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Abstract 

The present investigation was carried out at Student’s Instructional Farm, Chandra Shekhar Azad 

University of Agriculture and Technology, Kanpur- 2080 02 (U.P.) during 2020-23. This region has a 

subtropical climate. Sandy loam is the kind of soil. Roughly 1270 mm of rain falls there each year. 

Kanpur district has a semi-arid climate with scorching summers and chilly winters. Geographically, 

Kanpur is situated in latitude 26.400 N and longitude 80.100 E, respectively, with elevation 127 meters 

above mean sea level. The estimate of additive genetic component (D̂ ) was significant for all the 

characters except viz. no. of branches per plant, no. of clusters per plant, no. of seeds per pod, harvest 

index (%) and protein content (%) in F1 generation while days to 50% flowering (days), no. of branches 

per plant and protein content (%) in F2 generation. Relatively magnitude of 
1

Ĥ  component was higher 

than that of D̂  component values for all the characters under study indicating role of both additive and 

dominance gene action with prevalence of dominant gene action. The significant and positive value of (

F̂ ) component for days to 50% flowering (days), no. of pods per plant, plant height (cm), 100 seed 

weight (g), biological yield per plant (g), seed yield per plant (g) in F1 generation while days to maturity 

(days), no. of pods per plant, plant height (cm), no. of seeds per pod, 100 seed weight (g), biological yield 

per plant (g), seed yield per plant (g) in F2 generation while positive non-significant for remaining 

characters. 
 

Keywords: Variance, gene action, green gram and yield 

 

Introduction 

India is the largest producer and consumer of pulses in the world. It has 36.8% of global area, 

24.2% of global production and 27% of consumption. About 80% of world pigeonpea, 65% of 

chickpea, 37% of lentil, 65-70% of mungbean/uradbean are produced in India. According to 

Karpechenko, 1925, and Krishnan and De, 1965 [14, 16], the green gram (Vigna radiata L. 

Wilczek), also known as mungbean, is a member of the family Leguminaceae, subfamily 

Papillionaceae, genus Vigna, and species radiata with chromosome number 2n = 22. The 

average global grain yields of green gram are low at 0.73 ton ha−1 (AVRDC). The strategy for 

increasing green gram productivity involves integrating green gram into local cultivation 

systems. It is widely planted together with other crops, such as maize, sorghum, peanuts, and 

sugar cane, either by intercropping or catch cropping between wheat and rice seasons. These 

cultivation systems require high-yielding mungbean cultivars. India is the major producer of 

greengram in the world, and it is grown in almost all states. It is grown on about 40.38 lakh 

hectares with a total production of 31.5 lakh tonnes with a productivity of 783 kg/ha and 

contributes 11 % to the total pulse production in the year 2021-2022. In Kharif 2022, 

greengram production was 17.5 lakh tonnes (1st advance estimates) in an area of 33.37 lakh 

hectares (GOI, 2022). Diallel analysis provides a systemic approach for identification of 

superior parent and crosses which is the basic material on which the success of a breeding 

programme depends. The advantage of the diallel analysis is that, it gives better picture of 

genetic information of the material under investigation. 
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Genetic information regarding gene action, combining ability, 

heterosis, inbreeding depression, heritability, genetic gain, 

correlation and path coefficient provides a clue for selecting 

the most suitable parents and crosses for hybridization. 

 

Materials and Methods 

(A) Graphical analysis 

Following the guidelines provided by Jink and Hayman 

(1953) and Hayman (1954a, b) [9, 10, 12, 13] the graphical 

analysis was carried out using the variance and covariance 

values 

The genetic components of variation that were estimated were 

as follows Jinks and Hayman (1953), Hayman (1954a), Aksel 

and Johnson (1963) [1, 9, 10, 12, 13]. 

