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Table 1. Physicochemical characteristics of tested soil

90 ol oSsi) 5o ol g W3S e pgo Jale
5eolawl b leools ayjms 0po )8 asie adyl Jule

Salosl 2590 S (o1laonis 50 Slackino ) Jouzr

Components el 321 Results
Silt (%) ST 22
Clay (%) sy 17
Sand (%) RE-WIN 61
Apparent specific gravity (gr/cm®) (oS o iblo o) ol pgais > 15

pH CARO 75
EC {dsm) (o p a0 (S piSd colan 2.89

LOFARIYAL) ooyl sl oy 4o Igp gl lasin .Y Jgua

Table 2. Weather characteristics durting study (2010-2011).

Month olo
53T &° Ry Wil 305958 Culguoyl o105
December January February March  April May June
ClF ) oyl 420 il g 6.5 8 149 189 252 288
Average temperature (°C)
OIS B ol azyp s gy 82 86 02 24 74 128
Minimum temper ature (°C)
ClF Bl ol e ke 51 4 20 218 314 336 374 398
Maximum temperature (°C)
(ohen) slalo Aok ggoze 32 426 282 54 6.6 1
Total of monthly rainfall (mm)
Slae ST 65) » G5 Rosbed oS o o g b

2 o5 mhw o eadJles] i el sdg IS ,5G
aBle ;o Ao slaws (£,8 4Ly ol wwilsy asli
25 e S slass g )8 asls o B slaw o Lol
100 B e, slaws Slao gl dasre x caisiy il cobla
5 Saaldy (Al (Soiglan 3 Shee ails 3 Sas (alS
A o lis Al cpl ol o sme B o Al olass

O, fles ils 5 Slos (208 V0. L 5, olass aS

bl Ll s 5o 1545 Cilizko Slio o5 po (il g 4 5255
S o o)l w3 3l Jol b O 9 Jeomo
a5 ol Gl (F Jouz) (A5 9 Jgere Lanme 93 0
Gl gre Dol Dlao (alos Ll Hlais 50 slaceiss)
Slas jo (L 5D ol Slasls lase 50 0 0 0l |
«S35elgm o, las s o Sles ( 2AF LD- U 34, slass
Gg ,0 D o wlo slass g B Jobo ails 5o 359
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Scwiss G o |y )l gme BB o3 asls olass

sl lis asdlaes g0

A o wly ol g clly erld (So5elen
oo Gl slobons s Gl slacays

Sl bl 50 13 itz Wlio o0l uily g & 3205
Slao Guily)ly 4528 5l Jol> b O 9 Jgore
sane Lol 3o 45 ol lis (B 5 F (gla Jgaz) cilisee
Jdob «Siglom o Slee Slav o s slacesss

(e o (5aS0) 135 53 s Sliio oS yo il slg 4525 ¥ Jour
Table 3. Analysis of compound variance of different traitsin rapeseed.

MS,s S Wl po (uileo
4z 78+ 6 39, 8 o o y5das e T LS
& L ails S 39lgm il 4l
L DF Day to 50% Seed Biological Harvest  1000-seed
SOV Stk o flowering yield yield index weight
Place ose 1 198.027 2414589 55663735 ~ 0.006™ = 295~
Error a Jolgsi sl 4 1558 6465.4 850677.3 0.004 1.29
Genotype wig; 9 61059" 2553587  2120907.7° 0021 171"
oo x iy 9 410247 195665 11878155  0.023° 032"
Genotype x Place
Error b P90 4 s> 36 11.13 50851.1 561572.7 0.009 0.45
CV) (1) Slypod g - 2.25 47.65 19.605 3114 1665

(ol po (ko) 135 50 i Wlio 5 o (ilylg 42 325-F Jgaar 4ol
Continuous Table 3- Analysis of compound variance of different traitsin rapeseed.

