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Evaluation of Seed Yield, Yield Components and Tolerance to Drought
Stress of Spring Canola Genotypes
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Table 1. Name and origin of canola genotypes

S8k <) Laze <7

Genotype no. Genotype Origin Type
1 15/1 GOL x 19H  Karaj Spring-open-pollinated
2 13/1RG x 19 H Karaj Spring-open-pollinated
3 43 FUS x OPT Karaj Spring-open-pollinated
4 2712 RG x FUS Karaj Spring-open-pollinated
5 39/2 FUS x RC Karaj Spring-open-pollinated
6 45/2 FUS x OP Karaj Spring-open-pollinated
7 SG2 - 87182 Dezful Spring-open-pollinated
8 SG9 - 87182 Dezful Spring-open-pollinated
9 SG1 - 87182 Dezful Spring-open-pollinated
10 SG5 - 87182 Dezful Spring-open-pollinated
11 Zabol-6 Zabol Spring-open-pollinated
12 Zabol-9 Zabol Spring-open-pollinated
13 Zabol-14 Zabol Spring-open-pollinated
14 Zabol-15 Zabol Spring-open-pollinated
15 Hyola 401 Canada Spring-Hybrid
16 RGS003 Germany  Spring-open-pollinated
17 Zabol-16 Zabol Spring-open-pollinated

(VWA-AYARD) 15IS™ dsy faad o bl dilae wlisl o Sledbl 5, - Jaul>
Table 2. Some meteorological data of Zabol area during growth period of canola
(2009-2010)

ol Loy Blus Ls ,'"5\.\> Lo Lo g2
Month Tem. Min. Tem. Max. Tem. Aver.
(°C) (°C) (°C)
2009 2010 2009 2010 2009 2010
October 16.2 19.3 32.7 35.6 24.5 27.4
November  10.2 10.0 27.2 26.0 18.6 18.0
December 6.3 2.0 18.6 20.4 12.4 11.2
July 4.1 0.7 18.7 15.7 11.4 8.0
February 4.6 5.0 19.7 18.7 12.1 11.8
March 11.9 7.1 29.7 21.1 20.8 13.6
April 14.8 14.1 31.4 30.1 2311 221
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Table 3. Combined analysis of variance for different agronomic traits of canola genotypes

o y3 4ls s Sles s Ml PHPNIS FHPSETNRYY) 4y gl SEa) Loy e 3 Ses AU 5, G55,

3157 YL Rl S )

df. Seed yield Silique/plant Seed/ 1000 Plant Qil Oil yield Days to Days to
SOV, ¥ b silique seed/weight height contents flowering maturity
Year (Y) Ju 1 37838373357  14508.70" 7.82™ 5.36" 19578.44™  1459.37"  3513168.82"° 1116216~  5312.16
Replication x Y~ Ju,s iS5 4 186900.29 76.08 6.77 0.16 139.66 9.51 46429.46 41.28 7.17
Environment (E) L- 1 18830982.35" 21281317 154.70" 3.89” 3009.17" 7154™  5037506.12" 60.39" 354717
Y xE Lol 1 4443586.28" 154.61"™ 1.70" 0.48" 168.67"  109.39™ 626707.10" 570.00” 37.10™
Genotype (G) 5 16 579028.22" 394.79" 7.46"™ 0.18™ 160.71" 6.74" 144595.96™ 126.79™ 472"
Y xG “s#ix e 16 315735.72" 269.03" 9.35" 0.12" 103.21"™ 585" 77068.53" 16.74" 8.66"
ExG Xl 16 163404.39™ 174.48™ 3.06™ 0.15™ 53.58"™ 1.703™ 45793.89" 7.54"™ 3.60
YXGXE  heeXesgsxdl 16 135954.13"™ 187.51™ 4.35"™ 0.09™ 89.08"™ 0.85™ 33933.20™ 10.33™ 1.35™
Error s 132 121997.86 127.38 2.87 0.06 7351 1.70 27299.64 6.41 2.21
C.V. (%) Sl S 15.51 9.13 8.63 7.60 6.81 2.9 16.65 2.41 0.88

doy3 ) g doyn0 du}\cb);)\;@”,,u@ﬁb%;@** %NS
ns, * and **: Not-significant, significant at 5% and 1% of probability levels, respectively.

