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Table 1. The names of studied Brassica napus cultivars in salinity stress condition

w5 b o)lesd w5 pb o lod
Zarfam a PF \
Jewel Ve Hyola 401 Y
Hyola 60 A Adder Y
Talaye WY Licord ¥
Orieint VY SLM 046 [
Hyola 308 A2 SLM 043 5
Quantum VO Okapia \4

RGS A

S92 (V Jgi2) 13 68,30 ol (g3 &35 5 a0l 5 (7) (NACH) s )57 ¥ 5o oo YO N0+ 25 sbaws Julis Lol &8

So 09 > sk Ol o ady, Bl bt )b
b 65050 xS yio Bl Ve mze b ozyde dilgiwl
oy S b5 il eolael b badyy 9,8 ba 5l s (F)
Oy dmbre Car b pSoilul adyy Job pele
A Ce 4 baiges (lop plul Sid 59 9 addyy Sis
O g &b 03l 148 018 il g VY glod o sl
CxSeilul ofeeN e b sy ggils 5l enlil b
Cao olop plul g ddyy Sid js ggemme I .NAD
O3y & Adyy Sd Gy el Sl g Siglgn 3Sles
wlop plul 4 iy Cond Can (olgp laplul Sis
pl] (ladigos uumwbs 9 matu (61505151 (gl ol Comday
)5 ol ax > YO glod o celw YA Gdoy 157 lsa
VRV SRP N 731 KV BN PO S PRV 4.2 S B
P Oypots Ol dovgy (LS o St cbaiges
29 M Ay a2 ) Jolbs g 5l )5 SG el
axp B0 gl cele ¥ ocsed (Sl oo)eS
alwgdy odel Cowdy S ¢ A5 S 3,5 5o
S g M gpSojlas Yoo ¥ S pi )l sl pd e -
oy plid oliwd bauwgi gt g pely polis (55 ojlul

OB SlSy dw dlsge )3 g S Gl e oy Y
YO+ 9 VO pdlie b ot S 1 edlawl b (ge
28 ol S 5l oS ole sl ad Jloel Yoo e
A 8Ll bl 4 (golue Hlude b Cog dw e
S ey Sl o 3y90 Sed e pglate cpl sl
L dwlbre HSie slacdale 4 S ja Jeloee
390 93 P g el ol Comad 4w 4 5l5 3)90 e
i Jlasl 3l g gy Yo 0,8 Blal il & )b S
ssbiedy baals bz laisn )l paiges ()90
iy o ddyy ghaw Sy Jdg)lS Clic 655 0jll
lop AL & Ay o Sl 3,Slas sy oo
e (63503l ¢ algn plal Sas (g sy SWES (5
A5 plsl sy
sl dxwgl g Ol? L;Lm;f)g )‘ oslaswl b J.Bs)lf ul).u:
eS| PAG-B02 S0 in by olSius eluoge,
S50l olKiwd oyl . (6,80 3l0] Konica Minolta
2oy (Formteenm) ol g gedgame > de b
a1y ddolS e (8005 nm) o b 45 (godgicne
boady) ghe Cdo A5 e ()5 pE O)pe
3y w035 35900 (F) eSSl g 1 o5lates


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

[ Downloaded from jcb.sanru.ac.ir on 2026-04-23 ]

[ DOI: 10.29252/jch.9.24.166 |

\VEA

plul @ ady; Sl (59 Comd Cho I by 5y SIS
Jlein! mdaw 3 1) (o) re OS] las aidy > olsa
05y 0 Ly puiSary aSJl o L dep S
{8 Jpi2) 332 J5 gm0 et i s

S by b 6)sh Al polaw (1:0ke dunlie
ol doyd gy Jlis] maw > (LSD) o sxe M3
T ) (opn g Slho Glp ol i o5 Ob
Pl 5 59 liwe 5 (eoges ial38l b &S ouds odalive Sl
dy) Jobo o) 5 (2lop plil Si (59 il 9 2lsn
ey Olie g Sfolom 3)Sles iy aw ) oo
P b dwlS pKeds jsbay ole plul (D de34e
@ e Comd 5 g 2l ] et e Sl
Wl i 1y 381 gy pannly

