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2. Total Dry Matter
3. Crop Growth Rate
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Table 1. Name and origin of the studied rapeseed cultivars.
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Table 2. Combined analysis of yield and components in different canola cultivars in 2014-2015 and 2015-2016. [PN:
Pod number.plant?, SN: Seed number.pod?, SW: Seed 1000 weight, Y: Yield, BY: Biological yield, HI: Harvest

index, OP: Oil percentage].

(MS) Slay o S5k

s3l3lam s

Sl e PN SN swW Y BY HI oP
S.0.V «f)
(Year) Jl. 1 7089.11  42.60™ 0.6  34430.39" 210058.32™  14.13*  0.002"
(Error) Uas 7 273.74 0.91 0.40 144.62 3452.39 0.57 0.0003
(Cultivar) .3, 19 3077.64™  11.02~ 056  10092.35 49170.65™  20.50™  0.003™
Jlixa3, 19 3553.69  0.80™ 0.33™  4759.39** 1139159  14.64™  0.0009™
(Error) s 110 404.30 0.97 0.084 FYYYY 7216.88 1.98 0.0001
CV (%)
D i 10.54 5.86 6.33 5.82 5.71 4.89 3.41
DD gt 2

Slogre p e NS 5 o s +/0) 5 0/00 Jlail o 53 5ls s o5 5 a3

*and **: significant at 0.05 and 0.01 probability levels, respectively, Ns: non-significant,
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Table 3. Mean comparison of yield and components yeild in different canola cultivars in 2014-2015[PN: Pod
number.plant?, SN: Seed number.pod, SW: Seed 1000 weight, Y: Yield, BY: Biological yield, HI: Harvest index,
OP: Oil percentage].

33 Gemos sl 55 &ls slass Qls 5l O3 23 ¢J§)>J§.L,& S8 s Shas Sl el

. RIZIEw St
Cultivar) 3, < oSt () (grr (@rrie ¢S5 (4253 OP &)
PN SN SW (gr) Y (g.m?) BY (g.m?) HI (%)
Licord 194.18 17.49 4,65 466.40 1622.88 28.75 0.418
Bilbao 235 19.25 472 506.34 1776.22 28.50 0.42
GKH305 209.71 18.50 471 482.90 1596.64 30.25 0.424
SIm046 206.98 18.50 4.45 480.39 1653.50 29.05 0.387
Sarigo S5l 155.25 15.50 4.16 389.37 1406.95 27.67 0.398
Talayee < 163.45 16.75 4.28 395.20 1529.38 25.85 0.394
L72 216.52 19.25 4,64 478.55 1583.23 30.23 0.437
Sw102 220.01 19.5 452 485.40 1514.85 32.05 0.408
Shirali i,z 151.79 17.25 3.95 384.31 1499.82 25.65 0.377
Zafar b 183.50 16.25 4,62 433.39 1558.69 27.81 0.384
GKH1103 212.71 15.00 450 476.40 1565.64 30.41 0.379
Opera 214.75 16.50 5.01 479.39 1524.58 31.46 0.450
Zarfam oL 160.00 16.50 431 375.37 1425.99 26.32 0.405
Karaj3 v.s 214.25 19.75 4.43 44352 1580.04 28.07 0.379
Kodiak 244.75 18.50 438 502.09 1528.87 32.83 0.399
Okapi 202.00 17.75 4.34 449.54 1406.99 31.95 0.385
Karajl s 204.50 17.25 4.43 468.79 1647.14 28.50 0.387
Modena 163.25 16.75 4,62 408.17 1464.23 27.85 0.413
GKH2005 223.75 16.75 450 469.54 1513.54 31.02 0.385
Traviata 228.75 19.75 4.68 501.06 1654.25 30.29 0.437
(Mean) -, 200.25 17.63 4.49 453.80 1552.67 29.23 0.40
LSD 0.05 22.97 1.24 0.25 24.27 77.22 1.20 0.016

\¥4E-90 ol ey 158 il f";)‘ 53 4ls 3 Shas gl 5 5 Shes &Kibe awglie —¢ I

Table 4. Mean comparison of yield and components yeild in different canola cultivars in 2015-2016 [PN: Pod

number.plant?, SN: Seed number.pod-, SW: Seed 1000 weight, Y: Yield, BY: Biological yield, HI: Harvest index,
OP: Qil percentage].