Vo



WAF Ul oY ojled Fe -t " 309 9 Jlgb (80154 Alxe”

IS sl 55 2l Cabies Dlio 580k g lio —F J g

Table 4. Comparison of means of different agronomic traits of canola genotypes

s 5> Shee Co ol G sl s )l 055 SEay e ke Shes <y gl W5, S b5,
Seed yield Silique/plant Seed/silique 1000 seed Oil Oil yield Plant height Days to Days to
(kgha'l) weight (g) content (kgha™) (cm) flowering maturity
Treatment S (i
Ju First Jdsldw 1821b 115.0b 19.4a 3.29b 47.20a 860b 116b 97.8b 160.0b
Year Second g2l 2682a 132.0a 20.0a 3.61a 41.85b 1124a 136a 112.6a 170.3a
Lo Non-stress o5 ede 2556a 134.0a 21.0a 3.59a 45.12a 1150a 130a 105.7a 166.5a
Environment ~ Stress U5 1948b 113.0b 19.0b 3.31b 43.90ab 835b 122b 104.6ab 163.5b
Genotype 5
1. 15/1 GOLx19H 2682a 130.5ab 20.3ab 3.44a-c 45.64a 1220a 135a 111.8a 163.8¢
2.13/1RGx19H 2687a 134.7a 20.0ab 3.61ab 45.41ab 1175ab 129ab 108.2ba 165.9ab
3. 43 FUS x OPT 2051cb 120.1b-d 18.7bc 3.38a-c 44.96a-c 910d-f 129ab 109.5ab 165.1d-b
4.27/2 RG x FUS 1984c 114.8d 19.1a-c 3.43a-c 43.97b-d 856f 126ab 102.0e-g 165.2a-d
5.39/2 FUS x RC 2334a-c 122.2a-d 19.7ab 3.37a-Cc 43.71cd 1013b-f 121b 106.7b-d 165.0b-¢
6. 45/2 FUS x OP 2208bc 121.4b-d 19.9ab 3.48a-c 44.06b-d 9690-f 123b 104.5de 165.9ab
7.5G2-8 7182 2360a-c 132.1ab 20.5ab 3.33bc 45.39ab 1057a-d 127ab 104.5de 165.2a-d
8. SG9 - 87182 2116bc 116.6cd 19.4a-c 3.66a 45.13a-c 933d-f 122b 103.8d-f 164.8b-c
9.5G1-87182 2356a-C 128.1a-c 19.6a-c 3.45a-c 44.32a-c 1037d-f 120b 102.7e-g 165.6a-c
10. SG5- 87182 2225bc 122.7a-d 20.1ab 3.23a 44.29a-c 9730-f 129ab 103.8d-f 165.3a-d
11. Zabol-6 2443ab 128.9a-c 20.5ab 3.40a-c 44.17a-d 1128a-c 126ab 108.9a-c 164.4c-e
12. Zabol-9 1972¢ 117.4cd 19.5a-c 3.37a-c 44.63a-c 875d-f 127ab 108.9a-c 165.6a-C
13. Zabol-14 2002c 117.5¢d 19.1a-c 3.49a-c 44.26a-C 8640-f 123b 100.9g 166.3a
14. Zabol-15 2352a-c 120.9b-d 20.5ab 3.56ab 44.93a-c 1049a-e 125ab 102.8e-g 165.5a-c
15. Hyola 401 2293a-c 124.9a-d 20.7a 3.63ab 45.25ab 1023b-f 125ab 102.3¢-d 164.3de
16. RGS003 2148bc 122 .6a-d 19.0a-c 3.52a-c 42.69d 896d-f 123b 106.3c-d 165.3a-d
17. Zabol-16 2065bc 125.0a-d 17.7¢ 3.25¢ 44.17a-d 895d-f 128ab 101.2fg 165.3a-d

O3 sme gl JSU»(_J).U'T).U).UM)J@Jhb\ch“)s)bu:u;;}w Q}:.wja)sifj;.:.nojfébl:dbwijl?a

