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Table 1- Analysis variance (mean of squares) of gall mite on Russian knapweed vegetative and reproductive characteristics
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Bl Suid g 45 39 () wdlw ylad (&) 9 W5 I (A1) 4 (Aceria acroptiloni Shevehenko& Kakalev, 1974) a5 115 &S 31— JSis
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Fig. 1- Effect of gall mite (4ceria acroptilon Shevchenko& Kakalev 1974i) on Russian knapweed (a) stem height, (b) diameter,

(c) fresh and dry weight and (d) flower number
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Means with the same overlap range for each figure have not significantly different based on LSD test (0=0.05).
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Table 2- Analysis variance (mean of squares) of gall mite on hoary cress vegetative and reproductive characteristics
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Fig. 2- Effect of gall mite (4ceria drabae Nalepa 1890) on hoary cress (a) stem height, (b) diameter, (c) fresh and dry weight
and seed number
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Means with the same overlap range for each figure have not significantly different based on LSD test (0=0.05).
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Table 3- Analysis variance (mean of squares) of gall mite on rush skeletonweed vegetative and reproductive characteristics
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Fig. 2- Effect of gall mite (Aceria chondrillae (G. Can.)) on rush skeletonweed (a) stem height, (b) branch number, (c¢) flower
number and seed number
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Means with the same overlap range for each figure have not significantly different based on LSD test (0=0.05).
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