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A study on effect of fusarium wilt fungus, Fusarium oxysporum f.sp. lycopersici, and

root-knot nematode, Meloidogyne incognita, on growth factors of tomato cultivars
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Fig 1- Plant hight (cm) in Bonny Best, Mobil, Falat and walter cultivars
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Fig 2- Effect of different treatments on plant height (cm)
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Fig 3- Effect of treatments on plant height (cm) on Bonny Best cultivar
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Fig 4- Effect of treatments on plant height (cm) on Mobil cultivar
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Fig 6- Effect of treatments on plant height (cm) on Walter cultivar
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Fig 7- Fresh weight Root (gr) in Bonny Best, Mobil, Falat and Walter cultivars
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Fig 9- Effect of different treatments on Fresh weight of Root on Bonny Best cultivar
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Fig 10- Effect of different treatments on Fresh weight of Root on Mobil cultivar
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Fig 11- Effect of different treatments on Fresh weight of Root on Falat cultivar
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Fig 13- Fresh weight of shoot (gr) in Bonny Best, Mobil, Falat and Walter cultivars
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Fig 14- Effect of different treatments on Fresh weight of shoot (gr)
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Fig 15- Effect of treatments on Fresh weight of shoot in Bonny Best cultivar
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Fig 16- Effect of treatments on Fresh weight of shoot on-Mobil cultivar
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Fig47- Effectof treatments on Fresh weight of shoot on Falat cultivar
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Table 1- Ortogonal comparison between Nematod and funji on measured traits among 4 cultivars of tomato
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