Means in each column followed by the similar letter (s) are not significantly different at 5% probability level (Least Significant Different Test).
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Table 5. Comparison of means of interaction effects of different agronomic traits of canola genotypes in stress and non-stress conditions

S S eoled s> Shee Gy ol o Wl sl A als )l 05y E a3 Ses S 5, Sy B 5,
Seed yield (kgha'l) Silique/plant Seed/silique 1000 seed weight (g) Oil yield (kgha'l) Days to flowering Days to maturity
Genotype NO. 5 e o S p 5 S ps o S ps o S g o S g o S g o5
Non-stress Stress Non-stress Stress Non-stress Stress Non-stress Stress Non-stress Stress Non-stress Stress Non-stress Stress
1 3147a 2218d-i 144ab 117¢g-I 21.4a-c 19.2e-h  3.53c+j 3.34h-0 1447a 922¢-j 112.7a 110.8a-c 165.5d-k 162.2r
2 2778ab 2596b-d 141a-c 128c-g 20.5a-h 19.5¢-j 3.89a 3.33i-0 1213b-d 1138c-f  107.8d-g 108.5b-f 168.0a 163.81-q
3 2192e-j 1911h-I 127d-h 113i-m 19.8b-j 17.6kl 3.67a-g 3.08no 984e-j 864i-m 109.8a-d 109.2b-e 167.7a-c 162.5qr
4 2189e-j 1778hl 121t-j 108k-m 19.5d-k 18.7hk 3.73a-d 3.12m-o 957f-k 756Im 103.8i-m 100.20 166.2c-a 164.2j-p
5 2838ab 1830i-I 135b-d 110j-m 21.4a-c 18.0jk 3.47d-k 3.28j-0 1244bc 781h-m  106.7e-i 106.7e-i 166.8a-e 163.2qg-r
6 2546b-e 1870i-I 131b-f 111j-m 20.1a-i 19.6¢-j 3.53¢j 3.43e-1 1129c-f 809j-m 104.0h-1 105.0g-h 167.0a-d 164.8g-n
7 2788ab 1931g-1 148a 116g-1 21.9a 19.1f-k 3.34h-0 3.33i- 1292a-c 821i-m 104.2h-1 104.8h-k 167.0a-d 163.3n-r
8 2538b-e 1694l 132b-f 101m 20.9a-g 18.0jk 3.82a-c 3.51d-j 1153c-e 713m 104.3h-1 103.3j-n 165.7d-g 164.0k-q
9 2612b-d 2101f-k 136a-d 120f-k 20.1a-i 19.2f-k 3.71a-e 3.18k-0 1195b-d 880g-m  104.3h-1 101.0m-0  166.2c-h 165.0f-m
10 2542b-e 1908n-I 135b-d 110j-m 21.0a-f 19.1f-k 3.39g-m 3.080 1135¢-f 810j-m 105.0g-k 102.7n-0 166.0d-i 164.7h-0
11 2831ab 2056¢- 138a-d 120f-k 21.4a-c 19.6¢-j 3.63a-h 3.18k-0 1381ab 874g-m  111.0ab 106.8e-n 165.3e-I 163.5m-r
12 2122f-k 1822i-1 120f-I 115h-1 20.5a-h 18.6h-k  3.38g-n 3.36h-0 960f-k 791h-m  109.8a-d 108.0c-f 166.7a-e 164.5i-0
13 2275c¢-h 1729kl 125d-i 110j-m 19.0g-k 19.1f-k 3.57b-j 3.41e-m 1000e-i 728Im 101.0m-0  100.8n0 167.8ab 164.8g-m
14 2628bc 2077g- 135b-d 107Im 21.1a-e 19.8b-j 3.70a-f 3.43e-l 1189cd 909g-1 103.3j-n 102.8n-0 166.3b-g 164.7h-0
15 2628bc 1959g-1 134b-e 116g-I 21.6ab 19.9b-j 3.85ab 3.40f-m 1190cd 586h-m  102.5k-0 102.8n-0 165.8d-i 162.7p-r
16 2480b-f 1816j-I 137a-d 108k-m 19.7b-j 18.3i-k 3.60a-i 3.44d- 1047d-g 746Im 106.2f-j 106.3e-i 166.3b-g 164.2j-p
17 2313c-g 1818j-I 134b-e 117g-I 19.4e-k 16.01 3.15l-0 3.35h-0 1029d-h 461Im 101.8l-0 100.5n0 166.5a-f 164.0k-q

(J‘:Wﬁdjw‘}é\-\? Q)ﬁ)T)u\J‘)‘v\d M)b@dw?‘cbu):)\ég\&n@jw Q}:.wfh)h Sﬁ&ﬁ;}}f 6‘)\} LSLA;L_.A
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Means in each column followed by the similar letter (s) are not significantly different at 5% probability level (Least Significant Different Test).

