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Tab. 1- Statistical analysis of biologic parameters of cabbage aphid on canola genotypes
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S.0V. freedom(df) ref;tc;d(tgti)ve reprcl;ldeljctive Intrln;lcc rate growth gﬁrﬁga(,%n . mg
|
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*and ** respectively have significant differences at level of %5and %1 probability
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Tab. 2- Means comparison of biological parameters of cabbage aphid on canola genotypes under greenhouse conditions
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Genotype CuaRod CuRo> ) ko> O
(rm) (Ro) ()] (D7)
Hyola308 0.98 0.32a 17.19a 1.37a 8.76 ab 2.12b
Hyola401 0.90 0.29b 14.49b 1.34b 8.96a 2.33a
RGS 1 0.32a 19.24 a 1.38a 8.93a 2.11b
Sarigol 0.87 0.28 b 11.60 c 1.32¢c 8.56 b 241a
LSD 0.02 231 0.018 0.21 0.16
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Means with similar characters have not significant differences at level of 5% probability
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Tab. 3- Statistical analysis of infestation index of canola genotypes based on split plot in time design
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Degree of
S.O.V. freedom (df) Mean Squares
o 4 2209.145*
Replication
G 9) 3 1590.06*
Genotype
ot 12 91.93
Error
‘_g)l.l).g 4594.: @)LJ 4 124.40#*
Sampling dates
Sy Hge ) Guisi 12 8.96
Genotype x Sampling dates '
ot 64 27.76™
Error
A ays 20.08
CV%
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Tab. 4- Means of genotypes infestation index to cabbage aphid in five sampling dates.

Genotype July 6 July 12 July 17 July 23 July 30
Hyola-308 21.69 38.50 55.95 39.18 2471
Hyola-401 16.79 30.28 37.76 34.00 22.23
RGS 8.95 16.41 40.49 27.92 17.12
Sarigol 7.53 12.41 32.46 23.78 15.25
N July6
45 o July 12
40| July 17
3 351 g July
3) 307 [ July 23
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el 11 1 1
\"3 15 \ T : I : I : I :
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Fig. 1- Field infestation means to cabbage aphid at sampling dates
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Tab. 5- Grouping of canola genotype based on field infestation index

s RS EREE W N
Genotype (Mean of infestation index)*®
Hyola-308 36.01 a 1
Hyola-401 29.01b 0.80
RGS 22.16 ¢ 0.61
Sarigol 17.81c 0.49
LSD 5% 5.909
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* Means with similar characters have not significant differences at the level of 5% probability
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Tab. 6- Statistical analysis of yield reduction index of genotypes based on random complete blocks design in field conditions

Ol pat5 2gbio &35 4y Olay o (ubo
S.O.V. Degree of freedom Mean squares
s 4 5.167 "
Replication
o 92.191"
Treatment
ol 8.953
Error
Ayl oy 23.5
CV%
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*xand " respectively have significant differences at level of 1% probability and no significant differences
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Tab. 7- Grouping based on a plant yield loss index means of canola genotypes in field conditions

229 29 Sl ad L v
Genotype Yield loss index
Hyola-308 18.90b 1
Hyola-401 12.20a 0.64
RGS 9.90a 0.52
Sarigol 9.80a 0.51
LSD 5% 6.55
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* Means with similar characters have not significant differences at level of 5% probability
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Tab. 8- Calculated plant resistance index on canola genotypes to cabbage aphid

Gig)

XYz 1/XYZ
Genotype
Hyola-308 0.98 1.02
Hyola-401 0.46 2.17
RGS 0.31 3.15
Sarigol 0.21 4.59
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