30 095 S35 5yl Jole Didymella rabiei g, o155 lows &9
oliilo )5 oyl

Pathogenic variability of Didymella rabiei the agent of ascochyta blight of
chickpea in Kermanshah province
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OS5 wiad gamaih Sigls el ol (id 4o bl bl ol e (ILC-202 5 TLC-1929 JLC-5928
Yool 4 Bl (AVIA) ol zy O ol 4 Glae (AY0) wlas can cw)p cpl 5o ool adllae slaaylos
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doddo

slaoly cwl B c ol g Cugb, b scbas b bl (S p e 0958 SIS Sl (S gw
ibss palie pB)) 1 eolitul 5 leey S35 slaghs) (rfse 5l S S S)ly lslaS & 6 bl
5 cpieolaidl lisxen wesd polin e8] 5l solatwl Lol canl job [l Gan SYsb Cwglin b a5l iz o
polie pB,l #dlol (Peever et al., 2004) 55 5 oo Cgwsee (5 lom (! JyS So e 5]l ;0 09l oy s
(Singh, 1990) ol ISt JLews Al rabiei o156 ke 10 Olynss alavly 4 0556 (5955, 6 ke aule 5450
oged Iy 03gll blie 1o (1 (slaolii g laciser 5 o (S5 €95 5l (heds colids (sl il car v
P el 58, 5 9908 b))l ol a4 Sl LA 1) il LS )1 lasly (SLwlid b s
Col oad 5,158 o 51V s jo L ol Al rabiel Slig e ;o 95 0,5 B ee | ddlais
3 s SO g (Y g9 ) ol5) ol g0 (Vir and Grewal, 1974) 9,55 g (s o (Katiyar and Sood, 1985)
SPA. rabiel SG5e)es 548 ol i (Reddy and Kabbabeh, 1985) 4l 5 (g0, .050,5 o)li5aue ,0 |, ¥ ol
o33k, (Jan and Wiese, 1991) 3ly 9 sl 200,85 5,155 0950 S8l Y md sloolaiwl LIy 5led g 4y 5
Aidges glwlids 1 1S el jo 0950 S 3ble ,o A, rabiel gl

OS5 1y e yo ol el Sldl Y a5l eolacisl L (Reddy and Singh, 1993) Sw ¢ 9,
dw 4 oxlyy @08 ululy |, Al rabiei glaaslos> (Udupa and Weigand, 1998) wllg 5 Lygogs 5 wis, S
Wip )0 cuigily 003l (Navas-cortes et al., 1998) ), an g (i y55 (wlgl 0,5 gamasd TIT g IT d Sgm
I, L ;o g5l 00 le> (Chongo et al., 2004) ,Ken ¢ §Kgz .050,5 lulds I 0l ¢ Lolew! oSl
dus 3955 31,8l o8, Caan leolatul oy sl )8 Jled ddlaie 3l sdel s 4 ylaz 003l jlLais S 5 )1E
5 o5 ,s5 (Benzohra et al., 2011) wod oLl )5 les pales 508 ololp o505 ol5 iud 9 cudgily
can 5l eolatul b aS 5 4l ms 5l esw] caws 4y A, rabiei la> #¥ ;| (Turkkan and Dolar, 2009) 5o

