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Table 1. Analysis of variance for emergence percentage of canola in different tillage methods

S.0.V D.F M.S
Treatment 5 120.9”
Replication 2 6.7"
Error 10 0.6

w% : Significant at 0.01 of probability level
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Table 2. Mean comparison for emergence percentage of canola in different tillage methods

Treatment Emergence percentage
Chisel plow 78.2°
Two disks 85.2'
One disk 74.8°
Cultivator 67.5%
No - tillage 72.7°
Conventional tillage 81.4°

AL e ds s 0 Jlez| C]a,.dﬁ)l:dzm SNt 2 gy o e Sl wlie Gg >
The same letters show no significant differences at 0.05 of probability level.
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Table 3. Analysis of variance for yield components of canola in different tillage methods
Number of pods per ~ Number of seeds 1000 seed

S.O.V. D.F. - Oil content
plant per pod weight
Treatment 5 105.67 2136 0.044” 0.28”~
Replication 2 518" 2.457" 0.005** 0.35%*
Error 10 0.26 0.2 0.0025 0.03
#% : Significant at 0.01 of probability level L3 ) Jlazl el 53l gme D
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Table 4. Mean comparison for yield components of canola in different tillage methods
Number of pod per ~ Number of seed 1000 seed

Treatment plant per pod weight(g) Oil content
Chisel plow 47.2% 22.6™ 2.71® 36.71°
Two disks 46.4¢ 23.3¢ 2.86¢ 36.97°¢
One disk 36.8° 21.432 2.75° 36.69°¢
Cultivator 429°¢ 21.8% 2.648 36.12
No - tillage 33.72 21.22 2.642 36.64%
Conventional tillage 48° 21.32 2.94° 36.35%

A2l g 1053 0 ezl o 3 Sl e Ml 5 pe Sl wlie g Ot a3
The same letters in each column show no significant differences at 0.05 of probability level.
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Table 5. Analysis of variance for seed and oil yield of canola in different tillage methods

S.0.vV D.F Seed yield Oil yield
Treatment 5 115836 14605
Replication 2 717" 20"
Error 10 20 2.1

#: Significant at 0.01 of probability level Loy3 ) bzl e 3 Sl e Y| 2
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Table 6. Comparison of means of seed and oil yield of canola in different tillage methods

Treatment Seed yield (kg/ha) Qil yield (kg/ha)
Chisel plow 2380" 873.7°
Two disks 2184° 807.4°

One disk 1926° 706.6°
Cultivator 2240° 808.6°

No - tillage 1908% 699.1%
Conventional tillage 2300° 836¢

AL e 10 leckw):)!:&mq‘)f&\ Seg C.iji.h;.. wlie Gy > (Ot A 3
The same lettersin each column show no significant differences at 0.05 of probability level.
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