For name of genotypes see Table 1. Dab i) yder 4 oS 55 el gl



WA Jlo o o5led =) s " 3y 9 g (88154 dlxa”

¢S, JT y(Fanaei et al., 2009)

33 T Cusgama 3G 4 (Albarrak, 2006)
oo 3 SIS st Jo
ST Sl 0 o Ll ) g5y il sl 3
Cilas 2o Le3T ool SledeT Cos 4 5 L
obols 4 5l ol s bl . ZS0
Sl 31 5 g5 e Il 1S
A 055 = ol ma U ) 5o Jl
sl Tl 95 b (F Jgdar )l sls 4l
s ol g3 s &l 5l58 055 o it
s 58 059 4S5 Conl ol edasplics a5
sl s T it S0 Emd 5 e
F dods j34S jebolen 54 6’\) S8 e
YO8 S ahs a0 cCml ald abuia
sl palS s Ll s s e, S
ov\_ATC,_wJ‘t_g‘t_?;;Jl_zst_?;:ﬁO_i‘.Jj_z
OS5 sl g5,
0)s ~alS a5 (Rezaeizad et al., 2011)

o531 55

S = by A5l s, 4l e
5o @ Ly Cles s S 5,158
Sl S 45 (Jensen et al., 1996) ol Laa
GSG Olgie a0 bagils ojlll O 25 55 L S
s S Rl g o Sl SO
L e (s O plae (il e SRl 80 4l
OF AP A oyls clas¥ 5Pl Yol
Yﬁugﬁjwrmg\ﬂﬁh,r
RGS003 A o jles oY ol o 4 Fo !
B3 55 O3 o A5 Ll a ,s VW g 0F

U s Ay Cu:,\.(a Jad>) il |

YVA

9 plad (F Jgdm) Lils (g iy oy 5
delsl s Laas s g5y Lo y 55 oSS
el asaspe 5 D5, i) =l
ol B3 Cudgdome dg a5 L oS 0050 oo
ol dal s s iy fead glasl 55 OT
e G 45 g9 p3 iy 5 Sl talST (i
)L;L;”_M.M_le&tsuz;_:(.,\_o‘bilf:
s 2% 5 (Sinaki et al.,, 2007) o, SKes
Ji1S (Fanaei et al., 2009) o,Les
S eolsT &l Ol o 5 ol S5 S
2l Cwl e Lilsl 5 Al o e
AU 5 s e Jsle 4 S sl Ol
L bls oy e y3 by sldas o (gls ae
&Y Sl ey 3 &l sl L Jsus)
S Tl 53 IV g A5 0t a3
e sl LT Ll 55 2ol el
PV Vala a4 o5 o 4l Sl
Coils e s VY 0L LoV oled oY
)!fs(u,!,:ﬂt_,.wuhj,f&_iﬁd
3PN Vpla o jen (15 Ll 8 55 i S
SLe LY 58 O OF 00 ojlcd gla Y
VP oSl LIV ojlad uY 5 o VL &Is ¥
Ll 1y cpomy 5 3 4l slUs o 2aS &l
B B N PP PR N WS S (AU PR
3 23S e o i oS s
plasil oy oo ol a0 40 (230 5
PR S RO R e o TS i
@5 53 sl S S0 Wl5 e ey 5
OHLSer 5 old Y+ V) 0L 5 STl



