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Table 1- Names of studied canola genotypes

a)Lo..'f.' 9 slico
Number Genotype Origin

1 Licord Germany
2 Bilbao France
3 GKH305 Hungary
4 SIm046 Germany
5 Sarigol Iran
6 Talayea Iran
7 L72 Iran
8 Sw102 Iran
9 Shirali Australia
10 Zafar Iran
11 GKH1103 Hungary
12 Opera Sweden
13 Zarfam Iran
14 Ksl11 -
15 Kodiak Germany
16 Okapi France
17 Karajel Iran
18 Modena Denmark
19 GKH2005 Hungary
20 Traviata Germany
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Figure 1- Relationship between predicted yield and actual yield (gr/m2). Fifteen percent of the
difference between the two yields is shown by the pointed lines.
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Table 2- List of investigated traits affecting the yield

Traits Unit Mean  Maximum  Minimum
Sléo Al oSl e S proF
Yield
s gr/m2 427.69 482.43 369.79 <0.0001**
Day to green .
L Day after planting 5.93 9.13 4.75 <0.0001**
O e B 59,
Day to stem .
o Day after planting  177.98 188.25 158.88 <0.0001**
oy 8l b 3,
Day to Starting flowering .
- Day after planting  193.39 205.00 176.50 <0.0001**
B £9,5 b 5,
Day until end of flowering Day after plantin 221.55 235.25 205.63 <0.0001**
@ kL b s, y P g ' ' ' '
Day to physiological Maturity .
L Day after plantin 254.99 265.88 242.13 <0.0001**
23999258 (S, U 3, y P g
Seed filling Period .
) Day after planting 28.17 31.75 23.13 <0.0001**
&l ol 0,90
Biological yield r/m2 1501 1654 1401 <0.0001**
ool o Slas g '
Siliqua number in per plant
. - No. 189.08 236.53 157.85 <0.0001**
By g 50 (e ye Slaws
grains number in per Siliqua
L . No. 16.79 18.54 14.48 <0.0001**
e e 4o &l olaws
thousand seed weight
o ar 4.57 4.95 0.26 <0.0001**
als l5e 39
Harvest index
o e % 28.48 32.35 25.35 <0.0001**
Oil percentage
. % 39 43 36 <0.0001**
09y e,0
Chlorophyll a Mgr.gr-1 1.60 1.84 1.34 0.228*
a Ly s gr.g : : . .
Chlorophyll b Mgr.gr-1 0.64 0.74 0.51 0.2306"™
b Ly ls e | | | |
Carotenoid
. Mgr.gr-1 0.36 0.48 0.27 <0.0001**
Sgig,lS
Total Chlorophyl Mgr.gr-1 2.25 2.58 1.96 <0.0037**
55 Jisls 99 | | ' |
leaf surface index 0.47 0.75 0.20 <0.0003%*
Sy aw a3 ls ' ' ' '

ol sl anglio sl B osasl oo Joisine Jliol st 0 51
The last column is the probability of significant F-Test to compare genotypes.
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Table 3- Correlation between selected characteristics effective on yield

Traits .
lim Pm By Sn Sw Hi Op Oy
Day to physiological Maturity 1
S50 (S, B3,
Biological yield 0.030ns n
Sielgm 0 Shee '
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Table 4- Seed yield of canola genotypes in the mean and the best amount of each characteristics along with the amount and percentage of variation in
seed yield
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