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Table 1. Mean comparison of plant height in five stone fruit rootstocks

wl oS gl
Rootstock Plant height (cm)
Penta 29.66b
GF 677 37.03a
Mr.S 2/5 29.10b
Tetra 28.25¢
Cadaman 36.58a
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Means followed by the same letters are not significantly
different at 5% level of probability.
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Table 2. Analysis of variance for necrosis length in cutting twigs of five stone fruit
rootstocks inoculated with P. drechsleri and P. cactorum

a3 555 dgb

sal5T Length of necrosis
S.0.V. el e df. P.cactorum  P. drechsleri
Rootstock b 4 216.51" 197.777
Error 1 32 74.72 0.61
CV.% Sl ed o A 14.30 8.97

** : Significant at 1% probability level.

V¥

o3 ¢SS Jlaz| cla.u 53 ls gme ¥



P. drechsleri ; Phytophthora cactorum a jfs«.s o s 0bs 53 1 gy (i Cuoslia b5

BERB )}J——g’ LJ}—L’ uf.)—;“'f Tetra 9 Penta
sP. cactorum o= 95— [

(Y Jgd>) assls a5 P, drechsleri

Aisls QL La Sl sy lie gl
op s Cadaman 3 GF677 laasl 45

b LaoT 5l ey sk sls |y 55 S Jgb

slaalaS 5,50 5303 Mr.S2/5

S5 4l ol dmes o g O3 Al o sl i 3 55,55 sk (sla ke aglie Y i
P. cactorum , P. drechsleri b oiis

Table 3. Mean comparison of necrosis length in cutting twigs of five stone fruit
rootstocks inoculated with P. drechsleri and P. cactorum

sl Length of necrosis (mm) 5, S Jsb
Rootstock P. cactorum P. drechsleri
Penta 4.59c¢ 4.40c
GF677 14.80a 13.84a
Mr.S2/5 7.58b 7.05b
Tetra 4,98c 4.64c
Cadaman 14.01a 13.58a
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Means within each column followed by the same letters are not
significantly different at 5% level of probability.
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Table 4. Analysis of variance for necrosis length in cutting twigs of five stone fruit
rootstocks inoculated with P. drechsleri and P. cactorum in vitro

o MS ol SiLe
S.0.V. O il 6(;?:‘ P. cactorum P. drechsleri
Rootstock “l 4 259.24" 224.56™
Error (178 32 4,73 3.14
C.V. (%) Ol ok g oy 19.77 17.62

** : Significant at 1% probability level.
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Table 5. Mean comparison of necrosis length in cutting twigs of five stone fruit
rootstocks inoculated with P. drechsleri and P. cactorum in vitro

Length of necrosis (mm) 5, < Jb

al
Root;;ock P. cactorum P. drechsleri
Penta 6.32d 5.8d
GF677 17.27a 16.39a
Mr.S2/5 9.47c 9.04c
Tetra 5.96d 5.00d
Cadaman 15.51b 13.99b
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Means within each column followed by the same letters are not significantly

different at 5% level of probability.
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Table 6. Analysis of variance for necrosis length in seedling of five stone fruit
rootstocks inoculated with P.cactorum and P. drechsleri in glasshouse

o2 Z.

@337 MS ol e Sk
S.0.V. et gl af. P. cactorum P. drechsleri
Rootstock b 4 256.03" 209.21"
Error o 32 37.11 18.81
C.V. (%) RIS RO ESE 29.53 24.82

** . Significant at 1% probability level.
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Table7. Mean comparison of necrosis length in seedling of five stone fruit rootstocks
inoculated with P. cactorum and P. drechsleri in glasshouse

5955 dsb
4l Length of necrosis (mm)
Rootstock P. cactorum P. drechsleri
Penta 15.00c 12.00c
GF 677 29.68a 21.88ab
Mr.S 2/5 18.52bc 16.92bc
Tetra 14.88¢ 11.63c
Cadaman 25.05ab 20.93ab

I (653 g D glE s 3 0 Jlaz|

5% probability level.
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Means within each column followed by the same letters are not significantly different at

v
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GF677 wsls oLz (Thomidis et al., 2001)
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