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Table 1. Comparison of means of disease index in different genotypes of tomato in

greenhouse
555 Sole g2t Kol 55 Sole 2 Kol
Genotype Mean of disease Genotype Mean of disease
index index
Riograde x Sp-100 3.47def King stone 1.25i
Sunny x Sp-100 1.80hi FDT202 1.95ghi
Carmello x New parker 4.47bcd Kallgi N3 2.32ghi
Delta x chaf 3.45efd Soria 3.55def
Delta x chef(fallat) 1.50i Imperial 4.97bc
L106 5.35b Early orbano VF 1.80hi
L107 7.93a Super H(fallat) 3.97cde
L108 3.00efg Chef (fallat) 4.80bc
L109 4.37bcd Super strain B 3.47efd
Kallgi 2.70fgh Super 2270 4.65bc
Peto early ch (susceptible check) 5.32b Early rock 5.32b

ALSD 05031 iz 7.0 Jloz

Means with similar letters are not significantly difference at 5% of probability level (LSD).
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Table 2. Analysis of variance for different traits of tomato genotypes in reaction to
alternaria stem canker in field

M. S, Slape o Sbae

4>y dal> 5l 50 6L“J?MJJ ool :ng«:«
6J|)T J}Lx.a okl oS Solews
o df. T.S.S Dried Disease Yield
S.0.V. Sk pe flower% index
Block e 3 104.97 7.09” 4.59™ 0.08™
Genotype 21 319.83" 5287 _568.79" 0.45"
Error s 63 37.65 0.33 44.46 0.20
C.V% G J 25.57 21.40 27.61 11.10
Kk X . ns

.M)J\j-’uﬂ)}bdk}‘éﬁ.u)})\l@ﬂ‘)‘)&luﬁ.}%j4{:

B/

ns, * and **: Not significant, significant at 5% and 1% of probability-levels, respectively.
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Table 3. Comparison of means of different traits of genotypes of tomato in reaction to
alternaria stem canker disease in field

o) 5 Shes Pl parls ods i sl S us)s Jloee sl 31 4

Genotype Yield (tha™) Disease index Dried flower% T.S.S
Riograde x Sp-100 42.50defg 3.30dc 33.71bcd 3.90bcd
Sunny x Sp-100 44.82defg 1.55hi 19.65fghi 4.50ab
Carmello x New parker 51.98bcd 3.13dce 33.10bcd 3.75cde
Delta x chaf 46.49cdefg 2.55def 22.70efg 3.60de
Delta x chef(fallat) 42.74efgh 2.55def 26.77defg 3.80cde
L1o6 68.53abc 4.80a 49.37a 4.05abcd
L107 52.58bcd 3.88bc 42.45ab 4.20abcd
L108 47.84cdefg 2.74def 27.60def 4.32abc
L109 43.29cdefg 4.45ab 38.27bc 4.02abcd
Peto early ch 40.24ghi 5.15a 37.62bc 3.80cde
Kallgi 53.97cde 2.82def 21.67efgh 4.15abcd
King stone 83.44a 1.62ghi 28.95cdef 3.97abcd
FDT202 55.83cdef 2.02fgh 23.00efg 4.05abcd
Kallgi N3 50.45cdefg 2.57def 21.82efgh 3.95abcd
Soria 77.48ab 3.87bc 29.60cde 4.30abc
Imperial 37.61defg 1.05i 18.17ghij 4.35abc
Early orbano VF 31.97hi 2.11fgh 11.53ijk 3.20e
Super H(fallat) 29.67i 2.20fgh 8.42k 3.75cde
Chef(fallat) 46.39gh 2.07fgh 6.52k 4.47ab
Super strain B 32.15fgh 1.59ghi 9.15jk 4.30abc
Super 2270 35.24ghi 1.00i 8.50k 4.60a
Early rock 40.46ghi 2.37efg 12.62hijk 4.35abc

ALSD 0 505T) diteas 70 Jlazmlouda 55 13 me (55 leT CoBast| Bl &3 g2y 55 &S 2tie 95 b KL
:\/Iealn(s Witr; similar letters in each column are not significantly difference at 5% of probability
evel (LSD).
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Table 4. Correlation between different traits of tomato genotypes in reaction to
alternaria stem canker disease
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ns, * and **: Not significant, significant at 5% and 1% of probability levels, respectively.
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