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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
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Sources of variation df MS
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Isolate x Genotype 12 25.021™
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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
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betae by Duncan's Multiple Range Test

Qe S ST S L ST G
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
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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
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Sources of variation df MS
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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
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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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