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Fig. S1. Chloroplastic pigments in young Brassica napus leaves of Fe-deprived (0 uM Fe),
Fe-deficient (5 uM Fe) and Fe-sufficient (50 uM Fe) plants: (A) Chlorophyll a, chlorophyll b,
total chlorophyll and carotenoid concentrations, (B) Chl a/Chl b and carotinoids/total
chlorophyll ratio. Vertical bars are mean £SE (n=6). Bars carrying different letters are
significantly different by Fisher LSD method (P < 0.05).



Suppl. Fig. S2
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Fig. S2. Dry matter yield of Fe-deprived (0 uM Fe), Fe-deficient (5 uM Fe) and Fe-sufficient
(50 UM Fe) Brassica napus plants: (A) Roots, shoot and total dry weight, (B) shoot/root
ratio. Vertical bars are mean +SE (n=6). Bars carrying different letters are significantly
different by Fisher LSD method (P < 0.05).





