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Table 1. Analysis of variance of the effect of salt stress and canola cultivar on canola germination and seedling growth
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Table 2. Analysis of variance of the effect of salt stress and canola cultivar on canola seedling characteristics.
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Oldi gl 05! Seedling Leaf Na* S i Leaf K* membrane
Source of variation Df  dry weight concentration K/Na ratio concentration leakage
Replication 3 41.2" 6.4 0.02m 121.2™ 17.8™
Salinity (S) S 3 112.8™ 114.1™ 2.2 733.1™ 96.0™
Cultivar (C) o3y 3 103.0™ 312.0™ 1.7 405.7" 83.1
SxC p9X G 9 124.2™ 208.0™ 2.1 612.0 93.1™
Error owboil sas 45 0.08 7.35 0.09 10.1 4.7
C.V (%) (1) Ol guadd' 9 o 17.1 13.0 151 14.3 8.02
Table 2. Continued alsl.Y Jgoo
ST ey SBOhaeg,s bl
T O RS S A 5 3 Jalowo olen cdild
PSR . - g TS . _
T STy VG T O Soluble Sy
Olpeti @l 015! POX CAT St carbohydrates Proline
Source of variation df activity activity GR activity Concentration Concentration
Replication IS 3 56.2™ 10.3™ 45.0" 14.9" 0.00011*
Salinity (S) oo 3 183.4™ 94.2* 51.4" 244.0™ 0.012™
Cultivar (C) o3y 3 210.1" 54.8" 61.3* 187.2" 0.014™
SxC M9X G 9 75.1% 12.7 18.2" 53.7" 0.021™
Error owboyl slas 45 0.76 0.25 0.098 14.2 0.00001
(C/‘; (1) oy g 11.1 11.5 9.7 15.6 103

P VSR S TR Vi P A PR NS PO NS PSSOV I IPPRE A
* ** and ns: Significant at the 0.05 and 0.01 probability levels and non significant, respectively
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Table 3. Means comparison of the effect of cultivar and salinity on physiological characteristic of canola cultivars

S eshe aalS 05y Sy e cdile Wu T
cultivar ) Sy Seedling Leaf Na* < Sy o

Salt Stress Weight concentration Leaf K+_ K/Na ratio

Levels concentration

(NaCl mM) (® (mg/g/dw) (mg/g/dw)
Hyola 330 YYe Yol 223 a 10.1g 33.0a 326a
Hyola 320 YY- Yol o 2.17 a 83¢g 28.7 a 345a
Hyola 401 FAaYpla 220a 99¢g 324a 327a
Sarigol 55w 2.18 a 84¢g 29.7 a 353a
Hyola 330 YYe Yo 2.12a 142 f 304 a 2.14b
Hyola 320 YYe Yo 20 222a 212 ¢ 25.1 ab 1.18 ¢
Hyola 401 fAYela 2.18a 16.2 ef 214b 1.32¢
Sarigol 55l 1.86 ab 303 ¢ 22.0b 0.72d
Hyola 330 YYeYeb 1.79b 26.1d 232b 0.88d
Hyola 320 YYe Yo 6 1.81b 25.4d 22.4b 0.88d
Hyola 401 FYels 1.75b 37.0b 17.1¢c 045f
Sarigol Il 1.51cd 346D 12.4d 0.36f
Hyola 330 YYe Yol 1.72b 312¢ 20.5 be 0.65 ef
Hyola 320 YYe Yo %0 1.58 ¢ 36.5b 162 ¢ 044 f
Hyola 401 FaYela 1.44d 43.7 a 13.0d 029¢g
Sarigol Sl 1.27¢ 41.4 a 99e 023 ¢
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Table 3. Continued

alol.Y Jous

L, SAREE T el
L et mPl el sl MITEE L s clile sboljunyS

cultivar ) e . Ry ly _ _

S Cell MEE lansTy Sy S 5 Joloro

Salt membrane CAT POX 3Lt Proline Soluble
Stress leakage activity activity GR activity Concentratios carbohydrates
(nmol H,0, U (nmol NAPDH

(NaCl mg/Protein/  min/mg/ mg 'protein

mM) (%) min) Protein) min ) (mg/g/fw) (mg /g/ fw)
Hyola330 YY-¥Ygb 3e 1.1c 22f 1.25¢ 0.009 e 11.8d
Hyola320 YYV-¥Ygb 0 4e 12¢ 25¢f 121e 0.012¢ 12.7d
Hyola 401 favYel Se l4c 27f 1.27¢ 0.008 e 12.0d
Sarigol S5 5kw 3e 1.2¢ 2.7f 1.22¢ 0.012¢ 13.2d
Hyola330 YY-¥Ygb 4e 2.8Db 6.5d 124 ¢ 0.009 e 13.4d
Hyola320 YV-¥Ygb 30 4e 2.8Db 6.9d 1.17e 0.010e 13.0d
Hyola 401 FaYelb 27c 13¢c 6.2d 131e 0.011e 11.2d
Sarigol It 25¢ ldc 32e 1.14e 0.012¢ 14.7d
Hyola330 YY:Ygb 17d 4.7a 103D 398D 0.049 a 28.0b
Hyola 320 YY:¥Ygb 60 19d 43a 10.0b 325¢ 0.042 a 29.6 b
Hyola 401 FaYel 35b 270 84c 3.10¢ 0.026 ¢ 189 ¢
Sarigol JS W 39b 2.6b 59d 3.04¢ 0.018d 17.0 c
Hyola330 YY-¥Ygb 27¢ 45a 142 a 5.12a 0.052 a 354a
Hyola320 YYV-¥Ygb 9 26 ¢ 4.7 a 113b 4.05b 0.047 a 33.7a
Hyola 401 Yl 54a 2.6b 93b 3.12¢ 0.035b 26.5b
Sarigol I 5w 51a 2.7b 37e 2.34d 0.024 ¢ 23.2 bc

