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	1- The present study aims to evaluate the biochemical attributes of different field pea cultivars before and after milling, providing insights into cultivar-specific differences and their implications for food processing and nutrition.

2-  Biochemical characteristics of the whole grain, dehusked dal and milling byproduct and its fractions were analyzed. 

3- Three genotypes IPFD-99-13, IPF-5-19, and IPFD-1-10 were examined for their biochemical diversity.

4-   The highest protein content (24.71%) was recorded in the powder fraction (<0.25 mm) extracted from milling byproduct of IPF-5-19, while powder fraction of IPFD-99-13 and IPFD-1-10 contained 19.43% and 24.05%, respectively. Conversely, the highest total phenolic content and antioxidant activity was observed to be 175.36 mg GAE/100mg and 4.23 mole  TE/100 g for powder fraction of milling byproduct of IPFD-99-13.
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