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The effect of growth indices in competitive ability of some canola

(Brasica napus) cultivars against wild mustard (Sinapis arvensis).
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Tablel. Characteristics of canola cultivars evaluated for this experiment.
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1 .Leaf Area Index

2 .Crop Growth Rate

3 .Relative Leaf Area Expansion Rate
* . Leaf Area Index Duration
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Figurel. Dry matter of canola cultivars in weed-free(right) and weed-infested(left)

Y.


www.SID.ir
www.SID.ir

VWAV Sl 1) o)lads 10 ol €l g5,slisS [2ilo» aslilad

3.5 -
T
’l’
13, g 2.5 -
1’ il) EEBB}
ri : g 2 4 50003
\g, ¢ L) . 330Y »la
;'\ @ 1 4
i
0.5
0 T 1
500 1000 1500 2000
GDD
1.6 -
“’;'% 1.4 -
Q 1.2 -
;» ‘i [a)
% O 1 ..
3 o Plus
3 3 % 0.8 - 500
) j’ o 6 330Y s
°
20 044
o
"5’ 0.2
0 T ] 1
500 1000 1500 2000

GDD

(G o) Sl 5 ()l Tl 53 IS 0l ) ) s o il ok s, =Y JSC3
Figure.2. Crop growth rate of canola cultivars in weed-free(right) and weed-infested(left)


www.SID.ir
www.SID.ir

VWAV [l 1) oylas 10 ol €yl (g5 ,5liS iilom anlilad

5 -
4.5 A
3 47
Q) 3.5 4
_i) 3 3 ELBS)
% 2.5 500 iyl
Y
2 330V sl
1.5
1
0.5
0 T T .
500 1000 1500 2000
GDD
3 -
2.5
3 2 4 .
a) euJ)
—L E 1.5 A e 500
Y ola
\\; 14 330Y s
0.5 -
0 T T 1
500 1000 1500 2000
GDD

Figure.3. Leaf area index of canola cultivars in weed-free(right) and weed-infested(left)

Y


www.SID.ir
www.SID.ir

A Lll o 1S s, ails o Slae g o) sl axls (Kl anglae=Y Joo

Table 2. Means comparison of grain yield and growth indices of canola cultivars in weed-free
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*In each column, means with the same letters are not significantly different at the p< 0.05% by the Duncan ’s multiple range test.
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Table 3. Means comparison of grain yield and growth indices of canola cultivars in weed-infested
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*In each column, means with the same letters are not significantly different at the p< 0.05% by the Duncan ’s multiple range test.
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