e 55 Slas gl o Shas S5

Ll s b jldes 45 50 Cou i
T 3 il ol en 4 S
=) 03 g o it Gadle (b 55 Juad
S 3 s aeld Sl S el S
LS (Chmpoliver and Merrien, 1996)
Ao ) ails gladd OS5 i 5 8
Y52 S A p o p S
N T A S Ry
P P Ll B e N 2,
=) A (F ) Oy (S pde
OHLSen 5 1Sl 8 s Ly lasT
Uiyl S «S (Gunasekera et al., 2006)
531l e S 1S 06 s s S
Syl Calbe 3)l3 599 B gy deo >
O 0o ol s s N0 Gl ey s Ses
o s 55 LSe s 0 8 LS AYD 4
3L d= U S o(F Jad) by Olis Jrals
s y3 gy doys 5 ails s Shee j2alS
Pl F e Al ol a5 s LS e AT
(Jensen et al., 1996) Ol,LKes 5y
s> Shes (S 1568 6 S GIF
ol Ll j5 sls ialS s )5 )V,
Lo aVs dolad glagy¥ ol
205 kS IYAY 5 AYAY OFFA oSS
sl (Sas gis bl s s 5 LS
444 598Y YA 0L LVF 5 oY ojles
L sy 3, Shee o VL S 3 0 S LS
Yo b9y 5, Shes (0 Jsds) Lz il

uﬁ,:.zﬁun)iwdgwu%,;j@\,;

Yva

dsder) &5 5 )15 55 5 Lamn e ol
e 53 iolejT £33 Jo s @ g Cqu‘j A\
fass o . Cils T80 A3 10 gl Il L
s ol da e 53 55 plis )l Sl
Soa Sl VY VYA 5l gl oS (0 Jg)
23 Lydgdmme (L FalST i bl 5 s
oalS Eel iy fuad sl 5o OT eal
OT 1S 54 o S onle 5 5 iy 53
seedalia B gl il el S s
Al g0 G g A5 ST (L edes SUL
ooy ml Sl ay ) US4 Cod ol Ld
3 o gty y Ay BBl S S 4 s
L G opl u s (Koocheki et al., 2005)
5 S b ((Albarrak, 2006) <57 JT
e 56 S (Sinaki et al., 2007) of S
u:,lj_ftt_a:,\umsﬂ\)qu;,m
S0l LY osled Y s yls Calas (s S
j;@_w,;b&u:)ldﬁﬁjuduuwa
AL S Sl i kT olas Ll 2
Cils 5 oS mhe g laT 09,8y oY
(F Jods>)
5 e Wl Sl e 36 51 S s
5 Y Gladsds) 35 gy dos 1 5
sy Gy Y il b3 T sl Jle s
33 o3 FO Sl gy o ys s sdalis
A Bl 53 o3 BF 4 55 0 Ll 5
O b S0 a8 ey o B 3L el
fmors gy il O el B 53 S gt
sl 5 ddy Jls 53 slaasls | s,



WA Jlo o o5led =) s " 3y 9 g (88154 dlxa”

S 4 Joxi Sl el (05
o= et 4 s STl jastls ulul
Ao T 5 game Lyl 5 55 il >, Slas
VU o b oo 58S S et L e il
S e Joo (S el ) 03
=MP sGMP oxli Ll .ol
3lie oS Aen 5 faie glacS 55
Ll asls 1y Laasls sl 5l 6 iy
O Y oylei sla oY (Fernandez, 1992)
el 4w 1y slie s SYLVF 5V 4 o)
) (& Jsds) dzsls MP 5 GMP STI
S SISTE YL palae ils es ba oY
Lulys s 5 45 b s 555 Shee L
AL A T e e sy o s
L sbaonY 38 s STl it o o
A sl Ll b 55 53 YL Slas
5 0Ly A db loy s 5 Y BLS
L »w ,3 (Danshian et al., 2009) ol L ea
(Mozaffari et al., 1996) ol,Ses 5 s ke
L (Majidi, 2012) (citome 5 015, KL3T s
Jeomie slac 55 L la 4w opl 5 eslizul
Gt 2l gl b Sn S e |y (S 4
(Fernandez, 1992) ;.G 5 .cils Callas
el S Sl e 4 75 ST 0L
533, Shese yslie s GMP ka5 KL
Sl s ls nl (2 pde 5 25 Ll
gL (Cwl MP o Li b s (6,5
S 0T Hldie an 2 aS das s Ol SSI