Hade Glaws a5 ol LS piored (1Sl duwlie uls
Pl obne SNE] Ldg)lS" (puiluygisls 5 Jidg kS
3 S ¥ Jai2) 2513 (L5 Vm b YO+ (59 o
Slyp Sapll > b IR Js,lS il Jose
(V) 9800 LS 53 Jdg)l 4jod o &5 wdloo
J29 S S 59 cel Sy 53 e (VL cbile
Olye M9 )8 wpl clld 1 BU 1) o] (S 88 39800
bly & Badine Cplioee 51 (S 4 ke (YR) Wiles S
Olag) ©p8 Cumdg dge o olS > Jbg)lS Lais
el 6)58 (V) b 5y98 25 klpd 5> aoals
B (Y Jpi2) 2 535 olom i1 5 s 32 58
&9 B ol cdld mudbginw )3 madw 2l i
Jizee ) aipls puly @ glisl 09 cllad (sl o 5]
Rl 1y masliy g2 QA Sl od w92 o9 NS (o0
Mg )3 o g ORI L cplpl ST o] by 31
& Jlail Cap el g2 b <)y 0 o cnl Gpin
o3 olS Lemdplie slacls ol S0 (clags )]
et g 503 2y M e (FF) 35,5 e D)
Sy > P kel edbgiw 53wt Sl
o cysiies (F5) A5l o Jsho slblié s 5 kLo
o Sy lisebl BB el o e |, NaTK /7
Wloa)S )5S IS (o)) ol ) 6)98 A5 4 Jeou
oS Hyola 60 18, o oy yuisHayola 308 8, (V)
plail Sis 59 Cano Yo jlazsb 1) olsa plail 5 50
Cao ) e oyder 2> SLMO46 o3, 55 lsn
sl Jewel 5 Hyola60 Licord g8yl oS Jbs j> .39
(F o) B39 algp plal Sts 5y Glise cnyieS
ciliseo sl 13 S osle Hlade ials el (gyg il
a]a.«) u,uhlf o A Sis ools u‘mlf (Y) ‘39‘“’6‘ ])lf
Foawgh Glie ol g Jolo plol jLid ol ol Sy
JooS Oliwe (izns (1) W23 00 £ )98 L5 LalpS
doyo > iy Sitsosle o b |y LIS )3 (oy08 4
i Civo ey iy (V) Slatusly conlize (glasals
e 52705 5 SLMOAE 5 PF 65| & bigpyo ey
Sid 09 5 (Y Jgua) 290 Licord o3)a bgye
Licord pls,| o e o nies (gl)s SLMO46 o, cacty

o599 098 )90 Slao Sl ookl b IS pB)] 5y )3 (g9 & Jod (o)

CTAB (25, 4 DNA gzl (Jege w25 slp
)5 el (V) e Bgpme (i (g, b Bollae
5 oks gl DNA uiS o S oms il
sragidy Sl o> g ko> A 58T U5 598958
L DNA czih e 4 Hyola 401 53, o5 eslizl
5 oS Sl el jlan 5,5 A ik ol coas
@l B8 35, 0 gl el ((BDNA )| s S
5 o 4 ISSR S5 VY 5l o935 DNA cilabad (iS5
b Slyosly (o LiSTy i odlisiol 0,8 ypmlie €5
3,5 plosil yidgSee Ve o>