r ol 3 w08 oLl baalax w2ls ©)a8 eluly cufen dw 5 Side b olp b (S 68,

Srb oz BT @lnae Joli 4S5 a4l gy p0 wlzr Y 5 YF Loy 4 plaS e T 5 T (il
byo aml g ailhane jo hadd alas aw ol LT oigil Jg obew sbjo axb 5 (555 50 6153[3] mgylﬂ
o3,z s, |, A rabiei il laaliz lys,lass S VFYR) Jhonl s 6,l,ed wiud Ty obows
Ltile,S il 31 13 Lot 05, o33l (iona 31 %o a5 oS SlsS ILC-482 5 o3l o iy
Sl 31 3555 158 03, 05 (55, 1y et 09,5 ez IVAY JLu 13 (VAT (S 5 suisy) isgad i35
s ol mh Sl alas (oo g9 008 plasl slaom ) OTAY (ool o 5 (s39000) 23,5 (3)155 ()6
5 SL) Wad Byne Sy ol Gid B o s len 0,5 ooild slisleS alax 458
3 Sy slacenasSul o Didymella rabiei (Kovatsch) z,6 cpl wi> IS5 OV o) Ko
3929 9958 LS Jolye plod (o a5 ol (MAT-2 § MAT-1) 55l Cam 4 jls iz 0 gl a5 o)ls
Aol 50 9 D850 9,0 Slcires Ay cus 7 B (S5 JSw )0 cwix Al e 0429 (Kaiser, 1997) s )ls
25ds o Al rabiei 5l soua s> slacian oloul 4 ;e 45 00,5 o Vg o b gwas llS
o3y ot o Jlae il asllas b (Qureshi and Alam., 1984) (e 4 3,55 (Basandrai et al., 2005)
plil b (Chen et al., 2004) |, en 5 2 - 250g0d s 56 5kom 09,5 7o LS| 5l wlas coin o Bl
Sy sloolss a5 wis,S oLl (B3 Y ¥Y Jels) sg56 Y A 5 A rabiei ¢, alox FF 5, ol iale;
S0 il @ Bl 0,k b 4 0 A5 5 (L Gl (ol gl S a Gl wilgie gy U
peilSo a8 wisls oyl lagy] egdle 4y osil ooyl Sy ao o, 5 Sogll o glie p (I igily)
3 sl Lo, sy Do a T quisil Gl s ol sbogs Soge a1 ouigly slr cwslis
ol bl Glal pr g (smiy 0 9550 18, VA (g9, |, Al rabiel B alas oo Sl lewm oS o 1S el

A&



LIYAY JLs o (Rashad Ali et al., 2009) ol lis baslaz ST a4 Camd (oYU Canglie Venhar o3, o §.d20
sor @l wd osliiul olezr o @l 9936 (318 a1 (6 50 5l At sl g8y 4 o n (2 skt
5 o0 0 T oadgily 5 ,dS o T iy (e o L1 (055 w09l po Tty a8 ol (lis jo573e
ol 515155 Hadgl VYAV (o) Ke 5 Ll (e j92) sl oo ol alizes slaJlo jo gl @y () lws
Sl ey Glles g S bwg 9950 Caegliie mlie 0 1ATY Jlo o pliS Sl (S
JUyg 0956 (5956, 6 lom 4 Gl @udly 2,5 VYo - 5l Licy ACARDA) Is 551 s (Singh et al., 1984)
5 Sl s oLl S o (Reddy and Singh, 1984) wiocis olulid polin (p¥ oz Los g o
ol e a8 S Olidos b onyd alie 2l 0 Ssliie slojiSTly 0950 polae slocyY
3590 50 39, 4 Oledll yiils ool S8 mlie 4y slwl L (Singh et al, 1981) wiS o 0Ll alizes slojguS
3 Ol 5o lew onl 4 oagll Bblia yo ual p3Y ulpl Canl (55900 ddlate o L sladlh g lacusgil

iy gy 009 Bl 13 ool o 5t 55 2 Jlo i o

103, 9 dlge

Laige 65005 9 g 3lw Al (S (5l 2o

om0 5 g elaez wliile S liwl Al iy 5l 0950 oL ool M g Iy aSls @l sladiged
Syt wids 33 JI Ky Gde & dms 1D s o fS s Jslona o asgll el mbs picas
(Potato Dextrose Agar) PDA cuiS e (g5l> (6,0 Slid ;o diged ;o 3l anhad g U ,lez olaws « 230y0 )8
V5l om0 )8 6l slidgy 5 (SoU el VY glis 0,50 g o T gl az 10 YYEY les jo g ciS
Jitie (WA) B0l s (g9l (550 Bgyb a0 5 5lopals ol S5 by, 4 il ad) slalas 5o,
S, dls 0 WA ol g0 ciS laore j0 5t Sldlas gz onds Lalls il YA slass . iays 5
Y ey SLe) Wads (6,l0eSS Gogambo 4> 30 7y sboo 5

