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Tabl 1- Degrees of infection intensity in date palm cultivars

Infection percent Sei(:ﬁdt;on Infection quality
Without infection 0 Healthy bunch
Between0-25% of bunch infection . .
1 Low infection
Between .25_ 5(.)% of bunch Y Medium infection
infection
Between .50—7(?% of bunch v High infection
infection
More than 75% of bunch infection ¢ Intense infection
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Fig. 1- Meen infection severity of trees to lesser moth in Khuzestan native date palm cultivar
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Fig. 2- Clustring of Khuzestan native date palm cultivars based on infection severity of trees to lesser moth
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Fig. 3- Mean of different fruit adjectives of Khuzestan native date palm cultivars
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Fig. 4- Correlation analysis between morphological characters of date palm fruits and infestation of lesser moth
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Fig. 5- Correlation analysis between morphological characters of date palm fruits and infestation of lesser moth
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Abstract

In this research reaction of 10 Khuzetan native date palm cultivars clustered to 4 groups as as
Dates with too much contamination including khadravi. Highly contaminated dates including
Braim, Berhi, Gantar and Sayer. Dates with average contamination including Ashkar, Zahedi,
Chibchab and Raim. Slightly contaminated dates including Dayri. The characters such as bunch
number, bunch weight, pedicel length, main stalk of bunch length, smallest stand lenght , stand
number and sugar percent have significant correlation with lesser moth injury. Other haven’t
significant correlation with lesser moth injury.
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