The following two approaches were followed for diallel 

analysis - 

1. Hayman’s approach 

2. Griffing’s approach 

D̂ = Component of variation due to additive effects of genes  

1
Ĥ = Component of variation due to dominance effects of 

gene 

2
Ĥ = H1 [-(u-v) 2] 

u= Proportion of positive genes in parents 

v= Proportion of negative genes in parents 

F̂ = The mean of Fr over arrays, where Fr is the covariance of 

additive and dominance gene effects in a single array. 

Ê  = The expected environmental component of variation 

which was calculated as with ungrouped randomization as 

suggested by Aksel and Johnson (1963) [1] as – 

 

 d.f.Error     d.f.n Replicatio

SSError     SSn Replicatio




 × number of replications  

 

(B) Estimation of components of variation 

The estimates of these components of genetic variation were 

determined using following formulae as suggested by 

Hayman (1954a) [9, 10] - 

D̂=V0L0-Ê  

F̂ = 2V0L0- 4 W0L01- n

E2)2(n ˆ

 

1
Ĥ =V0L0+4 V0L1-4W0L0- n

E2)(3n ˆ

 

 

2
Ĥ = 4V1L1-4V0L1-2 Ê  

 

ĥ2 = 4 (ML1-ML0)2-
2n

E)4(n ˆ1

 

 

The statistics in the above formula may be explained as here 

under.  

V0L0 = Variance of parents 

Vr = Variance of rth array 

V1L1 = Mean variance of the array 

Wr = the covariance between the parents and their offspring in 

the rth array 

W0L1 = Mean of covariance between the parents and their 

arrays 

V0L1 = the variance of the means of arrays 

 

Estimates of standard error 
To assess the precision of the above parts of change, the 

conditions of fundamental corner to corner of the grid given 

by Hayman (1954a) [9, 10] with normal multipliers S2 was 

utilized, where - 

S2 = (1/2) [Var (Wr- Vr)] 

The formula being - 

S.E. ( D̂ ) = [S2 (n5 + n4)/n5]0.5 

S.E. ( F̂ ) =  [S2 (4n5 + 20n4 – 16 n3 + 16 n2) /n5)0.5 

S.E. ( 1
Ĥ ) =  [S2 (n5 + 41 n4 – 12 n3 + 4n2)/n5]0.5 

S.E. ( 2
Ĥ ) =  [S2 (36 n4/n5)0.5 

S.E. (
2ĥ ) =  [S2 (16n4 + 16n2 – 32 n + 16)/n5]0.5 

S.E. ( Ê ) =  [S2 (n4/n5)] 0.5 

 

After testing the significance of the components of variation 

D̂ , F̂ , 1
Ĥ , 2

Ĥ ,
2ĥ and Ê  the mean degree of dominance was 

calculated as [( 1
Ĥ / D̂ )]0.5, the proportion of genes with 

positive and negative effects as ( 2
Ĥ /4 1

Ĥ ), the proportion of 

dominant and recessive genes in the parents as (4 D̂ 1
Ĥ )0.5 + 

F̂ / (4 D̂ 1
Ĥ )0.5 – F̂  or KD /KR and the number of groups of 

genes, which control the character that exhibit dominance as (
2ĥ / 2

Ĥ ). 

 

Experimental Findings 

The estimate of all the components of variation namelyD̂ , 1
Ĥ ,

2
Ĥ  F̂ , h2 and Ê  along with their standard errors and related 

statistics as presented in the Table 1 & 2. 

The estimate of additive genetic component ( D̂ ) was 

significant for all the characters except viz. no. of branches 

per plant, no. of clusters per plant, no. of seeds per pod, 

harvest index (%) and protein content (%) in F1 generation 

while days to 50% flowering (days), no. of branches per plant 

and protein content (%) in F2 generation. 

The dominance component ( 1
Ĥ ) and ( 2

Ĥ ) found to be 

significant for all thirteen characters while the value of ( 1
Ĥ ) 

was observed higher than the value of ( 2
Ĥ ) for all characters. 