b lax (S95gded )90 Gluogas (ow)y
by o 9 oS ad (SEhew A ©oz b e g shE 4 Gl bialazr o, cae eS|
S aw) LSS aw alas gl aial eols )|,8 (Chickpea Sucrose Agar) CSA oo (g9l (6,0 STis
balax oI5 58 aiad osls 1,8 jg5 celw VY g ol 5 il az 0 YI-YY &l > o g0l aid )8 a5 o (g%
2 e ot e 2005 S IS S5, 5 S5 ien 5 Wb 6 Soilal S L atin s e
2 s Jsb g (Uhled Y0) poianiSa (250 5 Job s pSojlil 4 pladl oad S5 )95 5 (5> Lulys
285w 5ee Wl peaiSey (o515 end sl 35 e (i el b (A)led V0 0) oSy
onled 1SS & ;0 Olympus CH2 sy ;S VoX 530 058 lae ;0 9 oo apd 58 o35, VT cuts

el gama b (1) 159 () Lawsie d(H+) ol () oby L 15T Lo, S e 0 g wiald
olly 2575 GerediSn 9 S 255 9 Jsb (U S8 e (o Dlio sl (Basandrai et al., 2005)
i dgliie 0oy S el 45 SIS gesT b bayeils § 0l alowl SPSS l53le 5 L

A. rabiei g6 gaslas J1j6 ke L (ow) 2
TLC-72) 355 3,38l o3, Cm 55, sl by 4 A Tabiel slaalar islog Slpoyas
ICARDA oudy 05, &90mSdS” 5l oals angs (ICC-3996 4 PCHI15 ILC-194 JLC-5928 JLC-202 JLC-1929
Al S dwle ol Gl jo aline o3lail b Sl yds wgss 18 5o Uinlesl cpl 4o .0l el ICRISAT
Ll (53l siailo 11 o a8 b JoulS 5o ol o3l b amalss ez o8, 5o 51 ol el 5l
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590 VE Gl e el VY L YYEY OC loo o lalals aiass (5, 5eLas) Jace (410 :1:)) 045 g amle S
Cawd 4 A rabiel bl cuS ails l Glojee (28,85 Do LSS aw o Gislejl ol ol (gl
ol gl e Vo g9l sladyd jo g lax pio e O a8 a4 Slakad (alax YA) oliwl cilises bl ool
Sl S laie s ] Caws 455500 slaalaz 5l ES eSS G gilwge B ol sols S5 ¢ aisy, laie
YYE) °C slos ;0 59, VF S a5 g 0305 idu CSA S Lae (5ol (650 Siid zmhaw 10 (ygmmmiliwgon
Oyge 4 iS5 Lze 59, (Sl R 4 @B SlapnaiSy HeSde Due jl m aiad esls J1E ol S (Hle a0
Sl o1 Al 5 g5 e ol 93581 b @8yl il 28,8 S5 55, ol 49
<3, b gmmiliwg (Hemacytometer) jlois JoudS oY 5l oolaiwl b g o ags cutsS Jaeo gha (59,5 (9 5
Loogss (Bldl ol )] acgome glaian g0 loazald sol> sl lalS (o m ol ags wod oo )0 jaul Ox) N
ok sl Gt dloye b S5y ol & g6 ol 31 S 53 sl (s G2k 5l eslicd
a0 YYEY glos jo (Sowodly abbase (o bplals Lol jewl 51 ey 0l o3l gl (run-off) Sy xlaw

«(Turkkan and Dolar, 2009) waus osls ;1,8 A0-V+ 7 ound Casb, 5 59 el VY 0l 3 le

A, rabiei slalaz b ond 5iale 935 31,591 o6, STy b))

razalS Siable 51 w59, VT A rabiei z,B wlos YA Llie sg50 3128l o8, can STy ow, p
() Jguz) c8 8 O wish plad 1) JelS e (ILC-1929) wla o8, sbhazals aoye 1 a5 LK
5 1oy lawgi sads #Mlol (Reddy and Singh, 1984) & b 5 Sogll slaces Lululp (g len o b))
(Benzohara etal., 2011) wo 5 b |, Ken

Ascochyta rabiei z,L8 cilzse gloaslos blie j0 0556 LiaSly byl 6l SostT slocs -) Jgo
(Reddy and Singh, 1984)
Table 1. Infection types used for assessment of chickpea response against Ascochyta rabiei (Reddy and Singh, 1984)

