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(2a) Barley (Hordeum vulgare) (2b)Wheat(Triticum aestivum or durum)

(2c) Lentil (Lens esculenta or Lens oriental) (2d) Vetch (Vicia narbonensis)

(2€) Cumin (Cuminum cyminum) (2f) Chickpea (Cicer arietinum)
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