il 3l 55 e s Oy a4 S
sl o S by s Shes
> » s (Fanaei et al., 2005) o, Ses
o S ASs S LS (Faraji, 2003)
e A ys il 3 Sae b ey 3 Shee
S LS5 i3 3y 555 Foan
Oloa 4 L tmn oYL 4ls 5 Shas (g1l
Al 5 oV sy 5, Shes s
ol s et L 4 Sl o mla
i w5 s ol Gl i lesT el
Sl alS oS Hlhe 4 8 650 6 Ol
oL Dol S5 pde Ll i L oS 6,5k o
JOEXE VOV IO SR ES I I PUICI-(RE
Osr el b i) ol o 5 5o
o) 03 =5 555 b 5 )l 4o
033 A& 3L Ll s dm opl Slowl 5 b
2SS i Sy LS Ol sl
O e g R Ll es s LacS 85
S Gyl asosbholis i sl
T oS pde Ll b s e e ol 4 O
sy 5 5 Ll 51 5 Yk s,
A G ol s g Eshy (el b
0395 3 M55 SLb ol m i 53 b
5305 S, sl el S5 ulg s
i35 (Rezaeizad et al., 2011) ol LSCes
Lo 2 U o (S TS s S
ol s (S i Ll s a6
SN P PRC NHEL VS P gy

S pes



e 55 Slas gl o Shas S5

(& Jodz) s ST Iy 3 Shes 2alS Ao s
FE Sl el 53l e e S e
! Calies slalases 53 VL 5 Shas L o)
Ol 50315 oy iils wlie 587
LSSl Lasls S uss S5 5,055 (YY)
St e Lyl 53 als 5, Shes
Ol e (Soes (225 Ll b 55 5 e
Cdlle LasT ol s Ly e S sl
TOL 5 SSI 3l s3lital 55 o3 sdlmes il
Ol Ser 5SS b vy ol 5 iy
S5 el ¢.x;f 2 (Clarke et al., 1992)
C—> WL > (Ramirez and Kelly, 1998)
PV, Shee Ly slac s 95 ool
Wl ol 58 Sl glada o
i &1y1s MP 3 GMP (STI sla st ls
2 adls 3, Shee L ls nn 5 St Soan
) A s L gy BT pde 5 AT Lyl
L coie Stmad o iy glls Lol an
5 Cmte (Soced 3525 (Y Jgd) L3 -
2 aasls ol b als 5 Shes Ole ls sne
melie odas Ol N5 pde T Ll )4
53V Shas b byl i 8 ol LOT 035
Bl Sl T e 5 S 2 s
adeor 31 it OALS 5 ol plonil Ol
(Danshian et al., 2009) o/ ,LSas 5 oliils
Ol Saa 5 g .3
5 & K s (Majidi et 2011)
ol Sl S,
olis 1S 55 (Rezaeizadeh et al., 2011)

o s

al.,

YAN

L R [ = R Py
Slyls aS Lgd o sl SSI ol Hluas b
531U s (Ko 4 gl el
Sl Y iy (oslls Sl 55 5 Slas
ol 3l a8 pslde xsls LY 5V o las
Slacss5 plw b anlin 3 yasls
St R A e 5 S ol
o Li ol o (7 Jgd) g ls) 5
355 b s Jesu W15 55 TOL
Sy 6 eSS el jlas Cl
~ {(Rosielle and Hamblin, 1981) ._il
LY 5T Y oled Gl Y el ol bl
s 0 o e Jeo b glagpY Ol e
e 9 (e 5 (P Jpd) Wi
335,85k 5ods g S ojl0l gla el
ouﬁ\,1VJ,&,>&xr»5Jw@1;
Lals 5 Shes s gnn 5 oo | Strad .ol
Sy S0 ekias Ol 25 pde 5 55 Lol 5
oL Ll a5 65 s )3 S oo
5 e (Saen 25 pde il 3,5 TOL
Sacran Lol 313 3lis 4ils 3 Shee b Sls gme
oS Ll s pl 03 4l s Slas LSSI e s
o) Qusi;w&_, o=V i) 5
S e Ll s ls s Sles 5 b e L
Jesls b Sl 85 &8 Sl opl sdasOLis
AalS 5 as bl s G Y s, Sles
SLagmY s la) 55 5 (6 hey 3, Sas
Lyl o VL s, Shee LYY 50 ) o)l

