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Table 1 — Variance analysis of seed rate and cultivar effects on yield and yield components of canola
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15253.944 0.114* 1174 16305.048** 0.119 .l
Replication
72553.667* 0.031 1.314 24078.516** 1.465 3 "’S"_:
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140941.611 0.024 2.389 269.718 0.403 9 ‘-J“_D‘ ol
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AV
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18.46 443 7.24 5.18 13.97 () s a2
C.V. (%)
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*and ** are significant at 5 and 1% probability levels, respectively.
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Table 2- Mean comparison of seed rate and cultivar effects on yield and yield components of canola
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* Means followed by similar letters in each column are not significantly different at 5% probability level, according to Duncan Multiple Range Test.
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Table 3- Mean comparison interaction effect of seed rate and cultivar effects on yield and yield components of canola
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4482.00abc 3.64b 9.30cd 24.99 a 7.15a* Asb;
4585.00 3.18b 7.32c 24.65a 6.25 bc Asb,
5420.00a 4.16a 3.37ab 25.50 a 5.70d Asbs
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5127.00ab 4.3a 1.27de 26.32a 445f Asbs
3627.00c 3.51b 6.22f 24.62a 6.15 bc Asby
4435.00abc 3.86b 8.97cd 25.71a 5.90cd Asb;
4667.00abc 4.19a 8.28d 25.24a 5.00 e Asbs
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* Means followed by similar letters in each column are not significantly different at 5% probability level, according to Duncan Multiple Range Test.
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Table 4 — Correlation Coefficient between yield and yield components of canola
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Ggy o8 s sl
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Loy AU dlaws
1 -0.018203 Number of pod per
plant
ey aily slass
1 10.51095 -0.60913* Number of seed
per pod
(-,5) €1+ s
1 0.63222% 10.43932 10.77798%* 1000-grain weight
C)
2 pSekS) aly 3 Slas
1 0.77849** 10.74646** 0.64725* -0.60709* (e
Grain yield
(kg-ha™)
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*and ** are significant at 5 and 1% probability levels, respectively.
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