Sl o
Symptoms e
Infection type
No lesion is visible on the whole plants. D3 gad oy olS (g3, G4 &S mep 1
Visible lesions on less than 10% of the plants, B _
OWRPIPNIRINK SAPIS IR SN R Pty 3
the stems are not reached.
Lesions on 25% of the plants, with damage on . _
laasls /) + Lo i e 55 b oS 51/Y0 o baass 5
approximately 10% of the stems.
Lesions on all the plants, approximately 50% of
the stems are reached, which results in the el Bl 7 o Loy plalS plod (59, laasd
7
death of certain plants because of serious QA w595 dauly 4 lalS S e 4
damage.

Lesion diffused on all the plants, the stems are Bl 5700 5] i 40 g o iz oL plas o aS)

reached in proportions higher than 50% with 9
o LS 2y 251 S e 5 00w

the death of the majority of the plants.
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balas Jlie,lem gaieg S
Loy ool ol (V-1) labais my (Sogll oo wlaly gylem Jule —\bjee cvalie LB ST
O slocws g R) polie laie a4 F/A LY Sogll slaces oguis opl jo .0 ploil (Turkkan and Dolar, 2009)

oslgian Arabiei ol s oL bl Gy 5l e Colgd jo g al ad S s 0 (S) wles lee 4L
2335 aladl baslas S5es 58 slaoli olulis 4y coes (Reddy and Kabbeh, 1985) lawgi ool

Lalos guuabes g glabes &y

S8l ey SaS 4 azalS al> e o 05w Bldl o3, cae gg, Al rabiel wlas YA STy jslaie oo
At Jlxs lsie a4y conalil alols a0 dslone b Ward 3s, 4 bgsye pl,Ss,00 5 plul 14 i SPSS
el glaosls ol plowl b3 7 pis (goi mdlS 5 (5lel 43550 (6l (o084 S slrosly s ol g,
W5 158 (610 50 0 9,90 SPSS 158l 055 e el culpo Jlosl b (g ke

ol wrs Jol by ad ad)S a0 o g0 S (Sogll ol sl 5 S e re R (Sogll o sl
ooliiul (gladgs ay5o Clasle jo ] 5l a8 al Jol> culi goae 2STy 2 sl (g)lom 2l ol

el S 5glsd 00 Gluogasg 6, paiges Gble Glakiv

JBlas alold b asl a0 oloys § calgus )l slaole ;o oliile S bl (g 80950 ¢ 150 5l asosl g0 b
3 9 el Joe 4 (500 pigas (55lem pdle (slls (slaadlo 5 a3lis 5l 5950 009l ac 50 YA 5l laaz yiglsS 10
Sl 5 byl (gad; Sheogas uyp (V Jsoz) 20,5 Sl KR0S L) 5 (psleer Jomo Jols Jsoz
@S ols slas o8 il az 0 VY sleo jo asan daw Job 0 CSA e (55, jomwsdniSo g pordmaSe
Glax ;o e dee PYV B KR4A6 wlox o o oo YAN I (IS elad al)) oIS ol Hlas 5l laaylos
o Dglaie KR32

L sy Slostd w05 o 55y o 5 MlS s, antlo b s 68T ol IS 5, gl
o515 CAVIA) oz mi b ol (s 0515 5l 5 poaasiSiy o515 )15 519 03,5 odmline 0,5 5 by 4l
o2 b balos (VF/F) wlas o b oS o515 5 (YY) Glas G b lawsin o515 (2Y0/F) alax oo b ol
OS] po b yxog ,Seo TYF/Y x AYYIY BAPEIVIAL 5 o paranaSy ojlasl Jlassl umman g aiils S
(¥ J992) wiogr aslie el 5 0 00y BB j5mmaniSiy 250 9 Jsbo Sl 5l Jg eaidls

