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Table 1-Mean square of different traits of two varieties of rapeseed under the effect of Nitroxin and nitrogen

o s " 1 3 oy 41 ol
G | sow " © IROD s s I J9 1y | slos | e sshee | U5 oses | alssthes
O gk Sl cld 419 P . RSl
ol Nl
d.f Harvest T.K.W Silique Seed Silique height Branch Straw vyield Total yield Seed yield
index number per number length number
plant per silique
NS Replication 2 0.8 0.2 593.3* 1.6 0.208 231 0.765 4198827.6** 3321073.7 96593.2
3 Variety(A) 1 210.9** 0.2 26932.4** 0.008 7.1* 4964.9* 21.7* 35495365.1** 20804283.2 1151633*
s> Error 2 0.618 0.096 21.64 0.611 0.355 123.34 0.727 68526.6 * 69223.08
879977.4
039y 395 Nitrog(";; 4 15.4 0.046 5930.6** 5 0.057 80.9 13 6367954.3 10290:103-8* 561051.7
3g5 A*B 4 22.4 0.04 2178.6 7.1 0.031 89.5 0.932 1506684.8 5009450.1 1340715.7**
& ia el Error 6 9.67 0.036 1002.33 4.61 0.137 81.29 0.732 2574463.4 1941861.3 217902.13
9% 39y
s
RIET Nitroxin(C) 1 4.6 0.011 6344.8*%* 10.3 0.037 58.4 1.5 1126877.5 6844247.1* 1311547.8*
59 yudtknd ) A*C 1 42.8* 0.15 1828.2 11 0.013 18.8 13 24889.3 4056374.2 2302961.2**
S
9 yuindgS B*C 4 88.9% 0.022 2577.8%* 53 0.062 64.3 1.1 4318801.8** 6849013.5* 745239.71.1
* *
S
S*by’*ﬁs) ABC 4 43.1 0.042 6185.2%* 6.9 0.081 127.9 2.9%* 2585314.0* 2312012.8 197889
. .. Error 20 7.64 0.040 596.7 3.66 0.08 56.75 0.718 764316.5 1180372.9 245080.8
K=K
s
e CV% 10.5 5.4 12.6 8.2 49 4.7 13.5 7.16 6.6 11.47
sl

* **_ Significant at the 5 and 1% of probability
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Table 2- Effect of rapeseed varieties on recorded traits
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yield(Kg/h) yield(Kg/h) yield(Kg/h no (cm) length(cm
) ) /silique /plant
Octanz 4179b* 17062a 12979a S5b 166a 6a 23a 176b 3a 24b
Tassilo 4456a 15884b 11441b 6a 148b S5b 23a 219a 3a 28a

*- Different letters in each column indicated significant difference at 5% level of probability
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Fig 1- Effect of nitrogen fertilizer on rapeseed seed yield
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Table 3- Effect of nitroxin on different traits of rapeseed
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S 955
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*- Different letters in each column indicated significant difference at 5% level of probability
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