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Table 1. Physical and chemical properties of soil.
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Table 2. Analysis of variance of phonological and morphological traits of canola.

4> 40 e .. e (v - e . “ " "
Ol s i ‘)‘_ Ol e U 39, 25U 59, Syl 3e,  aig el adlw ,hs
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T df Emergence Flowering Maturity Height Diameter
S o 23.69 ™ 3.58 ™ 20415  0.09"
Block
) ™) 3 0.56 " 2825.35™ 83.58 ™ 1071.17™ 0.13™
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o S 9 3 0.56 ™ 90.74" 11.02"™ 84.97 " 0.009 "
Salinity
S35 ) 9 0.296 ™ 29.09 ™ 17.04™ 21.40 " 0.005 "
CultivarxSalinity
b 30 0.2 25.24 4.74 22.52 0.008
Error
(D) i ps 7.15 6.44 1.40 6.27 18.39
CV (%)
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S.0.V. ‘Sdf) Height of the First Height of the Secondary ~ Silique Length
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i 30 20.30 9.24 0.28 0.09
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(1) ol s g 0 - 12.08 6.37 19.89 5.17
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ns ¥ ™ non- significant and significant at the 5% and 1% probability level, respectively.

Sogme Cude (Siwoon o 4 aS by lis (V- Jgux)
A8 )l MWl (=< /OA*) IS U 59, olaws b co (ol
g s e 555 ko 9l 5 il
Mgie (S, B s, olans 2 (5,50 5 08, SiiSe
Lal, 5 (Bybordi, 2010) (s5,50b zls L a5 o4
- o0 Olis ggoge (! o)l Slssea (Rahnama, 2013)
) 531 535 il gl 4 515 G5 25Ty o5 s

Sty U jgy olaer
e (S B g,y ol a0 Sl )0 08,
To1 gRGS o5l (S3505 58 (S a5 5,545 352 )l
352999 Yo A g FAVD a1 ,1 51 5550 59, F/O 1 Skeo jsboay
G 5g, ooy Hlas 51 IS calies plB)] s Sl gme B
Rahnama and) swsSe 5 Lanl, buwy  Saww,
Lsal, 9 (Bybordi, 2010) s ,4-0L «(Makvandi, 2008

S oz 2ol o 3,155 506 (Rahnama, 2013)



YYo

v pB A 5 (08 0 Shes 5 (g Sleogad p (55580 5 Sl Sl g cwslS

oLes 4 ol5s,6 5 (Shahbazi et al., 2011)
Omimed Sl ool 5,155 55 (Tarinejad et al., 2013)
F,1 55 658 il o (S, 1 59 oluas SalS o 5e

Table 3. Analysis of variance of yield and quality traits of canola.
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sk 2 66.88 "™ 0.68 " 0.793" 432220 " 3612062 "
Block
) ™ 3 462.07™ 31.89 ™ 0.838" 155596" 452110 "™
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CV (%)
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) ™) 3 62.73 ™ 9.45 ™ 15988 " 0.029 1 0.003 1
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S35 ) 9 17.93 " - 37786 " 0.021 " 0.007 "
CultivarxSalinity
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CV (%)
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One sample was prepared from a combination of three replications for each treatment (total of 16 samples) and the analysis

was done in a completely randomized design for each factor separately.
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Table 4. Mean comparison of phonological and morphological traits of canola.

e G 39 . Wl el U el gl gl o
RES 0 g =P AL 395 43 o .
Days to e Plant Height of the Height of Stem e
Jole oo Seed Days to Height First Secondary the First Diameter Secondary
Factor  Level Emergence  Flowering (cm) Branch (cm) Silique (cm) (cm) Branch No.
H. 4815 6.25a 63.25d 63.17 ¢ 27.29d 36.90d 0.381c¢ 3.00a
g H. 308 6.25a 68.92 ¢ 75.38 b 3440c 47.29 ¢ 0.459 b 3.08 a
=
3 H.401 6.17 a 82.42b 78.38 b 41.88b 50.57 b 0.477b 2.19b
F(;(%S 6.33a 97.67 a 85.87 a 45.63 a 56.02 a 0.629 a 2.31b
s 115 6.333 a 74.00 b 74.56 ab 34.79b 4590 ¢ 0.517 a 2.56a
£
1 f—u_:), 4 6.25a 78.83 a 77.23a 37.08b 48.44 ab 0.481 a 2.63a
? “‘; 7 6.25a 7942 a 78.46 a 4190a 50.46 a 0.494 a 2.48 a
%)
e 10 6.17 a 80.00 a 7254 b 35.42b 45.98 bc 0.453 a 292a

25,15 (gl hme B (g )lol Ll s o 0 ailie By b (glaSilee
Means followed by similar letters in each column are not significantly different.
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Table 5. Mean comparison of quantitative and qualitative traits of canola.