Solal o0 gy 3 S Jloil o 50 o im0 Gire puf B A g % DS
* ** and ns: Significant at the 0.05 and 0.01 probability levels and non significant, respectively

el 032 098 5 ol iz po P s Jshos bame
Colan g yiwgid alB 0 6y500 G S 45 005
B2 (e (g DS (Ashraf, 2004) el slasss,
oIl cge (598 15 Ll pd 5o (ALS 8L 50 el
O s 005 o0 QLS 3 )8 A5 Joo Ul
e Sl el cage 5)90 5 Ll o el
olages (Munns, 2002) 08 oo S 5 o slogys
Cod b.cb)’ QL&:LS LgL:af[,.g 30 WL..: o] as ols QL...:
ey 092 25 8 ()98 Joo ¥l cge (6590 3
Fslo Glolid codles 1 maos (0 e 31 el 313
Comss o,y (Cavalanti et al., 2013) aas jals |
Poustini and ) cwl el); (bl 0 6,08 4 Joxie
iy ooy 5l 6,k (Siosemardeh, 2004
coolin Cio S Glaieds 1) S ot 4 ol S

PSS el 5 oo (g0 SalE Sl (o)

&S 9t A Sl S ols LA (yeh A Ll
ey O @o g (Il Wy, IS S 0w o
s bls s (Kazemini and Pirasteh, 2016) o
3 Sllgw g o G5 Rl plage geS 5)9d
prelS et ade slagy cale 5 A1 alS slacdl,
O b St e g geS il SRl el
AL paS al) Sl cge paiS azelS o (500
3o Jele (2 ete ((Poustini and Siosemardeh, 2004)
slagg obj polie 2929 GBS )3 (5)9d A5 59
Munns, 2002) cewl [IS ¢ pows sl pae o8 ,bSS
2 el Op Rl pae lagy Lulid ool 0 o8
3l @ il col cas 5 0ads abgr e S oSl
3 ey 992eS K00 (S 3l 09d oo Jobe (lierdn



Y

e D Gyah il 4 LIS BT (So5ede 58 (iSTy () i 508R )8 g jae e

ot a5 (Jlyo Uil 952y azalS SiS 59 L
Lid pdyceis 5 Sy o Sbale b cdo 9o (nl (e
O Ll o a8 el G Silo @l (nl g (ate Jobe
o Wlgee i peely Q32 el (s ed
3 e Og e 3l g el als ) (Jele slalas
55 lyiand Lidgh ol ol b a8 aalsy LalS clacdl,
Sl i Ll o YV Vgpla g VY- Youla o)1 1545
S s e Oz FeS Shale g penly i clile

o 1095 p (el slalas

Table 4. Correlation between parameters in experiment

Sust A 4 =hy ol Jed Ol e Sl
Sl i el Sod Gl 5 Wages 8,155
S erSslr boyes 8 lulpd 5o o Qi rels
Carden et al., ) cosl S 5 4 aiy 5l moows g JWl
o> sl s L a5’ (Cavalanti et al.,2007:2003
S TT Yale ald)] aas e Lt mls ol )l lssen
Sy gelas Jaa> g 5aS o 3> L i sBYY . Yglo
5y sl Joxd e 1) 6)sd A5 Lalpd ey
SN0y55 5 (6 i azalS SS9 5l )0l i Ll
9 Sute (Ko 3 (L ¥ g @mlS (ow)n Nop
s 42 el S 9 S el SlalE (oo (6 lo stne

w3l 50 (w0 g0 Wlao Gl Swsod F Jgoo

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
azalS SS9 1
Seedling dry Weight
2 SamseSBE g5t
Leaf Na* concentration
5 L:" CAZTP- ko *k
3 SreeR SBE 03 6 1
Leaf K*concentration
4 Samiedeely o g8t 0017 073" 1
K/Na ratio
L‘:"é ] Sl kK *k kK *k
5 oo Ll sy edd 26 079" 092 0.8 1
Cell membrane leakage
6 MoenSlp Bl g ggee 0asm 058" 077 085" 1
POX activity
7 FOEmpl S 71 o 073" 084 0747 054"
CAT activity
LSl 5 gud TS codled sk % sk sk sk sese %
8 310, 09 0.74 0.49" 079"  -0.75" -0.91™ 0.68" 045 1
GR activity
S 0 Joloo ol juun g 5 cdale
9 Soluble carbohydrates 053" 0.14m  0.85" 042" -0.61" 0.69" 059" 028" 1
Concentration
10 Spodepekle 0.12  0.07  0.71" 0.49*  -0.38" 0.12® -0.07" 0.05™ 0.03™ 1

Proline Concentration

*

Gk Lad o 58 Gl 1 Cenl mons 0,57 Voo Lo
Sy g (ol o g el o Lie cpl G pdicas g
0 ).u\”\“ YyLQ 5\”\"‘ YyLQ ‘nb)| D¢ Juo 0 O )‘ u,u...t

ol mow WIS Veo Lo A 9 P (5,00 zokaw
ol Farhoudi, 2013) (ssgn b asls |, Jobu La

Sl Jobo slalie oS cam (6ad (WS dged
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**™ and ns: Significant at the 0.05 and 0.01 probability levels and non significant, respectively
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