A. rabiei graslos a4 Cous g5 Bl 8l o8yl STy

3o peailonly g ol Halls ILC-1929 wlus o8, sbraxals o Siable 5l on abe S (g)lew oD
o5 Al rabiei S5e0es 5 ol il JoSis 4 e Al rabiel alas YA L ogso 318l o8, cae e il
5 Corez p SeS(LVIY) wlaz 90 5 (LV+/F) alas aw slaswi b s 5 4 0 9 7 ool 5 (IYYY) alos
ol 00l a3l KR29 g KR20 KR14 oS L aS & ol ol aseioe (qwyp opl 5o auillo 1) liwl jo Slol 3
9 VoV glaoliauid oays oliile S liwl >l K0 50 5 oamlive (sogumme 4l jo olisle,S 09l ailais o
0 5 F o gaz) auils oliils S liwl jo rwg STy (LEVIA) wlas VY Il 3L Y
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slizile,S ylewl ;o Ascochyta rabiei slaalox (s,5laez> Joe 5 Jlo ol =Y Jgaz

Table 2. Name, year and collection sites of Ascochyta rabiei isolates in Kermanshah province

alr ol O e Jw

Isolate name City Year
KR3 Sare pole zahab clad e 2014
KR4 Mian darband Ay e 2012
KR35 Kermanshah olisle S 2012
KR7 Shademan olesls 2012
KRS8 Kermanshah olisle,S 2012
KR9 Islam Abad ST Ll 2014
KR10 Islam Abad ST Ll 2014
KRI11 Sarab Niloofar Aok ol 2014
KR12 Sarab Niloofar Pk Sl 2014
KR14 Kermanshah(Sararood) (39, m)elisla,S 2014
KR15 Sahneh Lo 2014
KR18 Kangavar S 2014
KR19 Sahneh e 2012
KR20 Kermanshah(Sararood) (39, ,)elisle S 2014
KR22 Islam Abad SLT P 2012
KR24 Islam Abad ST Ll 2014
KR24 Islam Abad ST oL 2014
KR26 Islam Abad ST Ll 2014
KR28 Sare Firooz Abad ST 508 2014
KR29 Kermanshah(Sararood) (33, ,)eliile,s 2014
KR32 Kerend 85 2014
KR33 Ravansar PL)) 2014
KR36 Kermanshah oliile 5 2014
KR42 Mabhidasht Claanle 2014
KR43 Mabhidasht Claale 2014
KR46 Kerend 8,5 2012
KR62 Kerend 85 2014
KR65 Kerend 85 2014

YA



VAT Jlo ¥ o )leds ¥ al> 063 2,5 (S jpolS

olzile,S \lewl Ascochyta rabiei sladlos> So55058 50 Sloogas Y Jso
Table 3. Morpholigical characteristics of Ascochyta rabiei solates of Kermanshah province

