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Table 1- Chemical properties of soil
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Table 2. Properties of rapeseed varieties was used in this study
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Figure 1- Mean comparisons for the effect of plant density on leaf greenness of rapeseed (Error bar: the
division value of repetitions from means of each treatment)
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Figure 2- Mean comparison interaction effect of plant density on flowering duration of different rapeseed
varieties (Error bar: the division value of repetitions from means of each treatment)
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Figure 3- Mean comparison interaction effect of plant density on numbers of days to flowering stage of
different rapeseed varieties (Error bar: the division value of repetitions from means of each treatment)
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Figure 4- Mean comparison interaction effect of plant density on height plant of different rapeseed
varieties (Error bar: the division value of repetitions from means of each treatment)
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Table 3- Analysis of variance (mean of squares) for effect of rapeseed density on yield and yield components of
different rapeseed varieties
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ns, * and **: are non-significant and significant at 5 and 1% probability levels, respectively.
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Table 4. Mean comparison related to yield and yield components of different rapeseed varieties under
different plants density
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Figure 5-Mean comparison interaction effect of plant density on grain yield of different rapeseed varieties
(Error bar: the division value of repetitions from means of each treatments)

DS e il s, Ses JalS el Wiy po B slaa 5 o gaarlioliad a8 5 b 5l 6y (S1 5 5l
4 aMess Rl G b 5l elS s Shes liml 5 o8 Slaetls S Ol 4 e oS15 sllae (Ll Ll s e
A4S AUS 0L L 55, AlS 6553 db (S jom Slio (sl sl il s bl (piees LS dalt
S L b S 5 Shee (gl 55 Shes 1alS (sl s Wl (7 5 Y0 IS8 50wl RIS Wi oS15 ol
OLLSen 5 (oo bl mes 5o bl o a8 50 000 oo ekt 5 e 30 5 Shas §58 Slio 51 S p B L
e Ao S 1S oS 5o il 5 Shas ol Corge e e 53 4 Vo B (ST Rl a8 ddls BT (YY)
Al gn gnd Godod gl b aS (YY) 5l ol st a1 &l 3 Shae o 2l ) Ypla (3, 68 L3 S 3l S
PV FY) Cilisn (slaaST 5 5 (olo g e Yo 500 ) ClS cilisen slagm b 3 s L (T OS5 o LbLL
S gl i Sl 4 oS1 5 53 aS dndls L 155 55,50 5 ST e o6 S35 (g fo 03 G \TY

(FA) sls 2alS 1y s doss 5 Shalal | s 5 Shes carpe 20 s O 3l

o 3 D yShos



s Slas sy 5l e 6 Jols 3 bl 1 iman 5 035 ST ol SIS 315 0L Laosls bl e gl
Coslize g oS5 a il a5l (ST 2 IS s e 1) S0k Slglie s 4 a5 LT i) Sl aes
3 13 51 o 4 o (6 5VL Sl F0) Vs 35 cmpm 2o 53 S PR/P8 5 VYN0 GlanST 5 53 oS (sosb 4ty
03 3 P b 5 VL 5 035 55 ae s > Shes Sl carpe e 3 455 WYY 5V VE/TA (slaST 5 s s
bl 3 05, lem o Gl SIS ple  Cod e e 3 G MM GSTS (R (nl 03 (s 2 2050 eSS
N0 L ol o S )5 5 YANO Ypla (SalST o) Vla o1 6y o3 5 Sk Sl 5 aziils (5 2 plbas
S das o 0L s 3 Shas 53 ol sl (P JS8) ol oy S 53 0 SLS VFYOF O FYAD 7N0:
e (W) 55 by o (ALS oS- u“)j%&‘j’w}@] S5 el 4 e 3 50 bl sty
(S Aol e RalS Gl S 0555 Cnliy SRl e 4 e 5550 5 Sas 330 o g B (ST S8
3 bbb (1) 35 s 2, Ko (i o s S rl 5 S wale G150 s JTol 5 o sllas
Sy YT 5PV FF) Cilie GlanS1 5 5 Golo s g d Yo 510 ) coslS s slagsb 31 ) 2 b (YY) 0K
SN slus gy o)) e i &g oS15 hal il a8 aimls SLebl 1S 5, 5 T adb 2Bl 55, (e 5 53
L aS dls Ols (Y))) 01 5 daly ((FA) sls 2alS 1 sy Aoy 5 Saal bl 1 &l 5 sy 5 Shas (e 2
LaoT oS e My al 53l o dmly 55 o3 5 S Lol sl o 2alS 08 €550 SO s 3, Shas o515 1581
5 (V00 A) sl sy o e Al 55 550l ammiy 5 s 4 VL oS15 55 s s Shas (il 3l e
V) Al e Rl e oy e 3 Shes 0S1 5 GBI L S Ls S 55158 58 (Vo)) DG 5 O 5l
38 e patls sl g (ST Rl 3 1 a3 ,Shee (il (T10) OLKes 5 Jope (VY
S ol a8 wizals Oly WOl Ll 4sls s g g8 53l 5 A5y b (b e plo 5 Aty S5 5 i eslisad

.Cmulckw.b-bﬁ G g 3lass ui{lj_é\d.{.bﬁfjjm{vﬂj); e 3,5 ke el s



Haula 401 B i v,

-
Agamex @ <&
18000 Haula 4815R iate Yol
Teraper 0O .l :
Cony b ab 5 P R
{i = 15000 4
a = T
= s - NN A
~ 1- 2 2
4, T 12000 3 . _i_
Q 2 * T
> = 9000 . 3pf -
-2 b4 N
3 = - 0\ =
g = o . :\‘-t
= 3 E + C_»\.:.
= : N
3000 N
+ * T.
L 3 S 2
0 : AN $ SN
66.66 88.88 114.28 13333
(&2re e > G52 2us3) 59 o515

Density (Plants per m~2)

Shosd OF 5Kl 51 bl S5 Gl puil Slde ) 3 1 lwl) 1S Cilises pU,1 fum s 3 Shas 5 62 o515 Jolisas 5 Ol ds e —F IS
(a3 o

Figure 6- Mean comparison interaction effect of plant density on biological yield of different rapeseed
varieties (Error bar: the division value of repetitions from means of each treatments)
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Table 5. Correlation coefficients between yield and yield components of rapeseed cultivars under drought treatments
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