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Table 1. The names of studied Brassica napus cultivars in salinity stress condition
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Table 2. Analysis of variance for studied traits of Brassica napus under salinity stress condition
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Table 3. Mean comparison of control and salinity levels in Brassica napus cultivars using Least Significant Difference (LSD) method

FJF, by s St ol (mgg Jdo)ls S aShesadghae k) o sodb Sy A ois Pl 5 s s
(ppm) (ppm) ol 1FW) (o) (em) em) (cm) (o) a2, (@) )iy (O) e

«/AYa Y/¥va +/+YYc «/+Yfc Y¥/YVa V/-da Y./Ma V/-va YY/Yva ANEY RALE VVa V+/Yfa Aol

-/Ma V/Yac Y/aAb Y/¥ab YY/Y- a -/5VYb \¥/-Yb -/63b Y£/aAb -/-Yb -/$-b -/52b £I¥\b Yo+ Mm

-/vob \/ayb \Y/vaa \ArK:! Y¥/\\ b -I¥ve a/vac I¥ec YY/Ac +[+¥c -/YYc -/yac Y/v¥e Yo+ Mm

il o duoyd B Jlain] plaw 55 I3 xe BMET onimd LS (g 2 4D gy iglis

A\

K0 ooty 409 o K (99 9| e (( A


http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/jcb.9.24.166
http://jcb.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-931-fa.html

[ Downloaded from jcb.sanru.ac.ir on 2025-11-09 |

[ DOI: 10.29252/jch.9.24.166 |

WY

WA e VY ol [ Jlo /sy LS 3o dnliing,

Moggine SIS S gy b So39d58 )90 Slao jlai 1S adlllan 5)50 pB)] (50le anglio —F Jga>
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Figure 1. Grouping of Brassica napus cultivars based on physiological and morphological traits using Ward

method at levels of control (A), 150 mM (B) C) and 250 mM salinity
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Abstract

Canola (Brassica napus L.) is one of the most important world's oilseed crops. The salin soils
and sdlinity is the most important environmental stress factor that affects production of
rapeseed. In order to study salinity resistance in canola cultivars a seedling stage based on
morphophisiyological traits and assassing relation of these traits with ISSR markers, 15 canola
cultivars in two salinity stress levels (150 mM and 250 mM) and non stress condition (control)
were studied at greenhouse condition as throponic culture method. In this study, salinity stress
caused decreasing of al evaluated morp %Iphisiyqlpgic;al traits, except Na to K ratio and Na
content. Results of mean comparisons and classification by cluster analysis of cultivars in
different conditions showed that the SLMO46 and PF were better than other cultivars in all
traits,was superior for average of most traits. So, the Hyolla60 and Licord cultivarsin al traits

ad lower amounts. In Molecular analysis using 11 ISSR primers, 45 polymorphic bands
produced in studied canola cultivars. Means of Polymorphic Information Content and Marker
Index for all primers were obtained 0.282 and 1.108, respectively. In cluster analysis using
ISSR data and Nei s genetic distanceand UPGMA method, the canola cuhtivars classified in
three clusters. The minimum genetics distance obtained between Zarfam and Jevel cultivars
(O.|0_79) aFOdgtg)e maximum distance observed between Quantum and Hyola60 whit SLMO46
cultivars (0.32).
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