MS;s Co Wlay po (ko
a0 Jeb EHEWIREY aSlh olaxs jo M oluwy 50 AL sl g5 olaws
el e N Y ol adluw 55 a5l Wgy o SME
o DF Pod Seedsper  Auxiliary Podsin  Podsin auxiliary Total pods
SOV R Zo length pod shoots shoot shoots per plant
Place oke 116257 131697 1.36™ 152.0™ 1800.4™ 2763.3™
Error a Jolgy s 4 0.28 24.5 0.61 3515 4446.7 7631.9
Genotype gy 9 1337 5327 290" 449.7" 14686.3°  19304.2"
oSox quigy 9 0.12™ a4.4 0.27™ 47.3® 1054.5™ 1087.2"™
Genotype x Place
Error b 30 g9 s> 36 0.21 16.2 0.87 69.2 21785 2314.4
CVI) () Ol cg s - 8 18.65 31.86 20.57 29.65 24.45

(S sre pae NS 1o, V90 Jlaiol mhaw 4o o dre cud g™ "

* and ** significant level at 5 and 1% , respectively, ns: not significant.
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Table 4. Aalysis of variance of different traits of rapeseed under normal condition.

MS Ola o (koo b
ey i 55 s Ol i
S0V ©lpe#i @be Replication Genotype Error CVv
D.F 66‘}T a0 2 9 18
Day to 50% flowering SRS woyd Be 286 21 6.2 17
Seed yield 8510 o Slos 88157™ 169845 66102 485
ns w
Biological yield Su3algm 5, 5hes 0.0 0.16 0.04 6.51
Harvest index oy aslis 0.001™ 0.003™ 0.005 25.68
ns Y
1000 seed weight als 4152 539 0.3 22 0.6 19
ns <
Pod length G Job 04 0.6 0.1 6
Seed number per pod BUE 5 Al Slows 396~ 102® 5.7 8.7
ns ns
Auxiliary shoot number £ Lo olaw 0.4 0.8 11 29.8
Pods number in shoot Shol aBlu yo BME slas 154 144.2 30.5 135
Pods number in 5 a5l 4o B ol 2299™ 11077 2481 30.7
auxiliary shoots < ?
4351 137437 2671 255

Total of podsin plant Ag yo BME IS ooy

(S sire pas NS s ,0 ) 50 Jlois! mhans 1o lo ge o5 4y s

* and ** significant level at 5 and 1% , respectively, ns: not significant.

i bl o 138 alise Wlho (wily,lg 132 B Jgaa
Table5. Analysis of variance of different traits of rapeseed under stress condition.

MS Olry yo (uSSleo

LB
IS Y s &l i
SOV Ol i @b Replication Genotype Error Cv
D.F &0l a0 2 9 18
Day to 50% flowering B woyd B 25" 999 16 28
Seed yield ails 3 Shos 41147 105079 35600 46.8
Biological yield S 5g0gm 8, Shos 551777 551777 180770 32.7
Harvest index il pas s 0.008™ 0.04 0.01 36.6
1000 seed weight &S )13 o338 0.2 0.1® 0.08 14.3
Pod length ENF RS 01" 0.8 0.2 10
Seed number per pod SHME 5 ails Sl 9.3" 87.3 267 286
Auxiliary shoot number o 25 a5 L Slaw 0.008™ 0.02 0.008 B2
Pods number in shoot Shol aBlu yo BN slos 0.07 0.04 0.01 27.64
Pods number in o . . 6594™ 4662 1875 28.6
L €8 &Ll 0 e oluws
auxiliary shoots
10913 6648" 1957 234

Total of podsin plant gy yo AME S olaws

(S sire pas NS o ,0 ) 5 0 Jlois! mhaws 10 lo e o 5 g st g %
* and ** significant level at 5 and 1% , respectively, ns. not significant.
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S92 Shhe G Ay 0 I ol Lo oS W3S
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08los (e Lo (Stod & IS (quny 5o (ylaiExe
ailos,So Lol cuilsy el g glay)l slo sl )by L wls
Shiranirad 1994; Khodadoost, 2001; Buzzo, )