Oy Sl 55 &ls slass Qls 5l 03 J:¢J§)>J§.L,& S8 s Shas Sl el

(Cultivar) .3, Gy sy o9 T e 5 1,50 e RISV IH

d 0 & et g ¢/ OP
PN SN SW (gr) Y (g.m?) BY (g.m?) HI (%)

Licord 174.50 16.75 4.92 413.29 1473.46 28.04 0.402
Bilbao 200.74 17.12 5.18 458.53 1530.87 29.94 0.421
GKH305 164.71 16.10 5.04 429.08 1432.10 30.05 0.412
SIm046 164.48 16.24 4.58 459.70 1585.88 28.97 0.408
Sarigo sl 206.02 14.80 4.80 412.00 1384.83 29.76 0.423
Talayee b 15845 14.78 4.65 344.38 1376.18 23.37 0.390
L72 206.52 17.15 5.04 456.93 1510.65 30.21 0.402
Sw102 208.01 17.24 4.95 443.05 1491.48 29.70 0.406
Shirali  Ji.x  204.79 16.16 4.30 413.20 1324.45 31.22 0.400
Zafar A 20042 15.50 4.98 414.28 1457.85 28.46 0.401
GKH1103 147.71 13.96 457 371.83 1421.05 26.31 0.350
Opera 146.89 15.07 4.74 364.70 1391.58 26.17 0.413
Zarfam 6,5 203.54 15.06 4.68 407.65 1375.48 29.63 0.380
Karaj3 v-s 20141 17.32 4.32 337.38 1315.18 25.65 0.360
Kodiak 228.30 16.13 5.26 452.68 1425.65 31.85 0.421
Okapi 126.01 16.10 3.60 365.40 1306.85 25.00 0.400
Kargjl 1 .5 122.47 16.00 4.45 324.80 1354.33 23.80 0.360
Modena 152.44 14.94 4.09 365.08 1369.20 26.67 0.380
GKH2005 146.58 15.40 4.10 345.93 1283.83 26.92 0.370
Traviata 194.34 17.07 f/af 452 1553.38 29.10 0.402
(Mean) St 178.03 15.93 4.65 401.84 1417.59 28.33 0.390
LSD 0.05 41.83 1.50 0.51 43.02 149.44 2.51 0.021
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Figure 3. Cluster analysis of yield of different canola cultivars by method of average distance in 2014-2015 (a) and

2015-2016(b).
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Figure 4. Trend of changes of leaf area index against day after planting in different varieties of canola in 2014-2015

(a) and 2015- 2016(b)
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Table 5. Estimated logistic model coefficients (a,b and c) of leaf area index against day after planting in different
varieties of canola in 2014-2015 and 2015-2016 Number of Sample (n), LAlmax is maximum leaf area, Tmax is days to
maximum LAI)

(,3-) n a+SE b+SE c+SE LAImax T max R2
(Cultivar)

Growing Bilbao 9 0.070+£0.011  213.9+2.89  358.3+44.00 6.27 216 0.95
season Sarigol 9 0.060+£0.009  204.2+3.12  366.7+45.12 5.50 204 0.96
93-94 Karaj 3 9 0.070+0.011  211.0£3.19  312.9+41.49 5.46 208 0.95

Growing Bilbao 9 0.063+0.005 214.1+1.85  330.1+23.53 5.22 214 0.98
season Sarigol 9 0.086+0.013  210.9£2.36 196.7£24.35 4.25 202 0.95
94-95 Karaj 3 9 0.060+£0.006  208.1+2.06  294.2+23.02 4.42 210 0.98

