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Table 1. Analysis variance of RWC, stomatal conductance (gs), proline, total soluble sugar in rapeseed cultivars
(Billy, Adriana and Tassilo) (7 days after drought stress)
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Cultivars eyl 2 10.9% 1784.4° 508.7" 245.15™
Drought*Cultivar oy xS 2 13.65% 1520.2° 533" 212.33™
Error ks 8 6.88 286.4 15.36 87.23
cv O ok g 3.25 8515 18.37 15.97
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*and** significant at the 5% and 1% of probability levels, respectively and ns non significant
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Table 2: Analysis variance of RWC, stomatal conductance (gs), proline, total soluble sugar in rapeseed
cultivars (Billy, Adriana and Tassilo) (12 days after drought stress)
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Error s 8 3.53 808.69 74.40 149.23
cv Ol S g g 23 19.70 35.65 19.65
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*and** significant at the 5% and 1% of probability levels, respectively and ns non significant
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Table 3: Analysis variance of RWC, stomatal conductance (gs), proline, total soluble sugar in rapeseed cultivars
(Billy, Adriana and Tassilo) (26 days after drought stress)
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Error s 8 3.53 808.69 74.40 149.23
cv Ol ki g 2.3 19.70 35.65 19.65
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*and** significant at the 5% and 1% of probability levels, respectively and ns non significant.
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Table 4. Comparison of traits% RWC, stomatal conductance (gs), proline, total sugar levels in water deficit
stress of canola leaves in rapeseed cultivars (Billy, Adriana and Tassilo).
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Duncan at 5% level. Similar words in every column non significant statistical at 5% level.
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Fig. 1. Interaction between drought treatments (control and stress) and rapeseed cultivars (Billy, Adriana and
Tassilo) for % RWC, stomatal conductance, proline, total sugar 7, 12 and 26 days after drought stress.
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Table S. Analysis variance of yield and its components of three cultivars of rapeseed (Billy, Adriana and Tassilo) after

harvesting
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. Pl 865428 0.7 0.1° 527 4584™ 37474 448.7"
Cultivars
P XSES 62917 0.2" 0.01™ 182" 29702 402.2™ 66.9™
Drought*Cultivar
s g 33067 0.02 0.0043 1.83 21134 148.7 606
Error
ov Ol o 0 95 341 7.84 12.12 15.51 5.35 6.35

Sl (Goe B RE{t 5 /N0 v 15 Hog Ll gee oS &
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Fig. 2. interaction between drought treatments (control
and stress) and rapeseed cultivars (Billy, Adriana and
Tassilo) for seed weight, number of sacs per plant and
number of branches per plan
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Table 6: Comparison of mean yield and its components at different levels of water deficit stress in rapeseed

cultivars (Billy, Adriana and Tassilo)
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Duncan at 5% level.

Table 7. Physical and chemical soil test results

Similar words in every column non significant statistical at 5% level
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