“V}V'c‘“f‘gf__;;dt_gdwj_ﬂ):g)_lkx



WA Jlo o o5led =) s " 3y 9 g (88154 dlxa”

\ﬁj>ﬂ¢w3ﬂ@!,;)>ul>;ﬁu,&@J&a&uu&;u—f Jgd>
Table 6. Drought tolerance indices and seed yield of canola in non-strees and stress

conditions
> Sles s e el esls pesls S0l oSk
A N I S s Szt
o e oA S50 8
e Yp Ys ssl STI TOL  GMP MP
Genotype (kgha)  (kgha)

1. 15/1 GOLx19H 3147 2218 1.26 108 929 2642 2683
2.13/1RG x 19 H 2778 2596 028 111 182 2685 2687
3.43 FUS x OPT 2192 1910 055  0.64 282 2046 2051
4.27/2 RG x FUS 2189 1762 083 059 427 1964 1976
5.39/2 FUS x RC 2838 1830 151  0.80 1008 2279 2334
6. 45/2 FUS x OP 2546 1870 113 073 676 2182 2208
7.5G2 -8 7182 2788 1931 131 083 857 2320 2360
8. 5G9 - 87182 2538 1694 142 066 844 2073 2116
9.SG1 - 87182 2611 2101 083 085 510 2342 2356
10. SG5- 87182 2542 1908 1.06 075 634 2202 2225
11. Zabol-6 2831 2056 117 090 775 2413 2444
12. Zabol-9 2122 1822 060  0.60 300 1966 1972
13. Zabol-14 2274 1728 1.02 061 546 1982 2001
14. Zabol-15 2628 2077 089 084 551 2336 2353
15. Hyola 401 3147 2218 126  1.08 929 2642 2683
16. RGS003 2480 1816 114 069 664 2122 2148
17. Zabol-16 2313 1818 091  0.65 495 2051 2066

SSI: Stress Susceptibility Index; TOL: Tolerance; MP: Mean Productivity; GMP: Geometric Mean
Productivity; STI: Stress Tolerance Index.

U e 5 5 s 5 als s Shee b 55 4 Jasd (sla el Stes ol 5 -V Jpi
Table 7. Correlation coefficients between tolerance indices and seed yield in non-stress
and stress condition

Coles Shes s S 8 Sl el s el gl oSl i G0 S0l
YP YS ssl TOL MP GMP
YP
YS 0.577
SS| 0.455™ -0.461"™
ToL 0.644™  -0.353" 0.971"
MP 0.914™ 0.859" 0.057™ 0.278"™
GMP 0.886™ 0.89™ 0007 0.216" 0.998"
ST 0.87" 0.901" -0.034"™ 0.190"™ 0.995™ 0.999™

Aoys ) g do s 0 Jleas| c]a.»)sj‘;@an})b@uﬁb oS54 ¥ s
ns, * and **: Not-significant, significant at 5% and 1% of probability levels, respectively.

SSI: Stress Susceptibility Index; TOL: Tolerance; MP: Mean Productivity; GMP: Geometric Mean Productivity;
STI: Stress Tolerance Index.
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Table 8. Eigen value, variance (%), cumulative variance % and coefficients of eigen vectors drought
tolerance indices for seed yield of canola genotypes

il ge olis KW bty Ao ys 5 Slos 5 Slas el el oSl ool Jos el
38 bl S < slke S5 Joos ol S0 b =
o s
Component Eigen Variance Cumulative YP YS TOL SSI GMP MP STI
value (%) variance (%)
sl adl 5
First component 4.64 66.34 66.34 0.43 0.388 0.148 0.046 0.461 0.464 0.46
Jsl il 4o
Second component 2.35 33.56 99.91 0.238 -0.35 0.618 0.648 -0.070 -0.028 -0.08

SSI: Stress Susceptibility Index; TOL: Tolerance; MP: Mean Productivity; GMP: Geometric Mean Productivity; STI: Stress

Tolerance Index.
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Fig. 1. Biplot for drought tolerance indices in genotypes rapeseed based on first two
components
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