5o Ll ais caslie Jsere Ll o cllby el

o Sl 5y Ll g wils o Sles (o i Layl i
s bulo @l LA Sl e @l cnl oty 952 coie
sialeyl jo ol cinllae (Zabet et d, 2011) ) Sen
oor 2 )kl g sgazme glal llyd g0 cow
25U con clio Ly, a5 o ol Stes ol
Golel lulpd 0 a5 GligSa coF JIE e Ll
39 g aild o Slos (50 Sre g o [ Sod gllas
Sy b edalie als e 59 g g j0 BME slaws e
e olaxs g B jo wls slaws sgame g kol Lyl jo
O, Sles b o sre g e (Siaed oililo b wigy 0
Aliakbari et al., ) wog o Shes izl ppge @l
/- I’oj..xa-) ©b; lws 0> o s ol (2009

S e a3 1) YL s

9 Jsore Gylel bulpd 90 50 paspls (ygmm Sy 415
oo aw Joexo Llyd 5o osls (ygam ¥, o5 G5
0adzmal el yd b pge Joo a5 0,8 Slpiiny
ab ad )8 b o ol Jow glgieds (ae s AYIF) YL
(Ve Jgoz)
Y =-339+ 0.252x3 +2324.46x,—80.32Xg
Xa (So5dam 0,5ee) X3 Cido aws (398 Joo o
A as 5 15 (e, als slaws) Xg g (cosls L)
azgi 1) ails oSl Ol as e AV/T wiily Loyl
Wb 1) (Stod 4325 s gu b Jol> mls oS
Soielem o Sles Joome Lulpl o oS ol lid 5 vgas
Jae o)ly a5 (6,50 clas cwl Ko Clas 1 Sage
St (8,8 a3l olaws g cuilyyy el ) w8
ailad als o Sles L 1) (g)lo sine

(&ll Jgome Laulyd jo a5 ols (lis (5 A slagaz)
azlis o O olawd 5 Soiglem o, Slee b wlo o Slae
omod Joy0 O 9V Jleixl maw jo i a4 el
IS olaws cao b Lol asls o B slows cars .cuils
bl SKen a0 ) Jleisl mhaw jo aigy 0 B
o Syl 3Skae L als o Shae 25 Lyl o
3 B S olasy 5 £,8 a0 B slaw wllo
woly i SKod o2 b doj0 Vo mhas (o aigs
szl imee 31 S Ol ) w0 B sl
e 15wyl Cluza aly o See oains JSis
Gk sl als pad p adsl Johe 5o g axtes s (ol
s SO iyl S lie JolSS g al, jo piwgd el
Xs,S oyl (Clark and Simpson, 1978) -y guonw
e yo wls slass wlE o M slaws ilpl L oas
(e (et 9 Wb oo a5 s i (59 (Jg SlE
3,8 0gzg ails i 59 9 BME jo ails slawy o s
OhlSer g plade b0 0 Slee Juall el &5
ails slass ol38l a5 azsl o (Mendham et al., 1975)
e 4y 0 Sles ralidl o gulds bele S BN o
Jsb 4 g 009 dga0me M jo wils dlawy yl38l ..\J@
RUOW I Wot g JUSL QRGOS SECOT- PSRN L S R GOV )
59> (Daneshmand et a., 2006) ), Kon o sieiils
50 B olaay o Slas o gee 5 Tude (S
03505 iyl 1) s e y5s 9 BMe yo alls olaws iy
) @b S s hyled o aily o Slee el
50 ol ols wig yo e S slawi b (b ) xhaw
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3 fkes il oo b (Son )kl Jsore Ly
IS olaws g 2,8 axls 0 O olow Clao L Su5e)em
ol Cho b g doyo V) Jis! mhaw jo a5g ;0 B
e Job Cio g vy O Jloixl mhaw jo o8 aSLs
od 0,0 ) Lozl e jo B o ails olass b
Cole (Ko 3925 5l goaxin lai)l55 ol las
O,l0 g2y digy 0,Sles g 4 g y0 B Slawi Zho (o
51 Kandil, 1983) Jus  .(Ohlsson, 1972)
a3l ol Slao o a5 8,5 A 053 sla skl

alo o Slae b ails 13 1159 9 aigy ;0 BMUE olaws igy yo
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Table 6. Mean comparison of different genotypes of rapeseed under normal conditions.

