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	This manuscript entitled “Studies on heterosis and inbreeding depression for yield and it’s contributing traits in Greengram [vigna radiata (l.) wilczek] which represent the importance of heterosis and inbreeding depression for genetic improvement of greengram. The magnitude of heterosis proves basis for determining genetic diversity and also provide choice of desirable parents. Also, information regarding to inbreeding depression helps to breeders to avoid excessive inbreeding which lead to decrease vigor and yield. It is providing valuable insights into genetic basis of seed yield and other yield contributing traits and also helps to guide breeding programme for mungbean (Greengram) which is ultimately improve crop productivity of greengram.
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