The significant and positive value of ( F̂ ) component for days 

to 50% flowering (days), no. of pods per plant, plant height 

(cm), 100 seed weight (g), biological yield per plant (g), seed 

yield per plant (g) in F1 generation while days to maturity 

(days), no. of pods per plant, plant height (cm), no. of seeds 

per pod, 100 seed weight (g), biological yield per plant (g), 

seed yield per plant (g) in F2 generation. 

The value of (h2) was observed positive and significant for 

days to 50% flowering (days), days to maturity (days), no. of 

pods per plant in F1 generation and days to maturity (days), 

no. of clusters per plant in F2 generation among thirteen 

characters which was due to the presence of dominant genes.  

The estimates of Ê  component were found non-significant 

for all the characters except no. of branches per plant in F1 

generation and no. of branches per plant, no. of clusters per 

plant, no. of seeds per pod in F2 generation. 

.The average degree of dominance ( 1
Ĥ /D̂ ) 0.5 was found more 

than unity for all the characters in F1 and F2 generations. 

https://www.mathsjournal.com/
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The positive and negative genes ratio of ( 2
Ĥ /4 1

Ĥ ) were found 

to be less than the theoretical value (0.25) for all the 

characters in F1 and F2 generations. 

The proportion of dominant and recessive genes (4D̂ 1
Ĥ )0.5+F̂

/ (4D̂ 1
Ĥ )0.5-F̂  was more than unity for all characters in F1 and 

F2 generations. 

The ratio of h2/H2 was lower than unity for all characters in F1 

and F2 generations. 

 

Results and Discussions 

The gene action is prerequisite to formulate an appropriate 

breeding methodology. The genetic variation can be divided 

into three components namely - 

 Additive or fixable variance which arising from the 

average effects of genes. 

 Dominance variance arising from infra-allelic interaction 

of the gene and 

 Epistatic variance arising from the inter-allelic 

interaction of genes. 

The estimate of additive genetic component ( D̂ ) was 

significant for all the characters except viz. no. of branches 

per plant, no. of clusters per plant, no. of seeds per pod, 

harvest index (%) and protein content (%) in F1 generation 

while days to 50% flowering (days), no. of branches per plant 

and protein content (%) in F2 generation. 

The dominance component ( 1
Ĥ ) and ( 2

Ĥ ) found to be 

significant for all thirteen characters while the value of ( 1
Ĥ ) 

was observed higher than the value of ( 2
Ĥ ) for all characters. 

Relatively magnitude of 1
Ĥ  component was higher than that 

of D̂  component values for all the characters under study 

indicating role of both additive and dominance gene action 

with prevalence of dominant gene action. However, the non-

additive component was more prominent than additive 

component for all the traits based on average degree of 

dominance (more than unity for almost all characters).  

The significant and positive value of ( F̂ ) component for days 

to 50% flowering (days), no. of pods per plant, plant height 

(cm), 100 seed weight (g), biological yield per plant (g), seed 

yield per plant (g) in F1 generation while days to maturity 

(days), no. of pods per plant, plant height (cm), no. of seeds 

per pod, 100 seed weight (g), biological yield per plant (g), 

seed yield per plant (g) in F2 generation while positive non-

significant for for remaining characters. The positive value 

indicates the frequent involvement of dominant genes for its 

expression. 

The estimates of average degree of dominance expressed ( 1
Ĥ

/D̂ ) 0.5 were higher than unity for all the traits. It revealed that 

there was over dominance effect for these traits.  

The value of positive and negative gene proportion ( 2
Ĥ  / 4

1
Ĥ ) was less than 0.25 for all the characters indicating that 

the distribution of positive and negative alleles was 

asymmetrical in the parents.  

The ratio for dominant and recessive gene was expressed 

more than unity for all the characters, denotes presence of 

more frequency of dominant genes. If value is less than one, 

denotes presence of more frequency of recessive genes. 