MJJ_L\J\);L;IS)JEA{.J;S&%&;\JJJLN adslee 5l sl ul s (S e:\_nteqd‘_;ﬂ|
J)—’}l—’(’—iw}gﬁ"tiék‘bb‘t");b°l"§ d‘)ﬁpdlﬁ)wbﬂuMbé(deL’u)&M
o3l gl Juuli sl (1S 53) cnle alS iy Szt osle a5 St osle 3 Shae Ao O
USA-:LAJ 35 o5l dsl dle ool e oS S o3le pazed Sl 55 ho 5 A ealitl ERNEY
Sl el bl (osy) sy adsl T he 5o e sl o ialie aS (g mear ol Csay S
39 Vo )\_5 NRaNIRY H L> LEJL’) M| 62.A.>=? oSl (B d_}u\}) .,L.:bj.g J._,p);‘\/\ )\J;;)J" LSM
Sl o3y Dl (s IS p5,8) i 5l S esle Doy sl p3Y Oles e 5 51 L
JS‘YL:WJ.L)CA&JM)MJS&WJ({JV})JJJ‘ L{;&}J}J\)JJ}{Q)WJ?}S‘J}MJJO'Q
)25‘.,\_7- 4 als S . ” QLA) BEEE) (Jw“u) Jib‘ BL) 93 e REGINAR Jj?jjla_: gj"‘ )l JL\A 9 O d@.:l..:,.d
Ao Sl 3, Sl a g o35l e 0% a5 Ok Ol Sl gl b 3 ¢ islesl Il
Adyan T (F CJSJ Bilbao) ,-<-12 V:e) 9 Ll g S8 Gl e 3 TV Y S sl s
V_;) )\ LAQT i osle .L:Jj: 9 Js.;'ﬁki Cewd &L\JU BEES) Y/YO ).A>-‘l_7 L: Q[_A) U'_" rﬁb JL«N B Ll
uﬂ__::)'))““' G 6‘53 JLAJJ &;..9)§ &Lﬁ Jgé)Lw B J_}\ Jl_.w)J als XD g:,\_.:ug)‘ U’“’;jﬁ) ARIAN
v—gj o ) LS bMLﬁ«-‘ {‘G)l w—’ L;)kl?-‘ k;n:'ls )\ O JW QLA) Bllbao }V C)j (.Jié)hﬂ 66)\
)_<.iﬁ v_g) ‘5.3 )\ &..:,.7- ebl_,d J_:J‘}S J.]a_: )‘ Bllbao 9 V'Y/Y L\C\V/V g_,..ﬁjjm M &..:.;- aJLﬂ M)J
o 55 o ST oo 5 Of culs .03 5 iy o35 Il 3 alsl GLisl SIS 5 555 YVIY
slea) sbe sl 5L CaE N o8l 0% e S A el S v\fa)l 05 eyl gl uiﬁ.il,aj
Gl s 33 s 0l sl Cosles e (6 5 Ll 5 LS oS skl Bl YeA/A 5 YV /Y NaY/s
}VCJS{»—;JJDWJJ‘JLN)J(V}\JQ) (9JJJ_>)J_.LL:L5_AJL.~)>UAJQJL;&AL;ET>“
sl Sl ool pand SSlU bS5 Bilbao 53 lasl s, e Bl Sl ol Dl is L,
v.é) 45&\2— BE Ao edaline LS)L"T )]a_: )‘ LSJ‘:LS:‘M sdalin aS )JLJLAA el ol oals QLSO J.(.Iv
O‘i| (7 d_}v\}) S QJL‘%:«‘J.{{J V_g)jbjl J§L5)L“" LS)L:*"‘ Q\y&m (;L;)\ B S osle J:)/\_\LJ ézj.iu;a