Jol dloye 1 ol PCR (iiSly (Sloj 9 (alod (slaas >
YO pgd dls o (AFC slod) adgl (5l 4 yuly aids o>
Al Y- ((AF°C slod) (g5l 4t poly 4l Yo Jols S
(WYOC slod) puiSS aids K (FY-0Y°C lod) Jlas]
doyo (VY°C (lod) (e iS5 4> 03 pow dbyo
Jpame (g 85 &9 (F7C slod) aidd @y ooz
35 5ygheySdl wopy MY 581 5 sy 2 PCR
Pl (+) sga pas 5 (V) yoi> ©)gons bajly (35l
e 5 SHEl o S 4 g JS sz (sl ol st
& $) &5 pedld jleslatl b bewin) om S 98
&5 lp 3 (¥0) (el GleMbl asls .ad 5,91y (YY)
H = —SHIn(£) Jgops ;1 oolitsl b aiss] o oSu3
Sl oo, L cumox 0 ISSR Hlgi S Jlgl s )
Lo oleMbl gloxe (pinpd b dulxe (g dde
e S o (MI) Silis jasls 5 (PIC) IS
PICi= 26(1-f) s 5 PIC amslme (sly 38
1fy g on iS5 () asked Jlgl,d f; of )0 a8 5 osliz
023l (F1) wilbie (Jlp oy pas) g S Sl
JS5 s slalys 3l 3 PIC o palols 51 (M) Silis
51 ookl b laeiss (cimog)S (V) el cunts S5ET yo
WUl oyl g (Slued ()90 (Bg)d lades o0
b glads a8 Ligy o9 cwlie b pbol 'SM
O 3 4 d)S (e SGideS (Sod g b Anlore
SM Al cops b 5 28 SM alis culye
ol Gy b ol 1) SeidsS (Stwsen oyt
GeneAlex SPSS V.19l lséla s 5l 552 slad o5
3,8 oolazwl PopGen32 s NTSYS 2.2 6.4

P oMb 3 ba S Gjen Slio by 450

RN RS SR SN JPINE A
1 s Jby gme Jgl (sllod dalllas 5y50 Slaws jd oSyl &
b B JyeSh Sigen Gubly wd b
Slio il 325 28,5 plol ol JolS sloS'sl
eyl e syl sme OS] S By LS e (58031l
dy) SIS (jg iy g lgp plal 5 g Clio bl
Sl g 2oy S Jloinl waw > ddy; v iy w2
3fdes g adyy Jsb 2lop plul Sis 5y clio
Tohw Sy 3929 dopd iy Jlto v ) Sods

1- Simple maching


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

[ Downloaded from jcb.sanru.ac.ir on 2026-04-23 ]

[ DOI: 10.29252/jch.9.24.166 |

154

WA s IYF 0)less /ot Jlo / 2lyj LS 2ol doliingsy

i g 4 Sz &S Cawl 04 €9l_u Lol ciloduss aslis
Gl ol LS il 3 i o5 oo 4 bgsye (0L d>
by ols pB)l wl whe Shy oild O
o2 ddome Jlasl )5 (Ve 4 S055) oYU Hlas Ul
(VA) 223L Jlay08 0 ada) 5l g m &

S ae | ey Bl Qi > Uly )8
2 605 ] Conl Koo ] mriw YU polae gl
2 (FA) hlSen 5 2 (V0) 28L awils ()98 & Joou
Gl paS s pB)) 6)9d 4 Jeod ()
odaliie (5)9 golaw (Al L e (liee )3 ()3 gine
Om e O > (VL (S e gl o 250
e Cale Gl gy (e (LIS 58 92 55 09 P
Bl g manly Olie IS 5 (olgr ise <l
2 (YY) el oids sdmliie (g5 LWl38l b olsn iy
15 et ne 055 4w ek Y00 5 ghau
RGS) ¢ Jali sl 095 gl o 2 o5 g ) JS0)
PF  Zafam SLMO43 Quantum SLMO46
plil s g 5 59 Oleo polie oy i (Hyolad0l
039 Comd iy Job oy aw 9w iy 9 (2l
380es 5 Ji2g IS (il giglt  olgm plul 4 ady) S
e (ol Slio cpl Bl jlpgw 09,5 29 Sojglon
Y Jgaz) caals |y

