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Table 11 : Reduction in shoot mass of citrus rootstocks 3 months after inoculation with
Phytophthora nicotianae and Fusarium solani (1997)

Rootstock % Reduction in shoot dry mass®
Phytophthora  Fusarium Rootstock mean
Swingle citrumelo 13.1 % 2487 19.0*
Amblycarpa 17.4 24 8 211
C32-citrange 8.0 1.5 4.8
Calamandrin 350 541 446
F80-8 citrumelo 9.3 26.5 18.9
Gou Tou SO 122 28.5 197
Konejime 207 45 1 32.9
Macrophylla 167 14.6 156
Milan lemon 202 36.9 286
Pomeroy trifoliate 14.8 33.3 241
Rough lemon 26.2 37.2 31.7
Treatment x Rootstock LSD  {33.2} {33.2}
Treatment mean 17.6 X° 206 Y
Treatment LSD [10.0] [10.0] Rootstock LSD (23.5) *
Swingle citrumelo 125T° 13171 12.8 X'
1113 722 8° 59.2 65.7 z
Changsha mandarin 3387 2167 27.7 x
Cleopatra mandarin 5378 5938 56.5z
Jacobsen trifoliate 5378 3247 429
Natsudaidai 746 S 3578 552z
Obovoideae 504 ° 75.7 8 63.0z
Rusk citrange 5838 5471 317 x
Shekwasha mandarin 41.0 1327 271 %
Terra Bella citrange 471 471 471 2
Rough lemon 50.2 2017 387
Treatment x Rootstock LSD {283} {29.3}
Treatment mean 498Y 356 X
Treatment L.SD [8 8] 88} Rootstock LSD (20.7)
Swingle citrumelo -144 7T -27.0T -20.7 x
1112 €82S 6128 64,7 z
1116 46 1 308 38.4
Australian trifoliate 516 475 49.5
Japanese citron 5948 64.58 62.0z
Rubidoux trifoliate 7658 5758 670z
Sampson tangelo 68.08 422 551z
Smooth Flat Seville 69.2 8 428 561z
Sunchusha mandarin 24.7 89.7 8 472
Sunki mandarin 7168 6168 8666z
Rough lemon 201 -2.0 9.0
Treatment x Rootstock LSD  {19.1} {19.1}
Treatment mean 492Y 40.8 X
Treatment LSD [5.8] [5.8] Rootstock LSD {13.5)
a fjuninoculated - ingculateduninoculated) x 100 (Gabor & Coffey, 1990)
b*  not significant
¢ maans followed by the same letter (X,Y.Z belween treaiments) do not differ significantly (P=0.05) according 1o Fisher's protected 1.SD (t-test), best cullivars were selected according
10 the Multiple f-distribution test
d most tolerant {T) cultivars selected according o the Mulliple #distribulion tesl (P=0,05), means lollowed by the same lelter do not differ significantly according to Fisher’s protected

L8O {f-test

e most(susce}ptible {S) cultivars selecled according Lo the Mulliple -distribution lest (P = 0.08), means followed by the same letter do not differ significantly according to Fisher's
protected £ SD {f-test)

H means followed by the same lelter {x.z within rooistock mean) do not differ significantly (P=0.08) according to Fisher's protected LSD {t-test), best group of cultivars were selected
according to the Multiple fdistribution test.

g values not followed by any letier can be classified as intermediate in its response 10 the pathogen treatment according to the Multiple t-distribution test (P=0.05), and do not difler
significantly according to Fisher's protected LED {I-test).
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