paiSy Sy
o oS5
wlaz ol kS S5, < Pycnidium Pycnidiospore
Colony diameter o ) )
Isolate name (mm) Colony color Pycnid Jsb e Jsb P
density Length Width Length Width
(cm) (cm) (cm) (cm)
KR3 35.7k 05 oo . 198.7k 176.3hfg 11.5a 4.5a
Dark green
KR4 41.0i 05 oo ++ 196.1k 165.7Im 12.0a 4.4a
Dark green
KRS 42.3h 0 o . 189.0m 164.7nm 11.5a 4.5a
Dark green
KR7 33.3i Dark ;1i4, 55 50 b oy jum " 227.7cd 176.0fg 12.0a 42a
green with light center
KRS8 46.7f gy 35 o b oy e ++ 225.7de 171.7kj 11.2a 4.2a
Dark green with light
center
KR9 37.7j o 35 b opdg, (6 S + 224.0f 177.0fg 12.0a 4.5a
light gray with dark
center
KR10 47.3f 05 o - 231.3ab 194.0ab 12.1a 4.2a
Dark green
KR11 37.7j ! 053 aloly 0,5 e + 200.0jk 178.0f 11.2a 4.2a
Dark green with brown
margin
KR12 37.7) 05 o ++ 209.3h 167.31 10.7a 42a
Dark green
KR14 37.3j Slsed S50 b g, ol + 203.71 170.0k 10.5a 5.0a
Black light with browm
center
KR15 46.7f Crg, il b0y jow . 233.3a 177.3fg 11.5a 4.5a
Dark green with light
margin
KR18 51.3d Crby, sl b olew " 197.3k 160.0p 11.5a 4.5a
Black with light margin
KR19 44.7¢ Crby, il b olew ++ 215.7g 190.0d 11.0a 4.2a
Black with light
margin
KR20 42.7h Slsd S50 b S ++ 204.0j 195.3a 10.7a 4.5a
Gray with browm center
KR22 47.3f o Al b ol " 223.0f 174.7hi 10.2a 4.0a
Black with green
margin
KR24 38.7j 0 adl>l g xS " 223.3ef 170.3k 10.7a 5.2a
Gray with dark margin
KR25 50.7d Crbgy il b olew ++ 196.1k 181.7¢ 10.2a 4.0a
Black with light margin
KR26 31.3m S rS acil> b ol et 222.7f 191.7cd 11.8a 5.2a
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Table 3. Continued Y Jsaz aslol
paiSy Sy
S L 15
. S . oL Pycnidium Pycnidiospore
b pb Colony S oSy
Isolate name diameter Colony color Pycnid Jsb St Jsb st
(mm) density
Length Width Length Width
(cm) (cm) (cm) (cm)
KR28 3j38 Crbgy e ot 199.7k 162.70 12.2a 5.0a
Light green
KR29 7gh43 61528 55 1o b o ++ 199- k 173.04j 11.0a 4.5a
Dark greenwith brown
center
KR32 3a.64 0y dnil b g, (6l oged — 200.0jk 163.3n0 9.7a 4.1a
Light brownwith dark
margin
KR33 Tm31 Crgy il b olews —— 204.0i 177.3fg 10.7a 4.0a
Black with light margin
KR36 3b.59 Crbyy bl b e " 200.0jk 164.7nm 11.5a 4.5a
green with light margin
KR42 7e49 Crdg,y andl> b olw " 200.0jk 157.0q 11.2a 4.2a
Black with light margin
KR43 7d51 S 4l b olw + 202.3jj 166.1m 10.5a 4.5a
Black with withe
margin
KR46 3n28 Crg,y andl> b olw — 217.0g 175.7hg 11.0a 4.2a
Black with light margin
KR62 3¢53 05 oo + 229.0bc 191.7cd 10.7a 4.5a
Dark green
KR65 Tg44 Srdies adl> b ol ++ 225.0ef 192.7¢b 11.8a 4.5a

Black with withe

margin

Mean with similar letters in each column are not significantly different.

Pycnid densities:

Very high density:++++

High density: +++

Medium density:

Low density: +

++

Al o gae BT W8 g o 50 alie gy b b Shee

DSy o515

by LS oSy

+++:.>l.3_)‘ “,5\):

++:Ja,.;91.o (‘,5\):

+ipS o515
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o] sl 0ol uand sloolss 5 Ascochyta rabiei calise sloaslos 4y o956 8123l a5, 2iSTy-F Jgax
Table 4. Response of chickpea differential cuffivars to different isolates of Ascochyta rabiei and races
determined for them

Differential cultivars Syl o lasteul o8| ol
s los>

Isolates Pch-15 ILC-194  ICC-3996 ILC-72  ILC-202 ILC-5928 ILC-1929 Race

KR3 S S S S R R S 5
KR4 S R R R R R S 2
KR5S R R R R R R S 1
KR7 R R R R R R S 1
KR8 R R R R R R S 1
KR9 S R R R R R S 2
KR10 S S S R R R S 4
KR11 S S S S R R S 5
KR12 R R R R R R S 1
KR14 S S S S S R S 6
KR15 S R R R R R S 2
KR18 S S R R R S S 3
KR19 R R R R R R S 1
KR20 S S S S S R S 6
KR22 S S S R R R S 4
KR24 R R R R R R S 1
KR25 S S R R R S S 3
KR26 S S S R R R S 4
KR28 S R R R R R S 2
KR29 S S S S S R S 6
KR32 S S R R R S S 3
KR33 R R R R R R S 1
KR36 S S R R R S S 3
KR42 S S R R R S S 3
KR43 S S R R R S S 3
KR46 S R R R R R S 2
KR62 S S R R R S S 3
KR65 S S S R R R S 4

