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Table 1- Water use efficiency and water usein stress and non stresstreatments
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Fig. 1- Water useefficiency for rapeseed varietiesunder drought stress and non stress conditions
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* Means with at least one similar letter are not significant different (P< 0.05).
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Table 2- Water use efficiency of rapeseed varieties due to ail production
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Table 3- Yield of canola and mustard in drought stress and non stress conditions
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Stress Non stress Variety
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*Treatments with the same letters are not significantly different (PE0.05).
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