The ratio of h2/H2 was lower than unity for all characters in F1 

and F2 generations, it indicated the frequent involvement of 

single gene group for inheritance of traits and it may be due to 

complementary gene interaction causing depression in the 

ratio. 
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Table 1: Estimates of genetic variance components of 13 characters of green gram using the diallel analysis of the Hayman method in F1 

generation 
 

Characters 

Variance component Related parameter (genetic ratio) 

D̂  1
Ĥ

 2
Ĥ

 
F̂  

h2 Ê  
( 1
Ĥ

/D̂ ) 
0.5 ( 2

Ĥ
/4 1
Ĥ

) 

(4D 1
Ĥ

)0.5+F̂  

(4D 1
Ĥ

)0.5-F̂  
(h2/ 2
Ĥ

) 

Days to 50 % flowering 

(days) SE± 

5.22* 23.04* 19.24* 6.23* 5.31* 0.19 
2.10 0.20 1.79 0.27 

1.23 2.63 2.24 2.86 1.50 0.37 

Days to maturity (days) 

SE± 

5.22* 15.76* 13.71* 5.08 3.53* 0.20 
1.73 0.21 1.77 0.25 

1.33 2.83 2.40 3.07 1.61 0.40 

No. of branches per plant 

SE± 

0.08 1.03* 0.91* 0.17 0.05 0.06* 
3.42 0.22 1.82 0.06 

0.08 0.17 0.15 0.19 0.10 0.02 

No. of clusters per plant 

SE± 

0.32 2.98* 2.61* 0.58 0.43 0.17 
3.03 0.21 1.86 0.16 

0.19 0.41 0.35 0.44 0.23 0.05 

No. of pods per plant 

SE± 

14.58* 48.10* 34.48* 23.48* 33.54* 0.26 
1.81 0.17 2.59 0.97 

2.41 5.14 4.37 5.58 2.92 0.72 

Plant height (cm) 

SE± 

12.40* 58.23* 42.44* 23.02* 0.26 0.42 
2.16 0.18 2.49 0.006 

3.37 7.18 6.10 7.78 4.08 1.01 

Pod length (cm) 

SE± 

0.50* 2.27* 1.92* 0.59 0.19 0.04 
2.11 0.21 1.76 0.10 

0.16 0.35 0.29 0.38 0.20 0.04 

No. of seeds per pod 

SE± 

0.47 4.31* 3.70* 0.74 -0.01 0.15 
3.00 0.21 1.69 -0.05 

0.26 0.56 0.47 0.60 0.31 0.07 

100 seed weight (g) 

SE± 

0.12* 0.57* 0.39* 0.27* -0.002 0.009 
2.16 0.17 3.12 -0.006 

0.02 0.05 0.04 0.05 0.03 0.007 

Biological yield per plant (g) 

SE± 

3.10* 11.16* 8.18* 5.07* 1.46 0.11 
1.89 0.18 2.5 0.17 

0.96 2.06 1.75 2.23 1.17 0.29 
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Harvest index (%) SE± 
23.41 149.19* 109.40* 46.76 -0.97 2.71 

2.52 0.18 2.30 -0.009 
13.70 29.16 24.78 31.61 16.59 4.13 

Seed yield per plant (g) 

SE± 

1.09* 3.67* 2.81* 1.67* 0.39 0.06 
1.83 0.19 2.44 0.14 

0.25 0.53 0.45 0.58 0.30 0.07 

Protein content (%) 

SE± 

0.26 2.44* 2.21* 0.31 -0.02 0.09 
3.02 0.22 1.49 -0.009 

0.28 0.59 0.50 0.64 0.33 0.08 

*Significant at 5 % level, ** Significant at 1 % level, ***Significant at 0.1 % level 

 
Table 2: Estimates of genetic variance components of 13 characters of green gram using the diallel analysis of the Hayman method in F2 

generation 
 

Characters 

Variance component Related parameter (genetic ratio) 

D̂  1
Ĥ

 2
Ĥ

 F̂  
h2 Ê  ( 1

Ĥ
/D̂ ) 0.5 ( 2

Ĥ
/4 1
Ĥ

) 