G 59, ofaws S ySlos L olawy OME Slawi IS ooy
Aoy B Oflos SO5elgm Job  aldolaxy adlw yo asLly 50 0 e
RNy (p,5) &ilo (0,5) Sl S o kol <P g
Pods
Seed o Seed Pods number in  Total of
o Day to50% | . Biologic Pod number ~ humber Auxiliary  podsin
bowisl  Genotypes flowering  idd(gr  “yig length  per pod _in shoot shoots plant
Usge Modena 149.3%  548.8%° 1815"* 56° 24P 49.7% 193.8%¢  248.8%®
=51 Okapi 147.3%  664.8° 2768 5.5° 26.9%  40.8%® 86.3¢ 131«
FVYule  Hyolad0l 1449 399.7% 12747 g6 29.2% 28.8° 106.5™ 133«
Y.A¥ele Hyola308 150° 875.7%  4062* 65  285® 4852 267.7°  316.3°
I»! Opera 146.3%9  174.9° 662° 69° 263  331¢ 79.6% 108.7¢
eB,;  zarfam 142¢ 7127 2207 1®  281% 3579  147.33" 178.8™
SLMO46 SLMO46  1453%%  3109° 12037 6.3* 29.4%  454®  1835%  2341%*
RGS003 RGS003 142.6%  503.6% 1500%* 65  266%  37.3%  190.2%° 2056%
J5 sl Sari gol 147 2806  876%®  61°  254®  464®  221.78%  269.7*
3,65« Licord 144.6™  8201* 2576  6.7% 2958 414 1424 1746

& sire paeNS oo, V 90 Jlaiol mlaw ;o o gre cudp ™ g "
* and ** significant level at 5 and 1% , respectively, ns: not significant.

Table 7. Mean comparison of different genotypes of rapeseed under stress conditions.

(o g o 3 135" Cilizko (gl 935 (yaSilen dwus o Y Jguzr

Genot G 39, oloxi S ySloc SME Slaxi M olawi S Slaw
bowigy —OPE L ashes Suiglem  oasle Jsb  wlbolaw asliolam  adluye  asline e
Ly &ls (p55) caly BN Wy = Ll £ ag
Auxiliary Pods no.
Day to Seed Pods in Total of
50% Seed Biologic Harvest  Pod  number shoot number  Auxiliary  podsin
flowering yield yiel index length  per pod number in shoot shoots plant
Logo Modena 1G9 581%  13436% 04* 45  16¥° 2.6¢ 5122  165.8% 217.1%*
st Okapi 160%°  450.3%° 123282 04° 45 8% 340 421%®  1164°  158.5™
Fa¥ple Hyol2d0l  1193% 210 145112 019 52% 162% 36 2439 1104° 134.7°
Yalo Hyola308
r 165%  673.7% 17196* 03 5° 11.3* 5.6% 45% 23812 28312
Iyt Opera  1546°  1207° 1077.6* 019 622 2522 34 2569  1126° 138.3°
pls,; Zarfam - q43¢ 448%  1179.7* 0.3% 52 2372 36 2739 1383° 165.6™
SLMO46 SLMO46  147.3°  362%¢ 107342 03 57 196 37  538P 1714® 2250%
RGS003 RGS003  1253%  441.8%° 1349.0° 0.3 56 215 42% 323%d 1558 188.2%
S Saigol 1306 150.3° 1115.8° 0.1%  5° 166 480 4354 1753 218.8%°
5,95, Licord 116"  565.3% 142022 04® 54* 21.9° 2.8% 30.5™ 125°  155.5%

& sire paeNS oo, V 90 Jlaiol mhaws ;o s gre cudp a7 g "
* and ** significant level at 5 and 1% , respectively, ns: not significant.
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Table 8. Correlation analysisfor different traitsin rapeseed under normal conditions.

