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Figure 2- Mean numeral of effect of healthy and infested by nematode treatments on root length of soybean cultivars
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Figure 3- Mean numeral of effect of healthy and infested by nematode treatments on root fresh weight of soybean cultivars
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Figure 4- Mean numeral of effect of healthy and infested by nematode treatments on root dried weight of soybean cultivars
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Figure 5- Mean numeral of effect of healthy and infested by nematode treatments on shoot length of soybean cultivars
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Figure 6- Mean numeral of effect of healthy and infested by nematode treatments on shoot fresh weight of soybean cultivars
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Figure 7- Mean numeral of effect of healthy and infested by nematode treatments on shoot dried weight of soybean cultivars
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Figure 8- Mean numeral of effect of healthy and infested by nematode treatments on pod number in plant of soybean
cultivars
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Figure 9- Mean numeral of effect of healthy and infested by nematode treatments on seed per pod of soybean cultivars
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Figure 10- Mean numeral of effect of healthy and infested by nematode treatments on 100- seed weight of soybean cultivars
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Figure 11- Mean numeral of effect of healthy and infested by nematode treatments on chlorophyll concentration of soybean
cultivars
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Figure 12- Mean numeral of effect of healthy and infested by nematode treatments on leaf area index of soybean cultivars
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Figure 13- Mean numeral of effect of healthy and infested by nematode treatments on leaf area ration of soybean cultivars
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Data are means of five replicates; Bars with the same letters are not significantly different at 5% level according to Fishers LSD test
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Table 2- Evaluate of cultivars on Canto-Saenz (1985)

LY Joadgi g8 JE pasls Cuglio a2y
Cultivars treatment  Reproductive factor  Gall index  Resistance grade
JK 11.37 2.65 Sensitive
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