W sl IS o)) oy DNA (gl IS500> oy s el
odliad S o8 55 ooy > ISR S3el
My SSase g FO gsae > SN ol S
s il (sl SHET b o iS5 bbb slis 5,8
L YY V8 Y ojles sl S5l caS g gboay 091 Cogliie
TIVIVA S5 1 oy xSk 5 S Jg 3
Ky ko g JSb s VLA ol ST a8
Lol ol Ty IS8 a liee o pide AVVIVA ISS
L1 IS Gy Y2 (Y0) ohlSen 5 Cooe (A J9i2)
2 g b JlE Sl 5y ISSRSLis WY 51 eolacul
ISSR S5l 5 1555 oanlite IS5t oS YOV ggame
S pimen g I8 Gl olulid |,
S5 e ey g (SeBiekd clllas > glags
Sdsyee Slae (50 L plejealils sy
22628 dlpiiig

ASSR (slaosls Lolul 518 o)) (catiog S jslitods
3 oslanl b (Sluen (n)9d hgyh gladss 4js
9 (g i (17 JS5) 43 ploxl SM canlid (s yilo
Named G b 091 D Gxedy dagi b (glads 4y jod
MWMPLQJWICJ““)J&MZ!;
(r=+/AY™)

1S s byl lade oy eS” Adder 4 Hyola60
ol Gl s o5 LY dex (P Jsis) wls
0By Om @908 Ol addllae 3590 (lalS )3 (Sjg EalS
oo Bl alea &S col (ol Pl g S JobS
he iy o sl Lol gl a5 el 65
Job (18) 2,50 d2lpe o5 b pafitene jobdy polic
Sopd clale Sl b oS olS 5 ol Jole )3 ad)
omdglie 5 iy glacdld o MS] 5 el Jsa
i b il oblS > el gl & Al e ilS
Sbplas pByl 1Sl dunlio gols (VF) cuwl oad 5158
o8y b adey gaw g adyy Job ojlul cpyiie o5
etls RGS o3, |y adyy Jsb e a8 5 SLMO46
o8 Gle (pyiden ady) gaw g e bl I PR 8,
oS Licord o8, ¢ adyy pdaw Hlade oy yieS HyolaG0
o) 2 Sgden 3Sas il ) ady) e e
Hyola60 4 Licord pl8)l ;5 4 jlade oy ,5YL SLMO46
IS gy 005 plol cldllan 81 55 cudls |y Mo iy yieS
Seiglom 3,8 2 (i dme (it I 598 Sl3S! (V)
90&5%»#5@&&&%3))5@]&3]3
o5 S il g S car 3 @5l s 5l Gl Spae
2l Pl 53wt G0 GRIEN el ()98 il ()9
i (i S o x5 3 (1 Jyiz) 33 3
el (Sis i d 28 o ol 4 IS slaaoals
4ol ys 9 03 Cguto olS L, odsals J.oLc O‘J9I Sy
P G O jop g 4Bl geoti olS )3 IS g ma
o claclile 31 adlaa b (V) Gydl 03,5 e olS
ol b s WS ssalin Souly 4358 b > (g9
e g 3b5 sl e g2 cdald (i qyed clale
rolis Ol G G5 F 50 b o5 sl peelt (2
9 Oy phad qoadlS oaalty A5lo olS 55 3)90 (5)905
A3y phalSa e Jelge ol dnlp b GRS w5
D)5 o Suid ool o5 g

Ssladg s el b pB) ganey)S
UPor Seigledige Clio oad 3kl (:Sle (pell
YO 9 VO (e il wald pew 4w Ward
Ows Sl () JS3) ad plsil allie jobay Yse e
L by e (B Jged i lp el Joe
9 )\!?‘Lfl"‘ VO« s Wl C}Jﬂw FRge: oslawl 0 yuxio
Bid ol |30 09,5 dw & plB)l Yo Lo YO
0 Jsa)

Llod 5 SLMO46 5 PF gl asss pl5,) 1alés daws
) Sl 52 (6 IS (St o li 51
Sl (98la Cuns Slao 31 )3 pgw 095
N Gsd 4 polie LS oo 9 Sujslsn


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

[ Downloaded from jcb.sanru.ac.ir on 2026-04-23 ]

[ DOI: 10.29252/jch.9.24.166 |

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
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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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