(4D 1
Ĥ

)0.5+F̂  

(4D 1
Ĥ

)0.5-F̂  
(h2/ 2
Ĥ

) 

Days to 50 % flowering 

(days) SE± 

5.16 34.01* 25.71* 10.02 1.13 0.24 
2.56 0.18 2.21 0.04 

3.01 6.42 5.45 6.96 3.65 0.90 

Days to maturity (days) 

SE± 

5.17* 22.26* 16.30* 8.84* 5.89* 0.25 
2.07 0.18 2.40 0.36 

1.32 2.81 2.38 3.04 1.59 0.39 

No. of branches per 

plant SE± 

0.04 0.58* 0.55* 0.07 0.04 0.10* 
3.45 0.23 1.60 0.07 

0.07 0.14 0.12 0.16 0.08 0.02 

No. of clusters per plant 

SE± 

0.34* 3.5* 3.20* 0.58 0.94* 0.15* 
3.19 0.22 1.73 0.29 

0.17 0.36 0.31 0.40 0.21 0.05 

No. of pods per plant 

SE± 

14.62* 49.64* 33.51* 26.40* 5.61 0.21 
1.84 0.16 2.92 0.16 

4.78 10.18 8.65 11.04 5.79 1.44 

Plant height (cm) 

SE± 

12.70* 74.32* 56.68* 26.41* 2.78 0.12 
2.41 0.19 2.50 0.04 

4.20 8.94 7.60 9.69 5.08 1.26 

Pod length (cm) 

SE± 

0.49* 2.68* 2.55* 0.41 0.10 0.05 
2.32 0.23 1.43 0.04 

0.15 0.32 0.27 0.35 0.18 0.04 

No. of seeds per pod 

SE± 

0.46* 5.56* 4.37* 1.37* -0.02 0.16* 
3.45 0.19 2.30 -0.006 

0.21 0.45 0.38 0.49 0.26 0.06 

100 seed weight (g) 

SE± 

0.12* 0.48* 0.30* 0.27* 0.01 0.009 
1.98 0.15 3.59 0.05 

0.03 0.07 0.06 0.08 0.04 0.01 

Biological yield per 

plant (g) 

3.17* 14.59* 10.58* 6.64* 0.08 0.05 
2.14 0.18 2.90 0.008 

1.18 2.51 2.13 2.72 1.43 0.35 

Harvest index (%) 

SE± 

24.80* 105.69* 85.24* 37.85 0.27 1.32 
2.06 0.20 2.17 0.003 

11.02 23.46 19.94 25.43 13.34 3.32 

Seed yield per plant (g) 

SE± 

1.11* 4.31* 3.18* 2.10* -0.01 0.03 
1.97 0.18 2.84 -0.004 

0.24 0.53 0.45 0.57 0.30 0.07 

Protein content (%) 

SE± 

0.26 2.48* 1.73* 0.77 -0.03 0.09 
3.07 0.17 2.84 -0.02 

0.18 0.38 0.33 0.42 0.22 0.05 

*Significant at 5 % level, ** Significant at 1 % level, ***Significant at 0.1 % level 

 

References 

1. Askel R, Johnson LPV. Analysis of diallel cross: A 

worked example. Adv. Front. Plant Sci. 1963;2:37-53. 

2. AVRDC - Asian Vegetables Research and Development 

Center. International mungbean improvement network. 

Retrived from: avrdc.org/intl-mungbean-network; c2020. 

3. Bisti A, Harishbabu BN, Manjunatha B, Sridhara S, 

Mallikarjuna HB. Assessment of genetic variability and 

diversity in segregating generations of greengram (Vigna 

radiata L. Wilczek); c2022. 

4. Das SS, Kishore K, Lenka D, Dash DK, Samant D, Panda 

CM, et al. Studies on Genetic Variability, Heritability 

And Character Association Of Yield And Quality Traits 

In Mango Germplasm In Eastern Tropical Region Of 

India. Agricultural Research Journal. 2021;58(6);998-

1005. 

