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Table 1. Statistical analysis for canola traits at management levels in the studied farms

Mean square
S.0.V. D.F. stem flowering carpetbag maturity
. DM Na Ne NNI DM Na Ne  NNI DM Na Nc  NNI DM Na Ne
wﬂw_m%”ma 2 2756.23" 0.37" 0™ 0.017 54259.1° 0.89" 0.39" 0.12" 512500.19" 02" 029" 0.02%* 433909.14" 021" 0.12"
Levelsof farm 12 41.22™ 1.34" 0™ 0.06™ 3853.74 ™ 0.88"° 0.02™ 0.08"" 20366.1™ 1.43" 0.01 ™ 0.21** 18280.54™ 0.05"" 0.004 ™
error 30 97.69 0O 0 0 702429 0 0.05 0.003 14086.44 0 0.009 0.001 18585.15 0 0.005
G 44 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
C.V. - 23.05 0 0 0 24.95 0 6.8 6.58 13.88 0 377 3.5 12.14 2.07 3.01

ns: non-significant, * and **: significant at %5 and 1% of probability levels, respectively.
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Table 2. Mean comparison of canola at different management levels in the studied farms

stages

flowering carpetbag maturity

stem
Ne NNI DM Na Nc NNI DM Na Nec

Levelsof )i Na Ne NNI DM Na
management
58117 3.64° 4.63' 0.78" 401.05' 3.13" 3.18" 0.98" 1055.8" 236" 2.49° 0.94" 1305.98° 135" 2.36°

optimum
middle 38.33% 3.4° 4.63" 0.73° 324.02" 2.67° 3.35" 0.8° 815.31° 2.27° 2.66" 0.86° 1090.87" 1.23" 2.47°
2.5% 2.77° 0.9° 970.22° 1.11° 2.54°

weak 32,16 3.7* 4.63* 0.8* 282.53" 3.06" 3.51° 0.87° 692.4°
Mean with the same letters based on the LSD test are not statistically significant at the 5% of probability level.

Units: g/square meter (DM), percent (actual and critical N)
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Figure 1. Comparison of variation in percentage of critical nitrogen in management levels at growth
stages of canola
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Figure 2. Comparison of variation in nitrogen nutrition index in management levels at growth stages of canola
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Figure 3. Correlation between nitrogen nutrition index and yield of canola in yellow bud stage
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