. e il & Slos
Jole oo Wgy 30 gt JuRi i ye 40 ailo oluss i 5l5 039 N
Factor Level Silique No. per Plant  Seed No. per Silique 1000 Seed Weight Seed Yield
que . p - per Sl @@r) (Kg/ha)
) H. 4815 34.31b 1491 ¢ 3.668 ab 1316.5 b
(Cultivar)
H. 308 41.73 a 17.30 ab 3.279b 1528.4 a
H. 401 26.88 ¢ 18.67 a 3.919a 1287.2 b
RGS 003 36.94 ab 16.00 bc 3.662 ab 1302.0b
Sag 1.15 35.19a 18.36 a 3.393a 1448.9 a
Salinity)
@ds.m) 4 35.21a 16.47 ab 3.687 a 1347.3 ab
7 36.56 a 15.84b 3.744 a 1305.3 b
10 32.90a 16.20b 3.705a 1332.6 ab
Table 5. Continued. alol.b Jgus
J.oLc th (é’)?‘?‘" a)ila.: C«.&‘Jﬁ daau 065) KW ) ails ‘-’T "é)'a" ‘ﬁ.‘)ls
Factor Level Biological Yield Harvest Index Oil Percent Seed WUE
(Kg/ha) (%) (%) (Kg/m®)
) H. 4815 3418.8 b 39.62a 4258 a 0.568 b
(Cultivar)
H. 308 3822.1a 39.95a 40.08 a 0.659a
H. 401 3462.4 b 37.30 ab 40.99 a 0.555b
RGS 003 3709.4 a 35.04 b 43.49 a 0.561b
Sag 1.15 37025a 40.22 a 42.16 a 0.625a
(Salinity)
ds.m 4 3516.0 b 37.94 ab 42.98 a 0.581 ab
7 3542.7b 37.18b 40.47 a 0.563 b
10 3651.4 ab 36.57b 4152 a 0.574 ab

RYRY 6)“56;"“’ O Lg)LcT Sl e 2 50 alin By b slo (1Kl
Means followed by similar letters in each column are not significantly different.
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Table 6. Mean comparison of interaction effects of cultivar and salinity on different traits of canola.

~) S Sy U jg, oeo9> Job €9y 0 Sdbos oty ol Gpae oIyl
Cultivar Salinity (dS.m')  Days to Maturity Silique Length (cm)  Qil Yield (Kg/ha) 0il WUE (Kg/m?®)
1.15 154.67 bc 5.82 bcd 525.6 bc 0.227 bc
4 151.33 cd 5.54 de 458.94 c 0.198 ¢
H. 4815
7 151.33 cd 53le 642.02 abc 0.277 abc
10 149.96 d 5.61 de 621.29 abc 0.268 abc
1.15 153.67 bc 5.65 de 568.60 bc 0.245 be
H. 308 4 154.01 bc 5.77 cde 815.55a 0.352 a
. 7 153.00 cd 5.58 de 537.65 bc 0.232 bc
10 152.33 cd 5.84 bcd 545.18 bc 0.235bc
1.15 159.04 a 5.96 bcd 654.83 abc 0.282 abc
H. 401 4 158.97 a 6.49 a 528.34 bc 0.228 bc
. 7 156.67 ab 5.78 bcde 466.45 c 0.201c
10 153.67 bc 6.18 abc 463.04 ¢ 0.200 ¢
1.15 152.33 cd 6.28 ab 699.60 ab 0.302 ab
4 159.33 a 5.60 de 524.43 bc 0.226 bc
RGS 003
7 157.67 ab 5.96 bcd 465.27 ¢ 0.201c
10 158.33 a 5.57 de 584.14 bc 0.252 bc

Al (gl sixe OS] d)L{I Sl e o 50 alie By > b slo .Sl

Means followed by similar letters in each column are not significantly different.
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