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Fig. 5. Plant height in different treatments in 3™ harvest 65 days after transplanting (right to left:
infected control, Nemacure 40, 60 and 80 kg/ha after transplanting, healthy control)
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Fig. 6. Plant height in different treatments in 3" time 65 days after transplanting (right to left: control
with infection, Rugby 40, 60 and 80 kg/ha after transplanting, control without infection)
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Fig. 7. Plant height in different treatments in 3™ time 65 days after transplanting (right to left: control
with infection, Nemacure 40, 60 and 80 kg/ha after transplanting, Rugby 40, 60 and 80 kg/ha after
transplanting, control without infection)
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Table 2.Means comparisonof nematicidesaffecton tobacco root knot nematode
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befor transplant
43 fg 5.2 cdef 75b 2.75 cdef 12.6 de 12360 cdef 249 bede 380 abe A
after transplant
Lo L 5o o5
421 5.3 cdef 6c 2.5 chef 12 de 129042 cdef 245 bede 402 ab (S5 b olyn =l
synchronized transplant Rugby 60
44 fg 5.2 cdef 6¢ 1.25 ghi 13 de 124428 defe 264 bed 404 ab Sl
befor transplant
44 fg 5.2 cdef 32de 2 defgh 9 ef 124512 defg 214 de 422 ab S5 Sl e
after transplant
Ll 5o sl
43fg 5.2 cdef 3de 175 efghi 9 ef 126676 cdef 128 feh 441 ab S5 olyn ]
synchronized transplant Nemacure
. PERERE
48t 47 efg 2ef 1.5 fghi 8 fg 114488 efg 122 fgh 427 ab bttt
51.8d 44 efg 4d 3 cdef 9ef 106769 e 184 efg 408 ab S5 J o
after transplant
L b o A 51
50d 4.6 efg 3.5de 2.75 cdef 9 ef 110893 fe 193 ef 421 ab S o b
synchronized transplant Rugby 80
».C)KL:" BN
56.4¢ 4g 35de 2 defgh 8.5 fg 96712 g 192 ef 350 be et oo
72b 23h 12fg 0.75 hij 4h 57072 h 129 fgh 352 be S5 Sl e
after transplant
Lo A sl
790 1.95h 15f 05 33h 47035 h 98 h 290 ¢ S5 . olyn »
synchronized transplant Nemacure 80
86 13h 1 fe 0.5 2h 31970 h 66 h 182d S SIS
befor transplanting
0i Og 0j 0i 0i 0i Oe control without infection sy 50, sals

AT Jleisl e (o (g 5ls ge BT S i B G PBlas gl lo sla Sk et o p0
Means followed by same letter in each column are not significantly different at 1% probability level according to DMRT.
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Table 3.Means comparisonof nematicide s effecton tobacco root knot nematodeandtobaccogrowth factors

. (05 S 05 by S Caed eSle
(e 5L) 4y, s 5) 422, 03 (5) 4y, K3 0 #9503 LS 52 5 J) esil 1) T 2 Sed 5 Treatment s
Length of root (cm) Root weigh(gr) Root dry weight (gr) weight of Income (Rials/ plant) average price per kilogram reatment,te-
e ghigr Y ght (gr leaves (gr) P (Rials)
171 55¢f 3lg 56 f 425 f 7325 ¢ control with infection Sssli sl s aalss
isles )l
17.5 hi Tle 3375 fg 63 ef 522 ef 8290 be A
after transplant
sl el £ S
17.25 hi 715e 36.25 efg 64.5 def 534 ef 8220 be ST e b
synchronized transplant Rugby 40
sl )
17.5 ghi 70.75 ¢ 35.5efg 65 def 575 def 8873 abc < )
befor transplant
tsles ;)
19.75 cde 91.25 cd 45 de 67.75 cdef 629 cde 9382 ab & S
after transplant
sl kol ¥
19.25 def 90 cd 41.5 def 68.25 cdef 637 cde 9339 ab SR s
synchronized transplant Nemacure 40
19.25 def 94.75 cd 46.75d 68 cdef 637 cde 9334 ab ‘f’m-‘d o
befor transplant
. @5l jlan
16.75 ghi 83 de 37.25 efg 70 bedef 647 bede 9204 ab
after transplant
e b ol 5. 3
18.75 efgh 90.5 cd 42.5 def 71 bede 742 bede 9610 ab ST e o
synchronized transplant Rugby 60
tsles ;) s
19i 88 cd 41.5 def 73 abede 711 bed 9715 ab & o
befor transplant
s sy
19.5 de 120.75b 63.75¢ 75 abede 707 bed 9469 ab .
after transplant
5T b ol PR
19.25 def 120.75b 64 ¢ 76 abcde 742 abed 9683 ab ST e s
synchronized transplant Nemacure 60
tsles ) s
21.25 abe 130.25 ab 71.25be 72 abede 683 bede 9721 ab & o
befor transplant
. sl jlam
17.75 fghi 92 cd 43 def 77 abede 765 abed 9675 ab .
after transplant
sl ol A S5
18.75 efgh 96.5 ¢ 44.25 de 78 abed 763 abc 9703 ab ST e o
synchronized transplant Rugby 80
sl )
19.5 de 96 cd 43.5de 81 abc 785 abc 9585 ab < )
befor transplant
L jlae
20.75 bed 129.75 ab 70 be 79 abed 765 abc 9638 ab
after transplant
5l Lol A
21.5ab 131.75 ab 73.75b 79 abed 781 abc 9856 ab SR s
synchronized transplant Nemacure 80
tsles ) s
21.25 abe 132.5 ab 76.25 ab 83 ab 837 ab 9983 ab < ’ ‘)’j,
befor transplanting
22a 139.5a 83.75a 87a 903 a 10309 a control without infection Ssgl 50 aalis

AN Jleisl mda (o (5l ge M S i By G PBlas gl ls sla Sk gt ja p0

Means followed by same letter in each column are not significantly different at 1% probability level according to DMRT.
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