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Figure 2. Relationship between soil depth and nematode
counts on sour orange.
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Abstract

Dabaj, K.H. and E.A. Edongli. 1994. Population density of ciirus nematode Tylenchulus semipentrans on different citrus root-
stocks under field condition of Libya. Arab J. PL. Prot. 12 (1): 26-29°

Population density of citrus nematode Tylenchulus
semipentrans was evaluated on five citrus root-stocks; sour
orange (Citrus aurantium), rough lemon (C. jambhiri),
Cleopatra mandarin (C. reshni), Rangpure lime (C. limonia)
and Troyer citrange (Poncirus trifoliata X C. sienensis), all
year around in soil and root samples at three different depths
(20, 40 and 60 cms), under field conditions of Libya. Results

indicated that there were no significant differences in the
nematode population density between the five root-stocks.
Meanwhile, there were highly significant differences between
seasons, root and soil samples, but no significant differences
were observed between soil depths.

Key words: Citrus nematode. Citrus root-stocks, Libya.
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