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Investigation on interaction of isolate-genotype between Erysiphe

betae and Beta vulgaris under greenhouse condition
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Table 1 Analysis of variance for measuring leaf infection percent in different genotypes of beet

inoculated with various isolates of Erysiphe betae

Sources of variation

wle
Isolate

G955

Genotype
Jlize
Isolate x Genotype
s
Error

ol 42> Slaye (5 5ilo
df MS
4840.677™
90.388"
12 25.021™
80 70.846

20yd o Jloin s 43 )b me 1 FF

BEWBEVSWNCINEES | 1

ns : nonsignificant ; ** : significant at 1% probability level
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Table 3 Grouping of 5 genotypes of beet based on the means of leaf infection with Erysiphe
betae by Duncan's Multiple Range Test

) Sr Sl ke Sl o p8
Genotype Average leaf infection(%) CV(%)
7233 67.1a 14
Leaf beet 54.7b 13.5
8001 40.6 ¢ 16
10417 14.0d 27
14442 13.7d 10.7

)0 )5 gyl 0,5 Sy 5 it By b slaSike
Means followed by similar letters are non significantly different.

o Al sa s

Mean percent of leaf infection

Genotypes & wuigi)

Erysiphe betae iliseo a)i> > buwg jdbe g} go (SS9l oy (slapuSile duwlio ¥ IS

Fig.2 Comparison of the average leaf infection of 5 beet genotypes inoculated with 4

different isolates of Erysiphe betae
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Table 3 Analysis of variance for measuring the number of produced conidia onl cm” of the
leaves in different genotypes of beet by various isolates of Erysiphe betae

i wlio 6l 4z Slaye 1Sike
Sources of variation df MS
al
Isolate 4 126591.64™
95 o
Genotype 3 1635.61
Hlize 1
Isolate x Genotype 12 1740.893"
s
Error 80 1588.945
20yd o Jloin ! aws jd )b gme : FF Cons Y Jme gl : 1S

ns : non significant ; ** : significant at 1% probability level
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Table 4 Grouping of 5 genotypes of beet based on the means of produced conidia of Erysiphe
betae on 1 cm” of the leaves by Duncan's Multiple Range Test

93 o33 355 (645 ol Sl Syl 0
Genotype Means of produced conidia CV(%)
7233 1909 a 15.2
8001 163.8b 17.5
Leaf beet 109.6 ¢ 11.8
10417 21.4d 29.6
14442 18.0d 14.3

55105 ,b tee BT ol o 5 alite Gy b oSl
Means followed by similar letters are not significantly different.
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Fig.4 Comparison of the means of produced conidia by 4 isolates of Erysiphe betae on 5
genotypes of beet
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