A



Ol)Se 903 Ayl (£9,8 wls

mdosu@gﬁ\bwdﬁw QTCMA_,}@)YLL;AHJ?WUD
(V d).,\}) s 297 9 (r=~//\\ff) &l :J,g.l».& 9 u,a;-l_.; wﬁ}_v—ﬁ Q.SLL u:,{\je\ 6)@0.5[» 9 J;.Mj:.e
u‘i'i E) sz:.wuj:ﬁ J‘}a Cq;ﬁ J«pb- oL;f S 039 | 4 v.:LA)V C)S)Bllbao (al.;)\ BL jj.: c}a..d
fl J grame 3 S 35505 slay 5SB o Sage Sl A St k) aiadS oS Ay S|
O35 G830l L s 51 (6ol 45 (5, 5bs T S Sl Sole o5, &S s
Jj&_..}:";))'})eL:gg_LLm' b dLA ML'.&}L' JS‘J}QUJ&MUJ‘J:L&MlJJ)}jM)gf
Ales ;S Ady (6 S @ rl.)él (ol oo le.a(a\.,\.}\ 5Bl s sl L S c]a_.d o=l
l_zc\_gan.aO_i\);&_.i;'-Qj)@quﬂ\.(\O) Sl S Y5 Shae 4 pbcws gl s,
L 5 (Y0rd) Ol 5 osl; powlagh Olallas )Sﬂck_‘ua}u&ﬁw.w\wl
(YA 5 YY) csls callas (Y2VY) OLKaa & sl :J,_Q.w o (r=+/8Y%%) &JJJ}:., ;Jﬁw

1800 b) 2000 -
3 1600 - (b) - M 3 1288 1
Vs i;‘gg J £ 1400 |
i 1 '5-3: 1200 -
Ass% 1000 Y Sarigol A% 1000 - Sarigol
\?g 288 | ’ - — —Kargj 3 ‘?i 800 1 - — -Kargj 3
i; ......... Bilbao i; 600 1 A Bilbao
L8 400 - w0 400 -
2 200 - w0

0 T T T T T . ) 0 ' ' ' ' ' '
150 170 190 210 230 250 270 290 150 170 190 210 230 250 270
S ) S SIS o D
Day after planting Day after planting

3 (AN NVFAY-AE ol dlu o 158 llisee U1 5o S 51 g 50y Jlle 53 (oreod S5 goole O odd Ay, -0 JSE

() \Ya-80 o, Jlu

Figure 5. Trend of changes of cumulative dry matter against day after planting in different varieties of canola in
2014-2015 (a) and 2015- 2016(h).
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Table 6. Estimated logistic model coefficients of (equation 2) dry matter against day after planting in different
varieties of canola in 2014-2015 (day), DMmax is maximum dry matter (gr.m), number of samples (n) a is equation
coefficient, b is time requiring to achieve 50% of maximum dry matter)

(Cultivar) s, n Dmmax * SE a+SE b+ SE R2

Growing Bilbao 9 2037.7+134.8  0.063+0.010  207.3+3.22 0.99
seamon 93.94 Sarigol 9 1692.3+58.87  0.074+0.009  193.3+1.67 0.99
Karaj 3 9 1966.9+136.3  0.069+0.013  202.2+3.16 0.99

Growing Bilbao 9 1789.4+134.6  0.046x0.006  208.9+4.43 0.99
season 94.95 Sarigol 9 1455.6456.97  0.059+0.007  196.6+2.17 0.99
Karaj 3 9 1577.4+190.6  0.043+0.008  210.2+7.40 0.99
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Figure 6. Trend of changes of crop growth rate (CGR) against days after planting in different varieties of canola in

2014-2015 (a) and 2015-2016 (b).
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Table 7. Correlation coefficients among investigated characteristics in different canola cultivars

Traits 14 15
i 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
Y 1
BY 0.81™ 1
PN 0.78™ 0.51™ 1
SN 0.64™  0.65"  0.53" 1
SwW 0.40™  0.23™ 0.42™  0.02m 1
HI 0.79™  0.29™ 0.74™ 037" 040" 1
EM -0.09  -0.01  -0.13  -0.26™  0.28™  -0.13™ 1
Ssho 0.50™ 042" 0.33" 047~  0.12m 0.35"  0.02m 1
FIL 0.66™ 046~  0.81™ 045" 0.31" 0.59™  -0.24™  0.09™ 1
Ssf 0.25™ 0.18m 0.19m 0.32" 0.14ns 0.20™ 0.28™  0.79**  -0.05™ 1
Pm -0.12  -0.25™ 0_067“ -0.12™  0.36™ 0.04 043" 0.36" -0.20™  0.72™ 1
DLAImx  0.317 0.23 0.16 0.29™ 0.13m 0.23 0.16™  0.77" 0.02  0.70™  0.39™ 1
LAl max 053"  0.63" 0.29 054 -0.13=  0.22  -0.25"  0.23™ 0.29  -0.09"  -0.63"  0.08™ 1
OP 058" 044~ 048 0.34" 0.67" 049"  0.14m 0.20™ 047~ 011  -0.02"  0.14™ 0.26™ 1
oy 094~ 075" 073" 062" 053" 072" -0.07 047" 0.67" 0.22° 010 033 045" 077" 1

