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Fig. 1. Effect of salinity stress on Leaf relative water content (LRWC), Vertical bars indicate Means +
SE based on three replicates and different letters above columns indicated significant (P < 0.05)
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Fig. 2. Effect of different levels of salinity stress and cultivars on Electrolyte leakage (EL) in Canola leaves (A) and (B),
respectively. Vertical bars indicate Means + SE based on three replicates and different letters above columns indicated

significant (P < 0.05) differences.
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Fig. 3. Effect of salinity stress on GPOX (A) and CAT (B) in canola leaves; Vertical bars indicate Means + SE based on
three replicates and different letters above columns indicated significant (P < 0.05) differences.
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Fig. 4. Effect of drought stress on BnaCDPKi4 relative expression ratio; Vertical bars indicate Means = SE based on
three replicates and different letters above columns indicated significant (P < 0.05) differences.
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