Trait ol 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1

1 SPME B0 G 59, olae

Day to 50% flowering 1

2 ailo o ySlos
- -13 1

Seed yield
3 Sa3elgn 3 Shos .

Biological yield 0.08 0.86 1
4 Cablo y pas s

Harvest index -035 022 -025 1
> o 152 ¢y59

1000- Seed Weight 007 -007 -015 0.9 1
® S Job

Pod length 012 -001 -002 -001 -009 1
7 SME jo ails olasy

Seed number per pod 030 028 031 -013 002 033 1
8 £ sl ol

Auxiliary shoot number 017 019 033 -025 -043 032 006 1

9 Lol il yo BME olux
Pods number in shoot

10 )b asli yo O oluw

Pods per Auxiliary shoot

1 &g 40 BME S Sluwi
Total of podsin plant

032 007 022 -031 -033 -022 003 033 1

018 037 046 -010 -035 008 -0.05 0.61 0.44 1

022 034 044 -013 -040 004 -005 062" 056" 099" 1

(S sme pae NS tao,0 V50 Jlaxo| mhaws ;o s dre cud ™ g
* and ** significant level at 5 and 1% , respectively, ns: not significant.

Lo gl 50 131 chlizio Sl (Kot 43528 S A Jgu
Table9. Correlation analysisfor different traitsin rapeseed under normal conditions.

Trait ol 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

1 PMS D U g, olaay 1
Day to 50% flowering

2 also,Slee 025 1
Seed yield .
3 Sglgm o,Shae 004 062 1
Biological yield
4 cbloy sty 02 o076 002 1
Harvest index
5 &l 3 oy 004 007  -009 -0.03 1
1000- Seed Weight
6 GO Jgb 0242 033 -018 033 012 1
Pod length
7 M e ails olaws 033 -024 019 023 -0008 (76" 1
Seed number per pod
8 Ehslislag 011 014 30 012 029 012 004 1

Auxiliary shoot number
9 Lol ddlu jo S sluws 036 016 015 003 g3 033 023 022 1

Pods number in shoot

10 cpasliocdeslan 031 053" o061 013 037 -014 011 oe" o046 @ 1
Pods per Auxiliary shoot . N . N . N
1 Gg o JSolas 035 o5 057 012 .04  -02 -015 059 063 097

Total of podsin plant

S gme pae NS tas 0V 5 0 Jiol mhaws )0 o Jxe o 5 PR
* and ** significant level at 5 and 1% , respectively, ns: not significant.
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ool & <025 51 il s oassls (sl — a8 Jole
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Fig. 1. Cluster analysisfor different genotypes of rapeseed under normal (A) and stress (B) conditions.



Y C IS s Ve o ,Shas gl 0 Shas St i il Kes g Ll

39 (Jwn Wlao) Glio v g (awaly Cluo) 4ild & ySlos Cdo pBaplS (ygumw )5y @ 35 gl N Jous

Jgaro bl ps
Table 10. Stepwise regression analysis for yield (dependent trait) and other traits (independent)
in rapeseed under normal conditions.

ol a2y Sl o eSiln
Model Jue D.F MS
Regression YV 3 166955
Residual ouilo 8U 6 1444
Total Js 9

(S Olao) Gl plu g (Wuly Ciwo) dild o Slos Cluo pBaplS ygmw )5y 435 b N Jooo

o byl g 1308
Table 11. Stepwise regression analysis for yield (dependent trait) and other traits (independent)
in rapeseed under stressconditions.

@ a0 Aot yn Silee
Model Jue D.F MS
Regression YV 2 153883
Residual suilo S8l 7 1067
Total Js 9

Jgexe byl 53 1315 o Slaus (gl Jole & 43325 Y g
Table 12. Factor analysisfor traitsin rapeseed under normal conditions.
Glo  Joldale e dele  ppwele  pylez ol
Traits Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3 Factor 4
PS8 G g, olasy

