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Table 1. Some chemical characteristics of natural saline water before dilution.
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Table 2 - Some characteristics of soil using in the experiment
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Table 3. Analysis of variance of the effect of natural saline water treatments and boron rate on canola seed

germination
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Ol s df Square Mean Square F Value Probability

Salinity G390 14 1823.956 130.283 65.1413 0.000

Boron » 1 613.611 613.611 306.8056 0.000

salinity x boron X Gy 14 268.889 19.206 9.6232 0.000

Error s 60 120.000 2.00
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Fig. 1. The effect of natural saline water on canola seed germination
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water + boron on canola seed germination.
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Table 4. Analysis of variance of the effect of water salinity source, levels and boron rate on canola seed germination
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Fig. 13. Effect of boron levels on canola seedling
emergence percent in soil. Means followed by the same

letters in each column are not significantly different (P
<0.001.
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