5. Dash S, Lenka D, Tripathy SK, Dash M. Assessment of 

Genetic Variation and Heritability for Morpho-agronomic 

Traits in Mungbean Germplasm under Cold Stress. 

Biological Forum-An International Journal. 

2021;13(3):163-167. 

6. De Deepesh N, Krishnan R. Studies on pachytene and 

somatic chromosomes of Phaseolus mungo L. Genetica. 

1965;37(1):581-587. 

7. Bisht D Gahalain SS. Study on genetic variability in 

wheat germplasm grown in the hills of Uttarakhand. 

Vegetos. 2009;22(1):79-85. 

8. Goyal L, Intwala CG, Modha KG, Acharya VR. 

Association and diversity analysis for yield attributing 

traits in advance generation of green gram (Vigna radiata 

(L.) Wilczek). IJCS. 2021;9(1)1934-1939. 

9. Hayman BI. The theory of analysis of diallel crosses II. 

Genetics. 1954;43:789-809. 

10. Hayman BI. The analysis of variance of diallel tables. 

Biometrics. 1954;10:235-244. 

11. Himabindu C, RoopaLavanya G. Character Association 

among Yield Component Characters and with Seed Yield 

in Green gram (Vigna radiate (L.) Wilczek). Journal of 

Pharmacognosy and Phytochemistry. 2017;6(5):119-122. 

12. Jinks JL. Analysis of diallel crosses. Maize Genetics 

Cooperation Newsletter. 1953;27:48-54. 

13. Jinks JL. The analysis of continuous variation in a diallel 

cross of Nicotiana rustica varieties. Genetics. 

1954;39:767-788. 

14. Karpechenko GD. On the chromosomes of 

Phaseolinae. Bull. Appl. Bot. Plant Breed. 1925;14,143-

148. 

15. Katiyar M, Kumar A. Genetic analysis of yield and its 

component traits in mungbean [Vigna radiata (L.) 

https://www.mathsjournal.com/


 

~1053~ 

International Journal of Statistics and Applied Mathematics https://www.mathsjournal.com 
 

Wilczek]. International Journal of Innovative Research 

and Development. 2015;4:119-121. 

16. Katiyar M. Kumar A. Genetics Analysis of Yield and Its 

Component Traits in Mungbean (Vigna radiata L. 

Wilczek). International Journal of Innovative Research & 

Development. 2015;4(2):119-121. 

17. Kempthorne O. The theory of the diallel cross. Genetics. 

1956;41:451-459. 

18. Khajudparn P, Poolsawat O, Tantasawat PA. Genetic 

studies in mungbean (Vigna radiata L. Wilczek). Legume 

Research - An International Journal. 2019;42(1):50-54. 

19. Kumar K, Prasad Y, Mishra SB, Pandey SS, Kumar R. 

Study on genetic variability, correlation and path 

Analysis with grain yield and yield attributing traits in 

green gram [Vigna radiata (L) Wilczek]. The Bioscan. 

2013;8(4):1551-1555. 

20. Khorne GW, Ahire RD, Tanpure MU. Economic analysis 

of processing of green gram mill’s in Maharashtra. Int. J 

Adv. Chem. Res. 2022;4(2):242-247. 

DOI: 10.33545/26646781.2022.v4.i2d.105 

21. Majhi PK, Mogali SC, Abhisheka LS. Enhancement of 

genetic variability for yield and component traits through 

recombination followed by induced mutagenesis in 

greengram [Vigna radiata (L.) Wilczek]. Curr. J. Appl. 

Sci. and Technol. 2020;39:38-48. 

22. Manivannan N. Genetic diversity in cross derivatives of 

greengram (Vigna radiata (L.) Wilczek). Legume Res. 

2002;25:50-52. 

23. Marwiyah SSH, Sutjahjo D, Trikoesoemaningtyas D, 

Wirnas, Suwarno WB. High non-additive gene action 

controls synchronous maturity in mungbean, sabrao 

Journal of Breeding and Genetics. 2021;5(3):213-227. 