1 : 0.336 0.122 -0.448 -0.644
Day to 50% flowering
2 - als 9 Slos 0.137 0.959 -0.103 0.096
Seed yi
3 Biological yield Sglgm o%es (009 0.926 -0.060 -0.219
iological yi
4 et inde Sl sl 0.011 -0.205 -0.081 0.945
5 000, Seed Weidht abolpois gae 0.258 0143 0.609
5 od length Sedse 62 -0.154 0.919 0.024
7 X ‘;“"' paleolsi 49 0578 0.687 0181
Seed number per po
8 Epasliolai gy 0.032 0.232 -0.111
Auxiliary shoot number ' ' ' '
O enumb ke S'h“L:’ Pl aag 0.180 -0.585 -0.328
0ds numper 1n shool
10 FA Sl Bl geg 0131 -0.129 -0.063
Pods number in Auxiliary shoot
gy yo e IS ooy
1 0.938 0.118 -0218 -0.126

Total of podsin plant
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Table 13. Factor analysisfor traitsin rapeseed under stress conditions.

olie Jyl Jele 9o Jole pow Jole el Jole

Traits Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3 Factor 4

1 PS8 G 59, olum 0.003 0.068 0.737 0.237
Day to 50% flowering

5 ails 8 Sloc 0.943 0.114 0.190 0.153
Seed yield

3 S jelam S yKhos 0.685 0.562 0.012 -0.353
Biological yield

4 cbls y Ll 0..885 -0.112 0.276 0.284
Harvest index

5 als I3 539 -0.068 -0.184 0.154 -0.829
1000- Seed Weight

6 e Jab -0.459 0.000 -0.750 0.209
Pod length

7 BMUE o asls slass -0.242 -0.304 -0.787 0.128
Seed number per pod

8 £ 55 a5l oluw -0.128 0.946 0.062 0.082
Auxiliary shoot number

9 ol a8l jo BHE sluws 0.162 0.140 0.618 0.711
Pods number in shoot

10 €3 5L H0 AL ol 0.267 0.773 0.252 0.457
Pods number in Auxiliary shoot

1 agr 0 BME S olax 0.261 0.679 0.353 0.546

Total of podsin plant

3,85 5 YA Yalo slocaisy Jpore Lulpd jo axisls
@hls Loge 5 Yo A Yglo slaceisiy (i Ll o s
5 Jgene Lulpd )0 Grizren sy il o Slee (n i
Ll 5 09 wuiss ot ToA Yalo cuigy o8
Sl sl 5 sy el (Sojgden 3 Sles Jyesre
Sfbes g by el s Lulpdh g (28
Ly o wog o Shee n S5 Slio G Fates Sojels
ToA Vgla) pgs adgs 0 48515 slacess) Jyens
Youlo udgiy G35 Ll o 5 (U1 5 9,650 b))
5 Sloe (555 loads) anky 4y Sl (p)loz 4ds5) YA
Olyies o Slae Jale 5 B ady ele sls als
Slols Cgr ol asls g bele  op e
Jyese Lulpl 5o S jsbay ol alulid g slocedss
G5 kald e g 0y 5 VoA Yals lacass
alo s Slae o yidon 6o Loge g VoA Yaglo slocsss

Wdg wiz s glspg] Lalyd 4o

21y gl el polie Sy o5 ¥ S @ s
Gy s e Glid S lalpd jo pge Jele bilae
wly olazl oz a1, gl Jule 5l (g ian jlade 5,48
@ a5 b JS joba e b ol pgo Jule polie (S
JEN @Yb alo o Slae VoA Yool gy Vg v S
S F Gl gy cadls Jyere 5 i Lylyl g0
Joexe Lyl o 1) ails oSles Jole 51 YL jlaae
Lyls o cul b o Slas 1 bls o el
290 0,65 oYL wils o Sles 5l 50 Loge cudeiy (s
Zabet et ) OHlKen g Lauls ali b (sog90> b mlis oyl
Mirmoosavi et a., ) ., 5Ken g (sguwge o (@, 2011
Ahmadzadeh et al., ) |, Ken § ooljoesl 5 (2006
el edslae (2009
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Fig. 2. Biplot analysisunder normal condition.
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Fig. 3. Biplot analysisunder stress condition.
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