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Table 1. Analysis of nursery soil used for propagation and potting of tested plants

& Calda )3 @l D)s oSS Sud e T e S35 o 7
$12 28 505 S s s ST ol J6 ol 6 ol J6 ol 6 o 6 ol 6 ol 6
Sampling Electrical Saturation pH Total Organic Absorbable  Absorbable  Absorbable Absorbable  Absorbable Absorbable  Absorbable
depth conductivity percentage N compounds  phosphorus  potassium ferroud manganese zinc cupper boron
(ds/m) (%) (%) (%) (mgkg?!) (mgkg!)  (mgkg")  (mgkg®)  (mgkg™)  (mgkg™) (mgkg™)
0-30cm 1.64 33.0 7.8 0.07 0.64 34.6 275 2.54 8.3 1.56 1.04 0.32
30-60 cm 0.58 37.7 7.9 0.04 0.22 0.88 81 1.92 6.2 0.00 0.74 0.04
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Fig. 1. Comparison of leaf chlorosis, indexed by chlorophyll content of basal and apical

leaves on the shoots of different quince genotypes budded on quince rootstocks in
_ greenhouse condition
The lines on the bars demonstrate the standard errors of means
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Fig. 2. Comparison of leaf chlorosis, indexed by chlorophyll content of basal and apical

leaves on the shoots of different quince genotypes budded on crataegus rootstocks in
greenhouse condition

The lines on the bars demonstrate the standard errors of means
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Fig. 3. Comparison of leaf chlorosis, indexed-by.chlorophyll content of basal and apical

leaves on the shoots of different quince genotypes budded on quince rootstocks in
_ nursery condition
The lines on the bars demonstrate the standard errors of means
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Fig. 4. Comparison of leaf chlorosis, indexed by chlorophyll content of basal and apical

leaves on the shoots of different quince gerzjq%ypes budded on pear rootstocks in nursery
condition
The lines on the bars demonstrate the standard errors of means
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Table 1. Ranking of tolerance to the iron deficiency chlorosis of quince genotypes on different rootstocks

Rootstock type and evaluation condition  _Lj,l leses 5 4l &

i) (Oklg) & (68) o (Okdly) N ($) SE (68 S5
Gehotype Quince (Nursery) Quince (Greenhouse) Crataegus (Nursery) Pear (Greenhouse) Crataegus (Greenhouse)

Shebs SVt Sl Gt Shebs St , L S slass S, St ,
Basal leaves  Apical leaves  Basal leaves < Apical leaves> Basal leaves  Apical leaves  Basal leaves  Apical leaves  Basal leaves  Apical leaves

ET1 11 8 9 10 5 9 Incompatible Incompatible 4 3

KM1 8 9 8 3 6 1 Incompatible Incompatible 3 5

KVD1 3 3 2 5 8 12 Incompatible Incompatible 13 7

KVvD2 2 1 6 4 1 8 Incompatible Incompatible 8 4

KVD3 5 2 1 14 7 14 Incompatible Incompatible 1 9

KVD4 13 10 4 12 1 13 Incompatible Incompatible 2 10

NB1 7 12 3 2 3 2 Incompatible Incompatible 1 1

NB3 9 6 10 13 9 11 Incompatible Incompatible 6 1

NB4 10 1 7 8 10 5 Incompatible Incompatible 10 14

PH2 6 7 1 1 4 3 Incompatible Incompatible 5 2

PK2 14 14 5 1 14 4 Incompatible Incompatible 9 13

SHAL 12 5 14 9 13 10 Incompatible Incompatible 7 8

SVs1 1 4 12 7 12 6 Incompatible Incompatible 12 12

SVS2 4 13 13 6 2 7 Incompatible Incompatible 14 6

Class 1: Most susceptible genotype; Class 14: Most tolerant genotype. w55 o Jamete NF WS 6 55 el 1) DS
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