number number
Year (Y) Ju 1 0.41** 14.8* 13.8* 99* 1.9 0.16™ 127.4™ 1222.07 0.56™ 28.207
Replication/Y /) Ss 4 0.003 47 6.5 9.2 15.7 1.18 13.3 151.1 1.60 10.60
Sowing date (S) S b 3 0.29%* 8.2* 8.8ns 63.1ns 10.1™ 1.30" 323" 537.8" 8.90™ 4.01
SxY S b 3 0.05ns 2.3ns 18.3* 102.3* 1.8™ 2.00™ 11.1™ 2763.0™ 1.30™ 4,07
Error 1 Vol 12 0.014 2.6 3.7 30.1 55 0.29 46 123.6 1.40 1.50
Line (L) oY 4 0.31** 5.8%* 1.3ns 41.9%* 46" 5.507 303.77 799.3" 6.20™ 54.90”
Y xL oY dl 4 0.03** 1.5* 2.8* 28.3* 1.6" 0.46"™ 0.0" 57.8™ 1.90™ 1.10™
SxL Sl X Y 12 0.006ns 0.87ns 3.13** 13.1ns 42" 0.68" 47" 56.1" 0.34" 2.70™
SxLxY Sl b x Y X J 12 0.009ns 0.94ns 1.2ns 8ns 2.5™ 0.43™ 2.4 136.0™ 0.70™ 1.60™
Error 2 ¥ olail 64 0.006 0.63 1.1 9.5 2.1 0.35 35 80.9 0.79 3.50

TN 5710 Jazl el 53 515 Gan 5 4 FF 5

*and**: Significant at the 5%and 1%probability levels, respectively.
ns: Not-significant
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Table 2. Mean comparison for different traits of Foxtail Millet in different sowing dates

613 5 05 6ls s Shae wyles Slae jayles e JSGL b 6l Sl 5y gl & sl dony 5l
5 (S s o) oS O 53 o) (e W) (o ko) (o )
1Ly @)U ()L"gk Bl ui)
Sowing date 1000 grain Grain yield Dry forage  Fresh forage Panicle Stem Plant height  Leaf number Tiller
weight () (Ton ha™) yield yield length (cm) diameter (cm) number
(Ton ha) (Ton ha™) (mm)
22 May 3.1c 3.4b 9.1a 25.6a 20.3b 5.3ab 123.0b 10.5ab 2.50a
05 June 3.2b 4.3a 8.3b 24.6ab 22.6a 5.4a 132.8a 11.3ab 1.90ab
22 June 3.3a 4.6a 8.7ab 22.7b 22.1a 5.0b 129.8a 11.4a 2.03ab
06 July 3.3a 4.2ab 9.6a 22.7b 22.2a 4.9b 126.3ab 10.4b 1.60b

..u)m)u@mo)w'/.aJb\&,;ﬁl;dluux{of;Twu\ﬂmg@aswqf.eiiJ;\»si,mf‘g};wﬁ)uduaisp

Means, in each column, followed by at least one letter in common are not significantly different at the 5% probability level-using Duncan’s Multiple
Range Test.
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Table 3. Mean comparison for different traits of Foxtail Millet promising lines

Sidudal Y NSRS Wlys Slee 5 ayle s Slae oS 5 Shes 6le Sl ISl Jsb 5 plis)| 5 sl doy 3ldas
5 S s o) (LS s o) G s o) (o ko) (e L) (o )
Promising 1000 grain Grainyield Fresh forage  Hay yield Stem Panicle Plant height  Leaf number Tiller
line Weight (g) (Ton ha™) yield (Ton ha™) diameter lengh (cm) (cm) number
(Ton ha) (mm)
KFM15 2.99d 4.3b 23.1ab 12.3b 4.3b 19.5¢ 118.4b 10.2¢c 4.6a
KFM5 3.2bc 4.9a 24.7a 13.3a 5.4a 27.9a 130.4a 10.5bc 1.3b
KFM7 3.2ab 3.8b 24.9a 12.5b 5.4a 20.3bc 127.2a 11.1ab 1.8b
KFM13 3.3a 4.0b 21.9b 12.3b 5.4a 19.6¢ 130.6a 11.4a 1.0b
KFM20 3.2c 3.7b 24.9a 13.0b 5.4a 21.6b 133.3a 11.3a 1.4b

WA Jle ) aled YASY "5 9 U@ (£ 1054 Alxa”

.MJ‘MJ‘JGLMQ}W./O dh}\cb‘»):é‘bé‘u‘b-\.q-Q)AJTJL»\J;ML;;ASJ&&A;}JP-&y\bd‘)b‘\ftd)&ﬂﬁJDcuﬁhwﬁ@

Means, in each column, followed by at least one letter in common are not significantly different at the 5% probability level-using Duncan’s Multiple

Range Test.
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Table 4. Sowing date x line interaction on some traits of Foxtail Millet promising lines

S b oY Bl Calies St abgle 3 Slas o5 5 Shes
(ﬂ&a) ()L&A):&?) ()L”.{A):QJ)
Sowing date Line Stem diameter Dry forage yield Hay yield
(mm) (Ton ha) (Ton ha)
KFM15 4.2h 10.1a 12.5bc
KFM5 5.6abc 9.2ab 13.3abc
D1 KFM7 4.9cdefgh 8.6ab 10.4d
KFM13 5.8ab 7.7b 12.6abc
KFM20 5.9a 9.5ab 12.2bcd
KFM15 4.5efgh 7.9b 12.7abc
KFM5 5.7abc 8.8ab 14.5a
D2 KFM7 5.4abcd 7.9b 13.8ab
KFM13 5.9a 8.7ab 12.3bcd
KFM20 5.6abc 7.9b 13.9ab
KFM15 4.3gh 8.9ab 12.8abc
KFM5 5.1abcdef 8.5ab 12.6abc
D3 KFM7 5.2abc 9.7ab 12.8abc
KFM13 5.2abcde 7.7b 12.2bcd
KFM20 5.1abcdef 8.9ab 13.9ab
KFM15 4.4fgh 9.2ab 11.3cd
KFM5 5.2abcde 9.3ab 12.8abc
D4 KFM7 5.5abc 9.1ab 13abc
KFM13 4.7defgh 10.1a 12.3bcd
KFM20 5.1bcdefg 10.2a 12.1bcd

G;M;)}u:'/.aJu:,tcbpaxu_;lu\;.u{ofﬂwuﬂup@af,mafa&y\»‘5|J1>4§Lo,u,a);‘$u¢§;p
LIl

Means, in each column, followed by at least one letter in common are not significantly different

at the 5% probability level-using Duncan’s Multiple Range Test.
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