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Table 1- Chemical properties of soil.
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Table 2- Properties of rapeseed cultivars was used in this study
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Figure 1. Mean comparisons for the interaction effect of cultivar and plant density on total dry matter of rapeseed
(Means with similar letters based on the LSD test do not have a significant difference (LSD 5%))
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Figure 2- The trend of total dry matter changes in a) Hyola 401, b) Agamax, c) Hyola 4815 and d) Trapper under
different plant density of rapeseed
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Table 3- Analysis of variance for maximum amount of growth indices traits under different treatment of varieties and
plant density of rapeseed
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ns, * and **: are non-significant and significant at 5 and 1% probability levels, respectively.
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Figure 3. Mean comparison of the interaction effects of cultivar on plant density on rapeseed leaf area index (Means
with similar letters based on the LSD test do not have a significant difference (LSD 5%))
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Figure 5- The trend of crop growth rate changes in a) Hyola 401, b) Agamax, c) Hyola 4815 and d) Trapper under
different plant density of rapeseed.
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Figure 6- The trend of relative crop rate changes in a) Hyola 401, b) Agamax, c) Hyola 4815 and d) Trapper under
different plant density of rapeseed.
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Figure 7- The trend of net assimilate rate changes in a) Hyola 401, b) Agamax, c) Hyola 4815 and d) Trapper under
different plant density of rapeseed
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