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Table 3. Mean comparison of year effect on characteristics in canola

. . RC STC LR HLRIREY &l o Slos
Year Jle S“.’;?):eﬂ’fh Seed Seed Yield

Hiqu g number/silique (kg/ha)
First Year Jol J 5.3227° 17.5855° 3617°
Second Year p9e Jlw 6.6522? 20.81302 4406.7*

03l o 5 sine BLSBES te g > b oy gt 2 slo e Sils

At each column, mean with similar alphabet show no significant difference
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Table 4. Mean Comparison of irrigation, genotype double interaction on characteristics of canola genotypes
3] e 95 Cls y Ll
lirrigation Genotype Harvest index
OG x AL 28.39*
) RGS x SLM 26.95*
sl DALGAN 26.88¢
Control RGS 003 27.39°
RGS x OKAPI 27.422
LSD (0.05) 1.9255
OG x AL 26.16*
an 4 23 2135 aloy0 5 5 el o8 RGS x SLM 27
Withholding irrigation from silique DALGAN 27.48
formation RGS 003 25.61*
RGS x OKAPI 25.27*
LSD (0.05) 2.3957

Mdlyon ylo e SIS WBB S i B9 > L i o slacSiles

In each column, mean with similar alphabet show no significant differences

Wzls | gy 0 ,Skas o 5UL LESa 45 0 SolS VAADIY
5 Cote Bl el Sl lalesl cnl 50 0 Jgo2)
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cills Ko liis mlbs b a5 0,5 Jlesl Ligles]
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Omize uized o (Maleki et al., 2013) 5o 5 o ails
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(EL Sabagh et al. 2015; EL Sabagh et al. 2016)
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Table 5. Mean Comparison of irrigation, foliar application of Potassium silicate and genotype triple interaction on

characteristics of canola genotypes

b Jolxo 0 &ild oy
oy Salinw o aslioloxi s e Slaws P
- foliar application add g Seed oess Job
k! of Potassium o) Branche Silique Number/siliqu Silique
lirrigation silicate Genotype Number/plant number/plant e length
OGxAL 7.066* 146.802* 20.983* 7.0283¢%
RGS x SLM 6.616* 134.938* 20.117% 6.7533¢%
. DALGAN 6.851% 140.975* 20.6173® 6.9167*
0 g.liter -!
RGS 003 5.593° 108.112° 18.550% 5.9950°
) RGS x OKAPI 5.466° 103.958° 18.183° 6.1117%
wald LSD (0.05) 0.6643 15471 2.6803 1.1433
Control 0G x AL 7.9483" 170.713¢ 23300° 7.7983°
RGS x SLM 6.7817% 147.205° 20.535% 6.8367*
4 g liter -1 DALGAN 7.17° 152.892° 20.933% 6.97332
RGS 003 6.19¢ 126.050° 19.767° 6.5683?
RGS x OKAPI 6.3567¢ 127.650¢ 20.500% 6.6533¢%
LSD (0.05) 0.7499 16.536 3.3176 1.235
OG x AL 4.93% 117.643% 18.583¢ 5.3967*
RGS x SLM 4.78" 113.460* 18.200% 5.2650%
3 6okl e 0 g.liter ! DALGAN 4.638° 108.825% 17.8833® 5.1367%
w95 dlo RGS 003 3.795° 87.977° 16.250° 4.56%
G B RGS x OKAPI 3.631° 83.718° 16.050° 4.45°
LSD (0.05) 0.7237 12.236 2.1878 0.906
Withholding 0G x AL 4.9983% 127.5322 18.800% 5.5117%
irrigation RGS x SLM 5.49332 134.503° 20.967 6.2350°
from silidue 4 liter DALGAN 53750°  132.192*  20.533®  6.1083°
RGS 003 4.3150 101.983° 17.583% 5.0183%
RGS x OKAPI 3.7950¢ 90.475°¢ 15.650¢ 4.43217°¢
LSD (0.05) 0.7669 11.399 3.0772 1.0733




VFe e 58b O als el pole jo o slo s

Table 5. Continued

55

alol.& Jgus

el
e by, S 2 e
_ foliar application Qs e 039 Seislem . )
! of Potassium 9l 1000 seed  Biological 410 35des gy w0 sy 0 ,Sdes
lirrigation silicate Genotype weight Yield Seed Yield Oil content  Oil yield
g kg/ha --------- (%) kg/ha

0OG x AL 3.9200° 18016.1* 5086.7 45.4250° 2311.52
RGS x SLM 3.7650° 17262.4%  4681.5% 45.1433¢ 2110.7%
0 gliter DALGAN 3.8217° 17620.8* 4725.3% 45.3267°  2143.2%®

RGS 003 3.4417* 15260.2% 4179.8° 44.6100° 1863.5°

) RGS x OKAPI  3.3467° 14940.7¢ 4053.0° 44.5033? 1803.2°

— LSD (0.05) 0.9796 2050.4 752.13 1.5784 344.1
Control 0G x AL 43650° 19787  56203* 44785  2520.7°
RGS x SLM 3.8167° 17666% 4731.8° 43.317° 2052.5°

4 g liter! DALGAN 3.8783? 179322 4832.2° 43.485% 2097°

RGS 003 3.6583¢ 16484° 4527° 44.970% 2039.2°
RGS x OKAPI  3.7833% 16720° 4637.5° 47.2132 2192.7%

LSD (0.05) 1.0322 2157.2 741.73 3.8301 420.24

0G x AL 3.4883? 13301.32 3506.5* 44.0583¢* 1547.22

RGS x SLM 3.4050° 12823.1% 3464.3* 43.9217* 1524.2°

0 gliter’  DALGAN 3.2900% 12521.8® 3388.7* 43.7083¢ 1485.72

Al 5o 31 (5 5ll @lad RGS 003 2.8350b° 10919.1% 2732.8° 43.0800° 1178.0°
Az & (B (> oS RGS x OKAPI  2.7517¢ 10298.4¢ 2608.5° 42.9017* 1120.3°
LSD (0.05) 0.5355 1963 602.08 1.5001 289.24

_ Withholding 0G x AL 3.6033%  13700.7*  3532.0°°  41.5933°  1467.7°
siﬁﬁ'ﬁi“f‘(‘,’i‘nﬁ‘t’;‘n RGSxSLM  3.9683"  14947.1°  41242°  47.1300°  1944.7°
4 gliter'  DALGAN 3.7700° 14437.5% 4017.8* 46.9667° 1885.72
RGS 003 3.0967° 11761.6*  3078.5% 43.4950° 1341.2%

RGS x OKAPI  2.7250° 10657.0° 2708.6¢ 39.5800¢ 1075.7¢

LSD (0.05) 0.642 2023.3 619.58 1.4955 283.29
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