Ssho s 5w b 5, EM (csls sarla HE wils e 035 SW iy 55 55 4l 51aws SN s 53 55 314 PN o055 5 Slas BY iils 5 Sles Y
LAIMAX S mhaw ot ls Sl o 04 b 55, DLAIMAX 505508 Sty U 505 PM a3 JS @,;ustf (838 elss FIL (osala G 5,

353, 5s OY (25, 4o, OP S Sy a2l

Y:grain yield, By: Biological yield, PN: Poad Number. Plant?, SN: Seed number.Pod?, SW: Seed 1000

weight, HI: Harvest index, EM: Day to emergence
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Table 8. Stepwise regression analysis for affected traits on seed yield of different canola cultivars

RZ
S5 S5 p
A okl J)l.,\jl;;...zl Ipes Js
ke - : F .
Stage  (Regression (Partial) (Total)
standard
coefficient)
S o Shas
(Biological yield) 1 0.36 0.66 0.66
Sy el
(Harvest index) 2 14.30 0.33 0.99
S e pale Sl 4 0t U )
(Days to get maximum LAI) 0.19 0.0002 0.99
Pod.plant™) « 5 53 o 55 Sl 4 0.21 0.0001 0.99

IAS e 1 53 il 3,85 (5l it e 5 et S 4 (Ko 2l 43285 -4 g
Table 9. Causal path analysis for direct and indirect effects for seed yield in Canola different cultivars

(Biological yield) 545 5 Shes

(Direct effect) i 4 0.62
(Indirect effect by harvest index) csis ; asls 5 b 5l iivs 2 A 0.16
fﬁch-jwuff‘»wwﬂw&_,%ﬂwﬁéﬁ‘ 0.004
(Indirect effect by days to get maximum LAI)
Sar 53 G S5 Gusb Sl i 8 0.01
(Indirect effect by number of pod.plant!)
(Total) s 0.80™
(Harvest index) —.ils  ,axls -
(Direct effect) i 31 0.58
(Indirect effect by biological yield) <55 50 5 Shas 3 b 5l wukies L8 il 0.17
Sl ol S 6 00y B 5 b Sl s 2 0.004
(Indirect effect by days to get maximum LAI)
G253 e SMeS Gusb Sl s 8 0.014
(Indirect effect by number of pod.plant!)
(Total) s 0.78™
(Days to get maximum LAI)jﬁCL;.AJA,-L: S 4 0ty B s, -
(Direct effect) i 31 0.020
(Indirect effect by biological yield) <55 50 5 Shas 3 b 5l wkies L8 il 0.14
Sl el Gk Sl s o8 0.13
(Indirect effect by number of pod.plant!)
92 g A b S i 2 S 0.003
(Indirect effect by number of pod.plant?)
(Total) s 0.31"
(Number of pod.plant?) &, ;3 o= slaws -
(Direct effect) i 31 0.026
(Indirect effect by biological yield) <55 50 5 Shas 3 b 5l wakies L8 il 0.31
(Indirect effect by harvest index) csis ; asls 5 b 5l iivs 2 A 0.42
fﬁch-.»wuff‘»wwﬂw&_,%ﬂwﬁéﬁ‘ 0003
(Indirect effect by days to get maximum LAI)
(Total) s 0.77™
(Remain effects) sl 3L i i 0.10

oy
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