24. Mehta CM. Estimation of variability through genetic 

parameters and identification of superior pure lines for 

yield attributing traits in green gram [Vigna radiata 

(L.)]. Technology; c2019. 

25. Mohammed R J, Prasanthi L, Vemireddy LR, Latha P. 

Studies on genetic variability and character association 

for yield and its attributes in greengram [Vigna radiata 

(L.) Wilczek]. Electronic Journal of Plant Breeding. 

2020;11(02):392-398. 

26. Narasimhulu R, Naidu NV, Reddy KHP. Genetic analysis 

for yield and yield attributes in greengram (Vigna radiata 

L. Wilczek). Legume Research-An International Journal. 

2018;41(3):349-355. 

27. Panse VG. Genetics of quantitative characters in relation 

to Plant breeding. Indian J Genet. 1957;17:318-329. 

28. Panse VG, Shukhatme PV. Statistical methods for 

Agricultural workers, IInd Ed., ICAR, New Delhi, 381; 

c1967. 

29. Pavan K, Reddy P, Mehta CM. Estimation of variability 

through genetic parameters and identification of superior 

pure lines for yield attributing traits in green gram [Vigna 

radiata (L.)]. Journal of Pharmacognosy and 

Phytochemistry. 2019;8(3S):55-61. 

30. Prakash V, Shekhawat US. Analysis of genetic diversity 

in newly developed genotypes of mungbean [Vigna 

radiata (L.) Wilczek]. Journal of Progressive Agriculture. 

2012;3(2):47-50. 

31. Sabatina AS, Lal-Ahamed M, Ramana JV, 

Harisatyanarayana N. Genetic variability studies in 

mungbean (Vigna radiata L.). J Pharm Innov. 

2021;10(6):906-909. 

32. Salman MAS, Anuradha C, Sridhar V, Babu ER, 

Pushpavalli S. Genetic Variability for Yield and Its 

Related Traits in Greengram [Vigna radiata (L.) 

Wilczek]. Legume Research-An International Journal, 1, 

5; c2014. 

33. Shrikhala TP, Tank CJ, Gami RA. Gene Action for Some 

Quantitative Traits in Mungbean [Vigna radiata (L.) 

Wilczek]. Trends in Biosciences. 2016;9(12):705-709. 

34. Singh VK, Tyagi K, Tamer AK, Singh MN, Nandanl R. 

Gene action for yield and yield attributing traits in 

mungbean (Vigna radiata (L.) Wilczek). Legume 

Research. 2007;30(1):29-32. 

35. Sneha M, Saravanan S, Premkumari SM, Pillai MA. 

Validation of genetic parameter for yield related traits 

among indigenous mungbean (Vigna radiata L.) 

germplasm. Electronic Journal of Plant Breeding. 

2019;10(2):673-679. 

36. Susmitha D, Jayamani P. Genetic variability studies for 

yield and its contributing traits in greengram [Vigna 

radiata (L.) Wilczek]. Electronic Journal of Plant 

Breeding.2018;9(2):716-722. 

37. Vadivel K, Mahalingam A, Manivannan N. Genetic 

analysis on the extent of variability among the greengram 

(Vigna radiata (L.) Wilczek) genotypes. Electronic 

Journal of Plant Breeding. 2020;11(02):686-689. 

38. Government of India 1st Advance estimates, Ministry of 

Agriculture and Farmers Welfare, Department of 

Agriculture and Farmers Welfare, Economics and 

Statistics Division; c2022. 

39. Yadav SM, Ved P, Khedar OP. Gene action of yield and 

its contributing characters in mungbean [Vigna radiata 

(L.) Wilczek] under different environments. Journal of 

Pharmacognosy and Phytochemistry. 2017;6(5):999-

1003. 

40. Kute NS, Deshmukh RB. Genetic analysis in Mungbean 

(Vigna radiata L. Wilczek). Legume Research. 

2002;25:258-261. 

https://www.mathsjournal.com/