st 5 5 5 (S) ol plste 3 B0 (Soll slacs 5 (R) pslhe i 4 ¥ 61 Sogl slocs
Infection types 1 to 4 have been considered as resistant (R) and infection types 5 to 9 as susceptible(S).
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olizile,S yliwl yo o] Slsly3 g olaes Ascochyta rabiei suis (pess sloolss 4y 0556 318l o8| 2:STy -0 Jso
Table 5. Response of chickpea differential cultivars to determined races of Ascochyta rabiei, their

number and frequency in Kermanshah province

Differential cultivars EICE IS(RHESRAEN sl olass wleas,

Number of  Frequency

Pch-15  ILC-194 ICC-3996 ILC-72 ;I(J)g- ILC-5928  ILC-1929 isolates (%)

R R R R R R S 7 25.00
S R R R R R S 5 17.85
S S R R R S S 7 25.00
S S S R R R S 4 14.40
S S S S R R S 2 7.20

S S S S S R S 3 10.00

R: Resistant pglie
S: Susceptible L.~
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0 JS8) edls cllas s ol 4 1
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Fig. 1. Classification of Ascochyta rabiei isolates based on their infection types on differential cultivar of chickpea
using Ward’s claster analysis method
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B 5o a8 (o0 8)lg 0956 )50 4 (g JB D)l g oud (eanl b S Lo wiz pa g el (Ol sleo
oo b plin ol 51 oolil wionl 43 IS 4 6 )koms ol JyiS sl a5 ciliseo slooly coled oy 51yl
JET 5l sz sa el oad (3155 9955 (S0350 sslem b oj )l slagiy, (o solatdl g on potedas 5 (S
51 olS M 355 g ensl ons ooliiasl silisks pglio o6l 5l o lons ool b dblio (gl godee £+ ans
3 om0 ol a8l Cunglin a5 sla5gT 4y il 00,5 axlge JSio LT, (6015 4y Al o)lge 7,8 £o5
Lo 55 plin pl5,| STy cciliien Glolia 5 5 Loy (] £33 olis s & 5o (53} 5 00 4155 o
8l o3, i 5l soliil b b 0 356 ek ol 4o (Porta Puglia et al., 1997) cuul eogs laSy sblis
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i o5 5 Calgd 53 5 258 3 omend ol Wi 5 3555 18 03, ciim STy bl lisle
g ool Byme Bludl slB )1 len gobos cpl jo colaiuwl 050 og5u (Blyudl &B 1 aian Slelis
o b @il @S gy S @ Gl o il Sl el Gl 4 plisres o5 wisg Singh (1990)
aels b ol it oszs (VYY) Jonl 5 o )lied cotls il (V28+) Siws bawgs oad 5yme ol
G55 ez 1l 55 i 355 Sy i 08,8 IS5 1y 1S i Sl i 1 iy i
Dol 509 Yo Jo «F 315) 7 cglh 59y 60 smin b OTAY (ohlen 5 LL ejs) el ond
Ol 50 OYAY (e 5 (65laed) Wilools Cod A g5msiVom eS8 0925 @ 1) sl (nl @lisslen
o] a5 (1200) S Sliios b aS 0 Slolid cinns Sl5es)lams 05 b g0l lsie &) 0155 o oy
adhis KR20 g KR 29 KR14 slawlox (guiz p) 10 0, Cillas 00,5 8 yme ol5 o 31506 Lo o5 oyleie
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sty bt S5 b 5 ol A sy lie pppeiSny (ST 5 Ky oS S b
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Lo (59, o, a3l 1, Al rabiei ala> V# o o (Basandrai et al., 2005) o Ken 4 l,ailul
g 230,S dalllas 59, 00 3l day perauSy Hhad g peaaSy o515 (S5, (S yizren g Chickpea Dextros Agar
S pgrmmaiSo ol jo (g aidloe Oslite oad S8 Sleogad ;L baalax w5 axs
9 S K, (lS ks ka5l 1AL rabiel sleaslas ogles .(Bashir et al., 1986 ) o, Kes g nio 5l
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o8 95t il i 5 5 sl o S e 0l 55 o il Ll 357y 45 e i
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